FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION. D C 20463

THIS IS THE BEGINNING OF MR # 3% 72—

DATE FILMED ][_’:!hY CAMERA NO. l
CAMERAMAN Z§




April 25, 1994

géig'::or Potter muR 3q (pZ_

FPederal Election Commission
999 E 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 Attormey 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 law. 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
golicited by telephone to be a campaign worker for Mr. Hofeld, it
is clear that the Citizens for Rush for Congress, rather than
Rush’s Committeeman’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.




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

Given the public’s 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 complaint regarding the above
situation and transactions.

Ve :;:é§’¥purs'.

oe Novak
31 Keystone
River Forest, Il. 60305

SIGNED and SWORN TO before
me this 25th day of April, 1994

Notary Public




AFFIDAVIT OF ROBIN KAUFMAN
Robin Kaufman, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows:

1. During the month of February, 1994, I was contacted via telephone by an
unknown person who inquired as to whether I was interested in working for Al Hofeld for $40
cash on election day. I told the caller I was not interested.

2. On March 2, 1994 | answered a telephone call for my roommate. The caller asked
if she wanted to work on election day for $40 cash. Upon my questioning, they told me the work
was passing out literature. Upon further questioning, they said it was for Hofeld.

3. Five minutes later, I received another call. This call was for myself. The caller
stated that they needed election day workers and that they would pay $40 cash. The caller asked
if I would do it or if I knew anyone who would. I said I would call her back. She identified
herself as Barbara Curtis 2nd gave me the number 994-2000.

4 When I called 994-2000 the phone was answered "Congressional Campaign

Office.” I spoke with Barbara Curtis and was again asked to work on election day, 8:00 a.m. to
6:30 p.m., for $40 cash, passing out literature for Hofeld. She said I should pass the number
along to "anybody willing to work."”

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

SIGNED and SWORN TO before
me this 2nd day of March, 1994 "OFFICIAL. SEA L
§ { Sharon Homrig
g d . Notary Public, State of Min.is

| My Commission Expires 017 o
(D Yo Hmyia
Notary Public \ e

\
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Retha Dixon ”aw Kz
Federal Election Commission 7=
999 E 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"”.

When the *fact checker® assigned to the story went over his
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.
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.

Sincerely,
SIGNED and SWORN to ; ;ﬁijzz,az//

before me on this

3rd day of May, 1994 os€ph Novak
. i 31 Keystone
W - !1‘ﬂ4¢¢4/ud River Forest, Illinois 60305

Notary Public

LORETTA D PASSERO
NOTARY PUBLUIC STATE OF |
o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MAY 12, 1994

Joe Novak
31 Keystone
River Porest, IL 60305

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Mr. Novak:

This letter acknowledges receipt on May 6, 1994, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the rederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®"). The respondents
will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Pederal 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 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,
oy 3. Takoon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2046}

MAY 12, 1994

Al Hofeld
c/0 Hofeld for Attorney General
100 West Monroe, Suite 1201
Chicago, IL 60603

MUR 3962

Dear Mr. Hofeld:
The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
~N indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election

N 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
b matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
O believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
~y 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
C
wn
o

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 Commigsion 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.



Al Hofeld
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Nary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. O C 2046}

Treasurer

Hofeld for Attorney General
100 West Monroe, Suite 1201
Chicago, 1L 60603

MUR 3962

Dear Sir or HMadam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Hofeld for Attorney General ("Committee”) and
you, as treasurer, may have violated the PFederal 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 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. Wwhere appropriate,
statements should be submitted under ocath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
subajitted 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.




Treasurer
Hofeld for Attorney General
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
coaplaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 0463

MAY 12, 1994

Bettylu Salteman, Treasurer

Hofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
3015 West Frifth Street

milsn, IL 61264

MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Saltzman:

The rederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Hofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
("Committee®) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the
Pederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 3962. Pleasgse 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.




Bettylu Saltsman, Treasurer
Hofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. PFor your information, we have enclosed a griot
description of the Commission’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 2046}

MAY 12, 1994

The Honorable Bobby L. Rush
House of Representatives
washington, D.C. 20815

RE: MUR 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

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.




The Nonorable Bobby L. Rush
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

M ‘TQ,\OM

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON. D C 20403

MAY 12, 1994

Shelia Jackson, Treasurer
Citizens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive

Chicago, IL 60616

MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Jackson:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Citizens for Rush for Congress ("Committee”)
and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 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 subait any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. 1If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

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




Shelia Jackson, Treasurer
Citizens for Rush for Congress
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan NcEnery at
(202) 219-3400. Por your information, we have enclosed a g:lo!
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mony € Tahoon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D 2046}

MAY 12, 199%

Barbara Curtis

c/0 Citizens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive

Chicago, IL 60616

MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Curtis:

The rederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the rederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®™). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 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
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 act.on 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.




Barbara Curtis
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
{202) 219-3400. Fror your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

M&.To&m

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Retha Dixon . n 9 3’“ ﬂay 18, 1994

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

MUK 234 (,2_

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,
s

_ eg Hinz
Political Editor




May 24, 1994

Retha Dixon

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

: MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Dixon

Enclosed are a sampling of official "Poll Watcher Credentials
For A Candidate” from the March 15, 1994 I11inois 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.

In 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 Committemans
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.

Sincerely,

g4

Joséph Novak

31 Keystone

River Forest, I11inois 60305
LOBETTA D PASSERO Y

NOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF ILLINOS
LMY COMMISION ExXP. 7T 121996
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Bobby Rus'for Congress ®

First Congressional District .

An Effective Leader Who Fights...For You!
CE—

May 26, 1994

Office the General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear General Counsel:

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

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

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

Thank you for your prompt consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

] A . Bobby Ru
Treasftire M.C.

Vote Democratic

Citizens for Rush
1507 E. 53rd St., Suite 310 - Chicago, lllinois 60615
(312) 994-2000

Prepared and paid for by Citizens for Rush Committee.
A copy of out report is availabie from the Federa! Elections Commission

-
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POLITICS

Rush Limbo

Some think Bobby Rush wants to be
mayer; he may have other plans

ok into the office of
Second Ward com-
mitteemsn Bobdy
Rush at 35th and King Drive
and you quickly nolice 2 huge
picture of the late Mayor
Hareld Washington hanging
on the wall. Ask Rush sbout i
and haM talk instead about
the picture that hangs in his
other effice—the office of Con-
gressman Bobby Rush on East
T9h. That work depicts an-
cian, William Dawson. The
comment may speek volumes
sbout Rush'’s aspirstions.
Bebby Rugh (D-1st) clearly
is making 8 politicsl move.
Hie fingerprints were every-
where ia the March Demeo-
cratic primary. In his own
South Side beck yard, Rush
slated contenders far state
representative, water com-
missioner, and Firet District commitiee-
womsn. (Rush hireself was unopposed for
renemination.) Away from home, he
backed a white gay man for judge in a
mostly North Side distriet, pushed the
reacminstion of county shenfl Michsel
Sheshan, snd even helped alties join Cook
County Democratic Women. Most signifi-

"Held what he chalme was & procimet ermy
o 1,200 paid werkers o halp local conds-

To paraphrase Harold Washington, &
politician who does all that ain't playin’
beanbag. 8o what is the 47-year-old Black
Panther turned congresaman and early
supporter of Bill Qinton up to? If the goe-
sip columns are right, he's preparing to
run for mayor next year.

Rugh, averse a3 any other politician to
foreclosing options, clearly leaves that

24 CraCaOO st 1990

door open. In an interview, he doss little
but dbash Daley. Rush accuses the mayor of
shortchanging blacke: T receive o constant
stream of complaints about not having
goode and services available. It srema to
me that the city work force

has returned to the level of 1= Rush. trying te
“the prowines;

the fifties and sixties in re Sovemss
gard to the African-Ameri-

con community.” Rush is Heek polincel lende™

Rush ain’t
playin’ beanbag

equslly hard on Daley’s anticrime efforts.
“He doesn’t know what the hell to do,”
Rush aays. “He abolished the SIN {Sudden
Intervention Network, an sntigsng pro
gram], which lefR a gaping hole. The {civil-
ian) beat rep program was dismantled.”
Yet, asked if hell run for mayor, Rugh
replies, °1 would have to be convinced that
Daley is not sincere in trying to represent
all the people.” Translation: Rush likely
will stay on the fast track in Congress.
The unofficial word from the Rush camp
(and the widespread opinion among fellow

Q. SR

PO

pots) is that

hsh ie trying to emulete
Dawaca, a rreasman from 1943 to
1970 whe wagl: intermediary and power
m : South Side blacke and the

hink he wants to be the
boss,” says Jacky Grim-
Mayor Washington’s
ne chief jobbytst.
trying to assert him-
the prominent black po-
leader, in the direction of
Dawson.” says a leading
n-American officeholder.
won't be any more
ns but, for the lack of a
description, that'v the job
poking for,” says consult.
on Rose. "He's trying to
money and power. He
%0 bo the nurnber one.”
's initial stepe in that
on siready are meeting
apposition from some.
ofith he gets slong with oth-
manty for black lesder-
notably County Board
dent nominee John
Strofibr, at least three of Rush's
iée wore defeated in the
primary. He's had a fall-
t with his hendpicked
glisor 89 Second Ward a)
Madeline Haitheock.

8 DI h&mw“
He biames her I firing & “championship”
ltll. udingihis wife, Cardlyn, who's

f Harold-style unity ever

will come says Eugene Sawyer,
who lost the Jjob becauss of & split
among black that, to some degree,
coatinues to tPl day “Pecple want to
think for th ves.”

Rush sdmi t politics today “is &
lot different” fin that of Dawson's era.
But be adds, “Jwson was able to forge
unity, and then B liver. .. . ] have my own
nision. | eavisi@l a city where neighbor-
hoods are emplivered. It should not be
controlled und@R one leader. But you've
got to get contrgilof the resources [of gov-
ernment belore [ey can be parceled out).”

Rush this @y is dressed not as s
homeboy but afia cowboy. Shifting his
pointed boots afll ten-gallon hat, he con-
cludes with a ofiile, “If you don't go out
thore and kick me booty, your booty’s
going to be kfiked.” The Rush show
should be worthiliatching. ~

photegragh. BRIT HUCKABAY
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JosepPr E. TIGHE
ATTORNEY AT LAW 5

1 WEST WASHINGTON STREEY, SUITE WO 1
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]
Central Baforcement Docket <
Pedonal Blectioa Commissica o
999 E Street, N.W. £

Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: MUR K2
Dear Ms. Taksar:

Mr. wmm:.muxmuumaaﬂhuhmdnm

Atomey Genenal. Your office has secsived awmﬁ&.uftm
971, lmdad.f“ i
1 " _

it Mr. Harte and I have becn eagaged 1o seapond 10 the allagations, and we are prepering
% a response. Unfortunately, we did not seccive aolice of the complaint in sufficient time to

cnable a response 0 be filed by May 31, 1994, 15 duys afier secoipt of the complaint by the .
s, Committee i

We have commenced an investigation into the assextions in the complaint, and I believe
we can respond by Juae 13, 1994,

Please consider this latter 2 request for an extension of time 10 respond 10 the complaint.
If you have any questions conceming this matier, piease do not hesitae 0 contact me.

Sincarely,
R
Tighe
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TELEPHONE: (312) 226-3015

The sbove-named individuals are hereby designased as my counsel and are authorized to
receive any notifications and other communications from the i and to act oa my
behalf before the Commission.

s




ADDRESS: Perkims Coie
607 14th Street. NW
Washisgten, DC 20005

TELEPHONE:  202-434-1622

The above-named individuals are hereby designated as my counsel and are authorised to
receive any netifications and ether communications frem the Comminsion and
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON, D C 2046)

JUNE 13, 1994

Representative Bobby Rush
Shelia Jackson

Citizens for Rush

1507 E. 53rd Street, Suite 310
Chicago, IL 60615

RE: 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 May 26, 1994,

N requesting an extension until June 15, 1994 to respond to the
complaint filed in the above-noted matter. After considering

~ the circumstances presented in your letter, the Office of the
General Counsel has granted the requested extension.

Ay Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on

June 15, 1994.

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

Q

Sincerely,
Ofovuy . Todaon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

JUNE 13, 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 teo respond to the
complaint filed in the above-noted matter. After considering
the circumstances presented in your letter, the Office of the
General Counsel has granted the requested extension.

Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on
June 15, 1994.

1f you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,
Marg 3. Tahoon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 20408

JUNE 13, 1994

Joe Novak
31 Keystone
River Porest, IL 60305

RE: MUR 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,

RUTTEN 3. 11Jboéx

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON O 2vant

Wwilliam J. Harte, Esq.
Joseph E. Tighe, Esq.

111 West Washington Street
Suite 1100

Chicago, IL 60602

RE: MUR 3962
Al Holfeld

Dear Mr. Harte and Mr. Tighe:

On May 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 Pederal
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 subaitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification.

Oon 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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DU 20463

JUNE 13, 1994

Treasurer

Hofeld 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 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 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.

1f 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

JUNE 13, 1994

Bettylu Saltzman, Treasurer

flofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
3015 West Fifth Street

Milan, 1L 61264

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

Dear Ms. Saltzman:

On May 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 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,
q“oub S (N N

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WOASHINGTON D¢ e

JUNE 13, 1994
The Honorable Bobby L. Rush

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Rush:

On May 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 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.

1f 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D' C 2H6)

JUNE 13, 199

Sheila Jackson, Treasurer
Citiszsens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive

Chicago, IL 60616

MUR 3962
Citizens for Rush for
Congress and Sheila

Jackson, as Treasurer

Dear Ms. Jackson:

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

oy 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.

4 366

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

5

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

9

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20461

JUNE 13, 1994

Barbara Curtis

c/0 Citizens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive

Chicago, IL 60616

RE: MUR 3962
Barbara Curtis

Dear Ms. Curtis:

On May 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.

Oon 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,

Moy 3 Tahon

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure




Bobby L. Rush
First District - Illinois

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 against Congressman Bobby Rush and/or Citizens
for Rush Committee. (MIR 3962)

Mr. Novak alleges that Citizens for Rush and/or Congressman Bobby
Rush received an illegal campaign contribution from Al Hofeld, a
candidate for Illinois Attormey General.

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 Rlections of the

State of Illinois that Al Hofeld, People for Al Hofeld, received
o an illegal contribution from Congressman Rush, Citizens for
Rush, the hearing officer recommended 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)

Mr. Novak relies upon the affidavit of Robin Kaufman as evidence
that an 1illegal <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 was
calling on behalf of the Hofeld campaign because she was a paid
phone banker for the Hofeld campaign.
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3).

4).

5

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 CHICAGO 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 committeeman’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 committeeman’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
member of the Hofeld Campaign, Peter Giangrecco, disbursed the
money in question.

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

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 1s 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.




The allegations set forth by Mr. Novak are groundless and
unsupported. This is clearly a thinly veiled political ploy and I
request that this matter be immediately dismissed.

Sheila Jackson
Treasurer

Citizens for Rush Sheila Jackson - Treasurer
Countributions are not deductible for Federal Income Tax purposes
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY OF COOK

BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Compisinant,

No. 94 CD 27

W’ et e N St it st

Respondent.

REPORT OF HEARING EXANMINER

ﬂinhenmgwuheldnamioncawﬂdbyw Jossph J. Novak pursuant
to "An Act to Reguiste Campaeign Financing” (10 LCS 5/8-10) (the “Act”) alleging that
the Respondent Abbert Hofeld, Peopis for Hofeld did the following:

Allsgediy falled to report as an in-kind contribution services expended by Congressman
Rush on behalf of People for Hofeld.

Complainant Novak representad himself. Respondent was represented by Wiliam Harte
end Joseph Tighe.

Barbara S. Mason, Director of Campeign Disclosure, submitted the following documents
into the record: - SBE Group Exhibit #2, which is a copy of the Compleint, Notice and
Summons, Natice of Closed Preliminary Hearing and Certified malling receipts.

The above exhibits were admitted into evidence without objection.

Complainant’'s Caze in Chief

Complainant submitted the following in support of the allegations set forth in the
complaint.

1. ComplahaMreﬁesuponmeaﬁdavilofRobh_Kauﬂmnwhichbmmod

OOOIHD S30I440 MY 1S:0T v6. €T NL
S5re 19 21t




to the complaint as one of the exhibits.

Exhibit #3 which is an magazine articie that was contained in CHICAGQO
magezine. Mr. Novak contends that the articie supports his allegation that
money was transferred to Congressman Rush's committeeman’s fund
which fund is axempt from the reporting requirements.

Exhibt #4 (also Respondent’s Exhibit #1) which is a letter from Greg Hinz
to Rethe Dixon of the Federal Election Commission. Mr. Novek adopts
w:mﬂnhbcmbltﬂmdmmmmw

Respondent submits a copy of check #1573 dated 3/15/84, paid to the
order of: American National Bank in the amount of $51,280 and drawn on

admitted as an exhiit,nor sought to be introduced, was a
recsipt exscuted by Peter Giangreco relating to the $51,280.

Findings of Fects
nutmecanphmt.NoﬂoaandSumonsmdNooceofcw

That the Act requires that all in-kind contributions be reported.

Compiainant has set forth allegations of wrongdoing which are unsupported
and haeve been denied by Respondent.

Conciysion and Recommendgtion

That based upon a review of the documentation and/or statements
presented by the Complainant, it is the opinion of the hearing examiner

OOUOIHD S3DI440 MU 25:01 v6, ET NNL
SGpe I3 2if




thet the compieint hes not been filed on justifisble grounds.
2. Thet this compleint be diemissed.

Respectfully submitied,

Towsl
| Examiner

OOUOIHD S30IA40 MU 2S:8T v, ET NS
cGye W9 2Iit
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WiLLIAM J. HARTE, ‘L'&‘D ,
ATTORNEY AT LAW 3 m,\
11l WEST WASHINGTON STREET - sum:‘uom 03
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS soedqw [} '~
TELEPHONE: (312) 728- 50!5
WILLIAM J HARTE FAX NUMBER: (312) 64i-1288 OF COUNSEL

—e

DAVID J WALKER DANIEL x.‘!m.onr

EYLVIA A. SOTIRAS June 21 1994
ERIK D. GRUBER ?

STEPHEN L GARCiA

JOAN M. MANNIX

Ms. Mary L. Taksar

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

Re: MUR 3962
Dear Ms. Taksar:

I represent Al Hofeld, candidate for Illinois Attorney General, and respondent to the
complaint filed by Mr. Joseph Novak against him and against Bobby Rush, United States
Representative from Illinois. As you may know, the complaint filed with your offices by Mr.
Novak was also lodged with the Illinois State Board of Elections, and 1 represent Mr. Hofeld
and his campaign committee in the proceedings before the Illinots Stase Board of Elections, as
well.

Mr. Novak’s complaint was considered by a Hearing Officer 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 Illinois 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 Congressman 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 [*] 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 contributed 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 representatives 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 tumn, 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
referred to statements attributed to Mr. Greg Hinz of Chicago Magazine, and Mr. Hinz has
separately 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
Ilinois primary elections, and Mr. Novak's complaint lacks menit.

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

Very truly yours,

Wiblamef Hoite (or)

William J. Harte
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217784040
(TDD) 21777821518

James R. Thuimpoon Contar
100 Wost Randolph, Sele 14-100
Chiicage, Ulincls G0601

312/814-6440
(TDD) 312/814-5431

Joseph J. Novak

Joseph E. Tighe

William J. Harte

James Tenuto, Associate General Counsel } 7.

Novak v. Al Hofeid and People for Hofeld; 94 CD 26 & 94 CD 27

June 10, 1994

Enclosed is a copy of the Hearing Examiner's Report and the Recommendation of the
General Counsel. This report is being forwarded to the Board Members for presentagion
at their mesting on June 17, 1994 at 12:00 Noon in the principal office at 1020 South
Spring Street, Springfield, lllinois. At that time the Board will determine whether or not
the complaint was filed upon justifiable grounds and what further action shouid be taken.
You may, but are not required to appear at that meeting.




STATE OF ILLINOIS -

4 1020 Spring Swees, PO, Bon 4187
s-u£ {illincis 62708
11TRT-A141

(TDD) 21717821318
James R. Thompeen Center
100 West Randolgh, Suiee 14-100
Chicage, [llinsls 60601
J12914-6440 }
(TOD 312/014-6431 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR fispe
Roneld D. Micheslssn
TO: David E. Murray, Chairman

Lawrence E. Johnson, Vice Chairman
Members of the Board
Ronald D. Michaelson, Executive Director )

A. L. Zimmer. General Counsel « /',}/
Recommendations following Closed Preliminary Hearings

March 10, 1994

94 CD 26 & 94 CD 27: Novak v. Albert Hofeld c/o People for Hofeld

I agree with the recommendation of the hesring examiner and incorporate his
remarks as my own

|

2 94 CD 29;

The Committee filed a final report on June 1, 1994. | recommend that the Board
enter an Order dismissing the case upom the provision that the Committee not be
revived within 12 moaths from the date of the Order of Dismissal, and further
providing that if the committee is revived within that time that the matter go to
public hearing.

3. 94 CD 30; SBE v. McGinnis for Recorder

94 CD 31; SBE v. United We care Finance Comumitice

94 CD 32; SBE v. Committee to Elect Robert T. Fleege

Approve Stipulations with respect to the above-referenced cases.

93504366

92 S 190: SBE v. People for Jerry Washington - Appeal of Automatic Fine

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

I hereby acknowledge receipt of $51,820.00 in cash from People for Hofeld on the 15th
day of March, 1994 consisting of:
15 envelopes each containing $100.00 for Ward Co-Ordinators;
107 envelopes each containing $60.00 for Area Chairmen;
45 envelopes each containing $120.00 for drivers (including gas);
1,100 envelopes each contzining $35.00 for election day workers:
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION . i
Jmli 3ucii '

In the Matter of )
) Enforcement Priority

 SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL'’S MONTHLY REPORT

I. 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 Systenm.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Purther 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

Commaission-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.

chis Office has

Having evaluated incoming matters,
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 4097; MUR 4098;

MUR 4087; MUR 4092;
MUR 4100; MUR 4103;

MUR 4093; MUR 4096;
MUR 4106; and MUR 4114.




the

case is attached to this report. See Attachments 1-11. As the
Commission 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.

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

2

Commission resources. Since the recommendation not to pursue

5

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;
MUR 3857; MUR 3858; 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 390S; MUR 3907; MUR 3908; MUR 3912;

MUR 3933; MUR 3958; MUR 3962; MUR 3978; MUR 3984; RAD 93L-19;
RAD 94L-05; RAD 94L-11; RAD 94L-15; RAD 94L-21; RAD 94L-23;

RAD 94L-26.



oy 1
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
26, 1995 in the following matters:

RAD 93L-19
RAD 94L-05
RAD 94L-11
RAD 94L-15
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

MUR

MUR

MUR

MUR

MUR

MUR

MUR

MUR

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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12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)

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 ¥ -

/Date - wrence M. Noble |
f General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

) Agenda Document
Enforcement Priority ) #X95-52

CERTIPICATION

1, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Pederal Election Commission executive session on June 27,

1995, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

/69

vote of 6-0 on each of the matters listed below to take

the actions hereinafter described:

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

- 1) RAD 93L-19

2) RAD 94L-05

o 3) RAD 94L-11

, 3 4) RAD 94L-15

n S) RAD 94L-21

o~ 6) RAD 94L-23

13 7) RAD 94L-26

Take no action, close the file effective July S,

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

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

{continued)



Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
June 27, 1995

4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
0)
1)
2)
3)
4)

MUR
KUR
MUR
MUR
KRUR
NUR
NUR
NMUR
NMUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
NMUR
NUR
MUR

(continued)
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Pederal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
June 27, 1995

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

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, NcDonald, NcGarry,
Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision

with respect to each of these actions.

Attest:

arjorie W. ns
cretary of the Commaission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 6, 1995

Joseph Novak
31 Keystone
River Porest, IL 60305

Dear Mr. Novak:

On May 6, 1994, May 27, 1994 and June 1, 1994, the Pederal
Blection Commission received your complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the PFederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

2

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. 1Im 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.

/o

36 6 1

4

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

8]
J

99

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTION, DC 20463

July 6, 1995

Joseph E. Tighe, Bsquire
111 w. Washington Street
Chicago, IL 60602

RE: MUR 3962

Al Hofeld

Dear Mr. Tighe:

On May 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Federal Election
Commission notified your client of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1571, 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 your client. 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.

N

!

4 3 6 6

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 submigssions will be added to the
public record when received.

f\‘

5

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

Treasurer
Hofeld for Attorney General
100 West Monroe, Suite 1201
Chicago, IL 60603

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Treasurer:

On May 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the PFederal 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
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, 199S.

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.

95043661 7/ 4

I1f you have any questions, please contact the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Bary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20463

July 6, 1995

Bettylu Saltsman, Treasurer

Bofeld for the U.S. Senate Committee
3015 West PFifth Street

Milan, IL 61264

Dear Ms. Saltsman:

On May 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Pederal 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
Commigsion’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. 1If you wish to subait
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,
oy & Tohaon

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 20463

July 6, 1995

Timothy Wright, EBsquire
Pryor, NMcClendon Counts
111 w. Washington Street
Chicago, IL 60602

MUR 3962
Bobby L. Rush
Citizens for Rush for
Congress and Sheila
Jackson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Wright:

On May 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the PFederal Election
Commission notified your clients of a complaint and additional

information alleging certain violations of the Pederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint and

additional information was enclosed with the notifications.

PG

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 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 S5, 1995.

S 6 6

f'} 4

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. 1I1f 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.

S

(

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

Sincerely,
ﬂm»hd'fﬁlw\

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 6, 1995

Barbara Curtis
c/0 Citisens for Rush for Congress
3361 South King Drive

Chicago, IL 60616

RE: MUR 3962

Dear Ms. Curtis:

On May 12, 1994 and June 13, 1994, the Federal Election
Commission notified you of a complaint and additional
information alleging certain violations of the Pederal 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
wvas 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.

Y

6

< 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

b 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.

I1f you have any questions, please contact the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,
N’f\b.ub 3. Thoo~

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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