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BEFORE THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

CENTER FOR RESPONSIVE POLITICS

1320 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 857-0044

COMPLAINT

UK. 357

Complainant,

Respondent,

COMPLAINT OF CENTER FOR RESPONSIVE POLITICS

1. This complaint charges that the respondent has violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act, 2 US.C. § 431 et seq., as amended (“FECA”), by making aggregate
contributions in excess of the limits permitted by the FECA.

PARTIES

2. The complainant, the Center for Responsive Politics, is a nonprofit, nonpartisan
research group incorporated in the State of lowa and headquartered in Washington, D.C.,
that studies Congress and related issues. Founded in 1983, it was designed to research
matters concerning the organization and operation of Congress as an institution and to
examine potential reforms that could improve both its internal operation and its
responsiveness to the American public. The patterns of contributions of money to federal
candidates has been one of its chief areas of study.

3. The respondent is an individual contributor to various candidates and political
committees.




APPLICABLE STATUTES AND REGULATIONS

4. The FECA limits contributions by any one individual to an aggregate total of $25,000
per calendar year. Contributions to a candidate or the candidate’s authorized committee
made in a year other than the calendar year of the election with respect to which the
contribution is made are considered to be made during the calendar year in which such
election is held. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(3); 11 C.F.R. § 110.5.

GROUNDS FOR COMPLAINT

5. According to FEC records, respondent Mary Newman made contributions subject to
FECA in the amounts and to the persons identified in the list attached to this complaint
as Exhibit 1. Attached as Exhibit 2 are copies of the FEC records for each contribution
listed in Exhibit 1. All exhibits reflect the records on file at the FEC as of December 15,
1993.

6. On information and belief, respondent Mary Newman made contributions attributed
to the 1992 calendar year in the amount of $30,000. These contributions exceeded by
$5,000 the $25,000 contribution limit imposed by the FECA and Commission regulations
on all contributions by any individual in a calendar year.

RELIEE

7. The Center for Responsive Politics respectfully urges the Commission to conduct a
prompt and thorough investigation into the allegations in this Complaint, and to declare
that the Respondent has violated the FECA and Commission regulations.

Respectfully submitted,

Ellen S. Miller
Executive Director
CENTER FOR RESPONSIVE POLITICS
1320 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Date: January 14, 1994 (202) 857-0044




VERIFICATION
The undersigned complainant, on behalf of the Center for Responsive Politics,

swears that the statements in this C laint are based on the sources indicated, and as
such, are true and correct to the best of her information and belief.

& o L Pecoves

Ellen S. Miller

District of Columbia )
) ss

Subscribed and sworn before me this l4th day of January, 1994.

Notary ﬁfblic




NEWMAN, MARY @ 9
Contributions Attributed to 1092

Summary of FEC Data

Reciplent Amount Date FEC Microfilm Location

Democratic National Cmite $5,000 03/04/92 92FEC/751/0803
Democratic Netional Crmte $5,000 07/16/92 92FEC/774/4872
Democratic Netional Crmite $5,000 09/21/92 92FEC/793/1880
Democratic National Cmite $7,500 10/21/92 92FEC/809/2434
Emiy’s List $5,000 09/24/92 92FEC/794/1479
Feinstein, Dianne $1,000 10/22/92 92SEN/029/0171
Handgun Control Voter Education Fund $1,000 01/27/92 92FEC/749/4307
Ryan, Judith M $500 04/24/92 92HSE/452/2169
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. WNary Boumen : 22,800.00 30/23/92 7,000.00
333 Brighton Nd.
Del Nar, CA 92628

Nr. Rogere Newman
7768 Bmile St.
Baton Rouge, LA 70807
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i 11 ot ¢2
BMILY'S LIST ‘., tine 11(a)

schedule A -~ Itemised Receipts
9/01/92 - 9/30/92 ¢

Any information copied from such Reports and Statements may nhot de sold or

used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for

commercial purposes, other than using the names and addrefss of any political

committee to solicit contributions from such committee.

Murphy, Joyce Employer: ' Date
12531 01d Seward Highway Self
Occupation:
Anchorage, AK 99315 Veterinarian
Aggregate Year to
250.00

Amount:
9/16/92 250.00

Myerson, Rachel Tabori Employer:
2029 Century Park E.
Suite 300 Occupation:
Los Angeles, CA 90067 REQUESTED
Aggregate Year to
1,000.00

\ Newman, Mary Employer: Date
45N Brighton Road 9/24/92

Amount:
1,000.00

Occupation:
g Corona Del Mar, CA 92625 REQUESTED

. Aggregate Year to
o 5,000.00

N perlman, Shirley Employer: Date Amount:
e 1000 Bast Island Blvd. Self 5 9/22/92 1,000.00
; #3104 Occupation:

<\ Williems Island, FL 33160 Homemaker

Aggregate Year to

~D 1,000.00

3)’ Pillard, Ellen Employer: Date Amount:
<+ 1420 Rarl Drive 9/22/92 2%0.00
: Occupation:
~ Reno, NV 89503 REQUESTED
Aggregate Year to
250.00

~

Poundstone, Paula Employer: Date Amount:
1027 Chelsea Avenue Self 9/02/92 100.00

Occupation:
Santa Monica, CA 90403 Stand-Up Comic

Aggregate Year to Date:
600.00

Subtotal this




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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January 28, 1994

EZllen S. Miller, Executive Director
Center for Responsive Politics

1320 19th Street, N.W.

washington, D.C. 20036

MUR 3898

Dear Ms. NMiller:

This letter acknowledges receipt on January 21, 1994, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act"), by Mary
Newman. The respondent will be notified of this complaint
wvithin 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 3898. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. FPFor your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Weny. 7. Tnkaces,,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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January 28, 1994

Mary Newman
4533 Brighton Road
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625

MUR 3898

Dear Ms. Newman:

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 3898.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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

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




Mary Newman
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. Por your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Wa/pﬁzjjaéam%

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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Robert Matsui, Treasurer

DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National Committee
430 S. Capitol Street, S.E.

Wwashington, D.C. 20003

MUR 3898

Dear Mr. Matsui:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National
Committee ("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 3898. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

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




Robert Matsui, Treasurer

DNC Services Corporation/Democratic Natioanl Committee
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. PFor your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,
Moy 3. Tadoon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




MARY M. NEWNRAN {{ 21 AN ‘W

February 10th 1994

General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 3898

£ 4 bl 43346

Dear Commission Members,

Rh

This letter is in response to your correspondence —
dated January 28th 1994 notifying me of a complaint
filed against me by the Center For Responsive Politics.
I would like to start off by saying that I made every
attempt to follow the guidelines of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

I recently became a citizen after living in this
country for a number of years, and , not having
previously had occasion to be concerned with the

Campaign Act, I took considerable trouble to discover
vhat was required.

Finding the information available from the media
confusing, for instance as to whether the Act applied
to a calendar year or to vhat was referred to as:
"the election year period", I contacted several
organizations, including the League of Women Voters.
All of them professed ignorance or uncertainty,
or gave conflicting advice. Relying, therefore, on
my own best judgment, 1 believed that my donations
were within the limits of the Act.

As 1 was told, and as stated on page 2,4 of the
complaint, the Act restricts contributions made to
"a candidate or the candidate's authorized committee."
It was my impression that this did not apply to
Emily's List which, I understood, supported all

4533 BRIGHTON ROAD CORONA DEL MAR CALIFORNIA 92625
(714) 759-3625




|. = .

vomen candidates As to the Handgun Control Voter
Education Fund, its goal is education, not support
of a candidate or candidates.

I do not believe that my donations exceeded or
contradicted the intent of the Act. I wish that the
organizations which constantly badger one for more
money vere obliged to make it more clear exactly
vhere they stand in relation to the Act.

Yours truly

Mary Newman (Mrs)
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David Wilhelm, Chairman

March 3, 1994

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

Attention: Joan McEnery, Esq.
RE: MUR 3898
Dear Ms. McEnery:

Enclosed please find the Designation of Counsel and Response
for the respondents DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National
Committee and Robert T. Matsui as Treasurer for the above
referenced Matter Under Review.

If you have any questions or need further information,
please contact the undersigned.

Sincerely yours,

I3

oséph E. Sandler, General Counsel
Neil P. Reiff, Deputy General Counsel

Attorneys for Respondents

DNC Services Corporation/Democratic
National Committee and Robert T. Matsui
as Treasurer

Democratic Partv Headquarters « 430 South Capitol Street, S.E. ¢ Washinglon. D.C. 20003 » 202.863.8000 * FAX: 202.863.8091
Pard tor by the Democrain Nononad Commuttee. Conmibutions to the Democrane National Commutiee are not tas deductible
-3




wumr OFf DESIGNATION OPF C SEL

MUR 3898

NAME OF COUNSEL: __ Joseph E. Sandler, Esg,/Neil P, Reiff, Esq.

ADDRESS: Democratic National Commicttee

430 South Capitol Street, S.E.

UiAla03d

Washington, D.C. 20003

TELEPHONE:( “02 ) 863-7110

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

before the Commission.

DNC Services Corp./Democratic National Committee and

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Robert T. Matgui as Treasurer

Democratic National Committee
ADDRESS

430 South Capitol Street, S.E.

Washington, D.C. 20003

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS( <202 )  863-8000




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Federal Election Commission
Center for Responsive Politics

Complainant
v.
Mary Newman

DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National
Committee and Robert T. Matsui as Treasurer

N s gt s gt it wit Nt St st Nt b

Respondents

Respondent DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National
Committee and Robert T. Matsui, Treasurer (“DNC") hereby file
this response with the Federal Election Commission (“FEC") to the
complaint in this matter, in which the Center for Responsive
Politics alleges that Mary Newman has violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(a) (3), by making aggregate contributions in excess of

$25,000 in a calendar year.

From information furnished in the complaint, it also appears

as though Ms. Newman may have made, and the DNC may have
accepted, an excessive contribution from Ms. Newman in 1992.
According to the complaint, Ms. Newman made four contributions to
the federal account of the DNC in the aggregate amount of
$22,500. An individual may contribute $20,000 to the federal
account of a national political party committee in a calendar
year. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (B).

DNC records indicate that all four donations made by Ms.

Newman, totalling $22,500 were in fact deposited into the federal




account. Because the violation resulted from a technical defect in
the DNC’s computer screening systems, which defect has now been
corrected, we respectfully request that the Commission take no
further action in this matter.

The Commission’s regulations require a political committee to
ascertain whether a contribution when aggregated with prior
contributions exceeds the appropriate contribution limitations. 11
C.F.R. § 103.3(b). The regulations allow the treasurer to deposit
such funds, and request a redesignation of such donations within
sixty days of the receipt of the contribution. 11 C.F.R. §
103.3(b) (3) .

The DNC has several procedures in place to ensure compliance
with all requirements of section 103.3. Specifically, for DNC
major donor fundraising programs, our computers have been
programmed to indicate to our staff that a donation, when

aggregated with prior donations, exceeds the annual contribution

limit.1 However, in this case, the contributions were made though

the DNC’s direct mail program. The direct mail program is designed

1 The DNC has two methods of receiving, tracking and
depositing funds. First, our major donor program is designed to
solicit funds from large donors, usually in excess of $1,000, and
raises both federal and non-federal funds. Checks received through
this program are entered into a computer by DNC staff and are
deposited by DNC staff members.

The DNC also raises funds through direct mail programs.
Checks received by the direct mail program are batched, entered and
deposited by an outside vendor. After deposit, donor information
is sent to the DNC via magnetic tape, which is then verified by DNC
staff and integrated with current DNC donor files.




to solicit contributions from donors in amounts that generally do
not exceed $1,000 annually and virtually never exceed $5,000, in
the aggregate in any one year. Thus, the program raises small
donations that are subject to the prohibitions, and limitations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act.?

Since the direct mail program was not designed to raise
contributions in excess of $1,000, the computer safequard that was
placed on the major donor computer system was inadvertently omitted
from the direct mail donor system. (See Affidavit of Bryan Daines,
attached as Exhibit A hereto, at ¢ 5).

Upon receipt of this complaint, the DNC took several immediate
actions to rectify the issue referred to in this complaint, as well
as the technical defects described above.

1) The DNC has refunded to Ms. Newman, the amount of her
aggregate contribution which exceeded the applicable limits. (See
Exhibit B).

2) The DNC has reviewed our direct mail records from 1989 to
the present to ensure that no other direct mail donors have
exceeded the $20,000 annual limit, and have confirmed that no other
donor exceeded those limits. (See Daines affidavit at § 7).

3) The DNC has corrected the direct mail computer program to
ensure that our staff will be prompted if a contribution, when

aggregated with other donations, will cause the donor to exceed

2 Consequently, all expenses for the direct mail program are
paid for with federally permissible funds. See 11 C.F.R. §
106.5(f) .
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the $20,000 annual contribution limit. (See Daines affidavit at
q 6).

Thus, although this technical error has resulted in the
inadvertent receipt of one excessive contribution out of 297,77%
direct mail donors in 1992, the DNC has taken steps to ensure
that this error will not occur in the future.

Due to the inadvertent, technical nature of this offense, as

well as the immediate steps taken by the DNC to rectify this

error, including the immediate refund of the excessive portion of

Ms. Newman’s contribution, the DNC submits that no further action
is warranted in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph E. Sandler, General Counsel
Neil P. Reiff, Deputy General Counsel
Democratic National Committee

430 South Capitol Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

(202) 863-7110

Attorneys for Respondents

DNC Services Corporation/Democratic
National Committee and Robert T.
Matsui, as Treasurer







BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

City of Washington )
MUR 3898

District of Columbia )
AFFIDAVIT OF BRYAN DAINES

Bryan Daines, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. My name is Bryan Daines. I am currently employed at the
pemocratic National Committee ("DNC") as Deputy Director of
Management Information Systems and have held this position since
April, 1990. I make this affidavit based on personal knowledge of
the facts set forth herein.

2. As Deputy Director, I was personally responsible
for developing computer programs for the purpose of DNC disclosure
of its donors and for compliance with Federal Election Commission
regulations.

3. DNC donor files are separated into two categories, Direct
Mail and Major Donor. Although each set of files is maintained
separately, the program is designed so that both major donor and
direct mail files are searched simultaneously to ascertain a

donor’s previous contribution history for the purpose of disclosing
each donor’s aggregate year-to-date donations of our FEC report,
and to detect whether a donor may have exceeded the $20,000 annual
limit, Consequently, each time a donation is posted into the
computer system, the donor’s direct mail and major donor histories
are searched and aggregated.

4. As part of this program, if a major donor contribution,
when aggregated with prior federal donations for that calendar year
would cause that donor to exceed the $20,000 annual limit, the
staff member who is entering the contribution into the computer
system would be prompted by the computer with that information, so
that the donation can be refunded or redisignated in accordance
with FEC rules.

5. Since it was contemplated that the direct mail program
would not generally solicit contributions in excess of $1,000, such
an automatic prompt was inadvertently omitted from the direct mail
system.

6. The DNC has now placed an automatic computer prompt on
the direct mail systemr that will operate in the same manner as the
safequard currently placed on the major donor computer system.
i.e., when a direct mail contribution would cause the $20,000 limit
to be exceeded, that information will be automatically flagged when
the current contribution data is input.




i I then searched the direct mail files to determine
whether there were any other direct mail donors who may have
exceeded the $20,000 limit over the past five years. Other than
Ms. Newman, no other direct mail donor had exceeded the $20,000

annual limit.
‘Zw4// :
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B{gan Dalnes

Sworn and subscribed to by the said Bryan Daines this
of February, 1994.
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David Wilhelm, Chairman

Ms. Mary Newman
4533 Brighton Road
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625

Dear Ms. Newman:

Our records show that you contributed $22,500 to the DNC's federal account in 1992.
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act, an individual may contribute up to a maximum of
$20,000 per calendar year to the federal account of the DNC.

Accordingly, we are refunding the amount contributed in excess of the limit, $2,500.

If you have any questions concemning this matter, please contact me at 202-863-7110.

Sincerely yours,

(LA

Democratic Party Headquarters » 430 South Capitol Street, S.E. ¢ Washington, D.C. 20003 « 202.863.8000 » FAX: 202.863.8091
Paid for bv the Democratic Nauonal Committee. Contributions to the Democrauc National Committee are not tax deducuble
o @i ﬁ
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D.N.C. SERVICES CORPORATION
GENERAL FUND

430 SOUTH CAPITOL STREET. S E
WASHINGTON. DC 20003 15-!20,'5&,)

February 24 1924

PAYE25 QOO cowns S 2.500.00 |
Mary Newman |

4533 Brighton Road
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625  “... ., /,.

NationeBank of D.C., N A.
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BEFORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION COMNISSION
Juls 3eein

In the Matter of )
) Enforcement Priority

)
GENERAL COUNSEL'’S MONTHLY REPORT SENS

) INTRODUCTION

This report is the General Counsel’s Report to recommend
that the Commission no longer pursue the identified lower
priority and stale cases under the Enforcement Priority System.

I1. CASES RECOMMENDED PFOR CLOSING

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

A critical component of the Priority System is identifying
those pending cases that do not warrant the further expenditure
of resources. Each incoming matter is evaluated using
Commission-approved criteria and cases that, based on their
rating, do not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases
are placed in this category. By closing such cases, the
Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more
important cases.

Having evaluated incoming matters, chis Office has
identified 10 cases which do not warrant further pursuit
relative to the other pending cases.l A short description of
each case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatively

low priority and consequent recommendation not to pursue each

1. These matters are: MUR 4087; MUR 4092; MUR 4093; MUR 4096;
MUR 4097; MUR 4098; MUR 4100; MUR 4103; MUR 4106; and MUR 4114.
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case is attached to this report. See Attachments 1-11. As the
Commission reguested, this Office has attached the responses to
the complaints for the externally-generated matters and the
referral for the internally-generated matter following the
narrative, See Attachments 1-11.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively
more resources when the activity and evidence are old.
Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission focus its efforts on cases involving more recent
activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the
current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of
our limited resources. To this end, this Office has identified

34 cases that

do not warrant further investment of significant

Commission resources.2 Since the recommendation not to pursue

the identified cases is based on staleness, this Office has not
prepared separate narratives for these cases. As the Commission

requested, in matters in which the Commission has made no

These matters are: MUR 2582; MUR 3109; MUR 3241; MUR 3426;
3857; MUR 3858; MUR 3862; MUR 3866; MUR 3876; MUR 3879;
3890; MUR 3893; MUR 3895; MUR 3896; MUR 3898; MUR 3902;
3903; MUR 3904; MUR 3905; MUR 3907; MUR 3908; MUR 3912;
3933; MUR 3958; MUR 3962; MUR 3978; MUR 3984; RAD 93L-19;
94L-05; RAD 94L-11; RAD 94L-15; RAD 94L-21; RAD 94L-23;

RAD 94L-26.
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findings, the responses to the complaints for the
externally-generated matters and the referrals for the
internally-generated matters are attached to the report. See
Attachments 16-45. For cases in which the Commission has
already made findings and for which each Commissioner’s office
has an existing file, this Office has attached the most recent
General Counsel’s Report. See Attachments 12-15.

This Office recommends that the Commission exercise its
prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the cases listed

below effective June 26, 1995. By closing the cases effective

June 26, 1995, CED and the Legal Review Team will respectively

have the additional time necessary for preparing the closing
letters and the case files for the public record for these
cases.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file effective
June 26, 1995 in the following matters:

RAD 93L-19
RAD 94L-05
RAD 94L-11
RAD 94L-1°5
RAD 94L-21
RAD 94L-23
RAD 94L-26

B. Take no action, close the file effective June 26, 1995,
and approve the appropriate letter in the following matters:

1) MUR 3857
2) MUR 3858
3) MUR 3862




MUR 3866
MUR 3876
MUR 3879
MUR 3890
MUR 3893
MUR 3895
MUR 3896
MUR 3898
MUR 3902
MUR 3903
MUR 3904
MUR 3905
MUR 3907
MUR 3908
MUR 3912
MUR 3933
MUR 3958
MUR 3962
MUR 3978
MUR 3984
MUR 4087
MUR 4092
MUR 4093
MUR 4096
MUR 4097
MUR 4098
MUR 4100
MUR 4103
MUR 4106
33) MUR 4114
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C. Take no further action, close the file effective
June 26, 1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the
following matters:

MUR 2582
MUR 3109
MUR 3241 -
MUR 3426 i

/[m ;2,/ 757 /%ﬂ 4/4/4

/Date Cawrence M. Noble
L/// General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document
Enforcement Priority $X95-52

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on June 27,
1995, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 6-0 on each of the matters listed below to take

the actions hereinafter described:

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file
effective July 5, 1995 in the following
matters:

93L-19
94L-05
94L-11
94L-15
94L-21
94L-23
94L-26

~SNOUAWN -
T N st St g st

Take no action, close the file effective July 5,

1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the
following matters:

1) MUR 3857

2) MUR 3858
3) MUR 3862

{continued)




rederal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
June 27, 1995
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14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)

{continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
June 27, 1995

Take no further action, close the file
effective July S, 1995, and approve the
sppropriate letter in the following matters:

MUR 2582
MUR 3109
MUR 3241
MUR 3426

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,
Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision

with respect to each of these actions.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
cretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. O C 204061

July 6, 1995

Ellen S. Miller, Executive Director
Center for Responsive Politics

1320 19th Street, N.W.

washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 3898
Dear Ms. Miller:

On January 21, 1994, the Pederal 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 exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action in the matter. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. 1In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
July 5, 1995. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D (€ 20463

July 6, 1995

Mary Newman
4533 Brighton Road
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625

RE: MUR 3898
Dear Ms. Newman:

On January 28, 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 exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission’s docket. 1In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
July 5, 1995.

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

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

Sincerely,
Monm ¢ TORe~

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

July 6, 1995

Joseph E. Sandler, General Counsel
DNC Services Corporation

430 S. Capitol Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

RE: HNMUR 3898
DNC Services Corporation and
Robert Matsui, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Sandler:

On January 28, 1994 the Pederal Election Commission
notified your clients of a complaint alleging certain violations
of the Pederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A
copy of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against your clients. This case was evaluated
objectively relative to other matters on the Commigsion’s
docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative
significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this
matter on July 5, 1995,

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

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

Sincerely,

Oh\awbg Tk

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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