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Re: Filing of Verified Complaint pursuant to
2 U.S.C. § 4379 _against Kellie Gasink

Dear Mr. Noble:

N

1 enclose a verified complaint being filed by my
clients, Dr. Lenora B. Fulani, Dr. Frederick D. Newman, Francine
Miller, Esqg., Rachel Massad, and lenora B. Fulani for President
Committee, against Kellie Gasink.

N5

My clients, the complainants herein, are the
respondents in a pendinag complaint/enforcement matter, MUR 3938,
which was commenced by Ms. Gasink. My clients’ complaint agains
Gasink alleges disclosure(s) of confidential materials and
information in MUR 3938 in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12)
gt 1 C.FP.R. § 111:.21.
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The enclosed complaint consists of the following:

Verified Complaint
Verification statements sworn to by Fulani, Newman, Miller,
ind Massad
Exhibit A: Copy of article in The City Paper (July 8, 1994)
entitled "lenora & the Money-Go-Round"
Exhibit B: Affidavit of Daniel Friedman, Ph.D. (8/7/94)
Exhibit : Telephone billing ri rds
Exhibit : Letter dated /1 from Wil!iam Pleasant to

2 90 4

1t (8/7/94)
Newman (8/7/94)
William Pleasant

Pleasant to Dr.

nt to Dr. Falan)
y Gas1nk
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Exhibit G: Motion for Resubmission

Exhibit H: Letter dated May 13, 1994 from Richard Mayberry,
Esq. to Hon. Trevor Potter re: Motion for
Resubmission

Exhibit I: Letter dated May 24 1994, from lois lLerner to
Richard Mayberry, re: Commission denial of Motion
for Resubmission

Exhibit J: Complaint, Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ. 4461 (KTD),
(S.D.N.Y.), filed June 17, 1994. (copy)

Exhibit K: Letter dated July 1, 1994 from Richard Bader to
Arthur Block (w/ enclosure)

Exhibit L: Letter dated July 22, 1994 from Arthur Block to
Richard Bader

Exhibit M: Memorandum from FEC Office of General Counsel to
Commission dated July 8, 1994, recommending
adoption of repayment determination for Fulani
Committee

Exhibit N: Letter from Lawrence Noble to Fulani Committee
dated July 29, 1994, regarding opening of inguiry
against Committee and decision not to adopt
repayment determination
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Very truly yours,

VTR <o

Arthur R. Block

ARB/bp

Harry Kresky, Esq.
Richard Mayberry, Esq.
Lenora Fulani, Ph.D.
Frederick Newman, Ph.D.
Francine Miller, Esq.
Rachel Massad
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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

Complainants, VERIFIED COMPLAINT

--against-- MUR L{_Q _32':

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

Complainants DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FREDERICK D.

5

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

N

PRESIDENT, by their attorneys, Arthur R. Block, Esq., Harry
Kresky, Esq., and Richard Mayberry, Esq., for their verified

complaint respectfully show and allege the following:

C
o
3

1 I Complainants are the respondents named by the

Federal Election Commission (FEC or Commission) in a pending

10 4

complaint /enforcement matter, MUR 3938. Their home addresses are

set forth in the margin.'

9

2. Respondent KELLIE GASINK (Gasink) is the
complainant in MUR 3938. Her home address as set forth by her i

1150 Rochambeau Ave., 241D, Bronx, N.Y. 10467.

Dr. lenora B. Fulani 384 West End Ave. New York, NY
2 bDr. Frederick D. Newman, 60 Bank Street, New York NY
14, Francine Miller, Esg. 200 West 60th Street, New York, NY
' t, New York NY 10032,
enora B. Fulani for President, « Arthur R. Block, Esq. 72

chi Massad, i o 169th Stre

Spring Street, Suite 120 New York, NY 12 .




3. Complainants allege that Gasink violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(l2) and 11 C.F.R. & 111.21 by disclosing information
about, and documents filed in, MUR 3938. A mass circulation
publication, the Washington City Paper, has published a lengthy
cover story which 1s based upon Gasink’s allegations in the
papers she has tiled with the Commission in MUR 3938; the author
of the feature article states that "Gasink released a copy of the
complaint to the Washington City Paper.”

Procedural Background
Gas:nk first purported to file a complaint against

the complainants herein (hereinafter "Fulani et al.") on or about
February 7, 19%4. 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
in the New York Dally News.

5. By letter dated February 8, 1994, the Commission
advised Gasink that her purported complaint was defective because
it was not sworn to under oath. Sece copy of letter annexed heretc

as Exhibit }F. 'he Commission sent a copy of the letter to the

Fulani Committee together w 1 the unsworn purpoerted complaint

materials.
ifter February 22, 1994 and
resubmit her complaint
>re the same as

paragraph letter now wa




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

page statement tc the District Attorney still was unsworn.

74 The Commission then sent to the Fulani Committee,

Dr. Fulani, Dr. Newman, Ms. Miller and Ms. Massad, (hereinafter
collectively reterred to as "Fulani") a notice that a verified
complaint had been tiled 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.
'hrough counsel, Fulanli communlicated to the FEC’s
Office of Genera! Counsel their objection to the Commisslion
proceeding to investigate any allegations 1n the unsworn
statement to the District Attorney or in the Daily News article.
Fulani’s counsel also objected to the Commission’s naming of
NHewman as a respondent because there were no allegations against
him in the one paragraph sworn letter, and he was nelther the
candidate nor a treasurer of the candidate’s committee.
The Otfice of General Counsel informed Fulani‘’s
1t would proceed to review all of the allegations
paragraph letter, the unsworn filve page
Dally News
irticle alone
ondent 1n MUR
motion

asink a notice




complaint sworn under penalties of perjury, and giving her an
opportunity either to swear to its contents or to withdraw it.
See copies of motion and supplement to motion, annexed hereto as
Exhibits G and H.

'he Commission denied Fulani‘s motion. See
Exhibit 1. It declined to take the simple step of mailing Gasink
ancther torm letter notifying her of the need to swear to the
truth of every allegation of her complaint. Instead of using
this i1nexpensive and stralghtforward means of responding to
Fulani’s legal objections and ensuring that no party could be
concerned that the Commission was exceeding its jurisdiction in
investigating unsworn allegations, the Commission chose to assert
a legal position that 1t could investigate the unsworn
allegations in the five page letter and in the Daily News

article.

12. Fulani brought sult against the Commission in the

United States District Court, Southern District of New York,
claiming that the Commission’s mpt to investigate unsworn
llegations 1n a comj initiated enforcement proceeding was a
i1 the Commission’s
[ts’ constitutional
Exhibit J

he Commlisslon

federal




Commission 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.

Oon 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 Casink pertaining to MUR 3938, and that
the Commissicon considered the lawsuit to be moot.

The next day, the Commission faxed Fulani’s
counsel a copy of a fax to it of the purported verification.
Exhikbit 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 Casink, and of disclosure of the

circumstances by which this purported veritication materialized

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, 199 copy annexed hereto as Exhibit
K.

«quently renewed the demand
for disclosure 1l writk ral communications between Gasink
and the Commis n ol f the clircumstances surrounding the
creation oOf he ported verification. See lLetter from Arthur

innexed hereto




Wittes and the Washington City Paper

18. On or about April 7, 1994, Benjamin Wittes, a
journalist, telephonically contacted Jacqueline Salit (who is an
assistant to and spokesperson for Dr. Fulani, and Deputy Campaign
Manager ot the 1992 Fulani Campaign Committee), seeking comment
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
referred to by Wittes in these discussions included many of the
identicai allegations contained 1n the Casink submissions to the
Commission which the Commission had accepted as a complaint and

had designated as MUR 3938. Id.

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

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

copy of article annexed hereto as Exhibit A.)} It was entitled
"lenora & the Money-Go-Round -- Or How the 1992 Presidential
Campaign of Lenora Fulan! and Her Eminence Grise, Dr. Fred
Newman, Reaped 11ll1oi n Federal Election Commission Matching
was the receipt of
‘cusations by Gasink

botn respondents in MUR




21. Wittes explicitly states in the article that
Gasink provided him with a copy of her complaint to the FEC
against Dr. Fulani et al.:

The FEC contirms that it received a

complaint from Gasink, but will provide no

other i1nformation. Gasink released a copy of
the complaint to the Washington City Paper.

supplied) Ex. A, p. 22.

Wittes makes at least five other retferences to

Gasink’s confidential complaint teo the FEC. Ex. A, pp. 19, 24,

25, 286 wJl,
§ 437g(a)(12)(A) provides:

Any notification or investigaticn made under
this secticn shall not be made public by the
Commissicn or by any person without the
written consent of the person receiving such
notification or the person with respect tc
whom such investigation is made.

C.F.R. § 111.21(a) provides:

Except as provided in 11 CFR 111.20, no
complaint filed with the Commission, nor any
notification sent by the Commission, nor any
investigation conducted by the Commission,
nor anv 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
complaint was filed, the notification sent,
the investigation conducted, or the finding
maQe .

emphas1s supplied

the complainants

entorcement




26. The facts of this case warrant the prosecution
Gasink to the fullest extent ot 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.

As shown by her submissions i1n MUR 3938, after

filing a complaint with the Manhattan District Attorney she

instigated coverage of the confidential District Attorney
investigation by the Dailly News. In a similar pattern, it
appears that atter tiling MUE 3638 with the Commission, Gasink
gave a copy c¢f the complaint to Wittes and was a major source of
nis article. Public disclosure of CGasink’s complaint in a mass
circulaticon publication is by her design.

Upen information and belief, after filing her
complaint Gasink disclosed to persons (1in addition to Wittes):
{a} her complaint; (b)) notificaricns and communications sent to
her by the Commission regarding MUR 3938; and (c) notifications,
documentation and/or communications sent by her to the Commission
regarding Ml

s a law
understanding the

nformation and




Gasink’s

Y0 .

confidentiality in

effort by Casink and others to damage and harass Dr.

Fulani,

media contacts and

'hese

lengthy letters

Fulan: and
32 ’le
are both

They named

City Paper and the

telephone to n

innexed hereto as
Friedman

of six harassing phone calls that

telephone to Dr.

the

calier

here

annexed

this

their activities and their supporters,

law

"1tten IL”:'

Danie Friedman, as

1sant

Newman.

violation of federal law of

case 15 a continuation of a concerted

Newman, Dr.

by playing off
enforcement agencies.

are documented in a series of

wWilliam Pleasant to Dr. Newman, Dr.

described more fully below.

and Gasink have been working in concert.

as sources of the articles

in the Washington

News. Pleasant has used Gasink’s home

harassing phone calls to Dr. Newman.

Friedman sworn to on the 7th day of

Exhibit B.

testifiles about listening to recordings

were placed from Gasink’s home

He positively 1dentifies Pleasant as

ieastT

etters from Pleasant are

dated July

Newman




article and the role of Pleasant and his colleagues in helping to
produce 1it.

b. A series of letters from Pleasant to Newman
prior to the Washington City Paper article is attached as Exhibit
2 to the Newman Aff.

A letter from Pleasant to Friedman dated "May
Day 1994" 15 annexed to the Friedman Affidavit as Exhibit 2.

A series of letters from Pleasant to Dr.
Fulani 1s annexed to the Affidavit of Dr. Fulani sworn to on
7th day of Augqust 1994, as Exhibit 1.

The FPleasant 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

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

off the press and law enforcement agencies. Pleasant talks about
authors and editors 1nvolved in articles attacking Newman and

Fulani 1ty Paper), Lucas Rivera and Andrew Cooper

(City Sun) as 1if hey are his colleagues and collaborators.

most recent letter to Newman begins:

PAPER article?" At the end of




(emphasis supplied) (The "we" presumably includes Gasink, the
principal source named by the City Phgqr;d

Pleasant’s letter (p. !, par. 1) also compares the
City Paper 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 City
Paper] was certainly an improvement over the CITY SUN pieces last
October, don’t you think?"

38. This history shows that for an extended period of

time, Gasink and Pleasant have been trving to create an lnterplay
' Y

between law enforcement investigations (which they have
instigated) by among other things, leaking confidential
information about investligative activity to journalists. This is
intended to give their allegations as much public exposure and
credibility as possible. We believe that the violation of
federal confidentiality regulations to further these goals

most egregious type of violation of these guarantees. The

1t the heart of the Commission’s enforcement

prejudicial

rcement agencies




is that Gasink et al. have gotten the City Paper 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 campalan must have been misspent because they were not

spent to garner votes tor Fulani in the general election

campalgn. 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 contidential complaint
before the Commission had an opportunity tc review it and reach a
conclusion without the gilare of publicity and threatened
Congressional hearings (see below) has created a lynch mob

atmosphere that makes an impartial review of the Gasink charges

must conclude from the specific actions of
Gasink in fthis case, and from the modus operandi of her and
William Pleasant from which this conduct flowed, that Gasink
violated confidentiality with the intent of promoting publicity
for this confidential complaint matter that would put pressure on
the Commission 3 7 open and pursue investigation(s} of Fulani
r nonexi ent vidence; and (b) to
d federal law.
onfidential
that he spoke

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.

Gasink provided the reporter with the means to
give Gasink’s allegations the cloth of authority by telling the
Senator that the FEC was investigating them. Upon information
and beliet, it 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 aliegations.

Furthermore, there 1s reason to believe that
Gasink’s violation of tederal law in disclosing the complaint and
investigation to the City Faper has had the intended (by her)
effect of causing the Commission to pbroaden its investigation of
Fulani.

1994, the same day that the City
Paper article about Fulani was published, the Commission’s Office
of General Counsel issue Memorandum to the Commission
vote to adopt the final

the final audit report

andum nexed hereto




into the Fulani campaign’s finances. See Letter from Commission
General Counsel to Fulani dated July 29, 1994, copy annexed
hereto as Exhibit N.

- 1 Two days later, on July 28, 1994, the
Commission, contrary to the recommendation in the OGC Memorandum
of July 8, 1994, voted not to adopt the repayment determination
set torth in the tinal audit report previously adopted by the
Commission. 1d.

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 intormation and belief, the
Commissioners’ knowledge of the City Paper article influenced
them to take the actions described in (k) and (c¢) above.

44. At the 1nception of MUR 3933, the Commission

violated federal law and requlations to conduct an unfair and
overly broad review of the materials submitted by Gasink. Given

the Commission’s predisposition to exceed 1ts jurisdiction in

investigating Fulani, the additional developments of the City

Paper article reportinc n the confidential complaint, the
threatened Senate hearings, the Commission’s opening up of an
inguiry under 11 o F Ry 9.3, 1 the Commission’s eleventh
hour decision nct 1d oy the final repayment determination,
for the Commission
11 legations that

1S 1ncumbent




upon the Commission to vigorously investigate Gasink’s violation
ot confidentiality and to impose maximum penalties upon her for

the reasons set forth herein.

WHERFFORE your complainants respectiully pray that the

Commission find reason to believe that respondent Gasink has

violated, inter alia, 2 U.S5.C. 437g(a)(l2) and 11 C.F.R- §111.23
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




act constituting a violation of FECA because of her willful and
malicious conduct, pursuant to §437g(al(6)(C), and/or such other
fines and penalties that may be imposcd for the violations set

forth herein.

Respecttully submitted,

DR. LENORA B. FULANI1, DR. FRED
NEWMAN, FRANCINE MILLER,
RACHEL MASSAD, and LENORA B.
FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,

Ol 13604

ARTHUR K. BLOCK

Attorney for Complainants
2 Spring St.

Sulte 1201

New York, New York 10012
{212) 966-0404

{

Mooy, fCnnk Gete
o ety e 2

HAERY Y

Attorney for Complainants

250 West 57th Bt.

Sulte 2015

New York, New York 10107
212)581~-1516

/L(([(f"< /é/‘uy{):(L

RTCHARD MAYBERRY e
\ttorney for Complainants
3 ' t. N.W.

20006




STATE OF NEW YORK )
)ss. :
COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

VERIFICATION

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

3 1 am the complainant in the verified complaint
annexed hereto.

- 8 I have read the foregoing verified complaint and
know the contents thereof.

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 theose matters, | believe it to be true.

4, Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit J is
a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in
Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.4461 (KITD)(S5.D.N.Y.). The allegations in
sai1d court compliaint are true to my own knowledge except as to
the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and
pelief and, as to those matters, T believe 1t to be true.

wr -1
New York

1964

. t ) Bl
;:>§pm/{f, / '4(/ )24
[ENORA B. tKht -




STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

I am the complainant in the verified complaint
annexed hereto.

= J I have read the toregoing verified complaint and
know the contents thereof.

X The same 1s 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 kelileve it to be true.

4. Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit ;r is
1 copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in

94 Civ.4461 (KTD)(S.D.N.¥.}. The allegations in
sald court complaint are true to my own knowledge except as to
the matters therein stated te be alleged on infermation and
nelief and, as to those matters, I believe 1t to be true.

Dated: New York, New York
August F , 1994

e e

FREDERICK D. NEWMAN, PH.D.




VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

)
eS¢
)

FRANCINFE MILLER, FEsq. being duly sworn, deposes and

I am the complainant 1n the verified complaint
annexed hereto.

I have read the foregoing verified complaint and
know the contents thereof.

The same is true to my own knowledge except as to
the matters therein stated toc be alleged on information and
belief and s to those matters, I bellieve 1t to be true.

Annexed to the Verified Complaint as Exhibit J 1s
a copy of the complaint filed by me and my co-plaintiffs in
Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.4461 (KTD)(S.D. The allegations 1n
sai1d court complaint are true tc my own knowledge except as to
the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and
belief and, s to those matters, I believe it to be true.

Dated: New York, New

August %

SW‘-\'M ‘-,) ‘:("W «
e " ft-- - ~ . ("-" 4 < *

Aug -~ 1 494
)/

.
(et ISk

ARTHUR R BLOCK
Notary Public State of New York
No. 31-4862471
Quahit:ed in New York County
Commussion Expires Apni 30, 19§ >




STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ;SO-.

RACHEIL, MASSAD, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1 I am the complainant in the verified complaint
annexed hereto.

! have read the toregoing verified complaint and

know the contents therecot.

< The same 1s true to my own knowledge except as to
the matters therein stated to be alleged on intormation and
belief and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

4. Annexerl to the Veritied Complaint as Exhibit J is
a copy of the complaint ti1led by me and my co-plaintiffs in
Fulani v. FEC, 94 Civ.44€l (KTD)(3.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, 1 believe it to be true.

Dated: New York, New York
August 3 , 1994

. { 7 )
S R ‘ e tow s .

e . Byl o v ACHEL MASSAD
Rl S 2 7‘?,‘1‘['-1 -

, ‘i ’ \ :
L L_«Aﬂ/"—\/\.a“ e ‘L{‘f é\

ARTHUR R. BLOCI
Notary Public, State ol

b

-~
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Qualified

Commission
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Lenora & %o

Or How the 1992 Presidential Campaign of Lenora Fulani and Her Eminence Grise, Dr.
Fred Newman, Reaped $2 Million in Federal Election Commission Matching Funds
BY BENJAMIN WITTES (19]
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Lenora &

the Money-
Go—R

In 1992, ﬂnmesodumalcampugnoflmFdaumemdSZmionﬁmﬂnFedenlﬂecﬁon

IN A FIELD OF PRESIDENTIAL HOPEFULS that included such
ke cannons as Pat Buchanan, Jerry Brown, and Ross Perot, none of
19925 candhdates fired first and asked questions later muore often than Dr
[ enora Fulam of the lefust New Alliance Party NAP ) In the heat of the
New York pnmary campaign, though she was not on the New York ballor,
<he hevkled front-runner Bill Clinton as he gave a health care speech at
New York's Harlern Hospital, standing on her chair and leading a handful
ot her supporters 1 the chant  “Democracy now!™  The
N APers were protesting the exclusion of long shot Democratic candidate
1 arrv Agran from an upcoming Jdebate. Fulan:. a short black woman who
nodds a doctorate in developmental psvchology from the Ciry Universaty of
New York and talks bke a relic from a late-"6lk ume capsule, shouted at
Clnton unrl he cut has speech short and lett the room

You just mer black people on Super Tuesday when vou need-
od themn.” the New Yirk Times quoted her accusing Clinton.

A month earber, Fulam nearly heckled Paul Tsongas off the
New York baliot The self-descnbed crusader for more demo- |
cratic ballot access forced a line-by -line review of the 13,952 sig-
narures on Tsongas” ballot petinons to make sure each was
wathin the letter of New York's arcane ballot-access laws. Only
a wechmucal error in Fulant's challenge allowed a judge to invab-
43¢ 1t and save Tsongas' place on the ballot. Fulan’'s challenge
Jrew the attenuon of the nauonal press, pubbcizang a woman
most voters had never heard of.

. Fulani also sued 10 have the League of Women Voters' tax ex- |
empuon revoked after the league excluded her from one of s
presidenual primary debates She fled three other swits to pro-
re<t the exclusion of third-party candidates from debates On
the dav New York police tried to block her entrance to a Chinton
< Brwn debate, a not erupted in which three police officers
pere imured

But there was more to Fulam’s 1992 campaign tor the Democrate nonu-
aauon for president, and her subsequent third-party candidacy. than agt-
peop and hugauon. There was the back-room gmdance of NAP emmence
e Dr Fred Newman: a pecubar fusion of psvchotherapy and polincs. a
sub rasa polincal core made up of the underground remnants of a self-de-
ctared Manast-Leniust revolutonary organizauon: and a 28-vear history
i pohitical opporturusm that once made Newman a politcal bedfeliow of
[ vndon [aRouche

And there was monev from the U S Treasunv: Fulam pad tor 48 per-

ent of her $4 2-million pnmary campaign with matching funds from the

Federal Flecnon Commussion  FEU . garnenng almost as much from the
texds as Democratic hopetuls Tom Harkin and Bob Kerrev In tact. by De
cember 1991, Fulani’s campaign communuttee had qualified for more in Fh
matching funds than the Bush campaign. according to FEC records

Federal funding of a margnal poliucal campaign like Fulani's, especially

s the tune of $2 mullion, 15 enough to give vou pause betore checking the
FEC pressdential contnbution box on vour 140 Fulam didn’t win a single
Diemanrane delegate, atrractng only 42 votes in the New Hampshure pn-

“\‘0-7

marv out of 167,900 cast, and she dropped
out of the Democraue race prior to the
Apnl T New York pnmarv in order 1o
stage a thurd-party effort under the New
Alhance Pantv banner
What's more, an exammauon of 21,019
pages of the NAP's public fihngs with the
FEC shows that at least $901.495 of the
campaign’s $4.16],164 total pnmary budg-
et went to organizations that share offices.
phones. and leadership with the NAP
The NAP presidenual campaign made di
=g fecl  pavments to  law

money, and wlhere
\\ firms, lawvers, PR fime as it Spell!?
/4 a newspaper, and an ac - -

~4 countuing and pavrol} firm that NAP spokeswoman Jacque
" line Sabit acknowledges are “Connected to [the NAP's)
broad poliucal movement
Salrt categoncally deres any
the NAP. but some ex-members of disagree
Thev accuse the campaign of shuocing federal matching
A 4 money 1o these atfiiated for profit organzauens. Former
& | members also allege that the Fulani campaign made out
checks to them—<hetks that they never saw or endorsed
X —that were subsequently cashed at a New York bank
~a NN And an audit by the FEC alleges other NAP campaign it

Commission’s
matching funds
program. How did
her fringe
candidacy qualify
for so much

wrongdomng on the part

the party

o Fermer NAP members, inctuding Manna Oruz. Dawn
Fnend. B }. Lee. Elizabeth Gnichnst, Robert Cohen, and
- William Pleasant, alw accuse the NAP of exploiung 1ts
L Ls members and the matching-fund svstems
But the most damnung cnngue of the 1992 Fulans for President campaign
15 offered by former NAPer Kellie Gasink. a New York law student who
worked on that campaign as a fund-rarser  In her sworn complant hied
with the FEC, Gasink descnibes the expenditure repons the campaign filed
with the FEC as “fabncated and false. By which | mean intentionallv false
The documents do not appear to contain any mustakes. but instead are s
rather well-crafied fabncatnon,” she wnies

Whether or not the charges of wrongdoing leveled by Gasink and the
others are true. the ulumate scandai ot the Fular tor President campaign
1s that i1 demonstrates the ease with which polincal ammals such as 1he
NAP can gather massive amounts of FEC matching funds, and how Linle

accountability the feds have budt into the svstem
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ONE OF THE MOST ENDURING lett sectanan phoenixes to arise out
of the ashes of "ol radicaiism, the NAP s led by New York psvcholog

therapist Dr Fred Newman Newman and his
cubiar brand of tar-lelt polines onoa 25
{968,

crew have sailed their pe
vear odvesev through several pols
orgamzanon called “1F . THEN

they formed an

cal oceans In

By Benjamin Wittes
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mate leftist at the time of the collaboration
and boasted ol the Newmanites' being s
mong the first on ihe Lelt 1o exphonly whon
uty LaRouche as 4 neolasoms ™

Yet the IWT was little mare than i b
within New York Cuv's already andd pelis
until the 1979 founding of the NATP and
Newman's first forave into electoral poliy
In the subsequent 1% vears. the J ha
run candidates in dozens of congs 1
mavaral, and gubernatonal clectione 1
New York. Vulans has run tor heurcng
governor 19820 mgvir of New Yo
1985, and goverinn 1986 [In addi
NAT has waged thiee national presd
campa.zns, hiese placing Dennis Serr
the ba'® st m ¥ states i 1984, and 1
lam on the ballow il S0 e

Iestrnct liir i oats YRR 1}

A et It (RSN
Suin "~ ]
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shich acoondirg 10 Boston hased resear her
Chip Berfer “posded itsell on s anarchisti
ml Confrontarsnal approach o organics
e weraness-rasing A lew vear
Sewmanites started the (Coenters
and later the
Py, whih

w late TR Ex

. ¥ it % . Former FEC sttomey Kenneth Gross siplains the kintatons of FEC enfercessent procedures.

v Fund rasung wyncthung a
NAP excels. Once innde the “1endeny,
the WP calls is vanous poliucal arms, I P
members are required to pay cash dues, the
amount of which vanes, according 1 .

i oty of science Siani
U niers:ty and no formal 1 g In |
hology . Newman practices what he (a2
sl therapn ™ in New York, where no ad
vantod Trameng 18 mequuired for pevchoiogical

AP member Ann Decker, who sull

of the NAP ex
founding of the

nschors Blame 1t on the state of New
Yorkg=Newnan 1obd Newsday, 10 reference
10 how someone with as few credental
he could M allowed 1o pracice | Newmuan s
pevehifpotmacal gospel inks revodution in o«

hbving organzaton the Ran
anon whose name in

n with the Rev Jesse Jacksn's
non-——even though the two

Afier heaping

ot connected

members Robert Coben reports paving §
i dues at secret biweekly cell mectie
Dawn Frend, despate being unemplh
pard $20 evern rwo weeks. Former five
[WP member Manm Onu csnmates
she forked over between 10 and 15 per

wn dunng the 1958 campaign
ih rurned agaunst lum: Fu
kson g Vselloy

ety 1o the heaith of the mdivadaal. giving B
the [T an Orwellan sheen The INP p A Idet
MG memhers not onlv 3 pobtcal agencs M |
bat 2 Lie agrnda, concentranng & Inghtening v A g 4
am ¢ of power in the hands of 115 ¢ 5
Nedman Sa0 described has relationchig
hre pateenes a3 that of 2 “benevolent despx

ramg v Broce Shapiro’s May 4
c 1o the Nanom, and he serves both as
o therapest and ac panty keader
I knew when | janed NAP that it »
and | knew when | lefr 11 wa
r hig wride 1984 NAP preadentia

1o [denims Serrette, whoe broke with

of her 1otal income in dues dunng her ter
n the partyv, and she clasms that other
three times that percentage Another sour e
with could only estrmate that she pasd “less 1f
of her salary. Coben alw
that the IWT lcadership orders memix
who recave tax-return checks 1o sign ¢
wer to the parmv. Moreover, Newmur
qorven his followers cral therapy s mandatory for [\UP memi«
e with LaRouche « Na Cohen Jlaims he pasd an average of S8 ror
| month in therapy fees for eight sesor
In addion 10 supporung the parts’'s w s
many WP members are
phoved by or wvolunteer a1 orgar
aligned with the NAP O worked
t lor the now et

ther leftisl organizatsns

< a chome refationsh
arpton and an on-aga
1 the Natwor

prose practcally every

ms 10 stand for In the

i wie thard

f Islam and

bt -ded
with dues

he wake of tha! elect
grr 1o understand that NAP wae
WTTSSIVE OFgAnLZal unpaxd voly
Communicat
an unpadd fund-raser for the now et
Rainboss Lobby Dawn Friend was aswa

W as it als
ns PR firm (ohen w
NAF emovs particularty unt

w th other progressive orga ed that LaRouche was a legiu
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| the Castillo Cultural Center, as was Wil NAFP suv emphwvees of Newman's | the Demacrati race when she did, and run

i Duickworth, who would not confirm that organizatwas, it is unpossible 10 deternune I t not g only an the presidential prunaries of

b had ever been an 1T member Indivad how many NAP members gave moncy to the | ‘ several turd panas i which she could

s who worked for the 1992 TFulani cam campaign and how many were pad for their tally wan 20 pevcent of the vote, Fulan con
servies in part with marchung funds But | fh(’ Charges Of i tnued o collect marching funds

pagn on a alan hasis, acording o FEC
vooids, were generally pad between $100
acd § M) per week

FFEC filings show that of 71 campaign work: | § Fulami and her advisers thought out this

ers salaned by the campaugn between its ine | uTongdo’ng leveled by l strategy in advance She had informed FEo

Lven those ex parmy membrers whoe defend epton and February 1992, 53 gave anwwnts former NAPer KCIII(’ Charrman John M Garry moan Ot 9, 1991,
| . Deme

the party admit that Newman extracted in large enough 10 he histed—aner 3200 The letter that i addhnen o running as a

dibl long houre from hes followers Savs number of NAP & uvists contnbuting 1o the r - rat and @ NAPvr . she was also a cands Lite
Duwckwaorth, who admuts that aspevts of the campagre and also being pad out of us | GaSlnk and the Othefs are tor the presidennal nonunaton in the Cal
party were Cculish™ but disisses acoua treasury, however, was grealer than $3, be forni Peace and Treedom Party prunan

| -
as of brainwashung or svstematik cam ' lause at icast mine ndividuals gave matcha | mv Ihe ulllmate scandal which she won | the Hhnos Salidanty Pary
g violatons, “Xe're talkang about peo ' hie comtnibutions o the campaign at the | Of lhl.’ Fula"" for primary . the \rlln.ml Liberty Parts prin

phe who held exght - hour a day jobs and then same Ume they were salanad by enterprises ;: and the South Carclina Uned Cioen
sorked untl 1o 2 n the morming o a vol downg business with the campaign = & iy [ Ay premary The NAP psell condu ted
et haus (mher preuadental campaigns routinely | Pres‘denl Campalg" 15 | no pramary - By itormang the FEC ol ber
I wther ex-members, however, the long empho people who also dJonate to thewr own A wtent teoseek the nominations of thew par
pasd o underpasd hours that IWT mem candhidates, and those dollars are yust as rou Ihal 114 de'nons"a'es th(’ tes and by ot placing herself on g second
bers hg 10 umpie explotation. Cohen esti tinely marched by the feds. But the aggres . Demuxcratic Party promany ballot, Fulan
« that he w lgi over S0 hours per sve way the NAP 'm;\\’ fupds from the €ase 1 '!th u‘thh POI"'C“l : mained elipble for matching funds unnl e
<k fir the party on top of s regular jobs FEU invites sorutiny & = " 4 > primary scason etnded o Aupust Al by
Hie expenence, he I.nnl‘. was  tvpsal Sull, there s nothing diegal about salaned a’"'nuls Su‘h as 'h" ‘\AI b tund rang effon e apac
1 he IMT) demandad that members give party members @ving to the campaign, says = . Thanks W the geoerous matching fod
v houir thar thev had The wav they Kenneth Gross, 3 Washungion lawver and can gath(’r massive svstern, Tulani's machine keg 5
roke ghout 0 wae thal your me wasn't former head of FEC  enforcement It 1 ~ g alter the primary « nded atching
an The nme o our tme—ithe tend thev're real campagn workers and they're amounts O_’ FI:(J tunds support only primany campagns. bae
ey 't collective tume really alaned. and they rrally paid taxes on . the FEC recognizes that campaign ex) .
When the 92 prew Jenitial campasgn rotled the mones . then i1's not necessanly a prob- matChl"gfu’uiS, and hou' don’t stop the day of the last pnimary  The
wound, the [P alwo appealed 10 its devo lem I Ly A FEC does, however. fund the gener am
ces for matchabie contnbutions. In addivon Roughiv 1,700 contnbutors gave at lcast ht'le accou"‘ab'l".\ pagns ol the two mawr party candililes
members’ regular dues and therapy fees, $200 each 1o the Fularu campaugn, according . with $55% mulbon each | Candidates ae al
avs Caunk, “We were all told that we had 10 the campargn’s FEC filings, but since do- lhe feds ha've b‘lllll lowed o matchabl
" EIve maumum amount matchable bv | nations of less than $200 are not reported = - butons mares, with ol
the povernment = She adds, “I had 1w give wut are matchabie . the total number of into lhe S.‘Stm' gibalaty 1 1 v
€250 1o the campaugn in "92, because that contributors 1o the campagn s unknown . the FEC on the final |
was ging ' be matchable ™ Former TWP T rarse $2 mulbon in matchable contnbu- ered the Woshmgion ['owt this explananon gibility b ..U.n latng the W
members Pleasan and Ornz concur with tons. the Pulan campaign had 1o have per- ni's exat "It was clear that [Fulan febt of the campugn As | |
{aank, g tha [T members were toid suaded 3t least X000 indivduals—and x- not weloomed by the Democrate Par date 15 wbanng donanons thar g !
M ove the manmum matchang amount " persuaded many more—to  donate . matching funds ar pending that n 1
{ ohen does new remember whether he was mency NAP cnims offer 2 siampler explanation, tpay 1 I g debe, the [T
cred 10 comtribeate, only that he dod FEC saving tha Fulani abandoned the New York continue to mat ¢ }
Seoord reveal that the campaign rarsed mon her wolding Democrats in New Deminratic contest because  under  FEC Bush and Teomgas primary campag :
rom  campmugn  workery, the  feds Hamp<hure and rmsing money as a rules, her poor showmng in New Hampshure example. receved matching [ Veoa
Demacrat, Fulan: suddenly withdrew would have reguured her 1o wan 20 pervem March 192 l ikewise, Fulamn conunped 1o

at hed theme - ontobutions, and the cam
pasd theme workers from the New York Democratic prumary f the New York vote 10 remain elygble for | recerve primary marching funds s she
NAP spokeswoman Madelvn Chapman of the lucrauve matchung funds. By dichung m irsoed her ge '.c‘al election campauge

abeern e of an exhausuve hst
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“xi . Fulani spent $465.943 on the gen
a—pagn  none of whch was federal
and muscled her way onfo natwonal
« and radio alk shows, hagging a
w tamde 217,219 votes in the November
Ihe Libertanan Party, whih had
runming presidental cam
1976, collecied 432179 wotes
sobdare, Ron Paul
997, Fulani spent 9% peroent of he
o tudget on her primary Gampann
s munuscule $18%,226 on the gener
agn. appeanng o0 the gencral clex
v i 19 states and the Distnct of
~a as the New Alhance Party stand
She collected a pathetc 72,708
Y clevtion, frwer even than her
¢ fnnge opponent, Amenca First
andidate Bo Gins
NAP antnibuted i1s poor showing in
e g=neral election 1o the Perot candadacy,
£ he sinle the protest vote. Moreover
spokeswoman Saln explans thar earty
Pty acquired during the pamanes. not
2! general clecuon showang, had been
B~ ¢ main purpose all along
W: made a pohiucal decrwon gong inte
he, 992 campaign . that it was [not] gong
b a0 efion to repeat and resiate the ac
saments of 1988 wvis-d-vis balkt ac
s-avis we of the vote count, et "
In 1992.] we were attemnpimg I«
< wwne of the achievernents that had -
cuseed 10 19882 1o more directiv focus the
> mmpaign into a direct challenge 10 the
Semowrat nature of the polivcal pro-
= According to Sabt, Fulans “fromi-
caded” the ampagn spending 10 win may-
muom media coverage 1in New Hampshure
Y: 3 thard-party strategy. Fulani's s con
ol CIt's very, very strange—bevond
netelmr —hordening on sane 0 spend
e on the pamary than vou would on the
geoeral” saxd Perrv Wills, campaugn man
T Andre Marrou’'s 1992 Liberranan
Par campagn The scope of the Libertan
n s preadentual hd, measured 0 terms of
~aeer rresence. 8 smnilar to the NAP's It
7z tmyang 10 build 2 mass base in the
=owrryair, the general elecuion s when v
3 har and that's where yvou should spend
mwms of vour meney,” Withs savs
Qs of the NAP and IWP, however,
e the Fulam campagn’s spending pat-

3 B TIVEDY

P, &

" o |
Sabt svs

terns as anvihing but insane. According to
the ¢ntws, the campaign spent the lion's
share of us money 1n the prumarnies bevause
the fods subsicize thene campaigns.

"1 hved here in New York throughout the
whole presadential period. 1 never saw one
poster for Lenora Fulani. 1 bsten w the
black radio statems, [ never heard any media
for her” savs Friend, who dropped out of
the IWP belore the campaign shifted into
hugh gear 1 bive i B3ed Stuy, which s the
largest black neighborhood iIn New  York
iy . You would thank thus would be a g
base thev'd be trying to court. Nothing ™

“[Newman's] promuse 1o us at the begin-
nung [of the campaign| was that even though
he mught not put {Fulani} on the ballot in all
SO srates. be was goang o spend a ot of
media,” former IWP member
k adds “And there was [almost] no
Lha When s the 'S8 campaign, more
than twice that was spent on media, and she
was on the ballot in all SO states, and we had
hall the money! S0 I'm srting here going,
“Where 15 all this money going? Where 1s 1t
bang spent”” 7

Thus 1s the $2-mulbon quesuon

WY 0N

campaign’s money was pad directly te

organuzatons shanng office space and
phone lines wath the New Alliance Party and
each other, according o FFC Alings

NAP spokeswoman Sabt acknowledges
that the husinesses and organizatons pasd
by the campaign are not samply “any old or-
gamzatons out in the world.™ She said that
“these are organizations and enterpnses and
businesses thar carry out vanous commercial
functons  that were developed by and are
connevted 10 a broad polical movement of
which we are a part "

I'he NAP-afhiated orgaruzatons hilled the
Fulani campaign not just for legal fees and
PR, but for rent. for party newspapers. for
uckers 1o fundrausers, and for leaflets. Ac-
cording 1o FEC filings by the NAP, the Fu
iany campagn pad the following NAP-aifil-
ated organuzanons for these hsted services

® Casulle Communxavons  recenved
$226.087 in PR fees and expenses.

® The Internavonal People's Law Institute
IPLI recaved $194.435 in legal fees and
expenses

® llene Adverusing received $151.516 1n
advertmung fees and expenses

® New  Allance Productions  received
$76.421 in adverusing and office rent

® The Nanona! Alhance received $78.003
for newspapers

® bred Newman Productons  recerved
48925 in retarners for Newman's services
2% CAMpPEIEN manager

® Automaied Business Servies recerved

Tu start, at least $901,49S of the primary
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$54,800 1 accounting and pavroll fees

® CAKIM Inc received $15,122 1 ballar
A eSS CXpenses

® The New Allance Party reveived a check
for $15,000

® [he ¢asullo Cultural Center received
$12.32 an rent, matenal preduction, and
other odds and ends

While scorming
other leftist
organizations, the NAP
maintains a close
relationship with the
Rev. Al Sharpton and an
on-again off-again
Sflirtation with the Nation
of Islam and Ross Perot,
all of whom oppose

practically everything the

party claims to stand for.
In the early ’70s, Dr.

Fred Newman even led
his followers into an
official alliance unith
Lyndon LaRouche’s
National Caucus of
Labor Committees.

® The Ranbow Lobby received $5,410 for
ielemarkeung bsts and fund-rasing dinner
uckets

® Newman & Braun Fred Newman's
therapy practie recaved $5,118 m compur-
er expenses

©® Musicnuise received 31,057 1n fund-rass
IR EXPEnses

® The MP Greenwich Corp recerved 3875
for van parking

® (asulle International reverved $%420 for
hewiks

It’s reasonable that candhdates should
work with attornevs, PR people. and &
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countants they buew amd tust Contea nng
out 1o a lamibar network of businesses i 1
comumon for candulates, as Newman pomited
out o the Namom Jackson's Rainbow Coah
ton, he said, “has a whole network of e
locking businesses
avordable ™

But former I memiber Kellic Gasiik 1
leges 0 her sworm complant 1o the 1o
that some of the interko king NATP husinie
es did not provide the services for whi b
they were contracted The FEC confinime
that it recerved a cmplant from Gasank . b
will provide noe other information Gasink 1
leased a copv of the complant o the Wk
mgrem Cay Paper New York Ciry notary
public Sharon Braunsien confirms that <he
notanzed Casnb s starement

“Most of these orgamzatons exist onls
paper as hank a
writes {msink i her

I don't see how 1o

nts and legal ficinw
17 Jhey o

rRewads and service

mplamt
Iivered alnyst m
CAmpagn

Ly wganizations that was actually s«
" campagn was mucroscopc,” Wil
Ple ! the New York Danh New
Novemnber Pleasant, who was sermior ed

if the party’s Nanomal Alhance newspaper
untl shortly after the 1992 campaign. al
doubts the existence of some of the arganiza
nons lListed 10 the FEC fibngs He alleges
that CAKIM and the [PLI “didn’t ex
never did exist” and that “New Alliaine
Productons [was] st 3 paper organiza
0

r NAP amoeney Galchnst suppor
s clam, saving that the IPL] e

on paper  Currently

Forme

workung

enpeace, Gilchn<t left the WP as
1992 campagn was getrng off the groun d

It never really existed distinct {rom
lawvers,” Gulchnse savs. “There were a
ple of lawvers who had ongomg practice

and [the party] s

make mones
fnlchnst

plan in lare 'S8 an

gave them a name 1
clams that the IWP concocted a
d early "R9 1o convert he
Missisuipp: law tce o a legal ch
that would fing v benefit the party
would be «affed by volunteer attornevs and
do Jow-cost legal work for poor o I

addivon 10 the Gikchnst would als
run a more fucralive pnvate practice on the
ade

Wharever prufits were made by these tw

pra

i

enterpnises would be given over ¢
[IWP].” she says “They were pnmaniy in
terested in mv law pracuce making more
money. s that 1 could pve it over 10 the
e " Gt laims that when she

ch a fm, party members
pobincally

»

fused to set up w
accused her
making more money

heng sraesrsed
M heing opposed

A ax Haiy Detl
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Nalit savs Newman does not revall trving 1o
convinee Gl hirist to stant a party-hinked law
trm  She charges that Gukchnst wasy dis-
harred in Misussappn and had been involved
i a Vlong ferm personal and political rela
tonship with Rl Pleasant,” adding that
Culohnss srory was “not uncharacteristic of
the viowous  ultra-lefusm of the Pleasant

o !

Gulchnst <avs she resigned from the bar

she ieft Misassuppi, and quit pracin
1 December 1992, She acknowl
1 bar complaint against her was
the tme of her resignaneon The
confirms her account
v one excepton, the enterpriscs

i lected the $90] 495 . marchung
tunds shared the Manhattan addresses of
250 West S7th & and SO0 Greenwich S,
according 10 FEC filings. The exception was
Newman & Rraun, whxch did business at
17S West "2nd St

Considenng the nature of the busincss
these orgaruratons conducted, it s odd that
siv of the businesses  Automated Business
Services. (. AKIM, the IPLI, Fred Newmr:n
Productons, and Newman & Braun had o
Isting mn the 199293 NYNEX Manhatan
Whre Page=

\utomated Busmess Services was otrens
bly-a paymll and accounung company. The
IPY 1. according 10 Cary Sinawsks, une of its
partners. “was a law partnershup set up o
raul a number of publicnterest-onented at-
tomens 1o do controversial legal work on a
pro bono o near pro bopo hasis ™ That the
IMT billed the Fulam campagn $194.43%
for 1 services doesn’t sound verv pro bono

ades, mn't it peculiar that 4 pus c-inter-
e<t lrw firm or a2 therapy practce. for that
marter’ would nex be bsted 10 the phone

“The alleganon that these are paper organ
=anons s ust ndwulous,” the NAP's Sahit
W, “|Newman and Braun] deo therapv
That's what thev do” When asked why so
many of the orgamizatons with whom the
cmupugn Gid business had no phone num
bers, Salit spurters and laughs. [ gather be
cauise thes forges 1o get a istng m the phone
bk she finallv bluns, “I don't know
what ool o abwwgt that ”

@wng with (asnk and Oz, Gilchna de

rihes Newman's power withun the vanous

Wi rmun Aremiae VU Wadkengion |

NAP aflihated organuzations as nearly atwo
lute

“Vanous sxual therapy clinks  were
opened andd closed,” says Gakchnst. “Bus-
nesses were opened and closed. Money and
people were moved around. [Newman| bew-
cally did what he wanted 10 do, and there
was a very concerted effort 1o make sure that
nobody obpected ™

Casink worked on a 198889 fund-ramung
campaign for the NAP-affihated Esst Sade
Insutute for Short Term Psychotherapy,
where Newrmnan is the director of tramning
She believed that the fund-raing receipts
were marked for a traiing program at the
Fast Side Institute, and was shocked when
the money was placed in 2 Castilo Culwural
Center acoount

SALL of that money was transterred trowm
the bast Sade Insutute account o the Casullo
sooount.” Gasink sad  “Rught after the he
prung of the [fund rasng] campagn,
Newman  sad hasically, “You're not to plan
w using this money. This money 1s mune " ™

“The allegation that money rased for the
Fast Side Instutute was transferred some-
place else—that's just false,” counters the
NAP's Salit

Oz, who worked in the Vision Commu-
mcatons publi relavons fum, also Ques-
tions the wav the movernent handled i1y
menes

"1 remember one [Visin] meeung where
we questoned whether the amount of work
done for a particular entity was [appropnate |
mven the amount of money  we received.”
Ornz savs “And the responses ranged
from. humorous kangs about channeling
those funds to serve Fulani 1o more adamant
straght-out orders from Fred Newman
along the lines of, "Get 1t straight, you wowrk
for Fulan: " ™

“I bebeve these stones—without a doube,”
savs former IW'P member Fnend “Manma
rrught be harter in a lot of ways, but | don't
hebieve she's lving Kellie and [ have our
ditferences. but 1 don’t bebeve she's lving
ather ”

Calling herself "just a toot suldber,” Fnend
adds that Gasink “was 2 bookkeeper for that
enuty for a while  Because they were doser
1o where the money was bemg transferred,
so they could see 1t more ™

When asked whether Newman controlied
the money a1 even those organizatons with
which he had n¢ on-paper ves, Foend re-
sponide “Oh, wathout a doubt! Because hus
name 1sn't on paper as the propne-
tor doesn’t mean he wasn't involved. The
fact of the matter was that we all ook our
marchung orders trom tum. He was our 1 en-

Oz ave, "We were following orders—
not that that's an excuse, but we beleved

UNISEX SALON

that we were buikling a genuine movement
that would einpower people in this country ™

ow does Newman keep his people be-
beving thus myvth? Through “soual
therapy”  say  ex-members  of  the
group Thev sav Newmanite therapy s suim
ply a mund control techruque adapted from
the orthodox Manust notwon  that human
pathology results pot from individual sk
ness but from socaety's injustices and abus-

o
“They reallv brag that [social therapy 5]
ai alternative therapy It's much more than

Fund-raising 15
something at which the

NAP excels. Once inside
the “‘tendency,” as the

IWP calls its various
pohitical arms, IWP
members are required
to pay cash dues,
the amount of which
vanes, according to ex-
members. Robert Cohen

reports paying $70 in
dues at secret biweekly
cell meetings.

that.” explamed Ortiz. “It's an instrument
for them to draw people choser in - and then
n the Inrernatonal Workers Party, where
thev then perform shave labor ™

Ortiz and others sav thev were drawn inte
the IWP through soczal therapy and volun-
teer work for the Nanomal Alhance news-
paper and the NAP In Oruz's case. after six
months of therapy and volunieer work. she
was mvited 1o 2 secret meeung where she
was asked o wwn the WP

Sowal therapy demankds absolute allegrance
from 1ts patients Wnites Shaparo in the Na
s “Replacing “bourgeon’ relatonships
with pew revolunonary patterns of con
scrousness meant that virnually every aspeat
of exisung lde—sexual onentaton and pant
ners, domestx armangements, emplovment
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yar

—«ouh] be (hallenged at the whim of the
therapast, with scommodatnon a condinon
of remaining w thevapy
It novhing else, the Newman related o
garuzatons are flevble, opening and lwing
and recasung themselves
En 1990, Viswn Commurucations w as <hi
tered Ul was wat down i oa five minuarte
merting wWith Fred [Newman).™ saw! Lormer
Visson PR person Oz, “and ok, e are
maoving. we are dissolving Vision Commun
atrkms PR wind will be carnied out
talke
Ribert Coben save Newman dismantled a
sl therapy e Harbem wher o b
ame Jear the e would not be able 19
process Medicand lorms
Ungal fare 199! the orgamzation’s Ra
Lobby was spembing §1 S mullion (x
n lobbving Congress on foreign e
sues sich as Zare and anacking the
Mervvn Dymally D Calif |+ wee “Un
(nher Rainbow " X 1790 Accordn
ings with Congress, the Ranbwos
pad at Jeast $132.000 for bylled sor
NAP aflilared orgavizatons i 1959
group now does buuness as the povate
sulung company of Rowss & Greene
Although former NAPers allegs 1hat s
of the buunesses listed 1n the |99 FFo
ings were similarly scrapped after the ar
pugn. the NAP's Salit acknowledges
the dermuse of the International Penple's [ aw
Insurute She clams that CAKIM, Newman
& Braun. Automated Business Services, and
Fred Newnpan Producnons sull sva Sl
onfirmes that 2120 9413800 1k the oorret
number for CAKIM, but when | called 1tha
number three umes on different davs, [ oot
the Castillo Cultural Center When | asbhed
for CAKIM, none of the people whe s
swered the phone had never heard of 1+
ganzaton  CAKIM should probabh
struct the people who answer its phone
i1 exrsts
The IPLI law fim  collecred
$200, 0600 from the Fulam campagrs B
addinon 10 that pavment. two of the ¢
toncern s attormevs, Sinawsk: and
ur Bixk toth NAP membere. a i
g 1o Sinawsk: . hidled the campasn
$13,100 and $21,346 respecuvely
CGasmk alleges in her FEC complamnt that
the IPLT did no work for the campaugn. and
that Biock's and Sinawski’s indivedual b
ngs properly reflect the campamgn’s acrual
lemal expenses i the pamanes
Frmer NAP  lawver  Gilkchnsr,
worked on balbot access and other
problems for the Fulam campagy
concurs with Casnk
“It seems very implausible that thar kind
of money was spent in legal tees for the can
pagn by the IPL] combined with whar was

It's not too late:
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halied by Snawska and Block usdividually
save Gilchnst. who last worked for the NAI®
wn W]

Gak hnst argues that Fulam’s ballot access
legal hills in the 1992 primaties shoukd have
been nunuimal  Fulam appeared on only one
Permwraie primary  hallot—New  Hamp
shire —an casv ballkw that 17 candidates ap
prared on Fulars studiously avoided hallors
that mught he difficult to get onto-—the New
York Demeowranc ballot, for example —and
devoted the rest of her pnmary campaign 1o
thurd party hallos, which are easy 1o get on

“My expererce 8 that 1 mught be e
tremely dutfult and expensive 1o campaign
for the nominatens of ballot-status third
partres. but that @ costs next to nothing to
p! i the primans hallots,” savs Perry Wl
ik, the 1 ihertaran campaign manager

“The halknt scess issues are for the goner
al campaign—brerally for getung on state
halkots,” Galchrst says And, of course, the
Fulan: campagn coukdn't spend its marching
funds o get on the general election ballots
= ¢ no earthly sdea what clse they could
hate spent halke sccess moncy on,” she
adds

But Soawsks, o his derual of Gasink’s
charges that the IPL] did no work for the
campargn. makes specific reference (o baliot
2iew

“I can wate geoerally that the [PLI did an
enormous amoaent of work on behalf of the
ampagn on ssues of ballor access,” sad
Smawsk;, wher asked how the campaigzn
could have racked up such hugh legal bills

“1 worked on that straght through the cam-
paETy’

(alfing Gasine's and Pleasant’s charges
“trivobous.” Arthur Black refused to discuss
them [ larmung later 1n 2 written statement
to have appropriste invowces for all charges
to the campugn acording to the FEC,

here™Xfe twe mvosces) He provided 35
ra:r* 4 faves dewnhing the campagn's
fawsigee and congresscnal testumony “Dr

i Fulami's legal initiatives in the area of prew-

denual debates access, medm access, balkot
acoess, and other chvtoral democracy 1ssues,
are well knewn,” Rhwk wrote

Accordmg 1o NAP filings wnth the FEC,
the Fulanu campaign disbursed approximate
Iy $60.000 w consubtants for “clerwal ser
vices,” “prvessing services,” and “data en
try servieer ” But several of the consultants
on that bst dam they never revewved any
payment for their work for the campagn
(asink and Pleasant are hixh hsted in FEC
filmgs as having rueaved $4%0. and bath
cdaim thes never saw a dime, and Gasink
provides the names of mwo others listed as
Fulan: contractors in the filing who told ber
that they weren’t pand esther In addinon.
the ma Jeucase! Neven Rome 18 listad in

FECO tlings as having revaived money e
spate hus conditron as a late-stage A1DS pa
nert al the ume of the campaign. Another

purpurted contractor whose name appears in
the FEC filing also derues reverving any pay-
ment from the campagn. She asked for ano-
nmun

Casunk alieges n her complant that am
pagn officals endorsed these checks and
cashed them a1 the campaugn’s bank, Amal-
gamated Bank in Manhartan. Pleasant sex
wded Gaunk's charge m an interview, al
though he hay fiknd no complant 1o that

B ] lee. a NAP souwist who resigned her

memberdup in 1992 buz sull calls herself
< 10 the party and sull belps with
u 1er< at the NAP office. is histed in
FEC flings 25 having recerved $1.000 :n

ir pavments. Like the others, she denues
ving been pand  If any checks were struck
in her name, she avs they were cashed with
out her knowledge

“I would be irteresung 10 see the ugna
the hack.” che saxd when 1okd that
her name was on the report. “l knew they
did thar wath other people,” she sad ]
didn’t know they did that with me [r was a

tures on

 “The alle aton

'. that these are paper
organizations is just
ridiculous,” the NAP
4 spokeswoman Jacqueline
| Salit says. “[ Newman
and Braun] do therapy.
That's what they do.”
When asked why so
many of the
orgamizations with
whom the campaign did
business had no phone
numbers, Salit sputters
and laughs. “I gather

because they forgot to get

a listing in the phone
book,” she finally blurts,
“I don’t know what to
tell you about that.”

common practke.”
NAP spokeswoman Salit refused to com

| ment on the charge that checks were signed
| and cashed b+ third parues, saving that the
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NADP's attorness had told her mot 10 talk

about 1t bevause  tasnk  and  Pleas
ant . have been peddiing these allegations o
varnous law enforccment agenoes
Sabit did allow that muany who workad on
the Tularu campaign were poor people with
no acess to hank acoognmis CApd in some
vases, it was alwavs Iwtier for people 1o e
ceve ther payinent in cash,” Salit savs '
i centam cases. | know that arrangements
were made o vash people’s (hecks for them
at the hank and to give them cash ™
Assunung that Gasink, Measant, 1 ox
others are tefling the truth about not recen
ing the checks that were strick i ther
names, and assurming that the checks st k
in therr names did ot represent work for
which they expecied o be pard, the Tulan
for Pressdent campagn coukd be acoused of
manufacturing “artife al " deby
A campagn can only receive matching
funds up to the pount of et outstanding
campaign oblgatrons” save former TEC a2
tormey Grems “Incicasing the campagy
febr affects the amounm of matching mones
the campagn 15 entitled 1o If that debt were
manufactured, that would be defraisding 1he
publi ~
Casnk aw Crtiz also allege that the Fulan
for Presdent campaign violated campaigr
laws by gung matching funds 1o cover the
Ysew Allance Party offies 1he

rent of pwe

1 b w.J,.' s campagns from  spending
matchung funds on behalfl of other organiza
tions  According o FEC filings, the caun
pagn pasd roughly $0.000 i rent fir a
Harlemn office to the | West 125%th & Cay

Another $16,89) wac pasd in rent fir a
ff lLeon Haranv  whose by
ness address = also bsted 0 the FEC filings
a Ope West 125th Street). Gasink and Oiny
alleged in interviews that nesther offke was
used by the campagn. but by the New Al
ance Party el

Salit concedes that “those offices had been
New Allance Party offices prior w the ad

Bronx office ¢

|
|




he Money-
Go-Round

vent of the campagn™ and that “the cam-
pagn ok them over  and pad the rent ™
sShe inwsts, however, thaf the business con
ducted in those offces while the campasgn
was pavng the rent was stretly campeugn
buuness

Ihe campaign also pad out approximateiy
SS00, 0 5n reimbursements and alkewances

subnut receip -
CAIMpPgEn,

 wnls and services to the
hey ddn't retlect came
gD expen “1 was wold, “Just any re
ceipts that won can find anywhere Juu
keep them (oslbt them and turn them over
o the campargn, "~ she savs

Gasink als alleg=s m her FEC complamt
that the @opmgn wite reimbursement
checks for toese eecerpis but never distnbat
o them, ant aistead cashed them at Amal
gamated Rank Orriz, who had left the party
by the ume the 1'992 clecuon cvile hegan
could st s Gaunk's account She dud

even if

however, express her skepticism at the
mount of ironey ne campaign dams 10
¢ pand vinbusements Ul know for a

tact that vou d never get resmbursed for any

“A nvone who Jooks st the finanoal

revonds will [com ude] that anin
vesugation inte the way they Iun
Jdied the money s certamly appropnate.”
savs NADP cnie Chip Berlet
Although the FEC conducts routne andits
of all presidential campaigns receving feder
al money, those audits are designed mamly
to venfy that marching funds aren’t usad for
the general clection  Invesugaung posable
impropnetes among the campaign’s contrac
tors 1s not part of the FEC's standard oper-
anng procedure As long as the NAP pro-
vides receipts for its reinbursement checks
and invowces for the money it pasd out 1o 1S
for-profit concerns, it can sausfv the audi

1o

P Al

those workers, ad that those contributsons
were in cxeess of the 31,000 maxunum dona
uon allowad ander the law The FIC sl
found  that the 1Py billing  praciioes
amounted 1o an unreported contribunieor
the campaign e 1001 admuitied 10 2!
tors that the Fulam campaign pasd 1he 111 T
as contributions and maiching funds 1ol

N, nodin speaits response 1o its invisees \s
Sabit poents out. the FEC's finding «ooira
dicts the NAP ciines The cnnes <l tha

the IPLI was driummng money from the an
paugn for work not done, whereas the o
views the IP1 1y work as unreporte!
butrns

Federal law reguires campagns 10 o e
the name., address, accupation, and em

thing.” dw s “Tt is possible that commission auditors er of all reported contributors, the audinors
ahich Gasink alleges in her complunt were Salit derues these charges, nis could conduct such an audit and such | concluded that Pulang's FFC filing oemired
mproper One-ifth of the money Osted as Fred Newman ‘umsell did very well off conduct would not be detectable by the accupatins and emphovers for 11 g
repnbursements was paxd o $129 “imasd the campagn iz was pasd 368,925 dunng the audit stalf,” savs former FEC attor II cent of reported contribators In a
st funde™ allowances, which cerain em- | the primarees st a consultant, which s oon nev Gross I it was pavment for enve | audit repont refeasesd in Novemnber 1993 the
plovees received every werk  Former TWP ustent winh hs hustory of paving humself lopes, tor example. [ don't think the FEC | FEC asked the campaign 1o return $ :
member Otz finds it suspscwus that thou well through the NAMs vanous enterprises would ask 1o see the envelopes without the matching funds  The campugs
ands ol dollars were pad 1n reimburse- and hs sl herapy practice For a socaal- ather evidence that i1 was a hogus trans phed, although the FEC savs thar the he k
ments to New York area campaign workers 15t orgas wzer, Mewman hves quite well. Last action.” bounced A sevondd check ceared. and i
tor copving and office supplies, even though fall, he «nd longt mz NAP member Susan An FEC audnt of the Fulani campaugn’s ! officals expect no further acton i hght o
NAP mamtained open accounts at Maples Massad prachoaed 2 large Greenwich Village finances released April 20 did allege munoy the auwds
and Kinko's brownstone ar &) [h k M. aoording 10 Vi m.m\ of FEC rules FEC auditors con Casink s complant apparenthy ated
CGasmk v in her complant that she and New Yor! Departunent of Finance re- adered the campaign’s svstem of reimburs: | an mguiry by the Manhattan " 2 s
swher campaign workers were encouraged 10 cords. The pa ";u price was $928,000 ing workers fof expenses as contnbutons by | pey’s ”"nc Ar keast three formes NP
O
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members Clam that repeesentatves from the
DA s office mierviewed themn about the al
legatiom

Newman 10k! the New Yk Dasdy News in
Nivember thar b sccusens were disgrun
ted former ssseaates consproing (o attack
the party Salt dexribes them an lefists
reewablish thar credentiale on the
traditonal” lef by defaming the NAP. An
ther NAP kwalist calls them burmouts. But
Meaant an! (aunk dudn't exacthy burn out
Boah s the were expelied from the [WF

krang the presdential cdecuon when they
wred questions about the party finances

VIR

Atthough Marnna Ortiz ieft the IWP vl
untanly . she i troubled by the party's con-
ception of her as a complaner 1 lived with
these people. 1 slept with these people. |
worked with these people, 1 did therapy
with these people, 1 did culture with these
peopde,” she says “This was my life ™ Amd
vet, she clams, Newman tned to break up
her relatwonship with the man o whom she
= now marnad, aving in therapy sessions
that they should hoth sleep with other peo
ple. Newman dissolved Vison Communi a
trons, n which Ovtz had sunk vears of vl
unter laboe And, when Oruz's daughrer

Ot

presidennial campaigns
routinely employ people
who also donate to their
own candidates, and
those dollars are just as

oy =7
P. AL
with a large enfor cmenn vafl o police cam
pagn finance viclaivns, s the answer Such
federal muromanaging of campagns. he
savs, woukd “creste a Gestapay aner at the
FEC"™
A b beter e would be teoger tax
paver funding can of pohineal campag
together and et them be funded wit
tary atid fullv Qe bmed contriboresg
MoConnell, abling that he intend
heanngs into Pulam's use of federal ma
g [unds
MoConncll's atssyiwmst sentimen!

the lact that the rxpwnse of presdentia

routinely matched by the
feds. But the aggressive

g
And Newman certanly trears them more
e crechibie threats than burmouts, margmnal

¢ drgruntled former emplovees

began rebelling agunst the authonty of the
party and dsdn’t respond 10 wocal therap
he urged Oruiz 1o put her in foster care

T O savs with & sigh,

pagris has trosen om of the e
AMPAUEN CVery
a Perotsize hank acoount Vul
Ipon payout just ma . 1h

fark horse whe Joess

must endure 1o pe

& Mera from shrnking ¢

SONTESIs Wen INMINE o governor

appeanng

Farrakhan ar

o e e ipres way the NAP reaped

wm Measant’s Latest Woungs Laom and Republican .

Newman and Fulam explany that Ihe campagn finance reform hall currently Joweks like he
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE

DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MI1LI.FR, RACHEI MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,
Complainants,
-—against --

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

State of New

County of New

DANIEL FRIEDMAN, PH.D.,

belng duly sworn,

over

doctorate degree 1s 1n the field of

awarded to me 1n
Wisconsin.

nave personal
this

submitting

/1th

the

kKnowledge of

affidavit

evidence

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR

AFFIDAVIT OF

DANIEL FRIEDMAN, PH.D.

deposes and says:

18 years of age and a resident of New

Theater

1979 by the University of

the facts described

and the annexed

that six

Kellil 1nk’s home

s were

unidentified male.

i letter

tO me

that on the




last page, Pleasant writes, "this letter really isn‘’t to you, but
to FN |Dr. Frederick Newman]."

78 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.

T 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
created in collaboration with developmental psychologists and
mental health protessionals.)

8. During the show, viewers are invited to use an 800
number posted on the screen to call Dr. Newman and leave him
messages about what issues they would like teo have dealt with in
an upcoming episode.

I was responsible for retrieving the messages for
Dr. Newman frem the telephone company’s message center and
transcribing them.

10. The bill from the telephone company 1dentifies the
numbers from which calls are placed, and the time and duration of
the calls. Annexed hereto as xhibi is a copy of two bills
covering the call-ins froi e ree 1lot programs in the New

irea.
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11. I am informed that Kellie Gasink gives her home
telephone 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 &9, 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. I 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.
14. Pleasant lett the tollowing voice message for Dr.
Newman at /:10 p.m. on February 1Y, 1994:
Yeah, like, you know, I really identify with the therapist,
Fred Newman ‘cause he’s out of his f ing mind and he’s a
crook and he’s a f ing thief. And I just want you to know
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
1diot. Why don’t you pecopie facce 1t? He’s a fool. Wake
up. I going to keep calling. Okay? Good bve. [hysterical
1 duqh ]
15. Pleasant lett the tollowing voice ressage for Dr.
Newman at /:13 p.m. on February 1¢, 194%3:
Yeah, | need some therapy rea! bad because Yred Newman
ripped me off and stcle money. ! need therapy, help me, oh
God!

16. Pleasant lett the tollowing voice rmessage for Dr.

Newman at 11:45 p.m. on February .. 19494:




Yeah, I don’t identify with any of the patients. T identify
with Fred Newman, the therapist, because I feel like really
paranoid. 1 feel like somebody’s watching me, like I’m
being investigated. I need some help.

17. Pleasant left the following voice message for Dr.

Newman at 11:5%6 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. 1 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 ‘cause I
know he’s got three bitches living in his house. How you

handle them bitches? Do you just slap them around and shit?
I need to know. I need some help. Please. Thank you.

12. Thirteen (13) minutes after Pleasant left the

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. T feel
very very gqguilty. You see I been -- it’s hard for me to
talk about this -- 1’ve been embezzling money. I’ve been
forging checks and cashing them, even checks from dead
people. I made up a bunch of phoney paper companies and
laundered millions ot deollars into secret bank accounts.
I'm a lying, thievinag punk. And I’m really paranoid ’‘cause
I have this feeling that I’m about to get i1ndicted. What
should 1 do Fred? Mavbe you have some ins:ight.

Sworn to Before Me
'nig-, F day of Augu
]

J /[ \/ _
L L&j-t\ - - ——k e L

s

Notaryv Publ

ARTHUR R BLOCK
Notary Public State cf New York
No. 31-4862471
Queliied in New Yoark County
Commission Expiras Aprit 30 18y
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CORPORATE 10 99541317 B0O0 MCI SERVICE INVOICE MNUMBER: 7125H1R89

COMMUNTTY LITERACY RESEARCH PR INVOICE DATE: MAR 15, 1994
SO0 GREENWICH STREET CALL DETAIL SALES CITY 567
NEW YORK, NY 10013 SORTED BY DATE/TIME PAGE : 2

800-43%-7483

---------- PRODUCT USAGE ---------- =~------~--- TRANSPORT USAGE ------- ALS -----neee-s
CALL CALLER NUMBER/ START DURATION PRCG USAGE START  DURATION RT PD/  USAGE DURATION CALL
DATE COUNTRY TIME  (MINUTES) MTHD AMOUNT(S) TIME (MINUTES) CNTRY CD AMOUNT($) (MINUTES) AMOUNT ($)

02/19 212-744-0487 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:09 0.90 N 0.13 0.90 0.12
02/19 212-731-2893 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:10 0.70 N 0.10 0.70 0.10
02/19 1718-731-7931 ©0:00 0.00 0.00 18: 18 1.20 N 0.18 1.20 0.18
02/19 212-304-2616 00:00 0.00 0.00 18: 18 0.40 N 0.06 0.40 0.08
02/19 212-878-2259 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:20 0.90 N 0.13 0.90 0.13
02/19 212-7€9-9861 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:21 1.00 N 0.1% 1.00 0.19
02/19 212-879-22%9% 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:21 1.30 N 0.19 1.90 0.19
02/19 212-369-2608 00:00 0.00 0.00 10:24 0.80 N 0.07 0.80 0.07
/19 212-874-3188 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:27 0.40 N 0.08 0.40 0.06
02/18 212-941-8223 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:08 0.80 N 0.09 0.80 0.09
03/19..212:943-8293., .00:0Q .0.00. 0.00 19:08 0.80 ] 0.07 0.850 0.07
S2/19 718-818-8791 00:00 0,00 Q.00 \WIDE 1.10 N 0.16 1.10 0.16
- - 0._%_41_;_[} 0.70 N 0.10 0.70 0.10

0 -S4~ ! y . VT2 0.60 N 0.09 0.60 0.09
02/19 212-941-8233 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:29 4.00 N 0.58 4.00 0.%8
02/19 212-941-8224 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:99 0.80 N o.01 ' 0.50 0.07
02/19 212-941-8224 00:00 0.00 0.00 23:54 0.80 N 0.07 0.50 0.07
SUBTOTAL 02/18/904: 0.00 0.00 R [ ¥ [ 2.30 18.80 2.30
02/20 718-797-1816 0©0:00 0.00 0.00 13:02 0.80 N 0.07 0.50 0.07
02/20 212-941-8802 00:00 0.00 0.00 14:21 1.80 N 0.26 1.80 0.26
02/20 718-941-2427 00:00 0.00 0.00 14:27 0.8%0 N 0.07 0.50 0.07
02/20 710-220-2289 00:00 0.00 0.00 15:88 0.60 N 0.09 0.60 0.09
03/20 718-220-2269 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:86 0.60 N 0.09 0.60 0.09
02/20 212-941-8804 00:00 0.00 0.00 16:20 1.00 N 0.18 1.00 0.15
02/20 212-941-81t8 00:00 0.00 0.00 18:22 0.70 N 0.10 0.70 0.10
02/20 212-941-0149 00:00 0.00 0.00 10:28 0.90 [ 4 0.16 0.90 0.16
02/20 212-941-8802 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:49 12.90 (4 2.26 12.90 2.26
.:I:o 312-383-0307 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:82 0.30 £ 0.06 0.30 0.08
2/20 -212-3€3-0307 00:00 0.00 0.00 19:83 0.80 ¢ 0.10 0.%50 0.10
02/20 212-932-8704 00:00 0.00 0.00 20:80 0.70 E 0.12 0.70 0.12
SUSTOTAL 02/20/94: 0.00 0.00 ~41.00 3.853 21.00 3.83
02/21 718-797-1816 00:00 0.00 0.00 12:00 0.10 8 0.07 0.10 0.07
02/29 3214-842-63500 00:00 0.00 0.00 12: 13 0.70 8 0.18 0.70 0.18
SUBTOTAL 02/21/94: ~ 0.00 0.00 ~ 0.80 = 0.28 0.80 0.28

+REAL TIME ANI CALL (INCLUDES SURCHARGE) eOTO CALL(INTRASWITCH) A#DTO CALLUINTERSWITCH) ¢eVOLUME DISCOUNTS NOT REFLECTEDes
PRICING METHOD KEY: D = DURATION BASED: C o APPLICATION COUNTER; B = COMBINATION OF DURATION AND APPLICATION COUNTER




v CH SIREET CALL DETAIL SALES CITY: %67
/'Ne' YORK, NY 10013 SORTED BY DATE/TIME : 3

: 800-435-74%)

PRODUCT USAGE TRANSPORT USAGE TS T0TALS
CALL CALLER NUMBER/ START DURATION PRCG STARYT OURATION RV PD/ USAGF DURAT LON CAtt
DATE COUNTRY TIME  (MINUTES) MTHD AMOUNT($) TIME (MINUTES) CNTRY CO AMOUNT(S) (MINUTES) AMOUNT ($)

02/22 707-443-7938 00:00 0.00
SUBTOTAL 02/22/94: 0.00

20:32 0.20 .08 0.20 0.

0.20 .08 0.20 0.0

02/23 913-341-15561 3 0.00 0.60 .18 0.60

SUBTOTAL 02/23/04: 0.80 .18 0.80

02/24 €12-222-8870
S anITAL 02/24/94:
’ 818-842-3300

SUBRTOTAL 02/28/04:

.34 1.30

.34

.08

]
1

-
8

02/26 407-863-4000
02/26 214-340-4808
02/26 212-932-2682
02/26 212-722-3938
02/26 212-834-2297
02/26 212-333-2843
02/268 212-690-3046
02/26 212-838-1020
02/26 212-886-3047
02/36 212-886-3047
02/26 212-064-2034
02/26 212-264-1801
02/28 212-222-0376
02/26 212-248-8024
02/26 212-984-2082
‘0”6 404-768-2311
404-872-8784

.~ $Q4:872-5764
1?333 5-879

- 0.10
0.60
0.80
0.30
0.9%0
0.60
0.70
0.80
1.80
2.10
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SUBTOTAL 02/28/94:

YREAL TIME ANI CALL [INCLUDES SURCHARGE) DTO CALL(INTRASWITCH) A#DTO CALL(INTERSWITCGII) +eVOLUME DISCOUNTS NOT REFLECTEDs
PRICING METHOD KEY: D = DURATION BASED; C » APPLICATIUN COUNTER; B = COMBINATION OF DURATION AND APPLICATION COUNTER
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Call Delall Report - 800 Service

COMMUNITY LITERACY RESEARCH PR llLLlNG PERIOD 02/ 18/94 THROUGH 03/14/04 INVOICE NUMBER 7410417
S00 GREENWICIH STREEY INVOICE DATE 03/28/
NEW YORK, NY 1001313984 PAGE NUMBER

BILL PAYVER ID 008424
CUSTOMER NUMBER 99356202 ACCOUNT MNUMBER NOSO34

PLACE PLACE

PREDISC
DAIE TIHE CALLED FROM CALLED FhOM uINs

RDLD
AAAT
117170
EAA AT

1D/ACCOUNTING COODE:

800 NUMBER: 800-438-74B) -----

(214)234-3300 RICHARDSON
0301 10:31 (205)832-0137 BIRIINGIAM
0301 23:29 {017)825-4024 DORNIESIER
0302 03:43 (012)025-5303 MINEAPOLS
0302 02:56 (012)378-3200 MINMEAPOLS
0302 17:30 (815)479-9321 CIEVELAID
0300 17:10 (017)958-6929 BOSION
0304 03:42 (208)523-5510 SEAIIIE
0304 03:42 (208)244-4078 SEAVILE
0304 03:44 (208)242-4119 SEAIILE
0304 03:52 (208)941.2481 (€S MIIFS
0304 03:53 (208)941-2461 (€S MIIES
0304 03:55 (20€)431-9815 SEAINE
0304 02:5S (200)824-2350 SEAINE
0304 03:80 (208)824-28%0 SEAIILE
0304 03:50 (208)§58-9211 KinLAD
0304 03:89 (208)202-1212 SEAIILE
0304 12:21 (817)783-3838 BRIGIM
0308 12:07 (212)908-6872 I1EW YOIK
0305 10:01 (212)8713-0340 1EW YOIK
0305 19:02 (212)208-0824 I1EW YOIK
0308 10:02 (212)734-169] 1EW YONK
0308 16:09 (212)789-3100 HEV YOIK
030% 10:1) (212)879-99%0 (EW YOIK
0308 18:14 (212)602-8791 IEW YONK
0205 10:14 (212)%598-2091 I1EW YONK
0205 10:18 (212)005-633% 1EW YORK
0305 10:17 (718)582-7004 BRONX
0205 10:11 (202)568-3645 IENW YONK
0305 18:20 (212)3%3-9264 1EW YOIX
0308 10:23 (212)393-981) 1EW YOIK
0309 29:0) {118)§18-9191  BAUIN
0308 . 21:1%  (110)815-0181  BRGX
0305 71 44 (404)382.7323 AILANIA
0309 22:30 {205)923-3198 W IRMIEINAN
G105 22:98 (208)241-8487 WIISAAAWN
G106 01 43 (118)709.9110 BMXMEYH
ONE 09 315 (501)556-04100 DAIHIEN

12:19  (404)257-9449 AILANIA
12:28 (404)344-1408 AILANIA
12:20 (404)344-1488 ATLAMNIA
23:11  (019)420-0840 IENDERSON
23:11  (919)430-0040 ENENSON
13:20  (212)941-8224 IEW YOIK
20:24 (703)682-4751 BLACKSMMG
20:2% (703)5%2.4151 Bl ACKSBING
20:30 (703)95)-1685 B ACKSPING
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17:39 (216)789-999) SEVILLE
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21:89 (312)743-305¢ CNICAGO
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17:21 (212)496-0741 I1EN YOIK
17:22 (212)410-375% 1EW YOIK
17:23 (212)209-4411 1EW YOIK
17:24  (212)269-4411 MW YOIK
12:29 (212)932-3044 1EW YK
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MAY DAY 1994
NYC

e

William Pleasant, ex-Central Committee Member IWP,
Sr. Editor NA, Executive Editor STONO, Co-founder of
Castillo Cultural Collective, etc...

To:
Dan Friedman, Managing Editor of the NATIONAL ALLIANCE

Title: PLEASANT AND THE "COHORTS" RESPOND

Editor:

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

Let me begin by saying that I am quite flattered by your
attention. I don’t want to hurt your feelings, Dan, but
nobody reads the NA anymore, and certainly nobody outside of
Newman’s SoHo bunker takes it seriously. And, ironically,
that’s to your advantage, since you’ll never have to meet
anyone who will demand that you explain or defend the

idiotic articles that you’ve been forced to write over the
past four years. Yet, despite the manifest obscurity of your
scribblings, I feel a need to respond. You can understand
that, since nobody likes to be slandered, even when the
offending words, as in this case, happen to be smeared on a
toilet wall.

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
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
iifficulty 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 to
the white right, he simply can’t afford the bad press,
especially when it mainly concerns his former identity as a
commie. 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'’s
face it, the C-word doesn’t sit well with the "radical
centrists" Newman courts today. That’s why the Patrick Henry
of Bank Street felt the need to formally enthrone me in his
pantheon 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 behind
his most undeserved torment. But a by-product of Newman’s
amusing fixation is his tendency to dismiss women,
particularly women of color, — ——>

who stand him down. I think Newman would describe such
behavior as sexist, if the shoe didn’t fit his foot so
perfectly. The best example of this is his thunderous
silence on Marina Ortiz. Ortiz, a Puerto Rican ex-member of
the IWP (1990), has been hammering away at Newman since
1991~~in the press, on radio, on television and in personal
appearences. In many respects, she is the mother of the
retaliation project. It was Ortiz, a radical journalist, who
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 of
ex-IWP members--Black, Latino, Asian, white, women, gay and
straight--who believe that Newman abused, exploited and
politically betrayed them. All of these people are starting
to speak to each other and to reach out to whatever means at
their disposal to get some kind of justice. So, if Newman
wants to obsess on little ol’ me, that’s fine and dandy.
This highway has a whole lot cof speeding traffic. A skunk
like him had better lcck in all directions before crossing.

But according to Dr. Newman, anyone who oppcses him is a

ccp, i.e., part of a conspiracy to "harrass groups and

organizations engaged in organizing for progressive social
g g L § =

change." Needless to say, I, like most cf 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: the
white Left (cops), the Black Left (cops), Andy Cooper (Black
bourgeois cop), just abcut all journalists who'’ve ever
written about him (cops), anybody who correctly calls him a
cult leader (cops), and definitely anycne who dares to
suestion his financial practices (cops, fascists, hostile
space aliens, very bad pecple...). Cops are making Fred




Newman’s life just miserable, it seems. But couldn’t there
be 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" to
his self-serving demagogy. Maybe his longtime practice of
political opportunism sours some folks. Maybe his so-called
anti-psychology psychology is ineffectual and amounts to
little more than a technique for emotional manipulation. It
could be that at least a few journalists who’ve written
about Newman reported the unflattering truth--maybe one or
two. 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 Newman
because he’s ripped them off. It seems that you don’t have
to necessarily be a cop to be hostile to Newman. Newman, in
fact, offers a veritable treasure chest of excuses to
strongly dislike him.

I was amused by the verbal contorticns you went through in
order to demonize me. First you spend almost 2000 words
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, Ricky
is probably a cop, too, given that he’s one of my "cohorts."
Then you jump to talking about the FBI and how it denies
that it called Newman a cultist, and actually imply that the
FBI is somehow the innocent dupe cof the "white left" (cops)
who published nasty things about Downtown Lenin. I thought
the white left (cops) was working for the FBI (cops). Or
maybe it’s the other way around. In any event, the white
left’s criticisms and denunciaticns of Newman showed up in
the FBI’s files. For that, according to you, the white left
automatically qualifies as "...(paid cr unpaid?)
intelligence and propoganda adjuncts of the state."”

If I'm getting this right, then ycu’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

deep, my man. It’s a good thing that yocu’re writing in a
cult newsletter, because otherwise vou’d be laughed out of
town. Clearly, through you, Newman flaunts his utter
comtenmpt for his followers here. He’s showing you that he
thinks ycu guys are cretinous children, that ycu’ll swallow
anything.

t think about this: despite Newman’s Chicken Little
utine~--year after year--about the cops at his doorstep, he
yet to demonstrate a SINGLE INSTANCE where the FBI has
1 any way interfered in or hindered the activities of the
New Alliance Party or any cf his cther eamuevwssd cash cows.
All that he can produce is the fact that he has a file.

11, the FBI keeps files con millicens cf people, even

e ll,

illetante "movement folkf fparasites) lixe Newman. That fact




hardly qualifies him for revolutionary martyr status!
Anyway, for a self-declared "Public Enemy Number One,"
Newman seems to do gquite well. I don’t think he’s ever been
questioned by the cops. In fact, the cops let him ride
around in his big car, spend lots of cash, and even take
nice vacations when the spirit moves him. Maybe I’m "just
not getting it," but Newman’s lifestyle hardly suggests that
he actually fears the cops, and clearly indicates that the
cops--the real ones and not the phantoms he wants you to
see--have very little political interest in him. Afterall,
he’s just a rich white dude, and there’s no law against

being that.

Back to the article! After you "prove" that the white left
is really a police agency, then you drop Ben Chavis’name and
the fact that he was probably present at a Detroit NAACP
event where Fulani humiliated herself by repeating Newman’s
paranoid delusions about the cops. You then imply that
Chavis somehow endorsed Fulani’s hysterics. With that "fact"
in place, you drop Farrakhan’s name as a co-victim of the
white left (cops). Now Chavis, Fulani and Farrakhan are in a
holy alliance against the left and it’s "cop-ish ways." That
was a good example of Newman’s 3Jscmcspasdlsy moronic sophistry!

Ncw I enter as the "wannabe-white-leftist."™ I am "eager to
be the Black Chip Berlet." I’m like Dennis Serrette, Ron
Daniels and Andy Cooper; I’m a cop. Well, Serrette is a cop
because he told his story of Newman’s early episodes of
alleged racism and corruption to a "Black Mississippi
publisher with ties to that state’s infamous anti-civil
rights spying network, and Berlet, King and the rest of the
white counterintelligence left." Dan, how cowardly. Everyone
kKnows that Serrette talked to Charles Tisdale of the JACKSON
ADVOCATE and the "spying network" yocu menticn the now-
defunct Sovereignty Commission. Are you saying that Tisdale
was a Sovereignty Commissicn informant? wWhy didn’t you say
so? Because ycu know that he was not and vcu deon’t want a
libel suit. But Tisdale had to be a ccp because you needed
to make Serrette a cop. Strangely, though Newman constantly
wnines about King and Berlet being the ultimate source of
all his bad press, I don’t think he ever sued them for
libel. But, in 1986, he sued Tisdale ostensibly for using
them as sources. I wonder why.

see, you say Daniels is a ccp because he cpposed
1 in the 19%2 Presidential election. Ke ran, under

from the white left (cops) "to divide Fulani’s
t in the Black comnmunitv." A guestion: Kow come Ross

ot didn’t merit cop status, too? Didn’t he "divide

Fulani’s support" in the white independent voting community?
what abcut the Libertarian Andre Marou? I’m sure the SWP
andidate had to be a cop 1n your bock, because he divided
Fulanli’s support in New York State--he whipped her at the
polls 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,
poor Andy Cooper is a cop simply because he had the nerve to
publish a story that clumsily pointed to Newman’s graft.

That leaves me. You know, it’s sort of right wing for you to
charge me with wanting to be white, leftist or otherwise.
Actually, ex-Comrade Friedman, the "wannabe~white" 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
reactionary demagogues, Black and white. Which side are you
on, Dan?
Dan, do I want to be white because I cppose Newman? Do you
an that to be an authentic Black person I nust "want
red,"” I must bow down to that creep? If that’s the
ualifier, then judging by the size of Newman’s (and
ulani’s) following in the Black community--she’s so loved
the people c¢f Harlem that she cculdn’t even break 1% at
e polls in her cwn naticnal headquarters precinct!--I
guess roughly $9.9999999999...% of the Black population are
"wannabe-white" like me. As far as going to the "press, the
New York District Attcrney, and an asscrtment of regulatory
agencies to get them to investigate Fulani and her political
gartner, Fred Newman," well, I wasn’t the first or the only
cre. I‘ve also stated fairly clearly why I thcught it was
necessary to do sc. My writings cn the subject require no
interpretation. Fred Newman robbed and sabctaged a very
cious movement for me. He acted like a pig. I am of the
school that PIG SHOULD EAT PIG. That’s why Newman has to
It’s apprcopiate retaliation for
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his crimes against decent progressive-minded people across
this country. What did he expect? We were going to let him
scamper away to the bank (and to the right wing) with the
accumulation of our talents, passions, years of exploited
labor, and political reputations? I think he expected--in
his cult-centered, white supremacist, sexist way--so much.
And that’s why it’s safe to say that Newman has some very
critical transistors missing; or in street vernacular, "That
suckah has-GOTS-to-be crazy!"

Mcreover, whinning that "Twenty years ago, if a leftist had
run to the cops about his former comrades, the left, no
matter what it thought of the organization involved, would
have ostracized the turncout,”" is also a prcduct of Newman’s
deteriorating mental state. Only 100 words previously in the
article, you howl that the white left equals cops. Why would
the cops come to Newman’s rescue? Aren’t they his enemy? And
if the white left isn’t cops, then, again, why would it
defend Newman, given that he’s not a leftist, but a self-
proclaimed patriotic millionaire? Anyway, who wanted to
draft Collin Powell--a career war criminal, specializing in
genocide exclusively against people of color--as the "Black
rogressive" 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 cn.

Running to the cops? You have some nerve!!! I vaguely
remember Newman siccing the FBI on a fellow named Jim
Rutherford--a founding member of Centers For Change and SDS
veteran--in 1974. Rutherford stole away one night with his
infant son, after Newman hooked up with Lyndon LaRouche.
Newman had the guy hunted for kidnapping his cwn kid. The
left repaid Newman’s treachery, it "ostracized the
turncoat.” I also recall a certain Black Maryland woman
named Morning Sunday. In 1992, she complained about how
Newnman was milking her state fcor Fulani campaign funds and
not putting a dime back into local independent campaigns or
crganizations--that was actually Newman'’s national policy.
when she balked at submitting her ballct nominating
retitions at the time decreed by Newman, Newman had her
charged, tried and convicted of grand larceny--for stealing
the petit:ons In fact, Newman is quite fond c¢f using the
and the courts to harrass his opposition on the left. I
ever recall him t“j ng tc sue cr jall anybody on the
The y say and print unflattering things about him, too.
even try to plant bombs in his offices, as the old yarn
In the end, I‘’m only civing Newman a taste cf his own
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folks at 500 Greenwich Street, and that has the i
cause him mucho grief. potential to

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

DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MILLER, RACHEL MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,
AFFIDAVIT OF
Complainants, JACQUELINE SALIT

--against-— MUR
KELLIE GASINK,
Respondent.
State of New York
) ss.:
County of New York )
JACQUELINE SALIT, being duly sworn, deposes and says:
i I am an assistant to and spokesperson for Dr.
[.enora B. Fulani, and 1 was the Deputy Campaign Manager of the
1992 Fulan: for President Comm:ttee. 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, 1 received a telephone message
journalist, Benjamin Wittes, who had been referred to me
Dr. Fulani’s 1992 campalgn committee.
ne told me that he was writing an
Lty Paper about allegations regarding
ampaign, and, 1in particular, how

by the campalign were spent.




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. I observed in the discussions with Wittes that
many of his questions seemed to be derived directly from the
allegations 1n the materials that Gasink had submitted to the
Commission that were fi1led under MUR 3938. He did not, however,
refer to MUR 3938.

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
very prejudicial situation. An investigative reporter was
relying upon the confidential materials that Gasink had filed
with the FEC. In answering his questions, however, I did not

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.
am intormed that tederail law provides for the
simultaneous public disclosure of all of the material filed by
of the parties to an MUR at a particular point in the
\asink englineered a

iccusatory materials




the MUR tile, without disclosure of the responsive materials

contesting the allegations.

Sworn to betore me this
?' day of August, 1994

_ Ol nn Lr\‘é o2

Notary Public

}A‘.-'(_ﬂ‘.‘- @ "":k
Motary fubli, State of New York
No. 21 4682471

Qualif.ed in New York County q.
Commussion Fepiras April 30, 19




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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

AFFIDAVIT OF FREDERICK
Complainants, : D. NEWMAN, PH.D._

--against-- - MUR
KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

State of New York
County of New York
FREDERICK . NEWMAN, PH.D., being duly sworn, deposes
and says:
I am one of the complainants in this proceeding
and I am a respondent in MUR 3938.
On or about July 13, 1994, I received by mail a

liam Pleasant, dated July 8, 1994, copy annexed

to a series ot previous letters I

had receive frc . s 0f representative samples of the

previous letters ar i as Exhibat

writing, Pleasant also has left

sages for me. See accompanying

filed herewith

’

the




about the 1992 Fulani campaign that appeared in the City Paper on
July 8, 1994. Pleasant describes the article as one of the
"vehicles" that "we 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.

/9///4 // Lo ——

ERICK D. NEWMAN, PH.D.

Sworn to betore me this
7+ﬁ_day of August, 1994

[_,le,t” Mtttx

Notdry Public

ARTHUR R BLOCK
Notary Fum-r Srato of New York
.31 4862471 -
Qunuhoq in Nsw York Coun
Commussion Expiras Aprit 30 199 <,
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July 8, 1994
NYC

To: "Fast®" Freddie
Pr: "Wannabe-white-leftist® William Pleasant

Hi, Fred:

Well, how did you like the CITY PAPER article? If I may 1.x.
paraphrase the old Peter, Paul and Mary tune, “"Where has all
the $$9$ 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.®" wWhat do you think? Certainly, with a
spokeslackey like Jackie Salit serving as your mouthpiece,
you really don’t need critics. She has a knack for indicting
you with every mouthful of lame bullshit. Things seem to
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 seeam to
prove him correct, you’ve gone RIGHT down the toilet. So it
goes.

I’m dropping this epistle on you because I want to get
something straight before you print some more self-serving
lies in your dime-store circular next week. Nobody reads it
any longer, but there’s a principle involved. I like to keep
the record straight. And since my little notes to you are
distributed to les dissidents in the loft--a sort of
samizdat operation--I am 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 IWP, 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
enploy 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 much 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 problens actually come from




within your "political community.®” Since you decided to
convert the IWP into a full-blown cult by essentially
depoliticizing the organization, your self-serving
"revolutionary® hype about "security"™ and "discipline” 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 what’s left of the

party’s finances.

The so-called "need-to-know® doctrine of communications
within the IWP was nothing more than a way in which you and
your cronies monopolized power, i.e., the finances. 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 beneficiaries--in your
con games, then you could count on their docile silence.
Their hands would be dirty, too. Afterall, you left them
with the impression that they were somehow engaged in a
politically subversive enterprise-—-actually a vulgar
criminal conspiracy to fleece progressive-minded people.

(0f course, your cronies--most of whom are hasbeens and
wrecks of various sorts--knew that you were scamming all
along, and they liberally skimmed their cut of the action
off of the top. They have a very large material
investment in "supporting you,” i.e., keeping the game
going. For example: Jackie Salit would die of starvation
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
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 youf”gf"’
little Zone of Proximal Development. Polks have reactions to
having been manipulated and ripped-off.

That resentment breeds leaks, blg 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 posture
on Greenwich Street as an outlaw. (Away from the bunker, you
are careful to act the part of a garden variety white
millionaire. I’m sure your wealthy Bank Street neighbors see
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,
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 even
speak on your own behalf. Instead, you hid behind Salit’s
skirt. For all of your chestbeating against the State, you
are 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 that
equals "revolutionary activity." You know and I know that
you can’t and won’t. Above everything, you are a coward.

When I think about the suffering of poor and oppressed
people, the political disempowerment and disorganization of
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
nauseun...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 jig is up, old man. And not because you’re about to
lose your hold over the inmates of the loft. Oh, no! You’ll
always have a few corrupt and/or dependent wretches at your
knee. They’re lifers! That’s just the way that the cult-
manipulated mind operates. No, your star is sinking because
of the grifter concession’s primal law: A CON MAN MUST
ALWAYS CONCEAL HIS GAME. You can’t do that anymore, so you
are being effectively erased from the commercial register.
The CITY PAPER article was simply a part of that process. No

regrets, effendi.
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January 25. 1993

To: Frec Newman
Fr: William Pleasant

Dear Frec:

How are you? I hope you are well. You never responded to the
report I gave you about the GREENS. Dic ycu receive it? I
left 1t for ycu at the 72nd St. office in mid-September. I
also left several nctes for you at Castillc asking if you
had gotten it anc recuesting ycur feeckback. I received no
response from you. So it goes...Thanks for the late review
of BROADWARY MELCOY 1492. I see that I was civen no credit in
the article for adapting or designing the show, but that'’s
ckay. Why give credit to a Black communist when ycu can fawn
over an Austrian fascist, especially one whec has her hand in
the cashbox of the Austrian gcvernment. Mavce she can pluck
cut a few pfennings for you, ©ld buday. That's what counts
in the end, right?

I have come to the end of my patience with ycu, Frec. I can
no longer accept your contemptuous treatment of me and my
work. I have consistently informed ycu on what I was doing.
I turned over scripts to you. I conficed in you as I have
ccne with no cne else. The impression ycu have communicated
to many pecople tnat I somehow was off dcing my own thing,
was 3 complete fabrication on ycur part. I ceeply resent it.
Morecover, I take great offense toc tne way that vcu related
to My work in BROADWAY MELGCOY 14SC.

J
<

0O m o
[ )

<
rer )

B v C

1)

E a
f)

.

J

like a sack
believea

our work

my friend. 8ut
]

3 0B

(WY

L)
¥
0

@D O re

) Q O W

regregt

A0

1 £ W e

A

b (L et D C

m
cr (b v e

b 3

)
(B8]
ot
Ui e (b

2 B3
0w
b3

¢]
Y ot

e
I A ) T M

loved you,
nings, [ sti

M MmO cr

u]

»

,-.
[ =

J

)

1Y)

<

(§]

O w J O C

e 0

(]
y o0 O

JD v OO0

it
)
10 D ~~0 30
0
o

J W
or

¢t D
3
J
< 0

M ct
3
5 B

| |
"m0
® -
q]

<

g

i)

ot
il

(5 th
[

m W

3 O
C (D »

3
a O

b}

1
~
s
O
0 ot

h
w

=
\‘-’
5 £

,,.
<
(
h

s 0 o Y
O

- O Q

{

0 M O e

h <

0O D
= (D

FRL N VYR T

oW
3

c
0O W<

M »

X

w M th D

v
)
w

o

Cs

M
3
a0 oun

L
TS
o1
~
0D 0K
]

f

T M ¢ = C
)
C
“
R )

t
= % an
|

3 et (D
oo
1w @O
@
v

MmO
. B
i S
1
-

e
ot
3
b3
o]
“
)
Wwon O -
‘U
vl O e
1

Al
[
r
o
Q

U L

00 Q =«
»

M cr (b ¥y,

&
W n
her O VDD e
o

.

O (b o
LN
4 .
NGO oW

=

o RU I
Y &

0 -

|
T

<
]
Y

(]

Q

o

2
) v ¥

v D

]

e I
[aNW

}a
o

iv I
w b
Vi

i |
-
30
]
ow




your own personal business. Your conservative ana
incompetent leadership wrecked NAP and reduced Fulani’ to a
pandering political crank, a talkshow novelty. She has
become an ignorant puppet that you manipulate by conatantly
reminding her that 1l.) she is not good or white enough to be
one of your consorts, 2.) her activities are insufficiently
informed by Marxism/Leninism and 3.) her ability to mobilize
any element of the party is mediated and controlled by you.
Fulani has been reduced to a babbling wreck, desperately
attempting to use the fact that her skin is B8lack to sell
your liberal racism to people of color. Lenora Fulani, above
all else, is a decent working class 6lack woman who always
wants to do right by the people that she knows and loves.
vYou, like a cheap pimp, manipulated her around that. In the
enc, 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
of revolutionaries. Objectively, the democrats and their
lice can always cut a better deal. Patronage is patronage.
You are no Richard Daley.

We were once powerful and NOw we are weak. You are rich
($SM) and the people are defenseless. Your ONLY relationship
o the B8lack and Latino population is a talent show which is
s0ic to the liberal white strata as a hecge against the
little buggaboos snatching their purses--let them rap,dance
arc clown instead. Shame on you! You destroyed the
Mational Alliance as a leadership publication rooted in the
ccmmunities cf the cppressed, recucing 1t to your 1n-house
isvertising flyer--catalogue for the Fred Newman line of
li1peral pathetic progucets. You surrounaec yourself with
t/,chcohants and hustlers. You ruthlessly mind-f 2d your
mo2t devoted followers in the name of a revolution that I am
zonvinced nNnow you don't even believe in. How sac. You had
e.erything. You had me tco., Fred.

TAcuzh | feel betrayed by you, Frec, I ¢on’'t hate you. A
rumber of years back, I spoke with Jackie Salit about you. I
ta1-2 then that I really cared for you and I wanted to
<ppPOrt you 1n being a3 revolutionary leacder. But I woulad not
:ieSOrt you 1n being 3 miacle-agea, Jewisn asshole. Every
msvement and every party has its time. 1ts moment to
rrinsform 1t3elf ana transform the worlc. Leaagers have upper
£Crincs too, 4 place on the nistorical lancscape wnhere they

(&

m.<t correctly re-organize themselves C©r pass 1nto the

-

JuiflNn. You have been to that place, ycu saw 1t and you ran




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

Fred, you have everything you wanted now; a nice chaufferred
limo. all the ligquor 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
cisorganized scores of Black and Latino activists who looked
to you for COMMUNIST leadership. Instead, ycu gave them the
prush-off and hid benind a curtain of parasites who stroked
vour ego. You can never be taken seriously again. I will see
to it. Lee lacocca--and Stalin--would envy you, comrade. You
are accountable to no cne, except your ego.

By the sheer weight of your accumulation, you can have no
interest whatscever 1in revoluticn. Your main concern is in
keeping the "business” going, maintaining your priviledge
ancd 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 cwn 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.
It had everything to do with insuring that you, your harem
ang your sychophants would enjoy an upper-middle class life-
style. A businessman is a businessman. I cdon’t fault ycu for
tnat. I only oppose ycu when you misleac cur peoole into
celieveing that making vcu rich will make them proud,
oleased or even powerful. Your ccrruption makes it
aifficult, 1if not impossipble, for new ccmmunists to build
from. Your liberal micdle class racism is a scourge on the
or and oppressed., it feeds their cynicism. Over the last
vears, ycu have mace all tne rignt pusin decisions
yvourself and your flunkies., and al 3

tionary political decisions.

support you. Our people co

arxists.
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focl of yourself, they don't care. They are only concerned
with 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
1 Jew, Nnot to mention a Jew from the gutter. You have
learned how to skillfully exploit that for your own ends,
but, sadly, making revolution got swept under the rug in the
process. You forgot who you were.

Since 1990, you have pursued political tactics anc
trategies that have failed at every turn--nationally and
internationally. Your ceclaraticn of a grand ccaliticn is
merely a cover for the fact that what little political
capital we had managed to accumulate was sguandered by you
focllowing the 1988 Fulani campaign. There is nc “ccalition”,
nc “indepencdent movement”, only your phonebock and a fistful
cf failed ana corrupt bourceois politicians wno are so
cesperate that they will answer your calls. Yocu have fully
r2treated from the Black anc Latino communities and found
vour true audience, the monied elements cf the white liberal
petit-bourgeocisie. Actually, ycu don’t need a base in the
ccmmunities of the oppressed anymore. They are rct cost-
effective~-i.e., poor people dcn't have money to give you.
3ccd business sense, traitorous revolutionary leacership.

YCU have lied to our people and they have responged by
turning their backs on you. The problem is that, in your
tupidity and arrogance, yocu have compromised the political
;ﬁtegrxty of many activists who tcock you at your word and
believed in you. As you tool througn the city in your big
:lacm car, think of the scores of people whe had their most
ragil cal political aspirations ground into the dirt by you.
Thnink of all of the pecole whec wer2 disorganized by you and
;--maca y disillusionec witn c‘as: politics by YOU. As you
le your next diet coke. thinking of ycur next cruise or
~iobean vacaticn witn ycur Pn;~uie. remember that a lot of
cole--including myself--shed a f bloocd., swea: and
a ) yCcu a defend you. I it anymore.
Nl : fisn'-- par ex: e
an executioner
swim 1n the blood
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"—

of these objections. The answer isn’t that I am having a
tant~um because you cut off my salary at Castillo Center--I
had expected that to happen for months because I refused to
carticipate in the revisionist politics and bad art at the
center. Predictably, you have told people that I am hostile
because I don't get any money from you. First of all, I am
not hostile to comrades. I simply oppose you and your
political corruption. Secondly, for some time I have not
peen dependent on my Castillo salary. I used it to support
my writing and political projects. This might come as a
znock to your white supremacist mentality, but there are
some Black communists who can live without your patronage. 1
dcn’'t need you to punch my ticket, especially when the price
1= to collaborate in your exploitation of the comrades and
our communities. As I have told you before, I never needed a
tather substitute, nor anyone to rationalize and re-
rationalize the world for me.

! waited because I stupidly held my breath hoping that you
would come to your senses. I could not imagine that you were

~ a traitor. But I eventually realized, from a business point
cf view, Al Sharpton is a better buy than me. He’'s an anti-
oy ccmmunist, Black Democratic Party operative, who goes out of

his way to disrespect NAP and Fulani. He's an easy sell, I
am not. I'm a communist, I don't fit into your marketing

— scrategy for tailism--if mind-f ing middle class whites
out of their money and labor can be honored with such a

O term. Fred, Gus Hall should be proud of you. Maybe now is

. the time for you two to form an alliance. There are

o certainly no political principles that the both of you won't

s sell out.

< Mo, I was moved to write to you because I ran into Hazel
Carren on my block. I really like Hazel, though I can’'t say

O that [ have spent a great deal of time with her. I guess I
nave loved her from afar. She is a very strong, obigz-hearted

a0 wcman. I took a look at her, how she hobbled along, the way

o esne avoided lookiny me 1n my eyes as we exchanged

cleasantries...l looked at Hacel, a wcman who has gevcted
~ne- yOuth tO you and Saw a shame anrg pain that no
revniutionary should carry. She was not proucd. She was a
mumciing wreck, a casualty of your egotism. As for the past
tnree years [ was not proud of who I was. Frem that point a
1ttle while ago, I resolvea to regain my pride. The first
e was this letter. ! neeced to give you a piece cof my
m.~2. cnce and for all. The next step will be to take many
c* the lessons that ycu taught me when you were 3 Marxist
ain3 acply them to organicing a revclutionary communist
cre<:. That 1s c<omething that [ kncw [ can co.

[T =

zt for the record. I CO NOT RESIGN FROM THE IwWF. I dgo,.
netheless, reject your poiitical leacerzhip az reviszionist
- 1~competent. I urge you to resigrn as chairman ang retire

mire room for new leagers anc cevelopments. The movement

e B
-,‘.
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can no longer grow with you in a position of authority over
its personel and financial resources. Lawfully, you and yocur
ideas have become tired. It's time for a vacation. NO one
will think any less of you if you make a gracious exit.

An episode in both our lives has come to an end. I saw us
walking intoc a revolutionary horizon together. I still hold
to my assessment of you in 1985--1 said it at your 50th
tirthday party. Remember? I said that you had made the most
significant breakthroughs in Marxist science in the latter
2Cth century. That is still true. Unfortunately, you refused
tc believe it and to believe in yourself. I really dug you,
Fred. You broke my heart.

william Pleasant 1/25/93 NYC

LC: Central Committee IWP
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1177793
NOTES FROM A NATIVE "SNITCHE"

Seexs like the chicxens are ccming nome ts rocst for you,
MACDADDY. Your quote in the DAILY NEWS (11/6/93)--in
response to the charges--was as patretic as it was cowardly.
I had expected better from you, ‘ex-comrade. "SNITCH???!!!w
Have you been watching PENITENTIARY III agair, Fred? I
thought ycu'd denounce me as a space alien or an agent of
the trotskyite-ncckerfelle:-Kiwanas Ciub plot to poison the
West Side's diet coke supply. Ycu kKnow ycu csuls have sai
anything about: me iz the paper, since the inmates of your
SoHo bunker will believe anything you sary. TH:,'
"preducticns," aren't they? Carefullily bred
right? They were the only cnas wWiac
the DAILY NIW3S. You couldn't nave been sc self-dsl=
think that anyone eise would take ycu se:iously and dcubz
for a minute tha: you're ncthing more than a con-man an
petty thief, a aind? er and an egomaniacal sexmi-
intellectualil. Pace it, homeboy, the jig is up'! A1l that

renains to do is tc ccnnect the Eo%R.

But "SNITCH?" You car. dc tetter than that. Afterall, you are
nct only "more than a zan," but you are also "the 41:s%t hope
cf the working class"--dcn't forget that you're "as sexy as
a clenched fist," too. lawiy, lawiy, lawdy! What's the
pmatter, Fred, the Sth Azeandment gct ycar tonque’ ?'"'te the
real revolutionary, area': you? Ain't

gcnna put tae spcoks in the "organizer cf arcan;:e-s, the
"embodinent™ of the "Te-iency Toward Vanguariiscz .
“Galileo” of psychclogy. 1s =e? Hell, 7ou coulld ;
your fingers and not or.v wsuld the ~ungry =zasses
yotr defense, but the ¢hcs=s of Bilice, Malcolm ar-
too. You just @got it like :tha:, ris: a3y man? xe;;.
cust between you ard pg--and the

and I know that the cn.:w pecr.e
new are a fistful of ex::iic: a.:}
Fatients, your proc.»:;::s'
Facasites, ccncudbines arnd caxg
Ys<'ve tsen caugh: wizth },;:
bafasre yoa csuld compietel:
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Lat's szee, at first I was ;:usc:
to7ing to "clean” myself
snitches.” By the way. the

I Kacw how ycu hate langua;
toO use It to cover ycur as
break! SNITCHES infcrm on cr,
does that ma2ke you?)
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to everyone. W what your response was to
time. You laughed me away. Your stupid: iy,
th your consuna:e 'acism/sexlsm, led ycu to

1naue the extent o Which I and cthers--n3t just th
is qu::ed in the pres i pecple w‘o have "left"
er--couid and would a d:i gd. Afzerall,
£é Sust a bunch of c¥ cme: iggers a:d SPicks to
W2 were nocthing be‘ﬂre % you ani we'c be rnething
we left you. Isa't trat tx it went, Freddy-bey? You

ought ycu c2uld tribe us ints ;e1ce or satipidate us by
s::cxng one c¢r mcre of ycur atta -negrees--1.e., 1-'u‘ani,
Aivaader, Gay, etc.--on us. Arce u lauy "-; now? Cynically

’ oW
fou belisved that evervcne was a :2/cr cowardiy as
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dialzgue ana colla:
Aczeful plindness,
ysu had beccme and LW t had roisoned our

ike 82 many of us, I walked arcund in z st
éidn't want to adm:t that, like thousands ¢
ccmmunists before me, I haa teen betrayes 3
ieadersnai p Well, it =zappened t¢ me and

N

_aeben; comrades-- B--_A n; nd whits.
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ianga TO you or any e‘ ?ﬂu' Rapais

£:11 of shit, the: Tee: ke an

st a“- : y Eald
peopie that in public. Moreover, I aa:e ycu to pu~llsh this

letter in the ALLIANCE-—wna: s left of it as a newspaper.

PS II: It has cone to my attenticn that Earrsy Kresiy
attexmzted tc muscle me bty trying to intlmlda'e Ay dbrother

g W
-e

David around a lengstanding civil case that :av;d——under Y
direction at the time--hired him to litigate. :
that tha2 attaci was Kresky's own initiative. Hs




11/30/93
Fred:

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 neeced to prove me
wrong. How 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 sessionSor something of that sort in
1984. 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 jcin in the slamfest will be targeted
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 ycu 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
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
located your power in political principles cr developments.
Your yardstick seems to have always been guite vulgar. You
were interestecd in hcw many peoplie you could lie to without
protest, ancd hcw many dollars ycur lies could generate in
the form cf explcitecd labor. The "super-exploitaticn’--a
term you btorrowed from scme cof Lenin’s mest numbskull
writings--of the IWF cadres was your key to "success."” Lies,
emotional maripulaticn anc cutright coercicn were ycur tools
for insuring that a bard cf people woulc guarrantee your
profit-margin. They wculd make their fundraising quotas--the
bucks that you unilaterally determinec ycu needed to
solidify and expand ycur various scams. And that fact of
your relaticnship tc the cadres cof the party is your
greatest weakness. The internal crecibtility of yocur
"leadersnip” stands cn your ability to decurk outside
criticism--or at least force the party tc swallcow your
rationalizaticns. That has always teen a pliece cf cake for
vyou, Since ycocur cetractors, at best, have had little factual
material accut ycu to werk with. They have rad to rely upon
threacbare innuenccs and hysteria. But a totally new
scenaric arises wnen the ext2rnal critigques are rignt on the




money--excuse the pun! You are forced intc 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 any comment on the specific
accusations of ccrruption againsé{tfo do otherwise would
possibly sink you even deeper in ‘the 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 assmpred 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 have
few or no analytical tools to re-rationalize themselves, to
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
live poorly and passively accept humiliation from your drum
majors. There is certainly no political justification for
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 ycu have
something meaningful to say (and do) about building the .
political power cf poor and oppressed people. Fcr the
therapy freaks, the ones whc continue to leock to social
therapy as a valid means of addressing the subjective
aspects of oppression, likewise, ycu have little tc give.
They find themselves increasingly sccially isolatea, unable
to bond with anyone cr anything beyond the realm of your
little circle of wagons. They have nothing to fight with,
either against me cr their cwn emotional cdisillusionment.
They only have you, and ycu are lcoking uclier anc uglier,
cay by day, thanks to folks like me...There's just nothing
REVOLUTICNARY abcocut ycu running a theragy cult and a string
cf paper businesses, Fred. There is nothing "decent” about
the way ycu use and abuse people either. And since you are &
wannabe plg, then we determined, in fecruary 1993, that the
best people to handle ycu wculd be the real pigs.

I focund ycur resgcnse to the DAILY NEW
ALLIANCE (11/10/93) so stupid that
wanted tc laugh cor cry. Let's see, wh
the vantage point cf the FBI and other
New Alliance political tendency must be
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cult...If it isn’t a cult, and if Newman isn’'t the
manipulative guru...then something else must be going on.
That scmething is the troubling possibility that millions of
people in this country (and, indeed, around the world) might
be highly responsive to the new psychology that he and his
colleagues are creating. They're talking about a
ravolution...” What a crock of cynical trash. What is the
"New Alliance political tendency,” Fred? Since NAP is now
just a memory and the IWP no longer exists as a
Marxist/Leninist formation--i.e., they ceased to do
politics--1I guess you mean that the New Alliance political
tendency is something like the people who buy and sell the
tickets to your seasonal psychology homilies.

And who are “the millions™ creaming in their shorts to get a
dose of your “"new psychology =--actually an uncited rip-off
(and distortion) of Reich, Fanon, Marcuse, nowadays Lev
Vygotsky and a splash of Aristotle’s metaphysics? Tell me
something, oh West Side Sage, how do ycu determine that
"millions of people might be responsive” to your “new
psychology?” Do you stick a weather vane out of your window
to see if the heavy breathing of therapy-hungry multitudes
is blowing in your direction? (Something like Gus Hall's
“"winds of change,” huh?) Do ycu have a new kind of radio
receiver capable of measuring, until now undiscovered,
"might be responsive”-waves emitted by the brain? Or can you
see into the future on your TV set? Does it show you what
"might” happen if the FBI and the ADL stop calling you a
cultist and us mean ol’ commies get off of your sainted
back? If I dicn't kncw that you like to posture as a
materialist philosopher, then I’d swear you were just a
metaphysical simpleton' frcm reading the ALLIANCE! The only
factors turning people--Millions? Why not zillions?--away
frcm you and your “new psychelogy” are yocu and your “new
psychology.” Bocth are rather stupid anc repulsive. I stand
accusec! I confess! I have merely i1lluminatec that cbvious
fact.

Likewise, wheo are the Intellectuals abroac who have taken
ycu seriocusly ten minutes after figuring ou: that you were
merely trying to fleece them fcor their mcney or a photo-op;
and that ycur "new psycholcgy Is little more than a string
of tired slocgans, double-talk and declarations of the
obvious. In practice, it is just a garcden variety mindfuck.
The same service is prcocviced by Scientolegy, EST (Landmark)
and an assortment cf cther give-me-ycur-mocney-and-I'll-
make-ycu-think-ycu-NEED~tc-give-me-more-cf-yocur-money
outfits. Who, Fred?

Hcw many people in Harlem, Tne Brcnx cr Watts, who are
actually "being cestrcyed, cor cdruggeac intc submission, as a
curnisnment,” has your '‘new DSychc-sa.vaticn gcspel touched,
given that they generally have nc ca offer you, their
OHo Messiah? They are npot the cnara : in ycur 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-0ff-0ff (times ten)-B8roadway stage.
A bad play done in a broom closet you call a 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 pcor 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 absoclutely hilarious how you declare that social
therapy is a “non-Eurocentric, anti-psychological
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
you’'d be six-feet under, fFreddy-boy. Put it this way, 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 you
took the old huckster to heart. A religion can be converted
to an amusement park--remember Jim Bakker?--so, I guess, a
political party can be turned into clown act. fFred, you've
become an intellectual clcwn. Morecver, you can’t even get
it straight in ycur shard of a newspaper. Fred, the "F8I and
the other powers that be"” are not concerned with what “human
beings are, as individuals ‘and as a3 specie”~--as if that
guestion could ke in any way addressed in a Greenwich Street
therapy session. They are concerrec with eliminating anyocne
who threatens the bourgecisie. That's who signs their
checks, afterall. The threat is nct ycu, Frec, or anything
that you say or do at this time!

They are not the cnes after ycu at this juncture. Actually,
I can imagine scme internal security bureaucrat (FBI, NYPD,
ADL...etc.) wishing that he nac 100 Frec Newmans to do his
work., Yocu have been very effective in disorganizing the
cnly political movement that even hac a rat's ass of a
chance cof threatening the state. The fact cf the matter is
that they have been prctecting ycu. The bourgecisie loves
psychclcgy, "new,” improved, revclutiocnary cr otherwise.

By the way, why are ycu soO ccncerned with burying the
"corpse” of Moscow-led Stalinism (errcrecusly labled
communism by vou)? You write about doing it in the ALLIANCE.
You make little 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-bait
me, 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 DTW. I'm not a stinking corpse. 1'm alive and I take
showers, and I am causing you a great deal of grief!: It’s
rather 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 way, I thought that a principle of the IWP was that
we never expected any strategic nor tactical support from
the 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 I'm not
mistaken.)

Maybe your rush to dispose of “"communism” has something to
do with putting as much distance as possible between
yourself and the wcrking class movement of this century?
"Out, out, camn spot!”

Let’'s face it, Freddy-baby, you can’t run with Ross Perot
and RWA--rightists-with-an-attitude--if you go around
singing the INTERNATIONALE. Can you? It™ 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
keep your skeletons in the cleset around those guys. You
have to bury ycur past with what you said were your
political principles. Mayvbe that’s why ycu have turned to
red-baiting. In the blue-con-blue renditicn of your

cmmentary cn my letters to ycu and Fulani--the graphic
design of the ALLIANCE has gone the way of your politics,
i.e., into the sewer--ycu cefined me as the "stinking corpse
of communism.” Aside frcm the fact that I'd rather be
proclaimed--if but for only aesthetic reascns--the stinking
corpse of the working class movement (stinking commie) any
c¢ay than the ass-wipe of Ross Perot & Friends,, I was amused
by the pains you tcok to paint me as a red mek%ce to your
rightecus-- ncw right wing-tailing--business. What can I
say? I was proud, moved and thrilled tc see you finally come
cut. Frcm ncw on, nobody should have any ccubts about your
pcolitics. Yocu have none! Yocu're a leftist when you think
that you can get something from the Left anc vou're a
rightist when you think that they can punch ycur ticket. In
other words, you're a petty hustler. I think that the
multitudes have come to that conclusiocor also.




Let the record show that the letters that you published in
the ALLIANCE (11/25/53) were doctored by you to seem as
though I was attacking something and somebody other than you
snd the real stinking corpse euphemistically known as tha
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. Afterall, 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
POLITICAL TENDENCY (Tendency is a Marxist term describing a
grouping of PARTIES that share the same revolutionary
communist strategic perspectives and objectives. It @ has
no meaning as a description of a bunch of people who need--
financially, emotionally, socially or otherwise--a
rationalizer and re-rationalizer of their worlds (a guru,
pimp, marketeer, etc...))

The NEW ALLIANCE POLITICAL TENDENCY is ncthing more than a
euphemism for the Newman cult at this turn of the screw. It
is neither new, nor political. It is Jjust a way for you to
hide out--to mask the IWP--a term that has allowed you to
continue to string along fundraisers who might still be
politically motivated. If they weren’'t around, then you’d
Just as well call ycurself the Howdy-Doocy Revolutionary
Rod-n-Reel Club. In other words, scme fclks wculd like to
be part of a TENDENCY, new or cotherwise. They want
communism and they want revc.ution. But, given your
marketing strategy, ycu mus: take pains to construct--
through lies and therapy--a virtual substitute. Afterall,
the bucks are to te harvested from virtuality and the

rinkets that celebrate anc valorize the virtual
experience. One wears an X-hat because he/she has seen a
movie, a virtual reality. One can alsc wear an X-hat because
it’s a popular hat. All buy an X~-hat! The circuit is
completad, mcney changes hands. Likewise, Fred Newman is
revocluticnary--i.e., he dcesn’t bhave a majcr market
distributor, sc he must be deing scmething naughty. Buy
sometning frem Frec. Ncw ycu are revcluticnary too! It's
genuine like an X-hat, because you paid genuine money for
it. Wear the hat, buy the video, cop the bcok or cassette.
NCw ycu are an agent f the revolutinary conspiracy to give
small-time capitali ig-time bucxs for the brand-names
of their self-servin iracy tc make themselves

1 ] st-mocdern discourse.




That’s why I cpposed 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 scme 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
S0 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-communist,
cop/madman. There was cnly one problem with your strategy.
Folks know who I am and what I stand for--some oppose me,
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.

Your record speaks for itself, Fred. For some reason--1 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
resent it. They don’'t like you, they don’'t want you, they
don’t think you are very smart and they den’t trust you. The
only friends that you have now--beyond your therapy cultists
and parasites--are folks you can buy or manipulate. And
eventually, they either raise their fees beyond your ability
to pay--par ex: Al Sharpton--cr they get wise to yocur scam,
like myself.

Some last words abcut ycur 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
kncw you thought that it was a cone deal ana ycu already had
the champaigne uncorkec, but history has a way cf getting in
the way of business. Ycu see, Reagan Republicans cdon’t share
vyeour “"new” post-modern, post-political thinking. They are
very picky about whc they make coalitions with. They still
labcr under the illusicn that there is a left-right-anc-
center, like most pecople who dc politics instead of bad
theatre and group therapy. Ard they like to tnink of
themselves as far right wingers. That means that they don’'t
want tc asscciate with leftists, even scld-cut ex-lefties.
They especially have tnhis thing against hanging out with
crocks and cultists. Lock at hocw they cis’ec yeour boy Lynden
LaRcuche. He picneered the left to right jig ane what didg

it get him? I guess the FPerctoids need scme of your “new
psychology.”




I am flattered by your estimation of my power over your
destiny, 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 nore 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, then
they’'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 fear 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
oppressed. You can’'t entice them with money. They are
already millionaires and billionaires! You can’t offer them
Fulani and her base, because she has no base anymore. In
particular, Black people look on her as your finger puppet--
and they can’t stand you, even more than you can't stand
them. Anyway, you already sold Fulani out years ago. The
Perotoids won’t come to your plays--they like John Wayne
movies. They are not interested in “revolutionary
psychology”--they like to think of themselves as the really
righteously sane folks around. Remember the Protestant
Ethic--"1 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 their
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 of
trying to prove yourself a success to petit-bourgeois Jews,
who not only lcoked cn 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 dcor was slammed in
your face, so you mace ycurself a “"radical” one, by shucking
and jiving around the organic anti-state movement in this
country--hanging ocut with cclored people. The syndrome is
known as wannabewhiteandrich. Your case is a classic one,
specific to Jewish men with advanced degrees and no
pedigrees. What crecentials co I have to make such a
PSYCHCLOGICAL diagncses cof your condition? NONE! The same as
ycu, my man.

To add insult to injury, you have pcor fulani howling in the
same article that Black pecple had better get tight with the
right (the Perotcids), cr stcop complaining about being
cperessec. We should sign up regardless of what the
principles of the new white, rignt-led party might be, she
says. {(Anti-poor, racist ancg prote-fascist, no matter.)




Fred, stop degrading Fulani! If you want to tell Black
people that some self-proclaimed reactionary crackers are
our political salvation, then do it yourself. Don’t put your
idiotic and racist words in Lenora’s mouth. (The statement
was a transparant prelude to you dumping the whole people-
of-color orientation of the IWP altogether. It’'s just excess
baggage for you at this stage anyway. Latino, Black, gay and
other oppressed people are not going to get in bed with the
right. B8ut if we won’t follow you to the whorehouse, then
we had better "hold [our] peace.” Right? You say, fuck us,.
Well, I think the appropiate response of progressive people
to you has been made pretty clear already.)

You can play your little games--and they are games, becauss
if everyone walked away from you tomorrow, then you’d still
have all the money--but Fulani is the one who will have to
go out into the community and dodge the bricks and bottles
aimed at your treacherous ass. The woman is having trouble
and you keep sadistically pushing her closer to the cracking
point. Fred, I think you want her to bugout. A looney
fulani can do less damage to you than a sober one. Right?
Just leave her alone. You’ve had your jollies with her. I am
deeply sorry for anything that I’ve said to cause her
distress, but sometimes the truth hurts. She is an historic
figure. Unfortunately, she’ll make no more history, but a
lot of bucks for you. Don’'t damage her any more. Don’'t pull
her into the gutter with you. :

Well, I guess that will cdo it for now. You can publish this
in the ALLIANCE and fax it across the country too. I know
you’ll also doctor this piece. That's okay. Even when you
airbrush your best face on the truth, ycu still make |
buzzards lose their appetites.
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PS I: Thank you for correcting my spelling errors in my
letters. 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 forgot.

PS I1: I didn’t bother with the cc stuff this time, but you
can assume that this document will make the rounds.




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAIL ELECTION COMMISSION

DR. LENORA B. FULANI1, DR. FRED NEWMAN,
FRANCINE MILLER, RACHEL MASSAD, and
LENORA B. FULANT FOR PRESIDENT,
AFFIDAVIT OF
Complainants, % DR. LLENORA B. FULANI

-—against-- : MUR
KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

State of New York
County of New York )

R. LENCRA B. FUIANI, being duly sworn, deposes and

I am one of the complainants in this proceeding,
and I (and my 1992 campaign committee) are respondents in MUR
393

annex hereto coplies of letters sent to me by

William Pleasant.

ARTHUR R BLOCK
» -~ r‘
Fublic Stata of New YO
- Ne. 3 ‘“"”“‘oumy
ualitied in New York © e
Cgmmswm Expiras April 30. 14
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.eration. To me, he's just a middl=-ages white gQuy with a
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Lendra. our people need you. They Jdon’'t need or want Fred.
ry can still salvage much of your political integrity vi=-
1-vie our communities.
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ewman purged the party of revolutionaries,
who would nppose nis zell-out.
o people loved vou. Fulani. fFred Ne.umarm 4rave you
dirt. You no longer have a fallowing. You ran
arnruna the country advancing an electoral tactic without a
~ommunist strategy. Newman had a finacial strategy. You
na2 hin a lot of money. You have been reduced o i liberal
ENnis--a talx-<how meonstruosit.. Your power had always
1ded in your conectioin to the arassroors Black community-
a communicst. Newman marketed you to the white liberal
tit-bourg20isie as a liberal who haprened to be Black.
| became that. Your base rejec:ted it.
. didn't even rate as a Jesse Jarkscn 1992, You were jus:
L ncepenaent running in 1?32. Of cours2. the r=cople
nded approplately. They turnec th2ir Lacks cn you. BO
, the fazcist kicke3 your azz 1n tarms of votes. You
notning to bulld on in 1996. NAP? is a joke because ycu
tlewman compromisa ycu. AN 1decencent working-class party
supposes to be in opposition to bourgecis parcties
~:~rats cr Republicans)--that’s «nhy peoole sugport it But
£'s not what Newman thought. He want2d the money, SO any
litics would do to milk the white petit-bcugeoisie. Newmin
t~e blame. though he sgeals about being ccnnec:ied to the
-mmunity . The only pocr pecple that Fred deals with are
- "2 p2ople ne speed:s by in the tackseat of his "imo. Why
hould you e put 1n the positiorn of evplaining that to
woody ¥ Newman doesn’t pay you encigh!
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T Yn’t need to tell ynu this. You know 1t. Maybe you can't
n=23ar this from me now, but so00n you will see th light. When

t=5r hapoens [ will support ycu.

en’t swallow the pride that vour mother taught you. That
rri3de was the pcwer that lifted yocu out of the depths of
‘ne-ter, Penn. You know it too. Stop acting stupid. Or at
=it get paid your worth. You have not sacrificed vour life
=731 your children for the revclution, to ‘have btowed yocur
233 to a whiteskinned con-artist and his girlfriends. Tou
wil. never be one of his intimates because he has no
inzention cof givirng ycu the right--cr power--toc write

ecks. You aire his "bottom woman' .

too Lt! You are torn good.

Y~ P bpoe it

~..L13m Pleasant

L-=-662~6812




October S5, 1993
NYC

Dear Lenora:

I hope your health 1s gocd. 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 xiWANge idiots burn you out.
They eat better than you, ride better than you and sleep
hetter than you. That 1s the usual arrangement between B8lack
and white in Amerikkka. Hang on, Lenora.

I am writing you this letter, probably my last actemp: to
communicate with you directly, because of your performance
at the Brooklyn GAY MEN OF AFRICAN DESCENT (GMAD) event--
3/26/93. To be frank, Lencra, I was shocked. You were
hysterical. You ranted about a Chip Berlet/FBI/ADL plot to
get you--a highly inagropiate move since the vast majority
of #our audience didn't know what the hell you were talking
about. O0f course, you were responding to myself, Marina
Ortiz and Kelly Gasink. Qur presence upset you. There is no
conspiracy against you, sister. That is a Fred Newman
invention, designed for International Workers Party (IWP)
internal consumption. On the contrary, there is an organized
front of ex-IWP members dedicated to throwing Newman back to
the pigs from whence ne came. Three of its lesading
representatives sat before you in the GMAD event. You could
not and cannot deal with that, so you raved about the
Berlet/FBI/ADL conspiracy. You could not engage in a
political 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
has built to supply himself and his girlfriends with a
steady cashflow. You acted crazy in Brooklyn because the

truth drives you crazy.

One reason 1t makes you crazy 1is because we are not anti-
communists, Black nationalists or worse--the kind of folks
that Newman is fond cf pimping you off to. I think that
Collin Moore is Macdaddy Newman's latest steady “john." We
are communists and we want Newman's treachercus hide nailed
to a tree for selling us out. We mount an attack from the
left--ironically and lawfully, Newman's lef:. He can't
handle it-and you, least ¢: all, are 1in position to respsnd.
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 one
facet of Newman's scam that we have exposed tnrough very
painful investigation. Chip Berlet, the FBI and the ADL gave
us nothing. Berlet/FBI/ADL are pigs. Newman 1s a pi1g. Let

plg eat pig!

We did the work cn our cwn and paid for 1t out of our owun
empty pockets. Why? Because we are communists and not Fred




Newman cultists. He cannot rationalize and re-rational:ce
our worlds for us. We don't want Fred, we want a revolution.
Unfortunately, the distinction got blurred f5r you. In the
end, that is a function of your own personal weaknesses.
It's a Black working class thing that has t> do with longing
for white validation--in competition with the Black petit-
bourgeoisie who take it for granted. The scene 1s very deep.
We can talk about it, but I suggest that you re-read Fanon.
Nonetheless, you must come to terms with the fact that you
have been pimped to Al Sharpton, Ddvid 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 "er 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 him to the extent that you can rope in the scumbags lika
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 JEWS need to employ to sell their proximity to
revolt to the white petit-bourgeoisie. NYPIRG, 9-to-§5,
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':c
do anything other that what they needed to to do to suck
off of your courage and get paid. You never got paid. :3
Fred Newman ever say to you that he was stressed because he
didn't 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 ycu
have to eat to get her un-dumped. Your Chester, Pennsylvania
mother taught you better. Newman is the master. You have no
1dea of the crap that he carried out in your nace. He has

run you into the dirt.

You may believe that you c-e MNewman something. Ycu owe nim
nothing! You 1live in a shanty apartment, by Newman's
decree--though you could have easily moved into the Massad
residence or better. 7cu4 are dependent on him for your money
to live. You cannot prcvide 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 l=ad. Wha: 3dc
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 honeymcon on the party tab? Are you such a
revolutionary hero that your psychotic fear of flying
induces you to book passage on the QE II 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 di1d so and worse! You don't owe him., he owes
vou for putting bucks 1in his pocket by playing out his
political charade to 1ts conclusion. Whatever crumbs that
nave 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 deprivaticnal scene because that's the way that
Newman knows that he can string you along. A starving 1cg is
an obedient dog! He makes you beg, he keeps you on your
knees. He makes you afraid to demand the things that you
want and need by constantly telling you that you are (1.)
unworthy and (2.) too igncrant to decide what is not only
best for your personal self but best for making a
revolution. He relates ts you as a sort of hollew reed from
which the pith of self has teen blown--his "greatest
production.”" He has publicly described you as a so>rt of
finger puppet. I know you bite your lip and bear his
humiliations of you. I know well because he did the same to

me, but in a different way.

I refrained from skewering 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
bunch of white people were also proclaiming that [ 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
lose that. I was afraid. I was a coward. I was also loyval
to Newman as a friend, the way that southerners are lcryal.
it's a regional cultural thing and maybe you don't
understand. But my tongue was stilled against Newman bacause
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 ground everything that we had built
into the mud. Indee<, communism is dead. Newman should kncw
best, since he literally assassinated the only communist
party 1in this stinxing ccuntry. And he killed it hecause it
didn't sult his aims of building a cult any longer. 1
realized this fact much too late.

Like you, I am an egotist of the highest calibre. Unlike
vou, I am an arrogant Black petit-bourgeolis punk, I am also
a communist--at best yocu 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 1institutions. I have pride. You have
pride. I went after 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 by .skinhead fascists in
Europe--in Europe representing Newman, by the way. I could
not justify attempting to trade off our base for Rass
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 1n revolution, and democracy is merely
a bourgeois institution-in-sarvice-to-the-state that needs
to be smashed by communists (I guess I'm still a M/L). I
could not march through the streets of my community
screeching that I was a "Newmanite and proud of it!"

Our people don't need or want Newmanites or taermizes. Your
showing 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 SWP 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”
of Macdaddy Newman? Use your muthaf in' head, comrade. How
do you lead an "independent coalition" when there is no
social or political content to your own base beyond the lies
that Newman tells you and an occasional photo-op with a

8lack democrat?

Black people and other oppressed sectors of this society
clamor for revolutionaries! They want a party of oppositior,
they want NAP. But Newman has turned your project into
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 betraval of M/L principles.
Newman--consciously and del:berately--betrayed those
principles, and now he will pay the piper.

“"A PIG IS A PIG, AND THAT'S THAT"--Wendy O. 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 hear 1t: YOU ARE
NEWMAN'S BLACK WHORE. Everybody knows 1t too, particularcly
in the Black community. Newnan tells you that the revulsion
that Black people feel towards you 1s a function of their




anti-ccmmunism. Black people are not anti-communists. Ther
are the most pro-communist people to be found in this
ccuntry'! Read history...It's ju=: cthat Black people are
smart enough to know a 'ho when they see one. They see you
darting around kissing ass at Newman's behest. ‘“You cannot
oppose the DP and support David Dinkins, for example.
Likewise, you can't talk about popular power and chide Black
gays about trashing Ed Towns as you did at the GMAD event,
YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO BE THE OPPOSITION, not the loyal
intermediary between the community and the DP. You have

been effectively forced into a role of providingﬂ!“cxéfé
cover to the corrupt, neo-colonialist wing of the DP. You
occupy the same role that Gus Hall and Co. did. That's what
Newman wants, but it's nct 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 foocl would shatter your mind.
Obviously, your cozy virtual reality is much more valuable
t0 you than fighting for power. You spend your time pumping
Newman's ass up as a leader of our people. But Newman isn't
2 leader, he's a rich white pimp. That bastard can't come
within ten blocks of 125th Street and open nis mouth to our
people. He 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 me up. He has the stolen millions and a
crew of mindfucked therapy cultists to back him up. He also
has you to front 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
down. Anyplace, anyhow--you've had three prior opportunities

on WBAI and you chickened out.

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 aga:nst you.
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 Mart:in Luther
King. How vulgar! Newman 1s 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
nmore than annoying pet. Why 4o you think he's 2eex allcwed
to get this far? His wits? Newman 1s a clown.

Newman's FBI/ADL/Berlet conspiracy theory, complete with i*ts
pro-right wing pandering to aggrieved Christian fanatics,
scientology, EST and assorted limousine gurus 1s merely a
political hedge against the fraud, forgery and emhezzlement




indictments that are coming h.s way. le nee:s the 'rigpilhgs
of a victimized saint 1n order to hope of gaining any public
support--even the purely sentimental variety--bzyoncd the
walls of 500 Greenwich 3t. {bviously, the stats indicate
that the Black community has not been '"moved" by Newmar':
self-serving declaraticnz ¢? imminent polit:cal peril. They
kaow that an attack on Newman by law enforcerm2nt :g sSisiply

a case of a con-xman finally i

The best way to prove me wrong 1s for you to go <o Bei-Stuy
or 125th Street and try -c rally "the masses" tc Mewman's
defense. I can say with a high degree of certainty that ycur
pro-Fred partisans will nuxzber few beyond a handful c¢f
homeless day laborers you hire for public disglay and
therapy patients--meanings the tattered remnants of the IWP.

I have read your 10-page response (three times longer than
Rivera's or.ginal piece!!!) to the CITY SUN article. I had
expected better, bhut it 1s cbvious that coherent political
thought has gone to seed down on Maas 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
Newman, not you! HE was being called a liar and a thief.
Macdaddy conveniently enlisted you as his Black cover the
Wway cracker politicians in my neck of the woods would find
some blackskin creep to tell poor folks about all the good
things that Mr. Charley had done for them. Of course, the
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 Newman definitely causes
brain damage! Well, Andy Cooper--not exactly a whiz kid--saw
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 c¢f further ripping
Macdaddy to political shreds. But, alas, i'll have to wait

for another opportunity.

Comically, 1n the response, all that vou (Goldberg/Saliz)
could do was blather about how you know some Democrats and
they think you are legit! Ycu know that the 1992 campaign
Wwas a charade, so why lie, except to shield Newman? Surely,
you don't think that the Black and Latino communities were
fooled by 19927 They wouldn't vote for you because you gave
them nothing to vote for! Get 1t? The specific charges in
the Rivera article were true and, lawfully, Macdaddy was
advised by his attcrneys 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 IWP members--predominately
Black and Latino--not Chip Berlet or the ADL. Once again,
Newman used ycu 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. Byt
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 they
00 not only played a part 1n Fred's scam, but often knew
intimate details of it. They knew that tens of thousands of
decent pecple were contributing to a presidential campaign
that didn't exist. They know I am not telling a lie, because
they know the truth. But 1n the virtual political
community, Newman arrogates to himself the right to declare
what is reality and what 1sn't. He is the TRUTH, I believe
once heard him say. And Newman has decreed that what I am
saying is a lie. But as more of Newman's corruption comes
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.

T
-

I am no psychologist, but I believe that you and a lot of
other folks are in a state of denial. Sooner or later, you
will have to face the music. Meanwhile, Macdaddy will have
already fled with the loot and his white chicks. Lenora,
don't worry, Macdaddy isn't going to go to jail. He has no
direct legal responsibilty for any of the graft. He was
smart enough to let you and a bunch of other trusting fools
lay down your John Hancocks on the phony financial
documents. So, in the patois of the street corner society,

"Baby, you got played."

If you want to prove me liar, then I make the same challenge
to you that I made tc 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 [
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 tco long, then you w:ill get up with fleas.

Lenora, I hope you get up before it's too late.
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April 13, 1994
NYC

From: William Pleasant

Dear Lenora:

I hope you are well. I can imagine how the stress must
really be affecting you. Take care of yourself, nobody else
will do it for you.

You know that I am not your enenmy. I gelieve that you still
may have a great deal to give to the cause of liberation in
this stinking country. Likewise, you know what you have to
do to get on with the task of leading oppressed people. I
don’t need to state the obvious. You know, though you may
not be able to let yourself have the thought. That'’s
understandable, but you have to make a break for freedom
soon. History won’t wait for you.

Allow me to give you some of my thoughts about your current
activities. Firstly, the Farrakhan gambit is already played
out before it even really began. Farrakhan is hip to FN, so
you should expect him to back away from you very soon. In
fact, Farrakhan may come out with a straight-up denunciation
of you in the near future. When that happens, the best
advice is for you to speak for yourself, not FN. Frankly,
there is no way that you can cover for FN vis-a-vis
Farrakhan at this time without coming out on the very short
end of the stick, politically speaking. Farrakhan will most
likely come out of his nationalist bag and call FN just
another Jewish political crook on the make through the Black
comnunity’s political movement. He’ll also call you Newman'’s
stooge. In the end, Farrakhan will probably talk about how
he made the sacrifice to scope you out, as a service to the
comnunity, and found you deficient. This is all classic
stuff. Farrakhan has to play to his own base, which is
supremely hostile to FN. That base will probably use the
fact that FN will market the video of your PA interview with
Farrakhan--without the NOI getting a cut of the action--as
proof that the Minister is being bamboozled by FN. Farrakhan
has to turn that around and convince them that he is not
being exploited. In that process, you will become the
sacrificial lamb. This was a set-up from the start.

c, from now on, you need to fashion your political activity
o that it allows ycu the broadest latitude in finding
upport cnce FN decides to dump you. Many people are 3just
aiting for you to make your move. Don’t feel that you are
omehow trapped by FN. You have a lot more going for
yvourself than you are willing to appreciate.

4
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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-de-
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 kncw damn well that your participation in the FIP 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
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 $10-and-a-balogna sandwich~a-head to
use as stage sets, FN is using you in the same way. You are
no more than his prop, designed to convince his new pals
that he has a political following somewhere, with some
clout. But once he gets his foot in the door, then he won'’t

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 "brcad 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 cof 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.

y the way, Fred’s new West Village mansiocn is nice. Thin

Py




of what a mil n dollars cou. ve bought in the way of
real fighti: itical organization i utlem and the South
Bronx where o people live and die 1li.. gs. And when he
invites you up to the big house for tea and johnny-cakes,
maybe you’ll ask him to explain how he distinguishes himself
from his neighbors who also tend to be millionaire racists.

-

It’s only lawful that you’d ask, since you financed his lush
life by putting your life on the line. But then, that’s the
usual arragement between the worker and capital, I believe.

Maybe I‘m wasting my typing paper by writing to you. Maybe
you have been so damaged by Newman that there is no hope for
you. But then maybe you have a scrap of brain left in your
head that operates independently. I hope for the latter to
be true. Get wise, Lenora.

In Solidarity,

212-662-4991

PS:

I was quite amused by FN’s response to Wittes in DC. I
thought his NO COMMENT response was so poetic. Likewise, I
loved when Jackie Salit snarled to Wittes that I was
"trashing® FN, Inc. because I am a "f ing communist" who
wants to "re-establish™ my "ties with the American left."
She--meaning FN--was right on one count: I AM A F ING
COMMUNIST! SO what does that make her, i.e., FN? As for
winning my way back to the left, well, I really can’t go
back to somewhere I’ve never been. FN knows quite well where
I come from politically, but he’ll never let the truth stand
in the way of cooking up a self-serving fantasy--a lie, by
the way, crafted soley to sooth the INMATES OF HIS SoHo

LoF‘T.

In any case, I have been quite clear on why I am exposing
him; my reasons require no psychological interpretation. 1
want him to pay for his political exploitation and betrayal
of poor and oppressed people and their political movement--
the working class. And I have no qualms with letting his




bourgecis c des-in-arms (including Willkes) do the dirty
work. I call swine-on-swine violence A ugly affair,
but, in the end, quite beneficial to the communist project.

In closing, I consider it a compliment to be RED-BAITED by
the likes of FN. Afterall, every late afternoon he has to
get out of bed and realize that he is still Fred Newman--a
fate I would not wish upon the worse colon fluke. Likewise,
I love it when Jackie Salit--an absolutely untalented,
cowardly, parasitical, butt-swab, intellectual KAFASH’BASHI
(ask Farrakhan what that means) for Fred Newnan--denounces
me as a commie. I guess a spectre not only haunted Europe in

the 19th century, but it also haunts mansions on Bank Street
today. The spectre is communism. FN has good reason to lose

sleep.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2046}

February 8, 1994
Kellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue, #41D
Bronx, NY 10467

Dear Ms. Gasink:

This is to acknowledge receipt on February 7, 1994, of your
letter dated January 31, 1994. The 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
notarized. Your letter was not properly sworn to.

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. The preferred
form is "Subscribed and sworn to before me on this day of

, 19 ." A statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to and subscribed before her also will be sufficient. We
regret the inconvenience that these requirements may cause you,
but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with the
handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory
requirements are fulfilled. -See 2 U.S.C. § 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "riling 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, please
contact me at (202) 219-3410.

Sipcerely,
1 o
LA

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Lenora B. Fulani for President




UNITED STATES OF AMERICAN
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In re
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MOTION FOR RESUBMISSION OF JUNE 10,1993 COMPLAINT
TO COMPLAINANT FOR VERIFICATION, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE
FOR NOTIFICATION TO COMPLAINANT THAT NO FURTHER ACTION
— WILL TAKEN ON THE BASIS OF THAT COMPLAINT

Respondents, by counsel, . Federal Election
Commission {("FEC" or "Co
of the documents filed by 113 pri e complainant, in
this matter. This motion i iled on behalf of Lenora B. Fulani,
presidential candidate, ] Fulani For President Committee
{("Committee"), Francine Mil and Rachel Massad, the Committee's
Treasurers, and Frederick Newman, campaign manager. A designation
cf counsel for the Committee's Treasurer, Francine Miller, is
appended. The other designations were previously filed with the
Commission.

At the onset, Respondents note the extraordinary nature of
this pleading and that the pleading procedure is not expressly
provided fcor in the Commissicn's regulations. However for the
relief requested tc ke meaningful the issue raised in this
pleading must be adjudicated pr: - ] reason to believe
determimnation. » Z - re left with the
Hobscn's choice pon { m ) 1 prush and unverified
allegations or B-1 & ] inference for its
failure to respon 1 th : ' ma’ a reason to believe
determinatcicn . he Comm3 10 have the power sua
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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.
Ctherwise the entire process ab initio and looking forward is
procedurally tainted.

Complainant filed three dccuments 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
seccnd time verified. Without attempted merger with the second
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
alleges civil and criminal wrongdoing by persons not mentioned in
the verified one paragraph complaint. The last page of this letter
ends "...I ask that you investigate these matters fully." The
June 31, 1993 letter was returned to complainant in its unverified
condition, and filed a second time by Ms. Gasink without
verification.

THE CHARACTER CF THE JUNE 10,1993 LETTER
CLEARLY SHOWS IT TO BE A SECOND COMPLAINT

A plain reading of th lectter and the c¢all for an

it constitutes a second

mplaint. Moreover, it contains numerous civil and criminal

harges not within the £first complaint. The only concrete

legation in the January 31, 1924 complaint is that Ms. Gasink

"was listed on (the Committee's}! campaign records as receiving

$5C0 that (she) never received, nor knows anything about." This

an alleged reporting viclaticn by the Committee, and perhaps
Treasurer.

The June 10, 1993 complaintz, cn the cother hand, is wholly
argeted at the campaign manager (who is not named in the January
1994 complaint), and lays cut a web cf 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
omplaint shall be in writing, signed and sworn to by the person
7

£iling such complaint, shall be notarized, and shall be made under
penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of section 1001
of titie 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 CFR
111.5. ©Cn 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
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
her problems with an unverified complaint by asserting third party
hearsay from a newspaper article (the third document she
submitted) in order to provide a springboard for charges that the
complainant has no first hand knowledge of is equally troubling.
Moreover it frustrates Congressional intent underpinning Section
437g, and permits allocation of scarce Commission resources on
allegations which are of dubious value since the complaintant is
nct willing to verify them. Ms. Gasink should not be allowed to
subterfuge the 437g complaint process. This is unfair to
raspondents.

Ironically, this is unfair to Ms. Gasink as well. Fairness
3ictates that Ms. Gasink be provided the opportunity to either
withdraw or verify the June 10, 1993 charges. 1If the Commission
were to address the allegations contained therein, it could be
construed as incorporation by reference of the June 10, 1993

cter into the January 31, 1994 letter, something Kellie Gasink
not do. Arguably this would subject Ms. Gasink de juxe to the
alty of perjury contained in Title 18 of the United States Code
the Commissicn only has jurisdiction as to verified
laints. See 2 USC 437g(a) {1} .
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CONCLUSION

For these reasons, all respondents respectfully request that
the Commission 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 Ms. Gasink for
verification.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: 5/é /Q?/ Ee/m/ /aonﬁmj

Art Block, Esquite ~
Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Counsel For Respondents

Suite 500

888 Sixteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006
Telephone: 202-785-6677
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LAW OFFICE ' ( }4
Richard Mayberry & Associates N
Filth Floor

888 16th Street, N.W.
Washingion, D.C. 20008

(202) 786-6877
Fax (202) 835-1912

May 13, 1994

By HAND
CONPIDENTIAL ENFORCEMENT MATTER

Trevor Potter

Chairman

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
wWashington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 3938
Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am co-counsel with Arthur R. Block, Esquire, for the
Respondents in the above captioned enforcement matter, the Fulani
For President Committee; its Treasurers Prancine Miller and Rachel
Massad; the presidential candidate Lenora B. Fulani; and the
campaign manager Frederick Newman. Today is the response date for
all cf the Respondents except for Miller (whose response was timely
filed on May 6, 1994). This letter is in furtherance of the
Respondents 'Motion for Resubmission of June 10,1993 Complaint to
Complainant for Verification, or in the Altermative for Notification
to Complainant that No Further Action Will Taken On the Basis of the
Complaint' (®Motion").

Specifically, Respondents request that the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC" cr "Commission") consider the Motion prior to
aggignment of the matter to an Enforcement Attorney for preparation
of the OGC Report containing its 'reason to bellieve' ("RTB")
recommendation.

This permits bifurcation of the Commission's proceedings in
connection with this matter. PFirst, we urge the Commission to pass
on the Motiorn to define the validity and scope of the allegations
centained in the Gasink Complaint (s). This is essential to ensure
~he integrity of the processing of MUR 3938 under Section 437g. As
asserted in the Motion, the verification of the documents filed as
2 complaint are contested and at issue.

I- need not be stated that the Commission has the authority,
and we would submit the obligation, sua sponte (and irrespective of
_etter ard the Motion) to consider whether the gseccnd letter
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dated June 10, 1993 to the Manhattan District Attorney is verified
in accordance with the statute kefore Commission attorneys start
evaluating whether it provides a basis for reason to believe that
a violation of the Campaign Act has occurred by the Respondentsg.

Please notify us in writing of the manner, specifically the
sequence, in which the full Commiesion will address the issues
raiged in the Motion. We would suggest that a Commissicn decision
as tc whether there are two complaints or one complaint will
shorten, rather than lengthen, the processing of MUR 3938,

If OGC is responding to one specific allegation contained in
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 wrengdoing by persons not mentioned in the verified one
paragraph complaint, the administrative burden to the Ccmmission is
obviously less.

Thie bifurcated procedure serves the best interest of justice

for the reasons set forth in the Motion, is not inconsistent with
Section 437g, and protects the constitutional =xrights of the

Respondents.

We thank you in advance for you consideration of this letter.

Sincerely yoursa,

Colend M

Richarcd Mayberry

Arthur Block
Counsel to Respondents

i: A1l Commissioners (¥ia FAX 202-208-3333)
: Lawrence Noble, Fsquire {(Ry FAX Lo 202-219-3923)
Dr. Lenora B. Fulari {By FAX to 212-431-3S16




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

MAY 24, 1994

Richard Mayberry, Esq.
Suite 500

888 16th Street NW
Wwashington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 3938

Lenora B. Fulani, Fulani for President
and Rachel Massad, as treasurer,
Francine Miller, and Frederick Newman

Dear Mr. Mayberry:

This letter is in reference to the motion which you
submitted on May 6, 1994 on behalf of your clients, Lenora B.
Fulani, Pulani for President and Rachel Massad, as treasurer,
Francine Miller, 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, 1993, letter that was referenced
in and attached to the coaplaint.

1f you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact Mary Taksar at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Lﬂi Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Arthur R. Block, Esqg.




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

DR. LENORA B. FULANI, DR. FRED NEWMAN,

FRANCINE MILLER, RACHEL MASSAD, and

LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDENT,
Plaintiffs,

-against-

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,

Defendant.

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, ARTHUR R. BLOCK and
HARRY KRESKY, for their complaint respectfully show and allege
the following:

Introduction

1. Although Congress conferred certain law
enforcement responsibilities on the Federal Election Commission
("FEC" or the "Commission") in the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended (FECA), 2 U.S.C. §§ 431 et seg., Congress
severely limited the agency’s discretion to decide who, what and
when to investigate. Unlike some other federal agencies, the FEC
does not have a roving authority to investigate persons engaging
in the activity it regulates, i.e. First Amendment speech,
assocliation, 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




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. § 437g(a)(l).

< & 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
newspaper clippings; and its practice of making individuals the
subjects of enforcement proceedings solely based on unsworn
allegations against them.

Synopsis of the Case

B a 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.

e Plaintiffs made a motion to the full Commission

requesting that the defendant either (a) return the unsworn

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
unsworn newspaper clipping.

9. Plaintiffs allege that the Commission has acted in
excess of its statutory jurisdiction, in violation of the First
Amendment of United States Constitution, and in a manner that is
arbitrary, capricious and an abuse of discretion.

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
15 that the Commission lacks jurisdiction to engage in any
enforcement activities whatsoever with respect to the allegations
contained in the 5-page unsworn letter and in the newspaper

irticle. It lacks jurisdiction to name persons as respondents to




an unsworn complaint and to request that those persons submit
sworn responses to unsworn charges.

11. The Commission has created this case and
controversy by refusing to take the simple step of mailing the
unsworn 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 S-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, inter alia, a declaratory
judgment that the Commission lacks jurisdiction to consider the
allegations in the unsworn 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
news clipping, and to make no use of any information or materials
generated in connection with its review and investigation
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. § 1361; the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C.
§§ 701-706; and under the First Amendment.

14. Plaintiffs also have a right to judicial review
under 2 U.S.C. § 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 en banc.

15. Federal question jurisdiction is founded on 28
U.S.C. §§ 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
candidate for the office of President of the United States in
1988, and in 1992. In each of these elections, she qualified for
and received payments (federal matching funds) from the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act under 26 U.S.C.
9031 et seq. 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, Fulanli 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.




The Gasink 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.

19. Plaintiff DR. FRED NEWMAN ("Newman") was the
campaign manager of Fulani’s 1992 presidential campaign. He 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
notirication from the Commission that it had named him as a
respondent in a civil enforcement "matter under review," (MUR),

tased on materials sent to the FEC by complainant Kellie Gasink.




The Gasink 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) was the treasurer of the Fulani for
President primary campaign committee, and RACHEL MASSAD (Massad)
was the treasurer of the Lenora B. Fulani general election
committee.

22. Each of the individual plaintiffs resides in the
City and County of New York, and Lenora B. Fulani for President
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, inter alia, authority to enforce the Federal
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
Fulani’s political work, and long-time collaborator with

Ylewman in cultural, theatrical and writing projects. Shortly




after the 1992 election, Pleasant opanly broke off his working
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 them to charge

Newman with violations of various laws.

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.
Gasink 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
to seek an indictment of Newman, on or about June 10, 1993,
Gasink submitted to the Manhattan District Attorney a 5-page
sinale-spaced typed letter containing a litany of accusations
against Newman and his associates, and alleging that Fulani’s
1442 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

| 5-paragraph article (the "Article") reporting a leak from the
! grap




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 as sources
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 unsworn l-paragraph letter dated January
31, 1994, signed by her;
b. A copy of an unsworn S5-page letter to the
District Attorney dated June 10, 1993, signed by her; and
a, A copy of the Article.
31. Upon information and belief, the sending of the
materials to the FEC (which included the reference in the Article
to the FEC itself), was an attempt by Pleasant and Gasink to

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
not sign the materials although he, upon information and belief,
Was an anonymous collaborator in sending in the materials.
Gasink signed the l-paragraph letter and the S-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 "l-paragraph Complaint"), and the unsworn June 10, 1993

complaint (hereinafter the "5-page Complaint"). The S5-page

Complaint specifically requested investigation of its allegations

by law enforcement authorities.

33. Under cover letter dated February 8, 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. Gasink purported to re-execute the l-paragraph
Complaint and have it acknowledged under oath before a notary

public. Gasink did not re-sign or swear to the 5-page Complaint.

The l-paragraph Complaint does not specifically incorporate by
reference the allegations in the 5-page Complaint.

35. After receiving these materials from Gasink, the
FEC did not notify Gasink that her S5-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




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 1l-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
not implicated in the sworn l-paragraph Complaint.

38. Shortly thereafter lois lerner, Associate General
Counsel in charge of the Enforcement Division, communicated
through a representative to plaintiffs’ counsel that the OGC had
reconsidered the scope of its jurisdiction arising from the
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

Committee treasurers are generally held responsible for
Committee financial affairs. 2 U.S.C. §432.

Ll




Notification To Complainant That No Further Action Will Be Taken
On The Basis Of That Complaint.

40. By letter dated May 24, 1994, the Commission
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.
COUNT ONE
41. The Federal Election Campaign Act, 2 U.S.C. §
437g(a)(1l), states in pertinent part that a private
complaint shall be in writing, signed and

sworn to by the person filing such complaint,
shall be notarized, and shall be made under

penalty of perjury and subject to the
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
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

1d




subject to the 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. § 111.4(Q)(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 l1l-paragraph Complaint in the instant case
does not name any person wheo 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 l-paragraph Complaint to
"clearly identify as a respondent each person or entity" must be

deemed a deliberate omission by the complainant, since the

complainant did identify persons as respondents in her unsworn 5-

page Complaint.

48. 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(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
statements;

49, 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(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. § 111.4(d)(4) provides:




(4) It [the sworn complaint] should be
accompanied by any documentation ggpngzglng
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

any relevant fact, but merely a repetition of second hand and

third 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 unsworn
allegations repeated by a newspaper reporter cannot substitute
for the penalty of perjury requirement of Section 437g and 11
C.F.R. §111.4; the allegations must be in a signed writing and
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.




S4. Even if the Article and the S5-page Complaint were
"documentation®" within the meaning of the regulation, the

Ccommission could not consider them for the purpose of adding

allegations to the allegations contained in the l-paragraph sworn

Complaint. To interpret the regulation to allow unsworn
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 4379.

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. § 111.5(b).

56. Instead, the Commission is required to send a
notice to the complainant, with a copy to the persons identified
in the complaint as respondents, stating the complaint is
insufficient. Id.

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 empowered to

proceed with the handling of a compliance

action unless all the statutory requirements
are fulfilled.




(emphasis supplied) Letter from FEC to Gasink Qated February 8,
1994.

58. Upon receiving the FEC notification, Gasink swore
to the truth of her l-paragraph letter before a notary public but

chose not to swear to the truth of her separate S5-page letter.
59. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1l), 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 the
complaint®™ (11 C.F.R. § 111.5(b)) with respect to the S5-page
letter:; or

b. to send the complainant a second notification
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

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
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subvert the fundamental purpocse 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
Attorney 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
FEC, asking whether or not they were investigating these charges.
According to the Article, a source in the DA’s office leaked the
information that an investigation was pending. The FEC would
nelther confirm nor deny.

Qs More than half a year after going to the DA,
Zasink 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

cetween sworn and unsworn statements. Yet she chose initially to

17




submit two unsworn letters to the FEC, one of them being a copy

of the same letter she had given to the Manhattan D.A. When the
FEC initially rejected the two unsworn letters, she then made a

distinction between her l-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

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
tor hundreds of lines making false allegations against numerous

sther persons, and causing the FEC to request responses from all
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of the persons named in both letters to all of the allegations
set forth in the unsworn letter.

67. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-02, plaintiffs are
entitled to a declaratory judgment that defendant has violated 2
F.5.C. § 437g and 11 C.F-R. §8§ 211.3 = 11L.B5.

68. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1361, 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
a clear duty under FECA and the Regulations to take no action

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 seq., 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
reqardless 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 area, as
contrasted with commercial matters, government investigation of
political activity is harm per se, and must be justified by a
compelling state interest.
70. Plaintiffs are entitled to relief under the APA

because the FEC’s actions are:

arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of

discretion, and otherwise not in accordance

with law;

contrary to constitutional right;

in excess of statutory jurisdiction,

authority, or limitations, or short of

statutory right; and

without observance of procedure required by
law.

5 U.S.C. § 706.
COUNT TWO
71. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every
allegation of paragraphs 1-70 as if fully set forth herein.

72. Law enforcement investigations of First Amendment

protected activity and associations, and especially participation

in the electoral process, infringe upon First Amendment rights
unless they are justified by a threshold of evidence commensurate
with the investigative methods and scope.

73. 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aj)(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 Commission to the
plaintiffs, § 437g(a)(1) is unconstitutional.

75. The defendant has eliminated the penalties of
perjury requirement for acting on a complaint by pursuing an MUR
inquiry into the allegations set forth in the 5-page unsworn
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 Massad as a respondent even

though the general election committee of which she is treasurer
is not implicated in the l-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 commence a constitutional review proceeding in
district court; the district court takes evidence and then
certifies the record to the Court of Appeals which sits en banc
to decide the constitutional question. This remedy is available
for "as applied" challenges as well as facial challenges.

77. Alternatively, plaintiffs may present their
constitutional claims for full adjudication in the district
CouYc.

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.

80. Plaintiffs have a reasonable expectation that
defendant’s threatened future conduct will deprive them of their
statutory and constitutional rights.

81. Investigation of plaintiffs’ First Amendment
activities is harmful to them regardless of whether or not the
Ccommission 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
sworn statement, will chill persons from associating with Fulani,
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

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 unsworn charges made by private parties.

85. The unsworn S-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 S-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 unsworn allegations and adding
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
assocliate 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 l-paragraph
Complaint.

89. No prior request has been made to this or to any

~ther court for the relief requested herein.




Jury Trial 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 MUR 3938 by
Kellie Gasink; and

(2) A judgment declaring that the defendant has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 427g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. §§ 111.4-111.5 by

proceeding with MUR proceedings on the basis of the unsworn 5-

page letter and on the basis of the Article; and

(3) A judgment by this Court, or by the Court of
Appeals sitting en banc through certification under 2 U.S.C. §
427h, declaring that as applied to plaintiffs by defendant, 2
U.5.C. § 427g(a)(1) is unconstitutional;

(4) A judgment declaring that defendant has violated

plaintiffs’ rights under the First Amendment;




(S) A permanent injunction

(a) barring defendant from continuing any
enforcement or investigative proceedings based directly or
indirectly upon allegations or information contained in the
unsworn S-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 MUR 3938 in
its entirety:; and

(d) prohibiting the defendant from disclosing
information or materials obtained in the course of MUR 3938 to
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.8.C. 2412;

(7) awarding plaintiffs such other and further relief

as the Court may deem just and proper.

New York, New York
June 17, 1994

(lule, 12400

Arthur R. Block (AB 6522)
72 Spring Street

Suite 1201

New York, NY 10012

(212) 966-0404
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Harry Wresky (HKV6220) ﬁ&
250 West 57th Street

Suite 2015

New York, NY 10019

(212) 581-1516
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Richard Mayberry, q. /4*‘CZ0<{3

(Admitted, D.C. Bar, not
admitted S.D.N.Y)

Richard Mayberry & Associates
888 16th St. N.W.

Suite 500

Washington, DC 20006

Co-Counsel for Plaintiffs
Dr. Lenora B. Fulani,

Dr. Fred Newman, Francine
Miller, Rachel Massad, and
Lenora B. Fulani for President




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

July 1, 1994

BY FACSIMILE AND
FIRST CLASS MAIL

Arthur R. Block, Esquire
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

Re: Pulani v. PEC, No. 94-Civ-4461 (KTD)
(S.D.N.Y. filed June 17, 1994).

Dear Mr. Block:

This is to confirm your June 30, 1994 telephone conversation
with Commission staff attorney Robert Bonham regarding the
above-captioned litigation.

As Mr. Bonham informed you, the Commission has received a
sworn, notarized statement from Kellie Gasink verifying the
allegations contained in her June 10, 1993 letter to the
Manhattan District Attorney, which was attached to the
administrative complaint in MUR 3938. A copy of that
verification is enclosed for your information.

You expressed concern regarding the verification, and
requested "full disclosure” regarding the circumstances
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 immediately dismiss
this suit so that the Commission does not expend additional
resources. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 11l(b).

Should you have any questions regarding this litigation,
please contact Mr. Bonham at (202) 219-3690. Alternatively,




Arthur R. Block, Esq.
Page Two

questions regarding MUR 3938 should be directed to Mary Taksar at
the same telephone number.

Sincere

A

ard B. Bader
Associate General Counsel
For Litigation

Enclosure.
cc: Richard Mayberry, Esquire
Richard Mayberry & Associates
888 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20006




June 29, 1994

Pcderal Rlectiona Commission 25
999 B. Street NW U E 3 3 '
Washingeon, D.C. 20463 m qg
Attn: Ms. Mary Takear

To Whom Lt May Concern:
I, Kellie Gasink, do heredy evear and subsccibe that che

allegacions contained in my June 10, 1993 letcter to the Manhattan
Dietrict Attorney’s Office are trye and accurate.

Signed,

Kl Doomle

STATE OF NEW YORK)

)ss. Kellie GCasink

Bronx 2
. \

Notery Publle, State 2 Row Yot
Owelitied o Sromst Comsty .a/
Commissioa Expires !

Aprtl 22,
Sworn to Before me this
29th Day of June, 1994

)
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ATTORNEY AT LAW
72 Spring Street. Suite 1201, New York, NY 10012 (212) 966-0404

{a

July 22, 1994

Richard B. Bader, Esq.

Associate General Counsel for Litigation
Federal Election Commission

999 E St. N.W.

Washington, DC 20463

Re: Fulani et al. v. FEC, 94 Civ. 4461 (KTD), (SDNY);
MUR 3938

Dear Mr. Bader:

This is in reply to your letter to me dated July 1, 1994,
regarding the above referenced proceedings.

Plaintiffs’ federal action against the FEC is not moot.
Plaintiffs will be serving and filing an amended complaint that
incorporates events that have occurred since the filing of this
action.

It is presently anticipated that the amended complaint
will be completed in the first half of August, after I have
returned from an out of town stay. Plaintiffs do not expect

defendants to answer or otherwise plead to the original complaint.'
I assume that this information will prevent any unnecessary
expenditure of litigation resources by the Commission.

Your letter is unclear as to what the Commission’s
position is as to the legal characterization of the June 29, 1994
Gasink statement, within the statutes and regulations governing the
Commission’s processing of complaints. What do you claim to be the
legal significance within the Commission’s administrative
enforcement process of your transmittal to me of what appears to be
a photocopy of a facsimile of the statement? Are you claiming a
relationship to a previous Gasink complaint? Are you claiming that
Gasink has now filed a second complaint? Do you claim that the
Commission has complied_with the notice requirements of 11 C.F.R.
§111.5, and if so, how?

This is without prejudice to plaintiffs’ right to move
or 2 temporary restraining order or a preliminary injunction at
ny time that they believe that they are suffering irreparable
by reason of the Commission’s conduct.

rm

< 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.
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The Commission’s position of refusal to disclose to my
clients information and documentation regarding the submission by
Gasink of the statement dated June 29, 1994 also needs
clarification. We respectfully disagree with the Commission’s
position that the circumstances surrounding the submission of the
June 29, 1994, statement are "not relevant to this lawsuit." That
issue can be taken up in discovery in the federal action. However,
with respect to the administrative enforcement process, the
respondents in MUR 3938 are entitled to receive copies of all
materials submitted by Gasink purporting to be in connection with
that matter, whether or not they comprise a valid complaint.

This, of course, was the procedure the Commission

- routinely followed when it first received materials from Gasink.
i The Commission sent Gasink a letter dated February 8, 1994, in
I which it returned her materials to her and notified her that these

materials were defective for lack of verification. A copy - of the
— Commission’s letter and of the unverified Gasink materials was
mailed to the Fulani Committee, pursuant to the Commission’s
= regulations.

© My clients will be denied their right to respond in the

~ administrative enforcement process if they are not provided with
evervy communication to the Commission from Gasink, and every

M communication from the Commission to Gasink. This includes not
only written communications, but also accurate and complete reports

<  on oral communications.

Very truly vyours,

& Qlxt__

Arthur R. Block

§ &

ARB/kEp
-: Harry Kresky, Esqg.
Richard Mayberry, Esqg.
Lenora Fulani, Ph.D.
Fred Newman, Ph.D.
Francine Miller, Esg.
Rachel Massad

1
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WASHINGTON DC 20461

July 8, 1994

MEMORANDUN o AGENDA ITEM
T0: The Commissionf For Meeting of: JUL 28 1994

THROUGH: John C. Sur
Staff Directo

PROM: Lawrence M. Nople
General Counsgl
By: Kim Bright-Coleman \W
r Associate Genpral Counsel
c Lorenzo Holloway =~k A
Assistant General Counsel
E Rhonda J. Vosdinght?);
Attorney
b &
SUBJECT: Lenora B. Fulani for President
¢ Repayment to the United States Treasury
. (LRA #451)
<
On April 21, 1994, the Commission approved the Final Audit
O Report on Lenora B. Fulani for President ("the Committee") and
made an initial determination that Lenora B. Fulani and the
o Committee repay $1,394 to the United States Treasury. As noted in
o the Final Audit Report, the Committee submitted a check for this

amount payable to the United States Treasury in response to the
Interim Audit Report.l/ Attachment 1.

Since the Committee did not dispute the initial repayment
determination, it is considered a final repayment determination.
11 C.F.R. § 9038.2(c)(1). Therefore, the Office of General
Counsel recommends that the Commission conclude that the initial
repayment determination for Lenora B. 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 Commission
received a replacement check from the Committee, payable to the
United States Treasury. See Attachment 2.

———-’
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Lenora B. Fulani r President

Repayment to the United States Treasury (LRA #451)
Page 2

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission:

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.F.R. § 9038.2(c)(1); and

8 Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachmsents

1, Letter from the Committee responding to the Interim
Audit Report, enclosing anticipated repayment, November 5, 1993
(w/0 enclosures).

2. Receipt from the United States Department of Treasury
for a Repayment of 1992 Presidential Primary Matching Punds,
January 3, 1994.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 2046)

RECEIPT FROM THE
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
FOR A REPAYMENT OF
1992 PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY MATCHING FUNDS

January 3, 1994

Received on January 3, 1994, from the Federal Election
Commission (by hand delivery), a check ($#0546) drawn on the
Amalgamated Bank of New York, in the amount of $1,394.00. The
check is a replacement check for check #0543 received on
November 9, 1993, which did not clear the bank. The check
represents a full repayment from Lenora B. Fulani for President
for non-qualified campaign expenses as requested in the final

audit report.

Pursuant to 26 U. S. C. §9038(d), this check should be deposited
into the Matching Payment Account.

. ——— - ———— e S s e
—— ——— e -~

Lenora B. Fulani for President
Amount of Repayment: $1,394.00

Presented by: Received by:

LY

by i el L)
(LA ) m/

for the v v
Federal Election Commission United States Treasury

ATTACHMENT =/
/ o il
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. LENORA B. FULANI FOR PRESIDEMNT Rec'd in Rudit
200 W. 72nd St., #35 via X /8193
New York, NY 10023 f)‘ﬂﬁf

November 5, 1993

Elizabeth Ryan

Martin Favin
Federal Election Commission

999 E St., NW
Washington, DC 204631

Re: [Lenora B. Fulani for President
Dear Liz and Marty:

Enclosed please find our amended September and October
FEC Form 3P’s, 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, November 8. 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

LT".‘.‘.CE'_X:?::T
Page
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OPEN MEETING

THURSDAY, JULY 28, 1994

10:00 A.NM.

AGENDA

CORRECTION AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A Thursday, May 26, 1994
Agenda Document #94-

To be circulated.

Thursday, June 2, 1994
Agenda Document #94-85
To be circulated.

LENORA B. FULANI PFOR PRESIDENT
REPAYMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
TREASURY (LRA #451)

Agenda Document #94-80
Circulated July 19, 1994.

(Rhonda Vosdingh/Lorenzo Holloway
of the General Counsel’s Office)

(Marty Favin/Rick Halter of the
Audit Division)

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Open Meeting Agenda for
Thursday, July 28, 1994

ADVISORY OPINIONS

A, Draft Advisory Opinion 1994-18

Edward J. Sack on behalf of the
International Council of Shopping
Centers (ICSC)

Agenda Document #94-81
CircuIatea July 21, 1994.

(Michael Marinelli of the General
Counsel’s Office)

Draft Advisory Opinion 1994-21

William M. Hermelin of American
Pharmaceutical Association

Agenda Document $#94-82
Circulated July 22, 199%94.

({Jonathan Levin of the General
Counsel’'s Office)

Draft Advisory Opinion 1994-23

Bradley W. Hertz on behalf of the
Northrup Grumman Corporation

Agenda Document #94-83
Circulated July 22, 1994.

(Jonathan Levin of the General
Counsel’s Office)

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Open Meeting Agenda for
Thursday, July 28, 1994

MCPFL RULEMAKING: SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND
DRAPT PINAL RULES

Agenda Document #94-11

Circulated February 10, 1994.

Continued from meeting of July 21, 1994.

(Rosemary Smith/Paul Sanford of the General
Counsel’s Office)

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20443

July 29, 1994

VIA FACSIMILE AND
CERTIFIED MAIL

Ms. Lenora B. Fulani

c/o Arthur Block, Esq.

72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

RE: VLenora B. Fulani for President
Committee

Dear Ms. Fulani:

Oon July 26, 1994, the Commission authorized the Office of
General Counsel to conduct an inquiry into the Lenora B. Fulani
for President Committee ("the Committee”) under 26 U.S.C.

§ 9039(b) and 11 C.F.R. § 9039.3 in order to determine whether the
Committee owes an additional repayment to the United States
Treasury. The focus of the inquiry is whether 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. § 9032.9(2), and the Commission
may seek a pro rata repayment from the Committee. 11 C.F.R.

§ 9038.2(b)(2).

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
held the final repayment determination on the Committee in
abeyance pending the inquiry under 26 U.S.C. § 9039(b) and
11 C.F.R. § 9039.3. A summary of the legal and factual basis for
the Commission’s decision to conduct an inquiry under 26 U.S.C.

§ 9039(b) and 11 C.F.R. § 9039.3 will be provided. 11 C.F.R.

§ 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. § 9038.2(c)(1).




Letter to Lenora.. Fulani
Page 2

If you have any questions, you may contact Kim
Bright-Coleman, Associate General Counsel at (800)424-9530 or

(202)219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawré&nce M. Noble
General Counsel

Francine Miller, Treasurer
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION

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

KELLIE GASINK,

Respondent.

ARTHUR R. BLOCK

Attorney for Complainants

72 Spring Street
Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

(212) 966-0404




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20461

AUGUST 17, 1994

Arthur R. Block, Esq.
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

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. Prederick D. Newman, Francine Miller, Rachel Massad,
and Lenora B. Fulani for President alleging possible violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). The respondent(s) will be notified of this complaint
within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should you
receive any additional information in this matter, please

forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original
complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4032. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
°ﬂhhub 3. Tahso

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 2046}

AUGUST 17, 1994

Kellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue $#41D
Bronx, NY 10467

MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“"the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4032.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this

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

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




Kellie Gasink
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Md-mm

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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August 31, 1994

Federal Elections Commission
999 B. Street NW

wWashington, D.C. 20463
Attn: Ms. Alva Smith

Re: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Smith:

I respectfully request an extension of the time allowed to
respond to the complaint sent to me by the Lenora B. Pulani
Campaign. I received this complaint on Monday, August 22. I will
not be able to respond by Sept. 6; however, I would be able to
respond by Sept. 16. My situation is that I am a law student and
I started my fall classes on August 22. I have been very busy with
the first week of classes. In addition, T work full time during
the day and attend classes in the evening. I will have to seek
legal consultation and prepare a response. I would very much
appreciate your assistance in this. My work number is (718)590-
2553. My home number is (718)231-8148. My fax number is (718)681-
1129, and my address is 3150 Rochambeau Ave. #41D, Bronx, NY
10467. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kellie Gasink

12°d B89u8 WdBR:T veSl ' i TLDTWIAD 12N3QA3S Hd3S0C : WOXNH




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WANHINGTION D JOa

September 1, 1994

Kellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue $#41D
Bronx, NY 10467

RE: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

This is in response to your letter dated August 31, 1994,
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
Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. 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
you received was missing Page 13 of the complaint and Page 23 of
Exhibit A. After reviewing the original copy of the complaint,
it appears that Page 13 of the complaint was omitted during
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
in the complaint received.

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

Sincerely,

Wﬂnmb § Toxn

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Page 13 of Complaint
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Federal Elections Commission 1 12 23‘W\'Bq
999 E. Street NW Sep
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Ms, Alva Smith Re: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Smith:

1 wish to have all the details of the complaint and
investigation against me made public.

Can you please fax to me, page 13 of the complaint against we
at (718)681-1129 ?

Also, is it legal and proper for me to give a copy of my
letter to the Manhattan District Attorney’s Office to a NY Times
reporter? (This letter had been made public prior to my filing a
complaint with the FEC.) 1Is there a legal problem with me telling
this reporter that I was a volunteer worker for the campaign and
that I received no money from the campaign--that the campaign
fraudulently lists me as receiving money? Can I tell this reporter
what I knowv about the campaign, for instance, that there are others
80 listed who didn’t receive money? Please let me know if thias
violates any confidentiality requirements of federal election law,
baecause I do not so understand the law.

Please call me at (718)590-2553. Thank you.
Sincerely, 4

Kellie Gasink

g2ey 612 2&c *1D'WIND 1ZN30¥34 HA3SO[ : WA




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 11, 1994
New York City, NY.

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 4032
Dear Sirs:

I, William Pleasant, being duly sworn, depose and say:

My name is William Pleasant. I am 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 newspaper and Executive Editor of the
arts journal known as STONO until October 1992. Likewise, I
was a Central Committee member of the International Workers
Party (IWP), a clandestine, self-declared conspiratorial
Marxist/Leninist organization chaired by Newman. Its
existence is denied by all of its current members, including
its chairman Frederick Newman. Lenora Fulani is also a
Central Committee member of that group. The IWP is the body
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
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,
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
in a January 1993 article written by Marina Ortiz in the NY
PLANET. Her article was the first to draw upon direct
evidence of fraud supplied by ex-IWP members. Subsequently,
I was quoted in two October 1993 articles appearing in the
weekly CITY SUN and The NY DAILY NEWS. After October 1993,
I was not an informant until contacted by Benjamin Wittes of
the Washington CITY PAPER, in May 1994. I was briefly quoted
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
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 writer, urge
regulatory and law enforcement 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 1992
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 ways 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 Newman'’s orders,
for he is also an IWP Central Committee member), is engaging
in a time-honored Newman 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
the leader of a conspiracy to falsely accuse Newman of
organizing a conspiracy to commit embezzlement, fraud and
forgery, and then planting these charges in the press, and
likewise seeding law enforcement agencies with the same
accusations. 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, Newman has been remarkably reluctant
to bring a libel suit against myself or any other
journalist in this matter. Afterall, I have accused him of
being a crook on record. Newman is quite fond of using
lawsuits to harrass and silence critics. And he has declared
that my accusations and those of other writers are baseless
lies. Why no suit? Maybe his reluctancy stems 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 IWP
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
investigation by the FEC.

Signed

N\

"_\V / "/,, 2 : \
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-—william Pleasant
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

September 12, 1994

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NwW

Office of General Counsel
Washington, DC 20463

In answer to the complaint against me by the Lenora B. Fulani
campaign, I offer the following:

The primary allegation against me is contained in Paragraph #3
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 information about, and

documents filed in MUR 3938. The complaint further alleges that the

Washington CITY PAPER published a cover story based upon my

allegations contained in papers that I filed with the Commission in
MUR 3938; the author of the article, Benjamin Wittes, states that
"Gasink released a copy of the complaint to the Washington CITY
PAPER." Sections #1-2 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 MUR 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
FEC." 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 him anything else that I turned over to the
FEC nor did I give him 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-MUR 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
notification sent by the Commission, nor any investigation
conducted by the Commission..." 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.21(a).

Arthur Block’s interpretation of the concept of "releasing
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
confidentjality attached to this publicly distributed article. My
letter had also been publicly distributed and written about in the
press prior to the filing of the FEC complaint. See also Ortiz’s
article in THE NY PLANET and Rivera’s two articles in the CITY SUN.

In reference to Paragraph #25 of the complaint, although I
told Wittes that 1 had filed a complaint with the FEC, I most

certainly did not give Wittes any information about "“enforcement

proceedings by the Commission in MUR 3938." Neither 2 U.S.C.

Sec.437g(a)(12)(A) nor 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.21(a) prohibit me from
telling 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
notification or the 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. 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. The 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’s 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
Wittes’ 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

listed in the record as receivfhg money . Wittes published the

results of his extensive research.

Block writes in Paragraph #28, with no factual basis, that I
have disclosed tc persons other than Wittes my complaint and other
communications in regard to MUR 3938. Not only did no complaint nor
other FEC communications pass from me to Wittes, but 1 believe that
Block’s assertion betrays a flawed understanding of confidentiality
law. As 1 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 free 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) 1is 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 be charged
with having revealed the contents of my complaint. The government
has completely different obligations of silence and confidentiality
than citizens. To reach a different result would mean that a person
could write a statement to the FEC and file it as a complaint and
would then have to rewrite the same statement, perhaps using the
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. Sec.

437g(a) is that, “Any notification...shall 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
Commission. As I understand the confidentiality provisions, I can
reveal my complaint and other documentation that I turn over to law
enforcement agencies, however, law enforcement agencies cannot make
public any information about an ongoing investigation.

As to allegations in Paragraph #29 that I am a law student
and that my "public disclosure of the complaint was done
intentionally and with knowledge at the time...that it was
unlawful ," is untrue. I am 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




confidential until the case is resolved...a case file 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.

I1f there were strict secrecy obligations imposed upon citizens
who file 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
expect the brochure to include that, but the brochure does not
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
possibility of imposition of serious penalty fines would be made
known to the general public in the process of filing a complaint.
The statement in the brochure implies that it is only the FEC that
has the obligation to keep an investigation confidential until the
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 federal 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. So, on
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 #30 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
regarding criminal activities by Dr. Newman and Dr. Fulani to the
Manhattan District Attorney and the Federal Election Commission.
I have also spoken truthfully to reporters who have called me and
I have sent to them my written statement. This is in no way
harassment.

William Pleasant’s letters, referred to in Paragraph #31, have
nothing to do with me. The letters are not about me nor reflect
upon me or my intentions. Newman and Fulani published William’s
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. I 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 calls

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 I got a new
phone 1line 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
currently lives with as "wives" are his former therapy patients:
Hazel Duran, Deborah Green, Gabrielle Kurlander, Diane Stiles, and
Gail Elberg. The phone calls 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 1letters or
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 am not
responsible for the fact that other former IWP members have done
and are going to do different kinds of things. I am 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 #39, Block writes that 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.®™ 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
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

10




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 caused
the damage to his reputation, not my having spoke the truth.
Despite Block’s allegations to the contrary, I am sure the FEC can
impartially evaluate the facts of the campaign’s finances. I also
trust that the Commission can see that this complaint was filed
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.

Signed,

Asllie Doawd

Kellie Gasink
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September 29, 1994 ME

The Commission

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel é}’//
Lois G. Lomotd’(
Associate General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 4032 _
Waiver of Confidentiality--Kellie Gasink

The respondent in this matter, Kellie Gasink submitted a
waiver of confidentiality on September 2, 1994. HNs. Gasink is the
sole respondent in this matter. : ,

By making this waiver, Ms. Gasink has ‘requested that the
Commission not apply the confidentiality provision of 2 UsS.C.
§ 437g(a)(12)(A) to this matter. That section, however, simply
provides that the Commission shall not make public any
notification or investigation without the.written conséht of the
person receiving notification or the person with respect to whom
the investigation is made. By its terms, Section 437g(a)(12)(A)
imposes no affirmative duty on the Commission, at this time, to
publicize this matter as it pertains to Ms. Gasink.

Therefore, this Office will respond to requests for
information subject to the following considerations. Pirst,
requests for information must be in writing. Second, such
requests would be considered by the Commission subject to the
provisions of the Freedom of Information Act, the Government in
the Sunshine Act, and all relevant privileges which would limit or
preclude the release of such requested information.

Ms. Gasink is also requesting guidance from the Commission
in relation to prospective activity. The Enforcement Division
referred Ms. Gasink to the Policy Division regarding a possible
Advisory Opinion Request. Ms. Gasink submitted a reqguest on
September 12, 1994 which has been designated Advisory Opinion
Request 1994-32.

RECOMMENDATION
Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachment
Waiver




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AASHINGTON DO 2040t

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/BONNIE J. ROSS
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE: OCTOBER 4, 1994

SUBJECT: MUR 4032 - MEMORANDUM TO THE COMMISSION
DATED SEPTEMBER 29, 1994.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on _Thursday, September 29, 1994 at 11:00 :

Objection(s) have been received from the
Commissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:
Commissioner Aikens
Commissioner Elliott
Commissioner McDonald
Commissioner McGarry
Commissioner Potter

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for Tuesday, October 18, 1994

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




REQEIVED

ECRETARIAT
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

T e l'N
WASHINGTON, DC 20463 . (O]

The Commission OCI ‘ 8 m‘

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel eYECUTIVE m

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 4032- Letter to Kellie Gasink

2

On September 29, 1994, a memorandum regardiag Ns. Gasink's
waiver of confidentiality in the above-noted matter was
circulated to the Commission. This memorandum has been objected
to and placed on the October 18, 1994, agenda.

This Office received a request from a Commissioner’s
office to circulate a copy of the letter to be sent to
Ms. Gasink acknowledging her waiver of confidentiality. The
acknowledgment letter for a waiver of confidentiality is a form
letter. See Attachment 1. This Office has completed the fora
letter as it applies to Ms. Gasink and has attached the letter
for the Commission’s information. See Attachaent 2.

Attachaent
1. FPorma for Acknowledgment Letter
2. Acknowledgment Letter to Ms. Gasink

Staff Assigned: CED




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 4032
Kellie Gasink -- Waiver of
Confidentiality

CERTIFICATION

1, 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 Kellie Gasink pursuant to

the discussion of this matter in the Commission meeting.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
cretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D 20403

October 24, 1994
Kellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue #41D
Bronx, NY 10467

RE: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

This is in response to your letter dated September 2, 1994,
wherein you waive your right to confidentiality in the
above-captioned matter, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A).
The waiver is hereby acknowledged by the Federal Election
Commigsion.

The Commission will consider requests for information
concerning this matter subject to the following considerations.
First, requests must be in writing. Second, such requests will
be considered by the Commission subject to the provisions of the

Freedom of Information Act, the Government in Sunshine Act, and
all relevant privileges which limit or preclude the release of
such requested information.

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

Sincerely,

M‘S.M

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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SENSITIVE

) Enforcement Priority
)

In the Matter of

GENERAL COUNSEL’S MONTHLY REPORT

I. INTRODUCTION

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

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

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

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

Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has
identified 22 cases which do not warrant further pursuit

relative to the other pending cases.1 A short description of

X . These matters are: PM 305; MUR 3976; MUR 4023; MUR 4026;
MUR 4031; MUR 4032; MUR 4036; MUR 4050; MUR 4051; MUR 4052;

MUR 4055; MUR 4056; MUR 4058; MUR 4063; MUR 4068; MUR 4072;

MUR 4073; MUR 4075; MUR 4078; MUR 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
Commission’s 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.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively
more resources when the activity and evidence are old.
Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission focus its efforts on cases involving more recent
activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the
current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of
our limited resources. To this end, this Office has identified
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 resoutces.2
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; RAD 93L-78; RAD 93L-83; RAD 93L-84; RAD 93L-88;
and RAD 93L-91.
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Commission Secretary’s office.

This Office recommends that the Commission exercise its
prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the cases listed
below effective February 21, 1995. By closing the cases

effective February 21, 1995, CED and the Legal Review Team will

respectively have the additional time necessary for preparing

the closing letters and the case files for the public record for
these cases.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file effective
February 21, 1995 in the following matters:

RAD 93L-73
RAD 93L-75
RAD 93L-78
RAD 93L-83
RAD 93L-84
RAD 93L-88
RAD 93L-91

B. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective
February 21, 1995 and approve the appropriate letter in PM 305.




C. Take no action, close the file effective February 21,
1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

MUR 3828
MUR 3829
MUR 3976
MUR 4023
MUR 4026
MUR 4031
MUR 4032
MUR 4036
MUR 4050
MUR 4051
MUR 4052
MUR 4055
MUR 4056
MUR 4058
MUR 4063
MUR 4068
MUR 4072
MUR 4073
MUR 4075
MUR 4078
MUR 4081
MUR 4082
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document
Enforcement Priority #X95-14

CERTIFICATION

1, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on
February 28, 1995, do hereby certify that the Commission
took the following actions with respect to Agenda Document

$X95-14:

s Decided by votes of 6-0 to

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the
file effective February 28, 1995 in
the following matters:

1) RAD 93L-75
2) RAD 93L-78
3) RAD 93L-84

Take no action, close the file effective
February 28, 1995, and approve appro-
priate letters in the following matters:

MUR 3828
MUR 4026
MUR 4031
MUR 4032
MUR 4056
MUR 4058

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
February 28, 1995

7) MUR 4068
8) MUR 4083

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
McGarry, Potter, and Thomas voted
affirmatively on the decision with
respect to each of these matters.

Decided by a vote of 5-1 to decline to
open a MUR and close the file effective
February 28, 1995 with respect to

RAD #93L-91.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McGarry,
Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner McDonald
dissented.

Attest:

>

Date/ élﬂariorie N: Eamons
Seafetary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 20461

March 6, 1995

Arthur R. Block, Esq.
72 Spring Street, Suite 1201
New York, NY 10012

RE: MUR 4032

Dear Mr. Block:

On August 10, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
received your complaint filed on behalf of your clients Dr.
Lenora B. PFulani, Lenora B. Fulani for President, Dr. Prederick
D. Newman, Francine Miller, and Rachel Massad alleging certain
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commigssion has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the respondent. See
attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
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
Commigsion’s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

\ ‘wmnéf RGITTON @2}“

Mary L. ksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4032
KELLIE GASINK

Authur Block, Esq. filed a complaint on behalf of Dr. Lenora
FPulani, Lenora Pulani 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. 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

WASHINCTON DO 203613

March 6, 1995

Kellie Gasink
3150 Rochambeau Avenue #41D
Bronx, NY 10467

RE: MUR 4032

Dear Ms. Gasink:

On August 17, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
rederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed Its file in this
matter on February 28, 199S.

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

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

M 8 oo (15)

Mary L.~Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative




NUR 4032
KELLIE GASINK

Authur Block, Esqg. filed a complaint on behalf of Dr. Lenora
Fulani, Lenora PFulani for President Committee, Dr. Frederick
Newman, Prancine 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 wWashington 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.
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