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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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In the matter of:
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Anita for Congress

COMPLAINT

NOW COMES, Maria Cino, Executive Director of the
National Republican Congressional Committee (NRCC) of 320
First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003 to file this
Complaint pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437g (a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. 111.4
against Anita for Congress, and Marcelline I. Curran,
Treasurer of P.0O. Box 24361, Ventura, California 93002 (Anita
Committee).

FACTS

NRCC, pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), does hereby
state the following facts:

1. Anita for Congress is the authorized principal
campaign committee for Anita Perez Ferguson, candidate for the
United States House of Representatives from the 23rd District
of California in the 1992 election cycle.

- 9 The basis for this Complaint is reports filed with
the Federal Election Commission (FEC) by the Anita Committee.
Portions of the following reports applicable to the subject of
this complaint are attached hereto and are incorporated herein:

A. Amended 1990 Year-end described as Exhibit A.

B. Amended 1991 Mid-year & Year-end described as
Exhibit B.

C. Amended 1992 July Quarterly described as Exhibit C.

D. Amended 1992 October Quarterly described as Exhibit
D.

E. Pre-election for 1992 General described as Exhibit E.

F. Post-election for 1992 General described as Exhibit
F.

G. 1992 Year-end described as Exhibit G.

H. Personal Financial Disclosure Statement for the
1990 election cycle described as Exhibit H.

I. Personal Financial Disclosure Statement for the
1992 election cycle described as Exhibit I.

J. Articles appearing in the Santa Paula

Cchronicle 7/31/92, The Camarillo Daily News
8/4/92 and Los Angeles Times 8/26/92 described
as Exhibit J.




® ®

1. The Anita Committee, according to entries on
Schedule C, received loans in the following amounts from the
personal funds of the candidate in 1990:

Date Amount

10/23/90 $ 35,500
12/31/90 2,000

Total 37,500

2. The amended 1990 Year-end report indicates at
12/31/90 the Anita Committee had outstanding obligations of
$42,542.95 owing in the following manner: $37,500 to the
candidate as a result of two personal loans and $5,042.95 to
Schedule D entities. The Schedule D entities were Corporate
Colour Printing for $1,042.95 and Cincuentenario Perdido
Popular Democratico for $4,000. See Exhibit A.

3. The Amended 1991 Mid-year Report indicates that the
candijdate is owed $42,542.95. The $42,542.95 is the exact
amount indicated above outstanding at 12/31/90 for candidate
loans and outstanding obligations to Schedule D entities. An
amount of $5,042.95 is now shown on the Mid-year Report as a
candidate loan but the new additional amount is not supported
by appropriate entries on Schedule C or the detailled summary

page at line 13(a). The same obligations on Schedule D
($5,042.95) continue to appear, however, the obligation to
Colour Printing has been reduced by $292.95. See Exhibit B.

Prohibited Consolidation of Loan Reporting

1. The Anita Committee has filed reports which appear
to contain four consolidated loan transactions between the
candidate and the Anita Committee. Individually the loan
amounts adjusted for payments are:

1990 1991

$ 2,000 $ 1,100
$ 35,500 2,050

Totals $ 37,500 $ 3,150
Payments -0- 1,000

Due $ 37,500%* $ 2,150

*the amount which has become $42,542.95 as described in #3
above.
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2. As evidenced above, Anita Ferguson made two loans to
the Anita Committee in 1990 totalling $37,500. See Exhibit A.

3. It also appears the candidate made two additional
loans in 1991 to the Anita Committee during the June/July
period. While the reports are conflicting as to the exact date
of receipt of the first loan of $1,100, the total amount of
$3,150 represented on Schedule C on the 1991 Year-end Report
equals the sum of the loans during 1991. Therefore, the 1991
loan amounts of $1,100 and $2,050 appear to have been
improperly consolidated. See Exhibit B.

4. The 1991 Year-end report reflects a payment against
the obligations cited in #3 above of $1,000, resulting in a
year-end indebtedness on those 1991 transactions of $2,150.
See Exhibit B.

5. The last consolidation of loan amounts appears to be
the $2,150 balance outstanding as described in #4 above and
the amount outstanding as a result of the consolidation and
overstatement of loans from 1990. The sums are $2,150
(balance due in 1991), and $42,542.95 (candidate loans of
$5,000, $37,000 and overstatement of $5,042.95) for a total
indebtedness as reported on the Amended 1992 July Quarterly of
$44,692.95. See Exhibits B and C. This total amount appears
to represent the improper consolidation of at least four
separate loan transactions and is reported consistently
through the Year-end Report of 1992. See Exhibits D, E, F and
G.
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1. During the 1990 and 1992 election cycles, cumulative
totals derived from individual loan transactions on Schedule C
of the reports indicate that Anita Ferguson loaned a minimum
of $84,150.00 to her campaign in the following manner:

Date Amount

10/23/90 35,500.00
12/31/90 2,000.00
6/12/91 (see 2 below) 1,100.00
7/16/91 - 7/26/91 (see 2 below) 2,050.00
1/31/92 1,500.00
6/19/92 5,000.00
6/30/92 37,000.00

See Exhibits A, B and C. Even though she has apparently made
loans to her campaign in the amount of $84,150 according to

individual loan entries, the Anita Committee shows a greater
amount due as a result of the 1990 overstatement.
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2. The amended 1992 July Quarterly report indicates the
candidate was owed $45,494.95 at the time she made two
additional loans of $5,000 and $37,000 on June 19 and June 30
respectively. At the close of that report, the Anita
Committee’s reported obligations to the candidate were
$87,494.94. All loans are reported as being made from
"personal funds." See Exhibit C.

3. Review of the 1990 and 1992 financial disclosure
statements filed by Anita Ferguson in compliance with the
FPinancial Disclosure Act of 1978, as amended, indicates that
the total earned income and assets of both she and her spouse
were as follows:

Year Source Income* Assets*

1989 Salary/Fees 26,213

1989 Interest 1,000

1990 Fees 9,035%

1990 Loan to Church 50,000 - 100,000
1990 Savings not more than 15,000
1991 Salary/Fees 25,108

1992 Salary/Fees 14,826%*

1992 Assets of Spouse* 60,000

* representations are not actual values but the range of value
**partial year
s*#Retirement funds

See Exhibits H and I.

5. This information represents the Ferguson’s total
income producing assets. The statement also indicates no
assets were omitted due to sole ownership of a spouse or child.
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6. Given the most liberal construction of the asset
values listed above, it is highly unlikely that Anita Ferguson
possessed sufficient personal funds within the definition of
the Act to loan more than $80,000 at one time to the Anita
Committee. Even if Ferguson had sufficient funds to loan the
original amount of $37,500 in 1990, the 1991-2 Personal
Financial Disclosure Statements do not indicate that she had
any significant assets remaining at her separate disposal with
which to make the additional $42,000 loans in June of 1992.

m

2 4

All assets on the 1991-2 report are listed as owned
solely by her spouse. While it is true that some assets are
not required to be reported, if she had used any such assets
like a personal residence as collateral for a loan with a
financial institution, that financial institution would be
required to be reported on Schedule C. All such schedules
indicate the original source of the funds to be personal funds
of the candidate.
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1. On information and belief, Anita Committee
established campaign offices in three California locations.
The locations were Moorpark, Camarillo and Ventura.

2. Anita Committee has reported expenditures for rent
in the aggregate amount of $5,529.19 for the Ventura location.

3. Anita Committee has reported rent paid on September
15, 1992, for the Moorpark location in the amount of $250.00.

4., On information and belief, the Moorpark location is
estimated to have been 740 square feet with a minimum fair
market value of 98¢ per square foot. The fair market rental
value is $725 per month.

5. Anita Committee has not reported any rent on an
in-kind basis for the Camarillo location. Numerous newspaper
articles and announcements are attached which clearly state
that Anita Committee did, in fact, have a headquarters in
Camarillo which opened August 1, 1992. See Exhibit J.

DISCUSSION OF LAW

Prohibited Consolidation of Loan Reporting

Impermissible Use of Campaign Funds

The regulations specifically state:

[D])ebts and obligations shall be reported on separate
schedules together with a statement explaining the
circumstances and conditions under which each debt and
obligation was incurred or extinguished. 11 C.F.R.104.11
(Emphasis added).

The Anita Committee has reported four consolidated loan
amounts. The loan amounts are $2,000 and $35,500 from 1990
plus the overstatement of $5,042.95 for a consolidated 1990
amount of $42,542.95. 1In 1991, the amounts are $1,100 and
$2,050 for a consolidated 1991 amount of $3,150. 1In 1992, the
loans are consolidated again by combining the outstanding
balances of $2,150 and $42,542.95 for a total 1990-91
outstanding balance of $44,692.95.

The consolidation of the reporting of these loans by the
Anita Committee violates the regulation requirement that the
circumstances of the incurrence and extinguishing of each loan
be reported, 11 C.F.R.104.11(a).
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The Act also states that the use of funds by the
candidate for other than political expense is prohibited. 1In
the event an expenditure in made to repay the entire
$42,532.95 to Anita Ferguson, the overstated amount of
$5,042.95 would constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C. 439a
prohibiting the expenditure of campaign funds for "personal
use."

u -
Contributions are defined at 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a) (1) 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. . .

At (E)(iii) of that same section, the rules continue and
state:

. + «the term anything of value includes all in-kind
contributions. Unless specifically exempted under 11 C.F.R.
100.7(b), the provision of any goods or services without
charge or at a charge which is less than the usual and normal
charge for such goods or services is a contribution. Examples
of such goods or services include, but are not limited to: .
. .facilities. . .(emphasis supplied)

If goods or services are provided at less than the usual
and normal charge, the amount of the in-kind contribution is
the difference between the usual and normal charge for the
goods or services at the time of the contribution and the
amount charged the political committee.

The amount recorded as in-kind contributions, or as in
the Camarillo instance not recorded at all, are less than fair
market value. The amount of the in-kind contribution for the
Moorpark location would have been $475 higher per month. 1In
regard to the Camarillo location, an amount equal to the fair
market value should have been reported from the opening of the
headquarters on August 1, 1992, through the day it closed.

On information and belief, the Moorpark facility is
owned by Moorpark General Store, a partnership. The Camarillo
facility at 888 Ventura Boulevard is owned by Landmark I Ltd,
another partnership. No entries indicating a partnership
contribution appear on the reports.




A candidate is entitled to give unlimited contributions,
including loans to his or her campaign, so long as the funds
used are within the definition of "personal funds." 11 C.F.R.
110.10(b) (1) as:

(Alny assets which, under applicable state law, at the
time he or she became a candidate, the candidate had
legal right of access to or control over, and with
respect to which the candidate had either:

(i) legal and rightful title, or
(ii) an equitable interest

Subsection (3) continues:

A candidate may use a portion of assets jointly owned by
his or her spouse as personal funds. The portion of the
jointly owned assets that shall be considered as personal
funds of the candidate shall be that portion which is the
candidate’s share under the instrument(s) of conveyance
or ownership. If no specific share is indicated by an
instrument of conveyance or ownership, the value of
one-half of the property shall be considered as personal
funds of the candidate.

In review of the assets listed on the personal finacial
disclosure statement of Anita Ferguson for 1991-92, it appears
that Anita Ferguson may not have possessed sufficient personal
funds with which to make the loans, particularly the $42,000
made in June of 1992, to the Anita Committee. Therefore, it
is likely that her husband may have made an excessive
contribution in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441a(a) (1) (A).

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Therefore, NRCC respectfully requests, that the Federal
Election Commission investigate these violations and find the
following conclusions of law as it deems appropriate:

(1) The Anita Committee has failed to accurately report
information regarding candidate loans in violation of
11 C.F.R.104.11(a);

(2) The Anita Committee has consolidated the reporting
of loans in violation of the regulations requiring that the
circumstances and conditions of each loan be reported,

11 C.F.R.104.11(a);
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(3) The Anita Committee has failed to accurately report
in-kind contributions for the use of facilities in violation
of 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a) (1) (i) (E) (iii).

(4) The Anita Committee received funds from the
candidate which did not constitute "personal funds" in
violation of 11 C.F.R. 110.10(b).

Therefore, NRCC 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.

Respectf%§%¥?éubm1tte /
D/

Marla Cino
Subscribed and Sworn before me this ﬁézay o A;%;}

'/?—v* /de
(Notary puﬁli

My Commission expires: S & - 7‘2;522;
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svailable %0 a0y requestiag persen wader writien application, and will be rvviswed
by the Commiiios oa Standards of Official Conduet, Any individual whe
ond wilifelly faisifies, or whe knowingly and willfully falls (o file this repert may
e sulject to civil and eriminal sanctions (300 3 U.S5.C. § 96 and 18 U.S.C. § 1001).

i

74043523581 >

WHERS TO PILE:

RETURN COMPLETED STATEMENT
(WITH TWO COPIE® TO:

Washingion, L.C. 20515

EXTENBIONS! The Comnitles on Sandards of Officiel Conduet may grat ressonable exiensions of Lims for filing
Disslesure Statement. Kxtansien requeets showld be direcied (o the chalrman of Lhat Committes i writing

sny
snd sheuld slats the reason the extension is mecessary.

L]
U4 QOYEROEENT PAENTUM SOFTIC 90 0008

‘




Levs s

/991 -

- ———— i o e o

/992

|

FRIANCIAL DIBCLOSURE STATEMENY FOR

1Or YD Dy Casussmens mi ...
Morabes and aow amph

CrQUS O N

3340 S'urr;?ef— Lane'

Ovmard., Cafforya """ 930

(8032 &43-0595]

EXHIBIT |

Candidate for the

Rier House ol Repraseniatess

oins o s WY BT

o= ‘Dnnn-u e

in aP coctiona, pisass lype o0 psint clonsly In Musk Ink.
1—-EARNED INCOME (INCLUDING HONORARIA)

i) ogrruing S0 o S taring e evrert yoor 0 S, Hhag o . Seprwetel (80 pretating enioadtr Yot v & pwen. 4oig U aovres,
ast sxssasy ¢f ssnned Moams 200ds 10 5o reponed, encept for honorasia, oy which the sewoe end armeunt Must e rapesied. S insuctions, page 0.
mmudwuw Type —
e o e 08 RN, SO N W —
[ 500 ot hesetn, caboge 80870 B oo I N G o
Menis Covay, Tens, Pubils Schosls Gpouee Paluy NA
Latifprmio —Ante racationpay | O
| _State of (alifornio-shtr sewate\retitment caming, 3295~
ohit e S I, Tnc. | Sadary g
e of Califonia_—Daot of fduatim | Solary fosutio) 389 (o-
Qulter Loty Schools howarium fhuwell  318—
Vorria St L&/V(/Sﬂ‘\[ -—/\)0 tHridqge| selary 15 o 9
afiona | Womens Rltical Lormaittee | Selary 5538~
LN of Syrte Bartara PbﬂfwnqumSothanum 2/0-
_lébﬂ‘_eéi- Stee lvariers of Amencal Aonorarn y’4
|spouse: Ewvironmedal Lefnse Center] salary 7 Ml 826
Page 1 of
EEE R A Y




PARTS W and M—ASSETS AND “UNEARNED" INCOME LAnIg reres 1uma,s

-mam":-‘ of each asest hald during ™he precudiing yesr sndier In The suvent yesr up % ¢ dte within $9 of the Sing dale which had ¢ falr vvhat value

emmEsling 00 ~~~~q~~-~d“ﬂr o |mdoo o intome during e Embadec Any porsonsl
ww Spowte, Shild, parant or slbling of the et pontan's qpouns; sy depetils agpreguiing fovs in povnonsé
et snd, “hcz.-.at-l _us."m *. . . .

. .m&“‘mdmhuﬂ.ﬂb‘hmAﬂhﬂlﬁ“*“ﬂﬂ-dl“,‘ﬂ”dhh“mm
Sposlly any chonalhve valualion melod.

S ELSCK C, indoais o o 608 sulegory of vaine of any “Wneerned” ncome eprepaiing move Then S800 recshus dusing the cosvent your bo the llng date andl, separately, e greceding
colndy yom, SOm 2o0ts end enwnse lated io Blssk A. Fer IRA's andd seiivomant plons et ave 89t ssli-d@iucied, you may st enly Hie value snd indioats “NA” les Insome.

Byse ohb  ndisste Sual an aastl, 0sme sowss, or Income s Gt of your epouse or dapendent child, 90 Indicew in the sskaun for (het pasposs en e far o, (This Is eptiensd )
Fer bwbhor bilbumation, 950 Wnshructions, pages T2-14

199 %
‘ BLOCK A oK ® SLOCK ©
Aseed undie insomw Ssune Vatustion of Asoet inseme

|
l

Regorting Dete
Vates 90 h'-'-:

AjBICiD]EIFiOIN

ey g e J uFuvihH;u l,'J_-h':W;L.
L R TR L A
A ii%** 5‘8 Eﬁiﬁﬁé'zsé 151;15-.‘15'-223

i
:
!
A

L ] T
P T

i
Y

G
——

] )

2

—
=
L
e
LA |
A
- -
.y .
= o
x
x
=
i
K 8.0 - $18.000
P
X A
x
T Rt

—— *

Fer addiionsl assels and unserned lnsoms, uee nemt page
$0-220-% -2 (Fawm ®)




e —*_\
R G-/F-7 R WAnite torce tergusn

S

570,990 crand t may s iy of ooy e Tox rEporiiy podes your dapendout chiid. Chok the ligheut ssmut susd dwing o

T o s e et o b o el i s e o o s o

e < VFQP
. é y deiplelrleln
= I — Type of Liskily "(..ilr}!
HEHH R

e ioigags o 1 e Towas, Uoobs, Dok
V—-POSITIONS
ener 27 Sulontr peny and b Tho S0 Jrins yOass a8 an SWVIOS", Gects?,
‘Sasies of v eI, parteT, o any B, pavingsabip, 61 ether budiness emterprive, sny nenpwolll apanisstion, ary

e, PRtz engioye, O camsshand
*“uq“-ﬂ“*m“ﬂ““& miermation, boo Fadssieas, (oo IR

mmrhwm-ﬂ“-.ﬂ“uwﬂdum-n NONE D T




PART VI—- AGREEMENTS (FOR NEW EMPLOYEES

ONLY, NOT CANDIDATES) mﬂlﬁzﬁiﬂﬂ“__nl >

ety dhwy i80S, =, and tomme of
parley any agresmen &

enangement with reepect (i fulre emplsyment; & oo of shosnse Awing i poriny of goverment servise: continveion
8 formey o currest othes han 80 U
-~ - [ ? 80 U5, Govamment: 7 ooniinging pelisipaiion is an omployse wellan o7 benefk plan mainiaingd by & lasner enployer.

nowe

N

Purtien To

w

Fw-mmnncsssoru,muowum

Rapest sowaee of outh componsstion reeshed
-~ - ) - umw*“.*“‘“ﬁﬂ“n
B sondossgeusrating 6 199 o payment of mose e $5.000. You need nel reped e U8, Govenvusst 08 & aswres. Fes nther nlamnailon, oee

yoory. This lnstudes

yl
OV Gher butiness entenpvise, or any fenpwit epaniaation disestly provided

L]

Smmples

.-:...::..........& ..... T i

| educational corsulfons-

Nodional Women's Polihical Commite worfshop Trouning

VIR—ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND CERTIFICATION

THUSTS--00 you. yow epount ov dopendant child sonshe incoms ham or have o Senslivial baytast In & Sual or afhver Granslsl anangement
oo helihgs o ast copeiing Sesouse the trust Js o "Cuslified Giing Trust” or olhey eusupied yust? A Oualiisd SBind Trust I8 & Yust which  Yes
huo boon epeciiisaly approved by Mo Commiies an Siandanis of Oflsttl Condusl. (Bae Insvusiions, page 98.)

- ]

DERPTION TEST ~Heve you emilied any asasts ov latilies of & spouse ov dependant child because ey eaost the 1hres els by aempliion?
500 bustroctions, puge 6.)

Yoo

s

"‘En

Tite Fininsle) Dlociomen Sintunent b roquised
Peran spon willon epplisation end
s to fis Gio rapant may bo subjent 0 ehld ond

0 waviened by he Conuaiiee on Standasds of

Ofilsinl Oongivet,
sanciions (Bve 8 ULO.C. app. § § 904 ant 18 U.S.C. §1001).

the Eics in Goverament Ast of 1078, 00 amended (5 U.8.C. app. 8. § 01 ot seq) The Siatement Wil bo made avallsdie t» anv
indhvidus) uhe hnouingly and wilhlly foloiics, o who inowing (

> .

SATE filvalh, Doy, Year)

ay /13,1992

K

-




2

3 2

M
™N
wn

EXHIBIT J LMU'IQ 3-7‘:”.

®

|2 i | E an

SENSITIVE

SR,
S

tcancidate BarSarh SoxdPlmd P
*Ane.'-“v zaddidae Rk BMcGAWN

3 drcoening of voif $ilred MEQL :

uarersin Camanilo. Ve wa (™I
;q' - Perez Fergusorr wiihd” ¥ G
Faign voiunisess wday 'k 4:30 g

i e new. headaearters lodated €F -
Lﬂ'«t Vantura Bivd. Camarille >3
The office smace for chis Wew .
‘loction is the former headqaidies

“of Da=nre Becxer, ‘msumben: E'

]

meat in “a -

lQﬂ.‘ﬂ.: i -—r':r« = hoe BB

*4emauca = 2 Soxes. McGrath and
Perez Fxjusen campugns av Be-

#:vc. Newmar Bw&'rm
cimpaign manager, mmu
Perez -g-.um camptign sam wd .
mmuhemm v

" Perez Ferguson ‘8 ruzning i the -
3 ccogresmonal diswie, which -
iBCiudes Sera Paula




st Lol , Mimbay, A N1ober 26, 1992

Actors back
IDemocrats
at rally in
Camarillo

9y DEE REFD

C(sarlly Solly News stoft
Hollywond sciers joimed 2 cvowd of

sbast 150 sappeticrn al & sally lov Uhe
_ Newsortatic ("arly in Camarille s Renday.

The Caunmille hradgemaricrs tor Barba
3 Neser, Anila I'rvez Ferguwn aad Rox
Mctialh, lacatcd ol 888 Venlwa Hivd,
wax the sile bor Ahe sally .

1Bil Angrindes, (hae of the Califorma -
Iy siy 1"2lv, nlvadeced cach of (e
auless and they had 2n epper tuadly i »e
ssunce why they suppos ied e Deymorral
i condidaten

The sriam were liran Slochwel from B
*Quavisn 1.r2p.” Trwy Evans (rem “(hine
Rrach,” Jobe Martin frem “Une Life fo
tave,” Hichod Masu Irem “Viae Doy ol »
Tiewe" and [unela Heed, whe darred m
“Himdergarien (op ™

Evans spuebe approvngly of all these >
whe psdestcd U win (v Verdmarn Acverd

wy o FKeawe, (hey chould be cosnlesd 3¢ |:
herors (o havimg Uhe inleprily (o pruiest
an ynjedd war Fyam tavl (his would nule

utalin 3y wwake THN Chinlen 2 hrro, lue
Loral ¢ smduinies who appeved A the
| alteswasn sally mrisded flank Slar, 10 ot fi i — - .
skt slalc Senale randidate, Mctalh, § - . : p TN/ e Yy Rrveguve Sl | i
INh ilsict slale A<winbiy —.'nl-l.n. Uebn Wekel sorsrilin oy News
Verer Pergusmm, 2hied Distewcd .. . Congrossional candilate Anita Perez Fergueon sigins a carm-  Ufal 81 Susday’s tally fos the Derwncratic Pasnty in Cunaillo.
. praign pestes for 10-year-uld mepostcs Weskey Ulanagan of  Hellywoud actorn joined abuwt 158 auppustcrs a8 tle cvent.

o address (he rally, she was scrompanied Sonla have bren velunleering iwe howrs a  Push rally,” sald Redrigeer. “There was a

1o the stage by 12 members of e sizth-  week al campaign headquariars for sever- ol of emgbasis an children There were a

Natiemal (rgamization fov Weaanem  guade class al Sieera Linde Elementary sl weels. They were cach given aa oppor- ot of children (here. Il was like 8 plewic *
as wrler of coremonies,  Sthool in (nacd. They weice 3l weming tunily te say why Lhey woul), N (hey could, “This eleclion is nol esly ior earsclors,”

“Anila” canpeign T-shirta vole for Perea Ferguson. aald I'erex Feargusen, “bul for people who
Accwrding o Tlodriguen, thesr same sle “This perlicelar rally wam't o bash caswol vele -~ ow children.”




Dabra Reid/Camarillo Dally News :
Headquarters open for business

State Assembiy candidate Rez McGrath, (2, and Congres- aiso share the headquarters located at 888 W. Ventura Bivd.
sional candidate Anita Perez Ferguson, ceiebrate the open  The oiSce space was donated by Daphne Becker, former
ing of their new campaign headquarters 1 Camarill> on  Republican Congressional candidate. About 7§ supporters i
Friday afiemnoon. LS. Senate candidate Barbara Boxet w1l atrended the official grand opening of the office.
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From left. candidates Roz McGrath, A?ini Perez Ferguson and Barbara Boxer and actress Mary Steenburgen at Camani.o ra.ly

A Three-for-All

= Politics: Democratic candidates band together and call for
change—and abortion rights—in rallies in Camarillo and at the fair.

By RON SOBLE
TIMES STAFF WRITER

‘J 7 ear-of -the- woman polltics ook
center stage in Ventura County on
Tuesday as three female Democratic

carndiaates stumped for histonc changes in

the state Legislature and Cengress.

Barpara Boxer. An:ta Perez Fergison
and Roz McGrath. teaming up 4t a noon
raiiy 1n Camarillo and (ater a: 1he Ventura
County Fair. said the tme had arrived fors
gender revoiution.

“We are going to give Wasning:on the
x:nd of cnange it rea;iy nceas—a sex
cnange.” McGrath. a state Asgemo.v
candidate *old aocut 200 peopie. mostiy
women. outside a Camariilo office complex

“ldon’t wania government that can't

even balance its budget to have anything tc
do with my reproductive rights.” she ssid.
McGrath, 48. is a Camartllo schooi teacher
and a first-ume candidate in the 37th
Assembly Distnct.

“The women's movermer: has caugnt up
with us finaliy. We bad been ieft ouv.”

- McGrath said later. ‘“This country s over

200 years old and we stil have a piddling
nercentage of women 1n government.”

- The upbeat rally of predominantiy
cheering, sign-loting women was held nex:
to the office complex owned by
businesswoman Daphne Becker, 2
Republican who .ot a June primary contes.
for a seat repregenung Ventura County 1n
the House of Representatives. Becker has
since donated campaign office spacs Lo
Democrats McGrath, congressionai

Plesase sece WOMEN, B

Cole Betties. 2. front, steais snow &%e
Barbara Boxer invites children onstags




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20461

JUNE 30, 1993

Maria Cino, Executive Director

National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, SE

Wwashington, DC 20003

MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Cino:

This letter acknowledges receipt on June 22, 1993, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by Anita Perez
Ferguson, and Anita for Congress and Marcelline I. Curran, as
treasurer. The respondents will be notified of this complaint
within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should you

receive any additional information in this matter, please
forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original
complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 3791. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Clgait G- Dhaun,
Abigail A. Shaine

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20463

JUNE 30, 1993

Marcelline I. Curran, Treasurer
Anita For Congress

P.0O. Box 24361

ventura, CA 93002

MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Curran:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Anita For Congress ("Committee"™) and you, as
treasurer, 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 NMUR 3791. 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. 1If 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. 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.




Marcelline I. Curran, Treasurer

Anita For Congress
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and
ask to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
For your information, we have enclosed a brief

(CED).
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling

complaints.
Sincerely,
ad Q. Ahaen
Abigail A. Shaine

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

JUNE 30, 1993

Anita Perez Ferguson
P.O. Box 24361
Ventura, CA 93002

MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Ferguson:

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 3791.
Please refer to this nuaber 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. 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.




Anita Perez Ferguson
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and
ask to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
(CED). PFor your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Cbgold @ Sl
Abigail A. Shaine
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20461

JULY a9, 1q93

Marcelline I. Curran, Treasurer
Anita for Congress

PO Box 24361

Venturo, CA 93002

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Mr. Curran:

on June 30, 1993, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission received a complaint from Maria Cino, the Executive
Director of the National Republican Congressional Committee,
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

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

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Voor- %

Noriega E. James
Paralegal

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20461

AULY §. 1993

Anita Perez Ferguson
PO Box 241361
Ventura CA 93002

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Ferguson

Oon June 30, 1993, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission received a complaint from Maria Cino, the Executive
Director of the National Republican Congressional Committee,
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the

complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

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

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’'s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Noriega 2 James

Paralegal

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 20461

JU'Y 9, 1993

Harold Silen, Treasurer
Barbara Boxer for US Senate
PO Box 641751

Los Angeles, CA 90064

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Mr. Silen:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Barbara Boxer for US Senate ("Committee") and you,
as treasurer, 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 3791. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. 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 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. 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.




Harold Silen, Treasurer
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

5 Klein
istant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: Senator Barbara Boxer




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204613
JULY 9, 1993
Jeffrey R. Becker, Treasurer
Friends of Daphne Becker for Congress

888 West Ventura Blvd; Suite B
Camarillo, CA 93010

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Mr. Becker:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Friends of Daphne Becker for Congress ("Committee")
and you, as treasurer, 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 3791.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. 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 subritted 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.S5.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.




Jeffrey R. Becker, Treasurer
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

a E. Klein
ssistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 20461

JULY 9, 1993
Daphne Becker
PO Box 5604
Oxnard, CA 93031

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Becker:

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 3791. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. 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. 1If 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.




Daphne Becker
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D ¢ 20461
JULY 9, 1993

Moorpark General Store
233 East High
Moorpark, CA 93021

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Sirs or Madams:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Moorpark General Store 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 3791. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. Under the Act, you have the opportunity
to demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against
Moorpark General Store 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(a2)(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.




Moorpark General Store
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If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’'s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

{ a E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463
JIILY 9, 1993

Landmark I Ltd.
PO Box 5604
Ooxnard, CA 93031

RE: MUR 3791
Dear Sirs or Madams:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Landmark I Ltd. 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 3791.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. Under the Act, you have the opportunity
to demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against
Landmark I Ltd. 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. 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.




Landmark I Ltd.
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If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
Por your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DO 20461

JULY 9, 1993

William Ferguson
3340 Sunset Lane
Oxnard, CA 93033

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

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 3791. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. 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.S5.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.




William Ferguson
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and ask
to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket (CED).
Por your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

ﬁzé; E. Klein
ssistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




¢ FEDERAL ELECTION ?
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PERKINS COIE MAlL ROOM

A Law PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS ..lzz "'ﬂ""’i
607 FourTeENTH STREET, N.W. » WasnminGTON, D.C. 20005-2011

(202) 628-6600 * FacsiMiLe (202) 434-1690
July 21, 1993

VIA FACSIMILE

Mr. Eric Brown

Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, '
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 3791

Dear Mr. Brown:

On behalf of Anita for Congress and Marcelline I. Curran,
as Treasurer, we request an extension of time to respond to
the complaint filed by the National Republican Congressional
Committee. Due to the recent designation of Perkins Coie as
counsel (attached), we do not have an adequate opportunity to
respond. An extension of time is necessary in order to review

the record, have an adequate opportunity to discuss the issues
with our client, collect factual information, and prepare a
comprehensive response. Therefore we are requesting an
extension until August 16.

Very truly your

F////& o L

Holly Schadler
Counsel for Respondents

Attachment

BHS:mah

[17102-0001/DA932020.029)

Vi'E 8 HoxG KONG ® Los ANGELES ® PORTLAND ® SEATTLE ® SPOKANE ©

STRATEGIC ALLIANCE: RussEll & DuMovun, Vascouver, B.(




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 3791

NAME OF COUNSEL: ©b- Holly Schadler

ADDRESS : Perkins Coie

607 14th Street, NW, Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202 14
TELEPHONE: ( 0% ) 628-6600

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

before the Commission.

-~
TR
7/21/93 bWb&(% —

Date Signature

(o AL Ry Crgrntn

Anita for Congress, and Marcelline 1. Curran,
RESPONDENT’S NAME: As Treasurer

ADDRESS : P.0. Box 24361

Ventura, CA 93002

TELEPHONE: HOME(

BUSINESS(




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046)

JULY 27, 1993

B. Holly Schadler

Perkins Coie

607 14th street, NW, Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005

+ MUR 3791
Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran,
as treasurer

Dear Ms. Schadler:

This is in response to your letter dated July 21, 1993,
requesting an extension until August 16, 1993, 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 August 16, 1993.

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

Sincerely,

Paralegal




Barbara B&er

for United States Senate

P.O. Box 641751
Los Angeles, CA 90064

July 21, 1993

Lisa E. Klein

Assistant General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3791
Dear Ms. Klein,

This letter is in response to your notification to our committee of
the above referenced MUR. The notification appears to be due to
the mention of Barbara Boxer 1in several newspaper articles
submitted as exhibits to the complaint filed which is the subject
of the MUR.

The Boxer for U.S. Senate campaign had extremely limited use of
Daphne Becker’s office. While Daphne Becker offered the office to
all the women candidates, the Boxer campaign did not ever consider
or use the office as any sort of headquarters. Our office “use"
consisted of having two small organizational meetings there,
participating in a rally in the parking lot outside of the office
(with the other women candidates) and leaving some campaign
literature there for approximately three months. We had no phone,
no equipment, no signs and no staff at that office. When people
came in 1looking for the Boxer campaign, they were directed
(depending on where they lived) to our contact people in either
Thousand Oaks or Ojai. Our understanding was that the office was
primarily used as an official headquarters for Roz McGrath, an
unsuccessful candidate for State Assembly. She had a phone,
computer and her staff based out of that office.

We have preliminarily discussed this matter with our Reports
Analyst as to whether an amended report should be filed reflecting
the value of our proportionate use as an in-kind contribution.
Should it be determined that this is the case, we will file
amendment(s) for the period(s) affected.

Sincerely

Ka¥en D. Harter

Assistant Treasurer

~Aet-Hallvwood Blvd., Suite 514 -2 PotkStreet—Suihe#®
Los Angeles, CA 90028 San Francisco, CA 94102
1213) 465-0299, Fax (213) 465-0888 (415) 771-3710, Fax (415) 771-6260

Pawd for v Barbara Boxer for Senate Commitice. Hal Silen, Treasurer [D#® COO249730  affies = @
™ K




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20483

JULY 28, 19953

B. Holly Schadler, Esquire
Perkins Coie

607 14th Street, NW; Suite 800
Wwashington, DC 20005

RE: MUR 3791
Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran,
as treasurer

Dear Ms. Schadler:

On June 30, 1993, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint from
Maria Cino, the Executive Director of the National Republican
Congressional Committee, alleging violations of certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At
that time your clients were given a copy of the complaint and
informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of the notification.

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

If you have any questions, please call (202) 219-3690 and
ask to speak with a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
(CED).

Sincerely,

ey 7 o

Noriega E James /
Paralegal v
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PERKINS COIE

A law Paztramssny Inciuning PROFISHIONAL CORPORATIONS
607 PourTmanTn STaser, N W. « Wasmmvoton, D.C. 20005-2011
(202) 628-6600 = Pacumita (202) 434-1680

August 12, 1993

YIA FACSIMILE

Mr. Brik Morrison

Office of the Genaral Counsel
Pederal Elaction Cormission
999 B Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Ret NUR 3791 = Aanita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Morrison:;

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, this letter
responds to the complaint filed by Maria Cino, Executive
Director of the National Rapublican Congressional Cammittee
("NRCC") against Anita for Congress and Narcelline I. Curran,
as Treasurer ("Respondents®).

This complaint does not meat the minimal standards for
£iling complaints prescribed under Sections 111.4 and 111.5 of
the Pederal Election Commission's Regulations. The complaint
reflects that it wvas subscribed and sworn before the
public on May €, 1992. And yet, it was not filed until
June 22, 1993, over one year later. This one year
delay in filing the complaint should impair its validity. It
is common practice among government agencies to require that
signatures on formal documents be notariged within a recent
time period; in some cases, that time period is as short as 10
days. Dooumants that are not signed and notarized in a timely
manner are commonly raturned unfiled.

It is questionable whether this complaint was actually
signed in May, 1992, since the subject of the complaint is the
1992 election cycle and many of the exhibits and reports
offered to support the complaint are from a time period after
May, 1992. In addition, Maria Cino was not the Executive
Director of the NRCC at that time, nor was she an amployee of
the NRCC. This suggests that the complaint vas, in fact,
notarized on May 6, 1993. In that case, the notarized
signature and the statement "subscribed and sworn before me
this 6th of May, 1992" ara clearly false. Tharefore, thes

[00000-0000/DASFIZI30.040]
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signature, the notariszation, and thus the complaint are
invalid.

Wa request that tha Commission return this ocomplaint as
invalid. 1If, however, the Commission fails to do so,
Respondents do not waive their right to respond to the
substantive issues raised in this complaint.

M

B. Holly Schadler
Counssl to Respondents

BHS:slh
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WOASHING TOIN J

AUJGUST 13, 1993

B. Holly Schadler, Esgqg.
Perkins Coie

607 Fourteenth Street, NW
washington, D.C. 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3791
Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Schadler:

This letter is a response to your letter, dated August 12,
1993, regarding the validity of a complaint which was filed on
June 22, 1993 by the National Republican Congressional Committee
against the Anita for Congress Committee and Marcelline I.
Curran, as treasurer. Your letter states that the complaint
does not meet the minimal standards for filing complaints under
11 C.F.R. §§ 111.4 and 111.5 of the Commission’s regulations for
two alternative reasons.

First, you state that if the date on which the complaint
was subscribed and sworn to before the notary, May 6, 1992, is
correct, a one year delay exists between the date on which the
complaint was subscribed and sworn to and the date the complaint
was filed with the Commission. You indicate that such a delay
impairs the validity of the complaint. Second, you state that
if the complaint was subscribed and sworn to before a notary on
May 6, 1993, but that a typographical error resulted in the date
appearing on the complaint as May 6, 1992, the notarized
signature and the statement "subscribed and sworn before me this
6th day of May, 1992" are clearly false. You indicate that such
circumstance impairs the validity of the complaint.

According to 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(b)(2), a complaint must be
sworn to and signed in the presence of a notary public and
notarized. The Office of General Counsel has reviewed the
complaint at issue and concludes that it meets such requirements
because it was both subscribed and sworn to before a notary
public and notarized. Section 111.4(b)(2) does not require the
inclusion of the date on which the complaint is subscribed and
sworn to before a notary. Therefore, an incorrect date does not
impair the validity of the complaint. Section 111.4(b)(2) also
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B. Holly Schadler, Esq.
MUR 3791
Page 2

does not require that a complaint be filed within any specific
time period after the complaint is subscribed and sworn to
before a notary. Thus, a time delay between the date on which
the complaint is subscribed and sworn to before a notary and the

date on which the complaint is filed does not impair the
validity of the complaint.

Thus, a response to the complaint is due by close of

business on August 16, 1993. 1If you have any questions, please
contact Mary Taksar at 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Jobﬁ&«w

BY: Lois G. Ler
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463
8/11/93

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Klein,

In response to your letter dated July 9, 1993, received
August 4, 1993, I can confirm that we did lease space
in cur building to the Ferguson campaign committee

for $250.00.

If you have any further questins feel free to contact
me at (805) 529-4920.

Sin ely,

¥;//
om Schleve

General Partner, Moorpark General Store




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

AUGUST 17, 1993

B. Holly Schadler

Perkins Cole

607 rourteenth Street, Nw
washington, D.C. 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3791
Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Schadler:

This letter confirms our telephone conversation of
August 16, 1993, during which you requested an additional
four-day extension in order to respond to the complaint in the
above-noted matter. The Office of the General Counsel has
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on Friday, August 20, 1993.

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

Sincerely,

“ﬁvyuh 1. TaSoon

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




. PERKINS COIE .

A Law PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
607 FOuRTEENTH STeeer, N.W. * Wasmincton, D.C. 20005-2011
(202) 62R-6600 « Facsimitg € 202) 434-1690

August 19, 1993

Ms. Mary Taksar

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3791 - Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as Treasurer

Dear Mary:

Enclosed you will find the Anita for Congress filing in
MUR 3791. This letter is to advise you that the Schleve
Affidavit will be forwarded to you under separate cover.

slncerely,ﬂgégiz;;f

Holly Schadler
Counsel to Respondents

Attachment
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PERKINS COIE

A LAw PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
GOT FOURTEENTH STREET N.W. » WasninGTON, D.C. 20005-2011
(202) 628-6600 « FacsiMiLe (202) 434-1690

August 20, 1993

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

wWwashington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3791 - Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter responds to the complaint filed by Maria
Cino, Executive Director of the National Republican
Congressional Committee ("NRCC") against Anita for Congress
(the "Committee") and Marcelline I. Curran', as Treasurer
("Respondents"). Complainant raises several issues related to
the Committee's reports from the 1990 and 1992 elections.
Complainant draws conclusions based on insufficient and often
incorrect information. Respondents request that this
complaint be dismissed with no further action.

Reporting of Candidate Loans. Complainant raises an
issue related to the Committee's reporting of personal loans

from the candidate. She cites examples where certain of these
loans were consolidated with other obligations and debts in
subsequent reports.

The Committee reported all candidate loans as they were
made and continuously in compliance with the Federal Election
Campaign Act (the "Act"). FEC regulations require that "each
report ... disclose the amount and nature of outstanding debts
and obligations owed by ... the reporting committee". 11
C.F.R. § 104.3(d). The loans must be disclosed continuously
until extinquished. 11 C.F.R. § 104.11(a). As noted in the
complaint, the Committee reported the receipt of all candidate
loans as required on Schedules A and C. At no time did

'Marcelline I. Curran is no longer treasurer. The current treasurer
is William Ferguson.

[17102-0001/DA932250.042]
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
August 20, 1993
Page 2

disclosure fall short of providing complete information on the
candidate's assistance to her campaign.

In preparing the Committee's 1990 reports, a former
treasurer inadvertently consolidated a $37,500 loan and a
$5,042.95 debt. This one-time clerical error was then
mistakenly duplicated on subsequent FEC reports. When
Ms. Curran took over as Treasurer, she had no reason to
suspect that the reports from the 1990 campaign contained this
error. Thus, the Schedules C and D of previous reports were
merely copied. Nevertheless, these minor clerical errors did
not in any way adversely affect full public disclosure of the
candidate's support for her campaign.

Office Space. Complainant alleges that the Committee had
office space in Camarillo for which it failed to pay rent or
to report receipt of an in-kind contribution. 1In fact, the
Committee never rented, nor did it have use of, office space
in Camarillo. The offices referred to in newspaper articles
accompanying the complaint served as the campaign headquarters
of Roz McGrath, a candidate for the California State Assembly.

The Committee did not have employees or volunteers working in
this location, nor did it use this space for "offices".

On several occasions, the parking lot surrounding the
office was used for joint campaign events. Several women
candidates running for office in "The Year of the Woman"
occasionally combined efforts as a new style of political
campaigning. Rallies were held there for candidates McGrath,
Perez Ferguson, Boxer, and Feinstein. But the Committee
obtained Ms. McGrath's prior permission to utilize the area
for any public events and the space was made available to
other candidates on the same occasional basis. The office
phone number was never given out as a contact number for the
Committee. Therefore, any allegation that the Committee was
obligated to pay rent for this space or somehow account for it
is entirely without merit.

Complainant also contends that the Committee paid
insufficient rent in Moorpark. Ms. Cino gives no basis,
however, for estimating the "fair market value" of this office
space at 98¢ per square foot. Even if this figure were
correct as a general matter, it presumes that the space was
marketable at that rate. The Committee's offices in Moorpark
occupied approximately one-half of the second floor of a two-
story building. At the time that the Committee rented this

[17102-0001/DA932250 042




Lawrence M. Noble, Esqg.
August 20, 1993
Page 3

space, the second floor was undergoing major construction to
accommodate a sports bar that would occupy the other half of
the second level. See Schleve Affidavit.

The owner had tried unsuccessfully to rent this office
space for approximately one year, but had been unsuccessful
because the noise, dirt, and inconvenience of the construction
work made the space unsuitable for any short or long-term
tenant. See Schleve Affidavit. Therefore, he was more than
happy to find any tenant to occupy the space at whatever rent
could be retrieved so long as his overhead costs were covered.
See Schleve Affidavit. The Committee and Mr. Schleve
negotiated a rental rate based on these circumstances. Even
after the construction ended and the Committee moved from the
space, Mr. Schleve has been unable to rent the offices. See
Schleve Affidavit. Therefore, any allegation that the
Committee received an in-kind contribution related to the use
of this space is false.

Candidate lLoans. Finally, Complainant alleges that
Ms. Ferguson did not have sufficient personal assets to make

the loans to her campaign. The sole basis for this allegation
are the assets disclosed in Ms. Ferguson's financial
disclosure statement. This statement does not, however,
include any information about certain of the candidate's
assets, and provides only general information about other
assets.

Ms. Ferguson had ample personal resources to make these
loans. Salary, fees, and 50% of the savings and interest
reported on the 1990 financial disclosure statement
constituted available "personal assets" in the amount of
approximately $42,000. Complainant appears to concede that
Ms. Ferguson had adequate assets to lend the Committee $37,000
in 1990.

As to the additional $42,000 in loans in June, 1992, the
records indicate additional salary and fees earned by
Ms. Ferguson in 1991 and 1992 in the amount of $39,934.
Ms. Ferguson and her husband also owned, as joint tenants,
promissory notes from South Hills Community Church. These
notes were purchased in 1974 and were earning interest at
approximately 9% per annum. Because of the dramatic drop in
interest rates, the Church was able to refinance its debt at
more affordable rates and paid off the outstanding notes prior
to their due date.

[17102-0001/DA932250.042) 8/20/93




Lawrence M. Noble, Esqg.
August 20, 1993
Page 4

Thus, the Ferguson's received a payment of $77,904.88
(principal and interest) from the Church as payment in full of
its obligation. This was reported on their 1992 income tax
return. Ms. Ferguson's personal share of this total was
$38,952.44. This amount, coupled with the salary and
earnings, was more than enough to substantiate her ability to
loan the campaign an additional $42,000 from her "personal"
assets.

As discussed above, there is no basis for any of
Complainant's allegations. Respondents request that the
complaint be dismissed with no further action.

TRk

B. Holly Schadle
Counsel to Respondents

[17102-0001/DAS32250.042) 8/20/93
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OGe. 97732

August 23, 1993

Ms. Mary Taksar

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, KW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3791 - Anita for Congress and
Marcelline I. Curran, as Treasurer

Dear Mary:

Enclosed you will find the affidavit of Tommy Lee Schleve
referenced in the Committee's response, dated August 20, 1993,
in this matter.

Sincerely,
B. Holly Schadler
Counsel to Respondents

Attachment
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BEFORE THE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Anita for Congress and

Marcelline I. Curran,

as Treasurer MUR 3791

AFFIDAVIT OF TOMMY LEE SCHLEVE

I, Tommy Lee Schleve, under penalty of perjury pursuant

to Section 1746 of Title 28, declare as follows:

1.

I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein,
and if called upon to testify in this matter, I would

testify as set forth herein.

I am the owner of the office building located at 233 East
High Street, Moorpark, California, a part of which was
rented by the Anita for Congress Committee (the

"Committee").

The Committee's offices occupied approximately one-half

of the second floor of the two-story building.

At the time the Committee rented this space, the second
floor was undergoing construction to accommodate a sports

bar that would occupy the other half of the second floor.

[04031-0001/DA920300.012] 8/19/93




5. I tried unsuccessfully to rent this office space for
approximately one year prior to the time the Committee

expressed interest in leasing the space.

The inconveniences caused by the construction were a

major deterrent to prospective tenants.

At the time the Committee expressed an interest in the
space, 1 was offering to rent the space for a
significantly reduced rate in order to cover my overhead
expenses. 1 was able to negotiate a rental arrangement

with the Committee that satisfied this condition.

Since the Committee moved from the space, I have been

unable to rent these offices.

Further Affiant sayeth not.

[

Tommy Schleve

Subscribed and sworn to before me this{/3tﬁ4“

day of
| LQ;L\L , 1993.
/

V- - a7
Z\NMUNT / A MAMEG—
Notery Bt 7

VENTURA COUNTY
My comm. expires JAN 28,

[04031-0001/DA920300.012] 8/19/93




GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT, DATED APRIL 5, 1994,
AND CERTIFICATION OF COMMISSION VOTE, DATED MAY 5, 1994,
ARE FILED AT THE FOLLOWING MICROFILM LOCATION:

MUR ROLL: 352 FRAMES: 2832-2847
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

June 6, 1994

Maria Cino, Executive Director

National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, S.E.

washington, D.C. 20003

RE: MUR 3791

Dear Ms. Cino:

On June 22, 1993, the Federal Election Commission received
your complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its Ffile
in this matter on June 3, 1994. This matter will become part of
the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission’s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,
TGAly & Talwon

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 3791
ANITA POR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WMASHINCTON, DU 204

June 6, 1994

B. Holly Schadler, Esq.
Perkins Coie

607 Fourteenth Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3791
Anita for Congress Committee and
Marcelline 1. Curran, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Schadler:

On June 30, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, Anita for Congress Committee and
Marcelline I. Curran, as treasurer, of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that

notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against your clients. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter on June 3, 1994.

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




B. Holly Schadler, Esq.
MUR 3791
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

'rt\m\.od’- Todoe.

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 204614

June 6, 1994

Anita Perez Ferguson
P.0. Box 24361
Ventura, CA

RE: MUR 3791
Anita Perez Ferguson

Dear Ms. Ferguson:

On July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this

matter on June 3, 1994.

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




Anita Perez Ferguson
MUR 3791
Page 2

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

oMoy 3- Tuhooa.

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

X
@
M
o™
n
M
<r
o
-
O




N
™~
=0
P
N
w
M
~r
<
™

MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DU 204l

June 6, 1994

Karen D. Harter, Assistant Treasurer
Barbara Boxer for U.S. Senate

P.O. Box 641751

Los Angeles, CA 90064

RE: MUR 3791
Barbara Boxer for U.S. Senate and
Harold Silen, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Harter:

on July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Barbara Boxer for U.S. Senate ("the Committee") and Harold
Silen, as treasurer, of a complaint alleging certain violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A
copy of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the Committee and
Harold Silen, as treasurer. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on

June 3, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to subait
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.




Karen D. Harter, Assistant Treasurer
MUR 3791

Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mo 3. Tadsen
Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20468

June 6, 1994

Daphne Becker
P.O0. Box 5604
Ooxnard, CA 93031

RE: MUR 3791
Daphne Becker

Dear Ms. Becker:

On July 9, 1994, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter on June 3, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.




Daphne Becker
MUR 3791
Page 2

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

Many 3. Todhoon

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO XMy

June 6, 1994

Jeffrey R. Becker, Treasurer

Friends of Daphne Becker for Congress
888 West Ventura Blvd., Suite B
Camarillo, CA 93010

RE: MUR 3791
Friends of Daphne Becker for Congress
and Jeffrey R. Becker, as
treasurer

Dear Mr. Becker:

On July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Friends of Daphne Becker for Congress ("Committee”) and you,
as treasurer, of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the Committee and you,
as treasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the
Commission closed its file in this matter on June 3, 1994.

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




Jeffrey R. Becker, Treasurer
MUR 3791
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3690.
Sincerely,
Moy 3 Tobwon,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, lcans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTION DO 203

June 6, 1994

Tom Schleve, General Partner
Moorpark General Store

233 High Street

Moorpark, CA 93021

RE: MUR 3791
Moorpark General Store

Dear Mr. Schleve:

On July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Moorpark General Store of a complaint alleging certain
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the Moorpark General
Store. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission
closed its file in this matter on June 3, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.




Jeffrey R. Becker, Treasurer
MUR 3791
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3690.
Sincerely,

Moy 3- Tahaon

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHISNGTON DU 204n

June 6, 1994

Jeffrey R. Becker
Landmark I Ltd.
P.O. Box 5604
oxnard, CA 93031

RE: MUR 3791
Landmark I. Ltd.

Dear Mr. Becker:

S

on July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
Landmark I. Ltd. of a complaint alleging certain violations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

8

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against Landmark I Ltd. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter on June 3, 1994.
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The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. 1If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.
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Jeffrey R. Becker
MUR 3791
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3690.
Sincerely,
MZSTOM

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D 2(Mdb 1

June 6, 1994

William Ferguson
3340 Sunset Lane
oxnard, CA 93033

RE: MUR 3791
William Ferguson

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

On July 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter on June 3, 1994,

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.




William Ferguson
MUR 3791
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

oMM, 3. Tudoen

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 3791
ANITA FOR CONGRESS

The National Republican Congressional Committee filed a
complaint alleging that the Anita for Congress Committee
improperly consolidated and reported candidate loans in its
1990-1992 reports, failed to report office space and reduced
rent as in-kind contributions, and that Anita Perez Ferguson did
not have adequate personal assets to cover her candidate loans.

In response to the complaint, the Committee acknowledges
that, due to a clerical error, loans were incorrectly
consolidated in its 1990 reports. The Committee states that it
did not rent or occupy office space in Camarillo and thus, did
not receive in-kind contributions for such office space. The
Committee indicates that it paid fair-market value for office
space in Moorpark and submitted an affidavit from Mr. Tommy
Schleve, the owner of the building. Mr. Schleve states that
because he had difficulty finding tenants for his building, he
decided to rent the space at a reduced rate in order to cover
his overhead expenses. According to the Committee, Anita Perez
Ferguson possessed $42,000 in personal assets to cover the
$37,000 in loans she made to the Committee.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to
the other issues pending before the Commission. There is no
evidence that the activity had significant impact on the process
and there appears to be no serious intent to violate FECA.
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