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3. Complainants allege that Gasink violated 2 U.s.c.

I4379(a)(12) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.21 by disclosing information

about, and documents filed in, MUR 3938. A mass circulation

publication, the Washington City PARer, has published a lengthy

cover story which is based upon Gasink's allegations in the

papers she has filed with the Commission in MUJR 3938; the author

of the feature article states that 'Gasink released a copy of the

complaint to the Washington CityPaper."

Procedural1 BackgroUnd

4. Gasink first purported to file a complaint against

the complainants herein (hereinafter "Fulani etj." on or about

February 7, 1994. Her purported complaint consisted of a one

paragraph letter to the FEC, a copy of a 5 page statement to the

Manhattan District Attorney, and a copy of an article published

'C in the New York Daily News.

Cr5. By letter dated February 8, 1994, the Commission
advised Gasink that her purported complaint was defective because

(D it was not sworn to under oath. See copy of letter annexed hereto

crn as Exhibit F. The Commission sent a copy of the letter to the

O, Fulani Committee together with the unsworn purported complaint

materials.

6. At some point .n time after February 22, 1994 and

before March 1 1~)-', rrsik urported to resubmit her complaint

in compliance with federal 1w.The materials were the same as

previously' submirTt-iJA.C t.itf ttr ore paraqraph letter now was



purported to have been sworn to before a notary public. The five

page statement to the District Attorney still was Msworn.

7. The Commission then sent to the Fulani Committee,

Dr. Fulani, Dr. Newman, Ms. Miller and Ms. Massad, (hereinafter

collectively referred to as "Fulani") a notice that a verified

complaint had been filed against them, that the Commission had

designated each of them as a respondent, and that each of them

had 15 days to respond to the Gasink complaint materials.

8. Through counsel, Fulani communicated to the FEC's

office of General Counsel their objection to the Commission

__ proceeding to investigate any allegations in the unsworn

V statement to the District Attorney or in the Daily News article.

C Fulani's counsel also objected to the Commission's naming of

Newman as a respondent because there were no allegations against

him in the one paragraph sworn letter, and he was neither the

candidate nor a treasurer of the candidate's committee.

9. The Office of General Counsel informed Fulani's

counsel that it would proceed to review all of the allegations

contained in the one paragraph letter, the unsworn five page

01 statement to the District Attorney, and in the Daily News

article; it further stated that the Dailvy.News article alone was

sufficient grounds to include Newman as a respondent in MUR 3938.

l0. Fulani's Counsel then presented a motion to the

Commission, reqluestinqL thcit the Commision _-endl Gasink a notice

intor rninqc her t-riat lt- r i*xe Paw, st tement to the District

Attorney st ,11 LJ n ot 7rett trie leqa*. requirpments for a



complaint sworn under penalties of perjury, and giving her an

opportunity either to swear to its contents or to withdraw it.

Z~ copies of motion and supplement to motion, annexed hereto as

Exhibits G and H.

11. The Commission denied Fulani's motion. fiM

Exhibit 1. It declined to take the simple step of mailing Gasink

another form letter notifying her of the need to swear to the

truth of every allegation of her complaint. Instead of using

this inexpensive and straightforward means of responding to

Fulani's legal objections and ensuring that no party could be

concerned that the Commission was exceeding its jurisdiction in

U_ investigating unsworn allegations, the Commission chose to assert

71 a legal position that it could investigate the unsworn

allegations in the five page letter and in the Dal Nw

article.

12. Fulani brought suit against the Commission in the

United States District Court, Southern District of New York,

claiming that the Commission's attempt to investigate unsworn

allegations in a complaint-initiated enforcement proceeding was a

0 clear violation of the statute which delimited the commission's

enrorcement jurisdiction, anl violated plaintiffs' constitutional

riqhts. Sle cu)py of complaint, annexe~d hereto as Exhibit J.

F-ul i'is counsel- requested that the Commission

s~i adin::r~iv~pioeedinois in MIUhVR untilI the federal

court Atcrmlln~c1 tnco issu- ot the Commissionl's -jurisdiction. The

Cor"i s i enl cori..ce I nT -'r-eiEu ri counsel that the



Comission would consider this request, and that there was no

current enforcement activity in progress and none was likely to

occur prior to the Commission's decision on the stay request.

14. On June 30, 1994, 13 days after the filing of the

federal court action, the Commission's counsel orally informed

Fulani's counsel that it had received what it considered to be a

verification statement by Gasink pertaining to MUR 3938, and that

the Commission considered the lawsuit to be moot.

15. The next day, the Commission faxed Fulani's

counsel a copy of a fax to it of the purported verification.

Exhibit K, annexed hereto.

16. The Commission's cover letter refused Fulani's

demand for disclosure by the Commission of any communications

between the Commission and Gasink, and of disclosure of the

'0circumstances by which this purported verification materialized

Cf-% in the Commission's possession after Fulani brought legal action
against the Commission. See copy of letter from Richard Bader to

Arthur Block dated July 1, 1994, copy annexed hereto as Exhibit

_K.

c's. 7. 1'ulanils counsel subsequently renewed the demand

for disclosure all. written and oral communications between Gasink

and the Commission, and of the circumstances surrounding the

creation of the purportvel verificaItion. Se-e Le~tter from Arthur

Block to PLcharl Wder dated July , 19144? copy annexed hereto

as Exhibi~t L.



Wittes and the Washington City Pe~gr

18. On or about April 7, 1994, Benjamin Witte&, a

journalist, telephonically contacted Jacqueline Salit (who is an

assistant to and spokesperson for Dr. Fulani, and Deputy Campaign

Manager of the 1992 Fulani campaign Committee), seeking commnt

on various allegations made to him by Gasink. See Affidavit of

Jacqueline Salit annexed hereto as Exhibit C ("Salit Aff.").

19. Between approximately April 7, 1994 and June 27,

1994, Wittes had several discussions with Jacqueline Salit,

seeking comment on Gasink's allegations. The allegations

N-1 referred to by Wittes in these discussions included many of the

identical allegations contained in the Gasink submissions to the

Commission which the Commission had accepted as a complaint and

had designated as MUR 3938. Id,

NC 20. On or about July 8, 1994, an article under the

byline of Wittes was published in the Washington City Paper. (Se

copy of article annexed hereto as Exhibit A.) It was entitled

"Lenora & the Money-Go-Round -- Or How the 1992 Presidential

cql"* Campaign of Lenora Fulani and Her Eminence Grise, Dr. Fred

01 Newman, Reaped $2 Million in Federal Election Commission Matching

Funds." The central focus of the article was the receipt of

federal matching funds by Dr. Fulani and accusations by Gasink

that the Fubint -7ampaian and Dr. Newmian ,both respondents in MUR

39j8) had violated ftoderal camnpaign finance laws.

I I I - r W, - - - - I - 1 1-1,- -1 -, - .1 - .1---1M--'1WT--- - I



21. Wittes explicitly states in the article that

Gasink provided him with a copy of her complaint to the FEC

against Dr. Fulani et

The FEC confirms that it received a
complaint from Gasink, but will provide no
other information. Gasink released a copy of
the complaint to the Washington City Paper.

(emphasis supplied) Ex. A, p. 22.

22. Wittes makes at least five other references to

Gasink's confidential complaint to the FEC. Ex. A, pp. 19, 24,

25, 26 c.l. 26 c.2.

23. 2 U.S.C. S 437q(a)(12)(A) provides:

Any notification or investigation made under
V this section shall not be made public by the

Commission or by any person without the
written consent of the person receiving such
notification or the person with respect to
whom such investigation is made.

24. 11 C.F.R. f 111.21(a) provides:
CY-'1

Except as provided in 11 CFR 111.20, no
r2 complaint filed with the Commission, nor any

notification sent by the Commission, nor any
investigation conducted by the Commission,
nor any findings made by the Commission shall
be made public by the Commission or by any
person or entity without the written consent
of the respondent with respect to whom the

011 cqiilaint was filed, the notification sent,
the investigation conducted, or the finding
made.

(emphasis supplied)

25. Gasink is i "person" who without the written

consent of the respondents in !4Uf 3938 (who are the complainants

in this matter) m!ade public the "complaint" and enforcement

proceedinqs by- the Commission in MUR 3938.



26. The facts of this case warrant the prosecution of

Gasink to the fullest extent of the law. Her unlawful public

disclosure of her complaint is neither accidental, nor is it

incidental to her other activities. To the contrary, she has

been on a campaign seeking maximum press exposure for her

accusations against Fulani et al.

27. As shown by her submissions in MUR 3938, after

filing a complaint with the Manhattan District Attorney she

instigated coverage of the confidential District Attorney

investigation by the Daily News. In a similar pattern, it

appears that after filing MUR 3938 with the Commission, Gasink

gave a copy of the complaint to Wittes and was a major source of

(7 his article. Public disclosure of Gasink's complaint in a mass

on- circulation publication is by her design.

28. Upon information and belief, after filing her

complaint Gasink disclosed to persons (in addition to Wittes):

(a) her complaint; (b) notifications and communications sent to

her by the Commission regarding MUR 3938; and (c) notifications,

documentation and/or communications sent by her to the Commission

C*1 reqarding M4UR 3938.

29. Upon information and beliet, Gasink is a law

student who is capable of readinq and undierstaniding the

conf identi1al ity protect ions of FECA. (7pon information and

be.,i iel , Gas I nk'Is pubi IIc d isc Io;r o thie i.ont idential complaint

wits done i ntert lor)ht" (1wAnd with know ledcle at tk-he time of her

conduct trif ttt WaS Unlio iA i.



30. Gasink's violation of federal law of

confidentiality in this case is a continuation of a concerted

effort by Gasink and others to damage and harass Dr. Newman, Dr.

Fulani, their activities and their supporters, by playing off

media contacts and law enforcement agencies.

31. These efforts are documented in a series of

lengthy letters written by William Pleasant to Dr. Newman, Dr.

Fulani and Daniel Friedman, as described more fully below.

32. Pleasant and Gasink have been working in concert.

They are both named as sources of the articles in the Wahngo

CiyPpq and the DailyNew. Pleasant has used Gasink's home

telephone to make vulgar, harassing phone calls to Dr. Newman.

C- See Affidavit of Daniel Friedman sworn to on the 7th day of

Oft- August, 1994, annexed hereto as Exhibit B.

IC 33. Friedman testifies about listening to recordings

0r of six harassing phone calls that were placed from Gasink's home

telephone to Dr. Newman. He positively identifies Pleasant as

the caller in at least five of them.

34. The following sets of letters from Pleasant are

CIN annexed hereto.

a. A letter tram Pleasant to Newman dated July

8, 1994, is annexed as FExhib~t I to the Affidavit of Dr. Newman

dated August I-4Which is -Innexed horo*%., (is Exhibit D.

("N,1ewman At: 'I -Th l. etter P(n)stIJ'es tt>- Publica(t ion of the

_:Lhn at yn at ipc r 1TILI~ ni s s &ti\l;about the



article and the role of Pleasant and his colleagues in helping to

produce it.

b. A series of letters from Pleasant to Newman

prior to the Wasihington City Papeqr article is attached as Exhibit

2 to the Newman Aff.

C. A letter from Pleasant to Friedman dated "May

Day 1994" is annexed to the Friedman Affidavit as Exhibit 2.

d. A series of letters from Pleasant to Dr.

Fulani is annexed to the Affidavit of Dr. Fulani sworn to on the

7th day of August 1994, as Exhibit 1.

35. The Pleasant letters repeatedly refer to the

attempts by him and Gasink to cause the press to report on

Pleasant and Gasink's allegations against Fulani and Newman, and

to cause law enforcement authorities to investigate and prosecute

INC them. The letters show an obsession with the tactic of playing

off the press and law enforcement agencies. Pleasant talks about

authors and editors involved in articles attacking Newman and

Fulani (e.g. Wittes (City Ppg), Lucas Rivera and Andrew Cooper

(City Sun)) as if they are his colleagues and collaborators.

36. Pleisant's most recent letter to Newman begins:

"Well, how did you like the CITY PAPER article?" At the end of

the second paragraph P!easant explains,

The CITY PAPFR was lust one of the many
vehic-1e,;- think you'd use the term
"tact~ics"--tht-ii we have used and 4il1 employ
in the future.



(emphasis supplied) (The "we* presumably includes Gasinke the

principal source named by the CityE Papr.2 )

37. Pleasant's letter (p. 1, par. 1) also compares the

CityZ P4Rr article to previous articles published in a New York

weekly newspaper, the "City Sun," which had carried a similar

attack on Fulani and Newman in 1993. He writes: "It (the Cit

pgIL]was certainly an improvement over the CITY SUN pieces last

October, don't you think?"

38. This history shows that f or an extended period of

time, Gasink and Pleasant have been trying to create an interplay

between law enforcement investigations (which they have

instigated) by, among other things, leaking confidential

C information about investigative activity to journalists. This is

intended to give their allegations as much public exposure and
NC

credibility as possible. We believe that the violation of
C*-N

federal confidentiality requlations to further these goals is the

most egregious type of violation of these guarantees. The

violations strike at the heart of the Commission's enforcement

C*11 process.

ON,39. What is particultirly striking and prejudicial

about this manipulation of the press and l~aw enforcement agencies

~1E~dft ' leterp.1) further states:

fu;t:or the reccrrd: the C' 71Y PAPER -trtic'le
7'riqirateA frc-- the- same pkice every other
re cent aitt ack (-n ',ou his core ron, i~.., the
Deti-,ived and inturiated ex-cddres of the IWP,
Curre(-nt riember-s ind rpotr.



is that Gasink et al. have gotten the CijVParp~ to completely

adopt the premise of Gasink's FEC complaint even though this

premise is absolutely incorrect as a matter of law. The Gasink-

- City Paper thesis is that federal matching funds disbursed to

the Fulani campaign must have been misspent because they were not

spent to garner votes for Fulani in the general election

campaign. But as the Commission well knows, the primary matching

funds granted to an independent/minor party candidate can only be

used to pay expenses during the primary/nomination phase of the

presidential campaign. The leaking of the confidential complaint

before the Commission had an opportunity to review it and reach a

'Cconclusion without the glare of publicity and threatened

V Congressional hearings (see below) has created a lynch mob

atmosphere that makes an impartial review of the Gasink charges

impossible.

40. One must conclude from the specific actions of

Gasink in this case, and from the modus operandi of her and

William Pleasant from which this conduct flowed, that Gasink

C!", violated confidentiality with the intent of promoting publicity

for this confidential complaint matter that would put pressure on

the Commission (a) to open and pursue investiqation(s) of Fulani

et al. an the basis of f'limsy or nonexistent evidence; and (b) to

reach a conciusicn that- Fulani e-t al. have violated federal law.

111. Wa ttes, the journalist to %hom the confidential

complaint was iekiked, ats.i reported in h-Is article that he spoke

to i United -;tatces Senitor about thle alleqations in the Gasink



complaint and the Senator said "that he intends to hold [Senate)

hearings into Fulani's use of federal matching funds." (Ex. A* p.

27) This is exactly the kind of prejudicial publicity that the

confidentiality law is supposed to prevent.

42. Casink provided the reporter with the means to

give Gasinkts allegations the cloth of authority by telling the

Senator that the FEC was investigating them. Upon information

and belief, if the Senator had not been told that the FEC was

investigating Gasink's allegations he may not have made the

damaging comments that he did make, which in turn lent even more

credibility to the allegations.

43. Furthermore, there is reason to believe that

C- Gasink's violation of federal law in disclosing the complaint and
investigation to the City Paper has had the intended (by her)

'C effect of causing the Commission to broaden its investigation of

Fulani.

a. On July 8, 1994, the same day that the Cit

Pag article about Fulani was published, the Commission's office

of General Counsel issued a Memorandum to the Commission

recommending that the Commission vote to adopt the final

repaymient determination set forth in the final audit report of

the Fulani Committee-. S2ee cop%. of Memorandum annexed hereto as

Exhib'Lt M.

b. However, itter- the dIL-tribution of the

-, , ~~the C'urmlb:Slon -ot~. oivk

rare v use ~rov i or~i;. ti n~ttute an "inquiry"



into the Fulani campaign's finances. fiM Letter from Commission

General Counsel to Fulani dated July 29, 1994, copy annexed

hereto as Exhibit N.

C. Two days later, on July 28, 1994, the

Commission, contrary to the recommendation in the 0CC Memorandum

of July 8. 1994, voted not to adopt the repayment determination

set forth in the final audit report previously adopted by the

Commission. Id.

d. Upon information and belief, the

Commissioners were familiar with the City Paper article when it

took the actions described in (b) and (c) above.

e. Upon information and belief, the

Commissioners' knowledge of the City Pa~er article influenced

them to take the actions described in (b) and (c) above.

NO 44. At the inception of MUR 3938, the Commission

violated federal law and regulations to conduct an unfair and

overly broad review of the materials submitted by Gasink. Given
IQ,:

0 the Commission's predisposition to exceed its jurisdiction in

Cf'% investigating Fulani, the additional developments of the City

0 R~ article reporting on the confidential complaint, the

threatened Senate hearings, the Commission's opening up of an

inquiry under 11 C.F.R. 90539.3, and the Commission's eleventh

hour decision no-t to adopt the final repayment determination,

makes it even more cleir- that it is impossible for the Commission

to conduct a fair tind im-partia:. rev-,iw ul the allegations that

are the subject of N IP 318 or of the "inquiry." It is incumbent



upon the Commission to vigorously investigate Gasink's violation

of confidentiality and to impose maximum penalties upon her for

the reasons set forth herein.

WHEREFORE your complainants respectfully pray that the

Commission find reason to believe that respondent Gasink has

violated, inter alia, 2 U.S.C. 437q(a)(12) and 11 C.F.R. S111.21"

and that conciliation and or investigation of her violation be

pursued by the Commission until such time as Gasink agrees to

pay, or is ordered to pay, the maximum fine of $10,000 for each

omm



- -- -.

act constituting a violation of FECA because of her willful and

malicious conduct, pursuant to §437g(a)(6)(C), and/or such other

fines and penalties that may be imposod for the violations set

forth herein.

Respectfully submitted,

DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED
NEWMAN, FRANCINE MILLER,
RACHEL MASSAD, and LENORA B.
FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

By: 4"
ARTHUR R. BLOCK
Attorney for Complainants

N 72 Spring St.
Suite 1201
New York, New York 10012

C-1 (212) 966-0404

By: ~'(~7
HARRY YRESKY/
Attorney for Complainants
250 West 57th St.
Suite 2015
New York, New York 10107
(212 )581-1516

C% By:'

CK Attorney for Complainants
888S 16th St. N.W.
5th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006
('202)) 785-6677

Daed: August 2,1994Dated:



S SIIATG
STATE OF NEW YORK)

)ss.:
COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

LENORA B. FUJLANI, PH.D. being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

1. 1 am the complainant in the verified complaint

annexed hereto.

2. 1 have read the foregoing verified complaint and

know the contents thereof.

3. The same is true to my own knowledge except as to

__the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

4. Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit 3is

a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in

Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.4461 (KTD)(S.D.N.Y.). The allegations in

said court complaint are true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, T believe it to be true.

Dated: New York, New York

CNAugust ~-,1994

ARTHTIR BL.h1OCK
!~tu /PublicI, St~ite of New York.

Otiallf ic- in. !4ew York County
Com,7riss Ion LTi res Apri1 1~ 1, 9
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
)ss.:

COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

FREDERICK D. NEWMAN, PH.D. being duly sworn, deposes

and says:

I1.

annexed hereto.

I am the complainant in the verified complaint

2. 1 have read the foregoing verified complaint and

know the contents thereof.

3. The same is true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

4. Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit T~ is

a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in

Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.4461 (KTD)(S.D.N.Y.). The allegations in

said court complaint are true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

Dated: New York, New York

August ! -, 1994

+4-. F DERICK D. NEWMAN, PH.D.

ARTHURk R. BLO0CK
Notd-Lry Public, State ofNew York

No. ~-~
Qual i fi ed in Ne~w York Co)unty

Commission E>pire2s Apr1i! iu, 19--

C

cD



STATE OF NEW YORK )
)ss..

COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

FRANCINE mILLER, Esq. being duly sworn, deposes and

says:

I. I am the complainant in the verified complaint

annexed hereto.

2. 1 have read the foregoing verified complaint and

know the contents thereof.

3. The same is true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information andC,
belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

C- 4 Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit J is
4 a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in

Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.4461 (KTD)(S.D.N.Y.). The allegations in

said court complaint are true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

cy, Dated: New York, New York
August %,1994

ARTHUR R BLOCK
Notwy Public, State of New York

No. 31-4662471
Quakhod in Now York County

Comemmon Expr" April 30, 19 4
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
)ss.:

COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

RACHEL MASSAD, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. T am the complainant in the verified complaint

annexed hereto.

2. 1 have read the foregoing verified complaint and

know the contents thereof.

3. The same is true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

4. Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit 7 is

a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in

Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.446i (KTD)(S.D.N.Y.). The allegations in

said court complaint are true to my own knowledge except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and

belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

Dated: New York, New York
August - , 1994

'C

. 0. .- 4c Le(N

ARTHUR R. BLOCK
Notary Public, State of New York

No. 31-4(,(62471
Qualified in New York' County

Commission Expires Apri 3o, 1995

1A HEL MASSAD
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th Mony
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km ~ ~ W 192 apawlnof saFuid reeie $2 unearn fN, the Fedra Elecilo

IN A FIELD OF PRESIl)ENTr]IAI. ii0PE1FUl~s that included suich mary out of 167,900 cast, and she dnopped Cm uiso'
k,%w caninonis as Pat Buchanan. Jesrv Brown, and Rims Perot, norw of out of the Democratic race prior to the

199:s candiates fired first and asked questions latetr ore often than D~r. April 7 New Ytwk primary in order to M-t Vn fund&

I enora Fulant of the leftist New Ajllice Party kNAP). In the heat of the stag a third-party effort under the N HW did
New York primary campaign, though she was not on the New York ballt .~ Alliance Party banner.-

,he heickled huont-runner BIBl Clinton as he gave a health care speech at il h~ oe neauato f21 a ig
'New Yucik's Harlem t"IUJpal standing On her chair and leading a handful pages of the NAP's public filings with the____

ot ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 6 he u~wes i h hn Democracy no''Te FEC shows that at least $901,495 of the ina

N Afts were protesting the exclusion of long shot Democratic candidate campagn's $4.161,164 total primary budg -'~'

I Am- Agra from an upcoming debate.- Fulani. a short black womani who et went to organizations that share office-;. fw so much
i-A-ds a doctorate in developmiental pschology from the City Vuvrsity of phones. and leadership with the NAP _- _ _

New York and taks like a relic from a late-'65 tilm capsule, shouted at ThAP presidential campawf made di- moneY, and Whe

(-Imon until he cut his speech short and left the room. rect payMients to laws

--Yo-u lU,, met black people on Super Tuesday when you need- ~. /firms, lawers, PR frmwa iM tpat

esij hem ." the Neu- lbr* Times quoted her accusing Clinton. -. a newspaper, and an ac

'A month earlier. Fulani necarly heckled Paul Tsongas off the I 10'V- - - ~countintg and payroll firm that NAP spokeswoman Jacque

N~York ballot The self-desmbed crusader for more demo~- j4e line Salit acknowledges are "Connected to Ithe NAP"%

cratic ballot access forced a line-by-lin riew of the 13.952 sig- ?k( ~ C0  boa political movement

natures on Tsongas' ballot petitionis to make sure each was Ap'c Sabi categorically denies anv wrongdoing on the part

within the letter of New York's arcane ballot-access laws. OnlythNA.btsw 
xmrc- (fheptydagl

ktzhnical error in Fulani's challenge allowed a judge to invali- c'--h The'v accuse the campaign of sluicing federal matchin

1e it and save Tsongas' place on the ballot. Fulani's challeng Amoney to these affiliated for-profit organizatons. Foerni

4ecw the attention of the nationial press, publicizing a woman -41 ~ members also allege that the Fulani campaign made CK

most voters had never heard of. j , / checks to thesn-checks that they- never saw or endorse

Fulani also sued to have the League of Women Voters' tax e--that Were subsequently cashed at a New York baril

erifpnon revoked after the league excluded her from one of its And an audit by the FEC alleges other NAP campaign

Wsidenual prmary debtws. She filed three other stuts to pro-reuaies

1kt the exclusion of third-part candidates from debates. On Formcr NAP members. tiduding Manna Ortir, [Das

tbc day New York polie tred to blok her entrance to a Clinton Frend, BT- Lee, Elizabeth Gilchnst, Robert Cohen, a

s's Brow-n debate, a not erupted in which three police officers William Pleasnt, also accuse the NAP of exploiting

But there was more to Fulani .s 19')2 campaign for the Demoi.rati noi- But the most damning critique of the 1992 Fulani for President campalm

~tion for president, and her subsequent third-party candiacy, than agit- is offered by former NAPer Kelibe Gasinik. a New York law student w

prop dltiain he aa hebc-om udneo NAP emme'ic worked on that campaign as a fund-raiser In her sworn complaint 6

cvtse Dr. Fred Newman, a peculiar fusion of psychotherapy and polirics~ a with the FEC. Grw*n describes the expenditure reports the campaig f

sub ros political core made up of the underground remnants of a seif-de- with the FEC as "fabricated and false. By which I mean intentionally fal

lared Marxist-Leninist revolutmonarv orgibzAtion. and a 25-year history The documents do not appear to cointain any miustakes. but instead ar

of political opportunism that once made Newman a politcal be-dfellow of rather well-cra~fted fabrication,"she wnte-s

1 v-ndon l2Ri.nic 
Whether or noit the charges of wro.,ngdoking leveled by Gasink and

And there was money from the U.S. reaswr% Fulani paid for 48 per- others are true, the ultimate scndal of the Fulari for President camfu

le-nt of her $4 2-million pruriar-v campaign with matching funds from the is that it demonstrates the ease with whic.h political animals such as,

Um-dral ElecLtion Colmmission FEC1. garnering almost as much from the NAP .an gather massive amounts of 1TC matching funds, and how 1i

te'ds as IDemocratlc hopefuls lom Harkin andi Bob Kerrey. In fact. b% De- accutblr th eshv nt notess

crmber 1991. Fulaw's campaign corruittee had qualified for motre in FLEC

matching funds than the Bush campaign- acciirding to FEC records. ONE OF VHF MOSTr ENDURIN(I left sectarian phoeni~xes to arise

Federal funding of a marginal political capag lIk iuais seily o h se f 'fi*K radicalism, the NAP' . We by New York ps-hoo

to the tune of $2 million, is enough to give ,-o-u pause before checkng the therapist Dr. Fred Newman. Newman and hi- crew hav-e sailed their

FF.Presidential contibution box kin vour 1MO0 Fulani didn't win a single c uliar branid of far-ieft politics on it .'S-ear dse through several Ps

IDetruxr-aticl delegate. attracting o~nly 402 votes in the New Hlampshire pn- cal (cexns. In 1W6. ties fomexd ;in ,rganiz-anon tcalled I1II
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Lenora
"%hit h a, oirwq to &wutfln -lws reseaz her
Ihap lBerlt -"wvded itwit on its anarkhist 5
jlst .nretrtia apprntwh to' oratliitg
Aini o .rtlitrwirms-rarsing~ A Ies %riat% 1.i!
cy the c 'r'.rt~ started the ( xonsI 1-

I t-rjr and later the Inrrygut "'it
A Pi"'. Rw ? MT a,.hh %&as-.

!. 'I~ 'W late ' fl Is% m~tttts'' \
N. .1 '...t iu th i O %ij'r'' I

i A

k '-A. .

I4,
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11 j

fit %s.icnrw fromn Stant
I n06ms artid nor formal itrnng in r".

4' 'o.Ne-wman practices what hr cas:
-- w*Lt"Wnin New Wait, where nio ad

iatd ~ s 'equated ftv mhokmvA;
*Blamew it on the stae of Ne-a

Yor4Ntmzn told wei a.i relerris
to hci* wwwr-m writh as few credentials al,
he a.issM Ie allwed to prwme Nwna
r~mimcafx2 guspel links revolution in

.it It ',he isealth of the indivi'dual. gi. .sg
the IWT lan tbwell shen The PX*P pit

KJQ"&'ia MeMfierl; not only a pnfirataj agrrn,.
Sit a Lie dai. cuncentraitrtg a finghen.i.
am i I A v'rC in the hands o1 it, ei:!'
Ne rr'ar 'ta' described his relaru'nshsp
his rutn' asW t%1hat of a 1tviriesolent detti' 1

& 'cr,:ns Bruce Shaptrp's Ma'. 4. 1-:K
je ,.'t 'hS-.ailuu. arid he serv-es tvir' i,
hir!-Wcm 'a'AMi an arn leader

SI ir'seiii sttet I toned NAP that it l.'-
n, Nx k & arid& I kriew when 1 let iti- 'a,

<-!s - write 19U- NAP rwireilri 'a.
.iJ~rIm'eitnis %errette. wi' llroke 'A

0( ji -le wMake (if !ia Julesi'n
A lv Iunrid !it N AP wjs

c - -xes'ue iorgauztioe as it a!.,

t: N it nto s pant 4' talirt'. ur-tit.-
'rwi -"' -t tither progiressi'e rgts

Formter FTEC atbvrvte KitIrwetl Gtos explairs tho linwtabotes of FTC aem rews

N. 5.1 '-t".

7.
..1

', Vl mnerber Anni IDeker. wtw, stil

, .al 1mwoturivtn of the NAP ex-
-el n the IQR' founding o-f the
-4+.Nsinxgwanin the Rain-

* .an iweliiyztilrti -ic name in-
i't', with the Rev )e *rkwonts
a!:iw.n--c%,en though the two
ntq "tflnetted After heaping

i sn during the 190t cuntiailgn.
-Iicn!' turned against him, ha-

;!, ote l~s' ellotl wiaiv n%

*' t Atsa itse retatuirnship stoith
vArpror'tt't arid An tit Again -t

w! Th thIe Natistr (it Isam arid
* 'or ' %.'s prakti'.lI' ner-\

-% , lam', it) 'rand for In the
Nr--Aiir r'.en le his folI~mcrs
.1; Aillintr with I~aRouhe , NA

-, . I ih.'r Iommitices I a
' tls~l , reiei'.ed $ioiit n

,, ng fund-, for his 1t$J2 pri
*'It- igih he 'amiiawned hrn" ted

In 'he lve 'Ri. the NAP' dc
-tr-t

t
cr, PlsttnI intoerent wtith

raletter signed ms - Ihe ( ki-
Strie Reo'ird Straight' [ he corn

*--rd ihat I aRouwhe was a legiti.

mate leftist at the It"me of the tviilatwatiion
andi biusted tit the Newmarutes' being "A
imui the first oi'th I Cht to1 ettplkiIII% ishr

tify I'.aRotk he a% a rwoima
Vet the lI&P wa% little nwrte thai -in sxlkti'

within New Virk Owls& aliead-lwid %.1t
until the 1979 founding of the NA!' anJ
Newman'% irlt I(twas, Into eleimorl p'titoks
In the suibiequent 1% vearls, the part'. h i%
run carldadates in dtuiens of ctlngres-ti.o.
mayoral, and gubernatorial eletii'ns Ii
New Ytwk, Fulani has run for licuictilail
goivernor '1982Z, mayore of Ness Ytrl 4 1,
119X';, and gtict 196. In addmiti. th

NAP has waged thsre national prctid .ti'
Lamfa:,:n-. fir-t p~a, Ing Dennii SrtvcTc '
the lsa' q In Ai it stltsr in 1I1I, i4n.1 it., I
lai i-n the l'ill-,i ' M ll '0 %wcutr; .'

I)ri l A 'I A luiill' in it, l'taii ifir
.itirJ'i~r I h, t'i%%i , Ilip.i,7.

T1

.-Y

Hind rai'.lnI;i w'ncthing .11t.
NAPes..eta ()m deukthe "ende.'. '
the IWP calls itn iwflot pa~iaial arm. I A I'
memtnbes are required to pry cash duet.-e
aunmt of which siws. act'rdingIl,
meer Robert Cnihe wMiris las ig S_
in dues at secrell biweekh' sell rmlem

I awn Friend. desir being unemPls --s
rad $20 evenf rM" veeks Fotmefr % rc &f
!WP merrber Marina Orwu e'tirnates thwa
Ohe forked oser hetwes 10 i n I enr
of her total inciwne in duns during her lt', ,cr
in the rorm. and she clim that ,(hmr pisi
three tuies that per~ettnie Antither %ovu-.r
,-,uld oiils est imte that she paid 'Ies a-
-ne third" of her Waan G itenl ais.' , li
that the [WP' leadership orders mcm-
who, rve tax-return chocsks ti sien "is-
over to the prrs Moreoser. Newmnin' -
%.ial therap is miandator. for IWP mnent"c
(ithen , burnis he ;vid an average '4 $24 0, :
ms'rtrh in thetaps fees fir eight irmsi 'its

In addition it, sumwtlf*n the par'ss
wtith dues. ffan' IW31 menhe'r ir
pl.'sed i,% cr stiluntee at -'rar.
aligned %%ith the NAP Gitv woqrJ .4,
unplaid voiuntme lto the rlsA -detun " it
C(irimunctiorssl PR hirm 4 A'hen wiA~nl7: 3'
an unpaid funraier fsr the ri."t -dc!.
RaiNow I .oN's Dawn FrIendw s %%-A%
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rto the (CAstlln Cultural Center, a was Wi)- NAP actsvW emples~i~ of Newan' otle De in

htN vrbena W mme.ndjk- hwmny NAP members pcmoe tDo the 1~ . 1

ttk^o okdk the 1991 Manui cam- campaign ad how many~ III~ t raid fhe charesio tuaI inuj tit0l

j\ lo saon basis, atvturding to Fl-.( wrii-kts in pant with nsatctsiii fundst But tec ag s ftne i o

frOMNIS were punaly paid between $100 FFC Iftlap show that of 71 carnpaip wtrk- wro gdoin le eldnyd

i %rn those "ravr- members who) defend cer t in and Febnray 1992, 53 gave aitunts fom rhaerK i irmtat i

the Ivrt'. aimirt that ,Newnsats extratd ins- Inge em~iagh to~ ben h ,1d-4mr$M.'h f r e NA e K i ltr tad ait

't-imbl'. l.ng tvna' f"rm his faliwters. Says number of NAP acUatitSI CMsinbUting t0 the GasI am ah N-

["o..kuwrh, who adits ftht aagnt% of the Larti=gt and alas being paidl out of its Ga n an h oh r are lfor the tws
piwere 'culth" but disnusses acc.usa treawify, however, w&i. grester thun 53, he- freoteuli aetsdl ""a"

pt'.i tit hraswailsng or ystemrl a m c atiwr at l"ueas iidi'.idumd5 gave tfnatceUsshls-sw~a whichh

INAifi '..'laintis. -We're talkin sNhut petv hiC LIritnbUtKX"m toI the campaig at the orpritiar'. the

p .s'held eighthour s-day tobs and then same time the) wr salaried 1w entermam of' th ua i.o andi the

%4,41,etI util. I aw' n the morning oin a vol diving husarsec'. with the caqvig, President campaign is n rmr

aniterf f M'r Other preuidential canspakig ouieynoprmr

lo. other ex memfrbers. htowe'er. the long empk-,'. people who alit donate to their own th tit demonstrates the ttntent to w

iipad r znerd ou' ha WP me,,, ~ ad i' And thoseW dollar afeut S t that tK- 2rnd ha.

"'-' f* i s Irn 4 pl.itt'i 'n li ti M tinri' matibed ft'% the fed- But the sr- . hc S-t a

jvatacs tiat he .acrirett oa~rr 
5
f) hours pmC %'- 'A the NAVt reaped funds froim the eaeUcajRls~. .. n igi

a-ctfar the prwi. in ta1-A l im regular toh I I k t %t r ..nti' ani al such. as-eNA
fit, experie-i... he clIAIIs'. was itp..a *till, the-re I- not-hing Illegal atxnut salaried hnm a . 4 La h J 1 ind r-Ai-ing

i* Ihe iW demanded that members n vt nmmber p.gi nt, the Lampaign. says tak't

rr'N bioir that they fuAd -1ie way he erit (;niss. a Wmahnurisi ewer an can gather massive
.... e fsuiiti' ha yurtiewasnt foarmier head of I:FEC enforcemsent -If Iafter the 1p

- ~ I Kii waTh ienmr tsrne-the tend- the% .re real campaiign wor-ker and then're amount flttd %uppv

cri '. 'I a.Le~i. Iutn reIta MI' s.alaried. and the%. realh' paid tes oin .,, mac igLm s and. how tile [I:( re
\1hen the '9Z preesaikotii campai~gn rr.Ued the morse'. theni it' no( ne 0 .tc tneu s aO flo dont'it 4pI

anasirid. the P19T also, appeald to its de'- Ifn littl ac ou tin iy g .

tee' f-ar mAt..h0a blitribatiOtSs. In additon Rough)'. l,)0 corsinbutors gave at leastlitea c u ab iy agsft

1,nMmrns regular due-s and therary fees, $20 eaah to the FuLana campaign. atxordiing I .L. A L.. pl*wth S,$ I

'a'.' (u'inl. -We were all told that we had to the caniaign's FEC finp, but unrct do- 1,zju.a954VAr lwd to a-

-,g.cthe mammn amount mat1chabie 17tY nations cit lest than MN are not retorned into the system. gihiiIn fo,

the g..et-nment-Sh adds, "I had to give but are matchabk e total number o 011%tl

tthe campaips in '92. because that tsntnbut(-_wi to the czssjpi~ is uunknowin ~ ~ h the I l:t or

W111 'apng to be matchable'" Foner TWP To rse SZ riulic-ir in matchable coottks- etdheWA km1vtiscpaao iiita a.

metv"er Pieasant an Oirtiv k.oncur with t--n'. the F'ilanu carnpawvs had to have per for Fulani'% emi "it was clear that [Fulanij debt of the

I katik. %a'.irs that 111P mnembers were told straded at le-ast 9.000 ir-nji-duals--4nd ac- Avs not iiekcotted iny the Demm-rT21K Par- date Is -4,b

f1ts goe !he maximum matching amoumnt tuAll. persuaded man'. moxr-o donate r.matching ft

.hen doe riaremembert whether he was morse' NAP cra'ic' otfer a 'ampler explarsatst. repa'.% the is

5gce ocrvrtnhutie, only that he da F-'C sav-ing that [aiana abandoned the Nrw Yo rk continue T(

"n~-ad% reveal that the caipaigis traed mono tier '.cnkiing emocrats in New Demrn-ratic otistest becaus under FR. l1iisan

c, fnrn Larrfaxn workers, the feds ti ampshire and rusiig messes as a rides. ber t rst hwing us New Hanspshire " eample. rt

'ma- bed those -fitribut)Ions. and the ca - E A Democrat. Fuiari suddenly withdrew wruid have required her to wua 20 pmet Mlarch 1 99

pauin paid Ti-w- "AI'le'I'eS frvm the New 'York lDenwicratac Primaryt of the New York 'eite to rean eligble for reee pM

inbe at'arr , Ai an exhaustive list of NAP gxoesvnan Madlyn Chapmns of- the Iucrative matching funds. By ditching .pursued he

tkI* go. When She did, and rin -
lte wvuritdential prinmaries of

1,41 Iti-- ti w-hich she could A.
pet% ri-t %4 the %-vite 1 FulAtiat on

e% nttt hig [uns s
hei sthtwsr% thought out this

Isanir Wh had inf..rnc-d 1-1-C
hin hit Iarr' inan (kt I(, 1941l
hlilitt..tl to running a%. a I It-ii
AI'rt. %he wA'- alvi. a candi Lite

drtkitai no'niiaut... int hli- thgl-
au,.l 1 tedons Part%. prinmary

mt t. the IlIhnIx' %.,daiRim at
%'rott,,nt I jbert' Part%. pflrtia-

S.ttt t ar.lirsa itedc Cituin
rt'% I li- NAP itself .Iwidut wdt

II' H% il.oirmng the 1:1:( if fcr
k Ifir tnoaon'.W1 .. the-w 1mr

n.T1411 pi ta ~ fctll (III A wk -i1(
Part'. pt11111A1% baii..i. I kilit a i

NCit, 11.1o.i'.fi, fuind" 11111 t 4.-

e~lll , , t 111r ii il'. , rt

othe 5t IXK-114l' r1satt hig ,tl

ali'os.. fsint kept rollinug i-\.-i

.ri oral' primar ..amoripo' !iji
tiogt/e" that campaign t'ii
fic dac Mf the la'r pn-ni~Ar. I fir
h.j,we'.e. fund the gcnr i n
hr tAo Mapor IVrt kAnd0J1Ct-'
uolion cah Candidate% u, #I-

intiniic tranang rrutthfala i

nih' after the prmunc-. \% oit It
roatahiing fund- dcternaa;, 1,
the final di'. Of a I..ar~p'itn ' 1
cakulariig the net ouTtx n.attg
cainpaigri A'\, loniz a,;',h at-iI
iting donation' that pidat ,-I

unds, and -perndinig thatiti n .i i-

martah -h'. nid"I'!
r'.otiga' pnirnar catipaliul 1,.a
oaea'ed matfltuna funA' .' .I, I
it I ire'sis.. Fulari -nytrd to

tar'. matching fund, esei I- 'he
tgeneral cectin carflpas:Cii

WVe make all kinds of furniture. We make it locally,
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17 ulani spent W45,943 on the gen-
c11cau'nivugn (none of wrhich was federal

-'-r'ss, and muscled her way onlo national
-ei nd radio talk shows, tWtng a
re;rhe217,219 votes in the Nov1ember

The Libertarian Party, whic:h had
be--a.,:vel runiung preidnial -m

'- ''..it1976, collecd OIL1"'q itote'
"jo- nddaie. Ron Paul
r o7. Fulani spent 96 pet-snt ,i hc

Sudge on he r wimas ampaign
aminuscule $199.226 on the girner

igt'i-aw. appearing ro the general clet-
"a -sin 49 state% and the Distr iof

xk- a the New Alliance Party stand-
L-iSh oalctied a pathetic '.0

* he election, fewer even than her
c- ux* fringe opponcnt' Afmeica Firs

1"i-! s riudate Ru rit,
! -v N%5P attributed its poor showing in

lc rneral election so the Pro candiacy
";i C he Mtole the protes Vote Meveoer.
tI. ar sNeswman Saltexplans that eart%

.4 k 17N" acquired during fth primame. nor
a -,!2 general election showing, hadl been

1'swtrain purp ll along
ttmacde a politcal decimixi gotig into

,arnpaip. that it was ("I t] "n
at-. effort to repeat and restae the a.-

-- i-±itttof 199X via-i-via balkx a.
---;-i- sizzir of the vote count. insc
abqvA-i 1992.1 we were attempnggt

Urw ss-tie of the achievetnts that hadl a-
.'iam m 19RA to nwre directly focuis the
14w: caniwagn into a direc chllerge to the

X-11 -k-.atc nature Of the politia pro-
V -"'t .crrding to Sabit, Fuai "rut

ha'ithe camnpagm spendinig to win maxi-
mr rnmedia coverg in New Ibnpshre

third-party trawep, Fuhaiti's is coni
- rrveqia "It's Very, Very stuge-lbeyond
iv~a- rderig on tnmi o spend
'Tv's't mi the gw'uswy than vou would on the
ae'wral." said Peirry Willis, = :m man-

XTi ndfr Marrou's 1992 Libert-rian
Par-s% canvgaig The scope of the Libertan-
ua~jrusdentui bW. measured on terms cif
vib mvne a similar to the N.APs "It

0,4. -c trig to build a mm bm m the
ekwwate the general electaxia is when vsi

I i'h'and that's where ssxz should spend
itvr' our mniven," Willis mays

Q'a.'s of the NAP and IWP, however,
x-% the Fulani camignigti spendig pan-

ter s anythig but 1 -1 e. According to
the critis, the campaign spent the boin's
share of its moiney in the pritmwies because
the feds subotidize those caminwn.

-,I lived here in New York througout the
whole presidential period. I nevter saw one
povster (or Lcnora Fulani. I lisen to the
blac k raio smatipons, I never heard any meidia
for her," says Friend, who dropped out of
the IVP before the campaig shfed into
highgear -1 live in Red Sity. which isthe
largest black neighhorhooid in New York
(cits.You would thank this would be a btg
base the'i'd be t rying to court. Nothing"

"tNewtnan's promise to us at the begin-
ning: iof the campaign) was that even though
he might rk rust (Fulanil on the baINo in all
%0 t sics. he wa% gqnng to spend a lot of
inones on medita.' former IV? member
tiAsink Adds "And there was talmosti no
mnedia 'When in the '8 campaign, imure
than twict that was spent on mredia, vA she
was on the ballot in all SO states, and we had
half the money' So I'm sinug heim going,
Whewre is all tis mnoney gotng) Where is it

bein spent
Tis is the $2-milin question.

i[ostAirt at least $901,495 of the primary
cup igrhmoe'5 was paid directly to

-rauaimsan office space and
phone lies ith the New Alliance Party and
each other, according to FC filings

NAP spokeswoman Salit acknowledges;
that the busitnesses and organiztioins paid
h% the canspwi are not simply "any old or-
gutizations out in the world.- She said that
"thes are organiations and enterprises and
bous4iesss that carr% out vanous commercial
functions that wer developed by and are
connected to a bettied politicall movement of
which we are a part.

The NAP-affliated organizmions bild the
Fulart camnpagn not tuis for legal feas and
PR, but for rent. for party newpapes, for
tickets to fundnaisera. mid for leafieta Ac-
cording to FEC filings bys the NAP, the Pta-
lani campaignt paid the folowing NAP-affil-
iated organimioins for sheae itted serixes:

* Casuilo Ckitnuncatr received
$226(37, in PR fens and eses-

* T'he laisernational People's Law Imsatute
IPLI received $194,435 in lega fees and

* Ilene Advertising received $151.516 in
advrsg fees MA elgmes

* New Alliancec Prrnductsis received
$-6.421 in advertising and office rent

* The %'anmz Albun received $-or'.6;

*Fred Newman Prrdttxns receved
$Z8.25 in retainers foe Newsmn's ser-cs
as campaig mnager

*a Automated Busines Serices received

$%4,AX in accounting And psyrtl fees.
* CAIKIM Inc. received $15,122 ti ballot

akcess expenses
* The New Alliance Party received a check

for $15,000).
* The Castillo Cultural Center retcived

$1142in rent, material production,. and

other odd,; and ends.

While scorning
other leftist

organizations, the NAP
maintainls a close

relationship wvith the
Rev. Al Sharpton and an

on-again off-again
flirtation wvith the Nation
of Islam and Ross Perot,

all of whom oppose
practically everything the
party claim to stand for.

In the early '70s, Dr.
Fred Newuman even led

his follovors Into an
official alliance w~ith
Lyndon LaRouche's
National Caucus of
Labor Committees.

* The Rainbow Lobby. reeved $8,410 for
telemarketang lists and fund-raising dininer
tickets

0 ema Braun (Fred, Ne as
thcappr* -- mcve$5,118 icoput-

en expenses
* Msu-ictsise rencvd $1,07 in fund-rain-

ig expenses
* The kit' (;tc v-wh (Corp receused $8,~

for van parking
* (astillti International1 renvd $842 tor

Its, orils reasonahue that candliate-s should
work with attorneys, PR peopl. and ac-

coiuntant% they Li~iow adtust. Contraciig
out to a lamriliar iitw.,rk of businesses i% a

conni for isodidamtes. as Newman pomit'l

out to the Natkon Jk kito' Rainbow tisl
thin, he said. 'hAs a w~htle netvwk oft mnti
locking huunce I don't we hiis it i%
Av'oidablek

But fivrincr IW4I' ttiertihr'r Keihc (risiiik .11
lcge'. in her swom ktinpolaint to the 1I 1(
that svme tif the inter binking NAP husiness
es did not pro'.ude the sers-ies for whim h
they were cinitrarnet , ie FEC (milritis
that it reeived a 'mpla4int from (iita hut
-Aill provide no other tininaution. (issink t
leased a copv (4 the comlaint it) the Itih
ingtim ( , its Paperr New York Cit\ notir\
Pubic. Sharon Braunstein confirnms that shc
notarind (is-ink's statement

-Mist A these osiganianiouis CUMs t41k it1
palicr .as hank a i nts ri legal tiol ti

,Arites, (kisank int hut -ini-4aini "I I hcs- d
hs ered almosKit) Rii. tsik arid serskC I(, s
LAmpaign

[The anhint -1 mnes that stint ii-
these organizlatit-ns that wias UtUls jIV II

,in the campaign %%i% mi" 'Stop.- NX1hi

Plewsant trid the \Nm irk~ Iatls 'SeTt.11
November P'leasant, wh) w-as seni-r cdt 't
of the part\'% Natio-al Allens. necw' paper
until shortis after the 1992 campaign. Ai'
douibts the elictncr oif somne of the orgattia
tions listed in the FEC Wiings tie alkg-sc
that (JAKIM and the IIT'l "didn't ess

t

neser did Csi-st and that "New Alait
Pridutiorts wws~u-t a paper oirganizi

tuirmer NU a~'itt-me'v Gidchnlt supp-
I'leasant's Wiam. sating that the IPI I ins'
ed mnls on pipe Cttrrentha s% Tr4,
(Freenlea.-r. (;lkhrtt left the IWP as
1992 campatgn \ws, izitting oft the grotin J

"It neser reills isisted distint fr',rn :ic
laAvz-%. G~ilhrtt %j\i,; "[here were a u
pie oif lawers .sho, had ongoing pratics.,
and [the parts I u-r gasc them a nane t
make mories

(,tichnst dairr-s that the IWP oinokted A
plan in Late *99 arnd earls *R9 to n-cen her
MijvisMg' law prctice into a legal linic
that Axmsd finans-LUli benefit the parts I'
would be stailed t,% volunteer att~i'nes and
dl k's-ria legal work for Twxw' Jjents I--

Iaddition to the cini. GIichrtst Wou0-14. alSO'
run a more lucrative private praCie on the
side

_,Whate'er petflts were made b% these Is-%
enepses wo-uld he gs-en Over !11 ',C
IIV*P]- se %N5'The'. were petimanis ','

j et-eted in my law pmracticle making morr
rnme'v. so that I v-uild gate it ose to the
parts." (tk-hnsr lam% that wAhen she 'e-
fused to set tip u,.h a firm, pants member'
acc:used her of being ticAllo opp'sed '

Imaking tm'rr mo nev
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Nvalit says% Newman does not recall trying to
c~i n (fkv k hri to start a party-linked Law
fiem Wh charges that Giicha'is was dis-
barred in Mrusipp and had been involved
in a "loing term personal and political rela-
tionthip with Bell Pleasant," adding that
tIIIhf t~tsistoryv was "nolt uicharacternstic. of
t he vitkiis uitira-leftsm o( the Pleasant
,'s -%%I
tikhrist sass she restgned from the bar

,A thei she k-Y .Mississippt. and qit pea th
ig lAw In D)ecemnber 1992. She aLknvvwI

eres' that a tw coimplaint againt her was
petiding at the time of her resignatisini Ihe
sTunC bar ctiislrms her accouint

Aith ois ore excersio, the enierpritel
hit Ariloted the $91,1495 in rrBItrtng
lunds ishared the Manhaettan addiressese of
",o) West 57th St and 500 Greenwich Sts,

asovdrng to FEC filings. The excepumo was
Newn & Braun, which did business at
1-1 Vet 2nd,%i

(ontidening the nature of the business
these orgxluzations conducted, it isa odd that
1sit Of the usilnesses (Autoawwed Busines
'lervke. (AK IM, the IPLI. Fred Newwrm
1"n-ductillons, and Ne-wmari& Braun, had no
telsting to the 1992-93 NYNEX Manhattan

I uonated Business Services was uirns-
N till" and Kccolunting company. T'he

accordicm ng to Gary Sinaweesbi, one of its
partniers. "was a laew partnership set up to
p" sa nunber of public-iteest-oriented at-
utrices to do controversial legal work on a
pM hint) or near M)s bono bowa." That the

sf. il he Fssani campaign $l'M.435
fo'r it% qmx-ics doew't sound ses'rvs mobo

Nud. rtn~ itM, harthat a g- p.i -~inter-
let owfim or a terapy rf-misct., for that
matter wild nyu be lst-d inthe phone

"-lie allegation that thewe ame paper organ-
'sanorts ist -x iicukiwju." the NAP' Salit

saw, '[Newnran and Braun) do therap-.
I lrs what thes do"- When asked whn, so

JrrnAn of the orleanizatins with whom the
*uptr did busines had no phone on-

hert.'Smut sputtees and laughs. "I gather he-
Akwthe, foirt to) get a istin in the phoner

Str+k" %he honalls blurts. "I shin't know,
whit to tell ss.a atut that.

01Mwith (rasik and Ortiz. (ilchmis de-
s-'hsNew-un's power within the s-s-ious

a *
INAP-aililited organiationtea newly lima

lute.
".Varus soicial therapy clinics ete

opne and closed," says Gicdmas. "am,,
neswi; were -peneddondd. MWMaY and
peopole were moved around. (Wewej legi-
cally did what he waneted to do, sand tiese
was a very cum erted effen t o ameeke were tha
nobody obpecied."

Geaink worked on a 19134 find-emamg"
camipaignt for the NAP-affhimsed Email Sele
Institute for Short Term Psychodierapy,
where Niewman is t dieecieo o( trmng.
We believd that the fsind-raiig rseespts

were marked for a training progpusi at the
I-Sie Institute, and ws dioeked whes

temoney was placed in a Castillo Cultural
(.eter ikoint

"All it that riinc %%As transferred 1 ritin
the l'ast Side Institute atccount to the Cmtilki
a~o-unt.** (usink said "Right after the tie-
ginning of the [fundraisifj cantpagn,
Newnun %ai besicails 'You'ret not to plan
ont usiung this moneyv This onaey is neine'

Mle allegation that money raised for the
Fast Slide Institute was transferred some-
plae ehe-tlt's lust false.- counteus the

'i~sSai-
Ortiz,. who worked in the Vision Contiu-

nicatir public relations fim, also, qies-
uons the way the movement handl its

..I tesnember one IViawasi etiung where
w uesnoned whether the aneont of work
doefor a particular entity wu (appwroprsrej

gventhe amunt of money ..me recciwed."
Orti says "And the resones ranged
frm humorous lo i about canneling

those funds to serve Fulani to mote adanent
straight-out orders from Fred Newmnani
along the lawes of. 'Get it teaiht, ylou wocrk
for Fulan'

"I believ those stones-woiihout a &ssatK,-
say' former 1W!' member Frmed. "Max.s
mig h e bter a fwe" I don't

diffeences, but I don't beliee she's inug
either "

CAlli hersef "isist a fool soldier.- Friend
adds that Gasink "was a bookkieeper fo tha
etty for a while .. Becane they vme ci -
to where the money was bmW trndeed,
so they could seetit more"

When asked whether Newna controlled
Ithe niciey at even those ot'puites ith

which he had rio on-paper tie, Friend re-
sprris "Oh. without a doubt! Belcause his

ta~tof he mterwas that we all took our
marL hang orders fromi him. le was our IAen-
In

4)ri ss. "We %ere following orders-
nmot that that's an eat-use, but we believed

that we wele building a gemsmine movement
that would emtpoweir peoeple in this country

ow does Newmitan kfvhis pelople he-H iW hs - %6 UVnheeiih "soia
tfa,.-say ex-rteembers o h

group. They sary Newmanat therapy is sun-
ply a mind -corxol tedique adapted fromn
the orshouidos Marxist notiou that human
pathology results not frm snvidtial sick-
ness hut from soiciety'sl Wsscs W asbus-

'They reaUs brag that (stead11 therapy 131
an alternativ therapy. It's Mulch more itha

Fund-araisng is
something at which the

NAP excels. once inside
the "tendency," as the
IWP calls its various
political arms, IWP
members are required

to Pay cash dues,
the amnount of which

varies, according to ex-
members. Robert Cohen

reports paying $70 in
dues at secr'et biweekly

cell meetings.

that,~" explamd Or-tiz. "It's an instrumrent
for them to draw people close in .and then
rien the Internationa Wrkes Nrr'., where
thev then perform slawe lebor."

Ortiz and others s they we, drawn into
the 1W!' thrrvuglh soitl dmeW, aid volun-
teer work for the Nalillaj Aiame news-
paper anld the NAY In Ortiz's, cF, after six
motnt of te Apand volunteer work. she
was invited to a sevtet tmeeting where the
was asked to mien the MWV

SXrtal theraps demands abtoite ailkegxancr
from it, patients Writes Shapero in the.\-
non 'RepLaking tssirgeeus' rtlationships
with new rr'r,~utY'tnan patern I toon
sziousness meant that vinualiv Cee ANIes
ot eszwsng life-seeua orientatio and part.
niers. domestic arrangemients. esrplos-tient

--4-otild be thallrrislet at the whim of the
theraptst, With ''"nsImodatsmm1110 a crditt~im
of remaining in tha'tspy"-

If nothing elte, ite Newman -related or.
ganizatins are Ilesible. opening and itSiinit
aeed recasting 1ith'tils

In 1990, 'isiot t 4wtiinmeatilims *A %hut
lered "I was %&I kdown in a five minute
meetig with 1-irii INewmnanj."- said ,ermer
V'tsin M' prilson t irtu, "anld told. .1Me ire
traiviig, we are dl~iling Vislin (ommurn-

rasmi tb wRIIbe carried out (if (.a%-

RAkw-r ( A hrit %4%41 Newmnan dlismrniled a
ukAtta therapy lit, in Harlem whn IT be-
camne clear the litnc would ri tv he bl t
jwOMes Meditai. Iorm%

Intil late 194,. the Organwain'% Riinb-w
L,14 4s was $1cisii 1I. million1 IXTi
on k~loynf ttis tin foreign rtt4,
sue, stxh INS IfAe Aid attacking then Itri
Wen D)vmalhs 1) Calif Iee "Undr the

Other Rainbow." tK I"7Nt1 According t, l
ing with (Aigress. the Rainbow I .hi-s
paid at least $11'0W it)fr belled es'-
NAP affiliated 'rgatiatins ii J
growup n""A ries briiies at, the pet t -it
suiting rfisti tit RIKs & G;reene

Althougllh former N AtrI allege tLat sonic
of the l"UuW'Sse liWed in the 1992 Fl:. idi-
ings wre sumilariv wr~app'ed after the .Aryj
paigri. the NAP'% %allo &ck ledge.s ',1
the derruie f the Internatinal Iib.,..A
Institute %he claims that (AK E.M. Neiimtan
& Braun. Autoimated Business Serssce. Atij
Fred Ne-wun Productilvs; stl% es s
cmrinyn that 212 WM15le) istem~
number for ( 'AK IS. Nit when I ail t
nrumber three times on difflerent diss. I Cr-1
the Castillo Cultural Center WMhern I ,Ni,,j
for CAKM. noine of the pepl sb Ai
swteeed the phone had never heard of v"ii
paniati (,AIM shoiuld prohibit

sir-x-ithepeole -hoX answer its pioet~
it esists

_The In.! law firm colletc'rd rie'i-s
S.00.(%gX) from the Fulau camnpaqgr Ru- if)
addition to that payrnient. two of the n--
defunct crinerns attoreys. %inawsk.4 a- d,
Arthur Blok Nlsh NAP member'. a,. rj-
tog io Stnasmtu . tidled the c.amprriril
S13,100 aned S21-446 respectiv

Gasirk alleges in her FEC ctimplainit that
the IPLI did no w-vrk for the campaign. anid
that Bloks' and Sarsawski'% indivildual biljj
inels prtnperis reflect the campaign', ar i-il
le-0 "e i-es in the prunaries

Former NAP last-ser Gtk-hnsr. s
w'wrkes on tvlos aces and 14her kt'il
problem fr the tulani ampajgn In Qik,
IcTrk urs, with Ga-tnk

'It seemsi sees Implatimbie that thau kind
o f wnes %%-as -pent in legal tee fow th, arn
uagn -% the IPLI combined with wAhit ,,IS
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bells- by Sinrwitkia id Block insdividually."
sass G~ichrot who, h worked forc the NAP

Gilchrist argues that rulanias ballot acces
legal hills in the t992 primaries should have
been minimal Fulani appeared on only one
Ieicrfatsz prasmy ballot-New Ilamop-
shirr' - an ca ballt that 37 andidates ap'-

eAred on. r-ulans studiously avoided tiallot
that might be daffiesak to We onto-the New
York I*ns'srafl ballot, foe exuuiPW-4ild
devoted the rest of her primasry caintwsg to
third Paml) ballots, which are easy to get on

*Ms experienice is that it might be ex-
tremneis difficult and expensive to campaig
for the nmiiuoa of ballot-status third
priw%, but that it csts next to nothing Ito
get s-o thve prnws tullotsT' say" Penn' Wit'
Is. the I iberrm cwnpeigi managet

"~tubllot acce s re for the gener
acAMpaig'-'& 1111lT for geting on state

tsa kicu" tr sa" And, of coMMs, the
Fulana campaign muldn't spend its matching
funds to get oi'. tte general eleation ballots.
**I bave M," eathbi odes what else they could
have %petit befal axen money On," she

But Sinawsks-. in his denial of Casink's
charges that the tl'l dad o work fur the
s-ArnpiW, mtakes speific reference to ballotl
aLrV

..I cant -tate generally that the IPIJ- did an
enormous amonoset of work on behalf of the
campg on mums of ballot acces," said

4naw w him a~d how the campaign

%t eracked up such high legal bill,;
..I amorkedont 'him straight through the camr-

t-ru (aslk's and Pleasan't's charges
"-fnv.osums" Arthur Block refused to discuss
thrnfClTatiug later in a written stateenit
to hawr aj YofV1W111 invoice for ad Ciarges
to the cuiga 'accoVrdeqg to the FEC,
there-vt rwe- vrwacei) .He provided 35
pages of faxes dewnbd*i the caMftalgS
Iawssaawsand cs'rrsiirl tescarony "Dr.

L -

I

"The allegation
that these are paper
organizations is just
ridiculous," the NAP

r-uam"d kvg initiativs in the am of pres-
dential debte'ro ftcces. I~ Ia- a, ballo
accms andvither eksorainl deaa'av ism"e,
ame well knvown," Block wrote.

Acording to NAP fibWn with the FFC.I
the Rilan camrpaig diaisd qeoxmte-
ly $60.t000 to Co4nultants kit 'ckericail we-
vices.", 'pin:esting servies" Md "data en-
irs services * But WeVera nd te cinsultants
io that list slaim they never reeeved any
paMent for their work forthe catupaig
(iai arid Pleasant are boith based in FEC
filung as hasing mreived S4OO, mid boith
cdlirn the% never saw a thes, and Gesin
pros ides the names of two oithers liated as
Fulani .ontrmctor% in the fislug who told her
that ita's a'errn't paid eaher In &AIio.
the now deceased kteven Roe is tated in

l-C' his-rgs- as ha'ug reeved nuwes de
%pite hit c'vwditon as a bie-stqe AIISS pa-
twill at the tame of the caingwag. Another
purpored contrawtor whoticeDom apiwan us
the FEC fig also denwa frsxsvil anY pay-
ment from the campaign. She asked for ao-

(Asigak allege in her comphawt that c.2m-

paign officials endoesed theve checks amid
c ashed them at the. caniips bank. Arnal-
gamnated Bank in Mtanhatain. Pexst sec-
sxided Gas-nk's- %;harves int ifervew. al-
thoughl he has fild o ciasplant to that

B1 I I e. a NAP a'tivW wtio resigned her
memrshr~ui n 1992 buat still call herself
rnatheic to the turN and stil helgis with
the cvrnputer% at lth NAP affice, is hised In
FE.C fhsr as has-vig receved $1 000 s-n
fo"ur paments Like the othems she dMurs
having les paid If mny checks were stuc~k

in ban-w. she sasis theY were casd with-
out her kyxowledge

It would be ateresaig to wethe ugna-
lres on the bawk." sbe soud whe told that
her nxn wa a he VMORit - " knew the*s

did that wrth other people" sbe said. "I
didn't know the' did that wish me. It was a

business had no Phone
numbers, Sal sputters
and laughs. "I gather

because they forgot to get
a listing in the Phone

book, " she finally blurts,
"I1 don't know what to

tell you about that."

comnrn~ practc
NAP spokeswomran Sabt refused to comn-

ment onl the charge that checks were signed
and cashed l's third piarties savtig that the

_AP_ 141111011p, -__
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NAP's aittlrrny haI totl her nne to talk
ahout it betiauw. "I .i.'mk and Pleas
Ant. have been ped.hoii hs allegatirs to
vaniouis law enlox-rtisi itlti.

Wiut did allow that ns'v who woirked o n
the Fuilani campaign wriv pooir people with
noi atcesvs to hank at, otiois "And in -wowe
tvase. it was alwavys I-ilt for peopi Iti tt

teire their pa)rint itt %wls," Wit s-'-
in crtai cas. I know that arrngemnent'
were madte to) cash prole"' Lhecks for themi
at the bank and ito give them Lcash-

A%%uming that 1tisnk. Pleasant. LCee, Aild

other% are telling the truth abovut not mrei
ing the chetks tliat wre struwk in thtar
name%, and assuming that the checks stink k
in their name'm did not represnt woia tor
whb4ch they expevted lo' he pid. the l'ulant
for President carrpai, tild he accused ot
mnanufat.ttirttg "sals ift l debt

"A canpaign .an .40%t receive nuti~hng
fund% up to the 1-ti of net osttstanding

Icampaign ntligati-iii." %&-s% former lFC' at.
torsev Grrws "Ink tras-sng the campasign .

debt affecis the arrisait of matching nmsse
the carnu, iis erititled so. If that debt %% err

manufaturril, thAt %vsuld be defraudinig the

(;a-ink asio ( h! Aso allege that the lFuLaru
for Pwrsatlit campaign violated campaigr,
law% hS us-ioU matc~hing funds ito s-iaer the

rent of iwt, Nkw Alliance Parm. ofhres- I he
I.F' pr.kahti1 camipaignis fromi spending
matching funds on behaf of other oeirani
Tion! ALrmrdig to FTC filing%, the barn1-

paign paid roughis WOWO0 in rent fo'r a
Harlem (Offe to~ the I West l2'th 1- 4 Ij
Amither $16.91 wa- paid in rent Ior A''simh
Briqs% "ffs.-r tol IAe4r. llarar ss-%V hose l

nes-, address n also listed in the C li slnj:'
am line West l-th IStret ties-nk And t OTU7

algdin intrniews that neihe otie s-si

ised t,'s the campaign. tut tv% the New klii
xvwe Part) itself

Sabt crrn.edes that 'those office' had trn
N-ew Allianoce Parti offices prior to the ad,1

spokeswoman Jacqueline
Salit says. "[Newman
and Braun] do therapy.
That's what they do."
When asked why so

many of the
organizations with

whom the campaign did



Lenora
Qhe 0olDy-
XGot-Row'd1

sent olf the campfaign- an that "the cam-
paign took them ovCI .. and paid the rent
'v'r insss howeve, that the busifess Lvn-

dusted an those officeis while the camrsaipi
wa% pa tnig the rent wats sUtncY caan

I he czampaigtn al-so paid out apprutIa111tei 6
S1'.i i n reimbursiemfenlts ari alkvW"ilst'
.shah tiasink alleges in her ctanpiatnt were

tMMI.'e one-fifth of the money isted 1%

reirtburs-metits was paid in $125 "t'-L
-Utbt fundr" allowX.ac sh MeraiM em-
pI .sees received every week Formier I'MP

tmmbt 0,thfd tl sp5i that thou-
&ad o olars were pai in reinmn-

merit' to New York -arca ettPaW wrorkers
1,-4 c0'-%ht and office sufies, eve thouigh
NAP matasaned ropen accUMMta at Staples
and Kinkos

Gaunk iass% in her ceuPlint thatl she and
x-ther -ampawt workmr were eficcuralted to

subit_,u reti K g oda and siervi ito the
caiipagt. eore. if hey didn't reflec't cain-

paigli eapen- -I was tol-d, 'Just any re-
eiptl3 that )%%u Lani find .. anywhere. Jus

keep them (iil"'0 them anid turn them over
to the conpistgn,' "she salts.

Giasik a l'egvea in her FEC complaint
that tiw alsrnpaign wrivte reunbuusemnent
ches-ks kvo C, ese rmelepts but never diatribut-
ed them.s and anstead :ashed them at Amnail-
gamared Rank oriv, who had left the parr
1h, the rime the 1992 electri cycle began.
os A uld not li.; (jaasinkt account. Shi di.
h'weser. e'press. h-r skepticism at the
aritout ,4 to as-. ne camrpaigit .auns to

hasepaid.. -,nvsemnt "I know foir a
lastI thitA t tii-r get reirnbursied for an--

I-trd\sm% a ims did verN well 41I
the carapt; V. was. paid W6.4:A durng
the prenaric x' a ciinsultant. satuh Ls i-

sisterit a' n' his hisiors of paying turnaif

well through he NAMv %ratfns enterpriss
wnd his -osia herap-s rice- Fur a soL-t-

is orprziz-. evwmani byes qwte well tw
fall, he .Mn ongt mte NAP mem.ber Susan
Massad pt a Iv t:2 , large Greenwinch Village
S-rosesrtiore at Nw

1 Uaik St . ficrirdirig to
\ew Y or . D-rtar-,mwnti ofFinance re-
coed Th' r, hia!-- pr was $9 23.,0

nyone who looks ma the finanqial

nyAsreod wiollokmsh tat awfn an-tamxeat ill ito h wa thet ait-
d vestithe ion int herny ppr n-at.

says NAP siti i clerily
sa, Altog theb Oup coedctl rur- eauit
Ahof al p etia cmrius rouetine fts-

aftaml pyesthosetauditmpaare desigvedgmainly
ti) vrifsy thte madtn funds ined forl
the ener tat mtlesnio nestgtingt used for
thempr"prieie am in e mpigaeastra' -ou

aws ais nt part i the FCamfg's ndad pe-
toningr panr of lohg as theat NAPpr-

stidng reue for it snetNAPitphrok
and- invoics for te fren i ai ot to its

an notfor thneti nwv it aifou th aui-s

It is possmible that .omnmison auditors

'Mild conduct such an audit and suc~h
,onduct would not be detiectable by
the audit sltff," says former FEC attor-
ne% Gross "If it was payment for enve-
tope%, for example. I don~t think the IFFC
would as.k to see the envelope without
other evidenc~e that it wait a twogus trans-
ast ion. .

An FFC audit of the Fulani caMpaign's
finances% released April 20 did alleg minssi
sisiatirns of iFK rules FEC auditors xn-
itkdered the zatinpaign'i tvsteim of reimabur-
trig vvwake for expenses as contributicMw.t-1

4?%6
those workers awl lilat fhume cilinarfiNaI14st
wene in excevss of li 1w i.011 rcuximum doina
KMUSn allowed tlitilet 1wLaw '1he FJ( AN"'
fiod that the WilIT% bistig fIr)akk
arnounarsI to ana uniatwued .vthst i-
the cut*W~g Ihe IPt .1 admitted 1a' 3011
sons that the Mtilani campaign paid the Mn I
as cortributitans andl matching fund-. rfoiri
in, aw4 in sj~silk rerms it) it% rsincer' Al

Sichi ponts ou, the FFA7s finding ontra
dicta the N AP -o~ T iii7he criics L lirrn ihit
the fl'l wo .Awmtg money frvn the ar,
popu for woirk twit done, whetras the 14C
Viw the IPI I'% wqvrk as unrelported 11in
buts

Fedea lawiireqiren camnpagn-,14 dis -c

the namse, address, os % upasion. andic empli-%s

er of all repolted -,ntnihutow%. the judorw'
cvircidodd that I aitani's FI:( filtig 'nrmtodl
the occupatita'os arid emplioev r' :1 . x

centa n( rqvpoat .utribtsou In a. n irnr

audit re~xwi trela'i d an Nvetrher lQ1 1i
FEC asked the I Atlpign to rirturn S 1~ 14
she, matachill I tikl% _Ihe camnpaigr
phed. althioigh the lIFu %av that the Y k
bi-fimesl A eswl he,4 k-wesed. ar.!II
atftlai rapim! rx further &:ua'n :r hg' 'I

the auda
(isikiwiiis ciomirpatnt appairentis p

an truluses by the Mmanhattan I isirict A!- r-

nessl (*wfe' At kasa three ftin-w- PX P
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nmmw chum thg riepctat ae u(roml the
1) A' tifatcir awrviewed them about the al-
legatitwis

Newman told the Nfri liwk flftal Newis in
S4,lienhr that hit isxsjwn we- digs-
tiedl lwmner aswtaaates tisirigl to attack
the rem %alwt de'sihes them nleftiss
It%.ip it, re ewaat'wlr their cmhdentlias oin the
.."tadtxiaJl eft hev defamuig the NAP An-
l'ther NAP ioala a&s them twrnnutl But
Pleasant and I ~ak din't exatly burn out
Kikht sas. the-. were repelled titan the MT!

tls'sngthor presidential ekctarn when theNs
rI 2ed iluet P in aboiut the parri fkmanes

ind Nva-inart ceritnly treat then tnTe
liiw irsditble threats. than bnut, marginal
Iciits i, w iigruntled ft'trrie ensprk
I the s-tarft 'iw's ". Itue t-4 the parl'i rica',

r~iar~\.ausalAthaa'ai,. ns devfAetilto at
,jkn rk-z-ant under the banner, healw

" l sAmrkri eaant'li Latet WTntings (utIt'
Inujni'rns ('enking (orpse The unsigned

Newc .- mran an 4 gh slaisai Vl" Ota

\c 'iawsaa lliiawr was pualkssaew ther to
Atnr'r v~ -we "new cicep e4 ee-jutzairt

* ,jT Neiman e,4,pss rim s the "haal1l.
S trer! I. arid ( '.utfuvtJ cgnnni nt
Vk-.ant Pleasant prosadh si SItv Wldges
'v!mslt a' a immazst-Lenzru'.t ONut udlike
Newrrji., Ibe has niever malked hur&WU as

'r -11, ette

Altirhuigh Manna Ortia left the 1W? wil-
iantaril. she ai roubled by the pweys cont-
epirws f hraciplaisei. "ivedwith

these peclile. I tile"t with these people. I
worked with thewe peol.ldd therp
with thewe people, I did cualtuare with these
pi4*." the says' iha was my kle " And
vet. she Ilarms, Newman tried to t..a up
her rrlatasihp with the man to whoi the
is nuw rried. myttig ws theeqt msis
that they~ .hitiuld both sleep with other pet-
pi4e Newman diAilid V'asan Cuimmunaa
trns, in whush Orna had sunk ycm of tl
untecr lute And. when Ortafs daughter
began retelling against the authormf i4 the

pArtnd didn't tesiwi to siicl thrps.
he urg"I O'rit: ito put het in fi'ster am

i' Ii'git1 Orit .,. Ai ath a sigh.
-t-i I hse giittI rati tot he so "

Aihet titn reiing in mat.tiing lund'..

~(vGwrei intends it-, expand the pmi-
grirn und ctwinteral 'xintesti.

Th apinfinance teform big iArrently
bleing adsw-nd tv IDemorts on Capio
luill vivuld mxend PUNKi financing to Kluse
and Sk-nate campaigni; us whichl qvndin
hrnits are not i"vivd.

Sen PMit%.h Mc~uonnell 'R-Ky lan ardent
hec o( all iiwrmn 4f public camipign fmsna
Ing. %.ay% the PuIvo campaign is but a Mre
%we% i -a'hat '.35 federally saabuud con-

Other
presidential campaigns
routinely employ people
who also dongate to their

ouwn cwgt .ts and
those dollars are just as
routinely matched by the
frds. But the aggressive

wy the NAP reaped
funds frmthe FEC

invites scrutiny.

gre".i-al on wtests atq uld bie like
I think teaitilsi 'Lav'e umiskctw' like til%

01utC fretquentt'.. Nevause it wtould he unpt'.,
sable to raft &NRl that wou~ld dens funds wit
third-prtN ev fnnge eflrtis isawh a-, the Ne-A
Alliame Pamt'. . ~a%-% W4osel

Thec senatkv kiut thaw a heeled up I I k

*---------

b EWE , Si!fDACO~OP

IT'S
APESTO!0
'Parmesan

cheese
S$3.791lb.
Pine Nuts I

$399lb.
Olive.Oil
$ 5.8 9 ur.

rjcjl ly -Crown

1 cisJ of all inds

Bethesda
Conop

it COOPMcc7

Of Course!
& S" TOUT

I Miller &
Miller
Lite

I,$599

-wBag
i 7;(yof

Bud

~ $599

The original neighborhood dnagp4oro' and more..

(.rnewp Few&o 9 3We & Mowe * Gremin1g I'ardn & Gui,. % dk-o Rental'.

_w~ ~ "7 21IMtL2 a 5013 CSOlNT MEL NW *flf IF1 "
servling the coe~mnity

BARfLES & JAYMES
ASSORTE 0%0
FLAYOR $

Beck's

$899

Cooks

Wine bag of
Charcoa

$399, $499

A7
with a larg CtI1qgett fti Iit II %Mf1 tK ,AMt
pmign finiancir vioillim-evs, a' the arnatet !-kith
federal mittwtnanttig osf campaigns, he
w.vs. wtul "itcawr 4 (karstapito~et at the
FEC:

..A mt.h betwiter f wtwiud lie to grt i..
fpavet funding it .I jlulIKAl L-WilAznlg~iti 4

l *rthrt arid let Iliig lie tundl Atih ,'.r
tarV arid full,. dis tuscsl iwwtittttt*
Mt( auntill. milia what he ititriis1 Idl
hearing' sl' luutw UC At fkleatol' -V

Ig fluwid%
Wi( A 0utnelts wnuttgs'tatititit, gitr

the lat I that the cilwnstqit pt'tkettt1i Jfli

puugtis% hall It-irww -1t1 oft !he rc tn

a PrTI Wte 1 141111 a't"int lulan'l S$17 .

haitiv paitlite lIt nis 
t'r the pttr ii-;

frwtrn %brink ing ll 1IlAIUV'tIeAzII lVn iT''

and R"Nu~tan-k.1 it c,ewti ilir
1an ji .Mki ttArit al' t,'J I0 t'

l-ULAni kArttpa~t, Oils pk'.'tal %c .r
k.,)LN like he'll gri ;I '.sdhint, ;w.
l'96 Ptrmnai atikdawe 1-1i1AII ''V
mined 'Nett-. ruinntng loc golirtrio, i '

York. aiol apfleating on CNN arni t
"LS~' /,iv tlI- ffhit CfnJ 1,

-All surn, p 'tnt I., a N%* llat: pfr~l lii 1
tampalali and set anther tatu.r
[-I'( 's 1 taI~hing lund', CP



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

--------------------------------------------- x
DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MILLER. RACHEL MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

complainants, .HUR

--against--

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.
--------------------------------------------- x
State of New York )

County of New York )s.

DANIEL FRIFDMAN,

1. I

York, New York.

History, and was

Wisconsin.

PJ-ID., being duly sworn, deposes and says:

am over 18 years of age and a resident of New

My doctorate degree is in the field of Theater

awarded to me in 1979 by the University of

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts described

herein.

3. 1 am submitting this affidavit and the annexed

exhibits to provide the Commission with evidence that six

haris-;inq ptione c:al>; were p1 ic:ed from the Kellie Gasink's home

teiephon- 4 respondenit Dr. Frced Newmh.n. Five ci- the calls were

maue V'W: I Oeas~int, and the s ixth by an uni1denti fied male.

;. Also, Iu imzubmittinq a copy of a letter to me

from W1 ii7 dai~:dltteted "May Dahy, 11)94." Note that on the

*AFFIDAVIT OF
DANIEL FRIEDMAN, PH.D.

C

1% '

qta
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last page,, Pleasant writes, "this letter really isn't to you,, but

to FN [Dr. Frederick Newman]."

5. First, I will explain how I came to learn about

these telephone calls. Then I will set forth the content of

them.

6. This past February and March, four pilot episodes

of a cable television program, "Therapy for America with Dr. Fred

Newman," ("TFA") were cablecast on public access channels.

7. TFA is a simulated social therapy group led by Dr.

Newman, in which the "patients" are actors. (Social therapy is

an approach to psychotherapy and education that Dr. Newman

C^ created in collaboration with developmental psychologists and

mental health professionals.)

8. During the show, viewers are invited to use an 800

number posted on the screen to call Dr. Newman and leave him

CrN messages about what issues they would like to have dealt with in

an upcoming episode.

CD9. 1 was responsible for retrieving the messages for

V.N Dr. Newman from the telephone company's message center and

ON transcribing them.

10. The bill from the telephone company identifies the

numbers from which calls are placed, and the time and duration of

the calls. Annexed hereto as Fxhibit A is a copy of two bills

covering the call-ins from the three pilot programs in the New

York City area.



11. 1 am informed that Xclii Gasink gives her home

telephon, number as (718) 515-8791. As YOU Will See, six

harassing calls were placed to Dr. Newman from her home
telephone. Two were placed on February a9, 1994, two on February

26, 1994, and another two on March 5, 1994.

12. 1 listened to-the messages recorded from the calls

from Gasink's home telephone.

13. 1 am very familiar with the sound of the voice of

William Pleasant and the manner of his speaking. We worked

closely together for several years on a number of projects. For

example, we worked together on the editorial staff of the

National Alliance, as well as on other publications, and we were

both active members of the Castillo Cultural Center, with

particular involvement in the center's theater productions.

'C 14. Pleasant left the following voice message for Dr.

Newman at 71:10 p.m. on February 19, 1994:

Yeah, like, you know, I really identify with the therapist,
Fred Newman 'cause he's out of his 1 ing mind and he's a
crook and he's a f ing thief. And I just want you to know

0 that I find it amazing that you would drop the Fulani show
and put on some more of Fred Newman's bullshit. He's a
idiot. Why don't you people face it? He's a fool. Wake
up. I going to keep calling. Okay? Good bye. (hysterical
laugh]

15. Pleasant left the following voice ressage for Dr.

Newman at 7:13 p.m. on Februar - 1,#, 14164:

Yeah, I need some therispy real b~id because Fred Newman
ripped me off and stole money. I need thero.ipy, help me, oh
God!

16. Pleasant left the following voice~ message for Dr.

Newmain Ait 11:45 p.m. oni February .'.1994:

3



Yeah, I don't identify with any of the patients. I identify
with Fred Newman, the therapist, because I feel like really
paranoid. I feel like somebody's watching me, like Ien
being investigated. I need some help.

17. Pleasant left the following voice message for Dr.

Newman at 11:56 p.m. on February 26, 1994:

Yeah, I got a problem, I got a problem with this fat guy
named Fred Newman talking with his hands. I wish he
wouldn't talk with his hands. Okay? Thanks. [Fake sobbing]

18. Pleasant left the following voice message for Dr.

Newman at 9:03 p.m. on March 5, 1994:

Yeah, my name is Raheed and I got these three bitches living
in my house and I need some help from Fred Newman 'causeI
know he's got three bitches living in his house. How you
handle them bitches? Do you just slap them around and shit?

t 7 I need to know. I need some help. Please. Thank you.

Coll,19. Thirteen (13) minutes after Pleasant left the

C- foregoing message, there was another call from Gasink's phone.

The caller, whose voice I did not recognize, left this message

for Dr. Newman:

I identify mostly with Fred. I'm a big man too. I feel
very very guilty. You see I been -- it's hard for me to
talk about this -- I've been embezzling money. I've been
forging checks and cashing them, even checks from dead

C) people. I made up a bunch of phoney paper companies and
laundered millions of dollars into secret bank accounts.
I'm a lying, thieving punk. And I'm really paranoid 'cause

0o1 I have this feeling that I'm about to get indicted. What
should I do Fred? Maybe you have some insight.

P)ANTEL, FRIFDMAN,VH.D.

Sworn to Before Me
Ti day o f Juqust, '-

Notary Public'

ARTHUR R Ba.OCK
"Miy Public, State of Now York

No. 31-4662471
OWue in~ Now York County-

Comwson Expres April 30. 1~

.77"? 'W" ir -, k-
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CORPORATE 1D: 99541317
COMMWJITY LITERACY RESEARC14 PA
S00 GREEICH STREET

NEW YORK. NY 10013

600 MCI SERVICE

CALL DETAIL
SORTED BY DATE/TIME

INVOICF tJiJmiIF:
INVOICF DAl
SALES CdrY:

000-43S-7453

----- DUCIW T USAGE ----------- -------- - iASO-U1E------------teep; USAGE--------CALL CALLER NUMBER/ START DURATION PRCG USAGE START DURATION RT PO/ USAGE DURATION CALL
DATE COLNETIV TIME (MINUTES) MTHD AMOUN F( 8 TIME (MINUTES) CNTRY CD AMOUNT(; (MINUTES) AMOUNT(%)

1 12SRp ?Fig
MARi 15. l9q4

02/19 212-744-0437 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:0902/19 212-751-2993 00:00 0.00 0.00 164:1002/19 718-731-7931 00:00 0.00 0.00 161:1602/Is 212-304-2010 00:00 0.00 0.00 16:16s02/19 212-976-225, 00:00 0.00 .0 8202/19 212-709-Ml~ 00:00 0.00 00 6202/09 212-076-22" 00:00 0.00 00 l2AI@&2/19 212-269-20. 00:00 0.00 00 221/19 212-874-.318 00:00 0.00 00 42

02/39 212-94 1-3224 00:00 0.00 0.00 19105

02/19 212-941-6224 00:00 0.00 0.00 23:54

SUNTOTAL 02/13/94: 1 -A-,=

02/20
02/20
103/0
02/20
02/20
02/20
02/20
02/m0

02/0

716-797-1914
2112-9413-6002
713941-2427
719-3220
716-220-22e9
212-941-500

.212-941-6311
212-941-8149
212-941-500
3 I2-303-0307
-312-368-M7o
212-932-8704

UUTOAL 02/20/64:

02/23 711-797-169
02/23 34-642-6600

UTOTAL 02/21/941

00:00o
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00

00:00
00:00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

13:02
34:21
14:27
1 5:55f
15:36
16:26
16:2
18:29
19:49
19:52
19:93
20:60

0.00 12:09
0.00 12:12

*REAL TIME ANt CALL NC*LUDES SURCH4ARG eTO CALL NTUMAYV TC61 CALL INtEASWI7c4 **VOLUME ISCOUNTSi NOTiRF~LECTED..PRICINS METHOD KEY:. 0 * DURATION BASED& C APPLICATION COUNTER: 8 COMINIATION OF DURATION AND APPLICATION COUNTERi

0.90
0.70
1.20
0.40
0.90
1.00
1.30
0.60
0.40
0.60
0.50
1.10

0.70
0.0
4.00
0.60
0.60

0.60

0.60
0.60
1.00
0.70
0.60
12.60
0.320
0.60
0.70

0.10
0.70

0.13
0.10
0.16
0.06
0.13
0.15
0.19
0.07
0.09
0.09
0.01
0.36
0.10
0.09
0.56
0.07
0.07

2.30

0.07
0.26
0.07
0.09
0.09
0.35
0.10
0.16
2.26
0.06
0.10
0.12

0.07
0.16

0.90
0.70

.20
0.40
0.90
1.00
1.30
0.50
0.40
0.60
0.50
1.10

0.70
0.60
4.00
0.50
0.50

0.50
1.60

0.50
0.60
0.60
1.00

0.70
0.90

12.90
0.30
0.50
0.70

0.10
0.70

0. 13
0.10
0.16s
0.06
0.3
0.15
0.19
0.07
0.06
0.09
0.07
0.16
0.10o
0.09
0.56
0.07
0.07

0.07
0.26
0.07
0.09
0.09
0.15
0.30
0.36
2.26
0.06
0.10
0.12

0.07
0.36



,o#NEV YORK. NY 10013
CALL DETAIL

SORTED BY DATE/TIME
SALES CITY:
PAGE:

600-435-7453

CALL CALLER WWIIE/
sale COmNTmv

START DURATION PECQ
TIME (MINUEaS) MIND

-------TRANSPORT USAGE--------
USAGE START DURATION AT PO/ USAGE
AMOUNT($) Time (MINUTES) Ct4TRY CO AMOUNT(%)

-----TOIAtS----------------
DURATION CALL
(MINUTES) AMOUtHI(S

02/22 707-443-7"g6

UJUTOTAL 02/22/34:

02/23 913-341-1551

UNTOAL 02/22/34:

02/24 612-222-3570

rjT81,-842-3300

UOTOTAL 02/25/34:1

02/26 407-63-4000
02/26 214-340-4005
02/26 212-932-2612
02/26 212-722-3936
02/26 212-1634-2267
02/26 212-533-2843
02/26 212-690-5046
@2/26 212-635-1010
02/26 212-636-3w47
02/26 212-166-3047
02/26 202-004-2434
02/26 232-264-1901
0/26 212-222-0376
02/30 212-;46-40124
02/26 212-944-3"62
@r o6 404-766-2311

0 40-873-5754

UIMOAL 02/26/341

00:00

00:00

00:00

00:00

00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00
00:00

00-.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.90.
b.00
0.00

0.00 20:32

0.00

0.00 13:34

0.00

0.00 13:23

0.20 a

0.60 S

0.06

0.61

0.16

0.IN
1.30 a 0.34

0.6 0.1

1.6 0.34

0.00 03:11

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.*00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

03:42
14:09
17:14
18:06
16:10
IS: 12
18:13

15:16
18:17

18:24
13:26
13:27
2 1:37
21:39

0.40 N

0.30
0.10
0.60
0.60
0.30
0.30
0.60
0.70
0.50
6.60
2.10
0.60
1.00
0.50
0.40
0.20
0.40
0.60
0.0
0.30

0.06

0.0

40.06
40.06

4 0.09
4 0.07
4 0.04
4 0.13

0 .09
40.10
40.07
40.22
40.31
40.07

* 0.15
1 0.07
1 0.06

40.06
40.06
*0.12
40.13
*0.12

2.10

#REAL TIME ANI CALL (ICUE UCAG)*T iALLINTRASVITCH)
PRICING METHOD KEY: 0 - DURATION BASED; C o APPLICATION COUNTERg

SOTO CALL(INTERSITCI) **VOL.UME DISCOUNTS NOT R~rIECTEI)..
B a COMBINMATION Or DURATION A140 APPLICATION C0IJNTFR

I. t

I..

~i61

0.20

0.20o

0.60

0.06

'676-6
0.16

1.30

0.40

0.40

0.30
0.10
0.60
0.50
0.30
0.90
0.60
0.70
0.50
1.50
2.10
0.50
1.00
0.50
0.40
0.20
0.40
0.60
0.90
0.50

0.34

0.34

0.08

0.06

0.06

0.09
0.01
0.04
0.13
0.09
0.10
0.07
0.22
0.31
0.01
0.15
0.01
0.06
0.06
0.08
0.12
0.13
0.12

2.10



Call Detail Report - 000 Service
COWIIV LITERACY RESEARCHI PR
500 ONEENW104 STREET
NEW Yn. MI 600631354

SILLING PERIOD 02/15/34 IHROUG11 03/14/94 INVOICE NUMBER 741047
INVOICE DATE 03/26/
PAGE NUMS3ER
SILL PAYER 1D 006424

CIJS1O1EE 0114011 99396202 RAUI w~u YW,1

NOLD M OLD

A AA T A AA T

CALLEN PLACE I111T0 P1SlC CAlLER PLACE I110 PIWDOSC

049low 1H AWEN CALLED IG MINI9 I A A AMD" DAI VOW3 104161 CALLED FIKIM UBS 6 A A AMOUIl

ID/ACCOUNTIN CODE:

---- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- -- 600 tM ER: 500-423-743 - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -

(2141234-3M0
12651833-4131I
(61)6264024I
(61121962561103
1662)216-226
(636)419.62
(661)966.6929
(206)622.666
(26)241.4016
(26)142.4619
626)940.21
(206)640.24601
1206)1426.6666
(26)624.2660
(266)24.2666
(266)6669260
(20)262.1302
(60 1)?163.2020
(262)666.0.12
1212)813.6240
121212116410624
(2 62)134-1691
(161)111-3680
126211119-641"
1262)661.6166
(262)66.269
(2162111,14-633S
(1110666.166
(261)666.2046
1262)33-2.64
112l)36-963
(011666.6116
111416189I
(464)35-2. 3?

(216 lsIpi-6461
1111)11191610
6503)556.0130

IC06A11)301 IX 0.2 1
i1INIAM AL 0.6 1
miiiiOSTR 1% 6.121
I6tJEAPULS No 0.6 2
IPSIEAP(IS NJ 0.2 2
IIEVELAI) 1" 0.1 2
RU05101 lk 0.6 2
1141I11 VA 0.1 2
MAIMt 11A 0.6 2
IEAIlLE VA 0.9 2
1*S WOOIFS VA 0.3 2
WS W)IlES VA 0.6 2
FAIRE WA 6.6 2

SFAIII NF A 0.6 1
IEA~ILF 91A 6.6 2

K06N1 A 0.6 2
EAVI6E VA 6.621

11110614 k 6.661
EII V01K 0.6 2
IlfVINEK lff 6.0 2
flyOS vow 1 0.621
ENy vow IN 0.6 2

0* vowC off 0.6 2
019101K off 6.6 2

ly ORK W 0.22a
low vow off 0.6 2
off YORN off 0.4 1
mNa off 0.6 2
tfN voN Inf 6.2 2
fly VONK oil 0.4 2
If1 youE off 0.2 2
M!IM off .09.6?
6Rhix 1f 6.62
A110#IA CA 0.6 2
I Imilawm At 0.2 2
6111 l0V41 Al 6.3 2
SIOpI VII Iff 0.6 2
IIAIII11in Oll 0.6 2

6060

0302
@362
0302
0302

0304
0204
0394
6204
0301
0304
6204
6204
6304

0365
figs

6366
669

60"
6306
631

0305
601S
030
am6

0.01
0.62
0.20
0.62
0.06
0.14
0.26
0.14
0.60
0.66
0.041
0.0
0.32
0.0
0.26
0.62
0.2
0.26
0.06
0.66
0.0
0.6)
0.46
0.26
0.06
0.04
0.01
0.60
0.20
0.01
0.05
0.63
0.26
0.60
0.06
0.2?6
0.06
0.0

( L

0)06 62:19
6206 112:26
030 12:26
01064 22:66
030 22:66
0201 12:21
0201 20:24
0201 204:2s
0301 20:20
0306 12:25

0206 20:01
02061 20:40
0309 61:29
0210 01:24
0310 61:66
0260 11166t

0)00 12th1

* 023 02:36
0266 02:46
0366 02:62
0266 03:63
0266 02:64
0266 02:61
0266 20:30
0266 20! 66
0212 11:02
0)62 11:09
0)61 61:26
0262 61:22
0262 01:22
0312 11:24
0312 11:29
0362 11:31
0362 66:63

0)1Z 18:111

(404)211.9449 AILA11IA
(404)344.1466 A11041IA
(404)344.6418 AILANTA
1016)430.6640 IOEKITEIIS(II
1969)430.0.40 IlEmkimS"
4212)941.8224 of1 YORK
(103)9$2-4191 SLACKS~MO
(103)SS2.4166 St AC6SOIXO0
(103)9S63.666 BACXSI66JI
(609)624-6965S C1.1S'EJJSA
(661)622.0332 JAM4AICA PL.
(66f) 1)S.911 CA6MMIDGE
(602)922.6931 UOO8VAPG1S
(266)16969993 SEVILLF
(611)191-0431 UIODEAP01S
(201)126.3244 11 #)1 WWI.S
1310)142.304 CIIICAGO
(g62)161-02l6 MIUEAPIXS
1211)629.669 I0I)IAIPS
120)141."923 6LLEW
(266)112.0922 SfAIIIE
(20)622404 SEAl OE
(206)326.9661 SEAIILE
(206)66SO0699 KEWT
(206)32961861 SEA111,E

(6121269.2963 LEAMUR
(21)620.4605 IEE Vow
(262)926.0696 fl1 Tom
(262)4"6.6146 Koo VOAE
(262)460-2165 If1 VON1
(262)2$9.44161 f ON1
(262)269.4466 IIFI VON11
(212)932.2011 IE~W VOIN(
(211)2g9-4461 6F1 06W T
(202)l01.6S% 11 Y63 IE
(12)222.9142 off V(NW(
(212)060-6%41 IFw VINEA

/ C. ~. t/ U £ 6
I-.

I11:011
06:36
23:29
62:42
63:0So
01:30

63:42
@2:42
03:44

03: 11

63:6Is
636

62:01

16:02
66:62
06:411
IS:6 3

111* 14

66:20
061,23

26:44
??-so
122:6
06 43
09: 3S

6.4 a
0.3 2
2.3 a
0.3 2
0.3 2
6.4 0
0.1 ;
0.3 ;
16.2
0.6
I.02
04A
0 3
0 3
0.3
0.6
0.1
0.3

0 16
0.6
0.6

1.0
1.0
3.5
1.1

0.3
0.6
0.6
1.0
0 3
06a
0.5
0 5

0.26
0.06
0.66
0.066
0.06
S. 12
0.61
0 06
0.21
0OA5
0 is
0.01
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.10
0.14
0 06
0. Id
0.10
0.12
0.10
0.20
0.20
0.10
0.31
0,40
0.0s
0.10
0OAS
0,06
0 05
0 10
0 06
0 06
0 20
0 70
4) 1@
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MAY DAY 1994
NYC

Fr:
William Pleasant, ex-Central Committee Memeber 1W,
Sr. Editor NA, Executive Editor 870310, Co-founder of
Castillo Cultural Collective, etc...

To:
Dan Friedman,. Managing Editor of the NATIONAL ALLIANCE

Title: PLEASANT AND THE NCOHORTS" RESPOND

Editor:

Allow me to commeont on your 5/5/94 edition of the NATIONAL
ALLIANCE.

Let so begin by saying that I an quite flattered by your
e attention. I don't want to hurt your feelings, Dan, but

nobody reads the NA anymore,, and certainly nobody outside ofC) Newan's Soflo bunker takes it seriously. And, ironically,
that's to your advantage, since you'll1 never have to meet
anyone who will demand that you explain or defend the

'C idiotic articles that you've been forced to write over the
past four years. Yet, despite the manifest obscurity of yourC N scribblings, I feel a need to respond. You can understand

ro , that, since nobody likes to be slandered, even when the
offending words,, as in this case, happen to be smeared on a

1Vr toilet wall.

C) Dan, I have always had respect for you as a communist
scholar, though at times we may have clashed. But now I have
lost that respect. How could you let Newman sign your name

CK ~to WHAT'S BECOME OF THE WHITE LEFT?, to such a stupid,.
steaming pile manure? Don't you have any pride in yourself?

Your (Newman's) article was obviously written for internal
party (cult) use. You can't possibly labor under the
illusion that your slander of me in the NA can have any
public impact on my reputation.

I need not belabor the point. Just put it this way, Newman
saw fit to attack me now in the NA because the growing
campaign--on the part of his former political colleagues--to
expose him is starting to have impact, i.e., it's costing
the born-again Patriot money. Dan,, maybe Newman sees that
it's getting harder and harder to spook you guys out on the
streets to panhandle for him. Newman might be having more
difficulty fleecing his wealthier devotees. Maybe they are
holding on to their trust funds, tax returns and IRA's a



little more t~naciously. I think there are more than a few"oppositional" campers in Newmania these days.

And, quite frankly, as Newman attempts to market himself tothe white right, he simply can't afford the bad press,especially when it mainly concerns his former identity as acommie. indeed, a spectre is haunting the million-dollar
townhouses of Greenwich Village, that spectre
is... .BOOOOOOOO! Well, you get where I'm coming from. Let'sface it, the C-word doesn't sit well with the "radicalcentrists" Newman courts today. That's why the Patrick Henryof Bank Street felt the need to formally enthrone me in hispantheon of Black boogeymen.

But before going on, I need to address the "cohorts" issue.Newman has consistently left the impression in his
intramural press that I am somehow the evil genius behindhis most undeserved torment. But a by-product of Newman's
amusing fixation is his tendency to dismiss women,

CNI! particularly women of color, -who stand him down. I think Newman would describe suche** behavior as sexist, if the shoe didn't fit his foot soperfectly. The best example of this is his thunderoussilence on Marina Ortiz. Ortiz, a Puerto Rican ex-member of
_ the IWP (1990), has been hammering away at Newman since1991--in the press, on radio, on television and in personalvappearences. In many respects, she is the mother of theretaliation project. It was Ortiz, a radical journalist, whoco did the initial investigation of Newman's soiled finances,

though she has had no role in the subsequent criminal
investigations. Ortiz and I simply represent the scores ofex-IWP members--Black, Latino, Asian, white, women, gay andstraight--who believe that Newman abused, exploited andQ politically betrayed them. All of these people are startingto speak to each other and to reach out to whatever means attheir disposal to get some kind of justice. So, if Newman
wants to obsess on little 01' me, that's fine and dandy.0 This highway has a whole lot of speeding tr-affic. A skunk
like him had better look in all directions before crossing.

But according to Dr. Newman, anyone who opposes him is a
cop, i.e., part of a conspiracy to "harrass groups and
organizations engaged in organizing for progressive socialchange." Needless to say, I, like most of humanity, came to
the obvious conclusion several years ago that the only
"change" that interested Newman was spare change.

In any case, Newman sees the hand of the FBI everywhere: thewhite Left (cops), the Black Left (cops), Andy Cooper (Black
bourgeois cop), just about all journalists who've everwritten about him (cops), anybody who correctly calls him a
cult leader (cops), and definitely anyone who dares to
question his financial practices (cops, fascists, hostile
space aliens, very bad people ... ). Cops are making Fred
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Newman's life just miserable, it seems. But couldn't therebe another explaination for why Newman has been condemned to
endure so much hostility, suspicion and ostracism? Could
there be an outside chance that there are many people around
who simply don't like him? Maybe they have "reactions" tohis self-serving demagogy. Maybe his longtime practice ofpolitical opportunism sours some folks. Maybe his so-calledanti-psychology psychology is ineffectual and amounts tolittle more than a technique for emotional manipulation. itcould be that at least a few journalists who've writtenabout Newman reported the unflattering truth--maybe one ortwo. I know that some people get upset when they feel that
they're being flim-flammed, financially, politically,
emotionally or otherwise. Maybe they don't like Fred Newmanbecause he's ripped them of f. It seems that you don't haveto necessarily be a cop to be hostile to Newman. Newman, infact, offers a veritable treasure chest of excuses to
strongly dislike him.

I was amused by the verbal contortions you went through in
C71 order to demonize me. First you spend almost 2000 wordsC' rehashing Newman's obsessive love/hate affair with Dennis

King and Chip Berlet. (You even published Ricky Flores'photo of them. It was uncredited, of course. Afterall, Rickyis probably a cop, too, given that he's one of my "cohorts."
Then you jump to talking about the FBI and how it deniesC that it called Newman a cultist, and actually imply that the

cr*-FBI is somehow the innocent dupe of the "white left" (cops)who published nasty things about Downtown Lenin. I thought
rw the white left (cops) was working for the FBI (cops). Ormaybe it's the other way around. In any event, the white

left's criticisms and denunciations of Newman showed up inthe FBI's files. For that, according to you, the white left
automatically qualifies as "... (paid or unpaid?)
intelligence and propoganda adjuncts of the state."
If I'm getting this right, then you're saying that if anyone
writes a piece that criticizes or attacks Newman, and the
FBI puts it in their file cabinet, then that makes the
writer an FBI agent "(paid or unpaid?)""??-"' That's really
deep, my man. Itsago hn htyou're writing in a
cult newsletter, because otherwise you'd be laughed out of
town. Clearly, through you, Newman flaunts his utter
comtempt for his followers here. He's showing you that he
thinks you guys are cretinous children, that you'll swallow
anything.

But think about this: despite Newman's Chicken Little
routine--year after year--about the cops at his doorstep, he
has yet to demonstrate a SINGLE INSTANCE where the FBI has
in any way interfered in or hindered the activities of the
New Alliance Party or any of his other ~*cash cows.
All that he can produce is the fact that he has a file.
Well, the FBI keeps files on millions of people, even
diletante "movement folk ' (parasites) like N~ewman. That fact
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hardly qualifies him for revolutionary martyr status!Anyway, for a self-declared "Pub~lic Enemy Number One,"Newman seems to do quite veil. I don't think he's ever beenquestioned by the cops. In fact, the cops let him ridearound in his big car, spend lots of cash, and even takenice vacations when the spirit moves him. Maybe Iom justnot getting it," but Newman's lifestyle hardly suggests thathe actually fears the cops, and clearly indicates that thecops--the real ones and not the phantoms he wants you tosee--have very little political interest in him. Afterall,he's just a rich white dude, and there's no law againstbeing that.

Back to the article! After you "prove" that the white leftis really a police agency, then you drop Ben Chavistnaae andthe fact that he was probably present at a Detroit NAACPevent where Fulani humiliated herself by repeating Newman'sparanoid delusions about the cops. You then imply thatChavis somehow endorsed Fulani's hysterics. With that *fact"Irv, in place, you drop Farrakhants name as a co-victim of thewhite left (cops). Now Chavis, Fulani and Farrakhan are in aC11 holy alliance against the left and it's "cop-ish ways." That
C",was a good example of Newman's moronic sophistryl
4aw- Now I enter as the "wannabe-white-leftist.n I am "eager tobe the Black Chip Berlet." I'm like Dennis Serrette, Ron
No Daniels and Andy Cooper; I'm a cop. Well, Serrette is a copbecause he told his story of Newman's early episodes ofC11-11alleged racism and corruption to a "Black Mississippi
r-4,11publisher with ties to that state's infamous anti-civilrights spying network, and Berlet, King and the rest of thewhite counterintelligence left." Dan, how cowardly. Everyoneknows that Serrette talked to Charles Tisdale of the JACKSONADVOCATE and the "spying network" you mention uA& the now-defunct Sovereignty Commission. Are you saying that Tisdalewas a Sovereignty Commission informant? Why didn't you sayso? Because you know that he was not and you don't want alibel suit. But Tisdale had to be a cop because you neededto make Serrette a cop. Strangely, though Newman constantlywhines about King and Berlet being the ultimate source ofall his bad press, I don't think he ever sued them forlibel. But, in 1986, he sued Tisdale ostensibly for usingthem as sources. I wonder why.

Let's see, you say Daniels is a cop because he opposedFulani in the 1992 Presidential election. He ran, underorders from the white left (cops) "to divide Fulani'ssupport in the Black community." A question: How come RossPerot didn't merit cop status, too? Didn't he "divideFulani's support" in the white independent voting community?What about the Libertarian Andre Marou? I'm sure the SWPcandidate had to be a cop in your book, because he dividedFulani's support in New York State--he whipped her at thepolis here, by the way. On top of that, I believe he was a



genuine, red-blooded, white leftist (a real cop!), not just
a "Pathetic" Black leftist "dancing to the tune of the white
left." Is it a polka or a cha-cha, Dan? Needless to say,
your attack on Daniels is as desperate as it is absurd. Dan,have you ever considered that over-exposure to Newman might
cause brain damage? Think about it the next time you get the
urge to write.. .Nonetheless, you note that Daniels only
appeared on the ballot in nine states. He received about
25,000 votes. If Daniels* campaign was an attempt to capture
Fulani's Black base, then, judging by Fulani's dismal
showing in 1992, either Fulani had no base in the Black
community--in fact, what was left of it was disorganized by
Newman's brilliant tactic of liquidating the campaign to
tail Perot--or Daniels was a very successful spoiler.
Afterall, Fulani came out of 1992 with less than half the
votes she received in 1988, though she apparently spent 100%
more money than in 1988! Indeed, "Daniels' was not a serious
campaign," but neither was Fulani's, given that Newman
embezzled the campaign treasury. So it goes ...And finally,

Le", poor Andy Cooper is a cop simply because he had the nerve to
Wpublish a story that clumsily pointed to Newman's graft.

CIO,
That leaves me. You know, it's sort of right wing for you toC) charge me with wanting to be white, leftist or otherwise.
Actually, ex-Comrade Friedman, the "wannabe-whitem charge
has a long history in Black radical politics. It was a chief
weapon used primarily by police infiltrators to organize
Black nationalists against Black communists interested in
building inter-racial class-wide organization. You see,
according to the FBI, Blacks trying to work for the unity of
the working class--no matter how flawed or doomed to
failure--is a "wannabe-white" activity, just like being a
communist is a "wannabe-white" affliction to some

o reactionary demagogues, Black and white. Which side are you
on, Dan?

011. Dan, do I want to be white because I oppose Newman? Do you
mean that to be an authentic Black person I must "want
Fred," I must bow down to that creep? If that's the
qualifier, then judging by the size of Newman's (and
Fulani's) following in the Black community--she's so loved
by the people of Harlem that she couldn't even break 1t at
the polls in her own national headquarters precinct!--I
guess roughly 99.9999999999... % of the Black population are
"wannabe-white"l like me. As far as going to the "press, the
New York District Attorney, and an assortment of regulatory
agencies to get them to investigate Fulani and her political
partner, Fred Newman," well, I wasn't the first or the only
one. I've also stated fairly clearly why I thought it was
necessary to do so. My writings on the subject require no
interpretation. Fred Newman robbed and sabotaged a very
precious movement for me. He acted like a pig. I am of the
school that PIG SHOULD EAT PIG. That's why Newman has to
answer to the stCate today. It's appropiate retaliation for *



his crimes against decent progressive-.mjnded peopl, acrossthis country. What did he expect? We vere going to let himscamper away to the bank (and to the right wing) with theaccumulation of our talents, passions, years of exploited1labor, and political reputations? I think he expected--inhis cult-centered, white supremacist, sexist way--so much.And that's why it's safe to say that Newman has some verycritical transistors missing; or in street vernacular, "Thatsuckah has-GOTS-to-be crazy!"

moreover, whinning that "T1wenty years ago, if a leftist hadrun to the cops about his former comrades, the left, nomatter what it thought of the organization involved, wouldhave ostracized the turncout," is also a product of Newman'sdeteriorating mental state. Only 100 words previously in thearticle, you howl that the white left equals cops. Why wouldthe cops come to Newman's rescue? Aren't they his enemy? And
_ if the white left isn't cops, then, again, why would itNe% defend Newman, given that he's not a leftist, but a self-

e% proclaimed patriotic millionaire? Anyway, who wanted todraft Collin Powell--a career war criminal, specializing ingenocide exclusively against people of color--as the "Blackprogressive" US Senatorial candidate in Virginia?Man, give me a break! You're right, it's not 20 years ago,and Newman doesn't have a leftist leg to stand on.

C"A Running to the cops? You have some nerve!!! I vaguelyremember Newman siccing the FBI on a fellow named JimRutherford--a founding member of Centers For Change and SDSveteran--in 1974. Rutherford stole away one night with hisINZ, infant son, after Newman hooked up with Lyndon LaRouche.Newman had the guy hunted for kidnapping his own kid. Theleft repaid Newman's treachery, it "ostracized theturncoat." I also recall a certain Black Maryland womannamed Morning Sunday. In 1992, she complained about howa Newman was milking her state for Fulani campaign funds andnot putting a dime back into local independent campaigns ororganizations--that was actually Newman's national policy.when she balked at submitting her ballot nominating
petitions at the time decreed by Newman, Newman had hercharged, tried and convicted of grand larceny--for stealingthe petitions! In fact, Newman is quite fond of using thepigs and the courts to harrass his opposition on the left. Idon't ever recall him trying to sue or jail anybody on theAright. They say and print unflattering things about himitoo.They even try to plant bombs in his offices, as the old yarngoes. In the end, I'm only giving Newman a taste of his ownmedicine.

Finally, Newman really isn't concerned whether I'm"considered by many cn the white left to be a hero," or not.He's actually terrified that I may be a hero to some of his



folks at 500 Greenwich
cause his macho grief.

Street, and that has the potential

Dan, I dare you to run this letter in the NA.

William Pleasant
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

-- ---------------------- --------- x
DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MILLER, RACHEL MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

AFFIDAV
Complainants, . AQE

--against-- . MTJR_

KELLIE GASINK,

~IT OF
JUN SALIT

Respondent.
------------------------------------------- x

State of New York )
)ss.:

County of New York )

JACQUELINE SALIT, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. 1 an an assistant to and spokesperson for Dr.

Lenora B. Fulani, and I was the Deputy Campaign Manager of the

1992 Fulani for President Committee. I have personal knowledge

of the facts described herein.

2. Dr. Fulani and the Committee are respondents named

in MUR 3938, which is based on a complaint filed by Kellie

Gasink.

3. On April 7, 1994, I received a telephone message

from a journalist, Benjamin Wittes, who had been referred to me

by one of the treasurers at Dr. Fulani's 1992 campaign committee.

When T returned Wittes' cali, he told me that he was writing an

article for the WashingtonCity P~per about allegations regarding

Dr. Fulaiij' 199): presidential campaign, and, in particular,, how

federal matching funds received by the campaign were spent.

S cP)
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Wittes continued his telephone interview of me with several

follow-up calls, the final one of these being on June 27, 1994,

about a week and a half before the publication of the article.

4. 1 observed in the discussions with Wittes that

many of his questions seemed to be derived directly from the

allegations in the materials that Gasink had submitted to the

Commission that were filed under MUR 3938. He did not, however,

refer to MUR 3938.

5. When Wittes' article finally was published, it

stated that Gasink had given Wittes a copy of the materials she

had submitted to the FEC.

6. Gasink's violation of confidentiality created a

C-1 very prejudicial situation. An investigative reporter was

relying upon the confidential materials that Gasink had filed

NO with the FEC. In answering his questions, however, I did not

cr% refer to the materials that the Committee had filed with the FEC

in response to the Gasink complaint, nor did I provide copies of

any of these materials to the reporter, because of the

confidentiality requirements of federal law.

017. 1 am informed that federal law provides for the

simultaneous public disclosure of all of the material filed by

all of the parties to an MUR at a particular point in the

process. By vlatinq confidentiality, Gasink enqineered a

selective public liiscioc-ure solely of the accusatory materials in



the M4UR file , without disclosure of the responsive materials

contesting the allegations.

Sworn to bef ore me this
Of August, 1994

Notary Public

N0erY F! t~f S~tt Of N" Ywk
No. 31 4M~471

Ouebt&.d in NOW YOfk COMW
COMSIn~s' rixpor. APMt 30. 1 S15

C
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

---------------------------------------- x
DR. LENORA B. FULA.NI, DR. FIRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MILLER, RACHEL MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

AFFIDAVIT OF FREDERICK
Complainants, D. NENWNtI!H.D.

--against-- . MUR __

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.
------------------------------------------ x

State of New York )
)ss.:

County of New York)

FREDERICK D. NEWMAN, PH.D., being duly sworn, deposes

and says:

1. I am one of the complainants in this proceeding

and I am a respondent in MUIR 3938.

2. On or about July 13, 1994, I received by mail a

letter from William Pleasant, dated July 8, 1994, copy annexed

hereto as Exhibit 1.

o.3. It is similar to a series of previous letters I

had received from him. Copies of representative samples of the

previous letters are annexed hereto as Exhibit 2.

Besie his letter writing, Pleasant also has left

a series of nr-iss'.nq phone messages for me. See accompanying

Aftidavit ot 1dcnicl Friedman, Ph.lj.

AS L-(ct forth in the complaint. filed herewith,

Pleasant's moast recont letter is principally about the article



- -~ ,- - - -I-v - 'IW--M -

about the 1992 Fulani campaign that appeared in the CiyPaa on

July 8, 1994. Pleasant describes the article as one of the

"vehicles" that 03M have used and will employ in the future."

"We" almost certainly includes respondent Kellie Gasink, who is

named in the article as the principal source of the article and

as the person who gave the newspaper a copy of the confidential

complaint that she had filed with the Commission, designated MUR

3938, and who allowed Pleasant to use her home telephone to make

a series of harassing phone calls to me.

DERTCK D. NEWMAN, PH.D.

Sworn to before me this
-2AJ f August, 1994

Notary Publifc

ARTHUR R BLOCKC
I*Swy pubw~. statsO@f "MW YOA

No. 31i462471
CK~w ln ew York CMMY

COgmSion Expifme APIV 30.11"

ON'
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July 8, 1994
NYC

To: "Fast" Freddie
Fr: "Nannabe-white-leftisto William Pleasant

Hi, Fred:

Well, how did you like the CITY PAPER article? If I may
paraphrase the old Peter, Paul and Mary tune, "Where has au'
the SSS$ gone? ... I thought Wittes did a good job. It was
certainly an improvement over the CITY SUN pieces last
October, don't you think? I don't know, but I think you got
royally "outed." What do you think? Certainly, with a
spokeslackey like Jackie Salit serving as your mouthpiece,

IT- you really don't need critics. she has a knack'for indicting
you vith every mouthful of lame bullshit. Things seem to

C have really degenerated down in your SOHO bunker,
intellectually speaking, that is. But afterall, Marx did say
that the bourgeoisie was the descending class. You seen to
prove him correct, you've gone RIGHT down the toilet. So it
goes.

C_ I'm dropping this epistle on you because I want to get
something straight before you print some more self-serving

7f: lies in your dime-store circular next week. Nobody reads it
any longer, but there's a principle involved. I like to keep

lz_ the record straight. And since my little notes to you are
distributed to les dissidents in the loft--a sort of
samizdat operation--I an concerned about being politically
precise. I just expect you to howl that the article was some
kind of grand conspiracy to frustrate your "new" brand of
politics (treachery and graft). Just for the record: the
CITY PAPER article originated from the same place every
other recent attack on you has come from, i.e., the betrayed
and infuriated ex-cadres of the IWPD current members and
supporters. There's no FBI conspiracy, no cops under your
bed, no King/Berlet vendetta, nobody to blame but us. We
have simply carried through with our quite public promise to
expose you at every opportunity. Your tongue is tied and
you're sweating bullets in your mansion these days because
of us. The CITY PAPER was just one of many vehicles--I think
you'd use the term "tactics"--that we have used and will
employ in the future.

The irony of the whole scene is that, though you have this
fixation with demonizing me, I, personally, really can't do
or say such to substantially damage you. I have very little
first-hand knowledge of your nasty little affairs with the
party's treasury, among other things. I guess I was never
corrupt, stupid or white enough to be included in your
circle of co-conspirators. Your problems actually come from



within your "political community.0 Since you decided to
convert the IWP into a full-blown cult by essentially
depoliticizing the organization, your self-serving
wrevolutionary" hyp. about "security" and Odisciplin." falls
on a lot of deaf ears these days. It has exposed itself as
merely a tool for silencing dissent and allowing you and
your body crabs a free hand in hijacking vhat's left of the,
party's finances.

The so-called *need-to-know" doctrine of communications
within the IVW was nothing more than a way in which you and
your cronies monpol ized power, i .e. , the f inances. only you
needed to know where the money was hidden, because only you
felt you had the right to squander it on yourself and your
pets. Up until now, you had correctly calculated that as
long as you involved well-meaning cadres--always
peripherally and never as significant benef iciaries-in your
con games, then you could count on their docile silence.

C_ ~Their hands would be dirty, too. Afterall,, you left them
C? with the impression that they were somehow engaged in a

politically subversive enterprise--actually a vulgar
criminal conspiracy to fleece progressive-minded people.

(of course, your cronies--most of whom are hasbeens and
'C wrecks of various sorts--knew that you were scanning all

along, and they liberally skimmed their cut of the action
of f of the top. They have a very large material
investment in Osupporting you,O i.e., keeping the game
going. For example: Jackie Salit would die of starvation

Nz_ if she had to depend upon her meager intelligence or
talent to make a living in the "outside world.* She lies
and mugs for you because she knows that you're the only
one who'd punch her lunch ticket. You know it too, and
you use that fact to wrap her around your finger. That's

0 just the mathematics of the relationship. She's only one
example.)

As such, most decent folks wouldn't speak out, even when
they knew that what they were doing was rotten to the core,
since that would amount to self-incrimination! This
technique works well among actual thieves and refugees from
suburbia ensnared by the mystique of doing something
naughty. But it falls apart when it is applied to actual
political people. We didn't join you to make money or new
friends, but to make a REVOLUTION--necessarily of the
prolitarian variety. I don't think that you can conceive of
that, since you have a TENDENCY to reflexively project your
own cynical, corrupt and egomaniacal world view on others.

Needless to say, one does not have to be a "wannabe-white-
leftist," "ultra-leftist," or a "f ing communist" in order
to see right through you these days. Unless you're totally
out of your mind, then you must realize that because of this



you are the target of a lot of resentment from within yourlittle Zone of Proximal Development. Folks have reactions to
having been manipulated and ripped-off.
That resentment breeds leaks, big ones and little ones.
Nowadays, most of them come nearly exclusively from your
loft.

I must admit that I had expected a bit more courage on your
part in responding to Wittes, given that you like to potr
on Greenwich Street as an outlaw. (Away fro the bunker, you
are careful to act the part of a garden variety white
millionaire. I'm sure your wealthy Bank Street neighbors siee
you as just another member of their club. Afterall, what's
the use of stealing so much bread and not being able to
enjoy it in peace.) You could have responded to the charges
(precise and true, by the way) by coming out as a
"revolutionary-* You could've declared that you looted
Fulani's campaign for the working class, that you robbed,,

C7 defrauded and committed forgery against your comrades, in
the name of the revolution. There would've been at least a
crumb of political honor even in that. But you couldn't *von
speak on your own behalf. Instead, you hid behind Salitfs
skirt. For all of your chestbeating against the state, yoFare really scared shitless at the possibility that it might,
through the criminal justice system, separate you from your
pilfered comforts. If your graft is justified, then offer
your political rationale to the public. The Bolsheviks
robbed the bourgeoisie's banks and were proud of it. You
robbed the bolsheviks and their supporters! Explain how thatNZ, equals "revolutionary activity." You know and I know that

0 you can't and won't. Above everything, you are a coward.

C-11 When I think about the suffering of poor and oppressed
people, the political disempowerment and disorganization of

01 youths, I become enraged, because you squandered and
sabotaged everything that we, as a political organization,
had accumulated. Now I see that the most revolutionary act I
could have committed during my association with you would
have been to overthrow you. I must admit that I find you
quite repulsive now. You have built your life out of lies,
hype and manipulation to such an extent that you cannot
distinguish yourself from the virtual reality you have
created. You have lied so much that you have become the lie.
You lie about being a philosopher, you lie about being a
communist, you lie about being a psychologist, you pretend
to be an artist, you lie about being a patriot, ad
nauseum... .And when one lie becomes unsupportable, then
you'll simply tell a new one! You'll say and do anything
that satisfies your pathetic need for attention, approval
and dominance. You will abuse anyone in the name of
satisfying your vulgar-but-lawful greed for the trappings of
upper class status. Afterall, by virtue of your race and
gender, you are convinced that they are your natural right.



But the lig is up, old -a. And not because you're about to
lose your hold over the inmates of the loft. Ch,, not you'll
always have a few corrupt and/or dependen-t wretches at your
knee. They're lifers 1 That's just the way that the Cult-
manipulated mind operates. no, your star Is sinking because
of the grifter con--ic-ession's primal law: A 003 MWN IFSS
ALVAYS CONCEAL HIS GAM. You can'0t do that anyore so you
are being effectively erased from the ca ---eal register.
mhe CMT PAPE article was simply a part of that process. No
regrets, effendi.
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January 25. 1993

To: Fred Newman
Fr: William Pleasant

Dear Fred:

How are you? I hope you are well. You never responded to the
report I gave you about the GREENS. Did you receive it? I
left it for you at the 72nd St. office in mid-September. I
also left several notes for you at Castillo asking if you
had gotten it and recuesting your feedback. I received no
response from you. So it goes... .Thanks for the late review
of BROADWAY MELODY 1492. 1 see that I was given no credit in

C111-1the article for adapting or designing the show, but that's
okay. Why give credit to a Black communist when you can fawn

C, over an Austrian fascist, especially one who has her hand in
the cashbox of the Austrian government. maybe she can pluck
out a few pfennings for you, old buddy. That's what counts
in the end, right?

NC., I have come to the end of my patience with you, Fred. I can
no longer accept your contemptuous treatment of me and my

er" work. I have consistently informed you on what I was doing.
I turned over scripts to you. I confided in you as I have
done with no one else. The impression you have communicated
to many people that I somehow was off doing my own thing.
was a complete fabrication on your part. I deeply resent it.

Co Moreover, I take great offense to the way that you related
t~o my work in BROADWAY MELODY 1492.

I considered you my friend. But ycu have gone out of your
0- way to treat me like a sack of shit. I am very saddened by

you now. I really believed in you as a comrade and a leader.
1 have taken out your work and defended you on three
continents. I don't regret a minute of it. I did it because
you were my hope for a revolution in this stinking country.
Iloved you, man. Even though I disagreed witF_' you on many

tnings, r still respected you. But now thincs have changed.

'o be blunt. efferici. you fucked up. You Cunked out on
history. You had the left--and I'm not talKing about the
mie-ro-sectarians, but the radical movement in toto--in this
::untry in th"e palm of your hand, ard you th-rew it away. I
oelieve you just got scaredl. Frec. you are a cowarl. I am
nct necessarily an emotive individual, but all cur 198q
clenum T crie,3 with joy at the prospect t -a we, as a party.
,ere poised to bring down the house--here 3rdi 3troad. But
:nen I watched you step-by-stec sell us Cut1. 'You substituted
<-ur ego for Martism, Leninism. You oted, tos tail--Peedro

EsodaSandra Love. Al Shar-tcn, Farrakna.- ana worse. Ross
:~o--rather thar leac. 'Ycu t_ rne,- a pWolItical pa3rty into



your own personal business. Your conservative ano
incompetent leadership wrecked MAP and reduced Fulani'toa
pandering political crank, a talkshow novelty. She has
become an ignorant puppet that you manipulate by conatantly
reminding her that 1.) she is not good or white enough to beone of your consorts, 2.) her activities are insufficiently
informed by Marxism/Leninism and 3.) 'her ability to mobilize
any element of the party ie mediated and controlled by you.
Fulani has been reduced to a babbling wreck, desperately
attempting to use the fact that her skin is Slack to sell
your liberal racism to people of color. Lenora Fulani, above
all else, is a decent working class Black woman who always
wants to do right by the people that she knows and loves.
You, like a cheap pimp, manipulated her around that. In the
end. she will extract her pound of flesh from you. I can say
no more.

Lawfully, the poor and oppressed reject you in hordes,
because YOU deliberately took us from being a leadership
combat organization into being a popular front left cover
for democrats, nationalists and other assorted scum. As we
have said over and over again, everybody knew that we were
communists, we were supposed to have been the
revolutionaries. Subjectively, nobody respects the sell-out

NC of revolutionaries. Objectively. the democrats and theirlice can always cut a better deal. Patronage is patronage.
You are no Richard Daley.

we were once powerful and flow we are weak. You are rich
(15M) and the people are defenseless. Your ONLY relationship
to the Black and Latino opulation is a talent show which is

(D sold to the liberal white strata as a hedge against the
little buggaboos snatching their purses--let them rap,dance

(In ac clown instead. Shame on you! You destroyed the
National Alliance as a leadership publication rooted in the

0a. communities of the oppressed. reducing it to your in-house
%,-vertising f lyer- -catalogue for the Fred Newman line of
1:ioeral pathetic products. You surrounded yourself with? * chochants and hustlers. Yo~i ruthlessly mind-f ad your
(ost devoted followers in the name of a revolution that I am
convinced now you done*t even believe in. How sad. You had
everything. You had me too. Fred.

7mculh I feel betrayed by you, Fred. I don't hate you. A
number of years back, I Spoke with Jackie Salit about you. I
!al- then that r really cared for you and I wanted to
scoort you in being a revolutionary leader. Slit I would not
;,.ovaort yoti in being 3 middle-aged, Jewish asshole. Every
movement and every party has its time, its moment to
trin'sform itself and transform the world. Leaders have upper
tcinas too, a place on the historical landscaoe where they

m'cir.rrlctl, re-organize themselves or pass into th~e
~ You have been to that place, you saw it and you ran

r-, - 71-W7 ., - I I 1 .1 1 - 1-1 - I



away, straight into the arms of the bourgeoisie. Naively,
Perhaps, I believed that you had guts. That is that.

Fred, you have everything you wanted now; a nice chaufferred
limo. all the liquor and food you can stuff into yourself, a
nice home, a never-ending supply of young white women and
millions of dollars at your fingertips. Our 'rank-n-file"
comrades tend to go hungry and they sleep on floors--
sometimes my own. You have grown rich and Powerful at the
expense of people whose only weakness was that they wanted
to do something decent with their lives. You have
disorganized scores of Black and Latino activists who looked
to you for COMMUNIST leader-ship. Instead, you gave them the
brush-off and hid behind a curtain of parasites who stroked
your ego. You can never be taken seriously again. I will see
to it. Lee Iacocca--and Stalin--would envy you, comrade. You
are accountable to no one, except your ego.

By the sheer weight of your accumulation, you can have no
interest whatsoever in revolution. Your main concern is in
keeping the "business" going, maintaining your priviledge
and political patronage. Cynically, you have laughed at the
hundreds of activists, our party members, who have put
everything on the line to please you. By your own decrees,
the interests of the party were equated with your own
personal gratification. They trusted that what you had to
say had something to do with making revolution. It did not.

cr,% It had everything to do with insuring that you, your harem
N1,14ano your sychophants would enjoy an upper-middle class life-

style. A businessman is a businessman. I don't fault you for
IV that. I only oppose you when you mislead our people into

believeing that making you rich will make them proud,
CD pleased or even powerful. Your corruption makes it

difficult, if not impossible, for new communists to build
0% frocm. Your liberal middle class racism is a scourge on the

ooor and oppressed, it feeds their cynicism. Over the last
two years, you have mace all the right business decisions
for yourself and your flunkies, and all the wrong
revolutionary political decisions. That is wny I can no
longer support you. Our People don't need marketeers, they
need Marxists.

.docn't believe that you are sinister. I don't (ory that you
are some sort of guru or cult leader. I was never tricked by
',cu or brainwashed. I willingly followed ycu when you were
righ t, and when you we re wrong I was one of tChe f irs t to

telyou to kiss my ass. rhat is how I expressed my love and
loyalty to you. I always took you seriously as a
re-,olutionary leader, a Marxist and a Leninist.. I was always
one of the people who actually gave to you. Most of your
'1:otlowers simply s.t passively around you and suck you dry.
7hey hate you and tney give you notning. not even a response
L: what you Mave said and t.iant. Theoy dcn't taeyou
,> rously. Ir you are rgtor wr-ong, yumkea te



fool of yourself, they don't care. They are only concernedwith you punching their emotional or financial tickets.They go along to get along. Most of them resent that they--by virtue of their failures in life--are forced to kowtow to*i Jew, not to mention a Jew f rom the gutter. You havelearned how to Skillfully exploit that for your own ends,but, sadly, making revolution got swept under the rug in theprocess. You forgot who you were.

Since 1990. you have pursued political tactics andstrategies that have failed at every turn--nationally andinternationally. Your declaration of a grand coalition ismerely a cover for the fact that what little politicalcapital we had managed to accumulate was sQuandered by youfollowing the 1988 Fulani campaign. There is no "coalition",no 'independent movement", only your phonebook and a fistfulof failed and corrupt bourgeois politicians whio are sodesperate that they will answer your calls. You have fullyretreated from the Black and Latino communities and foundyour true audience, the monied elements of the white liberalpetit-bourgeoisie. Actually, you don't need a base in thecommunities of the oppressed anymore. They are not cost-effective--i.e., poor people don't have money to give you.Good business sense, traitorous revolutionary leadership.
You have lied to our people and they have responded by1%C turning their backs on you. The problem is that, in yourstupidity and arrogance, you have compromised the politicalC', integrity of many activists who took you at your word andbelieved in you. As you tool through the city in your bigiv; ~lack car. think of the scores of people who had their mostradical political aspirations ground into the dirt by you.Think of all of the people who were disorganized by you andulcimately disillusioned with class politics by YOU. As youguzle your next diet coke, thinking of your next cruise orCaribbean vacation with your chippie. remember that a lot ofreoo le-- includi~ng myself--shed a lot of blood, sweat and:ears to promote you and de'iend you. I won't do it anymore.s-s ycu swim with the '*big fish"-- Par ex: Tsesekedi is notc.-11 a CIA operative. but an executioner of African:mmunists--know that you swimintebodfou ele

Nc" the political chickens have come home to roost for you..- true revolutionary enjoys intellectual and politicalc-?allenge. and I think that you di:d so too for a while. Youc'-ew because of that. But now that you are the CEO of a.=mal3 corporation, you have no use for it. Marxism does-I- ing to enhance your marketing strategy T',cu def initely-5ve no use for me. The means have become the enos for you,e,-e:. I never thocht for a moment that tnis woul! 'nappen to

ma~y a5k why I choo-ze ncw t-- relate t'iese thcuglhts to- ~. haven't seen you s--~ 1 se(dt.nI nn



of these objections. rho answer isn't that I am having atantrum because you cut off my salary at Castillo Center--Ihad expected that to happen for months because 1 refused toParticipate in the revisionist Politics and bad art at thecenter. Predictablyg you have told people that I am h~~t~because I don't get any money from foil. Frs ofsll iamnot hostile to comrades. I Simply oppose yut and allur aPolitical corruption. Secondly, for sXome time I have notbeen dependent on my Castillo salary, I used it to Supportmy writing and political-projects. This might come as ashock to your white supremacist mentality, but there aresome Black communists who can live without Your Patronage. I
don't need you to punch my ticket. esPecially when the priceis to Collaborate in Your exPloitation of the comrades andOur communities. As I have told you before, Invrneefater ubsitu.,nor anyon, to rationalize and re-rationalize the world for me.

I waited because I stupidly held my brea -th hoping that youwould COMe to your senses. I could not imagine that YOU werea traitor. But I eventually realized, from a business Pointof View, Al Sharpton is a better buy than me. He's an anti-communist, Black Democratic Party operative, who goes out of
his way to disrespect MAP and Fulani. Ne's an easy sell,am not. ZOO a communist, I don't fit into your marketingstrategy for tailism-jif mind-f Ing middle Class whitesOut of their money and labor can be honored with such a

'C term. Fred, Gus Hall Should be Proud of YOU. *Maybe now iscr, the time for you two to form an alliance. There arecertainly no political principles that the both of YOU won'trl~l sell out.

IV ho. I was moved to write to you because I ran into HavelDarren on my block. I really like Hazel, though r can't say
O tnat I have spent a great deal of time with her- I guess ron have loved her from afar. She is a very strong, big-heartedwoman- I took a look at her, how She hobbled along, the way011 s-e avoided looking3 me in my eyes as we exchangedcleasantries... r1 looked at HaZel. a woman who has devotedNtr *yOuth to you ano saw a Shame &no pain that norevr~iutiofl

4ry should carry. She was not proud. She was amumoling wreck, a casualty of your egotism. As for the pasttnres years I was not proud of who I was. From that Point alittle while ago, r resolved to regain my Pride. The firstlteO was this letter. I needed to give you a Piece of myminC* Once and for all. The next step will be to take manycl' trMe lessons that YOU taught me when you were a Marxist111 arol1, them to organizing a revolutionary C'smmunistcre-:s. That is something that I know I can do.
Iuzrr for the record. 1 00 NOT RESIGN FROM THE IWP. I do.
nlfnerheless. reject your political leadership a-r revisionist!ti incompetent. I urge you to resign as chairman, and retire'.0 Mf31*e room for newb' lea3ders and deveLooments The movement



can no longer grow with you in a position of authority overits personel and financial resources. Lawfully, you and yourideas have become tired. it's time for a vacation. Mo onewill think any less of you if you make a gracious exit.
An episode in both our lives has come to an end. I saw uswalking Into a revolutionary horizon together. r still holdto my assessment of you in 1985-1' said it at your 50thbirthday party. Relmember? I said that you had made the mostsignificant breakthroughs in Marxist science in the latter20th century. That is still true. Unfortunately, you refusedto believe it and to believe in yourself. I really dug you.Fred. You broke my heart.

William Pleasant 1/25/93 NYC

CC: Central Committee ZWP

0N
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* ?NOTES FROM A ?NATIVI "SNw?C"

Seems like the chickens are comig home to r-oost for you,MACDADDY. Your quote in the DAILY NlEWS Cll/ 6 /93)--inresponse to the charges--was as pathetic as it was cowardly.r had expected better from YOU. ex-comrade. ISNfICKf??!!g"fHave you been watching PENITENTIARY III again., Fred? Ithought you'd denounce me as a space alien or an agent ofthe trotskyit*-Rockcergeller..Kjwanas Club plot to poisonl theWst Side's diet coke supply. You know~ you could hao~o saidanything abou:l soe in the paper, since the in~ates of yourSo~b bunker will believe anything you say. They're your"productions," ore='t they? Carofu,-.6y bred for g-ULlibility,right? They were the only ones who you were talk::; to in*the DAILY NIU5. You couldn't have been so self-de1uded tothink that anyone else would take *ou seriously and doubtfor a minute that you're nothing more than a con-man andPetty thief, a mindf or and an egomaniacal sezi-intellectual, face it. homeboy, the jig is up! A1. thatremains to do is to cznnect the* dots.

But "SNITCN?* You car. de better than that. Afterall, you aremom not only "more than a man," but you are aeso "t.e last hopeC %6%. %of the working class*--dcn't forget thaw you're "as sexy asV a clenched fist." too. Lawdy, lawly, lawdy: What'.s thematter, Fred, the 5th Amemndment got your tongue? 7cu 're thereal revolutionary, area': you? Ain't no punk bo-Urgo:±s &DAgcnna put the spooks in the "organizer ofora 6 zsth"embodinent" of the "Toen.!nny Toward Vanquar!4s=,'* :I.-."Galileo" of psychology,. is 00e0? He!!, you cou..d. %ust snapyour fingers and not or.:-- w .uld the h=~r asses :'Zp t:your defense, but the ghcsts %f 34i1:e &%, Ma.~ %uaf
too. You just got it liik- :hat, ri6;7., =.y man? '*e::. ~:ust between you and me--and :he rest Of :~~~~-yuknowand I know that the :y pez;le You 630vea ora::±:
ncw are a fistful of om::icna1.1y-de;endent wrecks y:patients. your prod-Jct::n-s:*--and an ZZc:aeo ass::edFa:4Sites, concubines and' cam; !,:Zcfqers. in othe: w::ds,

"~ yetoon caught with yo;;r ;anzs ~w-o .r ;.y'0.0fzoe you could compe*te:- split with the loct.

Let's see, atb first :was ;-,.s: a Then." : wen: Xro:
t:eng to "clean' myself Lp z: !e:n; "a-*- Manner ofsnitches." By the way. the term snitch was a ba" :::eI1 kn-ow how rou hare lardguage an~d 3_1. but ile FOU *re ~gC~Co use it to cover your ass. :.tan alt le.3s-r g-'ve a~rE:break! SdVl7CHES inform on crzcks. UX rI' a SNITCH. theri wioardoes that cake you?;

currently, I've got scur grares teca..se: i-wanted" and I was un3ble t-. 11;ers*..z. =e:.se



c:ul.d have beet a tit mor* ;rocise. oh :;nen.:r. !Y:ur vagqueaness, des ignsf fr -a ..a. ra I~ ~ tCn, ter!S;z~ :-a:--as -CS 70oa !o or a Cut C! the
1:rt % S: 1364. .1c C; hot, bt, inZiga: , Offend:! ' Y demands

~:: p:~ 1 :: -at I wanted was f:r -:u :: ros-; '
::c:a f the Internationa: Uc:ke rs F ar:y n got 02st.:never tried to persuade -.-l a- *e-ure o*u: h a

Centra: Cc='::4e in a le t:a: !12!!91', as a PcI.4.ica.:raitor. : x $l taine that :wz-..2d4 w::k to mak~e suretha yur-1:ua ;it:. figlaf w-uld be ripped away,e:x;cs..n; you to everyone. I know what your response was to=0 a: :ha: timeO. You laughed me away. Your stupid.4ty,
combined with your consumate racism/sexism, le! you tounderestimate the extant to which I and others--not just tutfolk*rs q-ucted in the press, no." just, people who have "le9ft"e
oeicher--could and Would go to see yrou dis-=e-di;ed . A !tear a!llw* Wer# JUst a bunch of crazy women, niggers a.-d spicks toyou. We were nothing befzo we knew you a.-. we'd be nothingifwe left you. Isn't that theo way it went, Freddy-boy? Youthought you could bribe" us into s 'ience or :ntimidate us bys:ccing one or mere of your attack-negroes--i.e., Fulani,Alvaader, Gay, etC.-on us. Are youm laughing nowynqcally,
ycu believed that everyone was as corrupt and/c: o cowardly as
you.

At cne time, believed that there was a basis for ;oii'zica:d I;alo.gue- and collatboration between us. I was a foci! In myhCoefu1 blindness, I didn't realize how Political.ly bnryou had become and h~o that had poisoned our organization.Lik-9 so many of us, 1 walked around in a state of deri:didn't Want to adm -it that, like thousands of other Blackcommunists before me, I had been betrayed by my wh::!e.Leadership. Well, it h..appened to me and scores of otherdecent comrades--BlazA. Lationo and white.

Yo- wocmid never ser :ous1y respon! to polt:al ch alenge-fro m me or from anyone else- -because, qu,,::e rnyyucontrolled the party's money%. In- 'that and yi-:add
you identify your pow"er. As far as, you were :cncern=.*.., youd:dn't need to respcni as a co-mmunist, you we:= *h *boss.3csses don' t have to be revo.,utionar;.es. th ,,ey or.** need tchold the corporate bank-o.ck. That's you, Frl_2 A,-,. tat'
wythe I'A'P was dest'.ned to diJe. Your stupid~ty Jk1ll.ed It.Adby ext-ension, -cu have killet millions c. ureople w*hcsuffereW.d in desperate need !:f ncn-revisionis: comumunist,

lea ders*,4,.

Greed for money has always b;een, yo.ur weakness, an:4 -- 4-
sin.k-n; ycou at this very ninute. it's your s cft46

uer el.

Kee yor e ye cn n t zcre s trs. S



WILLIAM PLEASANT

PS 1: My challon;. to you or any of you.- mini-ns still
stands. :T -Tm !-.02 of shitr then oe me and teoll thepoople6 that in pubilic. Moreover, Idare you to publigh thIsletter in the ALLIAXCU.-what's left of it as a newspaper.
PS 1:: It has come to my attention that Harry Kreskyattem;:e.d to muscle me by trying to intimidate my brotherDavid around a lon-gstanding civil case that ZravId -- under my-direction at :he time-.hired him to litigate. T111 assumethat the attack was Xtesky's own initiative. He shzuld kncw
better.

cc:
LLACE* L3F, B~ao RL, GSW, MRo E4)4, LSv 3*?, NEF.

ISO
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F red:

You finally got up enough balls to publish my stuff against
you. It took you over 10 months to respond. I guess you' re
just a slow riser. There is a tinge of machismo in your
response. I called you a punk and you needed to prove me
wrong. Now childish, Fred.

Is publishing my writings your last move to drive out anyone
in the IWP who isn't totally thrall to your ego? I can
imagine the therapy sessions you will throw. I think that
Orwell called them hate session~or something of that sort in
19a48~. You'll bring everyone into a room and orchestrate the
"leaders" of the group to heap insults on me. And any
patient who doesn't join in the slamfest will be targeted

CK for degradation and humiliation at that point or at some
later date. The people who dare to express even remote
support for my position will be simply run out on a rail.
And those who sit on the fence--I think you refer to them as
the "ungiving" in social therapy--will be hounded into
submission. You hope to be left with a mob of robots,
completely cleansed of any political agendas or principles

C that do not suit your commercial interests. In other words,I provided you with an excuse for a purge. But maybe your
timing was a bit off this go-around and you- collided with
some folks who might be a tad more sophisticated (and
ruthless) than your previous adversaries.

You see, we were able to peep your Achilles Heel. You Never
C) located your power in political principles or developments.

Your yardstick seems to have always been quite vulgar. You
were interested in how many people you could lie to without
protest, and hcw many dollars your lies could generate in

01 the form of exploited labor. The *super-exploitation'--a
term you borrowed from some of Lenin's most numbskull
writings--of the IWP cadres was your key to "success." Lies,
emotional manipulation and outright coercion were your tools
for insuring that a band of people would guarrantee your
profit-margin. They would make their fundraising quotas--the
bucks that you unilaterally determined you needed to
solidify and expand your various scams. And that fact of
your relationship to the cadres of the party is your
greatest weakness. The internal credibility of your
leadership" stands on your ability to debunk outside

criticism--or at least force the party to swallow your
rationalizations. That has always been a piece of cake for
you, since your detractors, at best, have had little factual
material about ycu to work with. They have had to rely upon
threadbare innuendos and hysteria. But a totally new
scenario arises when the external critiques are right on the



money--excuse the pun! You are forced into both an external
and internal defensive posture. You must. In a sense, tell
two lies simultaneously. On the one hand, you must deny or
sidestep the external charges. For example:* you must deny
that there is an IWP and avoid an ~omment on the specific
accusations of corruption &gains to do otherwise would
possibly sink you even deeper in; he DA's sewer." Meanwhile,
you must convince the remnants of the party that, though the
accusations are accurate--afterall, a good portion of your
followers, in one way or another, knowingly collaborated In
the 1992 campaign scam, for starters--the accusations are" counter-revolutionary" political attacks requiring"revolutionary" denial. I doubt that you've ever been in
this position before. And to read your response to me, I am
reminded of a fish flopping about on the deck of, my
father's boat.

Since you de-politicized the IWP--i.e., reduced it to the
society for "wanting Fred"--your remaining followers haveC-) few or no analytical tools to re-rationalize themselves, to

C%11 justify their attachment to you in the face of the ongoing
exposure of your corruption and incompetence. So your calls
to political arms against the infidels like me have a very
small and dwindling audience. Your followers have to ask
themselves why they degrade themselves everyday, why they

1%0 live poorly and passively accept humiliation from your drum
majors. There is certainly no political justification for

*0% their misery. Their suffering will not bring about a
revolution, not even a small left wing electoral party in
this country. You've already made the downpayment on that.
This is, of course, only an issue for those who continue to
operate under the vague notion that somehow you have
something meaningful to say (and do) about building the,
political power of poor and oppressed people. For the
therapy freaks, the ones who continue to look to social
therapy as a valid means of addressing the subjective

0 aspects of oppression, likewise, you have little to give.
They find themselves increasingly socially isolated, unable
to bond with anyone or anything beyond the realm of your
little circle of wagons. They have nothing to fight with,
either against me or their own emotional disillusionment.
They only have you, and you are looking uglier and uglier,
day by day, thanks to folks like me... .There's just nothing
REVOLUTIONARY about you running a therapy cult and a string
of paper businesses, Fred. There is nothing "decent" about
the way you use and abuse people either. And since you are A.,
wannabe pig, then we determined, in February 1993, that the
best people to handle you would be the real pigs.

I found your response to the OAILY NEWS piece in the
ALLIANCE (11/10/93) so stupid that I didn't know if I
wanted to laugh or cr-y. Let's see, what did it say? "From
the vantage point cf the FBI and other powers that be. the
New Alliance political tendency must be defined as a



Cult... If it isn't a cult, and if Newman isn't themanipulative guru.. -then Something else must be going on.That something is the troubling Possibility that millions ofPeople in this country (and, Indeed. around the world) eightbe highly responsive to the flew psychology that he and hisColleagues are creating. They're talking about arevolution..." What a crock of cynical trash. What is the"New Alliance political tendency," Fred? Since NAP Is nowJust a memory and the IWP no longer exists as aMarxist/Leninist formation--i.e., they ceased to dopolitics--I guess You mean that the Now Alliance politicaltendency is something like the people who buy and sell thetickets to your seasonal psychology homilies.
And who are "the millions" creaming in their shorts to get adose of your* "new psychology"-.-actually an uncited rip-off(and dfistortion) of Reich, Fanon, Narcuse, nowadays LevVygotsky and a splash of Aristotle's metaphysics? Tell mesomething, oh West Side Sage, how do you determine thata millions of People might be responsive- to your 'new

CV Psychology?" Do you stick a weather vane out of your windowto see if the heavy breathing of therapy-hungry multitudesis blowing in your direction? (Something like Gus Hall*sawinds of change," huh?) Do you have a new kind of radioreceiver capable of measuring, until now undiscovered.amight be responsive-,..aves emitted by the brain? or can you%C see into th. future on your TV set? Does it show you whatmight" happen if the FBI and the AOL stop calling you acultist and us mean 01clommies get of f of your saintedback? If I didn't know that you like to posture as amaterialist philosopher, then I'd swear you were Just a
metaphysical smltnerom reading the ALLIANCE! The onlyfactors turning people--Mil lions? Why not z-illions?--awayC) from you and your "new psychology' are you and your "newCn Psychology." Both are rather stupid and repulsive. I standaccused! I conliess! I have merely illuminated that obvious

fact.

Likewise, who are the intellectuals abroad who have takenyou seriously ten minutes after figuring out that You weremerely trying to fleece them for their money or a photo-op;and that your "new psychology" is little more than a stringof tired slogans, double-ta 'lk and declarations of theobvious. in practice, it is just a garden variety mindfuck.The same service is provided by Scientology, EST (Landmark)and an assortment of other giem-ormoe-n-'l
make-you- thi nk-you-.NEED- to-give-me-mo re- of -you r-moneyOutfits. Who, Fred?

How many people in Harlem, The Bronx or Watts, who areactually "being destroyed, or druggea into submission, as apunishment," has your "new" psychc-salvation gospel touched,given that they generally have nc cash to offer you, theirSOHO M'essiah? They are not t~ie cnaraCters in your Plays. but



the living people You Speed by in your limo every day. They
don't need, nor have they asked for the dramatization of
their plight for the Off-Off-Off (times ton)-Sroadway stage.
A bad play done in a broom closet you call & theater, for
your sychophants and the poor turkeys who accidentally
purchased a ticket, hardly qualifies as Smashing the
bourgeois state. But then, who said that that was your
intent? Well, you did a while back before you got
"religion." You know what the poor want and need-, it's
political power. But that would be bad for the the
commercial environment. Lately, when have you ever given the
poor and oppressed on the sidewalks anything but the anxious
look of a white man in a big car on the way to do business?

it is absolutely hilarious bow you declare that social
therapy is a 'non-Eurocentric, an ti-psycho logical
therapeutic and educational approach" in one paragraph, then
declare it a "new psychology" less than 200 words later. I
guess it's an anti-psychological psychology, an anti-
practice therapeutic practice, an anti-therapy therapy, an
anti-business business.. ad nauseum. What utter nonsense!
Paraphrasing Lenin: if derisive laughter could kill, then

d- you'd be six-feet under, Freddy-boy. Put it this ways the
only people dumb enough to buy your crap are the same ones
who'd buy oceanfront property in Nebraska! "A sucker's born
every minute," P.T. Barnum once said. It seems that youtook the old huckster to heart. A religion can be converted

CID to an amusement park-- remember Jim Bakker?--so, I guess, a
political party can be turned into clown act. Fred, you 'ye
become an intellectual clown. Moreover, you can't even get
it straight in your shard of a newspaper. Fred, the "FBI and
the other powers that be" are not concerned with what "human
beings are, as individuals-and as a specie"--as if that
question could be in any way addressed in a Greenwich Street
therapy session. They are concerned with eliminating anyone

0. who threatens the bourgeoisie. That's who signs their
checks, afterall. The threat is not you, Fred, or anything
that you say or do at this time!

They are not the ones after you at this juncture. Actually,
I can imagine some internal security bureaucrat (FBI, NYPO
AOL... .etc.) wishing that he had 100 Fred Newmans to do his
work. You have been very effective in disorganizing the
only political movement that even had a rat's ass of a
chance of threatening the state. The fact of the matter is
that they have been protecting you. The bourgeoisie loves
psychology, "'new." improved, revolutionary or otherwise.

By the way, why are you so concerned with burying the
0corpse" of Moscow-led Stalinism (erroneously labled

communism by you)?> You write about doing it in the ALLIANCE.
You make littl~e requiems for it on the Lower East Side.



Tell me, are you saying that I am the stinking corpse of"communism?" I get that impression. If you want to red-baitme, then please have guts to do it up front. The maggots,corpse and stinking thing is tired. Your metaphors have
hijacked your ability to make any sense. You can't bury me
at the OTW. I'm not a stinking corpse. I*m alive and I takeshowers, and I am causing you a great deal of grief! Itosrather comical that you have been reduced to substituting
theatrical rituals for politics these days. Seems things
have gotten really bad for you, my man.

(By the ways I thought that a principle of the IWP was thatwe never expected any strategic nor tactical support fromthe Stalinists. So their demise, predicted 50 years earlier
by a certain guy named Trotsky. was neither a surprise nor
a catstrophe for us. It didn't make the world any more
"dangerous" than it already was. But then, maybe I was
hallucinating between 1985 and 1992. We had buried
communism"--the USSR and Friends--a while back, if Ion not
mistaken.)

CV
Maybe your rush to dispose of "communism" has something to
do with putting as much distance as possible between
yourself and the working class movement of this century?
"Out, out, damn spot!"

Let's face it, Freddy-baby, you can't run with Ross Perot
and RWA--rightists-with-an-attitude-.jf you go around
singing the INTERNATION4ALE. Can you? It*V makes good sense
to bury the "stinking corpse" quickly before your
prospective business partners get a whiff. They don't take
kindly to pinkos, not to mention onery darkies. It's best to

0 keep your skeletons in the closet around those guys. You
have to bury your past with what you said were youren political principles. Maybe that's why you have turned to

CK red-baiting. In the blue-on-blue rendition of your
commentary on my letters to you and Fulani-- the graphic
design of the ALLIANCE has gone the way of your politics,
i.e., into the sewer--you defined me as the *stinking corpse
of communism." Aside from the fact that I'd rather beproclaimed-- if but for only aesthetic reasons-- the stinking
corpse of the working class movement (stinking commie) any
day than the ass-wipe of Ross Perot & Friends ,I was amusedby the pains you took to paint me as a red me~ce to your
righteous-- now right wing-tailing--business. what can I
say? I was proud, moved and thrilled to see you finally come
out. From now on, nobody should have any doubts about your
politics. You have none! You're a leftist when you think
that you can get something from the Left and you're a
rightist when you think that they can punch your ticket. In
cther words, you're a petty hustler. I thir~k that the
Multitudes have come to that conclusior also.



0

Let the record show that the letters that you Published In
the ALLIANCE (11/25/93) were doctored by you to seem aS
though r was attacking something and somebody other than you
and the real stinking corpse euphemistically known as the
international Workers Party (IWP). The New Alliance Party
was a valiant attempt to create a pro-socialist, pro-working
class electoral party in this country. Hundreds of IWP
cadres sweated and bled to make it a reality. Hundreds of
thousands of progressive, poor and working people stepped
forward to take its challenge to radicalism 'and power across
this country. Fred Newman, you destroyed that when nobody
else could. By substituting NAP for IWP in my letters, you
totally distorted my writings. My letters to you and Fulani
were specifically communications between a communist,* a
traitor (YOU) and a decent dupe (Fulani), not attacks on
NAP. Al terall, NAP ceased to exist when you politically
liquidated the Fulani campaign in April 1992, by attempting
to whore for Perot! Why would I waste my time killing
something that was already defunct? The NEW ALLIANCE

Ck, POLITICAL TENDENCY (Tendency is a Marxist term describing a
C' grouping of PARTIES that share the same revolutionary

communist strategic perspectives and objectives. It 10 has
no meaning as a description of a bunch of people who need--

Sum financially, emotionally, socially or otherwise--a
rationalizer and re-rationalizer of their worlds (a guru,11*0 pimp, marketeer, etc... ))

cc The NEW ALLIANCE POLITICAL TENDENCY is nothing more than a
euphemism for the Newman cult at this turn of the screw. It
is neither new, nor political. It is just a way for you to
hide out-- to mask the IWP--a term that has allowed you to

0 continue to string along fundraisers who might still be
politically motivated. If they weren't around, then you'd

cc% just as well call yourself the Howdy-Doody Revolutionary
Rod-n-Reel Club. In other words, some folks would like to

0% be part of a TENDENCY, new or- otherwise. They want
communism and they want revolution. But, given your
marketing strategy, you must take pains to construct--
through lies and therapy--a virtual substitute. Afterall,
the bucks are to 4& be harvested from virtuality and the
trinkets that celebrate and valorize the virtual
experience. One wears an X-hat because he/she has seen a
movie, a virtual reality. One can also wear an X-hat because
it's a popular hat. All buy an X-hat! The circuit is
completed, money changes hands. Likewise, Fred Newman is
revolutionary-- i.e., he doesn't have a major market
distributor, so he must be doing something naughty. Buy
something from Fred. Ncw you are revolutionary too! It's
genuine like an X-hat, because you paid genuine money for
it. Wear the hat, buy the video, ccp the book or cassette.
Now you are an agent of the revolutinary conspiracy to give
small-time capitalists big-time bucks for the brand-names
of their self-ser-ving conspiracy to make themselves
millionaires. Case closed on the Post-mdern discourse.



0

That's why I opposed it from jump-street. Fred, you read
Christopher Lasch and saw a few dollars to be chewed off of
the carcass of post-modernism before the NY TIMES
(bourgeois-liberal crap, and the Ideological leadership of
your money-giving base) could no longer Stomach its stupidy.

I was never like you, I have nothing to hide. I am who I am,
so my writings have some degree of precision to them. Your
doctoring was an attempt to portray me as Just another "NAP
detractor," 'a la Chip Berlet or the AOL. You thought that
you could market me, through Castillo Communications-.or
whatever you call Madelyn Chapman and her fax machine these
days--as a political crank, a nut. Your revisions of my
writings reflect that. There was no way that you could let
what I wrote stand on its own against you. In fact, you were
so sure that your game was airtight that you even passed out
my writings to journalists and activists who were supportive
of you, hoping to look like the victim of a retro-coewnunist,
COP/madman. There was only one problem with your strategy.
Folks know who I am and what I stand for--some oppose me,

C111,some support me. But nobody feels Sympathy for a political
chameleon like yourself. Your plan backfired, because I
confirmed what had always been suspected; that you are an
egomaniac and a pathological liar.

%0 Your record speaks for itself, Fred. For some reason--I hate
to sound psychological--you BLOCK on the fact that you have
done a lot of rotten things to a lot of people, and they

V7,11resent it. They donot like you, they don't want you, they
don't think you are very smart and they don't trust You. The
only friends that you have now-beyond your therapy cultists
and parasites--are folks you can buy or manipulate. And

0 eventually, they either raise their fees beyond your ability
to pay--par ex: Al Sharpton--or they get wise to your scam,
like myself.

Some last words about your response to me. I appreciate you
crediting me with foiling your little merger with the RWA--
rightists-with-an-attitude--in the ALLIANCE (11/25/93). I
know you thought that it was a done deal and you already had
the champaigne uncorked, but history has a way of getting in
the way of business. You see, Reagan Republicans don't share
your "new" post-modern, post-political thinking. They are
very picky about who they make coalitions with. They still
labor under the illusion that there is a left-right-and-
center, like most people who do politics instead of bad
theatre and group therapy. And they like to think of
themselves as far right wingers. That means th~at they don't
want to associate with leftists, even sold-out ex-lefties.
They especially have this thing against hanging out with
crooks and cultists. Look at hcw they dis'ec your boy Lyndon
LaRouche. He pioneered the left to right ,jg and what did
it get him? I guess the Perctoids need scme of your **new
psycho logy."



I ami flattered by your estimation of my Power over yourdestiny. but You deserve the aPPlause, Fred. Only you, the
theoretical genius, could have formulated a "tactic" based
upon keeping your new right wing buddies in the dark about
who you are and what you've done. Did you honestly think
that none of them would come across the DAILY NEWS article..
nor any of the other seriously embarrassing documents that
are surfacing about you of late--and not have major
reactions? You probably did, because you thought that if
they really got a chance to know you-as-you first, thenthey'd fall over themselves to let you into the new right,
white boys'club. You'd convince them that you could talk
their talk and walk their walk.

Again, for tear of sounding psychological. I think you have
a serious ego problem, Fred. It takes one massive ego to
think that the there's one thing about you that they'd find
attractive, even your betrayal of the working class and

C-o oppressed. You can't entice them with money. They arealready millionaires and billionaires! You can't offer them
Fulani and her base, because she has no base anymore. Inparticular, Black people look on her as your finger puppet..

QMM and they can't stand you, even more than you can't stand
them. Anyway, you already sold Fulani out years ago. The%0 Perotoids won't come to your plays--they like John Wayne

co ~ movies. They are not interested in arevolutionary
Psychology"-- they like to think of themselves as the really
righteously sane folks around. Remember the Protestant
Ethic--"I am rich because I am blessed, I am blessed because
I am rich. If in poverty, then it was pre-ordained. But by
the grace of God, I go..." Well, Fred, that's theirC) psychology. So what do you have to offer them other than
your buttsucking-self? I diagnose your condition as chronic
ego-centrism, with seizures of guilt and a running fever ofa trying to prove yourself a success to Petit-bourgeois Jews,who not only looked on you as poor white trash, but made it
big as white Americans. Fred, that's what you always wanted,
i.e., to make it big. The conventional door was slammed in
your face, so you made yourself a "radical" one, by shucking
and jiving around the organic anti-state movement in this
count ry--hanging out with colored People. The syndrome is
known as wannabewhiteandrich. Your case is a classic one,
specific to Jewish men with advanced degrees and no
Pedigrees. What credentials do I have to make such a
PSYCHOLOGICAL diagnoses of your condition? NONE! The same as
you, my man.

To add insult to injury, you have poor Fulani howling in the
same article that Black people had better get tight with the
right (the Perotoids), or stop complaining about being
oppressed. We should sign up regardless of what the
principles of the new white, right-led Party might be, she
says. (Anti-poor, racist and proto-fascist, no matter.)



Fred, stop degrading Fulani! If you want to tell Slackpeople that some self-proclaimed reactionary crackers areour political salvation, then do it yourself. Don't Put youridiotic and racist words in Lenora's mouth. (The statementwas a transparant prelude to you dumping the whole people.of-color orientation of the IWP altogether. It's just excessbaggage for you at this stage anyway. Latino, Slack, gay andother oppressed people are not going to get In bed with theright. But if we won't follow you to the whorehouse, thenwe had better "hold [our] peace." Right? You say, fuck us.Well, I think the appropiate response of progressive pe0opleto you has been made pretty clear already.)

You can play your little games--and they are games, because
if everyone walked away from you tomorrow, then you'd stillhave all the money--but Fulani is the one who will have togo out into the community and dodge the bricks and bottlesaimed at your treacherous ass. The woman is having troubleand you keep sadistically pushing her closer to the cracking

C% point. Fred, I think you want her to bugout. A looneyFulani can do less damage to you than a sober one. Right?Just leave her alone. You've had your jollies with her. I amdeeply sorry for anything that I've said to cause herMOM distress, but sometimes the truth hurts. She is an historic
11#0 figure. Unfortunately, she'll make no more history, but alot of bucks for you. Don't damage her any more. Don't pullcc her into the gutter with you.

well, I guess that will* do it for now. You can publish thisin the ALLIANCE and fax it across the country too. I knowyou'll also doctor this piece. That's okay. Even when you
C) airbrush your best face on the truth, you still make

buzzards lose their appetites.

0.William Pleasant/



POX1: Thank you for correcting MY Spelling errors In myletters. You know how It Is when you have to do your own
_ typing and other work to create a document. Oh. excuse me.You don't know what it's like to do any work. I forgiot.

PS 11: 1 didn't bother with the cc stuff this time, but youCOcan asme that this document will make the rounds.

*0

C,
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C'Pr Lenora:

tv now y,:%,u have P roc abi I ra my Ile tte;- to F r e, l259)
=tthat lettre to abcut .b- other ccmrades, en-3ny r-embers

'~the -.C. It was my statement of POl~ticai -uvture with
'N-wman. I stand by it. anc there will be more to come from

S~ ince Newman has refu-sed to politi--ally respond to the
n3roes that I have made aga~nst him, then I rave no other
'roice but to take my debate public. It is for thar reaison
roiar I am writing to you at this time. I want to make clear
wa you that my conflict is with Newman and Newman alone. I
Pave no interest in attacking you or palintinlg yoc with the
-Trne brush. You followed the swine Newman :.,ut -f youir belief
that he was commited tro liberating our people. Your decency

~'isteadfastness aq3inst adversity was and remains a great
Pclitical and historical milestone ir the strug-;le of all
-:-,ressed people in this stinking country. Personally, I
want to thank you for the help that you gave me when 1 was
!our therapy patient--though you might believe that my time
with you was too short and ;was your worse patient.
Nonetheless, in many re'soecrts, you curedi me. You have
nothing to be asnamec of. I give praise t.- you.

N,:iwrtan's crimes agains: our
t nrem ou t in my J anu a r

,rc~rned that he dcas not d
C '-ac-:o]. Of course, you may

yf- yu. I ma-y play the new
'Rit,7rous. Bla:k na t I -.- a "A1

* 3 convenient clnaiac::eri
-:et !'o Newm.in. I arp

- ~' ~ ~for a!-

c'wjh tr1 ' tc
w c rI n C SEE

r o~s u

r _-i :. - -r

j1 -A>

I.

movement speak for themselves. I
letter. He muzt :-eejifl I am
'rag you into hia- rers,3nal
liken ire to C£'enni~s 'c-rette.

role 0o: tne urgr-atefu._

z 3 t Ian -jt *I-t L z- 1n ac cuat e. I n
tc e vr re tes I am the .:ne wmo can

hear c~N~ri~r~ zt:njLeft
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Li-;eration. To me. he's Just a midelle-nge-1 white guy with A
lot of money and a smtll at-my of dizzy devotees and blatant

-atemost of whoon (male and female ).he cock -te&ass
in-! a few he actually Attemots to Copulate witn. I find his.-- i~ness" .-s repulsive as I findi tt'a Scam Of a.,y other pimo
grotesQue. And of course, unanimously, poor, workinj; and
oopressed people in this country have come to a s;imilar
r::-:clusion. The sound of their shoes marcning aW.3.y from
rNewm-an is thunderous. You know this is true.

LC11,ra. our people need you. They don't need or want Fr-ed.-(-u can still salvage much of your political inte,)rity v1-
3-vis our communities.

Newman is not Frankenstein and you are not his "creation".
Youj are a working-class Black women with some sense and an
e-::ucational accumulation that you Paid dearly for. You are

09 ri~mteously angry. Newman organized you and Newman used you.I. like you, all-3wed myself to be used too. Wea beleivea tha
Newman had something to teach us about revolution. We
wa3nted. we want revolution. And as the result of very
different nistories, we sat at his knee and dran-K his
wisdom. Soeading personally, iie taught me a great deal. I*2ive all credit to him that is due. But I also have a very
'lifferent set of political sensibilities and visi 'ons, but
for no other reason than I am not an elderly, wealthy Jewish
min. I am not tired anid I am not sitisfieei.

icu, and T. like many other Black and Latino comr3de-. raisec
1--j"-and continue to oa-, the price--And Newman raised the

r~cn? whicM me kept to hims'elf. 0Ow- political capitai on
C0L of poor -An oopre-ssed oeople wa3s tr-ansform~ed into

* .~sin Newman's offshore bank accounts. We bled, we
*:Afra-' for oujr miser3tol-: lives, we went hungry -nd raggedy,

0~ ~rid tc figiure out what we would d-. with ,.ur children ~nevy wcu.d growu tn In~ rlo n .3 r W :! t oik
-vsand thie qastrit:_ . whi_,e rietirnan "ent hitz mperr.

* * : ak;:ts fat andJ his- Sc' rn~s a 9e

tr have to :l you tnis. you alleady Know. I c,:n never
t thse :)A 6--, C) G3reenwich when you s.:it in the circle

F red ara his white Corcutines. t: wa-, th.: St.,nmer of
oc.i so~.lleo yu g'its out atou: your arnt-_einitisr. yci.u

-'~ ni men ted. Meanwhi Ie. hi 3: wh -te hc roleg r Is --r'r e,:'s
v~t'.m~~.~- f-~offI of yot . r A i in' t do -i-it bec.au-e

reside in his crib. "M-r were ~r ili the bu.r~knr-j=
- ir-.rin.j over wtho woud I d ~ i ge ~ t -h ance r se rv Ic:

Sug -Ady (Pi c~ C8R StLIm'- "PT.IP: - TORY
! LIFE".) i-The, ~' ltenr. exc-ert f ar you - ex--f"Au nkey
el .e ).ur -3ncer, who 3 1 zd nonsene 7i ' vrlutc.ona ry

c hl-- w -ee Fre,;. ir: Icii i : , Z i th(cu';r

fntL - e ld I P_' -. In ar I rc.,4 tl'3 tV-Jgz.



Fred Newma~n purged the party of revolutionaries. i.e.,
ce1e who would Oppose his Sell-out.

Mifllionz of people loved you. Fulani. Fred Newman dro*ve you
inlto the dirt. You no longer have a flollowing. you rin
3roufl0 the country advancin,; an electoral tactic without a
comnmunist strategy. Newman had a finacial strategy. You
n' ce hjn a lot of money. You have been~ reduced Ic :& liberal
-,)y Ennis--a talk-show morv3truosit'.. Your power had Always
resided in your conectizon to the grassroots Slack comm~unity-
-3s a communist. Newman marketed you to the white liberal
cetit-bourgeoisie as a liberal who happened to be Slack.
w-du beca3me that. Your base rejected it.

'fou didn't even rate as a Jesse Jackson 199*,*. You were just
3r incependent running in 19 42. Of course, the people
responded appropiately. They turned their tacks on you. 8o
G,.z the fascist kicked your ass in terms of votes. YCU
hae nothing to build on in 19q6. NAP is a joke, because you

-t NIewman compromise you. An idepencent working-class parry
is supposed to be in opposition to bourgeois parties (
.- _nAmcrats or Republicans)~ that's why people jupport it. 8ut
chat's not what Newman thought. He wanted the money, so any
'rilitics would do to milk the white petit-bougeoisie. Newman
,s tri-e blame. though he sQeals about being connected to the

11C ..c-Amunity". The only poor people that Fred deals with are
t:-,e people ne speeds by in the backse3t of his limo. Why

CO ?hculd you be put in the position of eN-plaining that to
~'ody'Newman doesn't pay you eno~ugh!

!_n ;r3. you had a base. yet Newman destroyed the Harlen
ir.-itute and later, even your oo'-itical offise in Harlem.o ~ o.6'in 55 million and told y.nu that there waa no money

=: e: the lights on at 1-25th ::1T. -TeL: 3re nct stupid ano I
all n-rr stupid either. fou h.2-ve teen rdulCed tO -4 cran..

c;-an kF sell. so Newmar, oumi:s ,.ju uo. -e *'iac no
L i t ~n., r t t. e-y. T f r i a C'o ir 0 -

I r:. p.o t -S 0 0cc~~ U -j riit:> 1 s C: .

m~~to COMt~at rccu2. 1 wI-tfls W", w.'-'l3-
t 'c l :k It f I h.a-j ir t t,- r_ij1 6*1 1si

or w r -* t~le'" I Wu> jr., -~ed the CPye_-

* ~ e-~r~2s nt7 revCLnu-icnr'.?r He ~~ ~v,-

* .~~Use F you a~ ik r*~ t0 C~ ir I: t ~]~
Li %e, 7:iey are- led t -r r :eLfr
e~ har.:s of Newru.3n i~sonten-o c-noec ted jrct1n

-- /..man- t r - ime
Sr Im. 2 r( r9 i. --
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uriderstand---they are lawfully war,/ of honkies oearing
*jtft-s--and for good historical reasons.

r) any evenr. Black women -.o riot suit Newmans we.-.3i
:~;~e~,so you are keot on the fringes of hi~3 inner *:ircla.

Y - are told what you need to know to prcmote Newman. YouI
;-never told where the mcne,' is locate ,* that's reserved

white girlj'..

enora. you are being pimpe~j. The Ros.T Perot Scenrario, where
Newman was attemptir-, to cash your dz-clnjng relatjonzhip to
th'e #.ppressed i,:oommunities. of col-ir---3t declinc- engineered by
trewman--fo;- a cut of Perot's millions, is the best examp -le
- f Newman's opportunism. He sold1 you out! Why were you anc
"Il Sharpton being set up to market Perot-'s austerity program
.: rooor and oppressed people' Lndepenaenr t itc isn't
:i'as:--neutral! Independent politics Is a commuinist
invention in the US. It ha~s an interse class content.

Vr. Communist in the US do it to dis~rupt the carcit-\ of the
tt:)rgeoisie to formulate social poli,:y, while at the same
time organizing off of the inability of the bour';eosie to
,-:eiver on the demands of the working-classc. Formal bougeois
c~tmocracy is just that, bourgeois democracy, a legalistic

Gom --cver for the machinations of the bourgeoise stare-an armed
body of men. in the USA, an armed body of white men. It is,

Ic .n fact, a cultural construct. You know rhis. What's you$-
nrobleri, Lenora': Diemocracy isn't revolurionar>. prolirarianCO :)o~wer is revolutionary,, and that can coliie with -everv

t~f.11bcirgeoise institution. including ele--torAl politics.

qT L~ifully, thousands *,f acriVLStS nave 0.ici or te-., Iround
irr-) the di:t simoly f-r- ra;;lina tht.-: lcaa-s o-1 independent

0 cz:16itct. it is no joke her-e.

-red Newma, ea t s ht. t ne w av tw e,.?Pr y Othe wni te
r-zioeneu-r g--mcles7 cn thi rn3r.e IZnC e 'Iwr in sUL'~ to ec:E hn-, hac- s~~r t) ~ ~ j~~r rJ

2t~jnes ana gifc t Zn F-:1 e Ef r)iSa-
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I 1e~in't need to tell you thi.s. You know it. Maybe you can't
tie-3r this from me now, but soon you will see thtn light. When~
thcit hapoens I will suoort you.
C't swallow the pride that your mothrtutyo.Ta

pridje was the power that lifted you out of the depths ofCne-.ter. Penn. You know it too. Stop acting stupid. Or at
LeAt get paid your worth. Vou have not sacrjfi~ed your lifeird your children for the revolution. to 'have bowed your-hmA to a white-skinned con-artist and his girlfriends. Youwil; never be one of his intimates because he has noincention of giving you the right--or power--to write-7necks. You are his "bottom woman"

:to it! You are too good.

Ai ham Pleasant

%C

C0



October 5, 1993
NYC

Dear Lenora:

I hope your health is good. I know that you have been under

a great deal of stress. Take it easy, sister. Our people
need you. Don't let a gang of diots burn you out.

They eat better than you, ride better than you and sleep
better than you. That is the usual arrangement between Black
and white in Amerikkka. Hang on, Lenora.

I an writing you this letter, probablyj my last attempt to

communicate with you directly, because of your performance

at the Brooklyn GAY MEN OF AFRICAN DESCENT (GMAD) event--

8/26/93. To be frank, Lenora, I was shocked. You were

hysterical. You ranted about a Chip Berlet/FBI/ADL plot to

get you--a highly inapropiate move since the vast majority

of -your audience didn't know what the hell you were talking

\^1 about. Of course, you were responding to myself, Marina
Ortiz and Kelly Gasink. Our presence upset you. There is 

no

conspiracy against you, sister. That is a Fred Newman

d- invention, designed for International Workers Party (IWP)
internal consumption. On the contrary, there is an organized

40MM front of ex-IWP members dedicated to throwing Newman back to
the pigs from whence he -Came. Three of its leading

NO representatives sat before you in the GHAD event. You could

no't and cannot deal with that, so you raved about the

Berlet/FBI/ADL conspiracy. You could not engage in a

politic'il confrontation with us in public. Why? Because we
know too much. You cannot call us liars outside of Newman's
virtual political community, that moron's paradise that he

0 has built to supply himself and his girlfriends 
with a

O steady cashf low. You acted crazy in Brooklyn because the

Cn truth drives you crazy.

01 One reason it makes you crazy is because we are not anti-

communists, Black nationalists or worse--the kind of folks

that Newman is fond of pimping you off to.- I think that

Collin Moore is Macdaddy Newman's latest steady "john." We

are communists and we want Newman's treacherous hide nailed

to a tree for selling us out. We mount an attack from the
left--ironically and lawfully, Newman's left. He can't

handle it-and you, least c:7 all, are in position to respond.
Let's be clear, I and a number of other IWP cadres have

publicly charged Newman with using your 1992 Presidential

campaign to steal money for himself. And that is just ;o

.,acet of Newman's scam that we have exposed through very

painful investigation. Chip Berlet, the FBI and the ADL gave

us nothing. Berlet/FBI/ADL are pigs. Newman is a pig. Let

pig eat pig!

We did the work on our own and paid for it out of our own

empty pockets. Why? Because we are communists and 
not Fred



t.

Newman cultists. He cannot rationalize and re-rational:ze
our worlds for us. We don't want Fred, we want a revplution.
Unfortunately, the distinction got blurred for you. In the
end, that is a function of your own personal weaknesses.
It's a Black working class thing that has ti do with longing
for white validation--in competition with the Slack petit.
bourgeoisie who take it for grantect. The scene is very deep.
We can talk about it, but I suggest that you re-read 7anon.
Nonetheless, you must come to terms with the fact that you
have been pimped to Al Sharpton, Divid Paterson, Dinkins,
Ross Perot and worse by-your sweet daddy Fred. You have
nothing to say to the Black masses that hasn't been said by
a hundred other sell-out Black leaders. You are willing to
sell off your base for a seat at Al Sharpton's chicken
dinner--a seat that you pay for like every other sucker.
Fred Newman made a fool of you. Ask that f e r if he
believes that you are a legitimate Black leader. He'll tell
you yes, but he has told me otherwise. You are only relevant'
to his to the extent that you can rope, in the scumbags like
Sharpton. They give him "legitimacy" in the Black community.
Not you. His idea of legitimacy has nothing to do with Black
leadership, women of color, independent politics or any of
the other political principles of the IWP. They have
everything to do with what marketing strategy a bunch
middle-aged JNWS need to employ to sell their proximity to
revolt to the white petit-bourgeoisie. IfYPIRG, 9-to-S.
Greenpeace, etc.. have a similar scam at work. It's all
about the exploitation of the many for the few, in the name
of revolution. You are being used. I have been used. Wake
up!

Lenora, you made, history! Fred and his concumbines didn'z
do anything other that what they needed to to do to suck
of f of your courage and get paid. You never got paid. Did
Fred Newman ever say to you that he was stressed because, he
didnt have the bucks to put his daughter through college?
You are stressed because he gave you the fish. Ainka has
been dumped. But you need to think about the shit that you
have to eat to get her un-dumped. Your Chester, Pennsylvania
mother taught you better. Newman is the master. You have no
idea of the crap that he carried out in your na-me. He has
run you into the dirt.

You may b~oliove that you owe Newman something. You owe him
nothing! You live in a shanty apartment, by Newmsan's
decree--though you could have easily moved into the flassad
residence or better. You are dependent on him for your money
to live. You cannot provide a decent scene for your
children. You are the chairwoman of a political party that
has dwindled to a fiction. And even then, you have no
control over the financial or political policy of the
organization that Newman tells you that you lead. What dc
you owe him? Did you demand that our cadres build you a
bridal suite in your apartment? Did you ever take a



vacation or a honeymoon on the party tab? Are you such a
revolutionary hero that your psychotic fear of flying
induces you to book passage on the QE Il every time You have
to leave this continent? Do you demand gas money for Your
limo? Do you buy the clothes for your lovers out of party
funds? Newman did so and worse! You don't owe his, he owes
you for putting bucks in his pocket by playing out his
political charade to its conclusion. Whatever crumbs that
have fallen your way from Newman's plate have been given to
further his selfish personal ends, not to make you rich or
famous, and definitely not to liberate our people. You are
living a deprivational scene because that's the way that
Newman knows that he can string you along. A starving iog is
an obedient dog! He makes you beg, he keeps you on your
knees. He makes you af raid to demand the things that you
want and need by constantly telling you that you are (1.)
unworthy and (2.) too ignorant to decide what is not only
best for your personal self but best for making a
revolution. He relates to you as a sort of hollow reed from
which the-pith of self has been blown--his "greatest
production." He has publicly described you as a sort of
finger puppet. r know you bite your lip and bear his
humiliations of you. I know well because he did the same to

d- me, but in a different way.

I refrained from skrewering his rotten ass 'from 1989~ to 1993
because of a combination of fear and loyalty. I feared being
on my own, literally trying to make a living while fighting.
for communism. I had done it before, but the IWP scene made
me politically and intellectually complacent. I had a check
coming in--a sorry one, but, nonetheless, there was some
degree of stability in my life. I had friends and
colleagues--lovers too. It was a nice and cozy world. A

0 bunch of white people were also proclaiming that I was a
leader--of course, on cue from Newman, the director and
producer of the comedy. Let's be frank, I didn't want to

0. lose that. I was afraid. I was a coward. I was also loyal
to Newman as a friend, the way that southerners are loyal.
it's a regional cultural thing and maybe you don't
understand. But my tongue was stilled against Newman because
I didn't want to give anybody the break to opportunize off
of my diffrences with him to attack you, him or the
political movement that we had built. I kept quiet until
after the .1992 campaign and the January plenum. I stupidly
kept quiet while Newman groun~d everything that we had built
into the mud. Indeed, communism is dead. Newman should know
best, since he literally assassinated the only communist
party in this stinking country. And he killed it because it
didn't suit his aims of building a cult any longer. .L

realized this fact much too late.

Like you, I am an egotist of the highest calibre. Unlike
you, I am an arrogant Black petit-bourgeois punk, I am also
a communist--at best you are a Black nationalist. Like you,



I am a Black intellectual who paid a very high emotional
price for ripping-off my knowledge from a calvacade of
hostile and alien institutions. I have pride. You have
pride. I went af ter Newman because he took my pride, away.,
could no longer defend and organize for a political party
that was so transparently bankrupt. I no longer felt proud
enough to ask a revolutionary to jdin the IWP. I could not
parrot Newman's assertion that there is no Left-Center-Right
when I was personally assaulted byskinhead fascists in
Europe--in Europe representing Newman, by the way. I could
not justify attempting to trade off our base for Ross
Perot's bucks, in the name of "independent politics"
stripped of its race and class content. I don't believe in
bourgeois democracy--progressive, peoples, grassroots or
otherwise. I believe in revolution, and democracy is merely
a bourgeois ins ti tut ion- in-service-to-the-state that needs
to be smashed by communists (I guess I'm still a N/L). I
could not march through the streets of my community
screeching that I was a "Newmanite and- proud of it!"

0% Our people don't need or want Newmanites or termites. Your

shoving in the polls in 1992 should be a good indicator of
what even people who were your loyal followers thought of
you aping Newman's numbskull "new" politics -- actually the
same old cracker sellout. The SW? creamed you in New York!
The SWP is a bookstore, Lenora! What does that tell you
about the value of the "strategic and tactical leadership"

cr) ~ of Macdaddy Newman? Use your muthaf *in' head, comrade. Nov
do you lead an "independent coalition" when there is no

fw social or political content to your own base beyond the lies
that Newman tells you and an occasional photo-op, with a
Black democrat?

oBlack people and other oppressed sectors of this society

co clamor for revolutionaries! They want a party of opposition,
they want NAP. but Newman has turned your project into

0. another caucus of the DP, pandering for a place under the
ruling class table. I could not be dishonest with our*
people. No lie to the working c~lass is justified. No tactic
stands based upon a strategic betrayal of N/L principles.
Newman--consciously and deliberately--betrayed those
principles, and now he will pay the piper.

"A PIG IS A PIG, AND THAT'S TKAT"--Wendy 0. Williams and the
Plasmatics-- 1984

Unfortunately, Lenora, you are merely Newman's penis-
extender that allows him the opportunity to diddle with the
political aspirations of Black people. You are his
moneymaker, the bottom woman in his stable. Though this
hurts me and it will hurt you, you have to he3r it: YOU ARE
NEWMAN'S BLACK WHORE. Everybody knows it too, particula:ly
in the Black community. N4ewman tells you that the revulsion
that Black people feel towards you is a function of their



anti-communiss. Black people are not anti-communfistS. Tlbe.
are the most pro-communiSt people to be !aund in this
country! Read history... It's Jupt chat Black people are
smart enough to know a 0ho when they see one.- They see "U
darting around kissing ass at Nfewnan' s behest. You cannot
oppose the DP and support David Dinkins, for example.
Likewise, you can't talk about popular power and chid* Slck
gays about trashing Ed Towns as you did at the GNAD event.
YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO DR THE OPPOSITION, not the loyal
intermediary between the community and the DP. You have
been effectively forced into a role of providing$I4&.4e
cover to the corrupt, neo-colonialist wing of the DP- You
occupy the saw role that Gus Hall and Co. did. That's what
Newman wants, but it's not what our people want or need. And
they vote with their feet, stampeding away from your corrupt
politics by the millions.

Naturally, you don't want to know this. To admit that you
have been played for a fool would shatter your mind.

C-) Obviously, your cozy virtual reality is much more 
valuable

C..) to you than fighting for power. You spend your time pumping
Newman's ass up as a leader of our people. But Newman isn't
a leader, he's a rich white pimp. That bastard can't come
within ten blocks of 125th Street and open his mouth to our

people. Re can't even relate to other Jews in the streets,
When has Newman ever set foot in Crown Heights? Newman is a
big coward. He is even afraid of me and I have nothing but
my politics to back se up. He has the stolen millions and a

crew of mindfucked therapy cultists to back him up. ge also
has you to f ront as his authentic negress. But in the end*
he's Just a punk liar.

So I challenge you. If I am blowing hot air, then stand me

(D down. Anyplace, anyhow--you've had three prior opportunities
on VBI and you chickened out.

01 Look at yourself. Despite Lucas Rivera's garbled article in
the CITY SUN, I slammed the shit out of Newman. Why?

Because HE used Rivera the week before to pump the lie that
there is some kind of COINTELPRO conspiracy against 70u.
Newman is racist and arrogant enough to believe that the
Black community is stupid enough to fall for his shallow
PR strategy. Through you, he paints himself as a martyr, a
victim of 'the same folks who got Malcolm and Martin Luther
King. How vulgar! Newman is about as much a threat to the

state as my housecat--he can shit and piss in a corner and
make a racket every once and a while but, afterall, he's no

m~ore than annoying pet. Why do you think he's been allowed
to get this far? His wits? Newman is a clown.

Newman's FBI/ADL/Berlet conspiracy theory, complete with its

pro-right wing pandering to aggrieved Christian fanatics,
scientology, EST and assorted limousine gurus is merely a

political hedge against the fraud, forgery and embezzlement.



indictments that are coming his way. it* needs the trappi~ga
of a victimized saint in order to hope of gaining any Public
support--even the p-..rely sentimental varietyv-beyond the
walls of 500 Greenwich St6. obviously, the stats indicate
that the Black cce-munity has not been "move!" by *1cwmr.'z
self-serving declarations cf immirnent political poril. 7Mey
know that an attack on ffewiran by law enforcecent :s si.ply
a case of a con-ar finally getting snagged . his own game.
The best way to prove me wrong is for you to go to Bed -Ctuy
or 125th Street and t%.ry, :Z rally "the masses" tc Newman's
defense. I can say with a high degree of certainty that yc-.r
pro-Fred partisans will number few beyond a han-'fu. of
homeless day laborers you hire for public display and
therapy patients -- mean in ; the tattered remnants of the IWP.

I have read you~r 10-page response (three times longer than
Rivera's or-&ginal piece!!!) to the CITY SUN article. I had
expected better, but it is obvious that coherent political
thought has gone to seed down on Haas Newman's SoHo
plantation. The fact that you--i.e., Phyllis Goldberg/Jackie
Salit--were pushed forward to answer the charges speaks
volumes to Newman's racism. The Rivera article was about
Newnan, not you! HE was being called a liar and a thief.
Macdaddy conveniently enlisted you as his Black cover the
way cracker politicians in my neck of the woods would find
some blackskin creep to tell poor folks about all the good

'a things that Mr. Charley had done for them. Of course, the
Cn strategy was that somehow Black folks will swallow a blatant

racist lie if it comes in a black wrapper. Do you honestly
think that anyone reading your response to Rivera would not
see right through you to that pig Newman? If so, then that
proves that prolong contact with Newnan definitely causes
brain damage! Well, Andy Cooper--not exactly a whiz kid--saw

C) through it. Newman made the further blunder of using Art
__ Block to try to intimidate Cooper into publishing "your"

response. Honestly, I wished that Cooper had run that trash
so that I could have the pleasure of further ripping
Macdaddy to political shreds. But, alas, I'll have to wait
for another opportunity.

Comically, in the response, all that you (Goldberg/Sali-z)
could do was blather about how you know some Democrats and
they think you are legit! You know that the 1992 campaign
was a charade, so why lie, except to shield Newman? Surely,
you don't think that the Black and Latino communities were
fooled by 1992? They wouldn't vote for you because you gave
them nothing to vote for! Get it? The specific charges in
the Rivera article were :-rue and, lawfully, ?Macdaddy was
advised by his attorneys to keep his trap shut or face self-
incrimination. It took you ten pages of bullshit to avoid
addressing the central charges or mention the fact that they
were being ra~.sed by specific 1W? members--predominately
Black and Latino--not Chip Berlet or the ADL. Once again,
Newman used you and he made a fool out of you!



I know that you and Macdaddy are fond of denouncing me as a
liar. That's okay. Afterall, you have to tell the tortured
wretches left in the IWP something in order to continue to
string them along. They are the ones who have to beat the
bushes for Newman's snatch money. Macdaddy needs them. But
even they sometimes wander back to consciousness and ask why
are they being made miserable in order to make Newman rich.
Newman hasn't completely removed their brains, you know.
They have just enough gray matter left to remember that thaey
too not only played a part in Fred's scam, but often knew
intimate details of it. They knew that tens of thousands of
decent people were contributing to a presidential campaign
that didn't exist. They know I am not telling a lie, because
%they know the truth. But in the virtual political
community, Newman arrogates to himself the right to declare
what is reality and what isn't. He is the TRUTH, I believe I
once heard him say. And Newman has decreed that what I am
saying is a lie. But as more of Newman's corruption comes

C\1 to light, it will be harder and harder to keep the inmates
in the asylum under control. Not only will they want their
money back, but they'll want revenge for the way that they
have been tricked and abused. That time is close at hand,
sister.

I am no psychologist, but I believe that you and a lot of
'0 other folks are in a state of denial. Sooner or later, you
Cn will have to face the music. Meanwhile, Macdaddy will have

already fled with the loot and his white chicks. Lenora,
rwl don't worry, Macdaddy isn't going to go to jail. He has no

direct legal responsibilty for any of the graft. Re was
IT smart enough to let you and a bunch of other trusting fools

lay down your John Nancocks on the phony financial
CD documents. So. in the patois of the street corner society,

CON "Baby, you got played."

If you want to prove me liar, then I make the same challenge
to you that I made to Macdaddy and any other takers. You
choose the time, place and medium. Moreover, I dare you to
print this letter in the National Alliance. I dare you to
call a public meeting to discuss it, even a meeting where I
am not invited. I dare you to even secretly circulate this
letter within the IWP. Get Phyllis Goldberg to write a
response to this for you! Until you do, I will consider you
just as much a coward as your pimp Fred Newman. If you lay
down with dogs too long, then you will get up with fleas.

Lenora, I hope you get up before it's too late.

In Solidarty>$
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April 13, 1994
NYC

From: William Pleasant

Dear Lenora:

I hope you are well. I can imagine how the stress mustreally be affecting you. Take care of yourself, nobody elsewill do it for you.

You know that I am not your enemy. I believe that you stillmay have a great deal to give to the cause of liberation inthis stinkcing country. Likewise, you know what you have todo to get on with the task of leading oppressed people. Idon't need to state the obvious. You know, though you maynot be able to let yourself have the thought. That'sunderstandable, but you have to make a break for freedomsoon. History won't wait for you.
C-)

tr Allow me to give you some of my thoughts about your currentIr activities. Firstly, the Farrakhan gambit is already playedout before it even really began. Farrakhan is hip to 7N, soyou should expect him to back away from you very soon. In400M fact, Farrakhan may come out with a straight-up denunciationof you in the near future. When that happens, the best*40 advice is for you to speak for yourself, not TN. Frankly,
CC",there is no way that you can cover for TN vis-a-.visFarrakhan at this time without coming out on the very shortre., end of the stick, politically speaking. Farrakhan will mostlikely come out of his nationalist bag and call FN justIV another Jewish political crook on the make through the Blackcommunity's political movement. He'll also call you Newman'sC:) stooge. In the end, Farrakhan will probably talk about howhe made the sacrif ice to scope you out, as a service to thecommunity, and found you deficient. This is all classicstuff. Farrakhan has to play to his own base, which issupremely hostile to FN. That base will probably use thefact that FN will market the video of your PA interview withFarrakhan--without the NOI getting a cut of the action--asproof that the Minister is being bamboozled by FN. Farrakhanhas to turn that around and convince them that he is notbeing exploited. In that process, you will become thesacrificial lam~b. This was a set-up from the start.

So, from now on, you need to fashion your political activityso that it allows you the broadest latitude in findingsupport once FN decides to dump you. Many people are justwaiting for you to make your move. Don't feel that you aresomehow trapped by FN. You have a lot more going foryourself than you are willing to appreciate.



As for the white male, rightist-dominated FIP, I think that
you have a good idea about how what's left *of your base,
particular the Black and Latino components, feel about that.
Nobody is going for it! FN led you into a political cul-d-
sac with that "tactic." You know that you've been had, so
there's no reason why I should go into a repetition of what
I tried to warn you about several months ago. If you have a
single busload of folks going down to Va. who aren't poor
Black and Latino props you've rented for the day from the
168th Street homeless shelter, I'll be thoroughly surprised.
You know damn well that your participation in the TIP fraud
has nothing to do with "insuring that the Black and Latino
communities are at the table." At the table for what? To
play the blackskin covers for a faction of the Republican

Lr Party on the make?

[I suggest that you read Richard Hofstedter's AGE OF REFORM
to get an idea of the political trajectories of white-led
"Third Party" movements in US history. The FIP is just
another half-ass instant replay.]

No, you will be in Va. to make sure that FN is at the table!
And FN wants to be there because he's out to turn a buck in
a new white, right wing market. The irony is that while you
send out your operatives to the homeless shelters to recruit
the working class at $lO-and-a-balogna sandwich-a-head to
use as stage sets, FN is using you in the same way. You are

o) no more than his prop, designed to convince his new pals
Cn that he has a political following somewhere, with some

clout. But once he gets his foot in the door, then he won't
0.1 require your services anymore.

Chillingly, FN has nearly perfectly followed Lyndon
LaRouche's path from left to right. Even his rhetoric about
the "radical center" is vintage LaRouche. Old Lyndon applied
a similar term-- "democratic center"--to the Reaganoids in
1980, and set out to forge a "broad coalition" against the
impending apocalypse. The Perot folks are simply Reaganoids
who believe that the Republican Party didn't finish the job
it started in 1980, namely suppressing the poor, minorities,
women and gays, the so-called "special interests groups."
Today, they are Newman's targets. As of 1994, it seems that
the only difference between FN and LaRouche is their brand
of psychosis; Lyndon is a megalomaniac and FN is an
egomaniac. They are both white men who got rich as political
charlatans.

By the way, Fred's new West Village mansion is nice. Think



of what A.aj&&d dollars couh(. .-:ve boa~In the way -orea fobitical organization i- Ion and the fttBronx where .people live and die lit .'Ua. And whein heinvites yw up to the big house for tea and johnny-cakes.maybe you'll. ask his to explain how he distinguishes hims.Ufro his neighbors Who also tend to be millionaire racists*

It's only lawful that you'd ask, since you financed his lushlife by putting your life on the line. But then, that's theusual arrage~ent between the worker and capital, I believe.
Maybe I'm wasting my typing paper by writing to you. Maybeyou have been so damaged by Newman that there is no hope foryou. but then maybe you have a scrap of brain left in yourhead that operates independently. I hope for the latter tobe true. Got vise, Lenora.

In Solidarity,

22-662-4991

PS:

I was quite amused by FN's response to Witt.5 in DC. Ithought his NO CSDTresponse was so poetic. Likewise, Iloved when Jackie Salit snarled to Wittes that I was'trashing" FN, Inc, because I am a Of ing communist" whowants to Ore-establish* my "ties with the American left."She--meaning FN--was right on one count; I Anl A F IIIGCOMMUNISTI So what does that make her, i.e., FN? As forwinning my way back to the left, well,, I really can't goback to somewhere I've never been. FN knows quite well whereI come from politically,, but he'll never let the truth standin the way of cooking up a self-serving fantasy--a lie,, bythe way, crafted soley to sooth the INMATES OF HIS SoHoLOFT.

in any case, I have been quite clear on why I am exposinghim; my reasons require no psychological interpretation. 1want him to pay for his political exploitation and betrayalof poor and oppressed people and their political movement--the working class. And I have no qualms with letting his



~~.i~ai ii ~ J o~tedrtywork. t Cal ihneswine Vio 014 Uvir affaik,but, in the qui~te beneficial to thecouiapjet

Xn losing,* I consider It a 'ompliet to be m-DgAnD by
the 1likes of FM * Afterall *evr late afternoon be has to
got out of bed and realize that be-is still Fred newmanmua
fate X would not wish upon the worse colon fluke. Likewise,
I love it when Jackie Slit-an absolutely untalented,
cowardly, parasitical, butt-swab, Intellectual KAsH'IASMI
(ask Farrakhan what that means) for Fred Newman-denounc*s
Me as a coumie. I quess a spectre not only haunted isurope In

the 19th century, but it also haunts mansions on Bank street
today. The spectre in communism. FM has good reason to lose

it' sleep.

doom

CD
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illie Gasink
50 Rochambeau Avenue, #41D
onx, MY 10467

Dear Ms. Gasink:

This is to acknowledyo receipt on February 7, 1994, of your
letter dated January 31, 1994. TC Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act*) and Commission Regulations
require that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific
requirements. one of these requirements is that a complaint be
sworn to and signed in the presence of a notary public and
notarilid. Your letter was not properly sworn to.

in order to file a legally sufficient complaint, you must
svear before a notary that the contents of your complaint art
true to the best of your knowledge and the notary must represent
as part of the j urat that such swearing occurred. The preferred
form is *Subscribed and sworn to before no on this ___day of

, 19 *.0 A statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to id subscribed before her also will be sufficient. We
regret the inconvenience that these requirements ay cause you,
but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with the
handling of a compliance action unless al1 the statutory
requirements are fulfilled. -See 2 U.S.C. 1 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a
Complaint.' I hope this material will be helpful to you should
you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, pleas.
contact me at (202) 219-3410.

Sicrely,

Reth& Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Lenora B. Fulanai for President

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIGTCON. 0 C X30)

February 6, 1994
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Matter Under Review 3938: I

NOTION FOR RUSUDNISSION OF JUNE 10v1993 COMPLAINT
TO COMPLAINANT FOR VERIFICATION* OR IN TEX ALLTURNTXI
FOR NOTIFICATION TO COMPLAINANT THAT NO FURTHER ACTION

WITLL TAX=N ON TEN 11AS OF-THAT COMPLANT

t~r Respondents, by counsel, move the Federal Election
tr Commission ("FECO or "Commission") to consider the legal adequacy

of the documents filed by Kellie Gasink, private complainant, in
this matter. This motion is filed on behalf of Lenora S. Fulani,
presidential candidate, the Fulani For President Comittee
("Committeef) , Francine Miller and Rachel Massad, the Committee's
Treasurers, and Frederick Newman, campaign manager. A designation
of counsel for the Committee's Treasurer, Francine Miller, is
appended. The other designations were previously filed with the
Commi~ssion.

At the onset, Respondents note the extraordinary nature of
this pleading and that the pleading procedure is not expressly

C) provided for in the Commission's regulations. However for the
relief requested to be meaningful, the issue raised in this

01 pleading must be adjudicated prior to the reason to believe
determiiiation. otherwise the respondents are left with the01 Hobson's choice of responding to massive broadbrush and unverified
allegati.ons or risking a possible adverse inference for its
failure to respond when the Commission makes a reason to believe
determination . In any event the Commissioners have the power sua

Based upon conversations with the OGC, it appears further
dialogue among counsel woul.d be fruitless. IA'n such a situation
consideration cf an administrative pleading short of a response
is aprpit hnblning the real and discernible harm
suffered by Respondents with other administrative consideration
factors. The basis for respondents' jeopardy is set forth below.



BACKGROUND

The factual crux of the issue presented is whether the
Commission has notified the Respondents pursuant to 11 CFR
111.5(a) of one verified complaint or two complaints - one
verified and one unverified. If it is the latter case, as appears
evident from a black letter reading of FECA and the Commission's
own regulations, then the inial complaint processing must be
commenced a third time with the unverified complaint being
returned to the complainant for verification or withdrawal.
otherwise the entire process £k...initio and looking forward is
procedurally tainted.

Complainant filed three documents on two occasions with the
commission: The first is a one paragraph letter dated January 31,
1994 containing one specific allegation that Ms. Gasink believes
that she didn't receive money listed in the Committee's FEC
records as having been paid to her. The Committee and the
Treasurer reply to this spurious charge in their reason to believe
response being filed concurrently with this motion. This complaint
was initially submitted without verification, and submitted a
second time verified. Without attempted merger with the second

ir letter dated June 10, 1993 to the Manhattan District Attorney it
would appear to meet the requirements of 11 CFR 111.4.

Complainant in a barrage of unsubstantiated charges contained
within the June 10, 1993 letter covering five pages single spaced

'C alleges civil and criminal wrongdoing by persons not mentioned in
the verified one paragraph complaint. The last page of this letter
ends 0 ...1I ask that you investigate these matters fully.* The
June 31,j 1993 letter was returned to complainant in its unverified
condition, and filed a second time by Ms. Gasink without
verification.

CIIN THE CHARACTER OF THE JUNE 10,1993 LETTER
CLEARLY SHOWS IT TO BE A SECOND COMPLAINT

A plain reading of the letter and the call for an
investigation clearly demonstrates that it constitutes a second
complaint. Moreover, it contains numerous civil and criminal
charges not within the first complaint. The only concrete
allegation in the January 32., 1994 complaint is that Ms. Gasink
,,was listed on (the Committee's) campaign records as receiving
$500 that (she) never received, nor knows anything about." This
is an alleged reporting violation by the Committee, and perhaps
the Treasurer.

The June 10, 1993 complaint, on the other hand, is wholly
targeted at the campaign manager (who is not named in the January
31, 1994 complaint), and lays out a web of purported intrigue



involving alleged embezzlement by "payments to Newman
organizations, payments to organizations & companies not
controlled by Newman, and payments to individuals." page 2(unnumbered in text) . The next three pages of the second letter
are devoted to an attempt to describe the embezzlement. one is at
a loss on how to characterize this without calling it a complaint,
and a second complaint which is not verified at that.

THE COMMISSION IS WITHOUT
AUTHORITY TO ACT ON AN UNVERIFIED COMPLAINT

Section 437g(a) (1) states in pertinent part that a private
"complaint shall be in writing, signed and Bzva-tz- by the person
filing such complaint, shall be notarized, and shall be made jjudo
penalry of reji and subject to the provisions of section 1001
of title 18, United States Code." 2 USC 437(a) (1) (emphasis
added). The Commission's own regulations provide that no action
shall taken on the basis of an unverified complaint. See 11 CPR
111.5. On this basis it would be a misuse of the 437g complaint
process to permit Ms. Gasink to manipulate the system by
triggering a federal investigation on the basis of unverified

tr allegations in the June 10, 1993 complaint against persons not
named in the verified complaint.

Such a practice raises serious civil liberty and
constitutional questions. To permit complainant to then endrun

%C her problems with an unverified complaint by asserting third party
hearsay from a newspaper article (the third document she

C1- submitted) in order to provide a springboard f or charges that the
r complainant has no first hand knowledge of is equally troubling.

Moreover it frustrates Congressional intent underpinning Section
Q 437g, and permits allocation of scarce Commission resources on

allegations which are of dubious value since the complaintant is
Q7 not willing to verify them. Ms. Gasink should not be allowed to

subterfuge the 437g complaint process. This is unfair to
c respondents.

011 Ironically, this is unfair to Ms. Gasink as well. Fairness
dictates that Ms. Gasink be provided the opportunity to either
withdraw or verify the June 10, 1993 charges. If the Commission
were to address the allegations contained therein, it could be
construed as incorporation by reference of the June 10, 1993
letter into the January 31, 1994 letter, something Kellie Gasink
did not do. Arguably this would subject Ms. Gasink de.Jure to the
penalty of perjury contained in Title 18 of the United States Code

frthe Commission only has jurisdiction as to verified
complaints. See 2 USC 4 37g (a) (1).



coivCWSION

For these reasons, all respondents respectfully request that
the Comission intervene at this point in the reason to believe
process. Fairness to the respondents and to complainant dictates
resubmission of the June 10, 1993 complaint to Me. Gasink for
verification.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: /6 /9,'
Art Block, Esqute
Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Counsel For Respondents

Suite 500
888 Sixteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006
Telephone: 202-785-6677

IV.

C0
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MWy 13, 1994

ILI'*L
Trevor Potter
Chairman
Federal Election, Comdsion
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Chairman.

1' I am co-counsel with Arthur R. Block, Esquire, for the
Respondents in the above captioned enforcement mtter, the Fulani
For President Conwittee; its Ireasurers Francine Miller and Rachel
masuad; the presietial candidate Loanora B. Fulani andii the
campaign manager Frederick Newman. Toiday is the rep edant* for

C all of the Resp eto except for Hiller (whose respNe was timenly
file d on May 6, 1994). This letter is in furtherance of the
Respondenlts 'Notion for Usmuheoission of 3Uns 10.,"A 199303 Copat to
complainant for Verification, or in the Altetnative for i6tification
to complainant that No Further Action 11111 Taken On the basis of the
Compn (OMtlon).

Specifically, Respnet request that the Federal Election
Comnission (OFECO or OCmeasona) consider the notion priL..L
a igma of the matter to an Entorcement Attorney for prprtion
of the OGC Report containing its 'reason to beliee (ORTB")

0 recommendation.

This permit. bifurcation of the Comission's proceedings in
conn~ection with this matter. First, we urge the Commiseion to pass
on the Motion to define the validity and scope of the allegations
contained in the Gamink Cplaint Cs). This is essential to ensure
the integrity of the processing of MUR 3938 under Section 437g. As
asserted in the Motion, the verification of the documents filed amp
a Comnplaint~ are contested and at issue.

I-- need not be stated that the Comission has the authority,
and we would submit the obligation, aua qpout. (and irrespective of
thIs letter and the Motion) to consider whether the second letter
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dated June 10. 1993 to the Manhattan District Attorney is verified
in accordance with the statute beLam Commnission attorneys start
evaluating whether it provides a basis for reason to believe that
aviolation of the Campaign Act has occurr-ed by the Respo NdeAte.

Please notify uas in writing of the manner, specifically the
sequence, in which the full Commnission will address the ieswag
raised in the Notion. We would suggest that a Comisdsion deciosif
as to wbether there are two complaints or one complaint will
shorten, rather than lengthen, the processing of MUM 3938.

If OGC is responding to one specific allegation contained ina
the one paragraph letter dated January 31, 1994,, rather than to a
barrage of unverified charges contained within the June 10, 1993
letter covering five pages single spaced which alleges civil and
criminal wron-gdoing by persons not mentioned in the verified one
paragraph complaint, the administrative burden to the Comisuioc is
obviously less.

Thi a bifurcated proceduxre serves the best interest of justice
C' for the reasons set forth in the Motion, is not inconsistent with

Section 437g, and protects the constitutional rights of the
Respondents.

we thank you in advance for you consideration of this letter.

Sincerely yours,

e

Richard Maybe rry

Arthur Block
Counsel to Respondents

'i) All Commissioners (Via FAX 202-208-3333)
2) Lawrence Noblo-, Fsquire (Ry FAX to 2n2-219-1.123)
3') Dr. Lenora B. Fulani. (By FAX to 212-431.3516)
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Richard Kayberry, Req.
suite 500
888 16th street NW
Washington, DC 20006

RZ: NUR 3938
Lenora b. Fulani* Fulani for resident
and Rachel Kassad, as treasurer,
Francine Killer, and Frederick Newman

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

This letter is In reference to the notion which you
- Submitted on May 6, 1994 on behalf of your clients, Lenora a.

Fulani, Fulani for President and Rachel Nassad, as treasurer,
'C Francine Killer, and Frederick Newman. The Commission has

considered the motion and on May 18, 1994, decided to deny
respondents' motion to require re-submission to the Commission
of the June 10, 1993, letter that was referenced In and
attached to the complaint. On this same date, the Commission
decided to deny respondents' alternative motion to take no
further action on the June 10, 1993t letter that was referenced

07' In and attached to the complaint.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact Kary Taksar at (202) 219-3400.

0
Sincee

GLerner
Associate General Counsel

cc: Arthur R. Block, Esq.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTERNDISTRICT OF NEW YORK

DR.* LENORA B. MIFUAMIs DR. FRED NEWNAN,
FRANCINE KILLER, RACHEL NASSAD, and
LENORA B. MILAMI FOR PRESIDENT,

Plaintiffs, K

-against-

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,

Defendant.

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys,, ARTHUR R. BlOCK and

~" HARRY KEESKY,, for their complaint respectfully show and allege

Nr the following:

Introduction

1. Although Congress conferred certain law

enforcement responsibilities on the Federal Election Commission

tel ("FEC" or the wCommission") in the Federal Election Campaign Act

~-of 1971, as amended (FECA), 2 U.S.C. §5 431 lt SM. Congress

Sseverely limited the agency's discretion to decide who, what and

Cr when to investigate. Unlike some other federal agencies, the FEC
0%

does not have a roving authority to investigate persons engaging

in the activity it regulates, i.e. First Amendment speech,

association, and electoral campaigning.

2. FECA creates a procedure for private parties to

initiate FEC investigations of alleged illegal conduct by filing

complaints with the Commission. Congress specifically provided,

however, that before the Commission could inquire into the
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allegations, made by a private party, the person's complaint must

be "signed and sworn to by the person filing such complaint..

under penalty of perjury." 2 U.S.C. J 437g(a)(l).

3. If a complainant does swear to the truth of his or

her allegations, then it triggers an immediate, mandatory FEC

review of the substance of the charges. on the basis of this

review, the Commission must take a vote on the question of

whether or not to open a full investigation into the sworn

allegations. At the conclusion of the inquiry and/or

investigative process, the Commission's decision and the

pleadings in the complaint investigation file are made public.

4. This action comes before the Court as a case of

first impression challenging the Commission's practice of

asserting jurisdiction over allegations contained in unsworn

statements by complainants, and over unsworn allegations in

S newspaper clippings; and its practice of making individuals the

vsubjects of enforcement proceedings solely based on unsvorn

S allegations against them.

Synopsis of the Case

5. In direct violation of Section 437g, and of

plaintiffs' constitutional rights, the defendant has opened an

enforcement matter in which it is reviewing allegations contained

in an unsworn complaint consisting of a 5-page letter charging

the plaintiffs with a litany of civil and criminal violations.

6. The Commission also is reviewing allegations in a

newspaper article which names as sources the complainant and a



close associate of hers, even though the complainant has not

sworn to the truth of the allegations in the article.

7. Plaintiffs made a motion to the full Commission

requesting that the defendant either (a) return the unavorn

letter to the complainant with a notice that for the FEC to

consider the allegations the complainant must swear to the truth

of them; or (b) cease and desist from any review of the unsworn

allegations.

8. By letter dated May 24, 1994, the Commission

notified plaintiffs that it had considered and voted upon the

motion, and it was denied. This constituted final agency action

with respect to a determination of the Commission's jurisdiction

over the allegations contained in the unsworn letter and in the

unsvorn newspaper clipping.

9. Plaintiffs allege that the Commission has acted in

cr- excess of its statutory jurisdiction, in violation of the First

K" Amendment of United States Constitution, and in a manner that is

V* arbitrary, capricious and an abuse of discretion.

C) 10. It is immaterial whether the Commission's current

activities in connection with this enforcement matter are

characterized as a review, a preliminary investigation, an

inquiry, an investigation or in other terms. Plaintiffs' claim

is that the Commission lacks jurisdiction to engage in _4

enforcement activities whatsoever with respect to the allegations

contained in the 5-page unsworn letter and in the newspaper

article. It lacks jurisdiction to name persons as respondents to
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an unsvorn complaint and to request that those persons submit
sworn responses to unsvorn charges.

11. The commission has created this case and

controversy by refusing to take the simple step of mailing the

unaworn letter and the newspaper clipping back to the complainant

with a notice that the FEC only has jurisdiction to review those

of the allegations in her 5-page letter (and in the newspaper

article that uses the complainant and this same letter as a

principal source) to which she will swear under penalties of

perjury-

12. Plaintiffs seek, jinte ajjj, a declaratory
LIT judgment that the Commission lacks jurisdiction to consider the

allegations in the unaworn letter and in the news clipping;
preliminary and permanent injunctive relief ordering the

defendant to take no further review or investigative actions with
regard to the allegations contained in the unsworn letter and

r'e news clipping, and to make no use of any information or materials

qr.? generated in connection with its review and investigation

tD heretofore;* and a permanent injunction ordering the defendant to

take all necessary steps to expunge from its files and

institutional memory all information and materials pertaining to

or arising from its review of the allegations in the letter and

news clipping.

Jurisdiction and Venue

13. Plaintiffs' claims for relief arise under the

Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201, 2202; the Mandamus



Act, 28 U.S.C. 1 1361; the Administrative procedure Act, 5 U.s.c.

SS 701-706; and under the First Aannt.

14. Plaintiffs also have a right to judicial review

under 2 U.S.C. I 437h, which provides a special procedure to

bring a constitutional challenge to any provision of FECA, as

amended, including a claim that a provision of FECA is

unconstitutional as applied to the plaintiff. Pursuant to this

procedure, the district court makes finding of fact and then

certifies the constitutional issue to the Court of Appeals for

hearing 1M bag

15. Federal question jurisdiction is founded on 28
U.CC §§ 1331 and 1343. Venue is properly laid in this District

under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(e)(3).

Parties

16. Plaintiff DR. LENORA B. FULANI ("Fulani") was a
ar- candidate for the office of President of the United States in
rM' 1988, and in 1992. In each of these elections, she qualified for

NCO and received payments (federal matching funds) from the
C Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act under 26 U.S.C.

9031 et ge. After each of these elections the FEC conducted,

and concluded, a detailed audit of her campaign's finances as

authorized by law.

17. On or about March 30, 1994, Fulani received

notification from the Commission that it had named her as a

respondent in a civil enforcement "matter under review," (MUR),

based on materials sent to the FEC by complainant Kellie Gasink.

W"r---7,7 - , 71,W 71' , , , - -



The Gas ink materials contained no sworn allegation that Fulani

had violated any law. Nevertheless, the FEC notification to

Fulani asked her to respond to the unverified materials, and

urged Fulani to make her own response under penalties of perjury.

18. Fulani currently is a candidate for the nomination

of the Democratic Party for the office of Governor of the State

of New York. In addition to her current candidacy, and her two

presidential candidacies, Fulani has previously been a candidate

for the offices of Governor of the State of New York (1986 and

1990), Lieutenant Governor (1982) and Mayor of New York City

(1985 and 1989). She intends to remain active in electoral

politics and other First Amendment activities for the indefinite

future. The defendant's unlawful investigatory activities

damages and threatens to damage Fulani's electoral activities,

associations and other First Amendment activities.

Cr 19. Plaintiff DR. FRED NEWMAN ("Newman") was the

Ml campaign manager of Fulani's 1992 presidential campaign. Hie also

was the campaign manager of each of her other candidacies, is

presently the campaign manager of her 1994 gubernatorial

campaign, and intends on remaining active in electoral politics

and other core First Amendment activities for the indefinite

future.

20. On or about March 30, 1994, Newman received

notification from the Commission that it had named him as a

respondent in a civil enforcement "matter under review," (MUR),

based on materials sent to the FEC by complainant Kellie Gasink.



The Gas ink materials contained no sworn allegation that Newman

had violated any law. Nevertheless, the FEC notification to

Newman asked him to respond to the unverified materials, and

urged Newman to make his own response under penalties of perjury.

21. LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT is the name of the

authorized campaign committees of Fulani's 1992 presidential

campaign. There are two separate entities, the primary election

committee and the general election committee. The Commission has

named the treasurer of each committee as a respondent. Plaintiff

FRANCINE MILLER (Miller) vas the treasurer of the Fulani for

President primary campaign committee, and RACHEL MASSAD (Massad)

was the treasurer of the Lenora B. Fulani general election
'Cr

committee.

22. Each of the individual plaintiffs resides in the

%C City and County of New York, and Lenora B. Fulani for President

c has its principal office in the City and County of New York.

23. The FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION (FEC or

Commission) is an independent commission established by federal

law which has, int kJJi, authority to enforce the Federal

C11 Election Campaign Act of 1971, and Chapters 95 and 96 of the

Internal Revenue Code (which pertain to federal funding for

presidential general and primary election campaigns).

Factual Background

24. William Pleasant is a former long-time supporter

of Fulani's political work, and long-time collaborator with

riewman in cultural, theatrical and writing projects. Shortly



after the 1992 election, Pleasant openly broke of f his vorkinq

relationships with Fulani and Newman, and launched a campaign

seeking to convince Fulani and others to break off their

relationships with Newman.

25. As part of this political campaign, Pleasant has

contacted law enforcement authorities and urged then to charge

Newman with violations of various lava.

26. Kellie Gasink is a former supporter of Fulani and

of Newman. She became an intimate friend of William Pleasant,

and broke with Fulani and Newman at about the time Pleasant did.

Gas ink has assisted Pleasant in his efforts to have law

enforcement authorities charge Newman and his associates with

illegal activity. Upon information and belief, Pleasant and

Gasink instigated an investigation of the 1992 Fulani campaign by

the Manhattan District Attorney. Several harassing phone calls

from Pleasant to Newman were placed from Gasink's home telephone.

27. Upon information and belief, in support of hers

'~and Pleasant's efforts to cause the Manhattan District Attorney

0 to seek an indictment of Newman, on or about June 10, 1993,

Gas ink submitted to the Manhattan District Attorney a 5-page

single-spaced typed letter containing a litany of accusations

against Newman and his associates, and alleging that Fulani's

1992 presidential campaign was not a bona fide election campaign,

but was a fraudulent embezzlement scheme of a so-called "cult."

28. On November 5, 1993, the Daily News published a

19-paragraph article (the "Article") reporting a leak from the



District Attorney's office of an investigation of plaintiffs and

the New Alliance Party (NAP) (with which plaintiffs were

affiliated), and which identified Pleasant and Gasink ans ources

of the Article.

29. The Article stated, "The FEC would not comment on

whether the agency also is investigating NAP."

30. On or about January 31, 1994, Gasink sent the FEC

a set of materials consisting of:

a. An ugmM.QrD 1-paragraph letter dated January

31, 1994, signed by her;

b. A copy of an unjsworn 5-page letter to the

C District Attorney dated June 10, 1993, signed by her; and

C. A copy of the Article.

_31. Upon information and belief, the sending of the

Cmaterials to the FEC (which included the reference in the Article

CN to the FEC itself), was an attempt by Pleasant and Gasink to

rl manipulate the Commission into investigating the plaintiffs

without Pleasant or Gasink taking any responsibility for making

their allegations under oath as required by law. Pleasant did

0. not sign the materials although he, upon information and belief,

was an anonymous collaborator in sending in the materials.

Gasink signed the 1-paragraph letter and the 5-page letter, but

she did not swear to the truth of the allegations in either

letter.

32. Gasink's submission to the FEC amounted to two

complaints -- the unsworn January 31, 1994 complaint (hereinafter



the "1-paragraph complaint"), and the unsvorn june 10, 1993

complaint (hereinafter the "5-page Complaint"). The 5-page

Complaint specifically requested investigation of its allegations

by law enforcement authorities.

33. Under cover letter dated February 8B, 1994, the

Commission returned these materials to Gasink. The letter

notified her that her purported complaint(s) was defective

because it was not sworn and notarized. It advised her that she

must swear to her allegations before a notary public in order for

them to be considered.

34. Gas ink purported to re-execute the 1-paragraph

Complaint and have it acknowledged under oath before a notary

public. Gasink did not re-sign or Swear to the 5-DaM2 Cou~jaint.

The 1-paragraph Complaint does not specifically incorporate by

reference the allegations in the 5-page Complaint.

35. After receiving these materials from Gasink,. the

PI1 FEC did not notify Gasink that her 5-page Complaint was still

defective, and did not give her a further opportunity to swear to

the truth of her 5 pages of allegations. Instead, the Commission

treated all elements of the package as a valid complaint and

opened up a Matter Under Review (MUR).

Agency Action

36. Complaints are processed by the Enforcement

Division of the Office of General Counsel (OGC) of the FEC. OGC

10
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named as respondents not only the two treasurers' of Fulani' s

committee, but also Fulani and Newman. OGC joined them as

respondents and demanded responses from them, even though the 1.
paragraph Complaint does not mention either of them.

37. One of plaintiffs' attorneys contacted a

representative of the Enforcement Division and pointed out that

virtually all of the allegations were in the unsworn 5-page

Complaint, and that Newman were not named in the 1-paragraph

sworn Complaint. He asked the Division to reconsider its naming

of Fulani and Newman as respondents, and to decide not to

consider in its inquiry any allegations or any persons who were
\1 not implicated in the sworn 1-paragraph Complaint.

38. Shortly thereafter Lois LAmner,. Associate General

counsel in charge of the Enforcement Division, communicated

through a representative to plaintiffs' counsel that the OGC had

cl% reconsidered the scope of its jurisdiction arising from the

Prl Gasink materials. It was stated that the Enforcement Division

was considering all of the materials and allegations submitted by

Gasink, unsworn as well as sworn. The Enforcement Division's

position was that the references to plaintiff Newman in the

Article was sufficient to name him as a respondent.

39. On May 6, 1994, plaintiffs filed with the

commission a Motion for Resubmission of June 10, 1993 Complaint

To Complainant For Verification, Or, In The Alternative For

1 Committee treasurers are generally held responsible for
comm~ittee financial affairs. 2 U.s.c. §432.



Notification To Complainant That No Further Action Wili Be Taken

On The Basis Of That Complaint.

40. By letter dated May 24, 1994, the CoMission

notified plaintiffs that the Commissioners had denied the motion.

The letter stated that the action had been taken at a May 18,

1994 meeting of the Commissioners. The meeting was in a closed,

confidential session, and the decision not released to the public

or entered into any public record. Hence, the first release of

the commission's action to any private party was on or after May

24, 1994.

7.''I

41. The Federal Election Campaign Act, 2 U.S.C. I

437g(a)(l). states in pertinent part that a private

complaint shall be in writing, signed and
L~rn t by the person filing such complaint,
shall be notarized, and shall be made under
Denaltv of 22r~mXX and subject to the

Cr provisions of section 1001 of title 18,
United States Code.

(emphasis supplied).

42. Regulations promulgated by the Commission to

implement Section 437g(a) set forth the elements that are needed

01 in a complaint for it to be sufficient to allow the FEC to take

any action with respect to it.

43. 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(b)(2) provides, in part:

The contents of the complaint shall be sworn
to and signed in the presence of a notary
public and shall be notarized.

44. 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(c) provides:

All statements made in a complaint are

12



subject to th. statutes governing perjury and
to 18 U.s.c. 1001. The complaint should
differentiate between statements based upon
personal knowledge and statements based upon
information and belief.

45. 11 C.F.R. I 111.4(d)(1) provides:

(d) The complaint should conform to the following
provisions:

(1) It should clearly identify as a
respondent each person or entity who is
alleged to have committed a violation;

46. The 1-paragraph Complaint in the instant case

does not name any person who is alleged to have committed a

violation of law; it only names an entity, "the lenora B. Fulani

for President '92 campaign."

47. The failure of the 1-paragraph Complaint to

"clearly identify as a respondent each person or entity" must be

deemed a deliberate omission by the complainant, since the

C complainant did identify persons as respondents in her Aamoui 5-

cr, page Complaint.

rll~l48. 11 C.F.R. § 11l.4(d)(2) provides:

(2) Statements which are not based upon
personal knowledge should be accompanied by
an identification of the source of
information which gives rise to the
complainants belief in the truth of such

0 statements;

49. 11 C.F.R. S 1l1.4(d)(3) provides:

(3) It [the sworn complaint] should
contain a clear and concise recitation of the
facts which describe a violation of a statute
or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction.

50. 11 C.F.R. § 11l.4(d)(4) provides:



(4) It (the sworn complaint] should be
accompanied by any documentation uaortina
the factsa alisoed if such documentation is
known, or available to, the complainant.

(emphasis supplied)

51. This provision does not authorize the Commission

to rely upon "documentation" to expand the scope of its inquiry

beyond allegations that are sworn to in a complaint.

Documentation may only used to "support the facts alleged" in the

sworn complaint.

52. The Article is not "documentation" within the

meaning of 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(d)(4). It is not direct evidence of

S any relevant fact, but merely a repetition of second hand and

Sthird hand allegations. The named sources for these unsupported

allegations are Gasink and Pleasant. An unsupported newspaper

article reporting on statements by a complainant and the

complainant's collaborator cannot be considered documentation

"supporting the facts alleged" in the complaint. Having unsvorn

allegations repeated by a newspaper reporter cannot substitute

0 for the penalty of perjury requirement of Section 437g and 11

Cr C.F.R. §111.4; the allegations must be in a signed writing and

0- sworn before a notary public, not merely recited to a newspaper

reporter.

53. The 5-page unsworn complaint is not

"documentation" within the meaning of this regulation. it

consists of allegations of unlawful conduct written by the

complainant herself and is, therefore, a second complaint.



54. Even if the Article and the 5-page Complaint were

"documentation" within the meaning of the regulation, the

Commission could not consider them for the purpose of adding

allegations to the allegations contained in the 1-paragraph sworn

complaint. To interpret the regulation to allow unaworn

documentation to expand the scope of an investigation by adding

new charges, would cause the regulation to exceed the

Commission's statutory authority for complaint investigation

under Section 437g.

55. The Commission's regulations specifically provide

that "no action shall be taken" by the Commission on the basis of

a complaint that does not meet the above-stated requirements. 11

C.F.R. S 111.5(b).

56. Instead, the Commission is required to send a

notice to the complainant, with a copy to the persons identified

C, in the complaint as respondents, stating the complaint is

V'1 insufficient. 1A.

57. At first, the Commission followed proper procedure

with respect to the Gasink complaint. It returned the materials

to Gasink with a cover letter stating, in part:

In order to file a legally sufficient
complaint, you must swear before a notary
that the contents of your complaint are true
to the best of your knowledge and the notary
must represent as part of the jurat that such
swearing occurred . . . . We regret any
inconvenience these requirements may case
you, but we are not--statutorily emoowered to
Rrocee -with the handling of a comgliance
action unless-all the statutory requirements
are fulfilled.



(emphasis supplied) Letter from FEC to Gasink dated February 8,
1994.

58. Upon receiving the FEC notification, Gasinc gvore
to the truth of her 1-paragraph letter before a notary Public but
chose not to &year to the truth of her se:Arate 5-.aa leter

59. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(l), and Pursuant to
its own regulations,, the Commission at that point had legal
authority to take only one of two courses of action:

a. to take "no action ... on the basis of thecomplaint" (11 C.F.R. S 111.5(b)) with respect to the 5-page
letter; or

Nb. to send the complainant a second notification
N stating that the 5-page letter still was insufficient as a

complaint unless she swore to the truth of its allegations, and
to take no action unless and until the complainant swore to the
truth of the allegations contained therein.

60. The Commission exceeded its jurisdiction by
deeming a plainly insufficient complaint to be sufficient, and by

CD proceeding to take action with respect to an insufficient

complaint.

61. The Commission had no authority to name persons as
respondents and to request that they provide information to FEC
investigators, including sworn statements, because the persons
are accused of wrongdoing in an unsworn complaint.

62. Defendant's actions not only violate the clear
language of FECA and the implementing regulations, they also



subvert the fundamental purpose of the statute. Congress
expressly provided that the FEC, as distinct from many other
federal agencies with law enforcement responsibilities, would be
denied any roving enforcement and investigatory powers. The

FEC's severely delimited Jurisdiction reduces the opportunities
for politically partisan manipulation of federal law enforcement

resource in the electoral process.

63. The instant case is a prototypical instance of the
manipulation of federal law enforcement resources for political
purposes. The complainant is a person with a self-proclaimed

political vendetta against the respondents.

a. First, she went to the Manhattan District
NAttorney and instigated an investigation of the plaintiffs. She

gave the District Attorney the 5-page unsworn letter.

b. Second, she and her collaborator, Pleasant,,
brought their charges to a newspaper reporter. The newspaper
reporter communicated with the District Attorney and with the

V, FEC, asking whether or not they were investigating these charges.

C According to the Article, a source in the DA's office leaked the
cr information that an investigation was pending. The FEC would

0- neither confirm nor deny.

C. More than half a year after going to the DA,
Gasink filed a complaint with the FEC. At that time Gasink was,
upon information and belief, a law student and an employee of the
Bronx District Attorney, and was familiar with the differences

between sworn and unsworn statements. Yet she chose initially to



submit two unsvorn letters to the FEC, one of theu being a copy

of the same letter she had given to the Manhattan D.A. When the

FEC initially rejected the two unsvorn letters, she then made a

distinction between her 1-paragraph letter, to which she swore,

and her 5-page letter which she resubmitted unsworn.

64. The statute and regulations had their intended

effect of putting Gasink in the position of putting herself at

risk of criminal liability for perjury if she submitted false

allegations in a complaint. The legal consequence of her refusal

to swear to the truth of the 5-page letter is to defeat any FEC

jurisdiction over the allegations contained in the 5-page letter.

65. Because the FEC has disregarded this legal

consequence, Gasink has succeeded through her contacts with the

__ DA, the press and the FEC, in manipulating the Commission into

bringing to bear its resources against the plaintiffs in an

enforcement matter.

66. The FEC's violation of the statute and regulations

in this case sets a precedent that opens the door for

0 complainants regularly to file bifurcated complaint documents in

order to activate the FEC enforcement machinery against a

political enemy while attempting to remain immune to prosecution

for perjury. The FEC's practice allows a person to file a one

sentence sworn letter accusing one person of wrongdoing, and to

enclose another letter by the complainant, unsworn, which goes on

for hundreds of lines making false allegations against numerous

other persons, and causing the FEC to request responses from all



of the persons named in both letters to all of the alleqationw

set forth in the unaworn letter.

67. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. it 2201-02, plaintiffs are
entitled to a declaratory judgment that defendant has violated 2

U.S.C. J 437g and 11 C.F.R. if 111.3 - 111.5.

68. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. S 13610 the federal Mandamus

Act, plaintiffs are entitled to an injunction restraining

defendant from acting beyond its jurisdiction in treating the 5-

page Complaint as a valid complaint and in considering the

allegations in the Article; from abusing their discretion; and

from violating plaintiffs' constitutional rights. Defendant has
C)a clear duty under FECA and the Regulations to take n gtio

based upon the unsworn 5-page Complaint; plaintiffs have

exhausted their remedies in the administrative process by making

a motion to the full Commission, but has voted to continue to act

in excess of its statutory jurisdiction.

69. Pursuant to the Administrative Procedure Act, 5

U.S.C. § 701 et s~. plaintiffs are entitled to judicial review

of the final agency action denying plaintiffs' motion. The

commission's action denying the motion is a final decision of the

commissioners regarding the scope of the agency's jurisdiction to

investigate allegations in the Gasink complaint materials.

Plaintiffs are aggrieved by this final agency action because

regardless of whether or not the Commission initiates a full

investigation, the Commission's enforcement machinery will have

been used to investigate the First Amendment activities of the



plaintiffs and their associates. In the First Amendment arqW,,as£
contrasted with commercial matters, government investigation of
political activity is harm 2& 11, and must be Justified by a
compelling state interest.

70. Plaintiffs are entitled to relief under the A

because the FEC0s actions are:

a. arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of
discretion, and otherwise not in accordance
with law;

b. contrary to constitutional right;
C. in excess of statutory jurisdiction,

authority, or limitations, or short of
statutory right; and

d. without observance of procedure required by
law.

5 U.S.C. 706.

71. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every

*0 allegation of paragraphs 1-70 as if fully set forth herein.

C('72. Law enforcement investigations of First Andnt
V"1 protected activity and associations, and especially participation

Nr in the electoral process, infringe upon First Amendment rights
C) unless they are justified by a threshold of evidence comenurate

with the investigative methods and scope.

73. 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(l) is facially constitutional.

The initial threshold for FEC complaint investigation enacted by

Congress satisfies the First Amendment by requiring that a

complainant swear to the truthfulness of her allegations before

the agency even opens up an MUR and requests an answer from the

respondents with respect to such allegations.



74. However, as applied by the Comission to the

plaintiffs, S 4379(a)(1) is unconstitutional.

75. The defendant has eliminated the penalties of

perjury requirement for acting on a complaint by pursuing an NUR

inquiry into the allegations set forth in the 5-page unsvorn

Complaint, and in the Article; by naming Fulani and Newman as

respondents even though neither of them is mentioned in the 1-

paragraph Complaint; and by naming Nassad as a respondent even

though the general election committee of which she is treasurer

is not implicated in the 1-paragraph Complaint.

76. Congress was sufficiently concerned about the

constitutionality of FECA, that it created an extraordinary

remedy for expedited judicial review of challenges to the

constitutionality of its provisions. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

437h, a party may coinnce a constitutional review proceeding in

district court; the district court takes evidence and then

re1 certifies the record to the Court of Appeals which sits Snbn

to decide the constitutional question. This remedy is available

C'for "as applied" challenges as well as facial challenges.

77. Alternatively, plaintiffs may present their

constitutional claims for full adjudication in the district

court.

Harm

78. Plaintiffs have suffered harm as a result of past

conduct by the defendant that violated their statutory and

constitutional rights.



79. Plaintiffs are suffering harm as a result of

present conduct of the defendant that violates their statutory

and constitutional rights.

SO. Plaintiffs have a reasonable expectation that

defendant'vs threatened future conduct will deprive them of their

statutory and constitutional rights.

81. Investigation of plaintiffs' First Amendment

activities is harmful to then regardless of whether or not the

commission eventually charges any of them with violations of law.

82. The mere fact that the commission has named

Fulani's campaign manager as a respondent to an unsworn complaint

letter, has asserted jurisdiction over a litany of unsworn

accusations against her campaign manager, and has requested that

her campaign manager respond to those allegations in his own

S sworn statement, will chill persons from associating with Fulani,,

Cr~ and, in particular, will deter persons from serving in

responsible positions in Fulani campaigns.

83. The plaintiffs are forced to expend time,

resources and energy to respond to allegations that are not even
Cr

0 within the jurisdiction of the defendant. This impairs their

exercise of their First Amendment rights and chills people from

associating with them.

84. The FEC has already completed an exhaustive and

detailed audit of the finances of the Fulani for President

committees which failed to disclose evidence of any of the

charges contained in the unsworn complaint. Plaintiffs expended



considerable efforts cooperating with the audit. Plaintiffs

cannot lawfully be required to use additional resource to respond

to unaworn charges made by private parties.

85. The unaworn 5-page Complaint seeks criminal

prosecution of the plaintiffs under state and local laws over

which the FEC has no Jurisdiction. By broadening its enforcement

proceeding to consider the unsworn allegations of the 5-page

complaint, the Commission is using its resources to gather

information that Gasink, Pleasant, and others may seek to utilize

to instigate a local or state criminal prosecution.

86. The Commission's actions in this case of opening

up an inquiry into a multitude of unaworn allegations and adding
cr

allegations and respondent(s) to its inquiry based on a newspaper

article has a chilling effect upon electoral activity by

plaintiffs and persons who do or who might in the future

associate with them.

87. The Commission's actions impair and will impair

plaintiffs' exercise of their First Amendment rights.

88. The Commission's unlawful investigatory activities

have irrevocably tainted its ability to conduct a fair and

impartial investigation limited only to the 1-paragraph

Complaint.

89. No prior request has been made to this or to any

other court for the relief requested herein.



Jury Tria:l Demand

90. Plaintiffs request a trial by jury to the extent

available by applicable law.

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs respectfully demand Judgment

against the defendant as follows:

(1) A temporary restraining order and preliminary

injunction ordering the defendant:

a. to stay all proceedings in MUR 3938 pending

the final judgment of this Court; or, in the alternative,

b. to cease any enforcement or investigative

proceedings arising from or traceable in any way, directly or

indirectly, from allegations and information contained in the

unsworn 5-page letter or in the Article filed in NUR 3936 by

IC Kellie Gasinc; and

C()(2) A judgment declaring that the defendant has

V", violated 2 U.S.C. S 427g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. J§ 111.4-111.5 by

'~proceeding with NUR proceedings on the basis of the unaworn 5-

page letter and on the basis of the Article; and

(3) A judgment by this Court, or by the Court of

Appeals sitting SA ba through certification under 2 U.S.C.

427h, declaring that as applied to plaintiffs by defendant, 2

U.S.C. § 427g(a)(l) is unconstitutional;

(4) A judgment declaring that defendant has violated

plaintiffs' rights under the First Amendment;

I Ml I



(5) A pemaet injunction

(a) barring defendant from continuing any

enforcement or investigative proceedings based directly or
indirectly upon allegations or information contained in the

unsworn 5-page letter or in the Article;

(b) barring defendant from making any use of any

information or materials generated in connection with its review

and investigation heretofore;

(c) directing defendant to dismiss MIR 3938 in

its entirety; and

(d) prohibiting the defendant from disclosing

information or materials obtained in the course of MIR 3938 to

Cr the public or to governmental officials; and requiring defendant

- to disclose all such information to the plaintiffs;

(6) awarding plaintiffs the costs and disbursement of

'~this action, including reasonable attorney's fees pursuant to 28

U.S.C. 2412;

(7) awarding plaintiffs such other and further relief

as the Court may deem just and proper.

o% Dated: New York, New York

June 17, 1994

Arthur R. Block (AB 6522)
72 Spring Street
Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012
(212) 966-0404



250 West 57th Street
Suite 2015
New York, NY 10019
(212) 581-1516

Richard Mayberry, q.
(Admitted, D.C. Bar, not
admitted S.D.N.Y)
Richard Mayberry & Absociates
888 16th St. N.W.
Suite 500
Washington, DC 20006

Co-Counsel for Plainti-ffs
Dr. Leonora B. Fulani,
Dr. Fred Newman, Francine
Miller, Rachel Nassad, and
Lenora B. Fulani for President

21 290co .m



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONU PW
WASHIP4CYON DC 2046J matOM-

July 1,r 1994

my FACSIMILE MID

Arthur R. 3locke Esquire
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

Re: Fulani v. FEC. No. 94-Civ-4461 (KTD)

(S.D.N.Y. fiod June 17, 1994).

Dear Mr. Block:

This is to confirm your June 30, 1994 telephone conversation
with Comission staff attorney Robert Bonham regarding the
above-captioned litigation.

*40 As Mr. Bonham Informed you, the Commission has received a
sworn, notarized statement from Rellie, Gasink verifying the

co allegations contained in her June 10, 1993 letter to the
Manhattan District Attorney, which was attached to the
administrative complaint In MIM 3938. A copy of that
verification is enclosed for your Information.

0 You expressed concern regarding the verification, and
requested 'full disclosure' regarding the circumstances

Cr surrounding its submission. That information is not relevant to
this lawsuit and will not be provided.

The submission of the enclosed verification now renders this
litigation moot. I therefore ask that you imediately dismiss
this suit so that the Commission does not expend additional
resources. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b).

Should you have any questions regarding this litigation,
please contact Mr. Bonham at (202) 219-3690. Alternatively,



Arthur R. Block, Isq.
Page Two

questions regarding RUW 3936 should be directed to Mary Yabsar at
the ese telephone number.

linc e

Associate General Counsel
for Litigation

Enclosure.
CC: Richard Rayberry equire

Richard Mayberry A Associates
888 Sixteenth Street, UN.

Suite 500
washington, D.C. 20006

'C
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FederaL Blectiouie Comnmeion
9993a. Street xv
Vaabhieme O.C. 20443
AMta: Me. Mary Taeer

3q s8
To whom It May Concerns

to 9elli4 Onstaks do bereby *Vear an4d ubecribe that theattesaios Contained 16 NY June 10, 1993. letter to the Kashatta.bletcrSt Attorney'* office are trud' and accurate.
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County rn

SSvOrn to Before 4ka this
29th Day of June, 1994

Kollie CaeLmak
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1~LOCK
l~kATTONE AT LAW

72 Swusn fSm. Suite 1201. Now YeA, NY 10012 (212)9660404

July 22, 1994

VIA A~s LLm ad 1Tmm VQTRB AI
Richard B.Bader,, Esq.
Associate General Counsel for Litigation
Federal Election Commission
999 E St. K.V.
Washington, DC 20463

Re: Fulani at a-. -v. FEC, 94 Civ. 4461 (KTD), (SDNy);
MMU 3938

Dear Mr. Bader:

This is in reply to Your letter to ae dated July 1, 1,994,regarding the above referenced proceedings.

Plaintiffs* federal action against the FEC is not moot.Plaintiffs wiii be serving and filing an amended complaint thatCI incorporates events that have occurred since the riling of thisaction.

It is presently anticipated that the anedcomplaintsn* will be completed in the first half of August, after I havereturned from an out of town stay. Plaintiffs do not expectSdefendants to answer or otherwise plead to the original complaint.'
M I assume that this information will prevent any unnecssarYexpenditure of litigation resources by the Commission.

Your letter is unclear as to what the Commission's'tr position is as to the legal characterization of the June 29, 1994
C)Gas inkc statement, within the statutes and regulations governing theCommission's processing of complaints. What do you claim to be theCn legal significance within the Commission's administrativeenforcement process of your transmittal to me of what appears to be0. a photocopy of a facsimile of the statement? Are you claiming arelationship to a previous Gasinc complaint? Are you claiming thatGas ink has now filed a second complaint? Do you claim that theCommission has complied with the notice requirements of 11 C.F.R.§111.5, and if so, how?2

1 This is without prejudice to plaintiffs* right to movefor a temporary restraining order or a preliminary injunction atany time that they believe that they are suffering irreparableharm by reason of the Commission's conduct.
2 My clients inform me that they have not received any

notice pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §111.5 on or after June 29, 1994.



Richard B. Bader, Esq.
July 22, 1994
Page 2

The Commission's position of refusal to disclose to myclients information and documentation regarding the submission byGasink of the statement dated June 29, 1994 also needsclarification. We respectfully disagree with the Commission'sposition that the circumstances surrounding the submission of theJune 29, 1994, statement are "not relevant to this lawsuit." Thatissue can be taken up in discovery in the federal action. However,with respect to the administrative enforcement process, therespondents in MUR 3938 are entitled to receive copies Of ALl.materials submitted by Gasink purporting to be in connection viththat matter, whether or not they comprise a valid complaint.
This,, of course, was the procedure the Commissionroutinely followed when it first received materials from GasincThe Commission sent Gasinc a letter dated February 8, 1994, inCI* which it returned her materials to her and notified her that thesematerials were defective for lack of verification. A copy-of the- Commission's letter and of the unverified Gasink materials wasmailed to the Fulani Committee, pursuant to the Commission'sregulations.

My clients will be denied their right to respond in theSadministrative enforcement process if they are not provided withevery communication to the Commission from Gasink, and yrt~communication from the Commission to Gasink. This includes notonly written communications, but also accurate and complete reportson oral communications.

0 Very truly yours,

Arthur R. Block

ARB/bp
cc: Harry Kresky, Esq.

Richard Mayberry, Esq.
Lenora Fulani, Ph.D.
Fred Newman, Ph.D.
Francine Miller, Esq.
Rachel Massad

'729C7ba.'r:



AGKDA DO~cuJUNT I4-80

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%%A~SHi%CT0% DC 2114.3

July 8 , 1994

-Dma-N

FgCtRALE L.CT10Oi

L 8 4 17 ft 'N~

TO 2

TWUIGH:

The Commissi

John C. Sur
Staff Diredtil

AGENIA ITEM
Fw rhhi MN* JU2 8 "9

FROM: Lawrence n. m 1.
General Couns

BY: Kim Bright-Co *Man \14~
Associate Ge ral Counsel

Lorenzo Hol ay
Assistant General Counsel

Rhonda J. Vosdinght7.
Attorney ' .

SLBJ3CT: Lenora B. Fulani for President
Repayment to the United States Treasury(LRA #051)

on April 21, 1994, the Commission approved the Final Audit0: Report on Lenora B. Fulani for President (*the Ca ittoen) andON made an initial determination that Lenora B. Fulani and theCommittee repay $1,394 to the United States Treasury. As noted in01 the Final Audit Report, the Committee submitted a check for this80% amount payable to the United States Treasury in response to theInterim Audit Report-l/ Attachment 1.
Since the Committee did not disput, the initial repaymentdetermination, it is considered a final repayment determination.11 C.F.R. 5 9 038 .2(c)(1). Therefore, the Office of GeneralCounsel recommends that the Commission conclude that the initialrepayment determination for Lenora a. Fulani and the Lenora B.Fulani for President has become a final repayment determination.Id. The Committee will be notified accordingly.

1/ The first check submitted by the Committee on November 5,1993 did not clear the bank. On January 3. 1994, the Commissionreceived a replacement check from the Committee, payable to theUnited States Treasury. See Attachment 2.



Nemorandum to s mission
Lenora a. Pular resident o
Repayment to the United States Treasury (LIA #451)
Page 2

33CWUTUS

The office of General Counsel recommends that the Comission:

1. Conclude that the initial repayment determination for
Lenora B. Fulani and Lenora B. Fulani for President has become a
final repayment determination under 11 C.P.R. I 9038.2(c)(1)1 and

2. Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachments

1. Letter from the Committee responding to the interim
Audit Report, enclosing anticipated repayment, November 5, 1993
(v/o enclosures).

2. Receipt from the United States Department of Treasury
for a Repayment of 1992 Presidential Primary Hatching Funds,
January 3, 1994.

C'.

(D



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNCTON. 0C 3043

RECEIPT FROM THE
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TREAURY

FOR A REPAYMENT Of
1992 PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY MATCHING FUNDS

January 3. 1994

Received on January 3, 1994, from the Federal ElectionCommission (by hand delivery), a check (M054) drawn on theAmalgamated Bank of New York, in the amount of $1 394.00. Thecheck is a replacement check for check @0543 received onNovember 9, 1993, which did not clear the bank. The checkrepresents a full repayment from Lenora a. Fulani for Presidentfor non-qualified campaign expenses as requested In the finalaudit report.

Pursuant to 26 U. S. C. §9038(d), this check should be depositedinto the Matching Payment Account.

Lenora a. Fulani for President
Amount of Repayment: $1,394.00

0

Presented by: Received by:

fo6r- the V7
Federal Efection Commission

ATTACI{MEiT "
Page - .of' of
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I
1uIna& B. VOUM Mau wuuszna

200 W. 72nd St..r #35
Noew York, MY 10023

Rat j in 4vid+
0/1

November 5,, 199 3

Elizabeth Ryan
Martin Favin
Federal Election Comission
999 E St., NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: Lgnara a. Fulani forPridn

Dear Liz and Marty:

Enclosed please find our aeddSeptember and October
FEC Form 3POs, reflecting changes in our Schedule DP's required
by the interim audit report. in addition, please find a letter
responding to the Finding of Apparent Excessive Contributions.

I am sending this by fax and by federal express to
arrive on Monday, Novembehr $- I neglected to enclose our check
in yesterday' s package; thus the check for the repayment amount
of $1,394.00 is enclosed in this package.*

If you have any further questions, please call me.

Sincerely,

Francine Miller

/ fm
Enc.

I.TTI T Of



0

LENORA B. FULANI FOR*
PRESIDENT GENERAL ELECTIO NS.

2W0 WEST 72N TREE. SUNTE 30
NEW YORK MY 10023

l~inI LGA$TED &kWE OF NEW YORK

(19O0O0 S43uo o:rJ2 600 33 7q9: 31O33S?r.

Page ~ o E"
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r3DE3AL ELECTION CO 28200O

0733V TUIG

TBOUSDLYs JULY 28, 1994

10:00 A.R.

CO3RECION AND APPROVAL OF MINOT=S

A. Thutsdax, M ay 26t 1994
Agenda DOCUSent04-4
To be circulated.

a. ThUgsda June 2y 1994
Agena UCUSent #94-55

To be Circulated.

LENOA .* ULAMI FOR PREIDT
3Z YUMT TO TU UNITED $TAT=S
TRAURY (LEA 0451)

Agenda Document #94-60
Circulated July 19, 1994.

(Rhonda Vosdinqh/Lorenzo Holloway
of the General Counsel's Office)

(Marty Favin/Rick Halter of the
Audit Division)

(continued)

I

C0 lie



Federal Election commission Pale 2
Sa lee tin; Agenda for

=rsday, July 25, 1994

Ill. ADVISORY OPIfIOfS

A. Draft Advisory Opinion 1994-1S

Edward J. Sack on behalf of the
International Council of-SRopping
Centers RICC)

Aeda Document #94-81
CirulaedJuly 21., 1194.

ci, (Michael Marinelli of the, General
Counselts office)

a. Draft Advisory opinion 1994-21

William M. Hermelin of Amrtican,
Pharmaceutical Association pAkC

Agenda Document #94-82
Circulated July 22, 1194.

Q) (Jonathan Levin of the General
Cn Counsel's Office)

C. Draft Advisory O2inion 1994-23

BradleX W. Hertz on behalf of the
Northrup Grumman Corporation

A~enda Document #94-83
Circulated July 22, 19J94.

(Jonathan Levin of the General
Counsel's Office)

(continued)



federal glection Commission page 3
Opn Mleeting Agenda for

Tutsday, July 28, 1994

IV. RCFPL RULBRAZING: SulfhaRT Or OKT AND

BlIP? FINAL RtuLaS

Agenda Document 094-11

Circulated February 10, 1994.

Continued from meeting of July 21, 1994.

(Rosemary Smith/Paul Sanford of the General

Counsel's Office)

C-

1#0 V. ADMI mnv STAIV ATTS



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

lil t WASHINGTON, 
0 C X063

July 29, 1994

VIA FACSIMILE AND
CERTIFIED MAIL

Ms. Lenora B. Fulani
c/o Arthur Block, Esq.
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
Nowv York, NY 10012

RE: Lenora B. Fulani for President
Committee

Dear Ms. Fulani:

C' On July 26, 1994, the Commission authorized the office of
cll General Counsel to conduct an inquiry into the Lenora B. Fulani

for President Committee (*the Committeew) under 26 U.S.C.
S 9039(b) and 11 C.F.R. 5 9039.3 In order to determine whether the
Committee owes an additional repayment to the United States
Treasury. The focus of the inquiry is vhether the Committee made
disbursements that were not in connection with your bid for the
presidential nomination. These expenses would be non-qualified
campaign expenses under 11 C.F.R. 5 9032.9(2), and the Commission
may seek a pro rat& repayment from the Committee. 11 C.F.R.
5 9038.2(b)(2).

0 On April 21, 1994, the Commission made an initial repayment
determination that the Committee owes $1,394 to the United States
Treasury. However, on July 28, 1994, the Commission decided to

0. hr'ld the final repayment determination on the Committee in
abeyance pending the inquiry under 26 U.S.C. S 90s9(b) and
11 C.F.R. 5 9039.3. A summary of the legal and factual basis for
the Commission's decision to conduct an inquiry under 26 U.S.C.
5 9039(b) and 11 C.F.R. 5 9039.3 will be provided. 11 C.F.R.
5 9039.3(b)(1). You will be notified of the results of the
inquiry and be given an opportunity to respond to any additional
initial repayment determination. See 11 C.F.R. 5 9038.2(c)(1).



Letter to Lenora 9* Fulani
Page 2

if you have any questions# you my contact Kin
Dright-Coleman# Associate General Counsel at (600)424-9530 or
(202)219-3690.

Lavrfflce K. Noble
General Counsel

c .c: Francine Miller, Treasurer



DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR.
FRED NEWMAN, FRANCINE MILLER
RACHEL MASSAD, and LENORA
B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

Complainants,

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT I
ARTHUR R. BWCKX

Attorney for Complainants

72 Spring Street

Suite 1201
Now York, NY 10012

(212) 966-0404

F _______________________________________________________________________

jJURA Na_ _q a 1_

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

EFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION



FEDRALELECTION COMMISSION
WD A 1 C T N M A U G U T 1 7 , 1 9 9 4

Arthur a. Block, Esq.
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

RE: MUR 4032

Dear Mr. Block:

This letter acknowledges receipt on August 10. 1994, of
your complaint filed on behalf of your clients Dr. Lenora B,Fulani, Dr. Frederick D. Newman, Francine Miller, Rachel Nassad,
and Lenora B. Fulani for President alleging possible violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act Of 1971, as amended (*theAct*). The respondent(s) will be notified of this complaint

C, within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should youreceive 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 originalcomplaint. we have numbered this matter MIJR 4032. Please, referto this number in all future communications. For your

rle information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commissionfs procedures for handling complaints.

IV.

C) Sincerely,

011 " ;t. Tcroeb..

0 1 Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO. D C 20*63S A"SET 17, 1994

Kellie Gasink
31S0 lkochambeau Avenue *41D
St~nx, MY 10467

RZ: MMR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

The Federal 8lection Commission received a complaint which
Indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as aMended ("the Acts). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUlK 4032.

C Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate In
vriting that no action should be taken against You In this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials vhich you

1%C believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under

C-' oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counselvs Office, must be submitted within 15 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.

C:) This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
al" 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(9) and 5 437g(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify
01 the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
0 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.



9ellie Gasink
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Alva B. Smith at
(202) 219-3400. roc your inlformation, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commissionts procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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

qC3.



6 S OUt4SEL

August 31, 1994

Federal zlect ions comisio
9993., Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463
Attn: Me. Alva Smith

R~e: WMU 4032

Dear MB. Smith:

I respectfully request an extension of the time allowed to

respond to the complaint sent to me by the Lenora Do Vu~li

capsign* I received this omplaint on Monday, August 22. ? Will

not be able to respond by Sept. 6; howver, I would be able to

respond by Sept. 16. My situationl is that I as a law stintan
z started my fall classes on Auquat 22. 1 have been very busy with

thes first week of classes. in addition, T vorit full time during

the day and attend classes in the evening. I will have to seek

C- legal consultation and prepare a response. I would very nwha

appreciate your assistance in this. My work number is (711)990-

r-N 2553. Ky home number is (?18)231-81 4 8. My fax number is (718)"S1

1129, and my address is 3150 Roctiambeau Ave. 041D, BrOMx, MY

dw 10467. Thank you.

NC sincerely,

Kellie aesink

(7)

I~d B9U de:T '6t 9b £6E6t ~:01 *O'WI D IZN32OW HdM:YtME 6T? MZTO*d EF-14# WcIBO:T VT 'TC Of-b



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 1, 1994

Rellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue #41D
Bronx, NY 10467

RE: NUR 4032

Dear 14s. Gasink:

This is in response to your letter dated August 31, 1994v
requesting an extension until September 16, 1994 to respond to
the complaint filed In the above-noted matter. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the

C, Office of the General Counsel has granted the requestedextension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on September 16, 1994.

Additionally, during our telephone conversation of
August 26, 1994, you Indicated that the copy of the complaint

'C you received was missing Page 13 of the complaint and Page 23 of
_r Exhibit A. After reviewing the original copy of the complaint,

it appears that Page 13 of the complaint was omitted during
r11-1 xeroxing; therefore, a copy of Page 13 is enclosed. However,

there is no Page 23 in Exhibit A, Page 22 is followed by Page 24
qV_ in the complaint received.

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

01. Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Page 13 of Complaint



FEDE~RAL L

Federal Elections Commission IP~
999 X. Street NN $.3 ?h tLall
Washington, D.C. 20463
Attnt Me, Alva Smith Re: M 4032

Dear Me. Smith:

I wish to have all the details Of the complaint and
investigation against no made public.

Can you please tax to me,, p0ge 13 of the complaint Against as
at (718)611-1129 ?

Also, is it legal And proper for me to give a copy of my
letter to the Manhattan District Attorney's office to a MY Tiin
reporter? (This letter had been made public prior to my filingcomplaint with the NBC.) In there a legal problem with me tellinythis reporter that I vats a volunteer worker for the campaign AnM

C-1 that I received no money from the campaign--that the a paignC) fraudulently lists ae as receiving money? can i tell this reporter
what r know about the campaign, for instAnce, that there are othersso listed who didn't receive money? Please let me know If this
violates any confidentiality requirements of federal election law,because I do not 50 understand the law.

Please call me at (718)590-2553. Thank you.

C^ sincerely,

Ktli&i 4401
IKellie Gasink

TOd OL# Wl&%9:IT 066T 'Z d39 O YIDINQS3 *~~~a:01 *iD'W[ O IZN3CI83A Hd3SEW:WMW
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COINISSION

September 11, 1994
New York City, NY.

Federal Election C omnission
Office of General Counsel
Washington, DC 20463

Re: NUR 4032
Dear Sirs:

I, William Pleasant, being duly sworn, depose and say:

My name is William Pleasant. I an currently the City Editor
for the DAILY CHALLENGE, NYC's only Black daily newspaper. I
have been a journalist for nearly 10 years.

I have had a political relationship with Frederick Newman
and Lenora Fulani since May 1985. I was the Senior Editor of
the NATIONAL ALLIANCE newpaper and Executive Editor of the
arts journal known as STOSO until 0cor1992. Likewise, I
was a Central Comaitfte member of the tnternational Workers
Party (IMP), a clandestine, self-declared conspiratorial
Marxist/Leninist organization chaired by Neiman. Its
existence is denied by all of its cur-rent mebrincluding
its chairman Frederick Newman. Lenora Fulani is also a
Central Committee member of that group. The IMP is the body

0 ~which staged the 1988 Lenora B:, Fulani Campaign for
President and the subsequent 1992 Fulani Campaign. All of
its policies and activities are directed soley by Frederick

01 Newman.

In late 1992, after a prolonged ideological struggle, I
broke with Newman. Subsequently, I wrote a series of
personal Letters to Newman and Fulani, expressing my
feelings of betrayal and humiliation at the hands of Newman.
I likewise urged Fulani to break with Newman for the sake of
her sanity, career and reputation. Newman chose to publish
these letters in the NATIONAL ALLIANCE in 1993. Those
letters would have remained private communications if Newman
had not used them in his newspaper to attack me within the
IWP. I contend that Newman used the membership of the IWP,
either actively or passively, to fleece the treasury of the
1992 Fulani Campaign.

My charges against Newman are very straightforward. Aside
from political betrayal, I charge him with soliciting
contributions from thousands of citizens and embezzling that
money, augmented by Federal Primary Matching Funds,, and
consuming it through personal use. The basis of this



accusation lay in reports given to me in my role as a
Journalist by past and present members of the IWP, my
investigation of Newman's various public financial
statements, including the FEC matching fund filings, and my
own personal knowledge. I have used the information that I
have gained to write three articles--one was submitted to
THE NATION and rejected, two were published in the DAILY
CHALLENGE(8/94). These pieces were written and submitted
after several articles had already been published raising
issues with the 1992 Fulani Campaign finances.

Going back to March 1992, journalists have charged that FEC
monies were being collected by the Fulani campaign and then
disportionately disbursed to companies either owned,,
controlled or directed by Frederick Newman. I am familiar
with such pieces which have appeared in EMERGE, THE NATION,

rv THE NY OBSERVER and the NY NEWSDAY. They made no use of any
of my material, nor quotes from me.

I did not appear publicly as an informant until I was quoted
C\1 in a January 1993 article written by Marina Ortiz in the NY

PLANET. Her article was the first to draw upon direct
am"M evidence of fraud supplied by ex-INP members. Subsequently,
NC I was quoted in two October 1993 articles appear ing in the

weekly CITY SUN and The NY DAILY NEWS. After October 1993,
CrN I was not an informant until contacted by Benjamin Wittes of

the Washington CITY PAPER, in May 1994. I was briefly quoted
flo' in his July 8 article, "The Money Go 'Round." Nonetheless, I

gave Wittes a number of leads in his investigation. Wittes,
is a competent journalist, so he checked them out. He
published his results and communicated with other
journalists and officials as he saw fit.

I have had no contact with law enforcement officials other
01 than the Manhattan District Attorney's office. I, along with

several others, I believe, were questioned after Kellie
Gasink submitted her complaint. Likewise, until this moment,
I have not made any complaint to law enforcement or
regulatory organizations regarding my charges against
Frederick Newman, though I have always had cause to.
I believed that was not necessarily my role as a
journalist.

As a journalist, I seek to have my work published and I
participate in the free exchange of ideas and information
between journalists.

In the case of the 1992 Lenora Fulani Campaign, I uncovered
evidence of wrongdoing, like several other writers. I have
worked to make this evidence public knowledge; that is my
profession, afterall. The process of making my findings
public is a separate issue from what law enforcement
agencies may or may not do with my information. It is not
possible for me to attempt to try and convict Frederick



Newman in a newspaper article. But I can,, as a vriter, urge
regulatory and law enfoceet agencies, in the public
interest, to dig deeper into a matter and determine if there
really is some wrongdoing present,, and to seek legal
redress. At least 80,000 people donated money to the 1L992
Fulani Campaign, and I believe that it is in the public
interest to point out that their money may not have been
used for the purposes that they had intended. That is one of
the vays that investigative Journalism works. There is a
relationship between journalism and government institutions.
They mutually inform each other and attempt to influence
each other. Arthur Block asserts that there is something
sinister in this.

It is for this reason that I believe that Arthur Block, on
behalf of Newman, Fulani,, et al.(and under Neiman's orders,,
for he is also an IVP Central Committee member), is engaging
in a time-honsored Neiman tactic of legal harrassment and
stalling in his complaint against Kellie Gasink. Block's
charges have no merit if they are based upon painting me as

cv the leader of a conspiracy to falsely accuse Neiman of
organizing a conspiracy to commit emezzlement,, fraud and

doomforgery,, and then planting these charge in the press, and
VC ~ likewise seeding law enforonit agencies with the sameaccusations. I, nor any other journalist, can impel

government. agencies to investigate, anything unless there is
some substance to my findings. If such is Block's
contention, then it is a fantasy. If I did all of these
things,, then the least I would be guilty of would be libel.
But,, not surprisingly, Neiman has been remarkably reluctant

C) to bring a libel suit against myself or any other
journalist in this matter. Afterall,, I have accused him of

en being a crook on record. Newman is quite fond of using
lawsuits to harrass and silence critics. And he has declared

0 that my accusations and those of other writers are baseless
lies. Why no suit? Maybe his reluctancy stem from the fact
that the ultimate defense against libel is the truth, and
the truth may implicate Dr. Newman is some rather ugly
affairs.

The "we" that Block refers to in his complaint amounts to
nothing more than the ex-IWP members and supporters who
have come forward in public to state that they believe that
Newman has and is engaging in illegal and unethical
activity. Does that group include me? Yes. Is Kellie Gasink
a person who went to authorities and spoke to the press
about the matter? Yes. And she did so prior to making a
complaint to the FEC. And so have at least a dozen other
people, in their own way and under their own power, without
my sinister hand, stepped forward. In respect to the
Manhattan DA, neither I nor Arthur Block have any idea who
has given information about the financial innerworkings of
Newman's organization. And quite frankly, I. personally,



know very little about them myself other than what has been
related to me by people who have left or remain with NewMan.

It is my job to uncover the facts and to allow the public to
judge. Other people in the "we" category might have other
motivations. The fact of the matter is that Frederick Newman
has abused, manipulated, fleeced and otherwise hurt scores
of people who were once his supporters. He has made a number
of those people quite upset. And one means of retaliating
against him has been to expose him. I am not the first--
Dennis Serrete was once second only to Newman in the MV
hiererchy and he has spent almost ten years denouncing
Newman-nor am I the last. My reasons for exposing Newman
are well-documented in the private correspondence Newman
chose to make public. If there is a conspiracy against
Newman, Fulani, et al., then it has been a conspiracy that
they have been fully aware of in its motivations, contents
and form. That hardly makes a conspiracy, does it? In fact,
it looks more like Newman desperately attempting to use, me
to retaliate against Kellie Gasink and to stall a reported

0111 investigation by the FEC.

NC Signed

William Pleasant

0
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UNI01 STATES OF AMUICA
DERaMMH YEN DNAL ELECTION CWUISSIOE

September 12, 1994

Federal Election Commission
999 3 street MW
Office of Gnral Counsel
Washington, DC 20463

RE: NUR 4032

Ln In answer to the complaint against me by the Lenora B. Fulani

d campaign, I offer the following:

("I The primary allegation against me is contained in Paragraph #3

qw of the complaint, stating that I violated 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a)(12)

and 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.21 by disclosing informiation about, and

tic-mnts fLied in UR 3938. The complaint further allsee that the

Washington CITY PAPER published a cover story baed" upon my

0 allegations contained in papers that I filed vith the Comission in

Cn Mm 3938; the author of the article, Benjamin Vittes, states that

011 Gasink released a copy of the complaint to the Washington CITY

PAPER.0 Sections 11-2 and #4-17 do not contain any allegations

against me. Section #18-25 contain additional allegations in

regards to information that I gave Benjamin Wittes of the

Washington CITY PAPER that is claimed to violate the

confidentiality rights of the respondents in NUR 3938.

I did not release a copy of my complaint to the FEC to



anybody. I did give Wittes my notarized letter to the Manhattan

District Attorney's office. This letter was also included in my

complaint to the FEC, but does not constitute my "complaint to the

vuc." When Wittes wrote that I had released a copy of my FEC

complaint to the Washington CITY PAPER, he wrote inaccurately,,

because I did not give his anything else that I turned over to the

FEC nor did I give his anything the FEC had sent me. I did not tell

wittes anything said to me or asked of me in phone conversations

with the FEC.

The letter that I gave Wittes, had been made public prior to

my filing a complaint with the Federal Election Commission. See NY

- DAILY NEWS article (Nov. 5, 1993) that was submitted with my

complaint-WUR 3938. By giving Wittes, this letter that had already

been made public to the press, I did not make public any

notification or investigation done by the Federal Election

Commission. 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a)(12)(A). I also did not make

public a *complaint filed with the Commission, nor any

CD notification sent by the Commission, nor any investigation

CYS conducted by the Commission ..."0 11 COFOR. Sec. 111.21(a).

CN ~Arthur Block's interpretation of the concept of wreleasing

confidential information about an investigation" is much too broad

to even be plausible. How could public documents become "clothed in

secrecy" by the mere filing of a complaint with the Federal

Election Commission? What if I had given Wittes a copy of the NY

DAILY NEWS article that I filed with my complaint? Would that

have been a violation of confidentiality? Clearly Wittes can



obtain a published news article easily in many ways and there is no

confidentiality attached to this publicly distributed article. moy

letter had also been publicly distributed and written about in the

press prior to the filing of the FCC complaint. See also Ortiz*s

article in THE NY PLANET and Rivera's two articles in the CITY SUN.

In reference to Paragraph 025 of the complaint, although I

told Witte& that I had f iled a complaint with the FECO I most

certainly did not give Wittes any information about "enforcement

proceedings by the Commission in NUR 3938."0 Neither 2 U.S.C.

Sec.437g(a)(12)(A) nor 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.21(a) prohibit me from

Ntelling somebody that I have filed a complaint with the Federal

Election Commission. The relevant part of 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a)

states that "Any notification ... shall not be made public ... by any

person without written consent of the person receiving such

Cr notification or the the person with respect to whom such

ro' investigation is made." This means that if I wish to make public

that I have received notification of a verified complaint filed

Cwith the Commission, I may. As to enforcement proceedings by the

Commission, I do not know anything about FEC enforcement

proceedings to tell. In fact, I do not know if the FEC is even

investigating my allegations. Tbe Fulani campaign's complaint

against me contains more information about "enforcement

proceedings" of the FEC than I have known heretofore.

Paragraph #26 states that I have been on a campaign seeking

maximum press exposure for my accusations against Fulani. I have

not been. William Pleasant and Marina Ortiz, who are journalists,



have made tremendous efforts to increase public awareness of

Frederick Newman 'a corruption. I have merely responded to reporters

who have questioned me. I have never contacted any reporters. Since

I did volunteer work on the Fulani campaign and that campaign lists

me in publicly filed documents as receiving money that I did not

receive, I am entitled to tell everyone that this is the case. As

to the allegation in Paragraph #27 that I was a major source of

Witties' article, Wittes used my letter as a source for his article,

but most of his article comes from FEC records that are public

papers. Wittes examined the expenditures and checked them out.

Wittes interviewed people listed in the records as having received

money from the Fulani campaign. Wittes researched the companies
Ck listed in the record as receivAg money. Wittes published the

results of his extensive research.

Block writes in Paragraph #28, with no factual basis, that I
Cr

have disclosed to persons other than Wittes my complaint and other

communications in regard to NUR 3938. Not only did no complaint nor

other FEC communications pass from me to Wittes, but I believe that

Block's assertion betrays a flawed understanding of confidentiality
01 law. As I interpret 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.12(a), a complaint filed

with the Federal Election Commission cannot be made public by

anyone except the person making the complaint. To read that section

as gagging the person who filed the complaint is overly broad and

would violate the First Amendment right to tree speech. What I

wrote in my complaint, I could legally write, publish and tell to

people because it is true and therefore not slanderous or libelous.



my freedom of speech is not curtailed by having filed a complaint

with the Federal Election Commission.

11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.12(a) is clearly intended to keep

confidential any information about how the FEC is investigating a

pending matter. The Federal Election commission and FEC employees

are clearly prevented from making public anything in regards to an

ongoing investigation. Although the language speaks broadly of no

person or entity making public a complaint, this applies to

everybody except the person who makes the complaint. A complainant

who is also a witness is entitled to reveal to others his/her

experiences. If . for instance, I had merely written a complaint to

the FEC and stated that I was not paid for services rendered,, and

then a reporter called and I told the reporter that I was not paid,,

I have not breached a duty of confidentiality: I cannot bechre
1%C

with having revealed the contents of my complaint. The goWvemt

has completely different obligations of silence and conf identiality

than citizens. To reach a different result would mean that a person

0' could write a statement to the FEC and file it as a complaint and

CIS would then have to rewrite the same statement,, perhaps using the

01 exact same words, to give to somebody else so that the statement

would not be the complaint filed with the FEC. What would be the

use of that? The provision is intended for everyone except the

person who files the complaint.

Paragraph 28 (b) alleges that I disclosed notifications sent

to me by the Commission. The language of 2 U.S.C. Sec.

437g(a)(12)(A) provides that I may disclose notifications sent to



me, though I have not done so. The relevant part of 2 U.S.C. See.

437g(a) is that, "Any notification ...s*hall not be made public.,.by

any person without the written consent of the person receiving such

notification or the person with respect to whom such investigation

is made-" This means that if I wish to make public that I have

received notification of a verified complaint filed with the

Commission, I may.

Paragraph 28 (c) alleges taht I have disclosed documentation

sent by me to the Commission. As I discussed above in this answer,

I have the right to reveal to others what I have sent to the

C; Commission. As I understand the confidentiality provisions, I can

C reveal my complaint and other documentation that I turn over to law

C'enforcement agencies,, however, law enforcement agencies cannot make

public any information about an ongoing investigation.

C17 As to allegations in Paragraph 129 that I an a law student

Fl- and that my "public disclosure of the complaint was done

intentionally and with knowledge at the time...that it was

C unlawful," is untrue. I an a law student with no knowledge of

federal election law, except that it is very plain to me that

falsifying records and embezzling money is unlawful. It is also

unlawful for an attorney to assist a client in embezzling money.

The only knowledge I had of election law came from working on

federal campaigns and through the brochure sent to me from the

Federal Election Commission, "How to file a Complaint." The

brochure states that confidentiality means that, "The law requires

that Commission activity concerning the complaint be kept strictly
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confidential until the case is resolved ... a case f ile is made

available to the public in the Press Office and the Office of

Public Records within 30 days after the parties involved have been

notified that the entire matter has been resolved.* This is my

understanding of confidentiality. This statement to the public

clearly makes "Commission activity" confidential. I had no

knowledge of and did not reveal anything about Commission activity.

If there were strict secrecy obligations imposed upon citizens

who f ile FEC complaints, then I would expect that the FEC would

have included that information in its brochure to me. If there are

- any confidentiality obligations imposed upon citizens I would

C expect the brochure to include that, but the brochure does not

0 state that a citizen is prohibited from showing someone else the

contents of a complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission.

Any ordinary person would think that a liability as great as the
C-

t-. possibility of imposition of serious penalty fines would be made

'C known to the general public in the process of filing a complaint.

C The statement in the brochure implies that it is only the FZC that

C, has the obligation to keep an investigation confidential until the

01 matter has been resolved. The brochure does not state that a

complainant may not reveal the nature of the complaint to others,

because it is perfectly appropriate for a complainant to do so.

Nobody at the FEC or elsewhere ever indicated to me in any way or

told me that I must be keep my complaint confidential.

There is no particular reason to impose upon me the obligation

of having read and researched every aspect of f ederal election law,



since I had merely volunteered to work for a federal campaign as

many uninformed citizens do. I would never had even been involved

with the FEC or these federal laws if the campaign had not

wrongfully used my name to forge checks and embezzle money. Solp an

the one hand, why should I be penalized for having brought this to

the attention of the authorities, and on the other hand, why should

the Fulani campaign benefit from their wrongdoing by using this

complaint as a means of harassment and intimidation?

Paragraph 130 alleges that my activities are part of a

concerted effort to damage and harass Dr. Newman and Dr. Fulani.

All that I have done is turn over information in my possession

C' regarding criminal activities by Dr. Newman and Dr. Fulani to the

C1, Manhattan District Attorney and the Federal Election Commission.

ON- I have also spoken truthfully to reporters who have called me and

IC I have sent to them my written statement. This is in no way
02_*

harassment.

V, William Pleasant's letters, referred to in Paragraph #31, have

CD nothing to do with me. The letters are not about me nor reflect

CII upon me or my intentions. Newman and Fulani published William's

01 letters to them and never asked that William not write to them or

communicate with them.

William and I are not "working in concert." as alleged in

Paragraph #32. 1 work at the Bronx District Attorney's Office and

William is a Journalist. I suppose that Arthur Block means that we

are working together "to get Fred" or some such nonsense, although

usually "working in concert" applies to criminal activity. As to



phone calls Block attributes to Pleasant or others, I do not know

anything about this and I did not make any phone calls. The cells

were not made from my phone,, but were made from Bob Cohen's phone.

I had been using Bob's line in January, 1994 when I filed the

complaint with the FEC. However,, in February, 1994 1 got a new

phone line and home number (718) 231-8148. Newman's abusive

therapeutic methods are largely responsible for those phone calls.

William, Bob and I are former patients of Newman. Newman, who is

not a licensed therapist, uses his therapy groups to recruit people

into the IWP and then Newman convinces his patients to give over

all their money and worldly possessions. The five women Newman

e currently lives with as "wives* are his former therapy patients:

Hazel Duran, Deborah Green, Gabrielle Kurlander, Diane Stiles,, end

Gail Elberg. The phone callis may have been made by any abused

former patients. In any case, I have nothing to do with those

phone calls. I also have nothing to do with William's letters and

to connect me to those letters by a reference to "we" that could

have been Marina Ortiz or any other number of people is entirely

spurious. I have nothing to do with William's letters or

01 journalistic work.

Block's methodology seems to be to say that I am responsible

for everything that is done by people who oppose Newman,, because

"we're all connected" somehow and after all we were all quoted in

the same articles. This is simplistic. I made reports to the

Manhattan District Attorney and the Federal Election Commission,

and I have spoken to reporters who have called me and asked for a



statement. I have also sent these reporters my written statement

because I want this matter reported accurately. I an not

responsible f or the fact that other former IMUP members have dose

and are going to do different kinds of things. I an not legally

responsible for these activities. I have not supported any of

these people in doing these things, except to support them to speak

to law enforcement officials. This is no easy task since these

people are intimidated by Newman. I certainly have not supported

them in making phone calls to the Castillo Cultural Center or in

writing letters to Newman and his associates.

In Paragraph f39,, Block writes that the "Gasink-CITY PAPER

Cthesis is that federal matching funds disbursed to the Fulani

capign must have been misspent because they were not spent to

garner votes for Fulani in the general election campaign.' This

may have been Wittes' thesis, but Block knows very well that this

is not my thesis, although I am sure he wishes it were. my thesis

is much simpler and perfectly accurate as a matter of law. my

c thesis is that the Fulani campaign funds should have been spent on

the Fulani campaign and not pocketed. Campaign employees should

not have fraudulently listed expenditures, drawn checks,, forged

them, and cashed them in order to steal from the campaign. A

second grader could get the concept really and I don't think Arthur

Block is confused, just dishonest. Paragraphs 40-44 do not add

anything to the allegations against me.

Arthur Block has filed this complaint because he wishes to

silence me. What I have been saying has been extremely damaging to



Newman and Fulani and to those people, including the attorneys * who

have assisted and supported Newman in his corruption. This

situation is of Newman's own doing. Newman's actions have caugsed

the damage to his reputation, not my having spoke the truth.

Despite Block's allegations to the contrary,, I an sure the FRC can

impartially evaluate the facts of the campaign's finances. I also

trust that the Comission can see that this complaint was f iled

against me in retaliation. Please believe that I have done nothing

maliciously or knowingly in violation of the law.

All of the above is true and accurate to the best of my

knowledge.

C Signed,

C

qz Kellie Gasink

C)D
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AAiSMi%CTO% OC Vft)

TO s

Fron:

VATS s

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERA COUNSEL

MARORIE W. ENNOV90UuIE1 J. ROSS(71
COMESS ION SECCRECTARY

OCTOBER 4, 1994

MUR 4032 - KUOAUU TO Ton C011111131011
EATD SEPTUSSER 29, 1994.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Comission on Thursday. 3e~tembec 29&- 1994 at1:0

objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(s) as indicated by

Comissioner Aikeons

Comissioner Elliott

Comissioner Mcfonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Potter

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed

the U800 1s) obeohed below:

on the meeting agenda

fat TuesdaX, October 18, 1994

?lease notify us vho will represent your Division before
the Commission on this matter.

cc

in
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W3V01 ?WE FEDZRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Natter of

Rollie Gasink -- Waiver of
Confidentiality

MUR 4032

CERTI FICATION

1I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on

October 18, 1994. do hereby certify that the Commission

decided by a vote of 6-0 to approve the appropriate

letter be sent to respondent Rollie Gasink pursuant to

the discussion of this matter in the Commission meeting.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, NeGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision,

Attest:

cretary of the Commission

C

(N.'

ct~

q~j.

0
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Date



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO'N. D C 20O61

October 24, 1994
1o111e Gasink
3150 Rochanbeau Avenue 041D
Bronx, NY 10467

33: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

This Is in response to your letter dated September 2, 1994.wherein you waive your right to confidentiality In theabove-captioned matter, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 4 37g(a)(12)(A).
C-) The waiver is hereby acknowledged by the federal glection

Comission.

The Commission will consider requests for informationconcerning this matter subject to the following considerations.First, requests must be in writing. Second, such requests villbe considered by the Commission subject to the provisions of theFreedom of information Act, the Government In Sunshine Act, andall relevant privileges which limit or preclude the release ofCC" such requested information.

if you have any questions, please contact Alva 3. Smith at(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Cr14q~su *- *40
01 Mary L. Taksar, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket
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BEFORE Tag FEDERAL E9LECTION CW~SPZ~

In the Matter of 0 E STV
Enforcement Priority

GENERAL COUNSEL'S NONTULY REPORT

This report is the General Counsel's Monthly Report to

recommend that the Commission no longer pursue the identified

lover priority and stale cases under the Enforcement Priority

system.

11. CASES RECORMENDED 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 further expenditure

of resources. Each incoming matter is evaluated using

Commission-approved criteria and cases that, based on their

rating, do not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases

are placed in this category. By closing such cases, the

Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more

important cases.

Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has

identified 22 cases which do not warrant further pursuit

relative to the other pending cases. 1 A short description of

1. These matters are: PM1 305; MUR 3976; HUE 4023; HUE 4026;
HUE 4031; MUR 4032; HUE 4036; HUE 4050; HUE 4051; HUE 4052;
HUR 4055; HUE 4056; HUE 4058; HUE 4063; HUE 4068; HUE 4072;
HUR 4073; HUE 4075; MUR 4078; HUR 4081; MUR 4082; and MUR 4083.
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each case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatively

low priority and consequent recommendation not to pursue each

case is attached to this report. See Attachments 1-22. For the

Commissiones convenience* the responses to the complaints for

the externally-generated matters and the referral for the

internally-generated matter are available in the Commission

Secretary's office.

a. stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively

more resources when the activity and evidence are old.

C' 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

INC current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of

en, our limited resources. To this end, this office has identified

V: 9 cases that have remained inactive and assigned to the Central

Enforcement Docket for one year and which it believes do not

warrant further investment of significant Commission resources. 2

a,
Since the recommendation not to pursue the identified cases is

based on staleness, this Office has not prepared separate

narratives for these cases. However, for the Commission's

convenience, the responses to the complaints for the

externally-generated matters and the referrals for the

internally-generated matters are also available in the

2. These matters are: MUR 3828; MUR 3829; RAD 93L-73;
RAD 93L-75; R&D 93L-78; R&D 93L-83; R&D 93L-84; RAD 93L-88;
and R&D 93L-91.



commission secretary*s office.

This office recomends that the Comission exercise its

prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the cases listed

below effective February 21, 1995. By closing the cases

effective February 21, 1995, C3D and the Legal Revi ew Team will

respectively have the additional time necessary for preparing

the closing letters and the case files for the public record for

these cases.

IllI. RECOIUI3DATIOUS

A. Decline to open a RUN and close the file effective
February 21, 1995 in the following matters:

1) RAD 93L.-73
2) RAD 93L-75
3) R&D 93L-78
4) R&D 93L-83
5) R&D 93L-84

Coll,6) R&D 93L-88
7) R&D 93L-91

B. Decline to open a HR, close the file effective
February 21, 1995 and approve the appropriate letter in PH 305.



-'4-

C. Take no action* close the file effective ?ebtuary 21,
1995. and approve the appropriate letter In the following
matters:

1) HUR 3626
2) MUR 3629
3) MUR 3976
4) MUR 4023
5) MUR 4026
6) MUR 4031
7) MUR 4032
8) MUR 4036
9) MUR 4050

10) MUR 4051
11) MUR 4052
12) MUR 4055
13) MUR 4056
14) MUR 4056
15) MUR 4063
16) MUR 4066
17) MUR 4072
18) MUR 4073
19) MUR 4075
20) MUR 4076
21) MUR 4061
22) M4UR 4062
23) MUR 4063

aII
General Counsel



SIFORB THE FIDURAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of
Agenda Document

Enforcement Priority ) X95-14

CURTIFICATION

1I, Marjorie ii. Unn, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Comission executive session on

February 28, 1995. do hereby certify that the Comission

took the following actions with respect to Agenda Document

*X95-14:

1. Decided by votes of 6-0 to

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

C'711) MAD 93L-75
re.,2) MAD 93L-78

3) MAD 93L-84

Co B. Take no action, close the file effective

W, February 28, 1995, and approve appro-
priate letters in the following matters:

1) MUM 3828
2) MUM 4026
3) MUM 4031
4) MUM 4032
5) MUM 4056
6) MUM 4058

(continued)



Page 2Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
rebruary 28, 1995

MUR 4068
MUR 4063

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott. McDonald,
McGarry, Potter* and Thomas voted
affirmatively on the decision with
respect to each of these matters.

2. Decided by a vote of S-1 to decline to
open a MUR and close the file effective
February 28. 1995 vith respect to
RAD #93L-91.

Commissioners Aikens. Elliott, McGarry,
Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner McDonald
dissented.

Attest:

S. e~tary of the Comission
Datel'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAINCTON. DC 204b3

march 6, 1995

Arthur R. Block, 2sq.
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
now York, NY 10012

RZ: MUR 4032

Dear Mr. Diock:

On August 10, 1994,p the Federal Election Commission
received your complaint filed on behalf of your clients Dr.

N Lenora S. Fulani, Lenora a. Fulani for President, Dr. Frederick
D. Newman, Francine Miller, and Rachel Nassad alleging certain
violations of the Federal Blection Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ('the ACt').

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the respondent. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed itiwile
in this matter on February 28, 1995. This matter will become

_ part of the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.

C) S 437g(a)(S).

01 Sincerely,

Mary L. Tksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MRl 4032
RULL1K GASINK

Authur Block, Esq. filed a complaint on behalf of Dr. Lenora
Fulani, Lenora Fulani for President Committee, Dr. Frederick
Newman, Francine Miller, and Rachel Massad alleging that Rollie
Gasink released confidential information regarding a matter under
Commission review to the Washington City Paper.

In response to the complaint. Rollie Gasink states that she
did not provide a copy of her complaint filed with the Federal
Election Commission to anyone and that the statement in the

newspaper article that "Gasink released a copy of the complaint to
the Washington CITY PAPER" is inaccurate. Ms. Gasink states that
she provided Benjamin Wittes, the author of the article in the
Washington City Paper, with a copy of her notarized letter to the
Manhattan District Attorney's Office, a letter which she included
with her complaint to the Commission. Ms. Gasink states that her
letter to the Manhattan District Attorney had already been made
public in an article that appeared in the New York Daily News on
November 5. 1993. According to Ms. Gasink, she told Mr. Wittes
that she had filed a complaint with the Commission but she did not
release any information regarding the enforcement proceeding to
Mr. Wittes.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters
pending before the Commission.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. OC 204

March 6, 1995

Nellie Gasink
31S0 Rochambeau Avenue #41D
Bronx, NY 10467

RE: RUR 4032

Door Me. asink:

On August 17, 1994, the Federal Election commission
notified yu of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Rlection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of

C the complaint was enclosed vith that notification.

fle- After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial

CN discretion and to take, no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed ts file in this
matter on February 28, 1995.

11C The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(12) no
CC, longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,

although the complete file must be placed on the public record
tel vithin 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 vhen received.

if you have any questions, please contact Alva 9. Smith at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. >aksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NMR 4032
RELLIE GASINK

Authur Block, Esq. filed a complaint on behalf of Dr. Lenora
Fulani, Lenora Fulani for President Committee, Dr. Frederick
Newman, Francine Miller, and Rachel Massad alleging that Kellie
Gasink released confidential information regarding a matter under
Commission review to the Washington City Paper.

in response to the complaint, Kellie Gasink states that she
did not provide a copy of her complaint filed with the Federal
Election Commission to anyone and that the statement in the
newspaper article that *Gasink released a copy of the complaint to
the Washington CITY PAPER" is inaccurate. Ms. Gasink states that
she provided Benjamin Wittes, the author of the article in the
Washington City Paper, with a copy of her notarized letter to the
Manhattan District Attorney's Office, a letter which she included
with her complaint to the Commission. Ms. Gasink states that her
letter to the Manhattan District Attorney had already been made
public in an article that appeared in the New York Daily News on
November 5, 1993. According to Ms. Gasink, she told Mr. Witte*
that she had filed a complaint with the Commission but she did not
release any information regarding the enforcement proceeding to
Mr. Wittes.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters
4pending before the Commission.
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