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Federal Elections Commission
Attn: Office of General Counsel
999 E. Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Complaint
Dear Sir/Madam:

Enclosed please find a complaint against The Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee, Patrick O’Donnell, Treasurer.

If you are in need of any additional information, I may
be contacted at (216) 621-5416.

lican Organization
Suite One

(216) 621-5416
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BEPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION '
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

In the matter of:

Rose Oakar for Congress Committee

)
)
and Patrick O’Donnell, Treasurer, )

/

COMPLAINT

NOW COMES, The Cuyahoga County Republican Organization
(hereinafter Republican Organization) of the Leader Building,
guite 1, Cleveland, Ohio 44114-1210 by its Executive Director,
Jeffrey P. Hastings to file this Complaint pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. 111.4 against Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee, Patrick O’Donnell, Treasurer of P.O. Box
458, Cleveland, Ohio 44107 (hereinafter Oakar).

FACTS

The Republican Organization pursuant to the provisions
of The Federal Election Campaign Act (Act) and the Federal
Election Commission (FEC) regulations does hereby state the
following facts:

) Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee is the
authorized principal campaign committee for Mary Rose Oakar,
candidate for the United States House of Representatives from
the Tenth District of oOhio.

2. Mary Rose Oakar has been a Member of Congress
since 1976.

3. The basis for this Complaint is the July 15
Quarterly report filed by Oakar and received by the Commission
on July 15, 1992 and information reported in Ohio newspapers.

Excessive Contributions

1. Oakar has reported receiving a loan from Society
National Bank of Cleveland Ohio on May 23, 1992 for $100,000.
said loan is reported as being endorsed or guaranteed by Mary
Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio. (Exhibit A).
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2 The copy of the loan instrument (attached to the
July 15 Quarterly report) does not indicate the extent of the
liabjlity for the loan of each endorser. (Exhibit A).

3. ©On July 26, 1992, The Plain Dealer, in an article
describing Oakar’s aggressive out of state fundraising,
reported that, "In securing the original loan from Society last
May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued at $100,000
and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister, Helen M.
DeMio, and brother-in-law, Phillip C. DeMio, both of whom also
put up CDs, according to FEC reports." (Exhibit B).

DISCUSSION OF LAW
Excessive cContributions

1. Loan Guarantees are considered contributions
under the Act. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a)(1), a
contribution is defined as:

A gift, subscription, loan (except for a loan made in
accordance with 11 C.F.R. 100.7(b) (11)), advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any
person for the purpose of influencing any election for
Federal office.

The regulations further clarify that a "loan" includes
*"a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of security.® 11
C.P.R. 100.7(a)(1)(i). “[A] loan is a contribution by each
endorser or guarantor.® 11 C.P.R. 100.7(a)(1)(i)(c). The
Commission has stated that "the co-signer [is] considered to
have contributed that portion of the total amount of the loan
for which he or she agreed to be liable in the written
agreement.” Advisory Opinion 1981-8, 11 C.F.R.
100.7(a) (1) (i) (C) .

The regulations state that, "In the event that such
agreement does not stipulate the portion of the loan for which
each endorser or guarantor is liable, the loan shall be
considered a loan by each endorser or guarantor in the same
proportion to the unpaid balance that each endorser or
guarantor bears to the total number of endorsers or
guarantors. 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a) (1) (i)(C). Accordingly, the
three endorsers of the $100,000 loan to Oakar from Society
National Bank are each liable for one-third of the loan or
$33,333.33 each. Therefore, each endorser has made a
contribution to Oakar in the amount of $33,333.33.

2. Individuals, including the candidate’s family
members, are limited to contributions of $1,000 per election.
2 U.S.C. 441a(a)(1l), 11 C.F.R. 110.1(a) and (b)(1). The Act
requires that no candidate or political committee shall
knowingly accept any contribution in excess of the
limitations. 2 U.S.C. 441a(f). Helen Demio and Phillip Demio




have each contributed $33,333.33 in the form of loan guarantees
to Oakar. Contributions from Helen and Phillip Demio each
exceeded the contribution limit by $32,333.33.

3. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 103.3(b) (3), the treasurer
of a candidate’s authorized political committee must refund,
redesignate, or reattribute excessive contributions within
sixty days from the date of receipt.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Therefore, The Republican Organization respectfully
requests that the Federal Election Commission investigate this
violation and find the following conclusion of law:

Oakar has reported receiving contributions in the form
of loan guarantees from Helen Demio and Phillip Demio that are
each in excess of the individual contribution limits by
$32,333.33 in violation of the Act and regulations, 2 U.S.C
441a(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. 110.1(a) and (b)(1);

Therefore, The Republican Organization further
requests that the Federal Election Commission assess all
appropriate penalties for said violation of the above
provisions in accordance with 2 U.S.C. 437g(a) (5) (A).

The above statements are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge, information and belief.

Subscribed and Sworn before me this Ytrhday of _ Uctober , 1992.

Hometd 2 Hopm

(Notary Public)
HAROLD L HOM, Attomey-AHz.

My commissian has no ex;.-z- -9 ¢
Section 147.03 R C

My Commission expires:
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CRP claims many

two kinds of constituents: the voters
back home and the “cash constitu-
ents,” who finance campaigns and
come cqm%:ln:r Election Day.

A Plain r examination of Oa-
kar's campaign receipts, as reported
to the Federal Election Commission,
shows that over the last 5' vears she
has taken in more than 70 cents of
every dollar — not just from outside
her Cuvahoga County district but
from outside Ohio.

However. in the closing wecks of
her primary campaign. Oakar looked
to Greater Cleveland donors. Of the
$235.203 she raised since mid-May.,
$90.525 came from individuals or po-
litical action committees based in
Ohio.

The infusion of cash — with the
money she lent her campaign — en-
abled her to buy more than $180.200
in media advertising in the final days

money
nancial base — like that of many of
her colleagues — lies primarily else-
where.

They “may be listening to two
competing sets of constituents — the
real constituents home in the

back
district. and the {cash constituents
who come to call in Washi
Makinson said. “Money drives T-
ican politics these days.”

This is not to say that Qakar is re-
fused generosity Iqeally. The Ratner
- family. developersiwho own Forest

City Enterprises. dwhich benefited
from Oakar's help) bm&ing gov-

e 188, For

campaign, as have

firm of Squire Sanders !
But she also has received money
from Texas oil man T. Boone Pickens
‘and radio personality Casey Kasem.

An examination of five years of
QOakar’s contributions since 1987
shows that organized labor com-
prises the largest category of contrib-
utors. About $353,175, or more than
one-fifth of her campaign dollars,
have come from the PACs ar exec-
utives of unions. many representing
government emplovees.

She has received more than
$199.000. or nearly 12 of her money.
from the bankimg. S&L and mort-
gage industry. another $82.825 from
developers and real estate interests.
§78.300, or 4.7 ‘¢ from the health care
industry. including doctors. and
$48.450 from investors. brokers and
traders.

Just last month, she received an
individual contribution of $1.000 —

the day before the June 2 primary —

from Bernadine Healy, director of
the National Institutes of Health and
former head of research at the Cleve-
land Clinic.

Oakar's network of political allies
also came to her aid in the tough pri-

aide and now assistant counsel to the
U.S. House leadership, donated an-
other $1000. Former Cleveland
Council President George Forbes
chipped in $1.000.

Although Oakar had her differ-
ences with Rep. Louis Stokes, D-21,
of Shaker Heights, over the remap-
ping of their adjacent congressional
districts, Stokes political committee
gave her $1.000 two days after she
won the primary election.

Her friend, Ruth Miller, another
member of the Ratner family and an-
other deve of Tower City, came
through with $1.000. Oekar, who
faces Republican businessman Mar-
tin Hoke in November, was the only
Greater Cleveland House member
challenged by a contested primary
and one of only two incumbents
seeking re-election. The other was
Stokes.

Stokes” campaign disclosures,
filed last week with the FEC, show
total contributions of $79,375 so far
this year. About 71% — or $56,850 —
came from political action commit-
tees. He faces University Heights
Mayor Beryl Rothschild in the é::

ol

eral election for the new 1ith
Michelle Ruess i
",’s article. o (=

gressional District seat.
£
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 0461

October 19, 1992

Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director
Cuyahoga County Republican Organization
The Leader Bldg., Suite One

Cleveland, OH 44114-1210

MUR 3650
Dear Mr. Hastings:

This letter acknowledges receipt on October 13, 1992, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by the
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee, and Patrick J.
O’Donnell, as treasurer, Helen Demio and Philip Demio. The
respondents will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the rederal 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 MUR 3650. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

s

- /. / ilg )y 5 %
",/('/“4»4/- Ml huw g Sl e

Anne Weisgenborn
Acting Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D¢

dk

October 19, 1992

Patrick J. O’'Donnell, Treasurer

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 458
Cleveland, Ohio 44107

MUR 3650

Dear Mr. O'Donnell:

The Pederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee
("Committee”) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the

v Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A

s copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

- MUR 3650. 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 the Committee and
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no

g 3 2708

N response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
.l further action based on the available information.
< This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the 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.

)




Yl R ; B e

Patrick J. O’Donnell, Treasurer
Mary Rose Oakar For Congress Committee
Page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey D. Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

o e . L o

Anne Weissenborn

Acting Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

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

cc: The Honorable Mary Rose Oakar
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D ( Hdbi

October 19, 1992

Helen Demio
1888 W. 30th Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44113

MUR 3650

Dear Ms. Demio:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®™). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3650.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.8.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. 1If 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.




Helen Demio
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffery D. Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

/
s b ’~< Cntar e FoA o

Anne Weissenborn

Acting Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D U 20468

October 19, 1992

Philip Demio
1888 W. 30th Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44113

MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Demio:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you 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 MUR 3650.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. 1If 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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Philip Demio
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Jeffrey D. Long,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

Sincerely,

~

";- ! i 2
Py O Lo {2 e wafin l'ln-_v

Anne Weissenborn
Acting Assistant General Counsel

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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BY HAND

Jeffrey D. Long, Esq.

Ooffice of the General Counsel
Federal Election Ccommission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3650 -- Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee and Patrick J.
O'Donnell as treasurer, and Helen
and Philip Demio, Respondents

Dear Mr. Long:

I am writing as counsel to the Respondents in the
above-referenced Matter Under Review ("MUR") to confirm the
request that I made when we spoke earlier today that the
Respondents be granted an extension of 30 days to respond to the
complaint in the above-referenced MUR. You indicated that you
believe that such an extension would be appropriate.

As we discussed, given the press of activity associated
with the election on November 3, it will not be possible to begin
to assemble a response to the complaint for the next several
days. The Respondents require the extension in order to respond
fully to the matters raised in the complaint.

I learned after we spoke that the notices concerning
the complaint had been received on October 22, rather than on
October 26 as I originally had thought. Consequently, the
thirty-day extension would run until December 7, 1992.

If you have any questions concerning this matter,
please call me.

Sincerely yours,

Richard D. Shore
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STATENENT OF DESIGMATION OF COUNSEL
muz_3650

NAME OF COUNSEL: Richard D. Shors

ADDRESS : Covington & Burling
1201 Pennsylvania Ave. NW

P.0. Box 7566

Washington, DC 20044
202 )  662-6000 i
X
A

TELEPHONE: (
«
:Z.)

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and othec

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf

before the Commissicn.

10/29/92
Dace Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee, Patrick J. 0°'Donnell
lreasurer

P.0O. Box 458

ADDRESS:

Edgewater Branch
Lakewood, OH 44105-0458

TELEPHONE: HOME
BUSINESS(




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 4, 1992

Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J.
O’'Donnell, as treasurer

Helen Demio
Philip Demio

Dear Mr. Shore:

This is in response to your letter dated November 2, 1992,
which we received on that day, tequestxng an extension of 30 days
to respond to the complaint filed in the above-referenced matter.
After considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested extension.
Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
December 7, 1992.

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

Sincerely,

.~,'4/¢**vty_J\>¢,f< &

N [

Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal




Qovms'ron & BURLIN’ ©6C757/é

1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N. W
P.O. BOX 78566
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20044
(202) 662-6000 SCpERON oLsL

4€ HERTFORD STREEY
LOMDON WIY?TF ENGLAND
TELEPHONE 44-71-4905-3685%
TELEFAX 44-7)-495-3/0!

TELEFAX (202 882-8291
TELEX 89-893 ICOVLING WSH|
CABLE COVLING

RICHARD D. SHORE

DIRECT DAL NUMBER
(202! 662-3452

BRUSSELS CORRESPONDENT OFFICE
44 AVENUE DES ARTS
BRUSSELS 1040 BELGIUM
December 7, 1992 TELEPHONE 32.2.512-0890

TELEFAX 32-2.802-1598

Vel
~N

BY MESSENGER

Mr. Jeffrey D. Long
Paralegal

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3650
Dear Mr. Long:
Enclosed please find the Joint Submission Of The
Mary Rose Oakar For Congress Committee And Patrick O'Donnell,
Treasurer, And Helen And Phillip Demio in the above-captioned
matter under review ("MUR").

Sincerely yours,

Richard D. ore

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In re:

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress MUR No. 3650

Commmittee, et al.,

Respondents.

JOINT SUBMISSION OF THE MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
AND PATRICK O'DONNELL, TREASURER, AND HELEN AND PHILLIP DENIQ

Charles F.C. Ruff

Scott D. Gilbert

Richard D. Shore

COVINGTON & BURLING

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

(202) 662-6000

Attorneys for the Mary Rose Oakar
for Congress Committee and Patrick
O'Donnell, Treasurer, and Helen

and Philip Demio

December 7, 1992




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In re:

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress MUR No. 3650

Commmittee, et al.,

Respondents.

JOINT SUBMISSION OF THE MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
AND PATRICK O°'DONNELL, TREASURER, AND HELEN AND PHILLIP DEMIO
The Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee (the
"Committee"”) and Patrick O'Donnell, the Committee's treasurer,
and Helen and Phillip Demio (collectively, the "Respondents")
make this joint submission in the above-captioned matter under
review ("MUR 3650").
On or about October 8, 1992, Jeffrey P. Hastings,
Executive Director of the Cuyahoga County Republican
Organization, filed a complaint (the "Complaint") with the
Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") alleging that the

Committee and its treasurer had violated the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971 (the "Act") in connection with a loan

taken out by Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar on May 23, 1992. The

Complaint alleges that the endorsement or guarantee of the loan

¥2 U.s.c. § 431 et seq.




8
gave rise to contributions to the Committee that exceeded the
limits imposed by the Act.

The loan referred to in the Complaint, a sixty-day,
$100,000.00 loan from the Society National Bank of Cleveland,
Ohio ("Society"), was taken out by Congresswoman Oakar on May 23,
1992. Under the terms of the loan, Congresswoman Oakar, the sole
"Borrower," was personally liable to repay the full face amount
of the loan, plus interest at a rate of two percent (2%) over the
prime rate.?

In order to assist Congresswoman Oakar to meet
Society's collateral requirements, her sister and brother-in-law,

Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society four certificates of

deposit with a total face value of $100,000.00. The coilateral

was never called upon to pay either principal or interest on the
loan.

The proceeds of the loan were contributed by
Congresswoman Oakar to her 1992 campaign for reelection to
Congress. Subsequently, following a review of the circumstances
surrounding the loan by counsel to the Committee, it was deter-
mined that the use of the Demios' certificates of deposit as
collateral might be viewed as giving rise to an excessive contri-
bution to the Committee. As a result, the Committee took
immediate steps to obtain another loan, secured by collateral
that did not pose the risk of an excessive contribution, to

replace the loan taken out by Congresswoman Oakar. The Committee

#¥A copy of the note evidencing the Society loan is attached
hereto as Exhibit A.




replaced the Society loan well within the sixty-day period estab-
lished by the Commission -- and acknowledged in the Complaint
itself” -- for refunding excessive contributions.! As a result
of the Committee's efforts, the Society loan was outstanding for
only a short period of time.

The replacement loan, a $100,000.00 loan from the
Haymarket Co-operative Bank of Boston, Massachusetts
("Haymarket"), was obtained on June 9, 1992, and, on June 12,
1992, when the proceeds of the Haymarket loan were disbursed, the
Society loan was repaid in full. The Haymarket loan, which had a
term of one year and bore an interest rate of two percent (28%)
over the prime rate, was secured by the following assets of the
Committee and of Congresswoman Oakar: (1) all contributions
received by the Committee; (2) the Committee's campaign
depository account; and (3) Congresswoman Oakar's salary from the
U.S. House of Representatives.®

In addition to reversing the Society loan as described
above, the Committee fully disclosed the relevant facts
concerning the loan and the collateral in its July 1992 Quarterly
Campaign Finance Report filed with the Commission. The Committee

did so well in advance of the inception of this MUR, and without

¥See Complaint, In the Matter of Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee, et al., Respondents, at 3.

“See 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3).

A copy of the note and security agreement evidencing the

Haymarket loan, and an amendment thereto, are attached hereto as
Exhibit B.




prompting from the Commission, the news media, or any other

source.

* * *

Given the facts set forth above, the Committee's good
faith in attempting to resolve any possible problems with the
Society loan once concerns were raised by counsel, and the
committee's full, prompt and voluntary disclosure to the
commission of the relevant facts concerning the Society loan, the
Respondents respectfully request that the Commission find no
reason to believe that any violation of the Act has taken place
in connection with the allegations in the Complaint or, in the
alternative, take no further action in this MUR 3650.

Respectfully submitted,

Charles F.C "Ruff

Scott D. Gilbert

Richard D. Shore

COVINGTON & BURLING

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

(202) 662-6000

Attorneys for the Respondents

December 7, 1992
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Juns 9, 1992

FOR VALUR RECRIVED THE UNDERSIGHED PROMISES TO PAY TO THE ORDER OF
HAYMARKET CO-OPERATIVE BANK, BOSTON, MASSACHNUSETTS, AT SAID BANK, THER
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF ONB NUNDRED TROUSAND DOLLARS, together with istereet
thereon at the prime rate of {nterest as announced by the Bank from time
to time plus twd percent (2%) (the "Annual Percentage Rate").

This note shall be payable in 11 monthly Lnstallments of principal
of $8,000 each due on the eighth day of each calendar month beginning
July 8, 1992, together with interest to the date of each installment; and
the balance of the principal shall be due on Juna 8, 1993, together with
interest through that date.

To secure this note and any other Obligations, the maker hereby
grante to said Bank a security interest (a) in all campaign contributions
received by the maker after the date hereof; (b) in a special account
("Campaign Account™) at Ameritrust Bank, Clark-W. 25th Street Office,
Cleveland, Ohio 44109 designated account number ' into which the
saker agrees to deposit all said campaign contributions so long as this
note is outstanding, and with respect to which the Bank is hereby granted
an assignment to access funds; and (c) in Congrssswoman Mary Rose Oakar's
salary from the U.S. House of Representatives (the "collateral”). The
maker may withdraw funde from the Campaign Account from time to time
provided that there is then no default under this note.

The maker shall be entitled to prepay this note, in whole or in
part, without penalty at any time and may use the funds held in the
Campaign Account for such purpose.

The maker represents and warrants that the repayment terms are
consistent with the maker’'s reasonable expectation of campaign receipts
and expenses through June 1993 as set forth in the letter attached hersto.

This note and any or all other Obligations of the maker to the
shall, at the holder's option, become immediately due and peayable
desand at any time after; (a) default in the payment or
performance of any of the Obligations; (b) lose, theft, substantial
damage, sale or encumbrance to or of any property comnstituting collateral
hereunder of the making of any levy, seizure or attachment thereof or
thereon; or the failure to pay when due any tax therecm or, with respact
to any insurance policy, any premius therefor; (c) default under any
instrument constituting collateral hereunder; (d) death, dissolutiom,
termination of existence, insolvency, business failure, appointmsent of a
receiver of any part of the property of, assignment for the benefit of
creditors by, or the commencement of any proceeding under any
or insolvency lawe or against any Obligor; (e) if there be such a
change in the condition of affaire (financial or otherwise) of any of the
undersigned, or of any such maker, co-maker, endorser, or QuUarantor, a® im
the opinion of the holder will ispair its eecurity or incresase ite risk;
thersupon or at any time thereafter (such default no having been
previously cured), at the option of the holder, all Obligations of the
saker shall become immediately due and payable without notice or demand
and the holder shall then have in any juriedictioa where enforcemsat
hereof is sought, in addition to all other righte and remedies, the righte
and remediass of e esecured party under the Uniform Commercial Code of
Haseachusetts. The rights and remedies of the holder shall be cumulative
mln:t :itormnn and the holder need not first resort to the
ateral.

Any sums credited by or due from the holder to any Obligor and any
property of any Obligor in which the holder has any security interest or
which may be in the posseseion of the holder may at any time be treated or
held as collateral security for the payment or perforsance of the
Obligatione of euch Obligor to the holder. Regardless of the sdequacy of
collateral, the holder say apply such sums or property or realisations
upon any such eecurity interest egainst said Obligations at any time in
the case of a primary Obligor but only againet satured Obligations in the
case of a second Obligor.

The holder may at ite option whether or not this note is due,
demand, sue for, collect or make any compromiee or settlement it deeme
desirable with reference to collateral held hereunder. Rights are
expressly granted to the holder at ita option to tranafer at any time to
itself or to its nominee any securities or docusents pledged hersunder and
to receive the income thereon and hold the same as security therefore; or
apply it on the principel or interest due hereon or due on any liability
sscured heredy. The holder shall have no duty as to the collection or
protection of collateral held hereunder or of any income thereon, and
shall not be bound to take any steps necessary to preserve any rights in
collateral against prior parties.
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No delay or omission on the part of the holder in exercising any
right hereunder shall operate as a waiver of such right or of any other
right under this note. No waiver of any right shall be effective unless
in writing and signed by the holder nor shall a waiver on one occasion be
construed as a bar to or waiver of any such right on any future occasion.

Each Obligor waives presentment, demand, notice, protest, and all
other demands and notices in connection with the delivery, acceptance,
performance, default or enforcement of this note or of any collateral
hereunder, and assents to any extension or postponement of the time of
payment of any other indulgence under this note or such collateral, to any
substitution, exchange or release of collateral, and to the addition or
release of any other Obligor or person primarily or secondarily liable.

The undersigned will pay on demand all costs of collection and
attorneys fees paid or incurred by the holder in enforcing this note on
default, ae provided for by applicable law.

As herein used, "Obligor" means any person primarily or secondarily
liable hereunder or in respect hereto; "Obligation" means any Obligation
hereunder or otherwise of any Obligor to the holder whether direct or
indirect, absolute or contingent, due or %o become due, now existing or
hereafter arising; and "holder” means the payee or any endorsee of this
note who 18 in possession of it, or the bearer thereof if the note i8 at
the time payable to the bearer; and "maker" means the Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee.

Interest after maturity will be payable on demand at the ANNUAL
PERCENTAGE RATE payable monthly 1in arrears. Said ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE
Mmay at any time be increased or decreased at the discretion of holder or
in accordance with changes from time to time in the "prime" interest rate
at Haymarket Co-operative Bank subject to a maximum of twenty-three (23%)
percent allowable under Massachusetts General Laws as may be prescribed
from time to time by the Small Loans Regulatory Board. Such increase or
decrease shall be affected by an increase or decrease in the amount of
interest payable monthly in arrears. Maker acknowledges receipt of a copy
of this ncte.

Consummation of the loan represented by this Note and Security
Agreement is conditioned on the holder’'s receiving from Aseritrust Bank,
Prior to disbursement of the loan proceeds to the maker, (a) an
acknowledgment of the assignment referred to in clause (b) of the second

indented paragraph above, and (b) a waiver of any set-off rights by
Mmeritrust Bank.

Consummation of the loan represented by this Note and Security
Agreement is further conditioned on the holder’'s receiving from the maker,
prior to disbursement of the loan proceeds to the maker, campaign finance
reports of the Committee for the period July, 1991, through the date of
this loan.

ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE (The Cout of Credit As a Yearly Rate)
FINARCE CRARCE - 1 year 1f demand |[the dolisr asount the credit will coet)

Amount Financed (The amount of credit provided om your behalf)
The ANBUAL PERCENTAGE RATS say incresse during the term of this treasaction
1f the Prime Rate of SAYRARKRT CO-CPERATIVE BANK increeses.
{, "9

The AFWUAL PERCEFTAGR RATS dose nct take

Total of Paymmnts (The asount you will
paymsats ae echeduled
Your Paymeat Schedule Will Be:
This Obligation le
Payable Om Demand
In Accordasce With Py
Teclve (12) Mocthly bayianiay

The Terms Set Forth JMN \ '“L

Above
Prepayment -- (1f you pay esarly you wiil Be eatitled to a refund of part of the PIBANCE CHARGE)
See the above contract for sdditicnal informetiom about non-paymsat, default,

repayment ia full defore the echedule date, and prepaymeat refunds and penaltise.
® -- Meass An Estimate

1

Amount Given to You Directly

Amount Paid to Your Account

NSOUNT PAID TO OTEERS OF YOUR BERALP

To (Public Officials) (Credit Buresu) {Appraiser)
{Insurance Compeny)

To Another Creditor (Bame)
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On Behalf of hcrty:o-ittu

AND, FOR PURPOSES OF GRANTING THE SECURITY INTEREST
SPECIFIED IN CLAUSE (c) OF THE SECOND INDENTED
PARAGRAPH OF THIS INSTRUMENT,




HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON D.C. 30818

June 11, 1891
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON D.C. 20818

. Me. Richard J. Rennedy
' 1, 1992
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 3707 i i), 9
999 E Street, N.W. 4

washington, D.C. 20463 SENS|TIVE

PIRST GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

MUR § 3650

DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC 10/13/92

DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO
RESPONDENTS 10/19/92

STAFP MEMBER Phillip L. Wise

COMPLAINANT: Cuyahoga County Republican Organization
and Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director

RESPONDENTS : Mary Rose Oakar
Helen and Phillip Demio

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer

RELEVANT STATUTES: u.s.cC.
u.s.cC.

44la(a)(1l)a
441a(f)
431(8)(A)
100.7(a)(
100.7(a)(
100.7(a)(

(

(

0

103.3(b)
103.3(b)
104.11.
110.1(b)(
110.10(b)

u.s
c.r
c.r
c.r
c.r
c.r
C.F
c.r
c.r

DWW

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports
PEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on
October 13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for
the Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer ("Oakar Committee”), Helen Demio and Phillip Demio.

See Attachment 1. On December 7, 1992, Mr. Richard D. Shore




filed a response on behalf of the Oakar Committee and Helen and

Phillip Demio. See Attachment 2.

I1. PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. CONPLAINT AND RESPONSE

The Complainant in this matter alleges that the Oakar
Committee received excessive contributions from the candidate’s
sister and brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports
filed by Mary Rose Oakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, she
received a $100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of
Cleveland, Ohio ("Society"). Mr. Hastings states further that
this loan was reported as "being endorsed or guaranteed by Mary
Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio."

Mr. Hastings also enclosed along with his complaint, a

July 26, 1992 newspaper article, from The Plain Dealer which

reported, inter alia: "In securing the original loan from
Society last May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued
at $100,000 and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister,
Helen M. DeMio [sic], and brother-in-law, Phillip C. DeMio
[sic], both of whoma also put up CDs, according to FEC reports.”
Mr. Hastings asserts that the Demios, as co-signers, would each
be liable for one-third of the $100,000 loan to Congresswoman
Oakar, and thus would have each made a contribution in the
amount of $33,333.33 to the Oakar Committee. Mr. Hastings
asserts further that Helen and Phillip Demio each exceeded the
contribution limit by $32,333.33,

Richard D. Shore, as counsel, responded to Mr. Hastings’

complaint against the Oakar Committee and Helen and




Phillip Demio. The Respondents do not refute the fact that on

Nay 23, 1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a sixty-day

loan from Society in the amount of $100,000, and contributed
such loan to her 1992 campaign for re-election for congress.
According to Respondents’ counsel, "[ulnder the terms of the
loan, Congresswoman Oakar, the sole ‘Borrower,’ was personally
liable to repay the full face amount of the loan, plus interest
at the rate of two percent (2%) over the prime rate." A copy of
the note was enclosed along with the Respondents response. See
Attachment 2, pg. 8. Respondents’ counsel states that in order
"to meet Society’s collateral requirements, [Congresswoman
Oakar’s) sister and brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio,
assigned to Society four certificates of deposit with a total
face value of $100,000." Respondents’ counsel sgtates further
that "[t)he collateral was never called upon to pay either
principal or interest on the loan."

Respondents’ counsel alleges that sometime after reviewing
the circumstances surrounding the loan, counsel for the Oakar
Committee "determined that the use of the Demios’ certificates
of deposit as collateral might be viewed as giving rise to an
excessive contribution to the Committee.” Respondents’ counsel
states that the Oakar Committee "took immediate steps to obtain
another loan" from Haymarket Co-operative Bank of Boston,
Massachusetts ("Haymarket"), secured by collateral that did not
pose the risk of an excessive contribution,"” to replace the loan
from Society. Respondents’ counsel states further that the

Oakar Committee received the replacement loan of $100,000 from




' Haymarket on June 9, 1992, and repaid the Society loan in full
three days later. According to the Respondents’ counsel, the
Haymarket loan had a term of one year, with an interest rate of
two percent (2%) over the prime rate, and was secured by "(1)
all contributions received by the Committee; (2) the
Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives."

In conclusion, the Respondents’ counsel asserts that the
Oakar Committee, on its own initiative, "fully disclosed the
relevant facts concerning the loan" in its reports with the
Commission before the filing of the complaint in this matter.
Furthermore, Respondents’ counsel asserts that the Oakar
Committee replaced the loan from Society within the sixty-day
period as required by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). Thus,
Respondents’ counsel requests that the Commission find no reason
to believe that any violation has taken place in this matter.

B. STATEMENT OF LAW

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the
"Act"), provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in
contributions per election to a federal candidate or his or her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A). No candidate
or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution
in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f). The Act defines

"contribution" as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or

deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the

purpose of influencing any federal election. 2 U.S.C.

§ 431(8)(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the terms
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"loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of
security. A loan is a contribution at the time it is made and
is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid. The
aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a
contributor when added to other contributions from that
individual to that candidate or committee may not exceed the
contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.P.R.

§ 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state
bank, a federally chartered depository institution, or a
federally insured depository institution is not considered a
contribution by that institution, except that such loan:

(1) is considered a loan by each endorser or

guarantor, in that proportion of the unpaid

balance that each endorser or guarantor bears

to the total number of endorsers or guarantors;

(2) shall be made on a basis which assures

repayment, evidence by a written instrument, and

subject to a due date or amortization schedule;

and

(3) shall bear the usual and customary interest

rate of the lending institution.

2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the
total amount of all loans to the committee including loans made
by or guaranteed by the candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2).
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a committee must identify
each person who makes a loan to the committee during the
reporting period, together with the identification of any

endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and amount or value

of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously




report outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee

until the committee extinguishes those debts. 11 C.P.R.

§ 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a

candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate
shall be considered to have obtained the loan as an agent of her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 432(e). Furthermore, pursuant
to 11 C.F.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not
considered to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution,
if the committee refunds the apparent excessive contribution
within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal
under the Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository
shall not be used for any disbursements by the political
committee until the contribution has been determined to be
legal. The political committee must either establish a separate
account in a campaign depository for such contributions or
maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.P.R.

§ 103.3(b)(4).
C. ANMALYSIS

The loan at issue in this matter is the sixty-day,
$100,000.00 loan from Society National Bank of Cleveland, Ohio.
Despite, the fact that the terms of the loan indicated that
Congresswoman Oakar was the "Borrower", the liability for
repayment of this loan was shared with Congresswoman Qakar’s
sister, Helen Demio, and Congresswoman Oakar’s brother-in-law,

Phillip Demio, who signed this loan agreement as guarantors.




The proceeds of the loan were contributed by Congresswoman Oakar
to her 1992 campaign for re-election to Congress. Counsel for
the Respondents acknowledges that Congresswoman Oakar’s sister
and brother-in-law assigned four certificates of deposit valued
at $100,000.00 to Society in order to assist Congresswoman Oakar
in meeting Society’s collateral requirement. Because there were
three guarantors, under 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the
assignment by Congresswoman Oakar’s sister and brother-in-law
would be treated as if each of them had made a loan to the
campaign in the amount of $33,333.33 each.

Respondents’ counsel asserts that, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

§ 103.3(b)(3), no violations occurred because the loan from

Society was replaced within the sixty-day period permitted.

However, 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3) also requires that funds that
appear to be illegal shall not be used for disbursements until
those funds are determined to be legal. A review of the Oakar
Committee’s reports shows that the committee had a total of
$20,750.12 cash on hand at the time of the $100,000 loan from
Society. The Oakar Committee reported a total of $69,425.92 in
receipts and $141,822 in disbursements during the two week
period between the May 23, 1992 Society loan and the June 6,
1992 Haymarket loan. Therefore, without the $100,000 loan from
Society, the Oakar Committee would have had only $90,176.04
($20,750.12 coh + $69,425.92 receipts) available to cover its
reported $141,822 in disbursements during this period. Thus, it
appears highly likely that the Oakar Committee used some of the

proceeds from the $100,000 Society loan to make disbursements.




The evidence on hand indicates that Congresswoman Oakar
personally made the arrangements and obtained the $100,000 loan
from Society. PFurthermore, as Congresswoman Oakar was not a
novice with regard to federal elections it appears that she
should have known that the $100,000 loan she arranged from
Society did not contain a sufficient number of guarantors to
make the amount of their contributions permissable.
Accordingly, there is reason to believe that Congresswoman Oakar
has personally violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).1 Furthermore,
because both Helen and Phillip Demio are each limited to a
$1,000 contribution to Congresswoman Oakar’s campaign, the
assignment of their certificates of deposit constituted
excessive contributions in the amount of $32,333.33 each in

violation of 2 U.5.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(A).

1. In the past the Commission has held candidates responsible
for PECA violations when there is evidence that the candidate
was personally involved in the activity or transaction which
produced the violation. This was evident in MUR 2655. Even
though the Commission ultimately found no probable cause against
the respondents the Commission had found reason to believe that
David Edward Landau, who campaigned for the Democratic
nomination for Congress in Pennsylvania’s 7th District in 1986,
personally violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f), with regard to a
$10,000.00 loan to the candidate which the candidate had his
father, Cyrus Landau, sign as guarantor. See also, MUR 2292
(Andrew Stein, Stein for Congress) Mr. Stein obtained a
$24,000.00 unsecured loan. Mrs. Stein signed the promissory
note as a co-maker of the loan. Respondents were not able to
bring this unsecured loan within the spousal exemption of

11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(i)(D). Thus, the Commission on

February 28, 1989, found probable cause to believe Andrew Stein,
Stein for Congress and J. Randolph Peyton, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f). It should be noted that the
Commission also found probable cause to believe that both Stein
and his committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b).




Based upon the foregoing, the Office of the General Counsel
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that
Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar, the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O’'Donnell, as treasurer violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f). 1In addition, this Office recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe that Helen Demio and
Phillip Demio violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(a)(l)(A).

III. DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION

This Office recommends that the Commission offer to enter
into conciliation with the Respondents in this matter prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe. Attached for the

Commission’s approval are proposed conciliation agreements.




S
P
O
(-
(@8
LD
)
<
(G
<

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Pind reason to believe that Mary Rose Oakar violated
2 U.8.C. § 441a(f).

2. rind reason to believe that the Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

3. rind reason to believe that Helen Demio and Phillip
Demio violated 2 U.8.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(A).

4. Enter into conciliation with Mary Rose Oakar, Helen
Demio and Phillip Demio, and the Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

5. Approve the attached proposed conciliation agreements,
Factual and Legal Analyses and the appropriate letters.

Lavwrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Associate G¢neral Counsel




Attachments

1.

3.

Complaint

Respondents’ response

Conciliation Agreement (Ms. Oakar)
Conciliation Agreement (Committee)
Conciliation Agreement (Demios)
Factual and Legal Analyses (Ms. Oakar)

. Pactual and Legal Analyses (Committee)
. Pactual and Legal Analyses (Demios)




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Mary Rose Oakar; MUR 3650
Helen and Phillip Demio;
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J.
O’'Donnell, as treasurer.

T N P s P P

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W, Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commigsion, do hereby certify that on March 1, 1994, the

Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 3650:

1. Find reason to believe that Mary Rose Oakar
violated 2 U.8.C. § ddla(f).

rind reason to believe that the Mary Rose

Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J.
T O’Donnell, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(f.

Find reason to believe that Helen Demio and
Phillip Demio violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l){(A).

(continued)
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Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3650
March 1, 1994

Enter into conciliation with Mary Rose Oakar,
Helen Demio and Phillip Demio, and the Mary
Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer, prior to
a finding of probable cause to believe.

Approve the proposed conciliation agreements,
Factual and Legal Analyses and the

- appropriate letters, as recommended in the
e General Counsel’s Report dated February 23,
1994.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Potter, and Thomas voted
affirmatively for the decision; Commissioners McDonald and
McGarry did not cast votes.

Attest:

Received in the Secretariat: Thurs., Feb. 24, 1994 10:19 a.m.
Circulated to the Commigssion: Thurs., Feb. 24, 1994 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Tues., Mar. 01, 1994 4:00 p.m.

bjr



FEDERAL FLECTION COANMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20403

MARCH 4. 1994

Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar; Helen and
Phillip Demio; and Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Shore:

Oon October 19, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your clients, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was forwarded
to your clients at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
March 1, 1994, found that there is reason to believe Mary Rose
Oakar violated 2 U.8.C. § 44la(f); Helen and Phillip Demio
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A); and Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.8.C. § 44la(f), provisions of the Act. The Pactual
and Legal Analyses, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, are attached for your information.

You may submit any factual or legal materials that you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s consideration of this
matter. Please submit such materials to the General Counsel’s
Office within 15 days of receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. 1In the
absence of additional information, the Commission may find
probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred and
proceed with conciliation.

If you are interested in expediting the resolution of this
matter by pursuing preprobable cause conciliation and if you
agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign
and return the agreement, along with the civil penalty, to the
Commission. Please be advised that in determining the amount of
the civil penalty the Commission considered, as mitigating,
certain facts presented in your response dated December 7, 1992.
Among the circumstances contributing to the Commission’s




Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Page 2

decision regarding the amount of the civil penalty was the fact
that approximately 20 days from receiving the loan, that
violated the federal election laws, the committee completed
corrective measures to comply with the Act. The Commigsion also
recognized such additional factors as the fact that the
corrective actions were taken prior to the filing of the
complaint; and the short time span in which the candidate was
able to acquire a new loan, which was not in violation of the
Act. 1In light of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior
to a finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a
maximum of 30 days, you should respond to this notification as
soon as possible.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

If you have any questions, please contact Phillip L. wise,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

For the Commission,
(in;’ﬂ:—“
. Lot
Trevor Potter
Chairman
Enclosures

Factual & Legal Analysis
Conciliation Agreements (3)




PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENT: Mary Rose Oakar MUR: 3650

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on October
13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for the
Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose Oakar
for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer
("Oakar Committee"), Helen Demio and Phillip Demio. On
December 7, 1992, Mr. Richard D. Shore filed a response on
behalf of the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip Demio.

II. PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. COMPLAINT AND RESPONSE

The Complainant in this matter alleges that the Oakar

Committee received excessive contributions from the candidate’s
sister and brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports
filed by Mary Rose Oakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, she
received a $100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of
Cleveland, Ohio ("Society"). Mr. Hastings states further that
this loan was reported as "being endorsed or quaranteed by Mary
Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio."

Mr. Hastings also enclosed along with his complaint, a July

26, 1992 newspaper article, from The Plain Dealer which

reported, inter alia: "In securing the original loan from
Society last May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued
at $100,000 and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister,

Helen M. DeMio [sic], and brother-in-law, Phillip C.




DeMio [sic), both of whom also put up CDs, according to FEC
reports." Mr. Hastings asserts that the Demios, as co-signers,
would each be liable for one-third of the $100,000 loan to
Congresswoman Oakar, and thus would have each made a
contribution in the amount of $33,333.33 to the Oakar Committee.
Mr. Hastings asserts further that Helen and Phillip Demio each
exceeded the contribution limit by $32,333.33,

Richard D. Shore, as counsel, responded to Mr. Hastings’
complaint against the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip
Demio. The Respondents do not refute the fact that on May 23,
1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a sixty-day loan
from Society in the amount of $100,000, and contributed such
loan to her 1992 campaign for re-election for congress.
According to Respondents’ counsel, "[u]nder the terms of the
loan, Congresswoman Oakar, the sole ‘Borrower,’ was personally
liable to repay the full face amount of the loan, plus interest
at the rate of two percent (2%) over the prime rate."” A copy of
the note was enclosed along with the Respondents response.
Respondents’ counsel states that in order "to meet Society’s
collateral requirements, {Congresswoman Oakar’s] sister and
brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society
four certificates of deposit with a total face value of
$100,000." Respondents’ counsel states further that "[t]he
collateral was never called upon to pay either principal or
interest on the loan."

Respondents’ counsel alleges that sometime after reviewing

the circumstances surrounding the loan, counsel for the Oakar




Committee "determined that the use of the Demios’ certificates
of deposit as collateral might be viewed as giving rise to an
excessive contribution to the Committee." Respondents’ counsel
states that the Oakar Committee "took immediate steps to obtain
another loan" from Haymarket Co-operative Bank of Boston,
Massachusetts ("Haymarket"), secured by collateral that did not
pose the risk of an excessive contribution,"” to replace the loan
from Society. Respondents’ counsel states further that the
Oakar Committee received the replacement loan of $100,000 from
Haymarket on June 9, 1992, and repaid the Society loan in full
three days later. According to the Respondents’ counsel, the
Haymarket loan had a term of one year, with an interest rate of
two percent (2%) over the prime rate, and was secured by "(1)
all contributions received by the Committee; (2) the
Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives."

In conclusion, the Respondents’ counsel asserts that the
Oakar Committee, on its own initiative, "fully disclosed the
relevant facts concerning the loan”™ in its reports with the
Commission before the filing of the complaint in this matter.
Furthermore, Respondents’ counsel asserts that the Oakar
Committee replaced the loan from Society within the sixty-day
period as required by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). Thus,
Respondents’ counsel requests that the Commission find no reason

to believe that any violation has taken place in this matter.




B. STATEMENT OF LAW

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act"), provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in
contributions per election to a federal candidate or his or her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1)(A). No candidate
or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution
in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f). The Act defines
"contribution"” as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any federal election. 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8)(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the terms
"loan®" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of
security. A loan is a contribution at the time it is made and
is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid. The
aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a

contributor when added to other contributions from that
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individual to that candidate or committee may not exceed the
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contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.P.R.
§ 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state
bank, a federally chartered depository institution, or a
federally insured depository institution is not considered a
contribution by that institution, except that such loan:

(1) 1is considered a loan by each endorser or

guarantor, in that proportion of the unpaid

balance that each endorser or guarantor bears
to the total number of endorsers or guarantors;




(2) shall be made on a basis which assures

repayment, evidence by a written instrument, and

subject to a due date or amortization schedule;

and

(3) shall bear the usual and customary interest

rate of the lending institution.

2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the
total amount of all loans to the committee including loans made
by or guaranteed by the candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2).
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a committee must identify
each person who makes a loan to the committee during the
reporting period, together with the identification of any
endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and amount or value
of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously
report outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee
until the committee extinguishes those debts. 11 C.P.R.

§ 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a
candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate
shall be considered to have obtained the loan as an agent of her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 432(e). Furthermore, pursuant
to 11 C.F.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not
considered to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution,

if the committee refunds the apparent excessive contriktution

within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal
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under the Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository
shall not be used for any disbursements by the political
committee until the contribution has been determined to be
legal. The political committee must either establish a separate
account in a campaign depository for such contributions or
maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(b)(4).

C.  ANALYSIS

Counsel for the Respondents does not deny that

Congresswoman Oakar’s sister and brother-in-law assigned four
certificates of deposit valued at $100,000.00 to Society in
order to assist Congresswoman Oakar in meeting Society’s
collateral requirement. Because there were three guarantors,
under 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the assignment by Congresswoman
Oakar’s sister and brother-in-law would be treated as if each of
them had made a loan to the campaign in the amount of $33,333.33
each.

Respondents’ counsel asserts that, pursuant to 11 C.P.R.
§ 103.3(b)(3), no violations occurred because the loan from
Society was replaced within the sixty-day period permitted.
However, 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3) also requires that funds that
appear to be illegal shall not be used for disbursements until
those funds are determined to be legal. A review of the Oakar
Committee’s reports shows that it used funds from the $100,000
Society loan to make disbursements.

In addition, the evidence on hand indicates that

Congresswoman Oakar personally made the arrangements and




cbtained the $100,000 loan from Society.

Therefore, there is reason to believe Mary Rose Oakar

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f).
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PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENTS: Mary Rose Oakar for Congress MUR: 3650
Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell,
as treasurer

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on
October 13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for
the Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer ("Oakar Committee"), Helen Demio and Phillip Demio.
On December 7, 1992, Mr. Richard D. Shore filed a response on
behalf of the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip Demio.

I1. PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. COMPLAINT AND RESPONSE

The Complainant in this matter alleges that the Oakar

Committee received excessive contributions from the candidate’s
sister and brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports
filed by Mary Rose Oakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, ghe
received a $100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of
Cleveland, Ohio ("Society"). Mr. Hastings states further that
this loan was reported as "being endorsed or guaranteed by Mary
Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio."

Mr. Hastings also enclosed along with his complaint, a July

26, 1992 newspaper article, from The Plain Dealer which

reported, inter alia: "In securing the original loan from
Society last May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued

at $100,000 and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister,




Helen M. DeMio [sic], and brother-in-law, Phillip C. DeMio
(sic], both of whom also put up CDs, according to FEC reports."
Mr. Hastings asserts that the Demios, as co-signers, would each
be liable for one-third of the $100,000 loan to Congresswoman
Oakar, and thus would have each made a contribution in the
amount of $33,333.33 to the Oakar Committee. Mr. Hastings
asserts further that Helen and Phillip Demio each exceeded the
contribution limit by $32,333.33.

Richard D. Shore, as counsel, responded to Mr. Hastings’
complaint against the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip
Demio. The Respondents do not refute the fact that on May 23,
1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a sixty-day loan
from Society in the amount of $100,000, and contributed such
loan to her 1992 campaign for re-election for congress.
According to Respondents’ counsel, "[u]nder the terms of the
loan, Congresswoman Oakar, the sole ‘Borrower,’ was personally
liable to repay the full face amount of the loan, plus interest
at the rate of two percent (2%) over the prime rate." A copy of
the note was enclosed along with the Respondents response.
Respondents’ counsel states that in order "to meet Society’s
collateral requirements, [Congresswoman Oakar’'s) sister and
brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society
four certificates of deposit with a total face value of
$100,000." Respondents’ counsel states further that "[t]he
collateral was never called upon to pay either principal or
interest on the loan."

Respondents’ counsel alleges that sometime after reviewing
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the circumstances surrounding the lcan, cocunsel for the Oakar
Committee "determined that the use of the Demios’ certificates
of deposit as collateral might be viewed as giving rise to an
excessive contribution to the Committee." Respondents’ counsel
states that the Oakar Committee "took immediate steps to obtain
another loan" from Haymarket Co-operative Bank of Boston,
Massachusetts ("Haymarket"), secured by collateral that did not
pose the risk of an excessive contribution," to replace the loan
from Society. Respondents’ counsel states further that the
Oakar Committee received the replacement loan of $100,000 from
Haymarket on June 9, 1992, and repaid the Society loan in full
three days later. According to the Respondents’ counsel, the
Haymarket loan had a term of one year, with an interest rate of
two percent (2%) over the prime rate, and was secured by "(1)
all contributions received by the Committee; (2) the
Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives."

In conclusion, the Respondents’ counsel asserts that the
Oakar Committee, on its own initiative, "fully disclosed the
relevant facts concerning the loan" in its reports with the
Commission before the filing of the complaint in this matter.
Furthermore, Respondents’ counsel asserts that the Oakar
Committee replaced the loan from Society within the sixty-day
period as required by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). Thus,
Respondents’ counsel requests that the Commission find no reason

to believe that any violation has taken place in this matter.




B. STATEMENT OF LAW

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act"), provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in
contributions per election to a federal candidate or his or her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A). No candidate
or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution
in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f). The Act defines
"contribution” as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any federal election. 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8)(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the term
“loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of
security. A loan is a contribution at the time it is made and
is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid. The
aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a
contributor when added to other contributions from that
individual to that candidate or committee may not exceed the
contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.PF.R.
§ 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state
bank, a federally chartered depository institution, or a
federally insured depository institution is not considered a
contribution by that institution, except that such loan:

(1) is considered a loan by each endorser or

guarantor, in that proportion of the unpaid

balance that each endorser or guarantor bears
to the total number of endorsers or guarantors;




-
~
Lo
ON
i

K
[}

N 4

4

)

(2) shall be made on a basis which assures

repayment, evidence by a written instrument, and

subject to a due date or amortization schedule;

and

(3) shall bear the usual and customary interest

rate of the lending institution.

2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the
total amount of all loans to the committee including loans made
by or guaranteed by the candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2).
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a committee must identify
each person who makes a loan to the committee during the
reporting period, together with the identification of any
endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and amount or value
of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously
report outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee
until the committee extinguishes those debts. 11 C.F.R.

§ 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a
candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate
shall be considered to have obtained the loan as an agent of her
authorized committee. 2 U.8.C. § 432(e). PFurthermore, pursuant
to 11 C.Fr.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not
considered to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution,
if the committee refunds the apparent excessive contribution
within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal

under the Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository

shall not be used for any disbursements by the political




committee until the contribution has been determined to be
legal. The political committee must either establish a separate
account in a campaign depository for such contributions or
maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(b)(4).

C. ANALYSIS

Counsel for the Respondents does not deny that

Congresswoman Oakar’s sister and brother-in-law assigned four
certificates of deposit valued at $100,000.00 to Society in
order to assist Congresswoman Oakar in meeting Society’s
collateral requirement. Because there were three guarantors,
under 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the assignment by Congresswoman
Oakar'’'s sister and brother-in-law would be treated as if each of
them had made a loan to the campaign in the amount of $33,333.33
each.

Respondents’ counsel asserts that, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(b)(3), no violations occurred because the loan from
Society was replaced within the sixty-day period permitted.
However, 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3) also requires that funds that
appear to be illegal shall not be used for disbursements until
those funds are determined to be legal. A review of the Oakar
Committee’s reports shows that it used funds from the $100,000
Society loan to make disbursements.

Even though the $100,000 loan was repaid to Society, the

Oakar Committee reports clearly indicate that it violated

2 U.s.C. § 441a(f) by accepting the $100,000 loan and using it




to make disbutsenents.l
Therefore, there is reason to believe the Mary Rose Oakar
for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer

violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).
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1. Since the Oakar Committee did not have sufficient funds to
cover its disbursements during this period in question, without
using the excessive contribution, then 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b) does
not provide a way out of the violation.




PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENTS: Helen Demio and Phillip Demio MUR: 3650

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on October
13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for the
Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose Oakar
for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer
("Oakar Committee"), Helen Demio and Phillip Demio. On
December 7, 1992, Mr. Richard D. Shore filed a response on
behalf of the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip Demio.

II. PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. CORPLAINT AND RESPONSE

The Complainant in this matter alleges that the Oakar

Committee received excessive contributions from the candidate’s
sister and brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports
filed by Mary Rose Cakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, she
received a $100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of
Cleveland, Ohio ("Society"). Mr. Hastings states further that
this loan was reported as "being endorsed or guaranteed by Mary
Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio."

Mr. Hastings also enclosed along with his complaint, a July

26, 1992 newspaper article, from The Plain Dealer which

reported, inter alia: "In securing the original loan from
Society last May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued
at $100,000 and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister,

Helen M. DeMio [sic], and brother-in-law, Phillip C. DeMio




{sic), both of whom also put up CDs, according to FEC reports."
Mr. Hastings asserts that the Demios, as co-signers, would each
be liable for one-third of the $100,000 loan to Congresswoman
Oakar, and thus would have each made a contribution in the
amount of $33,333.33 to the Oakar Committee. Mr. Hastings
asserts further that Helen and Phillip Demio each exceeded the
contribution limit by $32,333.33.

Richard D. Shore, as counsel, responded to Mr. Hastings’
complaint against the Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip
Pemio. The Respondents do not refute the fact that on May 23,
1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a sixty-day loan
from Society in the amount of $100,000, and contributed such
loan to her 1992 campaign for re-election for congress.
According to Respondents’ counsel, "[u]nder the terms of the
loan, Congresswoman Oakar, the sole ‘Borrower,’ was personally
liable to repay the full face amount of the loan, plus interest
at the rate of two percent (2%) over the prime rate." A copy of
the note was enclosed along with the Respondents response.
Respondents’ counsel states that in order "to meet Society's
collateral requirements, [Congresswoman Oakar’s] sister and
brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society
four certificates of deposit with a total face value of
$100,000." Respondents’ counsel states further that "[t]he
collateral was never called upon to pay either principal or
interest on the loan."”

Respondents’ counsel alleges that sometime after reviewing

the circumstances surrounding the loan, counsel for the Oakar




Committee "determined that the use of the Demios’ certificates
of deposit as collateral might be viewed as giving rise to an
excessive contribution to the Committee." Respondents’ counsel
states that the Oakar Committee "took immediate steps to obtain
another loan" from Haymarket Co-operative Bank of Boston,
Massachusetts ("Haymarket"), secured by collateral that did not
pose the risk of an excessive contribution,” to replace the loan
from Society. Respondents’ counsel states further that the

Oakar Committee received the replacement loan of $100,000 from

()

Haymarket on June 9, 1992, and repaid the Society loan in full
three days later. According to the Respondents’ counsel, the
Haymarket loan had a term of one year, with an interest rate of

two percent (2%) over the prime rate, and was secured by "(1)
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all contributions received by the Committee; (2) the
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Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
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Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives."
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In conclusion, the Respondents’ counsel asserts that the

4

Oakar Committee, on its own initiative, "fully disclosed the

)

relevant facts concerning the loan"™ in its reports with the
Commission before the filing of the complaint in this matter.
Furthermore, Respondents’ counsel asserts that the Oakar
Committee replaced the loan from Society within the sixty-day
period as required by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). Thus,
Respondents’ counsel requests that the Commission find no reason

to believe that any violation has taken place in this matter,
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B. STATENENT OF LAW

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act"), provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in
contributions per election to a federal candidate or his or her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A). No candidate
or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution
in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f). The Act defines
"contribution®" as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any federal election. 2 U.S.C.
§ 431(8)(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the term
"loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of
security. A loan is a contribution at the time it is made and
is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid. The
aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a
contributor when added to other contributions from that
individual to that candidate or committee may not exceed the
contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.P.R.
§ 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state
bank, a federally chartered depository institution, or a
federally insured depository institution is not considered a
contribution by that institution, except that such loan:

(1) 1is considered a loan by each endorser or

guarantor, in that proportion of the unpaid

balance that each endorser or guarantor bears
to the total number of endorsers or guarantors;




(2) shall be made on a basis which assures

repayment, evidence by a written instrument, and

subject to a due date or amortization schedule;

and

{3) shall bear the usual and customary interest

rate of the lending institution.

2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the
total amount of all loans to the committee including loans made
by or guaranteed by the candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2).
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a2 committee must identify
each person who makes a loan to the committee during the
reporting period, together with the identification of any
endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and amount or value
of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously
report outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee
until the committee extinguishes those debts. 11 C.P.R.

§ 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a
candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate
shall be considered to have obtained the loan as an agent of her
authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 432(e). Furthermore, pursuant
to 11 C.F.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not
considered to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution,
if the committee refunds the apparent excessive contribution
within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal

under the Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository

shall not be used for any disbursements by the political




committee until the contribution has been determined to be
legal. The political committee must either establish a separate
account in a campaign depository for such contributions or
maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds. 11 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(b)(4).

C. ANALYSIS

Counsel for the Respondents does not deny that

Congresswoman Oakar’'s sister and brother-in-law assigned four
certificates of deposit valued at $100,000.00 to Society in
order to assist Congresswoman Oakar in meeting Society’s
collateral requirement. Because there were three guarantors,
under 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the assignment by Congresswoman
Oakar’s sister and brother-in-law would be treated as if each of
them had made a loan to the campaign in the amount of $33,333.33
each.

Respondents’ counsel asserts that, pursuant to 11 C.P.R.
§ 103.3(b)(3), no violations occurred because the loan from
Society was replaced within the sixty-day period permitted.
However, 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3) also requires that funds that
appear to be illegal shall not be used for disbursements until
those funds are determined to be legal. A review of the Oakar
Committee’s reports shows that it used funds from the $100,000

Society loan to make disbursements.




Because both Helen and Phillip Demio would have each been

limited to a $1,000 contribution to Congresswoman Oakar’s

campaign, the assignment of their certificates of deposit would

have constituted excessive contributions in the amount of
$32,333.33.
Therefore, there is reason to believe Helen and Phillip

Demio violated 2 U.S.C. § 44l1la(a)(l1)(A).




CoVviNGTON & BuRrLING
1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N. W.
®,. 0. BOX 73568 8
WASHINGTON, D.L. 20044-7886
(202) G68-8000

——
TELEPAX: (ROS) GEA-SA
TELEX: GO-BBD ICOVLING WEN)
CABLE: TOVLING

March 18, 1994

BY FACSIMILE

Phillip L. Wise, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.-W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3650
Dear Mr. Wise:

This is to confirm our telephone conversation yestrday afieracon, in
which 1 requestod & 20-duy extexwion of tioee purene pro-probable casise concllistion of
the above-referemcsd matier woder reviow. As we discussed, we nsecd e additional
tioas to be abie %0 coordinate with our clients, all of whom reside out of sown, and cne

of whom is in ill hesith. Onoe I hear back from you regarding the extension, I will
contact you 0 schedule 2 meeting to discuss an appropriate resoltion of this matter.

{m

Richard D. Shore
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

MARCH 18, 1994

Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
P.0O. Box 7566

washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar; Helen and
Phillip Demio; and Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Shore:

This is in response to your letter dated March 18, 1994,
which we received on March 18, 1994, requesting an extension
of 20 days to respond to the Commissions reason to believe
findings and proposed conciliation agreements. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on April 12, 1994.

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

Sincerely,

gw] Ve,

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney




MAR-T3-1954 11:22 FROM  CandB WEEH DC 2026626291 YO

._‘\_)"L."
i
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TRLER. B0-DOV (GBVIING WON)
OAILEY COVLING

March 23, 1994

BY FACSIMILE

Phillip L. Wise, Esq.

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Conxnission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3650
Dear Mr. Wise:

We are in receipt of your letter of March 18, 1994 (seat by reguiiar mail),
granting our clicnts’ request for a twenty-day exteasion of time t0 pursus pre-probeble canse
conclistion in the sbove-referenced matter wnder rovicw. Ths lettor states that we bave until
April 12, 1994, 0 respond 0 the Commimion’s resson © beliove fisdings and proposed
concitistion agreccemts. By our calcalation, however, the tweaty-day extnsion, added o
the Gixty-day pesiod aedinarBy provided for coacilistion sagotiations, exmads pro-probebie
Commdesion’s proposed conciliation agreoments, March 7, 1994). Momever, our
understanding is that we need not respond 10 the Commmission’s reasom-00-beliove findings
while concilistion is ongoing. If the concilistion negotistions are unseccessful, we plan to
respond o the resson-to-believe findings prios 0 the Commission’s considetation whether
there is probable canse to believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaiga Act
oocurred.
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Please contact me tmmediacly if you disagree with the foragoing in any
respect.

Sincerely yours,




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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March 23, 1994

PACSINILE TRANSHMISSION

Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar; Helen and

Phillip Demio; and Mary Rose
- Oakar for Congress Committee
: and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Shore:

This is in response to your letter dated March 23, 1994.
& As is evident from your letter it is necessary that I clarify
’ what method is used in calculating the extension of time

requested by you.

Pirst I must explain that your assumption, that no response
to the Commission’s reason to believe finding is necessary

N during preprobable cause conciliation negotiations, is
incorrect.

0

As explained in the Commission’s notification letter mailed
to you on March 4, 1994, a response to the reason to believe
a findings was due 15 days from the receipt of the foregoing
notification letter. You stated that you received this
notification letter on March 7, 1994. Therefore, the normal
time to reply would have been on March 22, 1994. The requested
20 day extension of time to reply to the Commission’s findings
is calculated from that date, March 7, 1994, which would mean
that your response is due in this Office by the close of
business, on April 12, 1994. If no response to the Commission’s
reason to believe findings is submitted by that date, this this
Office can rely on your response to the complaint filed in this
matter.

4

Please be advised that the whole period given for reaching
a successful preprobable cause conciliation agreement is

30 days. If we are unsuccessful during that time span, this
Office would expect to move to the next stage, which is probable
cause.
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Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Page 2

Accordingly, as stated in my letter dated March 18, 1994,
and reiterated above, your response is due by the close of
business on April 12, 1994. The goal of this Office is to
complete preprobable cause conciliation of this matter, which
includes any negotiation meetings with you, by May 12, 1994, or
recommend moving to the next stage.

1f you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

ENI [ XTI

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney
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BY MESSENGER

The Honorable Trevor Potter E%

Chairman =

Federal Election Commission v ‘f"’/ =

999 E Street, N.W. - g‘ ]

Washington, D.C. 20463 o Gi;‘ga,
N — ggi’a
s Re: MUR 3650 -- Mary Rose Oakar, the Mary Rose & 23323
ot Oakar for Congress Committee and its treasurer m "5?:;"
o Patrick O’Donnell, and Helen and Phillip Demio, =If > 2

Respondents o

Dear Commissioner Potter:

The purpose of this letter is to request a one month extension, to June 13,
1994, of pre-probable cause conciliation in the above-referenced matter under review. We
represent all of the respondents in the MUR and make this request on their behalf.

We are requesting an extension of pre-probable cause conciliation because of
delays engendered by the iliness and recent hospitalization of Helen Demio, who is suffering
from cancer. We are informed that Mrs. Demio returned home from the hospital yesterday
evening, and we hope that her condition will permit us to consult with her within the next




COVINGTON & BURLING : ‘

‘The Honorable Trevor Potter
May 5, 1994
Page 2

few days regarding a formal response to the Commission’s proposed conciliation agreement.
We apprised the General Counsel’s office of Mrs. Demio’s hospitalization as soon as we
learned of it but understand that an extension can only be granted by the Commission itself.
Because the MUR arises from a single transaction and involves closely related respondents,
to enable conciliation to proceed in an orderly fashion, we are requesting this modest
extension on behalf of all of the respondents.

Thank you for your attention to this request.
Sincerely yours,

Richard D. Shore

Phillip Wise, Esq.
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RECEIVED
FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION
SECRETARIAT

BEPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION commieiés |2 sy fN "W

In the Matter of
MUR 3650

- SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

Helen and Phillip Demio
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer

)

)
Mary Rose Oakar )

;

)
I. BACKGROUND

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on
October 13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for
the Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer ("Oakar Committee"), Helen Demio and Phillip Demio.

On December 7, 1992, counsel filed a response on behalf of the
Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip Demio.

The complainant in this matter alleges that the Oakar
Committee received excessive contributions from the candidate’s
sister and brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports
filed by Mary Rose Oakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, she
received a $100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of
Cleveland, Ohio ("Society"). Mr. Hastings states further that
this loan was reported as "being endorsed or guaranteed by
Mary Rose Oakar, Helen Demio and Phillip Demio."

Mr. Hastings also enclosed along with his complaint, a

July 26, 1992 newspaper article, from The Plain Dealer which

reported, inter alia: "In securing the original loan from
Society last May, Oakar pledged a certificate of deposit valued

at $100,000 and was backed up by two co-signers, her sister,




Helen M. DeMio [sic]), and brother-in-law, Phillip C. DeNMio
[sic), both of whom also put up CDs, according to FEC reports."”
Mr. Hastings asserts that the Demios, as co-signers, would each
be liable for one-third of the $100,000 loan to Congresswoman
Oakar, and thus would have each made a contribution in the
amount of $33,333.33 to the Oakar Committee. Mr. Hastings
asserts further that Helen and Phillip Demio each exceeded the
contribution limit by $32,333.33.

Counsel responded to Mr. Hastings’ complaint against the
Oakar Committee and Helen and Phillip Demio. The Respondents do
not refute the fact that on May 23, 1992, Congresswoman

Mary Rose Oakar obtained a sixty-day loan from Society in the

9

amount of $100,000, and contributed such loan to her 1992
campaign for re-election for congress. According to
Respondents’ counsel, "[u]lnder the terms of the loan,
Congresswoman Oakar, the sole ‘Borrower,’ was personally liable

to repay the full face amount of the loan, plus interest at the

(@D
N
W
)
<
(er

rate of two percent (2%) over the prime rate.” A copy of the
note was enclosed along with the Respondents response.
Respondents’ counsel states that in order "to meet Society’s
collateral requirements, [Congresswoman Oakar’s) sister and
brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society
four certificates of deposit with a total face value of
$100,000." Respondents’ counsel states further that "[t]he
collateral was never called upon to pay either principal or

interest on the loan."




The Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") on
March 1, 1994, found reason to believe Mary Rose Oakar violated
2 U.8.C. § 441a(f); Helen and Phillip Demio violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(a)(l)(A); and Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’'Donnell, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(f). Notification of the Commission’s findings and
proposed conciliation agreements were mailed to respondents on
March 4, 1994,

According to respondents’ counsel the Commission’s reason
to believe notification and proposed conciliation agreements
were received on March 7, 1994. On March 18, 1994, counsel
requested an extension of 20 days to respond to the Commission’s
reason to believe notification and proposed conciliation

agreements. (Attachment 1). On March 18, 1994, the requested

extension for 20 days was granted by this Office, thereby making

the response due by the close of business on April 12, 1994.
(Attachment 2). On March 23, 1994, this Office received a
letter from respondents’ counsel indicating that from his
calculations the response appeared to be due by the close of
business on April 26, 1994. (Attachment 3). On March 23, 1994,
this Office explained the method used in calculating the
extension of time and reiterated that the response to the reason
to believe finding was due by the close of business on April 12,
1994. 1In addition counsel was informed that the goal of this
Office was to complete preprobable cause conciliation of this

matter by May 12, 1994. (Attachment 4).







On May 6, 1994, this Office received counsel’s request for
an additional extension of one month until June 13, 1994
Oon May 9, 199¢,

this Office received further correspondence from counsel

expressing the need for additional time to make any offer with
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regard to any of the respondents. (Attachment 7). In summary,
counsel argues that the health of Mrs. Demio justifies no
response on behalf of any of the respondents.

I1f the conciliation efforts to date had shown some
likelihood that they would be successful, this Office might have
been more amenable to recommending that the Commission grant the
requested extension because of the medical condition of one of

the respondents

In this matter there are five separate respondents, only
one of whom is Mrs. Demio. Counsel has chosen not to respond on
behalf of any of the other respondents which this Office feels
he could have done without jeopardizing Mrs. Demio’s right to
participate with regard to the findings against her.
rurthermore, as stated above, moving to the next stage would not
jeopardize any rights that Mrs. Demio or any other respondent
has to participate in this matter because they would all have
the opportunity to respond to the probable cause brief.
Accordingly, this Office recommends that the Commission deny
respondents request for an extension of time and move to the

next stage in the enforcement process.
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II. RECOMMENDATIONS

) i Deny the extension of time requested by Mary Rose
Oakar, Helen and Phillip Demio, and Mary Rose Oakar

for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as

treasurer.

Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S 1 g ov:

Date Lolis G. lerner

Associate General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Mary Rose Oakar; MUR 3650
Helen and Phillip Demio;
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress

Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell,

as treasurer.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on May 23, 1994, the
Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following
actions in MUR 3650:

1. Deny the extension of time requested by Mary

Rose Oakar, Helen and Phillip Demio, and

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O0’Donnell, as treasurer.

Approve the appropiiato letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel’s Report
dated May 16, 1994.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, and
Potter voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner
Thomas recused himself from this matter and did not cast a

vote.

Marjorie W. Emmo
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Wed., May 18, 1994 12:54 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., May 18, 1994 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Mon., May 23, 1994 4:00 p.m.

bjr




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

MAY 25, 1994

Richard D. Shore, Bsquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar; Helen and
Phillip Demio; and Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Shore:

This is in response to your letters on behalf of your
clients, dated May S5, 1994 and May 6, 1994, requesting an
extension until June 13, 1994 to respond to the Commission’s
proposed conciliation agreement.

After considering all of the circumstances in this matter,
the Commission has determined to deny the extension of time
requested by Mary Rose Oakar, Helen and Phillip Demio, and
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell,
as treasurer. Accordingly, this Office intends to move to the
next stage in the enforcement process. Further, please be
advised that the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause
have been mailed to the respondent. Upon receipt of the
Commission’s probable cause brief you will have the opportunity
to respond and submit additional information.

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

Sincerely,

UL VRV
Phillip L. Wise
Attorney
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CoVvINGTON & BURLINOG

1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W. A
P.0. BOX 7568 ald duih .|
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20084-7800 s

(208) 882-0000 EORPEL N
Cou P00
RICHARD D. SHORE TELEX: OP-88D ICOVLING WEM) TELSWONR: 093400 0950
CABLE: COVL NS TRPW 9000

SINCEY PuAL WURPEW

July 5, 1994

BY FACSIMILE

Philtip L. Wise, Bsq.
Office of Geoeral Coumnmel
Federal Election Coaynission
= 999 B Strest, N.W.

: Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3650
Dear Mr. Wise:

This is 10 inforn you thet Helen Demio succumbed 10 cancer on Jeas 23.
You were previowsly informed of Mrs. Demaio’s illaces in the context of sn unsuccessful
request t0 extend coucilistion of this mateer.

Usder te circummtances, we request Gat the Commission essscie its
) prosocutorial discretion o dismiss the MUR as 10 both Mrs. Demio and her huasband,
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BEPORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ;
wn 3o SENSITIVE
Mary Rose Oakar
Helen and Phillip Demio ;
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer
GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

This matter was generated by a complaint filed on
October 13, 1992, by Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for
the Cuyahoga County Republican Organization, against Mary Rose
Oakar, the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J.
O’Donnell, as treasurer ("Oakar Committee"), and Helen Demio and
Phillip Demio.

The complainant alleges that the Oakar Committee received
excessive contributions from the candidate’s sister and
brother-in-law. Mr. Hastings states that reports filed by Mary
Rose Oakar indicate that on May 23, 1992, she received a
$100,000 loan from the Society National Bank of Cleveland, Ohio
("Society”). Mr. Hastings states further that this loan was
reported as "being endorsed or guaranteed by Mary Rose Oakar,
Helen Demio and Phillip Demio.”

The Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") on
March 1, 1994, found reason to believe Mary Rose Oakar violated
2 U.S.C. § 44l1a(f) for obtaining a $100,000 loan for her
campaign by using collateral assigned by her sister and
brother-in-law; Helen and Phillip Demio violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(a)(1)(A) for assigning their certificates of deposit,




with a face value of $100,000, as collateral for the candidate
to obtain a $100,000 loan for her campaign; and the Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) for accepting a $100,000
loan obtained by the candidate by using collateral assigned by
her sister and brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio.
Notification of the Commission’s findings and proposed
conciliation agreements were mailed to respondents on March 4,
1994.

After several weeks of attempts by this Office to get
respondents to submit formal counteroffers, on May 6, 1994, this
Office received counsel’s request for an additional extension of
one month until June 13, 1994
On May 23, 1994, the Commission denied the extension of time

requested by Mary Rose Oakar, Helen and Phillip Demio, and the

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell,

as treasurer. By letter dated May 25, 1994, respondents’
counsel was given notice of the Commission’s extension denial.
The foregoing letter also informed counsel that this Office
intended to move to the next stage in the enforcement process,
and that the Commission would not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on probable cause

had been mailed to the respondents.
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C. Helen and Phillip Demio

Following the death of Mrs. Demio, Mr. Demio requested
that we take no further action against either of them. With
regard to the Demios it appears that they were not knowledgeable
of the contribution requirements of federal elections, and did
not understand that guaranteeing a loan constituted a

contribution. 1Indeed, a review of the Commission’s contributor

indexes reveal no other contributions by Helen and/or Phillip

Demio to Oakar or any other candidates. Throughout this matter

counsel has argued that Helen Demio suffered from cancer, which
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required frequent hospitalization. Accordingly, we were advised
that Mrs. Demio’s illness had significantly depleted the Demios’
financial resources.

In view of these facts, together with Mrs. Demio’s recent
death this Office recommends that the Commission accept the
respondents’ counteroffers, take no further action with regard
to either of the Demios, and close this matter.

IXI. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Accept the attached counteroffers from Mary Rose
Oakar, and Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J.
O’Donnell, as treasurer.

2. Take no further action against Helen and
Phillip Demio.

3. Close the file

4. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

9/3/44

Date '[

Associdte General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Mary Rose Oakar;

Helen and Phillip Demio;

Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O‘’Donnell,
as treasurer.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on September 16, 1994, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following
actions in MUR 3650:

Accept the counteroffers from Mary Rose
Oakar, and Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer, as recommended in the General
Counsel’s Report dated September 9, 1994.
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Take no further action against Helen and
Phillip Demio.

({continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3650
September 16, 1994

Clogse the file.

Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel’s Report
dated September 9, 1994.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, and
Potter voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner
Thomas recused himself from this matter and did not cast a

vote.

SecreCary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Mon., Sept. 12, 1994 1:01 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Tues., Sept. 13, 1994 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Pri. Sept. 16, 1994 4:00 p.m.

bjr




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
) Enforcement Policy
Letters to Respondents

CERTIFICATION

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

September 27, 1994, do hereby certify that the Commission

decided by a vote of 6-0 that effective immediately it
shall be the policy of the Office of General Counsel
in those unusual circumstances where the Office of
General Counsel determines that there is a higher or
lower civil penalty that needs explanation, that they
insert the following language in the letter to the

"please be advised that the civil

respondent:
penalty in this agreement reflects unusual factors

brought forth during the investigation.®

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

cretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

OCTOBER 4, 1994
CERTIPFIED NAIL

RETURN RECETFY BEQUESTED

Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director
Cuyahoga County Republican Organization
The Leader Bldg., Suite One

Cleveland, OH 44114-1210

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Hastings:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
rederal Election Commission on October 9, 1992, concerning
Mary Rose Oakar, the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick O’Donnell, as treasurer, and Helen and Phillip Denmio.

On March 1, 1994, the Commission found that there was
reason to believe Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for
Congress Committee and Patrick O’Donnell, as treasurer, each
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f); and that Helen and Phillip Demio,
each violated 2 U.8.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A), provisions of the
rederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and conducted
an investigation in this matter.

On September 16, 1994, the conciliation agreements signed
by Mary Rose Oakar, and Patrick O’Donnell, as treasurer of the
Oakar Committee were accepted by the Commission. On that same
date, the Commission decided to take no further action against
Helen and Phillip Demio. Accordingly, the Commission closed the
file in this matter on September 16, 1994. Copies of these
agreements are enclosed for your information.

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

Sincerely,

A [ W

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreements
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 2046)

OCTOBER 4, 1994

Richard D. Shore, Esquire
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

washington, D.C. 20044

RE: MUR 3650

Mary Rose Oakar; Helen and
Phillip Demio; and Mary Rose
Oakar for Congress Committee
and Patrick J. O’Donnell, as
treasurer

pDear Mr. Shore:

On September 16, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
accepted the signed conciliation agreements and the first
installments on the civil penalties, submitted on behalf of your
clients, Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O’'Donnell, as treasurer, in settlement
of violations of 2 U.8.C. § 44la(f). Please be advised that the
civil penalties in these agreements reflect unusual factors
brought forth during the investigation. On the same date the
Commission also decided to take no further action against Helen
and Phillip Demio with regard to violation of 2 U.S.C.

s ‘:1“.)(1)(5). Accordingly, the file has been closed in this
matter.

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

Please be advised that information derived in connection
with any conciliation attempt will not become public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. See
2 U.8.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B). The enclosed conciliation agreements,
however, will become a part of the public record.

Enclosed you will find copies of the fully executed
conciliation agreements for your files. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

AR i.\JV#J:-—'

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreements




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 3650
Mary Rose Oakar

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by a signed, sworn, and notarized complaint by
Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for the Cuyahoga County Republican organization.
The Federal Election Commission ("Commission”) found reason to believe that Mary Rose
Oakar ("Respondent™) violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondent, having
participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to proceedings to determine whether
there is probable cause to believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act has
occurred, do hereby agree as follows:

L The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and the subject
matter of this proceeding, and this conciliation agreement (the "Agreement”) has the effect
of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(i).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken in this matter.

III.  Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with the
Commission.

IV.  The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Mary Rose Oakar was the Democratic candidate for the United States

House of Representatives from the Tenth District of Ohio in the 1992 congressional
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elections. The Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee (the "Oakar Committee"”),

Congresswoman Oakar’s principal campaign committee, is a political committee within the

meaning of 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

2. Patrick J. O’Donnell is the treasurer of the Oakar Committee.

3. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"),
provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in contributions per election to a federal
candidate or his or her authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). No candidate or
political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(f). The Act defines "contribution™ as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of influencing
any federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8Y(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the
term "loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of security. A loan is
a contribution at the time it is made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains
unpaid. The aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor when
added to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or committee may not
exceed the contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

4. A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state bank, a
federally chartered depository institution, or a federally insured depository institution is not
considered a contribution by that institution, except that such loan:

(1)  is considered a loan by each endorser or guarantor, in that proportion
of the unpaid balance that each endorser or guarantor bears to the total

number of endorsers or guarantors;

) shall be made on a basis which assures repayment, evidence by a
written instrument, and subject to a due date or amortization schedule; and
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(3)  shall bear the usual and customary interest rate of the lending
institution. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

5. An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the total
amount of all loans to the committee including loans made by or guaranteed by the
candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2). Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a committee must

identify each person who makes a loan to the committee during the reporting period,

together with the identification of any endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and

amount or value of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously report
outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee until the committee extinguishes
those debts. 11 C.F.R. § 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a
candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate shall be considered to have
obtained the loan as an agent of her authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 432(e).
Furthermore, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

6. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not considered
to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution, if the committee refunds the apparently
excessive contribution within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal under the
Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository shall not be used for any
disbursements by the political committee until the contribution has been determined to be
legal. The political committee must either establish a separate account in a campaign
depository for such contributions or maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds.

11 C.F.R. 103.3(b)(4).
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7. On May 23, 1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a

sixty-day loan from Society National Bank of Cleveland, Ohio ("Society") in the amount of

$100,000. which she subsequently contributed to her 1992 campaign for re-election to
Congress. In order to meet Society’s collateral requirements, Congresswoman Oakar’s
sister and brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Socicty four certificates of
deposit with a total face value of $100,000. Because there were three guarantors, under
2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the assignment by Congresswoman Oakar’s sister and brother-in-
law is treated as if each of them had made a loan to the campaign in the amount of
$33,333.33. The Respondent contends that the certificates were never called upon to repay
any part of the loan. Neither Helen nor Phillip Demio otherwise contributed to
Congresswoman Oakar’s 1992 reelection campaign.

8. Following a review of the circumstances surrounding the loan, the
Committee decided to repay the loan, as a result of concerns regarding the collateral. The
Committee and its treasurer, and Congresswoman Oakar, promptly took steps to do so. On
June 9, 1992, the Oakar Committee received a replacement loan of $100,000 from
Haymarket Cooperative Bank of Boston, Massachusetts ("Haymarket"), and repaid the
Society loan in full three days later, less than three weeks after the Society loan had been
taken out. The Haymarket loan was secured by "(1) all contributions received by the
Committee; (2) the Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives,” in full compliance with FEC
requirements. Both the Society loan and the Haymarket loan were disclosed in accordance

with FEC requirements in reports timely filed by the Committee with the Commission.
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9. Even though the $100,000 loan was repaid to Society on June 12,
1992, less than three weeks after it had been received, the Oakar Committee reports clearly
indicated that funds from the loan were used to make disbursements.

V. As a result of the use of the certificates of deposit as collateral for the
$100.000 loan from Society, Respondent received excessive contributions totaling $64,666,
in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

VI.  Respondent agrees to pay a civil penalty to the Commission in the
amount of $8,000, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5}(A), such penalty to be paid as
follows:

1. An initial payment of $2,000, due the first day of the month following

execution of this Agreement by all parties; and, commencing the following month,

2. Eighteen consecutive monthly payments of $333 for the first 17

months and $339 for the eighteenth and final month, with each payment due on the first day
of the month in question.

3. In the event that any installment payment is not received by the
Commission on or before the fifth day of the month in which it becomes due, the
Commission may, at its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments and cause the entire
amount to become due upon ten days written notice to the Respondent. Failure by the
Commission to accelerate the payments with regard to any overdue installment shall not be
construed as a waiver of its right to do so with regard to future overdue installments.

VII. This Agreement constitutes a complete and final settlement between

the Respondents and the Commission regarding the allegations in the complaint in this MUR
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3650 and the facts as set forth above and is a complete bar to any further action by the
Commission regarding the same.

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint under
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein or on its own motion, may
review compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this Agreement
or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

IX.  This Agreement shall become effective as of the date that all parties
hereto have executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

X. Respondent shall have no more than 30 days from the date this
Agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the requirements contained in

this Agreement and to so notify the Commission.

XI. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties

on the matters raised herein, and no other statement, promise, or agreement, either written
or oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not contained in this

written Agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General




FOR THE RESPONDENT:




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O’Donnell,
as treasurer
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by a signed, sworn, and notarized complaint by
Jeffrey P. Hastings, Executive Director for the Cuyahoga County Republican organization.
The Federal Election Commission ("Commission”) found reason to believe that the Mary
Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J. O’'Donnell, as treasurer
("Respondents”), violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, having
participated in informal methods of conciliation prior to proceedings to determine whether
there is probable cause to believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act has
occurred, do hereby agree as follows:

L The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and the subject
matter of this proceeding, and this conciliation agreement (the "Agreement”) has the effect
of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(i).

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken in this matter.

III.  Respondents enter voluntarily into this Agreement with the
Commission.

IV.  The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
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1. Mary Rose Oakar was the Democratic candidate for the United States
House of Representatives from the Tenth District of Ohio in the 1992 congressional
elections. The Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee (the "Oakar Committee"),
Congresswoman Qakar’s principal campaign committee, is a political committee within the
meaning of 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

2. Patrick J. O'Donnell is the treasurer of the Oakar Committee.

3. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"),
provides that a person may make up to $1,000 in contributions per election to a federal
candidate or his or her authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). No candidate or
political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution in excess of limits. 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(f). The Act defines "contribution™ as any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by any person for the purpose of influencing
any federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(A)(i). Commission regulations provide that the
term "loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and any other form of security. A ioan is
a contribution at the time it is made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains
unpaid. The aggregated amount loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor when
added to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or committee may not
exceed the contribution limitations set out by the Act. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B).

4. A loan made to a federal campaign committee by a state bank, a
federally chartered depository institution, or a federally insured depository institution is not

considered a contribution by that institution, except that such loan:
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(1) is considered a loan by each endorser or guarantor, in that proportion
of the unpaid balance that each endorser or guarantor bears to the total
number of endorsers or guarantors;

Q) shall be made on a basis which assures repayment, evidence by a
written instrument, and subject to a due date or amortization schedule; and

3) shall bear the usual and customary interest rate of the lending
institution. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii).

5. An authorized committee must disclose to the Commission the total
amount of all loans to the committee including loans made by or guaranteed by the
candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2). Pursuantto 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(E), a committee must
identify each person who makes a loan to the committee during the reporting period,
together with the identification of any endorser or guarantor of such loan, and date and
amount or value of such loan. Moreover, a political committee must continuously report
outstanding debts and obligations owed by the committee until the committee extinguishes
those debts. 11 C.F.R. § 104.11. The Act provides that where any loan is obtained by a
candidate in connection with his or her campaign such candidate shall be considered to have
obtained the loan as an agent of her authorized committee. 2 U.S.C. § 432(e).
Furthermore, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 110.10, a candidate for Federal office may make
unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

6. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), a committee is not considered
to have knowingly accepted an illegal contribution, if the committee refunds the apparently
excessive contribution within 60 days. Any contribution that appears to be illegal under the
Act and which is deposited into a campaign depository shall not be used for any

disbursements by the political committee until the contribution has been determined to be
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legal. The political committee must either establish a separate account in a campaign
depository for such contributions or maintain sufficient funds to make all such refunds.
11 C.F.R. 103.3(b)(4).

7 On May 23, 1992, Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar obtained a
sixty-day loan from Society National Bank of Cleveland, Ohio ("Society™) in the amount of
$100,000, which she subsequently contributed to her 1992 campaign for re-election to
Congress. In order to meet Society's collateral requirements, Congresswoman Oakar’s
sister and brother-in-law, Helen and Phillip Demio, assigned to Society four certificates of
deposit with a total face value of $100,000. Because there were three guarantors, under
2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(B)(vii), the assignment by Congresswoman Oakar’s sister and brother-in-

law is treated as if each of them had made a loan to the campaign in the amount of

$33,333.33. The Respondents contend that the certificates were never called upon to repay

any part of the loan and that the Oakar Committee’s treasurer, Patrick O’Donnell, was
unaware of the collateral at the time the loan proceeds were received by the Oakar
Committee. Neither Helen nor Phillip Demio otherwise contributed to Congresswoman
Oakar’s 1992 reelection campaign.

8 Following a review of the circumstances surrounding the loan, the
Committee decided to repay the loan, as a result of concerns regarding the collateral. The
Committee and its treasurer, and Congresswoman Oakar, promptly took steps to do so. On
June 9, 1992, the Oakar Committce received a replacement loan of $100,000 from
Haymarket Cooperative Bank of Boston, Massachusetts ("Haymarket™), and repaid the

Society loan in full three days later, less than three weeks after the Society loan had been
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taken out. The Haymarket loan was secured by "(1) all contributions received by the
Committee; (2) the Committee’s campaign depository account; and (3) Congresswoman
Oakar’s salary from the U.S. House of Representatives,” in full compliance with FEC
requirements. Both the Society loan and the Haymarket loan were disclosed in accordance
with FEC requirements in reports timely filed by the Committee with the Commission.

9. Even though the $100,000 loan was repaid to Society on June 12,
1992, less than three weeks after it had been received, the Oakar Committee reports clearly
indicated that funds from the loan were used to make disbursements.

V. As a result of the use of the certificates of deposit as collateral for the
$100,000 loan from Society, Respondents received excessive contributions totaling $64,666,
in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

VI.  Respondents agree to pay a civil penalty to the Commission in the

amount of $8,000, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5XA), such penalty to be paid as

follows:

1. An initial payment of $2,000, due the first day of the month following
execution of this Agreement by all parties; and, commencing the following month,

2. Eighteen consecutive monthly payments of $333 for the first 17
months and $339 for the eighteenth and final month, with each payment due on the first day
of the month in question.

3. In the event that any installment payment is not received by the
Commission on or before the fifth day of the month in which it becomes due, the

Commission may, at its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments and cause the entire
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amount to become due upon ten days written notice to the Respondent. Failure by the
Commission to accelerate the payments with regard to any overdue installment shall not be
construed as a waiver of its right to do so with regard to future overdue installments.

VII. This Agreement constitutes a complete and final settlement between
the Respondents and the Commission regarding the allegations in the complaint in this MUR
3650 and the facts as set forth above and is a complete bar to any further action by the
Commission regarding the same.

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint under
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue herein or on its own motion, may
review compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes that this Agreement
or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

IX. This Agreement shall become effective as of the date that all parties
hereto have executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.

X. Respondents shall have no more than 30 days from the date this

Agreement becomes effective to comply with and implement the requirements contained in

this Agreement and to so notify the Commission.
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XI. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties

on the matters raised herein, and no other statement, promise, or agreement, either written
or oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not contained in this

written Agreement shall be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Lawrence M. Nobie
General Counsel

ﬁ%@ﬁ&/\

Associate Gene Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENT(S):

Patrick J(/O’Donnell
Treasurer




MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS
P.0. BOX 480
EDGEWATER BRANCH
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

Federal Elections Commission

999 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 204863

MUR 3650

—

AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
6-88/410

( DATE )

07/30/84

*0ORB 7% KOLIO00EAE 712004 25= 270 2w

(. AMOUNT

$4000.00
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THE ATTACHED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR SHSD




MARY ROSE OAKAR .

[ A :_" 1 o P
For Congress Committee ... "
Edgewater Branch Mai, ROUM
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-045§
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November 27, 1994

9 9

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

b, Hd St I

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the December payment of $666.00 on
the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and
the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J.
O’Donnell, as treasurer.

As I have received no instructions concerning
where to send this payment, I am sending it to your
attention. If this is not correct, please advise me
where to send future payments. If you wish to contact me
by phone, my number is (216)281-4633.

Sincerely

.
[t ) Ot
Patrick J. O’Donnell

Treasurer

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commities, Margaret Miller, Secretary
A copy of eur repert is fled with the Federal Electisn Commission and is avalishie for purchese from the Pederal Sisction Commission, Washingten, D.C.
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COMMISSION
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AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.0. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 0-68/410
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C__awonm ) |
— ‘

Federal Elections Commission
11/27/94 $6686.00

983 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dec. payment on penalty(MUR 3850)
"O0EEL 2" 0L} 71200125270 2




[ |
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION bec 6 IZ us PH ‘S
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7/

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

0 0GC, Docket

PROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
Account Determination for Funds Received

recently received a check from
check number

copy of the check and any correspondence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

703 Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket qu.

n reference to the above check in the amount of
s 343. , the MUR number is 2684 and in the name of

W. The account into
which 1t shoul eposited 18 indicated below:

gf‘ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

(ke Odedundin -5 94

Signature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

T0: OGC, Docket

Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

Account Determination for Punds Received

ecently received a check from
. check number P

, and in the amount o ;iéE%éFl__,
a copy of the check and any corre ence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket 6!‘ aQo-

In reference to the above check in the amount of
and in the name of
- The account into
icated below:
1{/ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Yand l&"g'c”q

Signature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D ( 20463

1/¢/55

V/ Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED HATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED HUR.SQSQD




MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee

Edgewater Branch
P.0. Box 458 e Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

December 26, 1994

Phillip Wise, Esgq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the January, 1995 payment of
$666.00 on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose
Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O0’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

ol

Patrick J. O’Donnell
Treasurer

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commiites, Margaret Miller,
A 0opy of eur roport is Niod with the Fodorel Bisetion Commission and is avaliobie for purehene om the Feders) Eloction Gom




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.0. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-88/410
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107 '

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

—

Federal Elections Commission

12/28/94 $886.00

Jan., 19395 Payment MUR 3850 .

WOORL 50" © 120k 400058 71200 4 2 5= 270 29

998 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 2046}

//3/95

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

T0: OGC, Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
7~  check number
ﬁ[f[z/gg , and in the amount of §
Attach s a/copy of the check and any correspo:
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket Bq 6108
In reference to the above check in the amount of

$ 3%3.00 , the MUR number is 23L90 and in the name of
(3 ‘ . The account into
which it shodld be deposited is indicated below:

JZ( Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

(nitn. Qlexand 1-4-95
ignature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046

Date: 2‘1‘55

Microfilm
Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR ,365 0
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MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Commlﬁee
Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

January 27, 1994

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the February, 1995 payment of
$666.00 on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose
Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. 0O’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

(it ).a Rt

Patrick J. O’Donnell
Treasurer

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commitiee, Margaret Miller,
A copy of our repert is Sied with the Faderal Election Commiseion and s svaliahiie for purohess frem the Pedersl Sleotion Commission, Weshingten, 0.C.
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MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS
P.0. BOX 456
EDGEWATER BRANCH
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

Federal Elections Commission

988 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20483

February payment, MUR 3650
*00BER0® wOLLIO00EB T

o, A et Y S AL S -

AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
LAKEWOOD. OH 44107
6-88/410

6660

C

—

01/28/95 $668.00

ke BBnrtly

:00125=270 2%

i o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

%Ze/is”

TWO WAY MEMORARDUM

OGC, Docket

Rosa E. Swinton

Accounting Technician

Account Determination for Punds Received

ntiy, received a check from
. check number

and in the amount _,55%;%%{_.
PY the check and any correspo ce that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

0OGC, Docket fﬁ

DA
2

In reference to the above check in the amount of
‘,,p’ the HUR number is %972 > and in the name of
. Lo ; . The account into
wh1ch 1t shouidfbe de§051ted f% 1nd1cated below:

_L‘ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

—
- N -
\,a_,b L__z o lk, A N ',}

ot

Signature
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 20463

& //3;/%/

Accounting Technician

-
TWO WAY MEMORANDUM o
TO: 0GC, Docket = T;?ﬁ
O 2=
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Ei B
[7)
(W}

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
, Ccheck number
and in the amount
py of the check and any correspondence that
Please indicate below the account into which

was forwarded.
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket [

) In reference to the above check in the amount of
$ , the MUR number is _~/ -~ and in the name of
= . . The account into

which it should‘be deposited 1is indicated below:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

!y /‘

/—.
A
.

Signature



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20463

pate: 3/7/4S

¥// Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR .3(95-0




MARY ROSE OAKAR __

F‘DERAL{ :\T““

SOMMISSION
For Congr“é LCommittee QuMISSIO
P.O. Box 458 . Clmlund Ohio 44107-0458 .

Hﬂ v g 52 M g8 o

February 26, 1994

Phillip Wise, Esgq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the February, 1995 payment of
$666.00 on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose
Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. 0’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

4 (2o

Patrlck : O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commitiee, Margaret Miller, Secretary
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is svailabie for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C.
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MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS
P.0. BOX 458
EDGEWATER BRANCH
LAKEWOOD. OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

Federal Elections Commission
989 E STREET, NW

Washington, DC 20483

March payment MUR 3850

“OOEEE?* wOLLODOEATDOL25=270 2w

AMERITRUST COMPANY., N.A.
DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
6-88/410

6667

Ao )
02/25/95 $6888.00

.@a(fz’.,j(

/M P} - Lep f}
&) @,@Z wWao nad Wt

(epq

’
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20461

Donch 3,195

TWC WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

e recently received a check from
' S < , check number

’ , and in the amount o . "
Attach s a copy of the check and any corresSpondence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

(2 3+ 2+ 3+ 1t 3 + 3+ 3 3+ + ¢t + 2 3t 3 2+ 3 3 -+ 3 1t 3+ 3+ 3 3+ + £ + 2 32 2 ¢ 3 2+ F 3 &3 ¢ 23 & 51

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket BL& o

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$ 334.00 , the MUR number is 5&50 and in the name of
1!!_@;15 €. QZM &gr" %r . The account into
which should be deposited is”indicated below:

Z Budget Clearing Account (0OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Qannti (Le yardoa 2-7-95

Signature Date




FEDIRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 204610

{/ z/{s -

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC, Docket

Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
7 , check number
and in the amount o
Attached is/a copy of the check and any correspondence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

L3 2 3+ 3 3+ 1 - 3+ £+ 2 33 2 14

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

0GC, Docket qu

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$ SSQ.QQ , the MUR number is %bﬁQ and in the name of
mard Rose. Oakay . The account into
which it should bé deposited 1s indicated below:

j{I Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

vt Qikondey 3-%1-95

Signature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Date: $/10 |95

V/ Ricrofilms

Public Records

Press

TEE ATTACHED NATENIAL IS BEING ADDEZD TO CLosED mom 365D




March 26, 1995

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the April, 1995 payment of $666.00
on the civil penalties accessed against Xary Rose Oakar,
and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer.

sinc.rtly

Patrick J/lO'Donnell

Treasurer

Enclosure




Yederal Rlections Commission -_\

03/18/94
998 § STREEY, ¥

Yashington, DC 20483

EATOROR " _@_QM__

*00&E?1* 2OLLIOOOEATC0DL25=2702r




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 2046}

j;lsf !Q‘

TWO WAY MEMORARDUM

T™0: 0GC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

- SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

tly received a check from //,,_;
¢ Check number ﬂﬁ:

2 R sacopyo!thtcl.ctmm
‘ was forwvarded. Please indicate
it should be deposited, and the

In reference to the above k in the smount of
S ‘ , the MUR number is and in the name of
R?g % . The account into
which it shou eposit s cated below:

Y Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Signature




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046)

T0: OGC, Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Recelved

Atta copy of the check
was forwarded. Please indicate
it should be deposited, and the

70: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0Gc, Docket 8¢ GO

In reference to the above chock in the amount of

and in the name of
The account into

1{ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Signature




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

Date: Slll ES
V// Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED HUR-3£;517




e ey B I T
2 y y 2 iade T T PR P ey e,

MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee
Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 « Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

April 29, 1995

Phillip Wise, Esgq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the May, 1995 payment of $666.00 on
the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and
the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and Patrick J.

O’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

Patrick J4/L'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

VH3G55
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. MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS
. P.0. BOX 450
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

—

Federal Elections Commission

999 E STREET, KW
Washington, DC 20483

04/17/95 $868.00

Hay payment, NUR 3850 k =2
*00eE73I"* wO0LLIOOOEAB M00L2S=2 70 2"

s soemar




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20406}

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

T0: 0GC, Docket

Shure how do—
FROM: fop Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received ahch:ck from meaa%
ﬁzc (‘Lnam S + check number qu ‘
_Bézg;ﬁ_(_‘)r 1945 . and in the amount o
At

ached is a copy of the check and any correspoﬁence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

EEmERET

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: 0GC, Docket &.&0.0

In reference to the above check in the amount of

$ 3%3.00 , the MUR number is QQSQ and in the name of
s n . The account into
which 1t should be deposited 1

ndicated below:
_.{ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Onta (U aonden 5-5-95

Signature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, O C 20403

TWO WAY MEMORANRDUM

TO: OGC, Docket

\S‘Jv‘ — ] 4—*‘~
FROM: f>¢ Rosa B. Swinton :
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Punds Received

We recently received a check from

e . check number ¢
] . and in the amount o O .
Attached” 1s a copy of the check and any corres ! that

was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
FROM: 0GC, DocketBYQAQR_

én reference to the above check in the amount of
$4428, . the MUR number is 250 and in the name of

Ogrté Raose. (n ba r . The account into
which 1t should be deposited 1s indicated below:

_L Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

VQJtO\ oNn

Signature




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

Date: _‘l7/f$

v/

Microfilm
Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED NATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED NUR 3650




Em11U861000001001201007001L ggL."
For Congress Commilee® ..«
Edgewater Branch "Oﬂﬂlau‘w"

pél
{

O

MARY ROSE OAKAR

P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 4410794%gROCM

omil W & v

Phillip Wise, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the June, 1995 payment of $666.00
on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar,
and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

Gk ) 6L et

Patrick J. O’Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Cornmittes, Margaret Miller, m
A copy of eur repert is fiod with the Federal Bestion Commission snd is cvalishis (¢ purehsse from e Pedesal Slsstion Commissien, Washingten, D.C.



AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE

P.O. BOX 488 LAKEWOOD. OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-88/410
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: (e S BNERSEY: (8
[~ Tz}

Federal Elections Commission

05/31/85 $666.00

988 E STREET, NW

Washington, DC 20483 %

June payment MUR 3850
v00G6E82* 0LLI0O00EB00L2S=270 2

e
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION e

WASMHUNGTON, D C 204063

[

€7
L

E

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa BE. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
¢« Check number :
5|'}55 , and in the amount o 2?%%;!%@.
Attac is a copy of the check and any corre that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

= - EEEErEREEEREEEE
T0: Rosa B. Swinton
Accounting Technician
FROM: 0GC, Docket B(‘ ao. :

gn reference to the above gheck in the amount of
s 9413, Og ., the MUR number is and in the name of
S . The account into
which ¥t should be deposited i¥ indicated below:

_1 Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Signature

Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTION, DC 2046
Sune o, 1955

THO WAY MEMORANDUM

T0: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

(,He recentl ived a check from
~ & + Check aumber
S . and in the amount o

Attat isacopyofthecheckand y

was forwarded.

TR ERR T IR

TO0:
Accounting Technician

PROM: oGe, oocket&‘aa.

: The account into
ﬂﬂxcated below:

i Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

—

Signature




'FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

v

Microfilm
Public Records

Press

TER ATTACEED BATERIAL IS BREING ADDED T0 CLOSED lﬂl,&&iﬁlz




June 30, 1995

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

.oz 9 W

RE: 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the July, 1995 payment of $666.00 on the civil penaities
accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oskar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O'Doanell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

GHA) e

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

SUERL

FLEMTA
PWEIN Y 20

1S5 IHHOD
313 TveI434

KOS

HOLO

UE DL R




PAY TO THE ORDER OF: D (___AmounT )

—

Federal Elections Commission

898 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20483

08/30/95 $668.00

v July payment U 3
ot FOOEBBS' kalDBﬂBB?PDDIES-E?DEP

e e e i e e e
Y




FEDERAL ELECTION comtssm
" WASHINGION, DC 04)

IWO WAY MEMORANDUM

OGC, Docket

Rosa B. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received & check from .4 Ko<
cbock i.in: :.- T (R

e

was forwarded. le‘
it should be depos!t.dy al

Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Techanician

0GC, Docket Bx‘ o

In reterence to the above check in the amount of
$2%9.00, the MUR nu-ber is and in the name of

The account into
which it should depos t s indicated below:

i Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

1-4-95

Signature




FEDERAL € lEC'ﬂON CDMM'SSION

WASHINGION, DC w

Jud Y. o, 1995

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM
T0: 0GC, Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
SUBJECt: Account Determimation for Fends Received
Ve reeentl’ roueivad _a ‘check from
‘number.

Ec Nen g!" S

- -

L Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95r3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

~

Covdes O uxaanden M-6-95
Signature Date




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

Date: ZA ﬂ li S

‘/ Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED HMATERIAL 18 BEING ADDED TO CLOSED RUR ;‘S-Q




August 24,

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Electicns Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:

1995

Enclosed is the September, 1995 payment of
$666.00 on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose

Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar rwmumm
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincuroly

el ] Veen s

O’Donnell

Treasurer

Enclosure




MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS
P.0. BOX 488
EDGEWATER BRANCH
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF:

Federal Elections Commission

999 B STREET, NW
Yashington, DC 20483

September, 1895 payment NUR 3850 —
P00GGS 2 * 1504 AO00GE 71200 4 25w 270 29

£ 1y S99V LS 6



m3i Sall's

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

fucusT 30, 1445

Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement 'l‘echnician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from \\
5SS , check n
, for the amount of \
X and any correspondence is belng ded.
Pluu indicate belov which account the funds should be ¢ ited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with th it.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

FROM: 0GC Docket QL
SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the aho%e check in the amount of § QSQ.QQ

the MUR/Case number is and in the name O
. Place this deposit
in accoun ca ow:

1 Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Queste, (exardo, sl

Celebrating the Commission’s 20th Anniversary

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Aucust 30,1 s

OGC Docket

Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Browa
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

SUBJBCT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check froa S
= « Ccheck n r )
-] - for the amount of %. A

- correspondence is be .
rlmc hulicate belov ch account the funds should be sited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the it.

- - n—

T0: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

PROM: 0GC Docket QA
SUBJEBCT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the above check in the amount of $ 985.00 ,
the MUR/Case pumber and in the name o

. Place this deposit

@ aecoun ca ow
L Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95FP3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Omicts.  Olaxandor 8- 31-95

Signature Date

Celebrating the Commission’s 20th Anniversary

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

pate: 8[2/9%

\/ Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED HATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR 3650
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For Cm;gtm Committee

dgewater Branch
P.0. Box 458 » Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

July 26, 1995

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:
Enclosed is the August, 1995 payment of $666.00 on the civil penalties

accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.0. BOX 488 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-68/410
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: (C avownr
s R

Federal Elections Commission

07/28/985

998 E STREET, NW

Washington, DC 20463 2

*00GEE8" ¢O0LLI000687:00L25=270 2
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FLDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, D C 20403

July (995

IWO_WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: 0GC, Docket
PROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from pMaq e Onx
For CrcueRges, ¢« check number , dat
Qg\% 2. 1555, « and in the amount™ o 333 °¢

Attached is a copy of the check and any correspondg;lce that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
1t should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

=TEw t“gmuzagezzmzzzcmmcc =m==8=--.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

FROM: OGC, Docket Qx{a&

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$33 + OO, the MUR number is 3{¢5Q and in the name of
. e The account into

which it should be deposited 1s 1fidicated below:

l Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

—

Qe Qlawandes F?;”\&

Signature




O L
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20406)

Avcusr 2, 1995

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

T0: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from M cs€ R
¢+ check number LB t
O .

_J_h_htgkalﬁ'ﬁ"a . and in the amount of §
Attathed 1s a copy of the check and any corrzgp%ﬂ—e%e that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which

it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

=============:=g========l=====zgu=====g¢g“mgg..m=m.
T0: Rosa E. Swinton

Accounting Technician
FRONM: 0GC, Docket QwsaCL. |

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$229. . the MUR numb;r is and in the name of

1 A © — - The account into
which it"should be deposited is indicated below:

_L Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Lonta, Qloyamder 9-2-95

1gna turé Date
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

vate: 10[18 /55

\/ Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED NATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED NUR 3650




MARY ROSE OAKAR
For Congress Committee

Edgewater Branch
P.0. Box 458 = Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

October 3, 1995

099V
034

Vi

3%

Phillip Wise, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
reaeral riections commission
999 E Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

oNIL
S1Ng
QaNa03y

JOldujo
0
Noua;g

L LI

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:
Enclosed 1is the Octoker, 1995 payment of
$666.00 on the civil penalties accessed against Mary Rose

Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress Committee and
Patrick J. O’Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely
%/&M

Patrick J. O’Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commitiee, Margaret Miller, Soeretary A
A copy of eur repert is filed with the Federa!l Elestion Commission and o svallable for parehese bom the Federal liselion Commission, Washinglon, D.C.




: AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.0. BOX 458

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-98/410
LAKEWOOD. OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: (o ) (C

—

Federal Elections Commission
$666.00
988 E STREET, NW

Washington, DC 20483

October payment MU 3850 W =

*0OOGBEQE"™ 1OLIODOOEAM00L2S5=2%02e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASMIING ION, O C 204}

Al1303y

0/ /75
77

k3

: T
TWO WAY MEMORANDUM * 323

n Eok”
70: 0GC, Docket o oz

w r2eg

=2 g3
FROM : Rosa E. Swinton &? -

Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determimation for Funds Received

2

We recently received a check from
o ¢« Check number
5 ., and ia the amount .
O At is a copy of the check and any that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the accosat into which

it should be deposited, and the MUR mumber and mame.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
g FROM: 0GC, Docket bu‘ C‘lCl _ y

Ry

In reference to the above check in the samount of
S_ﬂ_&ﬁ_.%%,them r is and in the name of
(0 ) : .« The account into

which 1t should be deposit 1s indicated below:

Budget Clearing Account (0OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:
_nta. (enandzy 10-18-954

Signature Date

3!




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, DC 2040}

10/ /%5
7 A

TRO WAY MEMORANDUM
TO: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
¢« Check mumber
- , and in the amount o
At isacopyofthecheckandanyeoms

B, hd€0Z 8l 1Y

was forwarded. Please indicate below the account i
it should be deposited, and the NUR number and name

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$33%2.00 , the MUR number is 3(, 50 and in the name of

Ma Poge. - The account into
which 1t should be deposited is indicated below:

1{ Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

—

_adne Al ey andion
Signature

0 201440
09
YH§2034

135!{:03
G3A130

i

NOILODY




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

pate: 11]3(4S

v/

Microfilm
Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED muor 96 SO




MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee
Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

OCTOBER 27, 1995

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commussion
999 E Street, N W
Washington, D C 20463

\LELEE]

8l
31
AI303¥

;
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&9 NNOO
Q

301
NO!
NOILY

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise

Enclosed is the November, 1995 payment of $666.00 on the civil
penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress

Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

o Sincerely

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

"uizg: -:3‘“ 144
8 0
Nori9313 byithy

SBJ”JSEZ [ "y
j

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commilies, Margaret Miller, Secretary
A cepy of eur repert is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is avallable for purchase frem the Padered Blection Commission, Washingten, D.C.




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A. 669399

MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.0. BOX 488 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-68/410

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

o ————— —

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C o ) ( AMOUNT )

b -
i : Federal Elections Commission
: f 10/27 /95 $888.00

988 E STREET, NW

Washington, DC 20483 ij :OM%Z/

November, 1985 payment MUR 3850
*O0EEQq® OLI000EA 7004 25w 270 2ne

-




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 2046)

Nerem ke

TO: OGC Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Bro
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from
.1;4L_S:==’QL‘A_— , check n , dhted_
70 - for the amount o
%Ee

copy o check and any correspondence 1s bexn orwar
Please indicate below which account the funds shonld be degosited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton . Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

FROM: 0GC Docket By AL

SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the above check in the amount of $ 349.00
the MUR/Case number is 3950 and in the name o

e
. Place this deposit

’

in e account indicated below:
J Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

CL;~551. (LR e xa ndign

Signature

C elebrating the Commission s (b Apnnerngn

YESTERDAY TODAY AND TOMORROMW
W DICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463
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TO: OGC Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brow:é/W
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

Hec’ recently received a check froa /}LW ,du. 0&(0:_./

o Conyncaa , check number 7 ¢g» , dated
T Y ELTS , for the amount of $§ 3%5-0 . 1

copy of the check and any correspondence is being forw. .
Please indicate below which account the funds should be deposited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

FROM: oGc Docket Ry AO-

SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the above check in the amount of § 343.0 .
the MUR/Case number,is 0 and in the name of
. Place this deposit

in t account i1ndicat ow:

{ Budget Clearing Account (0OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

OAnde  luxa ey

Signature

( elebeating the ( omonissaon s IS Ananeess

YESTERDAY TODAY AND TOMORRONW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCGTON, DC 20461

Date: 12 l-’ fﬁ'S'

*// Microfilm

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED NMATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED NUR 3‘50




MARY ROSE OAKAR
For Congress Committee gl N A

Edgewater Branch YAl ROCK
P.O. Box 458 « Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

December 3,

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise:
Enclosed is the December, 1995 payment of $666.00 on the civil

penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

,%; )b bete
Patrick J. ODonnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Commitiee, Margarat Miller, Secretary
A copy of eur repert is filed with the Federal Elestion Conwnission and is svailable for purchase frem the Federal Blestion Commissien, Washingten, D.C.




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE

P.O. BOX 488 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH €-88/410

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C
a5

Federal Elections Commission
12/03/85 $686.00

998 E STREET, NW
W¥ashington, DC 20483

December, 1885 payment MUR 3850 ‘&1/“&"‘44——&

»00& 703" ﬂOleDOEB?ODDLES-E?DEF
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fEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, DC 20466)

f@ﬁ//bf/is”

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swintom
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Fuads Received

We recently received a check from
¢« Check mumber

Attac s a copy of the check and any .tht

was fo . Please indicate below the accouat imto which
it should be deposited, and the NUR mumber and mame.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

YRON:  0GC, DocketfyAX

n reference to the above k in the amount of
$ 3% .00 , the MUR number is and in the name of

:&”I&&__ e Oakoi -~ The account into
which 1t shotld be deposited 1s indicated below:

/ Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

_Qwda (Wexasdon

. 12-7-95
Signature Date




fEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 2040)

2/ é}/ <

TWO WAY MEMORARDUM

0: OGC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Frunds Received

was forwarded. P
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and mame.

T0: Rosa E. Swinton
€ Accounting Technician
e FROM: 0GC, Docket By Q. :

In reference to the above check in the amount of
$393.00 , the MUR n r is A0 and in the name of

r . The account into
which It should be deposited 1s 4dndicated below:

11 Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

(onta.  Olaxaondss

Signature




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO
THE PUBLIC PILE OF CLOSED MUR 34530 .




J

MARY ROSE OAKAR
For Congress Committee

Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0468

January 1, 1996

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N'W.
Washington, D C. 20463

RE: MUR 3650

Dear Mr Wise:
Enclosed is the January, 1996 payment of $666.00 on the civil

penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Commuttee and Patrick }. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely
% ) Ot

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure.




o - —

J

AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A. 6706

MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICR :
P.O. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107 |
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-83/410 ;

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C AMOUNT )
| P )

Federal Elections Commiasion ,

01/01/88 $6868.00 5
888 E STREET, NW j
Washington, DC 20483 :
January, 1986 payment MUR 3850 W f

*O00E 706" 1nOLIOOOEB?00M25m 2702w ? -

e e a et e e T D S . o -




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 204061

ngﬁig % /756
= "

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Bro%{é—
Accounting Technician Disbursement T€chnician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from Al /)2’5& ﬂ/’ﬂﬁ-
, check number 7/ 0 , dated
AuyAly /, 1356 , for the amount of $§ 3235 % ¢« K
copy of the check and any correspondence is being forwarded.

Please indicate below which account the funds should be deposited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown -
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician
FROM: 0GC Docket ByaoL

SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the above check in the amount of § 353, 00 ,

the MUR/Case n r is 3h5Q and in the name o
. Place this deposit
n e acco ndica low:

1 Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

s%:_%e_&zam -9-9e

Celebiating the Commussion s Jth Anniversary

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20468

Nwarey o 155¢
/

TO: OGC Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown f(;/ﬂ”
Accounting Technician Disbursement TeChnician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from MAaRy ,&.SE' ﬂfw)g,
_Fag Cryoress + check number 7 {70, , dated
A ce /. 7 . for the amount of 383 o0 ol A
copy of zﬁe clgecli and any correspondence is being forwar .
Please indicate below which account the funds should be deposited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

TO: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician
FROM: 0GC Docket By OO

SUBJECT: Disposition of Punds Received

In reference to the above check in the amount of § 24.0 ’
150 and in the name of
) ronQress . Place this deposit

l Budget Clearing Account (0OGC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

qumgure

Celebrating the Commission’s 200h Anniversary

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO
THE PUBLIC FILE OF CLOSED MUR ;2'450 .

) SR paebs STk




MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee
Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

January 30, 1996

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE. MUR 3650

Dear Mr Wise:

Enclosed is the February, 1995 payment of $666.00 on the civil
penalties accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress

Committee and Patrick J. ODonnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

&;&/ O S

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure.




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A.
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.O. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-68/410
LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C oae ) ( AMOUNT )
lFederal Elections Commission l
01/30/95 $666.00

8389 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20483

O
- February, 1995 payment MUR 3850 _%__M/

— “O00E?1A* OLIOODOEB?00L2S5=2702w
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FLDLRAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION, DC 2040)

2/s7%

TWO WAY MEMORARDUM

T0: OGC, Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
SUBJECt: Account Determination for runds Received

Fently reco:lved a check from

124
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the NUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Swintom
Accounting Technician

reox:  occ, pocket 4 QA

¢

In reference to the above check ia the amount of
29. . the NUR nusber is 3550 and in the name of
The account into
wvhich it s ) S cated below:

.( Budget Clearing Accouat (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

o~

(et Qlgonde, 2-4-90
ignature
: K‘,\' PV LT O
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[t DLRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, DC 2040)

72’/574,6

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC, Docket
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician
SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

tly, received a check from J(a{g

was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Swinmtom
Accounting Techniciaa

FROM: 0GC, Docket &fa%- o

14

In reference to the above check the amount of
$_ 359 .0D, the NUR momber is 9 and ia the name of
Se The account into .
ich it : ted below:

Y Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:







" £ J_ﬂq?'_ < ; 2 ;
" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
- WASIINCTON, D€ 2043

_.._\/_. Ricrofila

Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED NATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED m
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March 5, 1996

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission E
999 E Street, N'W. I -
Washington, D.C. 20463 ~ ;ﬁa
RE: MUR 3650 2 B
= =
w

Dear Mr. Wise:

Enclosed is the March, 1996 payment of $666.00 on the civil penaities
accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oskar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

f_% ) 0ir,

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure.

A copy of ewr sepert iy fied with the Fafenel Election Commiasion wnd is
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PYTOTHEORDEROE “‘C—fﬁ!‘h) C oo

Federal ERlections Commission

988 B STREET, NW
Vashington, DC 20463

-

02/08/98

MUR 3850 Mazoh, 1998 88U fBbocavio01 25= 2702
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WAMIUNGION, DC 306)

Z/ /7%
Vi 3

I‘ .
itsluuldbedepositod. and the MR nusber and name.

01 Rosa E. Swiatom
Accounting Techmician
FRoM:  0GC, Docket By O, 1
In reference to the abhove k ia the smount of
3%53-00 thelmnn is and in the name of
r 4 . The account into -
which i shou ep_os cated below:

_L Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95r3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

_ " e s , ‘
Slqmturem E%_g_'g_gb_' |
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FEDERAL
WASHING 1OM, DC 2080

it should be deposited, and

T0: Rosa BE. Swiatom
Acoounting

FROM: 0GC, noema‘aa_,_: _

2 § e
cin' g ¥
)

Inreferencetotheabovecheckhthemtof
$.339.00 , the MUR number is _34650 in the mame of
theaccountinto‘
which it shou epos s cated below:
gﬁ Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Slgnature




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Date: l”lb[‘fé:

V/ Microfilm

Public Records

Press
T
0
™~
) THE ATTACHED RATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR 36 50




MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee
Edgewater Branch
P.O. Box 458 ¢ Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458

April 7, 1996

Phillip Wise, Esq.

Office of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N W
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE. MUR 3650

Dear Mr. Wise

Enclosed is the April, 1996 payment of $666.00 on the civil penalties
accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress
Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer.

Sincerely

6 oﬂ} 1/ M
Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A. 6720
MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.O. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-88/410

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
PAY TO THE ORDER OF: C_oae ) (___Aamowtr )
Federal Elections Commission

D4/07/98 $6686.00

O 988 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20483

e O Mornit f

M Mur 3650 April, 1886 payment.
~ *00B 720" 1204 AO00ORB 0025w 270 2w
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING LON, D € 2046)

Wort/ 1 15
K / = ,
=
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TWO WAY MEMORANDUM i;
TO: 0GC, Docket w2
o
FROM: Rosa BE. Swinton
~ Accounting Technician
SUBJECtt Account Determination for Funds Received
M 7 A
~ We recently received a check froa \ S Z£7K2f/
A ¢« Check number v £
™M fiquC'fl ‘Z' /77 . and in the amount "
Attached 19 a copy of the check and any correspondence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
- it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.
T
"
-

é 5%n reference to the abo;e C Eﬁg in the amount of
24% .00 , the MUR number is 0
mg:- Rose. DaXox

and in the name of
« The account into
which it should be deposited is indicated below:

J_ Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16

Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160
Other:

Signature

11410
|

323 i

103
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAMHINGION, D C 2046}

]?;[,"/ 4 /954

TWO WAY MEMORARDUM

TO0: 0GC, Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton
Accounting Technician

SUBJECt: Account Determination for Funds Received

of the check and any corre spoﬁﬂence that
was forwarded. Please indicate below the account into which
it should be deposited, and the MUR number and name.

T0: Rosa E. Mnm
Accounting Technician

TRON:  0GC, Docket Byq QO -

~q !
3
.

In reference to the above check in the amount of

$ .00 , the MUR ri and in the name of
| > « The account into
which it shou

posit S icated below:
_,L Budget Clearing Account (0GC), 95F3875.16
Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Signature

‘lmmm.u__ Atde




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

pate: 5/ /GE

v Microfilm
Public Records

Press

THE ATTACHED MATERIAL 1S BEING ADDED TO CLOSED MUR g3pf5ﬁ
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MARY ROSE OAKAR

For Congress Committee __ #:;:
Edgewater Branch Fe JER2,
P.O. Box 458 o Cleveland, Ohio 44107-0458  JMM/°.

- w

May 7, 1996

Philip Wise, Esq

Oftice of General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W
Washington, D C. 20463

RE MUR 3650

Dear Mr Wise
Enclosed is the May, 1996 payment of $678.00 on the civil penalties
accessed against Mary Rose Oakar, and the Mary Rose Oakar for Congress

Committee and Patrick J. O'Donnell, as treasurer. This will be our final payment of
the MUR 3650 penalty assessed against the above parties

Sincerely
(et ) oees

Patrick J. O'Donnell
Treasurer

Enclosure

MARY ROSE OAKAR for Congress Cq

A copy of our repert le filed with the Fedsval Blestion Os




AMERITRUST COMPANY, N.A. 6723

MARY ROSE OAKAR FOR CONGRESS DETROIT-WEST 117TH OFFICE
P.O. BOX 458 LAKEWOOD, OH 44107
EDGEWATER BRANCH 6-68/410

LAKEWOOD, OH 44107

PAY TO THE ORDER OF: DATE ( AMOUNT )

05/07/88 $678.00

Federal Elections Commission

8989 E STREET, NW
Washington, DC 20483

[ >
MUR 3650 May 1996 Final payment. Mm

*O00E?23" nOLAOOOEB MO0 425w 270 2




FEDERAL ELEC TION C OMMISSION

WASHINCGTON DO 20461
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TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC Docket
,7’
FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown[a/?ﬁL
Accounting Technician Disbursement Téchnician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from //M"ij /2(' L (//A(/(H___-—
P /f,;( =y , check number 7 <722 , dated
e v TE , for the amount of § 237 oc « A
copy of the check and any correspondence is being forwarded.
Please indicate below which account the funds should be deposited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

! } P2 S 2 S F 3 1 R S e e S S + 3§ T YT

TO: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

: FROM: 0GC Docket Qx{(lfl
SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to the gbove check in the amount of $ 3’3‘?-00 :
the MUR/Case number is 0 and in the name of
Moty = B Zklj%.? . Place this deposit
in the account'indicated below:

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
V/ Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

(Lvuwdn Qlexonde) 5-14-9¢6

Signature Date

€ elebrating the Comumission s O Anoersary

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOKOIRROW
EONCATED TOY KEEPING THE PURLIKC INFORMELD




FEDERAL FLEC TION COMMISSION

/[

WASHINGION DO 204613

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

TO: OGC Docket

FROM: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown %{Zi-
Accounting Technician Disbursement T nician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from /hhfﬂiijﬂix ZibKQZL,
L (b g taa— . check number ° 6725 , dated
¥ P hag 2, 2550 , for the amount of § 337 oo . A
copy of tHe check and any correspondence is being forwarded.
Please indicate below which account the funds should be deposited
and give the MUR/Case number and name associated with the deposit.

-=-=========-’==================================='*¢=‘t‘-=========

TO: Rosa E. Swinton Leslie D. Brown
Accounting Technician Disbursement Technician

FROM: 0GC Docket ELSQCL

SUBJECT: Disposition of Funds Received

4

In reference to the above check in the amount of $ 249.00,
the MUR/Cas numbca;lis 50 and in the name o

a , . Place this déposit
in the a¢count 1indilcate

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875.16
i Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other: -
Q e Qs anduA 5-14-9¢6
Signature Date
Cedebrating the Commissian's 20th Annivessary
YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW

DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFOIRMELD)




