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Complainant - Victor 0. Fraser

Subject - Filing False Report '1
Respondent - congressman Ron deLugo, D - V * I.

That Respondent, Ron deLuge, D - V *, an experienced eighteen
year member of the U. S * House of Representatives, familiar and
completely knovl.dg.able of the Federal Election Campaign Laws,
filed or caused to be filed on August 24, 1992 a Report of Receipts
and Disbursements vith the Office of the Clerk of the U * S * House of
Representatives covering the period of July 1, 1992 through August
19, 1992 and knowingly and falsely designating said report as a
Tvelfth Day Report" preceding a primary election on September 6,

1992 in the State of the Virgin Islands. That Respondent, Ron
deLugo, D - V. I * knew that the filing deadline for candidates for
the office of virgin Islands Delegate to Congress was July 26, 1992
and that the identity and political party affiliation of all
qualified candidates was public knowledge and attainable from the
office of the supervision of elections. That Ron deLugo, D - V.1.,

knew the identity of the only qualified candidate for the office
and that the candidate's political affiliation was Ro Party, and
that the candidate had filed to run as an "Independent."

That Ron deLugo, D -V.1., an eighteen year member of the U.S.
House of Representatives completely familiar with the Federal
Election Campaign Laws had no reason to believe after July 28,
1992, the deadline for filing candidates for the office of Virgin
Islands Delegate to Congress, that there was going to be a
"Democratic Primary Election" on September 8, 1992, in the Virgin
Islands.

That on September 8, 1992, the Primary Election Day, the
Chairman of the Virgin Islands Board of Elections informed
complainant that Ron deLugo, D - V.1., "had no reason whatsoever"
to believe that he was involved in a primary because no democratic
challenger had filed.
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That on September 10, 1992, the Supervisor of Elections told
the complainant that no primary election for the office of Delegate
to Congress had been considered nor contemplated because; (1) Mo
Repiablican, Mo Independent Citisen Movement (I * C * K.) candidates had
filed; (2) There was no challenge to the Democratic incumbent, and
(3) the election law of the Virgin Islanda have no provision for
primary election for lndependent candidates.

That Ron deLuge, D V.1., an eighteen year member of the U.S.
House of Representatives, with full knowledge of the facts stated
above, solicited contributions and made disbursements allegedly in
connection with a primary election for the office of Delegate to
Congress on September 6, 1992, and that he willfully, intentionally
and in possessios of all the pertinent facts to the contrary,
misled contributors into believing that he was involved in a
primary election, and knowingly misrepresented his activities in
connection thereto to the Clerk of the U.S. House of
Representative, and that his actions is tantamount to fraud. 4

Further, that in the Report of Receipts and Disbursements
covering the period of July 1, 1992 through August 19, 1992, on

a page 1 of Schedule A (Itemized Receipts) contributor (g), Ralph de
Chabert is listed as having made a $1500.00 contribution on August
13, 1992, aggregate year to date $1500.00 a violation of Section
441a(a)1A of the Federal Election Campaign Laws. The same
contributor, Ralph de Chabert and Mario de Chabert made a "joint'
contribution on June 11, 1991 as stated in the report covering the
period January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1991, in the amount of
$1000.00. If this 'joint" contribution represents a 50%
contribution by both, then the aggregate for Ralph de Chabert for
a single election will be $2000.00, twice as much as is legally
allowable.

In the report filed on August 24, 1992 covering the period
July 1, 1992 through August 19, 1992, on page 1 of Schedule A

(Itemized Receipts), contributor (C), Leon Hess is listed as having

made a $1000.00 contribution, the maximum allowable for a single aelection. However, a review of the report filed July 15, 1991
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covering the period January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1991 viii show

on page 3 of Schedule A (Itemised ReceiPts) that contributor (a) is

the same Lean Ness who made a contribution in the amount of $500.00

for an aggregate of $1500.00 for a single election; a violation of

Section 441a(a)l(A) of the Federal Election Campaign Laws.

I, vi.tr 0. iramer, do solemnly swear that I have read the
foregoing information and ackflowled~ that the sane is true and
accurate to the best of my 3~i@Vled9e.

I
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Sepertim, requirements for reports

due in April are described below. All
registered committees expected to file
reports in April are automatically
mailed forms. For additional forms or
other information on reporting
require~nts, call the FEC at 600/424-
*S3@or 203/376-3120.
~aarterly Reperta

Al) political committees tiling on
agI.rt.rly schedule during 1990 mast

U) file a qeerterly report by April 15.
Ike report sheuld cover all activity
from January 1 4or from the closing
Gate of the last report filed, or from
the date of the committees first
activity, whichever is later) through
March 31.

O Monthly Reports
Those committees filing on a

monthly schedule during 1990 must file
reports by April 20. The report
should cover all activity from March 1
(or the closing date of the last
report filed. whichever is later)
through March 31.

Pre-Primary Reports
Pre-primary reports, covering

activity from the clos, of books of
the last report filed through 20 days
before the primary election, are due
12 days prior to the election. Only
committees making contributions and
expenditures in connection with pri-
marie. are required to file pre-
primary reports.

If sent by registered or certified
mail, the report must be postmarked no
later than the 15th day before the
election. See the January 1990 Record
for a state-by-state list of pre-O primary filing dates.

mdepeademt Spenders
Amy independent expenditures

aggregating $1.00, or m*re and made
between 20 dys and 24 hours before an
election day begins mast be reported
within 24 hours after the expenditures
are made.

Lest-Minute Ctribetis
A candidates principal campaign

committee or amy other authorised
committee mast file special notices on
contributions of 61.000 or more
received after the 20th day and more
than 46 hours before an election in
which the candidat is running. 11
cut 104.5(f) witbim 46 hours after
receiving the costribution. the
committee meat deliver the following

(continued~

TA3L3 OF COYS
1 APSII. IIPONIS

4 33W tONI SP3CRAI. ILICTION

PARYT ACI1V11135
5 1990 Party Spending Limits

800 LIN3
6 Coordinated Party Expenditures

PUSLIC&TIOKS

7 Updated Party Guide Available

9 ADVISOSY OPINIONS

10 AUDIT: Friends of Gary Uart-19SS

COURT CUES

11 Common Cause v. FEC (S9-0524(GAG))
13 COMPLIANCE: Released MUM Files
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15 Voting System Standards Approved

16 STAFF: Inspector General Appointed
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16 1989 Special Elections
19 PAC Growth
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FEDERAL ELECTION COA4MlSSIONU WASHINGTON. DC 20*3September 24, 1992

Victor 0. Fraser
v.o. Boa 5926
Veterans Drive Station
St. Thomas, virgin islands 00803

RE: NUK 3611

Dear Mr. Fraser:

This letter acknOwledges receipt on September 16, 1992, of

your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the &ct), by the

Eonorable u.n De Lugo. Roe De Lug. Congressional Comittee, 
and

Devid Namilton. as treasurer, Ralph de Chabert, Leon Ness, and

Mario de Chabert. The respondents will be notified of this
complaint within five days.

You viii be notified as soon as the Federal Election

Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should you

receive any additional information in this matter, please

forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such

information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original

complaint. We have numbered this matter RU 3611. Please refer

to this number in all future correspondence. For your

information, ye Nave attached a brief description of the

Commission'S procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

em
Assistant General counsel

Enclosure
procedure
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ELECTION COMMISSION
SHINCTONOC 20*1W FEDERAL September 24, 1992

David Bamilton, Treasuref
aon Do Lugo Congressional Committee
V.0. So: 279
St. Croix, VI 00S20

33: NUR 3611

Dear Mr. lamilton:

me Federal glection Commission t@@@ived a complaint which
indicates that ~* 33 Do Lug. CongressiOnal Committee
(Comittee) and you, as treasurer. may have violated the
rederal ilection CammaiPi Act .f 1971, as amended (the Act~.
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter agi 3611. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5) and S 437g(a)Cl2)(A~ unless you notify
the commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authoriuing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



David Hamilton1 TreasurerRon Do Lugo Congressio,~l Committee
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Frances 5. Sagan,the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.For your information, vs have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

~lei~ 
iIAssistant General Counsel3nclosures

1. Complaint
2. Pr.cedures
3. DesignatIon of Counsel Statement A

cc: The Honorable ion DO Lugo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONU WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~J Soptambor 24, 1992
The lonorable ion Do LugO
U.S. louse of iepresentatiV@5
Washington, DC 20515

RE: RUE 3611

Deer Kr. De Lugo:

The Federal glection Commissiou 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 NUN 3611.
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 Commissions analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response. which should be addressed to the General
Counsels Office. must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(3) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The Honorable Ron Dc Lugo
Page 2

Zf you have any questions, please contact frances 3. 3S;an,
the staff member assigaed to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, ye have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa
Assistant General Counsel

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

cc: 105 De Lugo Congressional Committee

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 20*3

September 24, 1992

NC. Ratio do Chabert
1.0. 501 5994, Sunny Isle
Christiansted
St. Croix, VI 00823

RE: RUt 3611

Dear Mr. de Chabert:

the rederal 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 NUt 3611.

Please refer to this numb.: 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

Counsels Office, must be submitted within 15 days 
of receipt of

this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the

CommissiOn may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance 
with

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

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter 
to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Mr. Mario deChabert
Page 2

Zf you have any questions please contact Frances 5. lagan.
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 219-3400.
For your information9 ye have enclosed a brief description of
the cornissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

~lein
Assistant General Counsel

inclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20*3

September 24, 1992

Nr. Ralph de Chabert
p.o. lox 5994, Sunny Isle
Christiansted
at. Croix, VI 00823

RE: Xliii 3611

Dear ~r. de Chabert:

Tb. rederal Election CommissiOn 
received a complaint which

indicates that 70U may have violated the rederal 
Election

Campaign Act of 1971. as amended (the Act). A copy of the

complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter 
EUK 3611.

please refer to this number in 
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, yOU have the opportunity to demonstrate 
in

vriting 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 Commissions analysis of this

matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted 
under

oath. Your respOnse. which should be addressed to the General

couns*l'* Office, must be submitted 
within 15 days of receipt of

this letter. If no response is received 
within 15 days, the

Commission may take further action 
based on the available

info rmat ion.

This matter will remain confidential 
in accordance with

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

the Commission in writing that 
you wish the matter to be made

publiC. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission 
by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number 
of such

counsel. and authorizing such counsel 
to receive any

notifications and other communications 
from the Commission.
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Kr. Ralph de Chabert
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Frances B. sagan,

the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

For your informatiOn, ye have enclosed a brief description of

the Commissions procedures for handling complaints.

sincerely,

ssist&nt General counsel
gnclosur@5
1. Complaint
2. precedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2O4~3U, September 24, 1992

Kr. Leon Mess
1165 Avenue of the Americas
Nov York, NY 10036

RE: XIII 3611

Dear Kr. Hess:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

o 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 KU! 3611.

Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.
LI)

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

o Counsel's Of f ice, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)C12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Kr. Leon Hess
?age 2

U you have any questions please contact Frances 5. Sagan,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 2l~34@0.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Coission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

~lein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2 Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Yhe parties ails. to iota a Partnership on tbs tstin
mum ~ ~ a~ ~e ~da .644* S~J, Am~4

1.1 k. Ike parties to this apemeat are Rsek
A. GO ~*5te Matia A. Ge a~ab.rt, Rita K. 5@buetar, Mario U.
Ge Chebazt, saG Uhiulq u.N. Right told, all of the City of
~iristianstea. It. CIOIX, Virgin Zeleads of the UattG States.

~ sa *~'4~Q ~I&h* £US SZ~5Q~hLVS OA~O Ot tbLU

wit Shall be 7uly 1, 1967.

1.3 ~. Ihe arn of the Partnership shall be
38P33A35A DVULOSST CWWMT.

1.4 USI 01' R&RU I! PAM~hR5. It is intended that the
urn ne may be used after the death, xettrrnat, or withdrawal.
of any of the 1~rtners.

1.5 . ~lm ~wpoee of the Partnership is
Urns Geva1o~sgrnt, sale, manapesent, and ovnaruhi~

~ real estate and suth other Loetvities that may be appropr~
to su~ business.

21 1*, ~ Psv~~1 busi
~ *~ * -4

pot

Late
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w'.reL Partaetship 4wein~t3spewaasa Develo~at CmpU~
Paqe Two

ti
1.7 ~. Ihe Vartmershlp shaLl osattaug hu a pewio&Ii of tvestyumf Lv. (25) years omenoing ~ auly 1, 1*67, unless

~ otbeavise dLssolv.4 pursuant to the provisim LM dissolutica
in this e~remeat. £5 to, the uipirattea of tvmt~'fL~e (25)

M
~ yea~, the Partnership shall osatinue until dIseolveG pursuant to
~Paregraph 6.1.

Lfl I
1 2.1 ~ . . the iuittial ospital
~ @outzibutiems of sah Partner shall be as Zoflin,
1$I.

(a) hub £~ L ~ab.rtu AU of ~ tatmit in the; property as Gescribed in Appendix A attached hereto. Zn sidittOS

to the afozmentioned property. a contributios of Sixty Thousand
(*60,000.00) in oaah,

Dollars
Cb) Austin A. &~ Ch~brtg All of my interest in thin

property as described in Appendix A attached hereto. Zn .Miticm

tO the aforentiooed property ~ a ooat.rtbutioa of Sixty Thousand
Dollars (660.000.00) in cash.

(o) Lita N. Schuster; All of my interest in the
property au described in Appendix A attached berets, Zn addition
to the afomentsoned property, a oaatribution of Sixty Thousand

Dollszs (660.000.00) in cash.
(d) Nari.oU. Ge Chuber~; All of my interest in the

property as bacribed in appendix A attached hereto. Zn aMiti

~ ofm~Lme6 property, a osattlb.tioin of Sixty
- ~ Is 4~.
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I
2.2 * Au ia4iYid~aal Capital AGeoust

shall be maintained for ouch Partner * It shall be creditod with
his oamtrtbut4ons aM *ited md credited in aoordaaae with

9M111&y um~i s~eina~ urino1u1c.~
23 * Am iadiviAuaj, macma Account shall

be maintaine for each Partoer. it shall be credited with his
ditribstive share of pmlits dbitei with his distributive
share of losses as socs - preotloal aLtar the close of saab
fiscal year. Umak pewbin's ditxlbwtive above of peref its shall
be o~ted based on his peveeatqe shave ci total pertasrehip
capital after the aloes of the prewiaza fiscal year, but before
the beginning of the nact fiscal yew. Losses shall be borne
equally, without regard to Capital Aoowat balances. At the close
of each fiscal year, each Income Ac~.t shall be closed cut and
the balance transferred to each partner's respective Capital

Account.

24 ~ An individual Drindz~ Account
shall be maintained for each Partner. it shall be debited with

hi. withdrawals, At the ol9S@ of each fiscal year, each Drawing
Accouut shall be cloaed out aDA the balance transferred to each
partner 'a respective Capital Account.

2 * 5 LZMIATIOU ON ~9?WDMWAL5. Zxospt by unarnirna
agrement of the other Partasre, no Partner shall make a with-
drawal which would;

(a) Reduce Partnership cash below $lOOOOO.OOg or

(b) Make the balaaoe La his kwl.m Meb
~ ~*e* ni- w~1s - -

Ms ~pL~~,ass~ M
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Neperensa ~evelopmeat cainpuiy
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3.1 Z .M Ike leztaezuhlp shall keep

its eooinuts on the cash basis, Ike asocuats shall zea4ily GiSeb

close Lt mAtch the lattaezs take Lets aesmat

imoum tm ~ As to matters of asoos tag inst prwide fog

Sn IbIs agreement. gemeral3~ acoepteG acematiag priaciples shall

'0 3.3 uin..m lb. fiScal 7W of the 1artme~uhLp

shall be the &leOGsZ 1.

0

IIT)

*1

*1

*1

I
I.
.1
$1
It.

a

may be, h

each pert

vithaat r

.3 R L .. h1. Yhe profits or losses of the

up shall be &t5t1lbUt~bl4S or oh .able ~ as the case

ese~ oa the moPthly velht~ aye~* r la loaship of

aer's coshizieG Capital Aooouat aM Draviaq Aaoouat,

.gard to his Iaoin Acocuat.

3*4 fl'* 360 interest shall be paid on the COpLtal

A@@@unts

~.c u.m , em maaummmin. ~ *..~ k... ..L..24

prinpt.1y indemmify each Pawtner La lespeot of payments reasoashay

made auid pesaial liabilities teasosably incurred by him in the

ordinary oo~at of 1t business, or for the pxesexvat4oa of It

business or property.
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6-el k3~ -
* Neperansa Devela~smt O~mhy
* Page live

unanlams agrsmsmt at tbe Partners. all u'artnershtp property

shall bg so reaoxed Lu the lsztnership soosants,

4.2

property (LnoluU.mg real estate) * may. by unamiseas ooasent of
~ be ~ mmvq~ed La the m of any Partner

or othex person .W4S for the Partnership. lush property

shelL be w~uaGmI as We aewohip pgp,~~ La tb PaattAetshLp
* 4

I.
4.3

ii film euTTummnt ltlmntltlea certain umiertY

*' not be v±*Mruuu fr partnership use prior to dLss@lutiOS vitfr"

out unan3.m~as consent o tne iaztaers * MO maJ SUJ.1 me ~S4

* by the Partnership for the use of gush prQ~rty, but all usual

* and cuetmary operating expenses and taxes shall be treated as

~" VW hiC 413 Pea L.aa.Lkp-La 4m~wz~.La~ ~wfkts ow-L.aein.

Such property shall not b recoded as Partnership assets in the

* Partnership aooount.s * Other property may be made available for

Partnership use on such tems as the Partners may unanimously

agree.

5.1 * laiph A. Ge Chabert, Austin A. Ge

Ohsbwt. -I Merle U. 4e ~bert sba3L be the eel. insgem at
* - ~efl ,s4~ iin
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~el Partnership Agre~mt
Neperansa Development Cinpaay
Page Its

NI
iq.
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f)

CV
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5.2 3IIY~3inmITh~~IPV No Partner ~'

waainaa*
without the aouaseut of the other Partners Cvhto)a omht Shall
not b. UffB.amably vithhe4), 4. any of the following.

ci A.iga th Partaersbzp property La trobt for
creitot at on the assigaee'a promise to pay th 4.bt.s @f the

I Partnership.
Cb) Dispose of the ~od will .f the business.
(.1 3. ~ ethm mt wh4.h mM make it ~.uin1,bI

to @ery em the ardiuiaiy hesimes of the Partnership.

Cd) Comfess a ~ui~at.
Ce) 5u~it Partnership aids ow liability to arbitra-

tion or ~amfereao.
(f) Make * eucecute or deliver for the Patinuhtp sq

boni, a~tg.ge, deed of trust, uaraatee, 1n4tty boad, surety
bond, or aaoodatioa endowment.

C;) Dorraw money in eaoees of Fifty Yhmeaa Dolim
($50,000.00) in the Partnership ama, ow use Partnership property
as collateral for any ~oan in meceas of Fifty Thousand Dollars
($50,000.0o) inoept that any two of the managing Partners may for
Partnership piarpoese only borrow money in moe.. Of Two Suited
Fifty Thousand Dollar. ($250,000.00), at use Partnership property
as collateral Low any loan in moses of ~vo Hundred Pitt7 Thousand
Dollars ($250,000.00).

Ch) Assign, tre~efer, pledge, ompromise, or release
ny claim of or debt wing to the Partnership inoept upon paymat

in full. CL) g~ ~ ....... S

'w Uiq VWE~UR&9 ~ ~ a K;

(j) P~pS - ~~er ia air us Mo 4~* 4w

A
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6S1 Mmt
Uspesansa Usvle~smt Ca~~
Pa,. sw~

of is*t~y I~sand Dollars C*5O~0I
ii t the part~.g.w b.eiaese Mt I

La &peahla I of this agrmsmt I

!I OWbezeG hi any warmer wt~ti

~0 .00), not ooaa@te 01 lalStM

phall any of the ~oprety listeG

me m.~tgage4 or .thawise sa'

minima osaseat of the ther

~.3 ~. Iii. V.wtmms shall d~te theil estire time
sad attustiin to Urn. bealasms of the Paztmtp. inpt that
tbq ma, devote zmemab. tb. to oSiia, f~2v, ~ pememal

eISsLgs. gi ts ether basiamma In ~,Ieh the Ievtw~eve map have
aaiatwmt.

'a

~ * !he Purtaerahlp beaks shall be kept at the
Principal place of besinesa Of the lwrtmrship. mmd every Partner

~ shall at all times have acaes~ to

~thin.

The ~5h1P Shall tein SUlk
bank acoma~s as the Partners shall determine. Checks shall be

tirsuu for Dui'taeuehtp puspesas aal~', eeL ~ I.. .L~.l L1 .~

person or puzioss designated hi the Partners * All monies tesi*e6
by the Partnership shall be deposited in saab aoat Or aoommts.

-

*.i cauuin at Dzaormzw. Yhe Partnership shall be
dLssolyei h the first of the IsUoviag shish hqpSSsm

W ~m ~imMs tM 4~.
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eaetal iavtaet3hip AwtSSt
~rea5B D.ve2.~U5flt Oa~03r

~IWO3±*t

Ij (a) WlufltaXY wlthlrinml of a partner.
ii

I'I (0 35t~t1Dt of a partner.

ii mma 01 in. Lay partoeff may rstiXS ~OS

~ sixinmths pnica WWL*WS motias to the other Partners.
*1I,

6.3 ~mJ~inin3b Upon v.LmatWY withOzawSl

of sty - or ~m 01 the Partasra the rLULM PartS shall

hews the right to sontime the pertasrahip besiaSSO ut the

*2i'I- -. th~elYS5 on with sly thW parseS or ~

may seleet and shall have the upti to pree the with"

* Grwing Partmru interest in the Assets Listed La AppOndiK 5 of

* this egresmat sad shall pay to the VStEIiIU'SDI psrtnet hiS veins

of interest. pro i5ta, based as the total partasrahiP oapt.t51.m

Value of Interest shall mesa the fair market val~ie of p5ttD

ship assets less partnership LjebSUtLas as istemmiaed by a

quelif led appra±s@X to be .. le.t.d by the t.5iDiflh P5ttlWin.

~' Payment shall be muAO to the withd~~awiai Partner in ten (10)

II equal annual iastalISeUtS . together with int5t5t at the rate of

'I'I six percent (6w) per annum on the unpaid helBIlOS. PByUellt inhall

on@@ within iii months ~f the date that the Leir market

value is eatsbUshed by appraisal.

~* 4 UOI~IC3 OW D~S5W.UrICU. Aatta5l notiOs of 4±5SQlUti0S

shall be given to all persons who have .gt*~G5G oradit to the

Partnership and the ?artnera shall amass siWh notice to be ~b-

hished La the 1ooal amiupaper. zg j35t10S - U~

mwuflin

~ D~b% e~ -
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Isperanas Develomat Cinpaaay
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* 6.6 If the ru~aiaiag
* Partners ogatinus the lextuewship business under Paragraph 6 * U.

they shall pey to the other lsrtaur, his legal representatives.
heirs. or assigns, the value of his interest as defined in
Parapaph 6, 7 as of the date of diseelutiom. an as mote or no

l5~~ lqmeat shall be made at least one-tenth within six months
i! after the veluatax~ vithirapsi. of a lert or his rtl.rmeat,

and the rmiaie, shall be p&L in mime (9) auims. iastal2amte,

tOgether with interest at the tate @1 5*3 QUint C6) per
Oampsted on the nupaid balaaos~ each due on the ivswee~y date

~ of the withdrawal. A retiring Partner or a Leosased Partner's

~ estate may elect at his (het) option to leave the property or
the value of his (her) interest Sn the Partnership sad receive

a proportionate share of the profits.

* 6.7 VALUU oy' jNYZhus?. flaB value of a Partner's

* interest shall be the net fair market values

(a) The sum of.

* i. Ii. Capital Aooount
ii. xis mom Account

iii. Any other amounts due and owing
to him by the Partnership.

iv. Good whip

(b) Less the sum of.

I * us Drawing Acoount
ii. Any other ounts due and owing

by him to the Partnership.
A

60 S W3WDNO ~W A~ LZOUZDATZOS. Upon dissolution, if

the Pw~erehip husimese is met asatimed under Peregreph 6.5,

it u~& ~ ep - lAquDJated as wep~~* ~i~s



(*J W 9~ W ~Uwt4g #a 3.L tS w~ag bi ~.
Psrtnewuhtp to oruitotu otI~w thea Partars * sad for supease.

1~.

If)

tr~

0



it ~ WOi~ssMp &,zat
U3uA3~ Devslaaat Company

I ~ -~:' leg. tern
3.

at wJ.~ia up.
.4
S.

(bi To pay or pwovid for all AUtU oviW by the
Partnership to Pertain other than for oapita3. aa profits.

(0) to pay or provide for all ats wing by the
'~1
~t Partnership ~ Partners Sn rorpeot of profits.
'I

6.3 .3..~I. tO the ertont
feasible, mU diatrSbetiome La liquIdat.t.a shall be made pro

rat to the Ptnsus Lu hiM, based - their roepeetive Capital
1 1%

Aesemat be~.

mm
'I

7.1 ~ Upon the Geath of any Partner,

bi. est..te, or any perns(s) to whom be has bequeathed his

ship iaterest, shall have the right either to mtiie a. a
amber La th partaswshtp or to well the deoedent~' s intoreet in

the Partnership under the teus of Paragraph 7 * 2, to the murvi-

virq partneRs. the election to continue as a member of the

Partnership shall be eXercised by the service of notice in yr
~IpOfl Oe 5UYLV3Dg vartaeru VLU3.fl OLE 1W ~rn.aa ateR t*e ceata

of the Gesedest.

If the personal represmtative or legatee Cs) elects to

Oatinue in the Partnership, he shell mwreeui tn all the TiGhts

I and be uub~eot to. ell the obligations of the deceased PartnerIiunder this agreement, acoept that in the case of a personal re-

~ preseatative be shall zwt be liable fox Partnership dts in
em mae aawes# an ~e imnasremap assas
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rib. .s.utm, - shall ha is~A3S4 isis. ~s pwvtsLs 0*Paraqra~h 6.6. 6.7, aM 6.6.
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Smlal1e~LA~~=;
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7.2 !PUZP ~V - SULK. MW. the PSItSSW'

ship shall sesare sad mum life insurance policies on the lives

.1 the partings - inhall war the prinims s sa~ paLsieS.

the pattiflhip Ls 554 shall. be the mimer .1 and the beset isiazy

the policy am the llf.E esob Saealof * the lat3WWhLP

shall he the aw2naivS right to reseive arS.ag the UfetAaS

of t~. iamcma all 4LVSA £wus slid polIav. the right to

'fl botxw am meSA policy and to mzoiee any other ptivt2qO

~ optics mtataei in suda palsy, the u'srtsewuhti shall not

exeraise the right to hotrar on a~y p011*7 OWSM by it, DO?

exercise its rights to change the benefiOislY 52T539we3t5 UIIGW

I,'I such a policy withoUt giving to the insured under such policy
7)

thirty (30) dqs writtefl notice. Upon the death of any of the
rv~ I

j Partners the proosSiS fron. the policy eMIl be used to purahase

the inoesneil partner'. ~

amounts ts.Used £ ton the life insurance pvooeei. en. dS the

value of the interest to be puabased. siwh oess shall be

allaaatnd solsl7 to the surviving Partners and the I*czad

Psrtmr shall have no distributive share Of S'Wh ~?t Of the

proosede of suds is'wauwe.

the uagwielship shall ir tine to time seosre aMitiosal

palinie as the lives et the Partners as sag he aeOSeSSty to

meet . sag a~eeee La each partners share.

It Se eUF~..1 Y ~ that the proOsedS Of 5U7

~inpu~pS6~ p~le by viutoe Of seth e1 a 3 Sn
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Genmi laztaetehtp Ett
Uepewaase Deve1.~emt @u~7
1e~ !welye

7.3 aamz~uwzau. £ny asatrwars~ or olaim arising ~t

of *w relating to this myremeat o~ the bw.wh tbeteot shall
be settleG hy ebltwatlos La aoeordamoe vith the rule.. then.

Aee.LatLa,th AZbAtiatLa em.'! talalag of ~rlm
I,"~ipan the mu xemiwUG. may be estere in am~ osurt having

If) 7,4 * Ibis egxat shall him. the

'~Partaeru their belie * - repreeatatlves, am. mips.
C'~1 'LUG shall enpereeGe the General lartaershtp Iqwat esterm.

into b.~en the lartaers om JuLy 1, 1367.
IN Wzsa WIOW, the laxtaere have signeG thiS

Agreement, this 7itM~ Gay of April. 1975.

WZThUSB I

'(as to all signatures)

.1
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~ I



__ T~

0

CV

0

)

7")



K~7<7i~$u.

mmimi~a~ ,~ins - - -.

couuniu ow ~usuc WOM- ~

CO1IU@U UCA11W
- ~o.

miCt ~MMW1U ON- - M ~ONThOL

~uat t Meprestmms
~ DC ZOIS

S.pt~er 29, 1992

o mins~ .mm
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o su.N~uUUUW 6Mm
ST. CSWSSS

POS flS4W

Er. lAwrence N. Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Cmission
999 U Street, 3.1.
Vashirqton, D.C. 20463

Dear Er Noble:

1b14 letter is to inform you that I wiob to waive my riAq~
to oomfi~mtiality ~w 2 U.S.C. 437;(a)(~5) aed
437q(a) (12) (A) r.,aruin o~1aiat sr 3611, for the U
perpese of dismassimm osmoeralup said os~1almt between the ;
Federal Election ~ieeion aed the Nmmoreb1e~arlee Dome,
aiaimn of the Douse .f Dapresentativee ~inittee on Douse
A~inistration.

Thank you in eAvance for your cooperation on this matter.

'S
Amr

I
m



~. ~w I~EWVED

F.E.C.
SECRETARIAT

COMMISSION £2O'~T-! ~.i19:5O
FEDERAL ELECTION

NGTON. D.C. 2~3

October 1, 1992

730K: Lawrence K. Noble

TO: The Commission SENSITI VE
General Counsel

SUBJECT: NUN 3611
Waiver of Confidentiality

On September 29, 1992, Congressman Ron de Lugo, (Delegate,
Virgin Islands), a respondent in the above-referenced matter,
requested that the Cmission acknowledge a limited waiver of
confidentiality under 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(~) and 437g(a)(12)(A).
According to the letter, the vaiver is limited to 'discussions
concerning said complaint between the Federal Election Commission
and the Monorable Charles Rose, Chairman of the Mouse of
Representatives Committee on Mouse Administration.' A conversation
with respondent's staff revealed that the waiver encompasses FEC
staff and Mouse Administrative staff, particularly those involved in
a joint meeting set for October 5, 1992. Respondent apparently
wishes to offer this case as an example of confidentiality
constraints barring respondents from answering politically damaging
allegations before the election.

Although the Commission generally hesitates to acknowledge
partial waivers of confidentiality, for the limited purposes of this
request, this Office recommends acknowledging the waiver. However,
the proposed letter to Mr. de Lugo expressly states that, pursuant
to the ex parte regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 111.22, the Commissioners
are prohibited from discussing ongoing enforcement matters with
parties outside the agency. Further, this matter includes other
respondents, none of whom have submitted a waiver. Accordingly, Kr.
de Lugo's waiver pertains solely to information concerning him.

3ECOIU~END&TIOU:

Approve the attached letter.

Attachments
A. Waiver
5. Proposed letter



53,033 TEE FEDE3AL ELECTION COUNI35ION

In the Netter of ))

Congressman Ron de 14190, Delegate, ) RUE 3611
Virgin Islands - Waiver of )
Confid.ntiality.

CERTI FICATION

I. Marjorie W. 3035e Secretary of the Federal Election

Comuissiofl, do hereby certify that on October 1 1992, the

Commission decid~ by a vote of 6-0 to approve the letter,

as recommended in the General Counsel's Nemorandum dated

October 1, 1992.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, NcGarry, Potter,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.
Attest:

Date Secr ary of the Commission

Received in the secretariat Thurs., Oct. 01, 1992 9:50 am.
Circulated to the Commission Thurs., OCt. 01. 1992 11:00 am.
Deadline for vote: Fri.. Oct. 02. 1992 11:00 a...

bj r
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 204b1

~tobsr 2, 1.992

The Honorable Ron do Lugo
Rouse of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: NUR 3612
Ron do LugO

Dear Mr. de Lugo:

This is in response to your letter dated September 29, 1992,
waiving your right to confidentiality pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
IS 437g(a)(4)(5) and 437g(a)(12)(A). in the above-captioned
matter. According to your letter, the request is limited to
discussions of the matter between the Federal Election Commission
and chairman Charles R.se of the louse of Representatives
Committee on louse Admiaistratios. A discussion with your staff

LI) noted that the waiver euc~as*s FIC staff and Souse
Administration Committee staff, particularly those involved in ajoint meeting set for October 5, 1992.

C~J The Federal Election Commission hereby acknowledges this
waiver of confidentiality for the limited purposes of this
request. Please note that this vaiver pertains to information
concerning you alone, and does not pertain to any other
respondents in this matter. Thus, you may not disclose any
information pertaining to other respondents in this matter until
notified by the Commission that the entire file in this matter is

7) closed.

Finally, the Commission cautions that, pursuant to its
ox parte regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 111.22, the Commissioners
are prohibited from discussing ongoing enforcement matters with
parties outside the agency.

If you have any questiv'' olease contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

$~4nceR.
Noble

General Counsel
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September 30, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein
M~tam Omeral Counsel
Poderal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR3~1I
D~r ML Kle~

This is In respoase to your letter of September 24, 1992 regarding acomplaint that I may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amemled, (the Acr) an connection with a contribution I made to the GeneralElection Campaign of Representative Ron de Lugo in July 1992. Attached ismyaffidavit which sets forth the facts regardIz~g this contribution. As stated in myaffidavit, I do not believe that I committed a violation of the Act, sad based on thefacts in the affidavit, the Federal Election Commission should dismiss thecomplaint insofar as it involves me.

truly yours,

Attachment

9K 
V

"1

~
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AFFiDAVIT 1
"ISWte of New Yogk DeAwe the l~iual 3s~laS CommIMIOS

MU13611
County of New York )

Nj 'r~

Lon Hem, belag firat by me haly aim depoem and mys: ~ -;,~

1. ImaruldentofNew YorkCltyrnd have myofficeat 1185 Avaaueofthe Amerlcaa,~
'1New York, New Ymk 10W6. I :~

-3

2. 1 maim this amivit In reysm to the ooqicht of VIcu 0. Fraser filed with the
Fedelal scsla. Coinmlsiuu (the YDC"), a c~y of which was Asmiahed to INS under
cover ofan FDC ha~ di Sqw~w 24,1992.

'0

3. Mr. Framer's mquh~ aDages ~ I m~ two coatribilma estafliag $1,500.00 to theprisfry election inqidga of Iq.uih, de Li~i In violation of Section 441
'I) (a)1(A) of the ft~d ~os A~ of 1971 (Se At').

4. I have reviewed my records p.tainiag to my July 28, 1992 @oiirlbutloui of $1,000.00
to Rqwemuu~Iw de L~.'s elecuion maymiga. A oq~yofmy check mid txansmlttal
letter Is attacimi as ExhM 'A. I ~dsd my contribution to be for the general

election, and did net Intend It to be for a primary election.
I have bern mivised by Representative de Lug. that his pr.mprlmary report filed with the
FEC erroneously attributed my July 1992 contrIbution to a primary election. That was
contrary to my intention, and I have reqiuaed Repreuntative de Lug. to amend his
report to the FEC to properly attribute this contribution to the general election. A copy
of my letter so ative de Lug. is attached as Exhibit 'B'.

6. In view of the above facts, I respectfully req~a that the complaint of Victor 0. Fraser,
insofar as it alleges a violation of the Act by me, be dismisined.

Lon Hess

S mthis30thday
,1992

~ry .- ~"
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July 2.. 1992

mis:?

kW b,

Attached heretO Is a contribUtiO~ to your Cointtt

If you will S - twO or three blank fov, I Shall

solicit ~g,*l of w fvid wd ask each of t~ to unkO a

wi~g, best wisheS,
SiIICWlY.

me ton@rab1* Ron Ge Lugo

2238 RaybUi1~ tOUS@ Off Ice guilding

~~5~iftgtOfl, D.C. 205154501
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July 28, 1992

WIXITY

Ussr Ron,

Attached hereto is a contribution to your Camittee
for this coming election.

If you will send en two or three blumk forms, I shall
solicit seveal of ~ friends and ask each of then to .e a
contribution.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

V

The Honorable Ron do Lu~o
a

July 27,
1 ~14~ Iu~ ~u~nm1 ~ttt.e

E~WBFLOOOANDCOCTS
-w

~E~i~oa

$ 1eooo.oo

nfl, LARS

3? a&~#.

0
'0

.~ -
lie AWIAM OP TIE AMERICAS

NEW YOfJ~ NY ICUS

PAY

612S
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.300 ~um - wins A~a

Xiv Vbmu. Xiv ~b 30030 Z~I3IT .~.uiib

Sepesniber 29, 1992

Dear 3@~

Thank you for your labor of Sspesai~sr 28, 1992 regardIng my July 1992
cowrbstIOS ~ yminr Garnet Usodos canipaip. This ca~rIbsdos was itimisi
by for lb Gamaral Elseelom, ~ say primury elseelos, alihcugh It was
errseinlly Mbbasd W a pdmry elsetlas campalga In your preprimary report
w th pederal Discilas Comalamlos.

I wM qpm~s kif you would eahslbuplr.d ostoamemi y~
r.pwt ~ lb .1. ~ls CoinInk. to UbW lb PIOPSI Mtibtlo of di.

11.1k. to lb Garnet El.siu..

Sincerely,

o
qqm

K,
pv,

The Honorable Ron d L~
2231 Raybunl House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-5501
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October 7, 1992

b~. Lisa 3. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Ziection Cissioia
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear ~. Klein:

re: IWR 36110
1992~Ythubi 26, 1992 I received your letter dated 8eptmmber~

to 24, oh yaa forwarded to a copy of the above if'
referenced complaint dated Septeer 15 * 1992 *

The complaint is completely groundless. I am required by
federal election law to file a pre-primary report whether I have a
primary or not. The two other complaint. relate to technical
reporting errors, one of which was corrected before the complaint

C) was even filed.

The complaint is clearly a deliberate, premeditated
manipulation of Federal Ilection Commission rules and regulations
to make it appear that I am under some kind of ethical cloud. By
filing the charge so late - after months of talking about it in the
local media - the complainant knew the FIC's bureaucratic review
process would probably preclude any resolution before the election,
thus leaving the ethical cloud over my head. I enclose for your
review a copy of his press release of Septmeber 16, 1992 and an
article from the local press the following day.

In the interest of fair play. I would urge you to expedite
your review of this ludicrous complaint so your decision can be
issued before the election. My formal response to the three
'charges' is written below.

It mast be noted that the complainant is also publically
accusing me (and calling national and local media to accuse me) of
even more so-called violations: using campaign funds to pay for
expenses at the Democratic Convention in New York in July, and
contributing money to a senatorial campaign. Neither one of these
is a violation (as he well knows) nor did he file any complaint.

In formally responding, as per your rules and regulations, to
the cherge of filing a pre- election report for a ~rimary election
when Am fact ~ uuoWosed. I set forth aM at f ra the foUov1ng~
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I~. Lisa 3. Klein -- Page 2

(1) that a pr's-election report was filed on August 24, 1992with the Office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives, as
alleged in complaint;

(2) that said filing was in compliance with the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act), and
Current Federal Election Commission regulations;

(3) that the Act provides that the treasurer of a
congressional candidate' a principal campaign cm.nittee shall file a
pro-election report before 'any election in which such candidate is
*eeking...no.ination for election' [2 U.S.C.431(a) (2) (A) (i)J;

(4) that current Coissioua regulations also ezpress this
requirement with respect to any 'primary and general election' inIf) which the candidate seeks elections (11 CM 104.5 (a)(1)(i)J;

(5) that the Acts contribution limit applies to
contributions made to a candidate for Federal office with respect
to each separate election in which the candidate participates as a
candidate [2 U.S.C 441a(a) (1), (2), and (6));

C) (6) that the Commission, in Advisory Opinion 1986-21,
concluded that a primary election in which a candidate is unopposed
is a separate election requiring a pre-election report;

(7) that commission regulations specifically state that an
election in which a candidate is unopposed is a separate
election [11 CM 110.1 (j)(2)J; and

(8) that the regulations further states that if no primary
election is held because a candidate is unopposed, the date on
which the primary would have been help shall be the date of the
primary for contribution limitation purposes [11 CM 110.1 (j)
(3)1.

With respect to the complaint that on Page 1 of Schedule A of
the Report of Receipts and Disbursements covering the period of
July 1, 1992 through August 19, 1992, that contributor (g), Ralph
de Chabert is listed as having made a $1,500.00 contribution on
August 13, 1992 in violation of Section 441a (a) lA of the Federal
Election Campaign Laws, the facts are as follows:

(1) that said $1,500.00 contribution from Ralph de Chabert
was incorrectly designated;

(2) that an amended return correctly designating the
contribution was filed with the Office of the Clerk of the Rouse on



lb. Lisa 3. Klein -- Page 3

September 24, 1992, that is, before the complaint was filed against
ma.

Finally, regarding the contribution from Leon Bess on the same
report, attached are appropriate documents:

(2.) from Mr. Hess requesting that his contribution be listedas being made for the General Election, in compliance with current
Commission regulations, and

(2) a copy of an amendment to the pre-primary report
correcting the designation which I filed last week with the Office
of the Clerk of the House.

N.

("I

o RDL:lth

Enclosure



..8 I.,

For Candidate

I~I For Committee Lii2~2.
______ For Individual

(X~ ~ C~c AC1 . Ct avwb Azf#f.Q.

TYPE OF REPORT

(Check Appreprlate 3.~ and C.s~Iete, If applicable)

Candidate Statement

April 15 Quarterly Report

July 15 Quarterly Report

October 15 Quarterly Report

January 31 Year End Report

July 31 Mid Year Report (Non-Election
Year Only)

o Statement of Organization
?4n the State of

Twelfth days9wt preosdingkLO~L~.

C Thirtieth day report followu~ the General
Election on _____ in the State of

C Termination

1~CArnendment

C LobbyReport For

C Lobby Postcard

C Ethics in Government Act-Financial Disclosure Statement

C Other

C Termination

C Amendment

C Amendment

RmuI~edby

"'II
~6Iwk-.~asse~sainb~qIuk'dIau

~. ~Iaus. of ~gpm.adutbes
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT

Hand
delivered
this date



i,..

1. ~WW~

~DI LWO O~ mmZOKAL O~SUU!TW
ADDRESS (Auuer mid ~46 El ~ ~

P.O. DOX * 279 A
- U _________________ U

CITY. STATS mid ZIP COOS STATEIDS1UOT

CNRISTZANSTZD. ST. CROIX. V.1. 00820

2. FEC IOENT1PICATION WUMIER

Cm00524864
2 S ThIS REPORT AN AMB4OMSN

Filyms EINo
* ----- I - --

4 TYPE OF WORT
El AeS 15 OmauIeu%? Repast '~'~ ""~ __________________

(Twe IluISSi)
Jt~15~iutgil 1R.pmt 6I~mnsn 9/8/92 in.~sw.a, VIRGIN ISLANDS

Cetobs IS Qjmtmety Repst Th1315U1 d37 inpOIt lobOWISIg ItS OSnefet Sealmn on

fl JeiwySi Ye', laid Repast _____________ I 115 8e ____________

C .hiy 31 MW~Yw Repast Nmu~dmalmm Yw ~) ~ Twrnb~wi Repast
1~ upmt~ El PsbuuUmdm j~j Ge.sbdmn El S-mu'-

. Cpwg~ 7/1/92 ~ 5/19/92 OOUNA ~UIinS

S. NM ~asslhim ~alwr mm. lomi

Tut Coretulasm - Itasi torn) (burn Urns 11(5))

Tut Cos*Ibulw. Rsh~nb (burn Use 20(

NM Corlstubons (mIter lime tomes) (sulbut Urns 6(b) burn 6(a~)

$ 12,400.00

$ 12,400.00

$ 13,000.00

$ 13,000.00

7. Net OperWIng Expenuins 1
(a) TaWOPernEzPendlhares(framUnel7).....................$ 4,728.50 $ 7,968.67

(b) Total ONsets to Operng Ezpesdtim (barn LIne 14) --

(C) NM~erngExpenhbJrns(siMrUne7(b)tinm7(a))............$ 4,728.50 $ 7,968.67

S. Cash on NM~d et Close ~ Repw6ng Peitod (from Line 27)
14,716.41

9. DeWs mid CWlgWIone ~d TO Ow Cornalmee
(msn~edmnSshe~ileCm~WSetie~ieD) mm

10. DeWs mid Obilgolhns ~d 3? 6w Csrnwdbe
(hn~e don Sals~de C m'i~ Sde~ie D) --

I I wM~. - I 1mw u 9~ P~tua~ ~ Mm but of my ku~adge wed 1mW Mu fran. wvsct

Par urIhw kiinm~sm

FdsrU B~
999 E Strut, W(E
Washington. DC 20463
Tol Free 2004244630
Lace 202-376-3120

II

mm mm



7-

- ~. w

~ ~UPTS

~
(a) WUSUS Ww Thm PeUU Osmium.

A m ~m SdU*iin A).
plbmmsi.
wsT..~.im ~m MdM~.Us

., Piulsid Pu~Osme.dUm.
W ~bsrP~S.dO.muiUinmtSi~t - PAO).
(47Iin~.

o~sSI~&t. casuz~uz I ~f7?~W

£ini lOYAL OIIJTIONS v Iwi km W I IEaVI (hi. (ci mId 4*1

I ~ aTThb hi
~u -

To: 
8/19192

S 2A450*O0

__________ 2r45,.0 I

as~ AftA nfl £ 13A100.DD- - ---. ~-- w~mp~wuap~~

3. ThANPIRS PROM OV? M1Th0 ~MMrrruus *

W~.r.bVUCd~. ___________ ___________

pMOwLain. _________ _________

WTT4~1WSW. _________ _________

~jpmISTOOP~ HS E2inhIU ~ pgg, ~) .

~RNW~hUU~ m.~

mrara.CUIPTS41SW. 13. ~

cJ 3.

"We

'SW
11W

'SW

urn
'SW

1~NS~..................... ItA7~O a 7O~A~7

1~~AI'PERSTO 0T1 AUTNO~ couwrruEs................

~ RPAYMB4T3 -
4a~LflURS~WGUWUSdbVWISCW'idUU.....................___________

~ (b)aMOUUrLOWS. ___________ ___________

'~' TOTAL _________

LOAN REPAVUBITS (~d tI(s) mid (b)) ____________~NTinJTIONS TO~

C~ (a)t~ ~. OwThmiPuIUc~Conwi~s..............
~b) PoU~ Pu~v ................................ __________ ______

(~) OSw P~M~ ConiNmuss (si~ PAC) . . ....... _____________ _____________ I

Ed) TOTAL CONTRIWTION REFUNDS (d 20(s). (b) ani (C)). _____________

21. OThER DIS ~SEMENTS.

U TOTM. OISUEMBdTS(d17.1S.1I(C).20(d)Sfld2t).................$ 4,728.50 $ 7.968.67

U CASH SUMMARY

UCAIHONW4DATEG1NNHBOFPORTINGPERIOD............................$ 7,044.91

a4.TOTALR~SpSflSPER~(hSmURs1S)...................................$ 12,400.00

M.SUSTOTAL(aUUnsUUidUIW24)..........................................$ 1944491

26. TOTAL DUWBITS ThIS PINOD (tram LAne 23) - . $ 472850

SW
SW
SW

SW
Em
SW
U.

S 14.711.41
I r~r~

w. ~.nmi.A~a 0156 omws pgmoo ~..m, U.. mimi ...



'~ - ~ VSUWS~ ~spmrnIWSWmwIhw(mw ~~w ~~susutoSS sm~~edib~ buou~pimgm
a

- w coumiyum a. Pu.
ION DI LUGO CONGIUUZONAL COMMITTEE

m

A. P~ bug, ~E~~iIIPbb bus of Sumgyp I Ds (nuMb Amount .111*
Leon Ness ~ 2

Rev York, 3.!. 10036 Corporation
1185 Avenue of the Americas Amerada Hess 8/13/92 $1,000.00

Resmipt ~ U ~' WGmvhI President
flomimw (wulfyl: Awepss V~4s.Ouss S __________

S. P01 buS. ~IIm iUP ~m N.m. .9 k~gsyw Duo (month Amounts b
mm~p U~

___ 0.-rn
bu(n~ Per:

F-i 0er ~u0yh: ~w~' Yu..Oms S __________

C. P01 bus, bub AUm 3W N.moOf - : ImuMb Amount b
~ve - * Nm(ns~

bm~s Per: U "' _____

flOrner I~sm6fv~: ~ __________

* mm.. minin~ AmrniUP -~ busuf ~Isyur 0mw (mush Amount ef b~
*v. - * ft~ ~

______0.~rn
Rm~s Per:

* P01 N.m.. ~g M*in 3W 0m~ Dues (.0Mb. Amount Of g~~y. yowl buM thh f~

Pot:
flovmsr (gpmifyl: AW~ Yw-toOgw S __________

P. PuN Nms. ~Nhq Adium mi 3W Dus limes of U~G0yW Dams mont, Amount f b
isv. var) bugs mbWh~Ii

______Dawps~sn
~essps Per: ~J ~"'~'v U Gumurmi

0th. hpmlfyl: Agpqms Yw-moDm S __________

I mm.. mu.s~ - UP Cub

IIRSIPF!lOumsr lagmelfy):
JP~~mwv

TTAL Of P~*w1~wu~ Ewbuib.

News Of 1mpbs~w

Omupsuon

0'

Dew (mouth.
by. yew)

Amount Of
- .~

A - - - -~-~-~ -~
- - Y

mm

-4-- -~



-w
Victor 0. vraser,

Vlrgin Zalaids, has 1

Ca mission aomasiiig

L4~o, of tiling a I

RepresentativeS.

tiling a 'T~mlgth Sm

ina~it~er S. 1993

bad filed as a

Fraser said that the

praa .1.oti.m let

mtpiated becasee

Liw~wbemt. Zn spite

~primmry. d Zag. 55

'a~legedly' In

Virgin Isianis

rejhson whatsoever to

DeZAIgO isa

po1mS.s5±on of all the'

co~itr±butors into hal

sijiction. and knoving

Cl*rk of the Mouse.' I

to. fraud. Zn addition

th~ Delegate's own rep

$2~O@O.OO permitted by

an ~epeMsmt esadidate tsr OiqiUUB La the

d1~ei a souplaint vith the i.dtSl 3LostiinS

* Dmootatio qWADtD Rept55a~tSthtVS DAft de

~s. report with the Clerk of the Reuse of

, a format Mill staffer, ea@VUed de Zag. 0

Report' paeosdi~~ a primary *l~OtiU1 -

be knew mid imot take pla@S sim@ ma -

to LU ~ ninsoz'atio frAser?. V~attbst.
e

lust of Ilestima infoumed him that

tocoagumes bad been .meidee~ r

was ms.xatio aLLemiiit to 4

f having reason to ~ that there would ha

icited @ontribiiti@n5 and made dish.arsint

ion with a 'primary' i~idi the @aaira of

of Ileotloas said the incumbent had 'ma

dove' was going to be held.

by Fraser of 'intentioTiEllY. and £5

inmit facti to the ooatrary, mimiaiiDg

eying that he yam involved in a primary

y misrepresenting these, activities to the

set said that his actions vets tantamoeflt

Fraser 1 latin de LWO suppoitetin, who Li.u
a

st have made contributionS in exoess of ~
f4

the Federal ElectionS campaign Laws.



136 L - CF

R. ERIC MOORE

-36--
- w - --

- ~. suwin ~aam~ q

- mum -~ uw~
usmx urn. - u~ -

~.. mums, .uin u~m
a U WE W~ V.L UU~
- --
* TUS

______________ 

~

ps~s,~ US. ~m

~U IUhdS L~
- hi~ ~ w lb ~

-~ 
AWs~. WV'S miimihs of H.A~
~ 1W

~ ~. --

~ 
w

-~ d~ -. -~

~., a ~ Imsb ~. D. bib.in~~IhU jul

False financial report filed, Frazer charges
Dsmm~k

Sv~pg-d.

-- *8 ~

U ~ b~aM 3m

ps~-1
A~w. -.

a mA Lup em

Is massIIs wbh a~
~ 0~~

swwWbsWs' w.sg3kS~bS

lb adi A Lop giIs.dlp
~d .~hi ~ -
b1m~skdibaI

mm iso mdi b
~&1apk

*g -

U

uw~ ~m ~

~i" Ihi -=
A A L~ - ~~:;I

-~ .p.g ~ b

AJ*b
gLS~

IA£6

-Wv'

aim

I



F.

COMPLAINAWI:

RESPOgIDENT53

RELEVANT STATKJTE8:

INTERNAL REPORTS CI

FEDERAL AGENCIES Ci

FEDERAL ELECTION COIIRzSuxOg
999 3 Street, ti.V.

Washington, D.C. 20463 SENSITIVE
FIRST mS3RAL CO~Nh8gL 'S REPORT

MUR 3611
DATE CONPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC: 9/16/92
DATE OF NOTIFICATION TORESIONDmS: 9/24/92
STAFF NENSEa: Frances B. Hagan

Victor o. Fraser
The Honorable Ron do Lugo
Ron do Lugo Congressional
Committee
David Hamilton, Treasurer
Ralph do Chabert
Nario de Chabert
Leon Bess

2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(J)(A)
2 U.s.c. S 441a(f)
2 u.s.c. S 434(b)
11 C.F.R. 5 lOO.2(a)
11 C.F.a. S
11 C.F.R. 5 103.3(b)

NECKED: Disclosure documents

~ECKED: None
I. GENERATIO OF ATTER

This matter originated as a complaint Submitted by Victor 0.
Frazer, independent candidate for Virgin Islands delegate to
Congress and general election Opponent of Ron de Lugo.
II. FACTUL AND LEGAL ALysr~

11 C.F.a. S iOO.2(a) defines election as the process by which
individuals, whether Opposed or unopposed, seek nomination forelection, or election, to federal office. See also 2 U.S.C.
S 431(1). Pursuant to 11 C.F'.R. S llO.1cj)c2), an election in

P~ ~
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which a candidate is unopposed is a separate election for the
Purposes of contribution limitations. A primary that is not held
because a candidate is unopposed is a separate election for the
purposes of the contribution limitations. The date on vhich the
election vould have been held shall be considered to be the date
of the election. ii c.r.a. S ll0.l(j)(3).

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
prohibits a candidate or committee from knowingly accepting any

Vcontribution in violation of the provisions of Section 441a.
2 u.s.c. S 441a(f). The limit for individuals is $1,000 per
election. 2 U.s.c. 5 441a(a)(lp(A). The term contribution'
includes any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of
money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of
influencing any election for federal office.

11 C.F.R. 5 103.3(b) states that the committee treasurer
shall be responsible for examining all contributions received for
evidence of illegality and for ascertaining whether contributions
received, vhen aggregated with other contributions from the same
contributor, exceed the contribution limitations. 11 C.F.R.
S 103.3(b)(3) explains that contributions which exceed the
contribution limits when aggregated with other contributions from
the same contributor may be either deposited into a campaign
depository or returned to the contributor. If deposited, the
treasurer may request redesignation or reattribution, as
appropriate. If reattribution or redesignation is not obtained,
the treasurer shall, within sixty days of the treasurer's receipt
of the contribution, refund the contribution to the contributor.
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2 u.s.c. 1 434(a) and (b) require that political committees
file reports of receipts and expenditures, and set forth the
specific filing requirements.

11 c.i.a. i llO.l(e) states that a contribution by a
partnership shall be attributed to the Partnership and to each
partner in direct proportion to his or her share of the
partnership profits, according to instructions which shall be
provided by the Partnership to the Political committee or
candidate; or by agreement of the Partners, as long as: only the
profits of the partners to whom the contribution is attributed
are reduced and these Partners' profits are reduced in proportion
to the contribution attributed to each of them. A partnership
contribution shall not exceed the limitations.

Pursuant to this regulation, Partnerships are to provideC~J

committees with instructions as to how the contributions are to
0

be attributed among the Partners. Absent such guidance, acommittee has the responsibility to look behind the partnership
entity to ascertain the individual contributor attribution for

Iv,

aggregation purposes. 2 U.S.C. S 434(b). 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b).
The complaint states tvo allegations against the de Lugo

campaign. First, complainant challenges the candidate's filing
of a 12 Day Report on grounds that the candidate was not involved
in a Democratic primary election because he faced no opposition
in the race for Virgin Islands Delegate. Second, complainant
alleges that violations of 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(l)(A) and 441a(f)
occurred because two individuals made excessive contributions to
the Ron de Lugo Congressional Committee ("the Committee").
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Complainant alleges that because the incumbent candidate ranunopposed and no primary election was held, Delegate Ron do Lugo
and the Committee improperly solicited contributions and thus
misrepresented campaign activities on financial reports. The
committee denied the allegations, stating that the Act requires
reports of receipts and disbursements even when a candidate is
Unopposed for an election.

According to the Commission's Regulations, elections are not
determined by whether a candidate has opposition, (see 11 C.F.a.
S l00.2(.)), and an election in which a candidate is unopposed isa separate election for purposes of the contribution limitations.
11 C.P.a. S llO.l(j)(2). Thus, an unopposed candidate may raise

Lfl
and expend funds for such election, and the resulting financial

C\I activity must be reported. Mence, there appears to be no
validity to the complainant's first allegation.

0
Complainant also alleged that Ralph do Chabert and Leon flosscontributed funds in excess of limitations for the 1992 Primary) election. According to the complaint, the Committee reported a$1,500 primary contribution from Ralph do Chabert and a $1,000

"joint" contribution from Ralph and Mario do Chabert which, if
split evenly, would put Ralph de Chabert over the $1,000 limit.
Respondent do Chabert's response indicated that the contributions
at issue constitute Partnership contributions which, when
allocated, do not appear excessive. Respondent stated that two
contributions of $1,500 and $1,000 were drawn on the Esperanza
Devolo~ent Company, an unincorporated Partnership. The funds
apparently represent contributions equally attributable to all
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five sibling partners, or $500 per partner for th. primary.
R@SPOndentes statement and accompanying check copies shov that
managing partners Ralph and Mario de Chabert cosigned checks for
the Partnership.

The Committee originally reported receipt of the $1,500
primary contribution solely from Ralph de Chabert. Xn September
1992, before the complaint was filed, the Committee amended its
1992 Pre-primary Report, reattributing the $1,500 check equally
among three partners, Ralph and Mario de Chabert, and Rita
Schuster. On the 1991 Mid-Tear Report, the Committee reported
the $1,000 primary contribution from Ralph and Mario de Chabert.
Based on a reviev of nC disclosure indexes, these donations
represent the total contributions from the individuals in the
Partnership. Thus, i~ appears that none of the individual
partners made an excessive contribution as a result of these
transactions. However, under 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(e), there appears
to be an excessive contribution from the partnership.

Complainant also alleged that Leon Hess made contributions
totaling $1,500 for the primary election, or $500 in excess of
limitations. The Committee originally reported pre-primary
contributions from Mr. Hess of $500 on June 11, 1991, and $1,000
on August 13, 1992. Zn a sworn response to the complaint Mr.
Hess attested that the second contribution of $1,000 was intended
for the general election. Although the original designation was
ambiguous, in a letter dated September 29, 1992 -- within 60 days
of the August 13, 1992 contribution date -- respondent requested
that the Committee amend the appropriate report to reflect a
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generai election contribution. The Committe, amended its 1992
Preaprimar, Report as reques~e~ Mr. less' Contribution
C*designation within 60 daps of the original Contribution
comports with Commission Regulations at 11 C.F.R.
S ll0.l(b)(s)(jjjc

5) Therefore, no violation of contribution
limits occurred in this instance.

Sased on the foregoing information, the Office of the General
Counsel recommends that tbe Commission find no reason to believe
that Leon Ness, or Ralph and Mario de Chabert violated 2 U.S.C.
S '4la(a)(l)(A) The following recommendations to take no
further action, resulting in a recommendation to close the file,
are made in view of the de ~jnj~3~s nature of the violations andin consideration of the Commission's resources. See Heckler v.
Chancy, 470 U.s. 821 (1985). Therefore, based on 11 C.F.a.
S ll0.l(e), we recommend that the Commission find reason to

0
believe, but take no further action against the Partnership for aviolation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A). Concomitantly, vs
recommend that the Commission find reason to believe, but take no
further against the Committee and treasurer for a violation of 2
U.S.c. S 441a(f) in this matter. This Office recommends that the
Commission find reason to believe, but take no further action
against the Committee and treasurer for violations of 2 U.s.c.
S 434(b) based on the reporting of these receipts; but we
recommend that the Commission find no reason to believe that the
Committee and treasurer violated any Other provision of the Act
regarding the 1992 Pre-Primary Report as alleged in this
complaint.
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1. Find no reason to believe that the following individualsviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A):

a) Ralph de Chabert,
b) Narlo do Chabert;
C) Leon less.

2. Find reason to believe that the Esperansa DevelopmentCompany partnership violated 2 u.s.c. ~ 441a(a)(1)(A),but take no further action.
3. Find reason to believe that the Ron do LugoCongressional Committe, and David Hamilton, astreasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b) and 441a(f), buttake no further action.
4. Find no reason to believe that the Committe, and itsto treasurer violated any other provision of the Actregarding the 1992 primary election as alleged in thiscomplaint.

Lf) 5. Find no reason to believe that Ron de Lugo violated anyprovision of the Act based on the allegations in thiscomplaint.

6. Approve the appropriate letters.
7. Close the file.

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

7')

'#1 I'~-'~ ~Date 
Lo . erner
Associa C General Counsel

Attachments
A.BC: Responses to Complaint
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In the Ratter of

The Honorable Ron do Lugog
do~yo Congressional Committeeg

Ralph do Cbabertg
Ratio do Chabertg
Loon Rose.

RUR 3611

CURUflCAUON

I. Usrj.rie V. ~Sns, Secretary of the Federal Ulection

Comission, do hereby certify that on December 22, 1992, the

Commission decided by a vote of 4.O to take the folloving

actions in NUR 3611:

1. Find no reason to believe that the folloving
individuals violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A):

a)
b)
c)

Ralph de Chabertg
Rarlo de Chabert
Leon less.

2. Find reason to believe that the Reperanma
Development Company partnership violated
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A), but take no
further action.

3. Find reason to believe that the Ron de Lugo
Congressional Committee and David Hamilton,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b)
and 441a(f), but take no further action.

(Continued)
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federal Riectios C~i.siws
Certification for NUR 3611
December 22, 1992

Page 2

4. Find no reason to believe that the comittee
and its treasurer violated any other
provision of the Act regarding the 1992
primary election as alleged in this complaint.

s. rind no reason to believe that ion Ge Lugo
violated any provision of the Act based on
the allegations in this complaint.

*. Approve the appropriate letters, as
recoaded in the General Counsel's Report
dated December 17. 1992.

7. Close the file.

Coissioaers Likens, Elliott. Potter. and Thomas voted

affirmatively for the decision; Coinissioners NcDonald and

Scoarry did not cast votes.

Attest:

~thecoissionLddt. Mar orecretary

Received in the Secretariat: Thurs., Dec.
Circulation to the Comaission: Thurs., Dec.
Deadline for vote: Tues.. Dec.

17, 1992
17. 1992
22. 1992

10:41 a.m.
4:00 p.m.
4:00 p.m.

dr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS4INGTON. DC 2043

January 6, 1993

David Hamilton, Treasurer
Ron do Lugo Congressional Committee
?.O. lox 279
St. Croix, VI 00620

RI: HUN 3611
Ron do Lugo Congressional Committee
David Hamilton, as treasurer

Dear Hr. Hamilton:

On December 22, 1992, the Federal Election Commission found
reason to believe that the Ron do Lug. Congressional Committee
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b) and 441a(f),
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

tO amended 'the Act'). However, after considering the
circumstances of this matter, the Commission also determined to
take no further action regarding these issues. In addition, the
Commission found no reason to believe that the Committee and you,
as treasurer, violated any other provision of the Act regarding
the 1992 primary election as alleged in this complaint and closed
its file. The General Counsel's Report which formed a basis for

0 the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete tile 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
50 as soon as possible. While the tile may be placed on the public
record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Scott I. Thomas
Chairman

Enclosure
OC Report

cc: Honorable Ron do Lugo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* * WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

January 6, 1993

The Honorable Ron do Lugo
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

RI: NUR 3611
Ron do Lugo

Dear Kr. do Lugo:

On September 24. 1992, the Ved.ra.l Ilection commission
notified you of a complaint alleging violations of cttain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act ot 1971, as
amended.

Lfl
On December 22, 1992, the Commission found, on the basis ofthe information in the complaint and information you prvided,that there is no reason to believe you violated any provision ofthe Act based on the allegations in this complaint. Accordingly.

the Commission closed its file in this matter.

o The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.c. S 437g(a)(12) nolonger apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public recordwithin 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you vish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record before receiving your additional materials
any permissible submissions will be added to the public record
upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

DY:
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
OC Report

~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. 0 C JO*3 January 6, 1993

Mr. Ratio d Chabert
Sunny Isle Shopping Center, Inc.
P.O. lox 5994
Chri stianated
St. Croix, VI 00523

RE: RUE 3611

Dear Mr. de Chabert:

0 On Septeer 24, 1992 the Federal EleCtion Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging viO1ati@~~ Of Certain sections of theFederal Election campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

LI)
Deonuber 22, 1992, the Commission found reason to believe

the Esperansa Development COUPSUW part2 S 44la(a)(l)(A). uowever, ' nership violatedU.S.C. aster considering thecircumstances of this matter, the Commission also determined to
take no further action regarding this issue. In addition, the
Commission found, on the basis of the information in the complaint,o that there is no reason to believe that you as an individual
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). Accordingly, the Commission
closed its file in this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Scott K. Thomas
Chairman

Enclosure
GC Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

January 6, 1993

Kr. Leon Hess
1165 Avenue of the Americas
New York, 3? 10036

33: NUX 3611

Leon Hess
Dear Mr. Ness:

- On September 24. 1992. the Federal Ilection Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging violations of certainsections of the federal 3lectiom campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

On December 22, 1992, the Coumissi@u found, on the basis ofthe information in the complaint and information you provided,
C\J that there is no reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(l)(A). Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois C&rner
Assoc sate General Counsel

Enclosure
GC Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20*3

January 6, 1993 )
C,

Ralph de Chabert, N.D.
Christiansted
Sunny Isle Shopping Center, Inc.P.O. Box 5994St. Croix, VI 00S23

33: RUE 3611
Dear Dr. Ge Chabert:

On September 24, 1992. the Federal Election Commission notifiedyou of a complaist alleging violations of certain sections of thePederal Ilection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
Lfl On December 22, 1992. the commission found reason to believethat the Esperansa Development Company partnership violated

2 U.S.C. 5 44la(a)(l)(A~. Nowever, after considering thecircumstances of this matter, the Commission also determined totake no further action regarding this issue. In addition, theCommission found, on the basis of the information in the complaint
o and information you provided, that there is no reason to believethat you as an individual violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A).Accordingly, the Comission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, althoughthe complete file must be placed on the public record within 30days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission's vote. if you wish 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 record beforereceiving your additional materials, any permissible submissions
will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Scott 3. Thomas
Chairman

Enclosure
OC Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JW23azy 7, 1993 CL

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Victor 0. Frazer
P.O. Box 5928
Veterans Drive Station
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 00803

RE: MUR 3611

Dear Mr. Frazer:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Federal Election Commission on September. 1992, concerning the
Honorable Ron de Lugo, the Ron do Lugo Congressional Couittee,
and David Hamilton, as treasurer, Ralph do Chabert, Ratio do
Chabert, and Leon Hess.

Based on that complaint, on December 22, 1992, the Commission
took the following action:

a) Found reason to believe that the Ron do Lugo Congressional
Committee and David Hamilton, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
5S 434(b) and 441a(f), but took no further action.

b) Found no reason to believe that the Committee and its
treasurer violated any other provision of the Act regarding the
1992 primary election as alleged in the complaint.

c) Found no reason to believe that Ron do Lugo violated any
provision of the Act based on the allegations in the complaint.

d) Found no reason to believe that Ralph do Chabrt, Mario de

Chabert, or Leon Hess violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

e) Found reason to believe that the Esperanza Development
Company partnership violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A), but took

no further action.

The Commission closed the file in this matter on December 22,
1992. This matter will become part of the public record within
30 days. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(8).



. Victor 0. Fraser
P2

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

Sincerely,

Frances B. Haga
Paralegal Specialist

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report


