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Noem~ 4A

Michael Dillon
2.44X. LiOcola, Art. 35

Chicago. linois 6014

R3:MM N393S
Gilo10for CongressC ki tt

&JYina J. Materek, 44s
treasurer

C14
Dear lir. Dillon:

aletter dated October 4, 1994, the Office otth~e General
Co Ie informed you of determinations made with C"''t to the

complaint filed by you against Giglio fot Congress C0tt*e and
Tina J. ?aterek, as treasurer.

06. Znclosed please f Ind a Statement of MeQoss a4. t1 d by the
U-)9Itdeiino Commission explaain it. dcisioWto fidason

to believe the Giglio for Congress Commi ttessMW
te) Paterek, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.S144ldti)#

determining to take no further action, Is" as eat
letter, and closing the file in this Matter. t
will be placed on the public record as part @t t*f4,10 of

0 RMM 3935.

if you have any questions, please contaet a. M (302)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Phit4PL. Wise
Attorney

Enclosure
Statement of Reasons



Nw i r4o 199

30 3 no~ 11
Suite 3904
Chicago. Illinois 60602

US UIR3935
1i0l for Congress Committee

and flu& J. Faterek, as

Dear 11c. Kasper%

Uclosed please find astatomnt of Reasons aotdb h
Coission expasining its decision to find reasona t bi e

that your clienkts, the Giglio for Congress ComitteeadTis9
Paterek, a sotr esuer, vilatd 2 uS.C. I 44ld(a). The
Comsso ls eerie to take no further action, issued an
pl cden th)u li ec r a at of the f Ile of MMI 3935.

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

Sincerely,

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Rnclosure
Statement Of Reasons
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IFE:E~RAt ELECTION COMMISSION

March 4, 194Richeel i 011of2464 x. Lincoln, p.3
Chicago, IL 60614

Dear Mr. Dillon: R:HR33

Thr omin ltter *kswledg. receipt Onl February 2S, 1994, ofBourCtompl~ain I es09 possible violations of the Fdral
0 Iectponent(*:) ~ACt Of 171, as amended (the Act') h0%days.bentfe oftic ) Thres ond nt ~ ) v ii e n tif ed f t is omplaint W ithin five

CoaYOU Will be notified as soon asth Fera l tiCmission takes final action onhyor Fcoepalint Sholnoreceive any additinalinformaton inotrisompater, oPlaseforward it to the office of te General sCoun e. s, ucha @U Information must be sworn O nthe seal eC mnse r.asithe o i n lcomplaint. W have nmUmbered this matter nua393S Please refer
to this number In all future communication. For your

M) Information, ye have attached a brief desriti0'f h0 ~COMmssions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

0~r 
NayTaksarr Attorney

RnclsureCentral Enforcement Docket
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMAMISSION

March 4. 1994
Frank Giglij
Giglio for Congress Comitt@.523 Surbha Avenue
Calujaut City, IL 60409

The Federal Election Commission received a Complaint which
Indicates that YOU may have violatd the Federal ElectionCmplaint iAc o197,5asamended ("the Act*). A copy of the

comlait i enlosd, We have numbered this matter MUR 393S.
Please refer to this number In all future correspond~nee*wrtUnder the Act, You have the OpportunitytodmnttirIng that no action Should beoakenaga nstr in imatter. Please submit any facbetuakorlgainmaterouilsthichyobelieve are relevant to the Commissonsealmayialofthichyomatter. Where appropriate ttmnthud esbiteIneoath.Your response, Statint should be desdt h eqCounsele, Office, must be submittd within15dasof recetnofthmis slet er. IfDo respon * se o received wIthin 1 d y , hCommissi~~~~~~ ma~y take further ac i n b s d o th av l b e

Information. I ss h
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 6 437g(a)(4)(s) and S 43?g(a)(lZ)(A)unesyuotfteCommission In writing that YOU wish the matter to be made
Public. if YOU intend to be represented by counselintsmat er P ea e a vi e heCommission by completing ' ve encinAsed
form stating the name, address and telephone numbe, q ue
counsel* and aulthorizing such counsel to receive at s.notifications and other communications from the co,, -sijon.

Dear Mr. Giglio:
Rit : PWR 3 9 3 5



ALV0"Los,

on of the, #. 9"MiR# 'We U44.Otclod a btg
'Complaints. f~d**fr handli, ng

Sincerely,

Itry Taksar, Attorney
Rn~lour~sCentral Enforcenent Docket

1.Complaint
2.Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 4, 1994

Tina Jo Paterek, Treasurer
Gi911o for Congress committee
523 Burnham Avenue
Calumut City, IL 60409

01 Dear Rg. Paterek: R:BR33

The Federal Election Commission received a Complaint whichindicates that the Gigilo for Congress committee ('Committee')and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal 'ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of theC>- complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter Rm 3935.Ul) Please refer to this number In all future corrspondence,
Under the Act, you have the OPPOrtumitytodmnraei11) writing that no action should be tae gaintotdemostteend
youin hismater. Please submit any factuaal or legalmaterials which You believe are relevant to the Commission'soanalysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements shouldbe submitted under oath. Your response, Which should beikddressed to the General Counsel's. Office, muetI be submittedwithin 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is0K received within 15 days, the Commission may take further actionbased on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(s) and I 437g(a)clz)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that You wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by Counsel n thismatter, Please advise the Commission by completing I'eenc-losedform stating the name, address and telephone numberf suchcounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive anx-notifications and other communications from the Comm iSsion.



WiuWerely

Nary L. Taksarl Attorney
Centralafotemwat Docket

anclosuro*

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

U,)

14)



Mary L TakiarAWMommy
Ceral EnforcemntDo"ia
Fede"lEetonCniuo

DC 20Mq

RE: MUR 3935

doom Dear Ms. Taksw

Ihave ecoe inat WIO f Counsel SOTa -t.nxwe ym let

Sttelof am*~i. ThMwc -A In in atneris pdlid vnRprsNtavGlOWs

alleged fafiureto staesin a writencom#Wldo tattecmncairaan wspi
by his ~Igrn Wrrdtls a r2 kby11 CFR 110.1 (1I

case pnl Inetga~nb hi atr ICft poftatalmtd wbro
thes a vrwncstonswars4st ~ ImMh ADn frdcoftson ce . Tswa

dltbiOn wspeedd by etelonecoesa-n-u-h--- cot,

GigWs cnpIgrTreaerw, tha
disclaiwmeranOtr**W rso lk"g aste ml catonwws ot sol1i itingcamaig
ontribuis. Thisconerstio1ocIre[ M e 1Itimge in fmid-Februly Ndprior to the
distrbtinof aOfdthe"se Camlcmtons. Once it wsdic verdtatth

omNwrnlatonreIkd isclimer, fthecard warer t-dapropriately. A copy of
thorr eced couvwMxdcionIsoatache d.

Addiatiolly ReW1mtaiveGglio has been a metmerof fthe llnois General
Assetlyfor 19 yars At one tirm Ilnois had a dieclaler eqiemn similar to tha

contaye in 11 CFR 1101 I). As you know, such discAimrrqiemnshv

(197) As a resultoheIlinois disclaie requirement appies only to solicitations for
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YLS#UOSS( 3123,4 643

"m above- 06064, Individual to b~tebr 4@signatd as my

coun"). andis *uthtcie t@ C@C@IVS &SY nOtIcations and otbg

Commuications firom the Comal*sioand to got an my bebaif

before the ComISSIOGO

3/22/94

RESPONMTSNAE: Frank Gi~li9

ADDRRSS:- Gilijo fo o ?nntEpfa

523 B rhuA~na 1

Calumel Citv-ITT. rfl

TELEPHONE: NONE

BUSINESS( 708) 730-1994
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''A F~~t 2*194

asS~umSS:March 4,19,4

CCIS1Z~~ Mchael Dillon

Oman:E!8 G~glio for congress committee and Tina j.
raterek, as treasuvre

0 Neal for Congress and Thomas it. Sealy,
as treasurer.

mom YAU T &U35 2 U.S.C. I 441d(a)

01- 1-U1 L 03098 CHECKE: Disclosure Reports

L) FUDB3AL A0CW13 CH :1S1033

~~~v)~~O I. GN&ZWO ATTER

These matters were initiated by signed sworn complaints

tiled with the Federal Election Commission ("The Commission") on

0 February 25, 1994, by Michael Dillon from Chicago, Illinois.

(Attachments 1 and 2). in the complaint vith regard to

MMt 3935t Mr. Dillon alleges that campaign literature he

received from Frank Giglio, a candidate for Congress in the 11th

congressional district of Illinois, failed to contain a

statement identifying who authorized and paid for the campaign

literature. In the complaint with regard to NUR 3936,

Mr. Dillon alleges that campaign literature he received from

David Meal, a candidate for Congress in the 11th congressional



'611*4 "~

mail*#: to w~b-44ti* to' C rets Comnittq* (*0Giglic CommidttWe)

and tina j. paterek as trmasuriorand Ne&l for Congress ('Netal

Committee') and Iosa.eay streasurer. (Attachment3

and 4). On April 6o 1994, the Giglio Comittee responded to the

complaint. (Attacm St ). on June 16, 1994. the Neal

It) Committeers"e to the complaint. (Attachment 6).

C) II Cm RM" AUMLY3IS

CO Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 4416(a), whenever any person makes

an expenditure for the purpose of financing communications

expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly

identified candidate, or solicits any contribution through any

broadcasting station, newspaper. againe, outdoor advertising

o facility, direct mailing, or any other type of general public

political advertising, such communication, if paid for and

authorized by a candidate, an authorized political committee of

a candidate, or its agents, shall clearly state that the

communication has been paid for by such authorized political

committee. If such communication is paid for by other persons

but authorized by a candidate, an authorized political committee

of a candidate, or Its agents, the communication shall clearly

./ Frank Giglio and David W. Neal, both democrats, were
opponents in the 1994 Primary in the 11th congressional district
of Illinois. Frank Giglio won the Primary with 21% of the vote.
David I. Neal obtained 19% of the vote.



$tot*ebo t -11"0, 1*14 ftr by 0 a 000 uuuu u aWW

by any candidate or cauidate ' committee..

1. =a 3 -Wi g piComttee

As stated above, Mr. Dillon alleges that campaign

literature he received from Frank Giglio, a candidate for

o) Congress in the 11th congressional district of Illinois, tailed

to contain a statement Identifying who authorized and paid for

- the campaign literature. In support of his allegations

Ok Mr. Dillon submitted copies of the campaign material he

allegedly received from the Giglio Committee. The campaign

material submitted by Mr. Dillon clearly advocates the election

o of Frank Giglio. In addition, the material does not identify

who paid for or authorized the communication.

0% In responding to the complaint the Giglio Committee asserts

that a limited number of the communications were distributed

that did not identify who authorized and paid for the campaign

material. The Giglio Committee claims that prior to

distributing the campaign material at issue, they received

information from an Information Specialist at the Commission

indicating that no disclaimer was necessary. in addition, the

Giglio Committee asserts that once it was discovered that the

communication required the disclaimer, the campaign material was



rat std ith the #"It'0t 61i*& 0r

for--qo c . butions weI W4 GgloComittto contends

that the Coml. SoflnSInformati specialist replresented, that

federal law was consistent with the clurrent status of Illinois

low. Accordingly; the Giglio Committee argues that sInc* it

relied on the reptesentations made by the CommiSSiOn Staff# the

Comission should take no further action In this Matter.

in addressing the Giglio COmUittee'S allegation a staff

member from this Office contacted the Information Specialist

named in the response. The Information Specialist states that

he did not make the representation attributed to him by the

Giglio Committee.

Despite the argument presented by the Giglio Committee, the

campaign literature expressly advocated the election of a

clearly identified candidate; however it did not include the

disclaimer identifying whether it was authorized by the

candidate and who paid for the production of the campaign

material, as required by 2 U.S.C. 5 44ld(a). The Giglio

Committee's failure to include the disclaimer, on campaign

literature which clearly advocates the election of Frank Giglio

to the congressional seat from the 11th congressional district

of Illinois, appears to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441d(a).



in ~ Ub za~*1 istict*~Zll**t~faiI."4 to-

contain, a statement identifying who 4uth*ViSed &ad paid for the

campaign literature. in support of his allegations Mr. Dillon

submitted copies of the campaign material he allegedly received

from the Neal Committee. The Campaign material submtitted by

Mr. Dillon clearly advocates the election of David **al. In

addition, the material does not identify who paid for or

0 authorized the communication.

in responding to the complaint the Neal Committee a&sserts

that the documents complained about consisted of a biographical

data sheet and a Xerox copy of various newspaper articles about

the candidate. According to the Neal Committee these documents

were created by the candidate and his campaign manager using

OD in-house equipment, at the request of the Will County Democratic

Party. The Meal Committee states that the Will County

0 Democratic Party wanted this information from all seven

Democratic candidates to help with its decision on which

candidate to support in this race. The Neal Committee then

asserts that the Will County Democratic Party passed out this

material to the party precinct committeemen at their various

local meetings. The Neal Committee also avers that this

material was not disseminated to the general public, and

accordingly states that they do not know how Kr. Dillon' obtained

a copy.



aterial' s resir~d by 2U. 04X 42(a. h Wa

Committesfailure to ineludthe odisclaimer, on ceaag

literature which clearly advocates the election of David Weal to

the congresional seat from the 11th congressional district of

Illinois* appears to be a violation of 2 U.s.c. I 4424(a).

6.3. Lo~se

Oit is apparent that the campaign materials, which are

the subject of the complaints In the above-referenced matters

failed to contain the disclaimer required by 2 U.s.c. § 441d(a).

This Office feels it would be important and instrumental in
tL()

n completing this matter to obtain information with retard to how

widely this material was disseminated, the cost associated with

production and dissemination, and the period of time the

material was used by the appropriate committ**Ya To obtain the

2/ The Illinois Primary election was was held on March 15,
1994. Therefore, we reviewed the April Quarterly and
ftc-Primary Reports, (covering 1/1/94 to 3/31/94) to find
disbursements possibly related to the advertisements at issue in
this matter. However, with the limited known information about
the mailings (e.g. no dates, indication of sixe of production)
it is not possible to positively identify which expenditures
were for the advertisements.

With regard to Neal, no entries were found that can be
attributed to the complained about documents. With regard to
Giglio, the subject mailing appears to be a palm card. in the
Giglio committee's two reports checked, only one palm card
project was identified. The expenditure was reported as being
made by the candidate to be reimbursed by the Committee. The
cost associated with the entry is $1,140.00. Note that this



1. Pied reaeo to believe tb-At the Giglo for con aISe55
Cmittee Sod Tina 3. Paterekt a*treasurer, violated
2 UOSOC. 4l65)

2. Find reason, to believe that weal for Congress and
Thomas R. Bely, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
I 4416(a).0

o) 3. Approve the attached Factu~al and Legal Analyses.

-4. Approve the attached subpoena to Giglio for Congress
Comittee and Tina 3. ]Paterekt as treasurer.

ca
.cam5. Approve the attached subpoena to meal for Congress and

Thomas M. Sealy. as treasurer.

6. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawenc H.noble
14) General counsel

0~ __ _ _ _ _ _ BY:

VDate ('L'ois * -rner

0% Assoclate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Complaint in NUR 3935
2. Complaint in HUR 3936
3. Notification letter in HUR 3935
4. Notification letter in HUiR 3936
5. Giglio response
6. Neal response
7. Factual and Legal Analysis Giglio
8. Factual and Legal Analysis Neal
9. Subpoenas

(Footnote 2 continued from previous page)
amount may or may not be the total cost of the mailing and say
include the corrected reprinting, postage, distribution, etc.



DATR:

StwSJCT:

53P~33322,r 1994

MW3 3935 a 3936 VIM 1A.OUUL UPS
MEUD83P3~29, 194

The abovemCaptiOfled docuintwas circulated to 
the

Caml 55 OU 3 tnon EP 291~400

Objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(G) as indL~ated b7 the SOineU) Checked belows

Comissionler likens _____

Commissioner Elliott xz

ComissiOfle McDonald _____

Comissionler Scary

Commissioner Potter _____

Comissioner Thomas xx:

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for f3D1 P3B327v 1994

Please notify us who will represent your Division before
the Commission on this matter,

lr

C)



I, marjori@ V. 3moflS,,recording secretary for the

pederal 3ElectLOO'COINSSSIoflexecutive sessionl 
On

C14 september27, 1994. do hereby certify that the Com~issiof

decided by a vote of 6-0 to reject the rocaMOO~dtiOls

in the General Counsel'sS Sptember 19. 1994 report and

instead take the following actions with 
tespect to

MM, 3935 and RUR 3936:
U)

1. rind reason to believe that tbe Giqlio

f or Congress Comitte@ and Time, .
Paterek. as treasurer. viol-t02 V.S.C.
S44ld(a) t send the rtoo meutsan

admonishment letter and an &ppropriate
factual and legal analysis# but take 

no

0% further action with respect to 
this

violation.

2. rind no reason to believe that Neal for

Congress and Thomas R. sealy. as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441d(a), but send 
them

an appropriate letter pursuant to 
the

Comission discussion, and take no 
further

action.

(continued)



3.Cleose the file* in these matters.

ComaissioinotsAlikens i31Liott, ReDOnald, RcGartY.

Potter, and 2honas voted affirmatively for the

decision.

Attest:t

cretary of the comission

loom

?-Xf --fllv Date



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

"110baelDi11lon
3464N. Inflnpfl Apt. 38
Chicgo.Illinois 60614

31: NUR 3935
Giglio for Congress committee
and Tina J, Pattrk, as
treasurer

Dear Nrt. Dillon:

This is in reference to the complaint You filed with 
the

__ Federal Election Commission on February 25, 1994, concerning
lows possible violation of the federal election lows by the Giglio

o.. for Congress Committee and Tina 3. Faterek, as treasurer ("the

Giglio Committeg").
U*)

n Dased on that complaint, on September 
27t 1994, the

Commission found that there was reason to believe- the Giglo

committee and its treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. I 441d(a)# 
a

provision of the Federal Election Campaign Akct of 1971, as

o amended, and instituted an investigation of this 
matter.

However, after considering the circumstances of 
this matter, the

IV commission determined to take no further action against 
the

01-1 Giglio for Congress Committee and Tina 
J. ?ater~kv as treasurer.#

and closed the file in this matter on September 27. 1994. This

matter will become part of the public record within 
30 days.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, allows a

complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's

dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. 5 4379(a)(8).

if you have any questions, please contact me 
at (202)

219-3690.
Sincerely,

Phillip L. Wise
Attorney

Enclosure



Suite $060
Chicago. Illinois *00

a3: WUM "3S
Giglio for Congress Committee
and Tin* . atre a
treasurer

U) ~ 64 De rKr.asper:

on september 27v 1994t the federal Election commission
foud raso tobelevethat your clients# the Gigl oro

congress committee and Tina&3.J at reastrasurlertio atedig
2 U.S.C. I 4418(a)* a provision of the Fde a eto Cmag
Act of 19710 as amended ('the Act.'0). Bowever. ate

0. considering the circumstances of this matterp the COMisson
also determined to take no further action and closed its tile.

U, The Factual and Legal Analysis. which formed a basis for the

Commissions finding, is attached for your C o~tol

The commission reminds your clients that the use of

campaign literature expressly advOCating tbs W.Leteo of a

oclearly identified candidate mst inclUdeL disclaimer wh
idnifigwhte it was authorised by the candidte andwh

qrpaid for the production Of the campagaeil. 
Temtra

ud by your clients did not contain such: a disclaimer, and
thereor ppas to be a violation Of 2 U.S.C. SI 4418(a).*

your clients should take steps to ensureththiacvtyds
not occur in the future.

The confidentiality provisions at 
2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(1

2) no

longer apply and this matter is now public. In additio,

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



~t1 Jq E5S9~e

itiuhave s'qt3to,* ~*SOc~~

tb* &attogn~y &seign4 to this getter, at (0)2,~ 0
for the COURiSGIOftp

Trevor Potter
chal rsan

aInclosuve
Factual and Legal Analysis

0



This matter woos initiated by sgedwon 
coai ie

with the federal RleCtiOn CON~issiOfl 
(?h* CVomsOi@) 0n

rebruary 25, 1994. by Michael Dillon 
from Chicao.,, llinois. In

the complaint Rr. iiofl alleges that campaign literature 
he

received from frank Giglo. a candidate 
for Congress in the 11th

congressional district of Illinois# 
failed to Contain a

stateaent identifying who authorized 
and paid for the campaign

literature.

I I. FACTAL MWL3GASANLYis

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. I 441d(a), whenever 
any person makes

an expenditure for the purpose 
of financing comunications

expressly advocating the election 
or defeat of a clearly

identified candidates or solicits any contribution through 
any

broadcastinlg station, newspaper. 
magazine, outdoor advertising

facility, direct mailing, or any 
other type of general public

political advertising, such communication, if paid for 
and

authorized by a candidates an authorized political committee 
of

a candidate* or its agents, shall clearly state that the

communication has been paid for by such authorized political

committee. if such communication is paid for 
by other persons

but authorized by a candidate. 
an authorized political committe

ca



tnot aitb zixS4bp-, 14&4*' 6

*ogite@ f aCNA1idt Of Igtss98 6thec.bCtif 
hl

clalysae h nm f the pego onwho Paid for the

communiCatiotl0a"d$tat* that the comunioation is not *uthotis@d

by any candidate or candidate's 
co3RittOO.

As stated ebove, MC. Dillon alleges that campaign

CO literature he received from frank 
Giglio* a candidate for

Congress in the 11th congressional district of Illinois, 
failed

to contain a statement identifying 
who authorized and paid for

the campaign literature. in support of his allegations

CK Mr. Dillon submitted copies of the campaign material 
he

allegedly received from the 
Giglio Committee. The campaign

material submitted by Mr. Dillon 
clearly advocates the election

0 of Frank Giglio. In addition, the material does 
not identify

who paid for or authorized the 
communication.

in responding to the complaint 
the Giglio Committee asserts

that a limited number of the 
communications were distributed

that did not identify who authorized 
and paid for the campaign

material. The Giglio Committee claims 
that prior to

distributing the campaign material 
at issue, they received

information from an information 
Specialist at the Commission

indicating that no disclaimer 
was necessary. In addition, the

Giglio committee asserts that 
once it was discovered that the

communication required the disclaimer, 
the campaign material was



£?cotcttbitioas Were 1# 4 '. heGiglo CCOOtt** ntfd

that the commis Ision'S IfoC3stiOn, specialist repce*Elt*d that

federal ]law-was consistent with the current status of ""lno's

law. Accordinlgly# the Giglio Cositt*e 
argues that since it

relied on the representation* made by the Commission staff# the

commission should take no further 
action in this matter.

in addressing the Giglio CoMmittee's allegation a staff

member from this office contacted 
the information Specialist

named in the response. The information Specialist states 
that

he did not make the representation 
attributed to him by the

Giglio committee.

Despite the argument presented by the Giglio Committee, the&

campaign literature expressly advocated 
the election of a

clearly identified candidate; 
however it did not include the

disclaimer identifying whether 
it was authorized by the

candidate and who paid for the 
production of the campaign

material, as required by 2 U.S.C. 5 441d(a).

Therefore, there is reason to believe 
that the Giglio for

Congress Committee and Tina 3. 
iaterek, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441d(a).



TO:

%0
Fag":0

SUBJZCT:

44)

~v)

0

cwMMzSSzouMSs
GENUALC~qSSL Haupt

SlAst DISCIOB t
VMS55OIPWlCSE MAU*I

OCTOSSE27,r 1994

SAX&IImEN? OF ErW OR RUES 3935 AND 3936

Attachd Is a copy of the S9tatemment of measous In EV~s
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6,1110 tot Coege'C.it d ) NRp3
Tine J. patetek. as tst?)

Meal for Congress and Thoma U. RU 3936

Scaly, as treasurer)

on September 27, l,"4. with regard to RuR 3935. ,the pedeal
CI gletion ommisiofi ('the Commison'ou) declined to adopte by a

Electo n COSv teSt e o de "atLou of the off iceof the

40 General Counsel to issue a. subpoena fot docmnte and a ne J.t

interrogatories to the GigliototrCongressCoiteadTis1
OaeeEMstraurr*Giio omttee'). The Commission

CK found reason to believe the 0igli0 
for Congress Committee and

Tin& 3. ?ateceko as treasurer violated 2, U.S.C. I 441d(a), a

Ln provision of the ?edetal glectiOn Campaign act ('Fpucha) with

respect to the 1994 primary campaign -in the 11th congressional

district of Illinois. Uaovoe using its proteentorial

discretion the Commission decided 
to take so further action.

issue an admonishment letter and close the file In WE 3935.

On September 27, 1994. with regard to RUE 3936.P the Federal

Election Commission declined to adopt, by a sizm-to-Stot votet

the recommendation of the Of fice 
of the Genercal Counsel to find

0% reason to believe meal for Congress 
and Thomas K. Sealy. as

treasurer '*Neal Committee), violated the federal 
Slection

Campaign Act (OFECA) with respect 
to the 1994 primary campaign

in the 11th congressional district 
of Illinois. Rather, the

Commission found no reason to believe that respondents violated

2 u.S.C. 5 441d(a) and closed the 
file in MRE 3936.

These matters were initiated by 
signed sworn complaints

filed with the Federal Election 
Commission on February 25, 1994.

by Michael Dillon from Chicago. Illinois. 
in these complaints

Mr. Dillon alleged that campaign 
literature he received from

prrank Giglio and David "*eal, candidates for Congress in the 11th

congressional district of Illinois. 
failed to contain a

statement identifying who authorized 
and paid for the campaign

literature.



Ilkr *4ndU to the, $5vtp* ig

Vero disttibwt*that ddUt1~t* 0a
forthe ca"piR t~i

Zn ep@d 1 " to the cmpVII =s M4R 93# the *e&l
cuMittee xpaiedthat the- 4ouiwnts Co.41pAa" eIabout
consisted of a biograph ,dtOaetaA *b a*0O *tor "

variou news ape aticlos about thlewca""ete Mi . t

the **&l committee these d uuh to ere oeto4 by -the cOAnddt
and hbisg ap angrusing ibh R@ upment.# at the-

request of theV1illCounty iim.C tt *ty t-theVal ite
sttd that the -will County emDOWCCtilc aywnedts

information from 4aLl seven Oeoctat caddt, ohepwth#
itsdecsio onwhich candidate to support in this rCeM.th

peal committee stated further that the wl onyDmcai

party passed out this material 4o the party precinct

committeemen at their various local meetings. 
the Weal

Committee specifically contended that this material 
was not

U") disseminated by it to the general public*

After reviewingt the allegatiOns madeintecmlnsad
theresondnts# responses theretO, in =a 393Sthe o WmSSIO

found reason t0eiv te0 ifo oges o te n
tinaJ. aterekt as treasure? violated 2 V.S.C.5 4(a. n

view of the apparently 0mall numbeof otui@t05wihwr
qq distributed, the Cou~isi*R exercised Its proSeCUtoriAl

discretion and took no further action, issu4ed an admshment

ON letter and closed the file in RUR 3935.

with regard to MR 3936. the Comission determined that
there was no evidence theiresdnts hdm oate..pted 3thre Was

alleged in the complintfiedin thattete rirstlterewa
no indication in the factual Cre crdnattevmaerialwas
disseminated to the general public.Seodevnith
material was publicly disseminated, there 

Is no evidence In the

record to suggest that it was done by the Meal Committee.
&tccordinglye the Commission found no reason 

to believe that

Meal for Congress and Thomas Ri. sealyO as treasutrr violated

2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) and closed the file in SUIR 3936.
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