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April 25, 1994 6I?'r

Mr. Trevor Potter ~4
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 1 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Potter:

I have recently received information that gives me reason to
believe that Al Hofeld, a candidate for Illinois Attorney General,
made a substantial and potentially illegal campaign contribution to
Bobby Rush, a current U.S. Congressman from Illinois.

These funds were apparently earmarked for Rush's Committeeman's
Political Fund, and as such, are not required to be reported under
Illinois law or Federal Election lay. I understand that this money
was disbursed by Rush, at least in part, as "street money" to
employ workers for Hofeld's campaign at a rate of $40 a day.

According to published reports in the Chicago Sun-Times,, Mr. Hofeld
made liberal use of such street money when he ran for the U.S.
Senate. Those expenditures, because of federal election law, had
to be reported.

Through information provided to me by Ms. Robin Kaufman,, who was
solicited by telephone to be a campaign worker for Mr. Hofeld, it
is clear that the Citizens for Rush for Congress, rather than
Rush's Commit teeman's office, handled the money and made the
payments on behalf of Mr. Hofeld.

Her affidavit is attached.

Ms. Kaufman reported to me that when she returned a call made by a
solicitor for campaign employees, her call was answered by Barbara
Curtis from Citizens for Rush for Congress. I have checked the
telephone number given by Ms. Kaufman and have ascertained that it
is in fact that of the Citizens for Rush for Congress office.

These facts raise red flags regarding the benefits, particularly in
the form of an enhanced public image, that Rush received from being
in the position of distributing cash from his Congressional
campaign office. Also, I question whether any of this money
directly supplemented Congressman Rush's congressional campaign and
whether the substantial amount that would have had to be provided
to Congressman Rush for dispersal also violates any federal
election laws.



* Page 2

In all, I seriously question the propriety of these actions and
also question whether a state candiate's contribution to an
elected federal official's funds contitutes a legal contribution.

Given the publics cynicism over the ethical standards of Congress,
failure by your office to investigate this matter would only
contribute to this cynicism.

Please consider this a formal coplaint regarding the above
situation and transactions.

oeNovak
0/ 31 Keystone

River Forest, Ii. 60305

NO SIGNED and SWORN TO before
'10 me this 25th day of April, 1994

W)

C7-f
inc

C ' I -M '
LOETFA TDPNM

NOTARY PURC SATI OF
MY Ewx.n. IM



AFPIDAVIT OF P&MNw4

Robin Kaufinm, beng first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows:

I. During the month of February, 1994, 1 was ontacted via telephone by an
unknown peso who inquired as to whether I was interested in working for A] Hofeld for $40
cash on election day. I told the caller I was n interested.

2. On March 2, 1994 1 answered a telephone call for my roommate. The caler asked
if she warned to work on election day for $40 cash. Upon my questioning, they told me the work
was p--gout litersture. Upon funte ques ni they said it was for Hofeld.

3. Five minutes later, I received amother call. This call was for myself. The caller
stated that they needed election day workers and that they would pay S40 cash. The caer asked
ifI would do it or ifl knew anyone who would. I said I would call her back. She lid ied
herselfas Barbara Curtis and gave me the number 994-2000.

4. When I called 994-2000 the phone was answered Congressional Cinlpign
Office. I spoke with Babara Curtis and was again asked to work on election day, 800 at to
6:30 p.m, for $40 cas, pasing out literature for Hofeld. She said I should pass the mlber

along to *anybody willing to work.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

- , .. NJ //

RobinKufa

SIGNED and SWORN TO before
me this 2nd day of March, 1994.

Notary Public



May 3, 19

Retha Dixon
Federal Election Commission
999 3 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Please consider the following additional information regarding
my complaint concerning Congressman Bobby Rush of Illinois.

On Friday, April 29, 1994, I had a conversation with a Mr.
Greg Hinz, a noted and respected columnist with Chicago Magazine.

He told me about an interview he did with Congressman Rush for
an upcoming profile in his magazine. The story is due out in
approximately two weeks.

According to Mr. Hinz - Congressman Rush, in a response to a
question regarding his support of Albert Hofeld - a democratic
candidate for Illinois Attorney General - confirmed that he had
received a substantial contribution from Mr. Hofeld into his ward
committeeman's account.

Mr. Hinz asked if the rumors of an amount of $50,000.00 was
true - the Congressman said that was *certainly in the ballpark'.

'0
When the 'fact checker* assigned to the story went over his

0O quotes with Congressman Rush - he gave his unequivocal okay to this
part of the story.

According to Mr. Hinz however, at least 3 days later - the
Congressman's office put out several urgent phone calls to Mr.
Hinz.

When he finally reached Mr. Hinz - it was to request that Mr.
CN Hinz note in the story that the Congressman never used any of the

money for any federal candidate. This was not ever stated in the
original interview.

What's interesting to note about this story is that these
calls to Mr. Hinz came after your office notified Mr. Hofeld about
my complaint (letter dated April 18, 1994).

I hope you'll find this information useful.

SIGNED and SWORN to
before me on this
30d day of Ma5 , 1994

No tary Public

LDOrTA D PASRO
NOTARY PUUC STATE OF I

Sincerely,

vos ph- Novak
31 Keystone
River Forest, Illinois 60305

L*-.-. - r 73



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
*WASHINCTON. OC *046

MAY 12, 1994

Joe Novak
31 Keystone
River Forest, IL 60305

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Mr. Novak:

This letter acknowledges receipt on Nay 6, 1994, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act"). 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 NUR 3962. 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,

%%%S. ahs

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 3

K4kY 12o 1994

Al Mofeld
c/o ofeld for Attorney General
100 West Monroe, Suite 1201
Chicago, IL 60603

act HU 3962

Dear Mr. Hofeld:

The federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Blection

0Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 3962.
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

1-0 believe are relevant to the Commissiongs analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under

*10) 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
c. 2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(4)(s) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



M, afl

If yo have any questions, please contact Joan Mcanhr at
*t202) 21A3400. Fot your information, we have enclosed a brief
&4c6r tion of the Commission's procedures for handlingi6 a nts.

Sincerely,

Nary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

I)nclosures
1. Complaint

Z 2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCIOK 0 C M30*

P4AY 12, 1994

Treasurer
Rofeld for Attorney General
100 West Nonroe, Suite 1201
Chicago. IL 60603

RE: NUR 3962

Dear Sir or Nadam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Nofeld for Attorney General (*Committee') and
you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Uthe Act"). A copy of the
complaint Is enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUE 3962.
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
lega materials which you believe are relevant to the
Cimission's analytis of this matter. Were appropriate.
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within IS days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission nay take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(4)(8) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Wel.d for Attorney General

If you have any questions, please contact Joan Nctnery at
(202) 219-3400. rat your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Comaissionts procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

tn
Enclosures

C\Z 1. Complaint
2. Procedures

"3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20 *3

MAY 12, 1994

Settylu Saltsman, Treasurer
ofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee

3015 West Fifth Street
nilon, IL 61264

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Me. Saltzman:

NO The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Bofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
('Committee') and you, as treasurer, may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter UR 3962. Please refer to this number in all future

1%0 correspondence.

'10 Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writingL that no action should be taken against the Committee and

rl' you, 8 treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
CommisslonWs analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,

__statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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.



Iettylu Saltxman, Tre*sure r
ioftod for the U.S. Senate Committee?age 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan NRetnery at
(202) 219-3400. rot your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handlingcouplafLnts.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, 0 C 204b

KAY 12, 1994

The Honorable Bobby L. Rush
souse of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20SIS

RZ: KUR 3962

Dear Mr. Rush:

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 3962.
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

'0 believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
410 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 IS days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(8) and S 437q(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

CN the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The .onorable Bobby L. Rush
Pa" 2

It you have any questions, please contact Joan Ncner at
(202) 21.3400. rot your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Comaission's procedures for handling€ouplaints.

Sincerely,

*44 . Tavir.0

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN TON. 0 C 2041

MAY 12v 199'

Shel1a Jackson, Treasurer
Citisens for Rush for Congress
3361 8outh King Drive
Chicago, IL 60616

RI: MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Jackson:

0 The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

indicates that the Citizens for Rush for Congress (0Committee*)
and you, as treasurer. may have violated the Federal 1ection
Casmgn Act of 1971t as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MR 3962.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
NO writing that no action should be taken against the Committee and

ras treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
Za1 materials vhich you believe are relevant to the

Coamiesioass 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 1S days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 1S days. the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(0) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Shelia Jackson. ?reamfter

Citizens for Iush for Congress
V646 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan Mcnery at
(202) 21 93400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Comission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2M4E3

MY 12, 1994

Barbara Curtis
C/o Citisens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive
Chicago, IL 60616

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Curtis:

The Federal clection 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 3962.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
0 writing that no action should be taken against you in this

matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
0believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of thismatter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under

oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within IS days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within IS days, the
Commission may take further act.on based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(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.



varbaa curtis

Zf u 'have any questions, please contact Joan Ncnery at(202) 1u-34OO. For your information, we have enclosed a briefde scrition of the Commissions procedures for handlingcom le nts.

Sincerely,

Nary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



Retha Dixon
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RI~CEWED*
FEOEIAL ELECTIOM

% yi1NiSTR2, 194 t'a

M~lk~ - %z --
Dear Ms. Dixon,

I do not normally make a practice of discussing my conversations
with news sources, but I feel compelled to correct an inaccurate
statement falsely attributed to me in a complaint filed with you
on May 3, 1994, by Mr. Joseph Novak. The copy of Mr. Novak's
letter that I have lists at the top "MUR 3962." That may help
you in identification.

In his letter to you, Mr. Novak recounts conversations I am said
to have had with Congressman Bobby Rush of Illinois. Specifically,
the letter states that I told Novak that Congressman Rush told me
he received "a sutsbantial contribution" from Mr. Albert Hofeld
(then a candidate for Illinos attorney general) in the March
1994 Illiois primary, for Rush's *ward committeeman's account."
While I did recently report on the political alliance between
Messers Rush and Hofeld--and on its financial component--the
congressman never told me money from Hofeld was placed in his
ward committeeman's account. Nor did I tell Mr. Novak that Rush made
such a statement.

There are other inaccuracies in Mr. Novak's letter to you, but this
one at least deserves immediate correction.

Sincerely,

Political Editor

414 North Orleans Suite 8-C C,cago. t1ino4s 60610 (3!2i 222-8999 • Fax (312) 222-0699

64ev

40



May 24, 1994

Retha Dixon
Federal Election Comission
99 E Street, N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Dixon

Enclosed are a sampling of official "Poll Watcher Credentials
For A Candidate" from the March 15, 1994 Illinois Democratic primary.

These signed affadavits show that the person listed on each
credential was an official representative of the campaign of Bobby
Rush for Congress.

It's worth noting that Mr. Rush was unopposed in that race.

NIn the attached Chicago Magazine article, Mr. Rush talks about
fielding an army of 1200 paid workers to help local candidates in
that primary.

This was with the money provided from Albert Hofeld.

Only by investigating Mr. Rush's non-disclosable Ward Comittmms
account, can it be accurately determined whether the people listed
on the enclosed sampling of credentials were part of that paid army.

If they did receive money, the affadavits make It clear that a
Federal candidate, Rush for Congress benefited from this money. And
that, it would appear would be a clear violation of Federal Election
Law.

I believe this is further proof of a need for your office to
investigate this matter.

Sinc 
rely,

$2Josrph Novak

31 Keystone
VUAL * River Forest, Illinois 60305

LOITA DPAD
OTARy PuLDCsrAn (wE 0-M NV~ MxP. s vr- 1z t 9mf



Bobby Rutr Cores
First Congressional Dstrict-

An Effective Leader Who Flghts...For You!

May 26, 1994

Office the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear General Counsel: at

I am writing in reference to correspondence received from your office dated May
12, 1994 on the matter MUR 3962.

We are in the process of reviewmg the complaint that has been made against the
Rush for Congress Committee and are in the process of prepauing a response.

However, due to the amount of time ta it will take to gather the necessary
information for our response, we would like to request a 15 day extension beyond
your May 31 deadline.

Thank you for your prompt consideration of this matter.
Sincerely./ _.:,

Bobby u
Treas rer-Rush for Congress Committee M.C.

Vote Democratic
Citizens for Rush

1507 E. 53rd St., Suite 310 - Chicago, Illinois 60615
(312) 994-2000

Prepared and paid for by Citizens for Rush Committee
A copy of ouf report is available from the Federal Elections Commission
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UFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. C 0 3

pJUNE 13, 1994

Representative Bobby Rush
Shelia Jackson
Citizens for Rush
1507 E. 53rd Street, Suite 310
Chicago, IL 60615

Rg: MUR 3962
Representative Bobby
Rush, Citizens for Rush,
and Shelia Jackson, as
Treasurer

Dear Mr. Rush and Ms. Jackson:

This is in response to your letter dated Nay 26, 1994,requesting an extension until June 15, 1994 to respond to thecomplaint filed in the above-noted matter. After consideringthe circumstances presented in your letter, the Office of theGeneral Counsel has granted the requested extension.Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
June 15, 1994.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS 4NG 10". DC M%*3

JUNE 13,0 1994

Joseph E. Tighe, Esq.
111 West Washington Street
Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60602

RE: MUR 3962
Al Hofeld

Dear Mr. Tighe:

This is in response to your letter dated June 1, 1994,requesting an extension until June 15, 1994 to respond to the
complaint filed in the above-noted matter. After consideringthe circumstances presented in your letter, the Office of theGeneral Counsel has granted the requested extension.Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
June 15, 1994.

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

Sincerely,

4*a s. "Waao

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON Ot V-W1

JNE 13, 1994

Joe Novak
31 Keystone
River Forest, IL 60305

RE: HUR 3962

Dear Mr. Novak:

This letter acknowledges receipt on May 27, 1994 and
June 1, 1994, of the supplements to the complaint you filed on
may 6, 1994. The respondent(s) will be sent copies of the
supplement. You will be notified as soon as the Federal
Election Commission takes final action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A ASH INC ION. D1) ZV

JUNE 13, 199U

William J. Harte, Esq.
Joseph B. Tighe, Esq.
III West Washington Street
Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60602

RE: MUR 3962
Al Holfeld

Dear Mr. Harte and Mr. Tighe:

On Nay 12, 1994, your client, Al Holfeld, was notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint from Joseph
Novak alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time your
client were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within IS days of
receipt of the notification.

On Ray 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, 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 contact Joan McEnery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNINC1)%, DC 204b3

JUNE 13. 1994

Treasurer
Nofeld for Attorney General
100 West monroe, Suite 1201
Chicago, IL 60603

RE: MUR 3962
Hofeld for Attorney
General and its Treasurer

Dear Sir or Madam:

On May 12t 1994, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Joseph Novak
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 1S days of receipt of the

Nnotification.

On May 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, the Commission received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the

'0 allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this

additional information.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION. 0 201 1

JUdE 13, 1994

Bettylu Saltzman, Treasurer
ifofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
3015 West Fifth Street
Milan, IL 61264

RE: HUR 3962
Hofeld for the U.S.
Senate Committee and
Settylu Saltzman, as
Treasurer

Dear Ms. Saltzman:

On Nay 12, 1994, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Joseph Novak
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.

On Nay 27, 1994 and June 1, 19949 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 contact Joan NcEnery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

The Honorable Bobby L. RushJUE1P94
Souse of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Rush:

on May 12, 1994, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commissionl received a complaint from Joseph Novak
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.

on may 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, 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 contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

W"m t. TlJxw
Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A ASHIN(CTON D Cc 201

JUNE 13. 1994

Sheila Jackson, Treasurer
Citisens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive
Chicago, IL 60616

RE: MUR 3962
Citizens for Rush for
Congress and Sheila
Jackson, as Treasurer

Dear Ms. Jackson:

On Nay 12, 1994, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Joseph Novak
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On Kay 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, the Commission receivedadditional information from the complainant pertaining to theallegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

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

Sincerely,

e"Xv . TGJoca%

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VtASMINCTIO DC 0463

JUNE 13, 1994

Barbara Curtis
c/o Citizens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive
Chicago, IL 60616

RE: MUR 3962
Barbara Curtis

Dear Ms. Curtis:

On May 12t 1994, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Joseph Novak
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.

On May 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, 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 contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
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Boy L. Rush
irs Dim'an - Iflinois

June 20, 1994

Mary L. Taskar
Office the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Ms. Taksar,

This is in response to your letter informing me that Mr. Joe Novak
- has made allegations againt Congressman Bobby Rush and/or Citizens

for Rush Comnittee.

Mr. Novak alleges that Citizens for Rush and/or Congressman BobbyRush received an illegal campaign contribution from AL Hofeld, a
10* candidate for Illinois Attorney General.

1;7 Mr. Novak's assertions are false and unfounded and I offer several
pieces of evidence to support my claim.

1). When Mr. Novak alleged to the State Board of Elections of the
State of Illinois that Al Hofeld, People for Al Hofeld, received
an illegal contribution from Congressman Rush, Citizens for
Rush, the hearing officer recomnended that the State Board find
a) the complaint had not been filed on justifiable grounds and
b) the case be dismissed. (Case No. 94 CD 27 enclosed)

2). Mr. Novak relies upon the affidavit of Robin Kaufman as evidence
that an illegal contribution was made to Congressman
Rush/Citizens for Rush. But even if each statement in the
affidavit is assumed to be true, that does not provide evidence
of any illegal contribution being made on behalf of People for
Hofeld or accepted by Congressman Rush/Citizens for Rush.

In her affidavit, Ms. Robin Kaufman identifies Barbara Curtis
as a caller on behalf of the Hofeld campaign. Ms. Curtis wascalling on behalf of the Hofeld campaign because she was a paid
phone banker for the Hofeld campaign.



Page 2

3). Mr. Novak asserts in his letter to the FEC that "(These) funds
were apparently earmarked for Rush's Committeeman's Political
Fund .... I understand that this money was disbursed by Rush, at
least in part, as "street money" to employ workers for Hofeld's
campaign at the rate of $40 a day. " Mr. Novak refers loosely to
an article that appeared in CHI magazine written by Greg
Hinz to support his allegation that money was transferred to
Congressman Rush's committeeman's political fund.

The fact of the matter is that no funds were ever transferred to
Congressman Rush's comtitteeman's political fund or any other
fund. The only evidence that Mr. Novak offers in support of his
accusation is his own speculation. In fact, Mr. Novak's
references to Mr. Hinz's article are inaccurate and false as Mr.
Hinz points out in his letter to the FEC on May 18th. Mr. Hinz
writes "..the Congressman never told me money from Hofeld was
placed in his ward conumitteeman's account. Nor did I tell Mr.
Novak that Rush made such a statement. " (A copy of this letter
is attached.) Furthermore, it is my understanding from the
documents from the Illinois State Board of Elections that a
nmer of the Hofeld Campaign, Peter Giangrecco, disbursed the
money in question.

4). In his complaint Mr. Novak questions whether any of the money in
question directly supplemented Congressman Rush's congressional

NO campaign. No money ever benefited Congressman Rush congressional
campaign. It is a well known fact that Congressman Rush ran
unopposed in the primary election, so there was no actual
campaign to benefit. Additionally, Mr. Novak assumes and charges
that Congressman Rush dispersed this money an accusation that we
completely and absolutely deny.

5). Mr. Novak additional attempts to connect the fact that
pollwatchers were credentialed to some illegal and unethical
action on behalf of Congressman Rush/Citizens for Rush.

It is necessary to point out that Congressman Rush has been a
leader in his community for a number of years. He has the
ability to marshall a large number of forces on behalf of other
candidates because his constituents generally respect his
opinion. He also has a core group of supporters who actively
promote him and candidates that he supports on a volunteer
basis. Because Mr. Novak fails to acknowledge the nature of
these relationships does not give him privilege to define them.

It is obvious that Mr. Novak is attempting to use the fact that
Congressman Rush actively support a statewide candidate, who happen
to be opposing the candidate that Mr. Novak supported and worked for,
as a platform from which to hurl false accusations.
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The allegations set forth by Mr. Novak are groundless and
uflmNLorted. This is clearly a thinly veiled political ploy and I
request that this matter be immediately dismissed.

Treasurer

Ciazeft for Rush Sba Jacklo. - Treasurer
Conwiutia are mc* dedudcsl for Federal Income Tax putposes
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WILLIAM J. ATJF;4
ATTORNEY AT LAW,.o--

III WEST WASHINGTON STREET - SUITE 11091 ,

CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 6OB A '
TELEPHONE: (311) 715-SOIS

WILLIAM J HARTE FAX NUMBER: (312) 641-1268 OF CONSEL

DAVID J WALKER DANIEL ICIHLC
SYLVIA A. SOTRAS June 21, 1994
ERIK 0 GRUBER
STEPHEN L GARCIA

JOAN M MANNIX

C U RTN#A PYE too.r.
40

Ms. Mary L. Taksar
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR2

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I represent Al Hofeld, candidate for linois Attoney GaneraL and rt to the
complaint filed by Mr. Joeph Novak against him and against Bobby Rush, United States
Represntaive from Ilinois. As you may know, the compin t filed with your offic by Mr.
Novak was also lodged with the minos Sate Boand of letio and I rqwe Mr. Hofed
and his campaign "mitte in the proeeds b-efosW the linmi Sta Bond of as
well.

Mr. Novak's complaint was considered by a Haring Off for the State Board of
Elections, and that hearing officer has recommended that the State board (1) find that Mr.
Novak's complaint has not been filed on justifiable grounds and (2) dismiss his complaint. The
Hearing Examiner's Report and Recommendation in case 94 CD 27 before the Ilinois State
Board of Elections is enclosed.

Mr. Novak's complaint asserts that the Hofeld campaign made in-kind contributions or
other contributions for the benefit of Congressman Rush rather than for the benefit of the Hofeld
campaign. That complaint must be evaluated in light of the fact that Congressman Rush ran
unopposed in the March 15, 1994 primary, while candidate Hofeld ran a vigorous, contested
campaign against Martin Oberman, for whom Mr. Novak worked.

In the contested primary election, candidate Hofeld and candidate Oberman competed for
votes throughout the state, including African-American communities in the City of Chicago.
Mr. Hofeld secured endorsements from various people, including Congressman Rush, and the
Hofeld campaign located an office in the district of Congressman Rush. In addition, the Hofeld
campaign set up a volunteer program and organization, with area coordinators and the like, and



Ms. Mary L Taksar
June 21, 1994
Page 2

campaign set up a volunteer program and organization, with area coordinators and the like, and
much of that work was performed in the campaign office located in the district of Congressman
Rush.

As the affidavit of Ms. Kaufman attached to Mr. Novak's complaint establishes, the
Hofeld campaigners who solicited volunteers did so on behalf of candidate Hofeld, not on behalf
of Congressnum Rush, and sought people who would work for Mr. Hofeld's candidacy. The
affidavit of Ms. Kaufman attests to numerous telephone calls to her and her roommate in which
representatives of Mr. Hofeld's campaign office advised that they desired assistance through
volunteers for Mr. Hofeld, without any reference or request for volunteers for Congressman
Rush. (See Ms. Kaufman's affidavit at paragraph 1 ["I was contacted.. .by an unknown person
who inquired as to whether I was interested in working for Al Hofeld .... '], 2 ['they told me the
work was passing out literature. Upon further questioning, they said it was for Hofeld.'], 4
['was again asked to work on election day,...,passing out literature for Hofeld.'].)

On election day, cash was obtained for paying compensation to drivers and volunteers
for candidate Hofeld. That election day cash is presumably the money referred to in Mr.
Novak's April 25, 1994 complaint to Mr. Potter. That money was not contrbuted to
Congressman Rush, as a Congressional candidate, nor was it contributed to Mr. Rush, as a ward
committeeman. Instead, the money was for Hofeld volunteers and it was distributed by Hofeld's
campaign repmentatives to Hofeld volunteers.

On election day, Mr. Peter Giangreco signed a receipt for $51,820.00 in cash for
distribution to Hofeld's campaign workers. A copy of Mr. Giangreco's signed receipt is
enclosed. At the time, Mr. Giangreco was an affiliate of The Strategy Group, Inc., political
consultants retained by the Hofeld campaign in October, 1993 in anticipation of the March
election.

After signing the receipt for the funds, Mr. Giangreco entrusted the funds to Mr. Dane
Tucker, a Hofeld campaign worker. Mr. Tucker, in turn, distributed money to area coordinators
for the Hofeld campaign for further distribution to volunteers and individual workers. Receipts
were obtained from the volunteers and from area coordinators for the funds received, those
receipts are being assembled, and reports necessary to be filed with the Illinois State Board of
Elections with respect to those funds are being prepared and will be filed in a timely manner.
Those reports are not yet due to be filed.

The individual volunteers were asked to distribute palm cards and other campaign
literature for candidate Hofeld, and, to the knowledge of the Hofeld campaign, the only
instructions given to those volunteers was to distribute election-day material for candidate
Hofeld.



Ms. Mary L. Taksar
June 21, 1994
Page 3

With respect to the remainder of Mr. Novak's complaint, it appears to be drawn
primarily upon media reports. In correspondence with the State Board of Elections, Mr. Novak
refered to statements attributed to Mr. Greg Hinz of Chicago Magazine, and Mr. Hinz has
sepaately written to Ms. Retha Dixon of your offices to correct certain of Mr. Novak's
misstatements. A copy of Mr. Hinz' letter is enclosed.

Since the Hofeld election-day cash payments were made to volunteers for Hofeld for
work in connection with the Hofeld campaign and were not given for the benefit of Congressman
Rush, there has been no violation of federal or state law in connection with the March, 1994
Illinois primary elections, and Mr. Novak's complaint lacks merit.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

William J. Harte

WJH.jsr
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TO: David E. Murray, Chairman
Lawrence E. Johnson. Vice Chairman
Members of the Board
Ronald D. Michaelson, Executive Director

FROM:

RE:

DATE:

%L adm Na

A. L. Zimmer, General Counsel a. r-

Recommendations following Closed Preliminary Hearings

March 10, 1994

94 CD 26 & 94 CD 27; Nvak v. A tHofed,/op for Hpf

1 agree with the recom ao of the ing eaminer and his
rksa as my own.

2. 94 CD 29; SBE v. Citizns fig f A h

The Committee fild a final epu on Jo 1, 1994. 1 mom that the Beard
ada an Order dumiiing the cm qaw up= provmm d the Commifte no be
revived within 12 months fom the de of the Order of andmi. sd fr
providing that if the m it Pe is revive within that time that the ma . go to
public hearing.

3. 94 CD 30; SBE v. McGinni forRtcrm
94 CD 31 ; SBE v. United We ae Fiumn. Cmmir_
94 CD 32; SBE v. Committee to Elect Robert T. Ban

Approve Stipulations with respect to the above-referenced cases.

4. 92 S 190; SBE v. People for Je WashIin=on - Appeal of Automatic Fine

I agree with the recommendation of the hearing officer and incorporate his
remarks as my own.

- -



I hereby acknowledge receipt of $51,820.00 in cash from People for Hoteld on the 15th

day of March, 1994 consisting of:

15 envelopes each containing $100.00 for Ward Co-Ordinators;

107 envelopes each containig $60 00 for Arma Chairmen;

45 envelopes each containing $120.00 for drives (Vtdi gas);
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BEFORE TiE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

)x.13 3 N is
In the Matter of

Enforcement Priority

GENR AL COU S L 9s MON TLY R EIPORT s o S T E
1. 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.

It. CASKS ECKNEUDED FOR CLOSING

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

A critical component of the Priority System is identifying

those pending cases that do not warrant the f:,rther 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 duch 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. 1 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

Comnission requested, 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.

a. 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

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

IIzI. 11r"Wo~qn~aTIONS

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

1) RAD 93L-19
2) RAD 94L-05
3) RAD 94L-11
4) RAD 94L-15
5) R&D 94L-21
6) RAD 94L-23
7) 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) M4UR 3862



4) MUR 3866
5) MUR 3876
6) NUR 3879
7) MUR 3890
8) MUR 3893
9) MUR 3895

10) MUR 3896
11) MUR 3890
12) MUR 3902
13) MUR 3903
14) MUR 3904
15) MUR 3905
16) MUR 3907
17) MUR 3908
18) MUR 3912
19) NUR 3933
20) NUR 3958
21) NUR 3962
22) NUR 3978
23) N4UR 3984
24) NUR 4087
25) NUR 4092
26) NUR 4093
27) NUR 4096
28) MUR 4097
29) MUR 4098
30) NUR 4100
31) NUR 4103
32) NUR 4106
33) NUR 4114

C. Take no further action, close the file effectiveJune 26, 1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the
following matters:

1) MU 2582
2) NUR 3109
3) NUR 3241
4) NUR 3426

ae Gwrence . Nole
General Counsel



B5EOR3 TEl rRDIIAL RLCTION CONIBSIzON

In the Ratter of

Enforcement Priority ) Agenda Document

CRT! FIZCATXON

I, MarJorie W. smons, recording secretary for the
federal Election Comission executive session on June 27,

199S, do hereby certify that the Comaission decided by a
vote of 6-0 on each of the matters listed below to take

the actions hereinafter described:

NO A. Decline to open a NR and close the file
effective July 5, 1995 in the following
matters:

1) MAD 93L-19
2) MAD 94L-O5
3) AD 94L-1
4) PAD 94-1.S5) AD 94L-21
6) RAD 94L-23
7) AD 94L-26

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

1) HUR 3857
2) HUR 3858
3) HUM 3862

(continued)
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4) NU 3866
5) SRt 3876
6) U 3879
7) RUR 3890
8) RU 3693
9) HUR 3895

10) RUR 3896
11) HJR 3898
12) RM 3902
13) M 3903
14) M 3904
15) 1M 3905
16) MR 3907
17) RM 3908
18) HUR 3912
19) UR 3933
20) RUE 39S8
21) HR 3962
22) RUE 3978
23) IRE 3984
24) M 4067
25) RUR 4092
26) RUR 4093
27) MIR 4096
28) RUR 4097
29) RUE 4098
30) RUE 4100
31) RUE 4103
32) RUR 4106
33) RUR 4114

(continued)
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C. Take no further action, close the file
effective July S, 199S. and approve theappropriate letter in the following matters,

1) MR 2582
2) MR 3109
3) RNM 3241
4) RUR 3426

Commissioners Alkens, Elliott, McDonald, McGatry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision

with respect to each of these actions.

Attest:

A A 2W.00"
&zoo..,

rjorif W.
eta",ary Of the commission

2AO -
Date



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 204Wb

July 6, 1995

Joseph Novak
31 Keystone
River Forest, IL 60305

RE: MUR 3962

Dear hr. Novak:

On Nay 6, 1994, may 27, 1994 and June 1. 1994, the Federal
Election Commission received your complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal ElectionNCampaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take noaction in the matter. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commissionts docket. In lightof the information on the record, the relative significance of'0 the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
July S, 1995. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days.

Vr The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of theCommission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
5 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. 0 C 2043

July 6, 1995

Joseph a. Tighe, equire
111 W. Washington Street <4

Chicago* IL 60602

RE: MUR 3962
Al Hofeld

Dear Mr. Tigbe:

On Ray 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994# the Federal Election
Comission notified your client of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint and
additional information was enclosed with the notifications.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Comaission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against your client. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commissionts docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the ase, and thw amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
July S. 199S.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Comaission'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 the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2043

July 6, 1995

Treasurer
Mofeld for Attorney General
100 West Monroe, Suits 1201
Chicago, IL 60603

RE: NUR 3962

Dear Treasurer:

On Nay 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Federal Election
Commission notified you of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint and
additional information was enclosed with the notifications.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against the Committee and you, as treasurer. This case
was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the
Commissons docket. In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time
that has elapsed, the Comission determined to close its file in
this matter on
July 5, 199S.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commissionts 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 the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

July 6, 1995

Settylu Saltzman, Treasurer
Kofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
301S West Fifth Street
Milan, IL 61264

RE: NUR 3962

Dear Ns. Saltsman:

on Nay 12, 1994 and June 13v 1994, the Federal Election
Commission notified you of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal Blection
Campaign Act of 1971o as amended. A copy of the complaint and
additional information was enclosed with the notifications.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against the Committee and you, as treasurer. This case
was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the
Com issionts docket. In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time
that has elapsed, the Comission determined to close its file in
this matter on July S 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record 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 the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20%3

July 6, 1995

Tifothy Wright, squire
frcor, NeClendon Counts
Ill W. Washington StreetChicago, IL 60602

RE: RUR 3962
Bobby L. Rush
Citizens for Rush for
Congress and Sheila
Jackson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Wright:

NO On May 12& 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Federal ElectionCoNSIssion notified your clients of a complaint and additionalinfomtion alleging Certain violations of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as mnded. A copy of the complaint andadditional Information wag enclosed with the notifications.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the0 ~ Comission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take noaction against your clients. This case was evaluated1) 4*ect1velY relatiwe to other matters on the Commission'sinokot. In lght of the Lnfrmation on the record, the relativesigificane of the case, and the amount of tine that has1aedL, the Ctsaalet determined to close its file in thismatter on July S 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.C. S 4379(a)(12) nolonger apply and this matter is now public. In addition,although the complete file must be placed on the public recordwithin 30 days, this could occur at any time followingcertification of the Comissionts vote. If you wish to submitany factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placedon the public record prior to receipt of your additionalmaterials, any permissible submissions will be added to thepublic record when received.

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

Sincerely,

WV%At I -n44'%

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2063

July 6, 1995

Barbaro Curtis
C/o Citisens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive
Chicago, IL 60616

RE: NUR 3962

Dear Ms. Curtis:

On Nay 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Federal Election
Commission notified you of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal ElectionN Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint and
additional information was enclosed with the notifications.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, theCommission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take noaction against the Comittee and you, as treasurer. This Casewas evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the'0 Commission's docket. In light of the information on the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time'0 that has elapsed, the Comission determined to close its file inthis matter on July S, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) nolonger apply and this matter is now public. In addition,although the complete file must be placed on the public recordwithin 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submitany 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 the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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