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September 2, 1994

BY HAND

Lawrence A. Noble, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Complaint of Mehiel for ConQress '94

Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed is a complaint filed by Mehiel for
Congress '94 signed and sworn to by its campaign manager
Ian O'Neil. The address of the complainant, as noted on
its stationery is:

Mehiel for Congress '94
111 Business Park Drive, 2nd Floor

Armonk, New York 10504

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
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August 31, 1994

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94 v.
Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish, Inc., The November Fund, The W-
estchester Leadership Fund
and Their Treasurers

0
Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter constitutes a complaint filed with
the Federal Election Commission ("FEC") in the above-
referenced matter regarding alleged violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended:

1. Excessive Contributions.

Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc., the
principal campaign committee of Hamilton Fish, Jr., and
its Treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting
excessive contributions in 40 instances in 1988. Specif-
ically, in 1988, Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish,
Jr. accepted $31,410 in excess of the contribution limit.
A list of the names of the individuals who apparently

Hamilton Fish, Jr. is the son of the retiring Con-
gressman of the same name. Recently, prior to the
filing deadline for ballot access, Hamilton Fish
Jr., the son, changed his name to Hamilton Fish,
Jr., from Hamilton Fish, III.
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made excessive contributions, according to the Westches-
ter Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. campaign finance
reports, is attached. .5 Attachment I. No individual
was permitted to contribute in excess of $1,000 to Mr.
Fish's campaign because he ran only in the primary elec-
tion for the U.S. Congress. See FEC Advisory Opinion
1980-68 (Dec. 22, 1980). Mr. Fish lost the primary elec-
tion in 1988, and has not run for office again until the
current primary which is scheduled for September 13,
1994.

The FEC should investigate Westchester Friends
of Hamilton Fish, Inc. to determine all instances in
which it accepted excessive contributions.

2. The November Fund and Im~rOoer Debt Retirement.

The November Fund, a joint fundraising com-
mittee registered with the FEC is composed of two commit-
tees, Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc., a
federal committee, and Westchester Leadership Fund, a New
York State political committee registered with the New
York State Board of Elections. The November Fund accept-
ed contributions from contributors in 1989 and 1990, some
from individuals who had already given the maximum amount
to the 1988 campaign of Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish, Inc. 2= Attachment II. In 1989 and 1990, the
November Fund transferred $29,000 to Westchester Friends
of Hamilton Fish, Inc. In addition, Westchester Friends
of Hamilton Fish, Inc. paid Hamilton Fish at least $23,-
000 in repayment of a personal loan Mr. Fish made to his
1988 congressional campaign. Thus, the contributions
made to the November Fund were used largely to retire
personal debt that Mr. Fish incurred on behalf of his
1988 campaign. Since Mr. Fish did not run for Congress
in 1990, it is apparent that the funds raised by the
November Fund, and subsequently transferred to Westchest-
er Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc., were raised to retire
1988 debt. Thus, contributions received by the November
Fund from individuals who had contributed the maximum
amount to Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. for
the 1988 campaign and were transferred to Westchester
Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. to retire 1988 debt,
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resulted in the receipt of excessive contributions by the
Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

The FEC should investigate the November Fund
and Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. regarding
the excessive contributions made to those committees and
the improper use of those funds to retire 1988 personal
debt.

3. ImrrO~er Use of the Westchester Leadership Fund

The November Fund also transferred funds to
Westchester Leadership Fund, a political committee regis-
tered with the New York State Board of Elections. The
Westchester Leadership Fund had been in existence since
1987, about the same time Mr. Fish registered to run for
federal office. Mr. Fish has never held a public office.
The Westchester Leadership Fund had no ostensible purpose
other than to support the one political activity Mr. Fish
was undertaking in 1987 and 1988, running for the U.S.
Congress. Thus, the Westchester Leadership Fund was a
subterfuge. It functioned not as a state committee, but
as a federal committee designed to enhance Mr. Fish's
chances for election to federal office. Specifically,
the Westchester Leadership Fund contributed to state
political figures, community organizations, and chari-
table groups to assist in building a political base for
the federal campaign. This was done by using funds
raised under New York state law, in violation of federal
law.

4. Failure to File Reports In A Timely Manner

Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
failed to file campaign finance reports with the FEC for
almost four years in a timely manner. It filed a report
on July 19, 1994, covering the second quarter of 1994.
Its previous filing was on April 5, 1994, the Westchester
Friends of Hamilton Fish filed reports covering 1989 to
1994 attempting to correct a substantial gap in report-
ing.
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The Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
has failed to comply with reporting provisions under 2
U.S.C. § 432.

5. Improper Extension of Credit.

In 1988, Hamilton Fish lent his 1988 campaign
$29,000. After the election, between 1988 and 1990, Mr.
Fish repaid himself $23,000 of that loan from funds
raised by the November Fund and subsequently transferred
to Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. In the
1994 report of Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish,
Inc., Mr. Fish continued to repay himself to satisfy the
outstanding loan he made to the 1988 campaign. On the
most recent report of Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish, Inc., the outstanding debt to vendors was reported
as $25,520.81. All of that debt dates back to the 1988
election. In fact, since 1988, the Westchester Friends
of Hamilton Fish, Inc. has not reported a payment to a
vendor for debt retirement. However, since the 1988 cam-
paign, Mr. Fish has repaid himself $13,281.55 and paid
off another loan in its entirety.

Hamilton Fish also paid himself a consulting
fee of $500 per month from the Westchester Leadership
Fund. The funds used to pay himself a consulting fee
were drawn from funds raised by the November Fund which
were subsequently transferred to the Westchester Leader-
ship Fund. Those consulting for payments are relevant in
determining whether funds raised by Hamilton Fish's
committees were used in a commercially reasonable fashion
for debt retirement.

Also, debt for services rendered by campaign
workers in 1988 remains outstanding. Those campaign
workers have not been paid with the exception that on
August 10, 1989, the Westchester Leadership Fund, the
state committee, paid Konstantine von Krusenstiern an
amount close to the amount that Westchester Friends of
Hamilton Fish, Inc. owed him from the 1988 campaign. The
handling of these payments raises further questions
concerning the use of the Westchester Leadership Fund and
the commercial reasonableness of debt retirement.

I- I
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Under the FECA, vendors may only extend credit
to campaigns in the ordinary course of business, and
campaigns must take all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debt. 11 C.F.R. § 116.4(c). Mr. Fish's loan
repayments at the expense of retiring any vendor's debt
from his 1988 campaign is in violation of the corporate
prohibition since Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish,
Inc. did not retire its 1988 campaign debt in a commer-
cially reasonable fashion.

We request that the FEC investigate all charges
lodged in this complaint and take appropriate action to
redress past violations and to prevent future violations
from occurring.

Respectfully Submit

Ian . O'Nei/

Attorneys for Complainant
Kenneth A. Gross
Skadden, Arps, Slate,
Meagher & Flom

1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Sworn to and Subscribed
before me this J% day
of - 1994.

Notary Public



ATTACHMIENT I

AGGREGATE

CONTRIBUTOR DATE CONTRIBUTION

David Davis 9/13/88 $2,000

Sistie Fischer 9112/88 2,000

Arthur Fischer 9/12/88 2,000

Paul Gottlieb 2.000

Werner H. Kramarsky 9/20/88 1,750

Cathy Gropper 0/16/88 1,650

Carol Ferry 9/13/88 1,400

Simon Chilewich 9/14/88 1,400

Brenda Boosar 0/00/88 1,100

Lionel & Susan Pincus 9/09/88 1,700

Stephen Ross 9/16/88 2,000

Alan Sagner 9/12/88 2,000

Joan Schpuer 9/12/88 2,000

Saul Cohen 7/18/88 2,000

Frances Lear 8/08/88 2,000

Joseph Machlis 7/29/88 1,100

Martin & Ann Scheiner 7/05/88 1,060

Bobbie K. Weinstein 8/05188 1,050

Cora Weiss 7/12/88 2,000

Elizabeth Williams 8/02/88 1,500

Sidney Unger 7/14/88 2,000

Joseph Aidlin 6/18/88 2,000

Mary Aidlin 6/18/88 2,000

*I* 109



AGGREGATE

CONTRIBUTOR DATE CONTRIBUTION

Leonard Bernstein 4/05/88 1,100

Mary Mcinnis 6/30/88 2,000

Nancy Larrich Crosby 6/21/88 2,000

Leonard Dreyfus 6/30/88 2,000

Rhoda Dreyfus 6/30/88 2,000

Edith Everett 6/16/88 2,000

Henry Everett 6/16/88 2,000

James Goodale 6/24/88 2,000

Dan Kaplan 6/30/88 2,000

Frances Kessler 6/21/88 2,000

Shirley Magidson 6/24/88 2,000

Russel Pyne 6/23/88 2,000

Donald Shaffer 6/30/88 1,100

Ralph Shikes 6/30/88 2,000

Ruth Shikes 6/30/88 2,000

Landey Strongin 6/23/88 1,500

TOTAL $71,410

00 9*
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ATTACHMENT II

1988 PREVIOUS

CONTRIBUTOR DATE CONTRIBUTION CONTRIBUTION

Paul Gottlieb 3/18/89 600 2,000

Werner H. 1/27/89 200 1,750
Kramarsky

Lionel & Susan 1/28/89 500 1,700
Pincus

Joan Scheuer 3/11/89 250 2,000

Joseph Machlis 2/6/89 250 1,100

Bobbie K. 1/24/89 250 1,050
Weinstein

Edith Everett 3/4/89 250 2,000

Russel Pyre 3/11/89 250 2,000

Donald Shaffer 1/2/89 200 1,100

Lanaey Strongin 1/2/89 m 1 500

TOTAL $3,000 $16,200

of*



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 199.

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter acknowledges receipt on September 2, 1994, of

the complaint you filed on behalf of your client, Mehiel 
for

Congress '94, 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 4051. 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,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBSER 13., 1994

Pamela Kass, Treasurer
Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish
P.O. Box 33
Garrison, NY 10524

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Kass:

The Federal Election Commission received a Complaint which
indicates that Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish
("Committee") and you, as treasurer, may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. we have numbered this
matter MIUR 4051. Please refer to this number in all future
cor respondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Committee and
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(e) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Pamela Kass, Treasurer
Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

MG-t'; TCLW&-..

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 199'

Mary Altenpohl, Treasurer
November Fund
12 Lambert Lane
New Rochelle, NY 10804

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Ms. Altenpohl:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the November Fund and you, as treasurer, may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act*). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter NUR 4051. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the November Fund
and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Mary Altenpohl, Treasurer
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994Treasurer

Westchester Leadership Fund
12 Lambert Lane
New Rochelle, NY 10804

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Westchester Leadership Fund and you, as
treasurer may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Westchester
Leadership Fund and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commissiones analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's
Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

David Davis
2109 Broadway *1002
New York, NY 10023

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Davis:

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 4051.
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. s 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Sistie Fischer
655 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Fischer:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEBER 13, 1994

Arthur Fischer
655 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Fischer:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (0the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 4051.
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 youC 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Paul Gottlieb
1 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10003

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Gottlieb:

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 4051.
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 Comission'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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Werner H. Kramarsky
33 East 70th Street
New York, NY 10021-4946

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Kramarsky:

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 4051.
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 youbelieve 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 with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Werner H. Kramarsky
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 199.

Cathy Gropper
310 East 79th Street #35E
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Gropper:

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 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Carol Ferry
385 Fort Hill Road
Scarsdale, NY 10583

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Ferry:

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 4051.
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 Comaissionts 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994
Simon Chilewich
971 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Chilewich:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051.Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting 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 thismatter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the GeneralCounsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthis letter. If no response is received within 15 days, theCommission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosedform stating the name, address and telephone number of suchcounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Brenda Boosar SEPTEYER 13, 1994

848 Sleepy Hollow Road
Scarborough, NY 10510

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Boosar:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that you may have violated the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051.Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in thismatter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of thismatter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted underoath. Your response, which should be addressed to the GeneralCounsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthis letter. If no response is received within 15 days, theCommission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosedform stating the name, address and telephone number of suchcounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Brenda Booser
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Comaission's procedures for handlingcomplaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Lionel & Susan Pincus
733 Park Avenue, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Pincus:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting 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 thismatter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthis 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 with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, 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.



Lionel & Susan Pincus
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if you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Comnission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

'ho' i. -- rC ,,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Stephen Ross
625 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10022

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Ross:

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 4051.
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 ofthis 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 with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Stephen Ross
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Alan Sagner
2 Crest Circle
South Orange, NJ 07079

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Sagner:

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 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Alan Sagner
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

OTTIZTct

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Joan Scheuer
21 Willow Avenue
Larchmont, NY 10538

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Scheuer:

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 HUR 4051.
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

C- 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 199'

Saul Cohen
203 Hommocks Road
Larchmont, NY 10538

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Cohen:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Frances Lear
465 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Lear:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Joseph Machlis
310 East 55 Street
New York, NY 10022

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Machlis:

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 HUR 4051.
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. Pleas* 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Joseph Machlis
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEBR 13, 199'4
Martin & Ann Scheiner

30 East 62nd Street, #4A
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Scheiner:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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if you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Cora Weiss SEPTEMBER 13, 1994
5022 Waldo Avenue
Bronx, NY 10471

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Weiss:

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 4051.
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 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Elizabeth Williams 
SEPTEMER 13. 1994

PO Box 849
Santa Ynez, CA 93460

RE: HUR 4051

Dear Ms. Williams:

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 HUR 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Sidney Unger
76 Hartsdale Avenue
White Plains, NY 32514

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Unger:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994Joseph Aidlin

5143 Sunset Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Aidlin:

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 thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051.Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(S) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Joseph Aidlin
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

tT . TOce-v

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Mary Aidlin
5143 Sunset Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Aidlin:

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 4051.

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number 
of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Mary Mcinnis
2 Middle Patent Road
Armonk, NY 10504

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Mcinnis:

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 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Nancy Larrick Crosby

330 West Cecil Street

Winchester, VA 22601-3704

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Crosby:

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 4051.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless 
you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the 
matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented 
by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing 
the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone 
number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to 
receive any

notifications and other communications from 
the Commission.



Nancy Larrick Crosby
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If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Leonard Dreyfus
Rt. 7, Box 239B
Charlottesville, VA 22901

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Dreyfus:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Leonard Dreyfus
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Rhoda Dreyfus SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Rt. 7, Box 239B
Charlottesville, VA 22901

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Dreyfus:

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 HUR 4051.
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

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



Rhoda Dreyfus
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commissions procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Edith Everett
150 East 69th Street
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Everett:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Rdith Everett
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION CO, MISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Henry J. Everett
150 East 69th Street
New York, NY 10021

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Everett:

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 HUR 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Henry 3. Everett
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

James C. Goodale
1050 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10028

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Goodale:

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 thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4051.
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 youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of thismatter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted underoath. Your response, which should be addressed to the GeneralCounsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthis letter. If no response is received within 15 days, theCommission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, 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 anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.



Janes C. Goodale
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

ot g. -TAVCr'

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Daniel R. Kaplan
150 Central Park South
New York, NY 10019

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

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 4051.

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Daniel R. Kaplan
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Frances Kessler
141 East 33rd Street
New York, NY 10016

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Kessler:

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 4051.
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Frances Kessler
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL EL[CTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Shirley Magidson
1450 Carla Ridge
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Magidson:

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 4051.

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Shirley Magidson
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Comuission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Russel Pyne
69 Stern Lane
Atherton, CA 94027

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Pyne:

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 4051.
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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Russel Pyne
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Donald Shaffer
6 old Colony Lane

Great Neck, NY 11023

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

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 4051.

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter 
to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing 
the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number 
of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the 
Commission.



Donald Shatter
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTEMER 13, 1994

Ralph Shikes
6 W. 77 Street, Apt. 2-D

New York, NY 10024-5125

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Shikes:

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 4051.

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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



00 0

Ralph Shikes
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at

(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Ruth Shikes
6 W. 77 Street, Apt. 2-D
New York, NY 10024-5125

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Shikes:

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 4051.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter 
to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the 
enclosed

form stating the name, address and telephone number 
of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Ruth Shikes
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEPTEMBER 13, 1994

Landey Strongin

27 Washington Square North, 7E

New York, NY 10011

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Strongin:

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 4051. 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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you

notify the Commission in writing that you wish 
the matter to

be made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel

in this matter, please advise the Commission by 
completing

the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone

number of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel 
to

receive any notifications and other communications 
from the

Commission.



Landey Strongin
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEPTEMBER 13, 199'
Bobbie K. Weinstein
211 Central Park West
New York, NY 10024

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Weinstein:

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 4051. 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you

notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter 
to

be made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel

in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing

the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone

number of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to

receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission.



00 0
Bobbie K. Weinstein
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery

at (202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a

brief description of the Commission's procedures 
for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEPTE BER 13, 199'

Leonard Bernstein
205 West 57th Street
New York, NY 10019

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Bernstein:

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 4051. 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing
the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone
number of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.
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Leonard Bernstein
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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September 21, 1994

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Comission
999 E. Street, N.V.
Washington, DC 20463

RE: IUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I received your letter dated September 13
regarding the above file number.

It will take me a few weeks to locate 1988 and
1989 checkbooks without which I can't verify contributions
made to the Ham Fish for Congress campaign.

Thank you for extending the time within which I
will respond. It will take until approximately October 14
to locate earlier checkbooks in "dead storage".

Thank you for your cooperation.

BeD-Epp a

Da elel Aaplan
DRK/j c

P-)4

-v



W R[(4IV&OFEKIAL EUCTION
COMISSION

OFFICE Of CENERALJOSEPH W. AIDLIN IN L
ATTOMRNV AT LAW

3143 SUNl~SET BOLEVARD 8li9'
LOS ANGELES, CAUFORNIA 9=-SM SZ

(213) 6-191O

September 19, 1994

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney at Law
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Taksar:

Mrs. Aidlin and I have received letters dated September 13,
1994, indicating that each of us may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 with respect to the above
numbered matter.

I do not know how we may have violated the Act, and I would
appreciate that information. I am wondering under what
circumstances personal loans or gifts ,without any political
purpose or intentto a friend of many years can be considered
a violation of the Act. I would appreciate your response.

Yours very truly,

JOO PH W. AIDLIN

JWA: ac
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ALAN SAGNER

1~-~W~ ~'WIA N -I 0706.M
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VIA FAX TO 202-219-3923

September 22, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

C-

I-

7

Att: Joan McEnery

Re: MUR 4051

To confirm our conversation today, please be advised that I
received the Notice dated September 13, 1994 on September 21, 1994.

I am leaving for California tomorrow and will not return until
October 3rd. I, therefore, request an extension of time for an
answer so I be able to review my records from 1988.

Plese' call y office and speak to Mrs. Mary Gavin if there are any
austi ns tWeen now and my return.

Ala Sagner

AS:sg

... as-perso\letters\mcenery
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6 West 77th Street
New York, NY 10024
September 27, 1994

Ms. Mar, L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

C)

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I am in receipt of your letter addressed to
myself and my late husband, Ralph E. Shikes, dated
September 13, 1994, regarding the above referenced
Matter Under Review.

I am in the process of gathering additional
information regarding the 1988 contributions at
issue in the complaint attached to your letters.
In the interim, I do know that when we made those
contributions, they were made with the intent to
remain in full compliance with the law.

Sincerely,

/zoo,.<_. 51L ,lep'/

Ruth C. Shikes



5W D694 0513nm RYAN & LEONARD P. 40

NAM air oog. -- ft

-klhtSO- Ec z d
Me n L ctc •wx_ M #

rn-rn. (202) 72840O10

The above-named indLvidual is bereby designated as my

oounsel and Is author ized to xeceive any notkLtcationS and other.

cmmunilatIoc frn the ComeIssion &ai to act on my behalf before

the camiaion.

- C __0 _

P.O. Bm 33

Giamo NY I _

3WZM8 loms (914) 265-3M
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OLDAKER, RYAN & LEONARD
A Oft"ryl LAW

&s CONNCVIcu'r AVeNUc. N.W.

AUITI[ I OO

WQAmt4SNGON, O.C. 20006

(2O81 PRO-o0o0

PACSIMILt (so&) 710-4044

SqatnaIr 26, 1994

Joan McEme, Fsq.
Office of the Genmls Cousem
Federal Elecion Comnssion
999 E Sfteet, NW
Washington. DC 20436

RE: MUR 4051
W~ah er F of Hmnilo Fish and
Pamea Kamn as Tiamwr

Dear Ms. McEury:

I am wins to mquaht an awn oftdm to regpad Io the camplaiM Maid in
tne above-refrumc d nmau. We awd yo Ilt on Sepimm! 16, 1994, mxhiS a
reampoae due on Ocub 1, 1994. bwee, due to to tning of o fi ng and oor
deadlines khing conmel, w m r a 20.dsyx-dt miw, mking a upinm dueo
October2, 1994. We app yciab m t, ardaindamonr.

S~mmdyt

Lyn Utrect

RYAN a LE04M P. "P
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WESTCHESTER F M k'm vMI1ON FISHP. o& BMW 9
GARRISON, 1Lt'*iK 10324'

SeZ9 IIoi I#A 'I

September 27, 1994 tl'e)

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

Enclosed please find the affidavits of Hamilton Fish, Jr. relating to the circumstc of the
contibutions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish and the November Fund for each
of the individuals listed on Attachment I and Attachment II of the letter of complaint relating to
the above matter with the exception of the following individuals who the committee believes are
now deceased:

Saul Cohen
Martin Scheiner
Bobbie K. Weinstein
Leonard Bernstein
Ralph Shikes

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer
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WESTCHESTER END OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
David Boies

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of David Boies in the above

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amnded (the "Actw), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign David Boies made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,

• _contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

PPAI.A D. KAMA

Mus in Putna iowiyo
CwRn Fl in how Yor uiw Csu--

ftwmi-im WSp t4@vlin*w SlI

4k (a, -4*A
pr ,



0 0
WESTUMESTER IENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

P. 0. BOX 33
GARRISON, NEW YORK 10324

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Shirley Magidson

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The encod Affid vit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Shirley Magidaon in the
above twneadig.

R t y submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

Putnam and State of

In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee3 ) under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional set in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Shirley Magidson made contributions in the aggregate
of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

PAMELA D KASA
NOTARY PUBLC. St&te of Ntwot

* No 4913889
Qualified in Puta an Coumy

Ceriticale Fled in New York counV
Commtsmon Expores November 9, 1



WESTCEWSTER FRIENM OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Mary Mclnnis Boies

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Mary Mclnnis Boies
in the above prceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer
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AFFDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
)ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM)

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1 . In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Mary Mclnnis Boies, made contributions in the
aggregate of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was
designated to the primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the
general election, contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and
with the understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the
general election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was
unsuccessful. It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the
acceptance of such funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



0

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

SMELA V. KASA
NORY pUgJC, Stm of New YO&

No- 4913889
Ouarf'Od Mf P1JtnMn COI-nty

Can1f~iate Fd on N" York CoW"tc,-
Cawnacn Expm o mbe 9. 1 9/



WESTCHEST FRENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Sistie Fischer

C Gentlemen and Mesdames:
--I

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Sistie Fischer
in the above proceding.

Respectfuly submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamiltan Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the cong seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Sistie Fischer made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



1 0

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
genera campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generai
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

,:-A 2
Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

PAMA D. YAMA
NOTARY ~ML S *w

OuaO in h Pwum Cwity
Certf'a FM in ew rk Cow*

C nMUMs.'i ftOM~dW% "mrs



WESTCHESTER ENIFIDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10324

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Arthur Fischer

( Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Arthur Fischer
in the above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM)

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (Othe Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle capag committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
-accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Arthur Fischer made contributions in the aggregate
of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

r Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOARY UB-C

PAMELA D. KASA
NOTARY PUBLIC Sta. of Now Vat

No. 4913889
Ou e fd in Putnam County

Certiicaft Filed on New York Couney
Commission Exre hovember 9.1 )



WESTCHESTER ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Stephen Ross

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Stephen Ross
in the above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCOmmittee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congreional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Sthe Ross made contributions in the aggregate of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



I

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure, to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on thepart of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

*""Y UBLIC

-'

PAME' A D. XAAM
"OTAWY P*%% m 40 M Vj

i d.~n Putnam Cowy

Cormigaon Expves Phov.Yibs61V11-
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WSHESTER ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRLSON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Frances Lear

Gentlemen and Mesdames

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Frances Lear
in the above proceedn.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer

77- - I I - . ' I I



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Frances Lear made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



* ... .

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTAR MI

PAMELIA D KASA
%VTAfY PUBLIC. State of NW VWk

No. 4913889
OU.#if.d in Putnam cou ,.ty
Ceti19t Fited in New Yott couwy

C==miio Eiiprg NO,4qph 9



WESTCHESTER ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Elizabeth Williams

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosd Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Elizabeth Widliams in the
above pno eding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) Ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of

New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:
-,,

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as the

C principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congresonal District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Elizabeth Williams made contributions in the
aggregate of $1,500.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was
designated to the primary election of the campaign and $500.00 was designated to the
general election, contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and
with the understanding and recognition that the $500.00 contribution designated for the
general election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was
unsuccessful. It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the
acceptance of such funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

,

UICLIC

'MA
inB

t



WESTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Edith Everett

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The encloed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Edith Everett in the abovepre .

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as anended (the *Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congresional seat in the
21st Congressiona District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Edith Everett made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.



*1 - 0
5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee

registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

W n-

"NOTARY



WESTCHESTUR ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10W24

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Henry Everett

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Henry Everett in the
above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Henry Everett made contributions in the aggregate
of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

:-. NOTAR [UBLIC

*-PAMELA .KASA
NOTARY PUBLIC. State of Nvw Yat

, No 4913889
, r, P.,!nam County

CpTtf,- , f - New York Count,-,-- '

*, Commossen Exw-Ls November 9. 9. )



WESTCSTER FEN-D OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
James Goodale

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enchud Affiavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of James Goodale in the
above proceeding.

Respecdly submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as anended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congresnal seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign James Goodale made contributions in the aggregate
of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.
C

N ARY MLI

PAMELA D. KASA
NOTARY PUBLIC. State of Now York

NPo 4913889
QualdO pn Putnam County

Cer1,fcate FWd in fteo York Cou eW,,
Commmnaon Eiqpre Novemrber 9 .lS1~



WSTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. O. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Fedea Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Dan Kaplan

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Dan Kaplan in the abovei ng.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer
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AFFDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
)ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM)

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971 , as anmded (the Act*), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional we in the
2 1st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Dan Kaplan made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

,.-.NOT A.r, 2BC

-*A*A 0. KAM

OuINfid i Pumn County
9, wm e~ nW otCw



WESTCHESTER FRIJHDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Frances Kessler

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Frances Kessler in the
above 5.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)

) ss.:
COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westclester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee inaccordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Frances Kessler made contributions in the aggregateof $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1 ,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.
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4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received by
the Friends Committee and the contribution of $1 ,000 made by Frances Kessler to the
general election was returned in May, 1994.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARY PUBLIC

6 RAM vat

I. ~ i 1"mufb VW*



WESTCHESTER FIENDS OF HANMLTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Russell Pyne

Gentleme and Mesdames:

The ewosd Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Rmsell Pyne in the above

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer

-1 -r I -,VIM i I
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressioW set in the
21 st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Russell Pyne made contributions in the aggregae of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designaed to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary camp and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.
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5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received by
the Friends Committee and the contribution of $1,000 made by Russell Pyne to the
general election was returned in May, 1989.

6. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.
C

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARY PUBLIC

~m~uhmb h~VIEW

. J



WLSTCHESTER ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Warner Kramarsky

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Warner Kramarsky in the
above proeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFTIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressia et in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contribution to the Friends Comnmttee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Werner Kranmarsky made contributiom in the
aggregate of $1,750.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amonmt $1,000.00 was
designated to the primary election of the campaign and $750.00 was designated to the
general election, contingent upon the successfu completion of the primary campaign and
with the understanding and recognition that the $750.00 contribution designated for the
general election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was
unsuccessful. It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the
acceptance of such funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.



5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registeed with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

":" Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTAR P9

4WU
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WESTCHETER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. O. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Joe Machlis

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Joe Machlis in the aboveproceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (*the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as the

C principle camimign committee for my election campaign for the ongressional eat in the
21st Congression District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Joseph Machlis made contributions in the aggregate
of $1,100.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designate to the
primary election of the campaign and $100.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $100.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.



5. In 1988 I established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the uNovember Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARY PUBLIC

mmmh~batA DRAM
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WESTCH FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Landey Strongin

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Landey Strongin in the
above procedng.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1 . In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amened (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Landey Strongin made contributions in the aggregate
of $1,500.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $500.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $500.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.
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5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

o Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

C-b

cal a.n s l



WESTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. DOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Simon Chilewich

C Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Simon Chilewich in the
above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer
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AFFIAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amnmed (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the conresiona seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Simon Chilewich and his wife made contributions
which were intended to be from each separately but which were recorded as contribution
of Simon Chilewich alone. Such contributions totaled in the aggregate $1,400.00. Of
that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the primary election of the campaign and
$400.00 was designated to the general election, contingent upon the successful
completion of the primary campaign and with the understanding and recognition that the
$400.00 contribution designated for the general election would be returned in the event
the primary election campaign was unsuccessful. It was at that time and continues to be
my understanding that the acceptance of such funds for the general election was in
compliance with the Act.



I '

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designate for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

•*

iPiM caul"
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WESTCHESTER ENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Donald Shaffer

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Donald Shaffer in the
above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Donald Shaffer and wife made contributions which
were intended to be from each of them separately but which were recorded as
contributions of Donald Shaffer alone. Such contributions totaled in the aggregate
$1,100.00. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the primary election of the
campaign and $100.00 was designated to the general election, contingent upon the
successful completion of the primary campaign and with the understanding and
recognition that the $100.00 contribution designated for the general election would be
returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful. It was at that time

* and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such funds for the general
election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").



6. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

SA
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WES THESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Lionel and Suzanne Pincus

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Lionel and Suzane Pincus
in the above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Lionel and Suzanne Pincus made joint contributions
aggregating in the total amount of $1,700. It was at that time and continues to be my
understanding that the acceptance of joint contributions in such amount was in
compliance with the Act.

4. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

5. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in any
excess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

'OTARY rPBLIC

FIMELA Dl KASA
UIIIWPMIn C Slset of NOWV11
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WESTCHESTER FRIEND OF HAMILTON FISH
P. 0. BOX 33

GARRISON, NEW YORK 10524

September 27, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051
Martin and Anne McGovern Scheiner

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

The enclosed Affidavit of Hamilton Fish, Jr. is submitted on behalf of Martin and Ann
McGovern Scheiner in the above proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Martin Scheiner and Ann McGovern Scheiner made
joint contributions aggregating in the total amount of $1,060. It was at that time and
continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of joint contributions in such
amount was in compliance with the Act.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

>NOTARY-PUBLIC

KADASA
1 'WFR State of New Vat1, _ 1 el.889

a PIf&! Putnami w
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6 West 77th Street
New York, NY 10024
September 28, 1994

Ms. Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Please incorporate the attached affidavit of
Hamilton Fish, Jr., to my response to your office
dated September 27, 1994.

Based upon my prior letter and Mr. Fish's
affidavit, I trust it is clear that no action
should be taken against myself or my late husband
in this matter.

Sincerely,

?-A#-4(! 5. 4/C

Ruth C. Shikes



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as ameeded (the 'Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Ruth Shikes made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the gener election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.
C"

NOTARY 
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

the attached complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as anumded (the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Sidney Unger

A
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AffIDAV OCT 3t,

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Wescheste Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Sidney Unger made contribution in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was de to the
primary election of the campaign and S1,000.00 was desgnaled to the generl election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was ul and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.
C-
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attahed complaint filed
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

1 am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates tha I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act*) is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph 1. of the coniplaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this mattr.

Respectfully submitted,

Cbra Weiss

t
- .
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (0the Friends
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Acts), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the cwgressioal teat in the

C 21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Commitee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Cora Weiss made contributions in the alregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received by
the Friends Committee and the contribution of $1,000 made by Cora Weiss to the general
election was returned in May, 1994.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARYTOBLIC

pAM"L D. KASA
PU' M Stat 6Nwy

, Oue~ifid in PMwnm County
, wtivte. Fd In NOW YO ,, ot s-

Comsn") Eyvpr N~ovember 9.1
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

attached complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in paagraph I. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

ly submitted,

Dreyfus



AFFIAVIT OU 4

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) Ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friens&
Committee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congrmiatal st in the
21 st Congressioal District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the Campaign Leonard Dreyfus made contributions in the rea
of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was dew to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the gen election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was u.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However,, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received by
the Friends Committee and the contribution of $1 0OOO made by Leonard Dreyfus to the
general election was returned in May, 1994.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish,, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARY PUBLIC

* MMRA 0. XASA
WIUNW0 VIA ~w

* ~ 13M
* cfty
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congess '94.

complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in --- raph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Rhoda Dreyfus

1'

A40. AY114"-



AFFIDAVIT $:5,

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR. a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the *Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Rhoda Dreyfus made contributions in the aggregateof $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received by
the Friends Committee and the contribution of $1 ,000 made by Rhoda Dreyfus to thegeneral election was returned in May, 1994.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

'0 Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

N OT A RY I
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September 28, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached complaint filed
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in a as 1. and 2. of the complaint
relating to contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
and the November Fund.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish,
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be ta against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

A;<-
Landey Strongin

I
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (0the FriendsCommittee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the AcL

3. During the course of the campaign Landey Strongin made contributions in the aggregateOf $1,500.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $500.00 was designated to the general eletion,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $500.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.



a . .

5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund*).

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance withFEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in anyexcess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

-..
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W DAVID DAVIS
-qj 1 a2109 Broadway, Apartment #1002

New York, New York 10023

September 23, 1994

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Central Enforcement Docket '
Federal Election Coummission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Immediately upon receipt this past Monday of
your letter of September 13, 1994, and its enclosures,
I telephoned Joan McEnery. After speaking briefly,
she told me you would look into the file and call me
back. Since she has not yet called me, I thought I
would respond to you in writing.

As I told her, I am confused by the letter and
concerned that I am being accused of violating a law. I
want to tell you at the outset that I take "the law"
very seriously and would never knowingly violate it.

Since it is more than six years since I
supposedly made a $2,000.00 contribution to the campaign
of Hamilton Fish, Jr., I have no recollection of
whether or not I made such contribution and if I did,
the form or amount of it.

Although I am a person of modest means, I
have over the years made contributions to various causes
but I could not begin to recall which ones or in what

C) amounts. I would appreciate it if you would send me a
copy of whatever you have that shows "my" contribution
for $2,000.00, to Mr. Fish's campaign. This might help
me recall the circumstances.

I live in a small apartment with limited space
and have not retained records of, for example, cancelled
checks or bank statements, from so many years ago.

In thinking about this matter I have several
questions which ,.cu may be able to answer for me when
you respond to this letter, they are:



I
Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Washington, D.C.
September 23, 1994 Page 2

1. Since I have never heard of, and am not
familiar with, the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, if I did contribute more than I should have, is
it my responsibility to know the limitations under the
Act, or is it the responsibility of the candidate and
his organization to know that the amount of my contri-
bution violates the Act and to notify me and to return
at least that portion In excess of the contribution
allowed?

2. If I inadvertently and unknowingly violated
the Act when I gave a contribution in 1988 (if I did),
can someone complain about such contribution and accuse
me of violating the law more than six years later?

I must say that the thought that I may be
violating some law, about which I have no knowledge,
when I contribute to a cause or campaign, will certainly
make me think twice before responding favorably to
future solicitations for support.

As I said to you earlier, I believe I am a law-
abiding citizen and I would not want to do anything
knowingly--or even unknowingly for that matter--which
would cause my belief to be changed.

I will do nothing further until I hear from

Verv tru.ly yTOtrs,

David Davis

cc: Office of the General Counsel
I . ... - , . ._ 7 . ,/,.<

/ ".,-.- ..,..f-.--- .
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11cr New York, New York 10023 hDMINV'
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September 23, 1994

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Immediately upon receipt this past Monday of
your letter of September 13, 1994, and its enclosures,
I telephoned Joan McEnery. After speaking briefly,
she told me you would look into the file and call me
back. Since she has not yet called me, I thought I
would respond to you in writing.

As I told her, I am confused by the letter and
concerned that I am being accused of violating a law. I
want to tell you at the outset that I take "the law"

C, very seriously and would never knowingly violate it.

Since it is more than six years since I
supposedly made a $2,000.00 contribution to the campaign
of Hamilton Fish, Jr., I have no recollection of
whether or not I made such contribution and if I did,
the form or amount of it.

Although I am a person of modest means, I
have over the years made contributions to various causes
but I could not begin to recall which ones or in what
amounts. I would appreciate it if you would send me a
copy of whatever you have that shows "my" contribution
for $2,000.00, to Mr. Fish's campaign. This might help
me recall the circumstances.

I live in a small apartment with limited space
and have not retained records of, for example, cancelled
checks or bank statements, from so many years ago.

In thinking about this matter I have several
questions which %you may Le able to answer for me when
you respond to this letter, they are:



S S
Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Washington, D.C.
September 23, 1994 Page 2

1. Since I have never heard of, and am notfamiliar with, the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, if I did contribute more than I should have, isit my responsibility to know the limitations under the
Act, or is it the responsibility of the candidate and
his organization to know that the amount of my contri-
bution violates the Act and to notify me and to return
at least that portion in excess of the contribution
allowed?

2. If I inadvertently and unknowingly violated
the Act when I gave a contribution in 1988 (if I did),can someone complain about such contribution and accuseme of violating the law more than six years later?

I must say that the thought that I may be
viNolting .CM. c la,, about which I have no knowledge,
when I contribute to a cause or campaign, will certainly
make me think twice before responding favorably to
future solicitations for support.

As I said to you earlier, I believe I am a law-
abiding citizen and I would not want to do anything
knowingly--or even unknowingly for that matter--which
would cause my belief to be changed.

I will do nothinq further until I hear from
you.

Very truly yours,

1
/

David Davis

K .>, ~ *%'~-C~i4~.

/

/ /

CC: Of fiCP nf t- h r.n = ...... I
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September 28, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington. D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached complaint filed
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in p a 1. and 2. of the complaint
relating to contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
and the November Fund.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enckd affidavit of Hamilton Fish,
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be take against ne in this mater.

Resiectfully

P /Paul Gottlieb



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:
1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (athe Friends

Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Acta), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Paul Gottlieb made contributions in the aggregate of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.



5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received bythe Friends Committee and the contribution of $1,000 made by Paul Gottlieb to the
general election was returned in May, 1994.

6. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee
registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance with
FEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in anyexcess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARVPBI

* PAMELA D. KASA
. WTA WY PUSUK of NuW Yt
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September 21, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

the attached %Ampnt filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph i1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

/

(-A .~

Carol Ferry

/2 W
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AFFIDAVIT -%
5-.

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Acto), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional Mat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Carol Ferry made contributions in the aggregate of$1,400.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $400.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $400.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on thepart of the contributors.

5. Subsequent to the completion of the campaign additional contributions were received bythe Friends Committee and the contribution of $400 made by Carol Ferry to the generalelection was returned in May, 1994.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

OARY PUBLI- "

6 IWAMA
6fdi fwYr
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

attached complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in paagraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Please note that Martin Scheiner is deceased.

Respectfully submitted,

- ------- C --

Ann McGovern Scheiner

RME¢1't 0
FEDERAL ELECTION

COMMIS SION
OFFICE OF CURERAL

LET 5 I 30Pit '
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AFFIDAVIT
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
)COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

Putnam and State of

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Martin Scheiner and Ann McGovern Scheiner made
joint contributions aggregating in the total amount of $1,060. It was at that time and
continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of joint contributions in such
amount was in compliance with the Act.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

IA I C

I --
1

I

Ss.:

-.
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NAM O1 COUnSEL:

TELEPDOUE: -

_,L

.

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications froak the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date Signature

RESPONDENT S NAM:

ADDRESS:

-2

* 2

ANN M -*r-

New Yr ' nkIVV

RNE PMO*B;

BUSINES plan:1 hA */~~~/
-~ f~ '
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated Septemt 13, 1994 and the
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

attached complaint filed

I am assuming that your statemen that the compWnt indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Actw) is
in reference to the statements made in pa-agraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Marya2Li.n

U L£LCCTICK
MCou'[ISON

OFFICE OF Crh9RAL

OCT 3 I 4' 1 '94

September 29, 1994
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STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1 . In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (0the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressbnal seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Mary Aidlin made contributions in the agremga- of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN W7TWESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.
C

PAYELA D KASA
NOTAMpYC, -, ',, A

p~s-
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (athe Actw) is
in reference to the statements made in paagaph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

AsLil
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OCT 3 45 I'H 'qq
AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act*), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In commcfion with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Joseph Aidlin made contributions in the aggregate of
$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to the
primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with the
understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.
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4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the

general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
elect~In. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

r-: NOTARY PH

PA.ELA D. A S
LY- IAC, ST~ft Of P#Vw Y0

-- N )3YCf"

vo(n) 9 Z-7
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September 28, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached complaint filed
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act*) is
in reference to the statements made in paragraphs 1. and 2. of the caiN t
relating to contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
and the November Fund.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish,
Jr. to demontae that no action should be takm against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

4 . 1 (

(C)~TW (~41h L~% Cti~ecSdJoan Schruer

~A.. ILL (11w% ~e

L 2 72'U

C'I cr
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

F 2'c 14',
signature C

RESPOMDENT S MANE:

ADRESS:-
6 CrL~V .Z_

ILe L '- -c-"\

BOME P5M:

BUS MW P&OM.-

MM MUR 4051

NM O COWBL:

ADDRES

?ELESPDOUE:

Date

I ., rk L -t r,. Lk t-
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AFFIAVIT .58

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as anmded (the "Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressonal seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Joan Scheuer made contributions in the aggregate of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was degnat to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.
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5. In 1988 1 established the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee

registered with the FEC (the "November Fund").

7. All the contributions accepted by the November Fund were accepted in accordance withFEC regulations applicable to joint fundraising committees and did not result in anyexcess contributions from any individual contributing to the November Fund.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

CI

o " -

e POTAft Y . KAS

+ Ouifd in aim cm..,
C wUwmRdi okCw
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

the attached complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act") is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Cathy Gropper



AJF'IAVIT '

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Acta), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Cathy Gropper made contributions in the aggregate
of $1,650.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $650.00 was designated to the general election,
contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $650.00 contribution designated for the general
election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.
It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of such
funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.C

* PAMELA 0 KASA
WOTARY PUBLIC. State of New Yot

No. 4913889
Oushfied in Putnam Courty

Cetif e.d in Nw York CounJ.
Comm~ission AEp s havenbs 9. 1 Ef a
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KUR MUR 4051

AME or COnGUSU:

ADRESS .

TEiLEUONE:

I -I 
J

' . ' ~' ', -

C Q|L

2- 7 7.

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications front the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date, /

RESPOMNT I S ANE:

ADDRESS:

Signatu e ' -

(:1- ZYct,_- 4 1,., k~o,1

Li

BI PfOM:

BUSIS PROUi;

aw.d.

Lyn- t4rcIl



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC TON. 0 C 2063

OCTOBER 4, 1994

Daniel R. Kaplan
Proskauer, Rose,

Goetz & Mendelsohn
1585 Broadway
New York, NY 10036

RE: MUR 4051
Daniel R. Kaplan

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

This is in response to your letter dated
September 21, 1994, requesting an extension until
October 14, 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 October 14, 1994.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCION. OC 2 463

OCTOBER 4., 1994

Lyn Utrecht, Esq.
Oldaker, Ryan & Leonard
818 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 4051
Westchester Friends of
Hamilton Fish and
Pamela Kasa, as Treasurer

Dear Ms. Utrecht:

This is in response to your letter dated
September 26, 1994, requesting an extension until
October 21, 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 October 21, 994.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC MW

OCTOBER 4, 1994

Alan Sagner
Three ADP Boulevard
Roseland, N.J. 07068

RE: NUR 4051
Alan Sagner

Dear Mr. Sagner:

This is in response to your letter dated
September 22, 1994, and the telephone conversation with
Mary Gavin of your office on September 23, 1994, requesting an
extension until October 28, 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
October 28, 1994.

If you have any questions, please contact Joan mcznery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act") is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted, .,

/ -

Brenda Boozer

Th,~-~{c

4,-

PR #.W

A

°OFF , f

11 .s L, 2
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amnAded (the "At) as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee inaccordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Brnda Boozer made contributions in the aggregateof $1,100.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $100.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $100.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



0 0

4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
genera campaign were then required to be returned. Howevmer, at the completion of themazy election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available forreturn to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the generalelection. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

NOTARY LI

PAmLA D. AM
NOTARY PUBLIC. St2a Of Nuw41

No 4913889
Oualiffed 'n Putnam COWOt

Cg1,r~te Filed in New York Couv'q-
Conmmimn Ep irs homen ba 9. 1.4.. /
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ALAN SAGNER
IfHI~t .\uii' to t'iriv.\iu1,. :Uj'%

1 84 7( 4 1OCT 7 1Z 16
IVAN (20I) '6'64 473o)

October 4, 1994

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: NUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached
complaint filed on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that
I may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act") is in reference to the statements made in
paragraph 1. of the complaint relating to contributions made to the
Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations, I submit the enclosed affidavit of
Hamilton Fish, Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken
against me in this matter.

Respeqtrully s$*itted,

... as-perso\ letters\mur4051



AFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("the FriendsCommittee*) under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Acr), as theprinciple campaign committee for my eletion campaign for the cngressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Alan Sagner made contributions in the aggregate of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theptimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.C

NOT U
PAMEL.A D. KAMA

WWAY PUBLIC, Staft of "VW o
No 4913SR9

O,,isisd in Putnam Cou"W
Cgrtif,ca Fiied in New Yof k CouW ,

Canffnrasion Expires November 9. 19.,
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ONE BOCA PLACE, SUITE 340 WEST
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SOCA RATON, FLORIDA 33431

SS5 CALIFORNIA STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 04104

1373 SROAD STREET

POST OFFICE 1OX 4444

CLIFTON. N.J. 07015-4444

1585 B ROADWAY
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(212) 960-3000

FAX: 22 I 069-2900

DANIEL R. KAPLAN
COVJNSEL

(212 969- 3200

EUROPEAN COUNSEL:

DARRY LEVELOUC
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9, RUE LE TASSE
75116 PARIS, FRANCE
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S5. AVENUE DE TERVUCREIN
0-1040 lRUSSELS. BELGIUM

October 6, 1994

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Comission
999 R. Street, NW.V.
Washington, DC 20463

-, -~

LA.)
r~)

RB: XUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Supplementing my letter of September 21 regarding
the above file number,

1. 1 am enclosing a copy of an affidavit furnished to
m by Ham Fish Jr., a copy of which I believe was previously
sent directly by him to the Federal Election Comission.

2. I have requested that Mr. Fish return to me the
$1,000 in contributions vhich apparently is the subject of
the "inquiry". I have still not found all of my records
from 1988, however, I have to assume that Mr. Fish's
affidavit accurately reflects the contributions I made to
him. In light of the data contained in Mr. Fish's
affidavit, I request that no action or proceedings be
initiated against me in this matter.

Won't you please call.

"1

fr-aDRK/j c
Enclosure



AFIDAVIf

STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss.:

COUNTY OF PUTNAM )

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State ofNew York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. In 1988 1 established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the FriendsCommittee') under the Federal Electio Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act'), as theprinciple campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressiona seat in the21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Dan Kaplan made contributions in the aggregate of$2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was designated to theprimary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the general election,contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and with theunderstanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the generalelection would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was unsuccessful.It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the acceptance of suchfunds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.



4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for thegeneral campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of theprimary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election wassolely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

PAMELA D KASA
OARY PUBLIC. State f Nw Yoet

No 49138&9
Ouaslfied in Putna-; Cwurnty

Cenilcate Fild in Y N It ,Cou_
Commisiont Exprn Novemb 9n~, 1 ch~
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

the attadied cxmpint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') is
in reference to the statements made in paragraph 1. of the ct reating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

-

ShirleyzMagidson
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September 29, 1994

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4051

Gentlemen and Mesdames:

I received your letter dated September 13, 1994 and the attached
on behalf of Dennis Mehiel for Congress '94.

complaint filed

I am assuming that your statement that the complaint indicates that I may have
violated the Federal Election Campai Act of 1971, as amended ('the Acta) is
in reference to the statements made in pwagraph 1. of the complaint relating to
contributions made to the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.

With regard to such allegations I submit the enclosed affidavit of Hamilton Fish
Jr. to demonstrate that no action should be taken against me in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

/ / ; ,' .
,Z

Nancy Larrick Crosby



AFFIDAVIT

-~

STATE OF NEW YORK)

Ss.11

COUNTY OF PUTNAM)

HAMILTON FISH, JR., a resident of the town of Philipstown, County of Putnam and State of
New York, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I In 1988 I established the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ('the Friends
Committee") under the Federal Election Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act'), as the
principle campaign committee for my election campaign for the congressional seat in the
21st Congressional District.

2. In connection with that campaign I solicited contributions to the Friends Committee in
accordance with the Act.

3. During the course of the campaign Nancy Larrich Crosby made contributions in the
aggregate of $2,000.00 to the Friends Committee. Of that amount $1,000.00 was
designated to the primary election of the campaign and $1,000.00 was designated to the
general election, contingent upon the successful completion of the primary campaign and
with the understanding and recognition that the $1,000.00 contribution designated for the
general election would be returned in the event the primary election campaign was
unsuccessful. It was at that time and continues to be my understanding that the
acceptance of such funds for the general election was in compliance with the Act.
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4. The primary election campaign was unsuccessful and the contributions designated for the
general campaign were then required to be returned. However, at the completion of the
primary election campaign the campaign was in debt and no funds were available for
return to those contributors who had made contributions designated to the general
election. The failure to return the contributions designated to the general election was
solely the result of insufficient funds and not the result of any act or dereliction on the
part of the contributors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the affidavit is executed this 26th of September, 1994.

Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of September, 1994.

0. "d in Pvtm - Coni•
"C, 1109-. r9 inrMW* YCW/unty

twWWD&A bs- 19~



OLDAKER, RYAN & LEONARDG
WATNTONYA LAW

818 CONNECTICUT AVENUE. N.W. *

(0)7 28-1010
FACIMIE 102 728-4044

October 21. 1994

LawVrence M. Noble. Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. N.W.
Washington. DC 20463

RE: MUR 4051
(Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish and Pamela Kasa, Treasurer)

Dear Mr. Noble:

The Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish (hereafter referred to as the
"Westchester Friends"), the principal campaign committee of Hamilton Fish, Jr.. a
Democratic candidate for the 20th congressional district, New York in 1 988, and Pamela
Kasa, as treasurer, request that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and
take no further action in the above-referenced matter. Currently, Hamilton Fish, Jr. is the
1994 Democratic nominee for New York's 19th Congressional seat and Pamela Kasa is
also the assistant treasurer of his 1994 principal campaign committee, Hamilton Fish. Jr.
for Congress. The allegations set forth by Dennis Mehiel, a 1994 primary opponent of
Mr. Fish. in his complaint are without merit and were motivated solely by political
considerations and, are not accompanied by any documentation in support of the facts
alleged. Finally, the activities in question are more than six years old and are clearly
stale. The separate allegations are addressed more fully below.

1 . Excessive Contributions. The complainant alleges that the Westchester Friends
accepted contributions from forty individuals in excess of the per election limits as set
forth in .2 U.S.C. § 44 1(a). This is simply untrue. The forty named individuals each gave
$ 1.000 for the primary election and an additional amount for the general election, making
an aggregate contribution of greater than $1,000. Although the general election monies
were given prior to the date of the primary, the contributors intended them for the general
election and the Westchester Friends properly designated them as such on their FEC
reports by checking the -Genera[- election designation box.



U U
The FEC regulations require that a candidate who loses the primary election

refund all general election contributions received. I nfortunately. the Committee was in a
debt situation after the primary election in 1988 and the Westchester Friends has been
unable to raise sufficient funds since that time. As funds became available in 1994, the
Westchester Friends reimbursed contributors. To date. the Westchester Friends has
reimbursed nine of the individual contributors.

2. Novemb rlmid Debt R cJinnlt~ . [he complainant alleges that
I lamilton Fish. Jr. organi/ed a joint fundraising committee comprised of the Westchester
Friends of Hamilton Fish (fiederal) and the Westchester I eadership Fund (state) in order
Io evade the individual contribution limits, lie alleges this \\as done by asking
individuals who had already contributed their maximum contribution to the Westchester
Friends to make a separate contribution to the joint fundraising committee. He further
alleges that these funds were then transferred back to the Westchester Friends. However,
this is simply not the case. Any and all contributions given to the November Fund from
individuals who had already contributed the maximum to the Westchester Friends were
transferred to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use. This is
permissible under FEC rules. and the complainant provides no evidence to the contrary.

3. Improper Use of the Westchester Leadership Fund. The complainant alleges that
the Westchester Leadership Fund was organized for an improper purpose -- to enhance
Hamilton Fish. Jr.'s chances for election to federal office by building a political base for
his federal campaign. However. the purpose of the Westchester Leadership was to
influence the election of state and local candidates. a perfectly permissible objective. The
Westchester Leadership Fund committee was created to support candidates for state and
local office and that is what it did. All contributions given to the Leadership Fund were
permissible and lawful, and vere used to influence and aid those state candidates who
received its funds. The complainant provides no evidence to the contrary.

4. Failure to File Reports. The complainant alleges that the Westchester Friends
failed to file reports with the FEC in a timely manner in compliance with II C.F.R.
§104.14(d). The Westchester Friends did. however, file all FEC reports on a timely basis
from the beginnine of the Westchester Friends. through the primary election and until the
end of June. 1989. From Jul\ 1989 through the beginning of April 1994. there was
minimal activity associated with the Westchester Friends and no reports \ere filed with
the Commission. While the Committee w\as remiss in their duties. they corrected the
record by filing reports on April 5. 1994 covering all periods not \et reported. Because
this error has been corrected and the Westchester Friends continues to tile the necessary
reports. it is unnecessary for the Commission to take an\ action with respect to these
reports.



Finally, this case is stale. The Westchester Friends was established more than six
years ago and remains in existence solely for the purpose of reporting outstanding debt.
At no time since the establishment of the Westchester Friends has it been brought to the
attention of the respoisdents by the Commission that their activity was in any way
impermissible. The Commission has previously reviewed all reports filed and has not
notified Westchester Friends of any problems with the November Fund joint fundraising
or other contributions. The reports in the possession of the Commission have been
available to the public at all times. Furthermore. no purpose would be served by
conducting a further investigation into this matter .Ns stated abo e. all reports have been
filed and ever- eflOrt has been made and \ill be made to reimburse those individuals who
are still owed by the Committee. I 'nfortunatel\. the Westchester lriends remains in debt
and is unable at the current date to reimburse those individuals. Furthermore. the FEC
only requires documentation to be kept for three years after the report or the statement
detailing the contribution is filed. 11 C.F.R. §102.(c). Accordingly. the Committee no
longer has any copies of canceled checks. completed contributor cards or letters
accompanying contributions made more than three years ago. Therefore. it would be
impossible to support any of the allegations and the Commission would be unable to
enforce any type of civil penalty. since the activity at issue in the complaint occurred
more than five years ago. 28 U.S.C. §2462.

For the foregoing reasons, it is clear that no purpose will be served by further
enforcement action in this matter and we ask that the Commission dismiss the complaint.

Sincerely.

Lvn Uitrecht



OLDAKER, RYAN & LEONARD
ATTOINF-YS AT LAW C

818 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W. .3

SUITE 1100 10 0

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006 rJJ ~ ~ ~ -

'202) 728-1010
rACSIM . 42021 728-4044

October 21. 1994

l-aTence M. Noble. Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20515

RE: MUR 4051
(Arthur and Sistie Fischer, Frances
Kessler, Donald Shaffer, Stephen
Ross, Simon Chilewich, Henry and
Edith Everett, Ruth Shikes)

lo-

Dear Mr. Noble:

In response to the complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission by
Dennis Mehiel. and for the reasons set forth below, the above-named respondents in this
matter submit that they fully complied with all provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. 2 U.S.C. §431 et seq. ("FECA" or the "Act"),
including the $1.000 per election contribution limit for individuals. Any aggregate
contribution in excess of $1,000 was properly designated for the general election by the
individual and was reported accordingly as such by the Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish Committee. The respondents had no intent of violating federal campaign laws or
regulations. Furthermore. these individuals were in no way responsible for
reimbursement of funds designated for the general election prior to the date of the
primary election. Finally, the contributions in question were made over six years ago.
making the activity in question clearly stale. For these reasons, we ask the Commission
to dismiss the complaint against the respondents in this matter.

The specific facts relating to the contributions of each of the six respondents are
outlined below .

I. Arthur Fischer and Sistie Fischer. his wife, each gave $1,000 for the
primary election and $1,000 for the general election on September 12, 1988. Mr.



and Mrs. Fischer have not been reimbursed t'r their general election contribution
and are currently owed $2.000 by the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish.

2. Frances Kessler gave $1.000 for the primary on May 5. 1988 and $ 1,000
for the general on June 20. 1988. Ms. Kessler made clear on the face of her check
that her contribution was intended fir the general election. The Westchester
Friends of Hamilton Fish committee refunded tile S1.000 for the general election
in May. 1N94.

Donald Schaffer and )oris Shafer. his kiltc. gave an aggregate total of
SI .300 to the committee. While the Shaffers intended the contribution to be
divided equally among the tvmo individuals, the committee reported the
contribution as being solely from Mir. Shaffer (51.000 fbr the primary and $300
for the general). They ha'e not been reimbursed the $300 designated for the
general election and are currently ow~ed 300 by the Committee.

4. Stephen Ross gave SI.000 for the primary election and S1.000 for the
general election on September 16. 1988. The S1.000 for the general election has
not been repaid and he is currently ow.,ed SI .000 by the committee.

5. Simon Chile\\ich gave S900 to the committee on September 14. 1988. Of
this amount S500 "vas designated for the primary election and S400 for the general
election. The S400 for the general election has not been repaid and he is currently
owed $400 by the committee.

6. Edith Everett gave $1.000 for the primary and S1.000 for the general
election on June 16. 1988. The S1.000 for the general election has not been repaid
and she is currently owed S1.000 by the committee.

7 Henry Everett gave S1.000 for the primar election and S1.000 for the
ceneral on June 16. 1988. The S1.000 for the general election has not been repaid
and he is currently owed $1.000 by the committee.

8. Ruth Shikes cave S1.00() for the primary election and 51.000 for the
general election. [he $1.00) fbr the ueneral election has not been repaid and she is
currently ov-ed SI.00)) by the committee.

[he complainant. )ennis Niehicl. alleces that each of' the above-named
respondents made contributions greater than S1.001) tr the primary election. exceeding
the S1.000( per election contribution threshold and thereh\ violatine federal law%. This is
simply untrue. ['ach of the respondent., made contributions of S1.000 for the primar
election. An\ contribution o\cr the $I.01)0I alount \\as designated for the general
election as allowed b\ the Act. Ilhis fact is e'idenced b\ the Vestchester Friends of
Ilamilton Fish Ft(, reports detailing the contribution made and appropriately designating
the contribution for the general election b\ checkine the designated election box.



0 0
Second. the individuals had no intention of violating the Act. Fach individual

gave contributions in response to solicitations by the candidate and his campaign. At the
time of the contribution, it was the understanding of the individual that the contribution
given was to be used to pay for expenses for the general election. It is perfectly
legitimate that an individual may want their contribution to count toward the general
election even though the primary election has not yet taken place. It was also their
understanding. that in tile event that Hamilton Fish. Jr. lost the primary election, hiscampaign committee would refund all monies designated for the general election.
llo,e\er. due to outstanding debts of the campaign after the primary, the individualswere not reimbursed for their contribution for the general. It \\as not brought to the
attention of the contributors by the campaign. the Commission or any one else at any time
in the past six years that their contribution in any way violated federal campaign laws or
ethics.

Furthermore, when a candidate loses the primary election and has already
received general election money, the candidate's campaign committee must either return
or refund the contribution. Alternatively. if there are net debts outstanding for the
primary election, the campaign may ask the contributor to redesignate the funds for debt
retirement. Nowhere does the Act require individuals to be responsible for contributions
after the candidate has lost their election. Therefore. when Hamilton Fish lost the
primary campaign. it was the responsibility of his committee to return or refund any
general election funds, not that of the contributor.

Finally. in addition to the above arguments. the Commission should take no
further action because this matter is stale. The complaint puts in question contributions
made over six years ago. The federal regulations require committees for keeping records
of statements and reports for three years after the report is filed. This is more than twice
the required time period for keeping records. Furthermore. the federal regulations do not
require individual contributors to maintain copies of checks of campaign contributions. It
is wholly unrealistic to ask individuals to provide documentation of contributions made
six years prior to the date of the complaint and is unfair and inconvenient to bother them
with such a matter.

Therefore. in light of all the above circumstances. we ask the Commission to take
no further action in this matter and to dismiss the complaint.

Sincerel\.

L.yn 1'trecht
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Olgaker, Ryan & Leonard

818 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.-Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20006

TZMOin: (202) 728-1010

The above-namd individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and Is authorized to receive any notifi@otions and other

:oamunications fro% the commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.
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My HJR 4051

Nam OP Lyn Utrecht
Qlakg Ran & Leonard

Rt8-C onectia Aveu , N.W. - Suite 1100

Wahington, D.C. 20006
55 jff=Uq. (202) 728-1010

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
Counsel and is authorized to remeive any notifications and otber
comuniCationa frot the ComlsSion and to ot on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date

USOD"' 131"W:

ADDRS8:

ani #a=:

MUs pun:

q~bM&7j"M
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KUR MUR 4051

NME OF AlUuSrL:

ADDRMES: OL4 hAA*AP ) T'J 11Ii0,
V ~V 7' VW I.A.0 I

91472ZuA V U

TELEP :

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications ftront the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date

RESPONDENTI S NME:

,ADDRS:

Signature
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HRM1 PaOmE:
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JMUR 4051

NAX"3 cP COS:
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications frou the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date I

RESPONDENT'S MKE:

ROM PMK*M;

BUS 1rM]S PIKM:

C~A* ~% 4~~~b N~f. _.~

06AA , Lg~"

Signature-
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SM1UR 4051

NA or COONSUL: Carolyn Utrecht Esq

ARDDM: Oldaker Ryan & Leonard

818 Connecticut Avenue N.W.

Suite 1100 Washington D.C. 20007

TRI(PDUE: (202) 728-1010

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications front the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

9/29/94

Date

RESP(W&DMT'S NAME:

ROME POM:

BUSIE S PROMKB

Stephen M. Ross

625 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022
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MR MUR 4051

HM OF C :1-
-LYEIT3fR

818 CoUMcticut Avemse, I.W. - Suite 1100

WMstaington. D.C. 20006

TIBLEPBD0E:
X2Q~)J28-1010

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications froM the COMmission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

September 29, 1994
Date

RBSPOUDEI' S MANE:

ADDmES:

Boom PIOI:

BUSrI= PBOln.

I

~tAtX2A -v

,ignature su cI ..c.

148 Madison Avenue, 16th Floor

New York, NY 10016

212-686-1818
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LTN 

Irl XnsT

(202) 728-1010
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notificationo and other
communications trout the ComIssion and to act on my behalf before
the Co Ission. VA _ . e, --A -

Date
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Mua MUR 4051

NAMN OF coalsuL:

ADDRES:

TELEPBONE:
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications front the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commssion.

Date

RESPONDEMT' S NAME:

ADDRESS:

RONE PHONE:

BUSIIESS PEOREM

Signature
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OLDAKER, RYAN & LEONARD

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

818 CONNECTICUT AVENUE. N.W. U
SUITE 1 100

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20006

(202) 728-1010

FACSIMILE 1202) 728-4044

October 25, 1994

OFiERA '
OFF:

Mr. LawTence M. Noble. Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20436

RE: MUR 4051
(Cora Weiss. Landey Strongin. Paul Gottlieb)

Dear Mr. Noble:

Attached are designation of counsel forms from the above-named respondents in
MUR 4051. Each individual has responded separately to the complaint, but has
designated me to represent him or her from this point forward.

If you have any additional questions. please let me know.

Sincerely,

Lyn Utrecht
~1~~~

LT 21 1 20 P1 uJq
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications f rout the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Comission.

Date

SPOaDEwT I S RAIM:

BaMB PE:

BUS l18M PIK:

Cora Weiss

5022 Waldo Ave

Bronx, NY 10471

212 697 8945
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TEWDOUM:

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications froc the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date S ature"

RPSPONDENT S NAME:

ADDR~ESS: A' ,&/ / ,I, o/
27 V

ROME PHONE:

BUSMW PERO :

f.AluobIt
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MR MUR 4051

MAKE OF c u1S-:

?ELEPEOWE:
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications fro% the Comission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date

RBSPORDmIT I S KAME:

A DRESS:

HOME P1K)B:

BUS IES P0K)O:

Signature
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PROSKAUzR ROSE GOETZ & MENDELSOHN

IOR AVENUE OF THC STARS
SUITE 1700

LOS ANGELES. CA OO07-SOIO

1833 TWENTIETH STREET. .W.
SUITE 600

WASHINGTON. DC 20034-83 0

&SSG GLAODS ROAD
SUITE 340 WEST

DOCA NATON. PL. 33430-7360

SOS CALIFORNIA STREET
SUITE 4504

SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94104-1711

1585 BROADWAy

Nzw YoRK, N.Y. 10036

(212) 069-3000

FAX: (212) 96-2900

DANIBL R. KAPLAN

,in 13 9 1 1 b
13 80OAD STREET

POST OPPCE BOX 4444

CLIFTON, NJ 070#S-4444

0. "U LZ TASSE

7S4 PARIS, FRANCE

EUROPEAN COUNSEL:

DUSARRY LCVOIUE

LE @OODMRIN & VEIL

PARI1 -DRUSSELS(4I?) 969 - 3200

January 10,

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Comission
999 Z. street, N.V.
Washington, DC 20463

RE M 4051

Dear Ms. Takuar:

1995

,.O

&e enclosed letter and check arrived this
afternoon.

DR/j c
Enclosure

C--

of ''-



Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish
P.O. Box 33

Garrison, NY 10524

December 24, 1994

Mr. Dan Kaplan
1065 Seven Oaks Lane
Mamaroneck, NY 10543

Dear Mr. Kaplan.

Enclosed is a check in the amount of $1,000 representing the reimbursement of the contribution

you made in 1988 to the Congressional General Election campaign of Hamilton Fish, Jr.

Very truly yours,

Pamela D. Kasa
Treasurer

WESTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON
FISH, INC

PAY 6 c/ 9 Q 132
TQ THE d2K1~4
ORDER OF

ONBW f
The C20ase Mm0hagiN0.

002 [z &n 1:0 2 1000Zo 2 0: 02~ S 1 12 6 2 SO
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PROSKAUER ROSr. GETZ & MVENDELSOHN

241i AVENUE OF T1t STARS
SUITE 11700

LOS ANGELES. CA BOO67-SOIO

#&33 TWENTIiTh STREET. N.W.

SUITE GOO
WAS4INOTON, OC R0036-2396

22SS GLADES ROAD
SUITE 340 WEST

DOCA NATON, FL 3343I-7360

SSS CALIFORNIA STREET

SUITE 4641
SAN FRANCISCO. CA 04104-1711

1585 BROADWAY

N1w YORK, N.Y. 10036

(2)2) 069-30O0

FAX: (212) 069-2900

DANIEL R. KAPLAN

COUNSEL

(212) 969- 3200

1373 1ROAD STREET
POST @IPVrCE sox 4444

CLIFTON, NJ 07015-4444

11. RUE LE TASSE

7SIIB PARIS, FRANCE

EUROPEAN COUNSIEL:

DUGANRM' LCEQUE
LE OCUARI, & VEIL

PARIS -DlUSSELS

January 3, 1995

Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Federal Election Comission
999 R. Street, N.V.
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I received the emlosed from Hamilton Fish, Jr..
I vould most appreciate a teleprone call o you.

v i: R. Kaplan

DRK/j c
Enclosure



HAMILTON FISH, JR.

December 22nd, 1994

Mr. Dan Kaplan
1065 Seven Oaks Lane
Mamaroneck, N.Y. 10543

Dear Dan,

I am very happy to inform you that under separate cover you will
shortly be receiving a check in the amount of $4-, reimbursement
for your generous contribution to Westchester Friends of Hamilton
Fish, Inc. for my General election campaign in 1988.

As you know, I was unsuccessful in that year's Congressional
Primary election, and therefore when my General campaign failed to
materialize, the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc.
committee was obligated to return the contribution to you. Until
now, that Committee has not had the necessary funds to fulfill its
obligation.

I was deeply distressed during the 1994 Primary election when your
name and contribution surfaced in connection with my opponent's
attempts to discredit me by publicizing the remaining debts of the
1988 campaign. It seemed at best a cruel way to reward you for
your well-intentioned support of my political efforts. In
voluminous filings submitted in September and October of this year,
the Federal Election Commission was informed of the good faith

circumstances of your 1988 contribution. Copies of the submissions
relating to your contribution were forwarded to you at that time.

The FEC will now be informed of the reimbursement of your 1988
contribution, and hopefully this painful chapter will be closed.

I remain profoundly grateful to you for all you have done to assist
me with these campaigns - I realize full w*Vell that 1.tie burdens of
these efforts are not born only by the candidates. I was
disappointed not to win this year, especially after such a decisive
and encouraging Primary victory, but the 1994 elections had a
dynamic of their own and there were no guarantees for even the best
of campaigns.

My very best wishes for the Holidays,

Hamilton Fish, Jr.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION (c 0,1 Sf0s '

In the Matter of 
) SENSITIVE
) Enforcement Priority
)

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. Cases 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

1. 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 resources. 2

Since the recommendation not to pursue the identified cases is

based on staleness, this Office has not prepared separate

narratives for these cases. However, for the Commission's

convenience, the responses to the complaints for thei

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 Comuission 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 HUR and close the file effective
February 21, 1995 in the following matters:

1) RAD 93L-73
2) RAD 93L-75
3) RAD 93L-78
4) RAD 93L-83
5) RAD 93L-84
6) RAD 93L-88
7) RAD 93L-91

B. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective
February 21, 1995 and approve the appropriate letter in PM 305.
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C. Take no action, close the file effective February 21,
1995, and approve the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

1) MUR 3828
2) MUR 3829
3) MUR 3976
4) MUR 4023
5) MUR 4026
6) MUR 4031
7) MUR 4032
8) MUR 4036
9) MUR 4050

10) MUR 4051
11) MUR 4052
12) MUR 4055
13) MUR 4056
14) MUR 4058
15) MUR 4063
16) MUR 4068
17) MUR 4072
18) MUR 4073
19) MUR 4075
20) MUR 4078
21) MUR 4081
22) MUR 4082
23) MUR 4083

Date(-
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of

Enforcement Priority)

AMENDED CERTIFICATION

I. Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that the Commission

decided by a vote of 6-0 on February 16, 1995, to take the

following actions with respect to the General Counsel's

February 13, 1995 report on enforcement priority:

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

1) RAD 93L-73
2) RAD 93L-83
3) RAD 93L-88

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:

1) MUR 3829
2) MUR 4023
3) MUR 4036

(continued)



Page 2Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
February 16, 1995

4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
HUR
MUR
MUR
HUR
MUR

4050
4051
4052
4055
4063
4072
4073
4075
4078
4081
4082
3976

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

D ate4b fA
Date

cretary of the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTO D C 2040

February 27, 1995

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
Skadden, Arps, Slater Meagher & Flom

1440 New York Avenue, M.w.

Washington, DC 20005-2111

RE: MUM 4051

Dear Mr. Gross:

On September 2, 1994, the Federal 
Election Commission

received the complaint you filed 
on behalf of your client,

mehiel for Congress '94, alleging 
certain violations of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971, as amended ('the Act").

After considering the circumstances 
of this matter, the

Commission has determined to exercise 
its prosecutorial

discretion and to take no action 
against Westchester Friends of

Hamilton Fish and Pamela Rasa, as treasurer, 
the November Fund

and Mary Altenpohl, as treasurer, 
the Westchester Leadership

Fund and its treasurer, and several 
individuals. See attached

narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed 
itslle in this

matter on February 21, 1995. This matter will become part of

the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek 
judicial review of the

Commission's dismissal of this action. 
See 2 U.S.C.

5 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

o 4.

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



EUR 4051
WWTSCN3STER 711311D Of HARILTOK FISH

The Mehiel for Congress ?94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCto% D C .N461

February 27, 1995

Lyn Utrecht# Esquire
oldaker, Ryan & Leonard
819 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 4051
Westchester Friends of
Hamilton Fish and Pamela
Rasa, as treasurer, Simon
Chilewich, Henry and Edith
Everett, Arthur and Sistie
Fischer, Paul Gottlieb,
Cathy Gropper, Frances
Kessler, Stephen Ross, Ann
Scheiner, Joan Scheuer,
Donald Shaffer, Ruth Shikes,
Landey Strongin, and Cora
Weiss

Dear Hs. Utrecht:

On Septemedr 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified your clients of a complaint alleging 
certain violations

of the Federal 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 
your clients. See

attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed -ts file

in this matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
5 437g(a)(12) no

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

although the complete file must be placed 
on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

certification of the Commission's vote. 
If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear 
on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed



Lyn Utrecht
Page 2

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

CA:&

Mary L. Takuar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MR 4051
WBSTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress ?94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mir. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors vho had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC .O4aI

February 27, 1995

Bobbie K. Weinstein
211 Central Park West
New York, NY 10024

RE: MUIR 4051

Dear Ms. Weinstein:

On September 13, 1994. the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 ts file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

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

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MXlK 4051
WESTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress ?94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a Joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Comittee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Commtittee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



9 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAASHN~CTON DC246

February 27, 1995

Russel Pyne
69 Stern Lane
Atherton, CA 94027

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Mr. Pyne:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 T-l file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

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

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



Rua 4051
WESICEEsTER RaIES oF HRILTon FISH

The Jiehiel for Congress t94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state comittee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named

C-1 individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all

C contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states

!f) that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2040

February 27, 1995

Shirley Magidson
1450 Carla Ridge
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

RE: UR 4051

Dear Mr. Magidson:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 ts file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

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

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MR 4051
WKSTCHSSTZR rKR MS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 20463

February 27, 1995

Daniel R. Kaplan
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mendelsohn
1585 Broadway
New York, New York 10036

RE: MUm 4051

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the

Federal 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 T-s file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(12) no

longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commissiongs vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



Mul 4051
WKSTCHESThR FRIENDS OF HAIILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Comtmittee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Comittee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W'ASHINCION DC XM6M

February 27, 1995

james C. Ooodale, Esquire
45 E 80th Street
New York, NY 10021

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Mr. Goodale:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal 
Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging 
certain violations of the

Federal 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 
Mts file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no

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

although the complete file must 
be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any 
time following

certification of the Commission's 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. 
While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt 
of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions 
will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please 
contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



XR 4051
USTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAIIILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a Joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%ASHINCTON DC Zt)

4 i

February 27, 1995

Leonard and Rhoda Dreyfus

Rt. 7, Box 2395

Charlottesville, VA 22901

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Dreyfus:

On September 13, 1994, the 
Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint 
alleging certain violations 

of the

Federal Election Campaign Act 
of 1971, as amended. A copy of

U-, 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 is file in this

C matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(

1 2 ) no

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

although the complete file 
must be placed on the public 

record

within 30 days, this could 
occur at any time following

certification of the Commission's 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as 
possible. While the file may be 

placed

on the public record prior 
to receipt of your additional

'I) materials, any permissible submissions 
will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, 
please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



RUN 4051
WES1CEESTER FRIENDS OF HARILIoN FISH

The Nehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee).
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy

'C) outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all

r contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 2O*t

February 27, 1995

Nancy Larrick Crosby
330 Westminster Canterbury Drive
#501
Winchester, VA 22603-4252

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Ms. Crosby:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election 
Commission

notified you of a complaint 
alleging certain violations 

of the

Federal 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 
T s file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(1

2 ) no

longer apply and this matter 
is now public. in addition,

although the complete file must 
be placed on the public record

within 30 days* this could occur 
at any time following

certification of the Commissionls 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. 
While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to 
receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions 
will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please 
contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



R 4051
WKSC338?R FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress 994 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors vho had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Comittee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5. 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

V%ASHINGTON D(- 204b4

February 27, 1995

Mary Mcinnis
2 Middle Patent Road
Arnonk, NY 10504

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Mcinnis:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal 
Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging 
certain violations of the

Federal 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 
Ris file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no

longer apply and this matter is 
now public. in addition,

although the complete file must 
be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any 
time following

certification of the Commissionts 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. 
While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to 
receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions 
will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please 
contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



XUR 4051
WUSTCN3STER FPRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress f94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2464

February 27, 1995

Joseph and Mary Aidlin

5143 Sunset Doulevard

Los Angeles' CA 90027

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Aidliln:

on September 13, 1994, the Federal Election 
Commission

notified you of a complaint 
alleging certain violations 

of the

Federal 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 T s file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. s 4379(a)(12) 

no

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

although the complete file 
must be placed on the public 

record

within 30 days, this could occur 
at any time following

certification of the Commissionts 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. 
While the file may be placed

on the public record prior 
to receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible 
submissions will be added 

to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please 
contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 
219-3400.

sincerely,

~T64%&"

Mary L. Taksar

Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MRN 4051
WES!'CESTZR FRIENDS OF HAKILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (*Comitte@")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410. in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy

ci outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the

N. period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
C7 individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an

additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states

L~) that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of S$1,0O0 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC "OftI

February 27, 1995

Sidney Unger
76 uartsdale Avenue
White plains# NY 32514

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Unger:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging 
certain violations of the

Federal 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 
T-Ei file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions 
of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(1

2) no

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

although the complete file must 
be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur 
at any time following

certification of the Commission's 
vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials 
to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. 
While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to 
receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions 
will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please 
contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NUR 4051
SIIZKMThR ]KIZiDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")

accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in

1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though

Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
cindividuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an

additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Comittee states that as

funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all

contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors

state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to

the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other

matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2040

February 27, 1995

Elizabeth Williams
1500 Alamo Pintado
Solvang, CA 93463

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Williams:

On September 13, 1994# the Federal Election 
Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain 
violations of the

Federal 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 i-ts file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
5 437g(a)(12) no

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

although the complete file must be placed on 
the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time 
following

certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear 
on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your 
additional

materials, any permissible submissions will 
be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the 
Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

611 4 IZ ,,-

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MRN 4051
WESCEESZR FrRIENDS OF HAMILTON rISE

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complainlt alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Comittee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410. in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mir. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible

) and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2OM'bi

February 27, 1995

Joseph Machlis
310 East 55 Street
New York, NY 10022

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Mr. Machlis:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 Comission closed T-i file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

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

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



XR 4051
WKSTCEUSTKN FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Piehiel for Congress P94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a Joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTON DC 2oUbi

February 27, 1995

Saul Cohen
203 Hommocks Road
Larchmont, NY 10538

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Mr. Cohen:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 rt- file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



MR 4051
WESCHS l ? MIEIDS OF HRLILTOM FISH

The Rehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Comittee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in

1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had

already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.

- . IT- - .
-1



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGO% D C 204 b1

February 27, 1995

Alan Sagner
Three ADP Boulevard
Roseland, NJ 07068

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Mr. Sagner:

on September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the

Federal 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 Tts file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

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

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NUN 4051
WESTCHESTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FIS

The Nehiel for Congress '94 committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission vhich cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
"ASHIGTO\ DC 2(mbl

February 27, 1995

Lionel and Susan Pincus
733 Park Avenue, 12th Floor
Now York, NY 10021

RE: xUR 4051

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Pincus:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations 
of the

Federal 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 Tts file in 
this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. I 4379(a)(12) 
no

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

although the complete file must be placed on the public 
record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

certification of the Commissionts vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public 
record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions will be added 
to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



XR 4051
WZSTCHESTERt FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors vho had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals vho had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 2XO4

February 27, 1995

Carol Ferry
385 Fort Hill Road
Scarsdale, NY 10583

RE: MUR 4051

Dear Ms. Ferry:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations 
of the

Federal 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 T i file in this
matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) 
no

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

although the complete file must be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NIUR 4051
WESTCHESTER FRIENDS 07 HAMILTON FISH

The Mehiel for Congress t94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an
additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess cf $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGO% DC 20463

February 27, 1995

Werner H. Kramarsky
33 East 70th Street
Now York, New York 10021-4946

RE: NUR 4051

Dear Mr. Kramarsky:

on September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations 
of the

Federal 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 ts file in this

matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1
2) no

longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition#

although the complete file must be placed on the public 
record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional

materials, any permissible submissions will be added to 
the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NUR 4051
WESTCHRSTER FRIWIDS OF HMILTON FISH

The Nehiel for Congress P94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. (wCommittee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a Joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Mehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy
outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
C- individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an

additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Comittee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all
contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%ASHINCTO% DC 2040

February 27, 1995

David Davis
2109 Broadway #1002
New York, New York 10023

RE: NIUR 4051

Dear Mr. Davis:

On September 13, 1994, the Federal Election Commission

notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations 
of the

Federal 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

C matter on February 21, 1995.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no

'0 longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,

although the complete file must be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,

please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed

on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the

public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central

Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative



NUN 4051
WESTCHSTER FRIENDS OF HAMILTON FISH

The Kehiel for Congress '94 Committee filed a complaint alleging
that the Westchester Friends of Hamilton Fish, Inc. ("Committee")
accepted excessive contributions, totaling $31,410, in 40 instances in
1988 because individuals contributed in excess of $1,000 even though
Mr. Fish ran only in the primary election. The complainant also states
that the November Fund, a Joint fundraising committee of the Fish
Committee and the Westchester Leadership Fund (a state committee),
accepted contributions in 1989 and 1990 from contributors who had
already given the maximum amount to the Fish Committee and that the
November Fund subsequently transferred $29,000 to the Fish Committee to
retire debt resulting in the further receipt of excessive
contributions. According to the complainant, the Westchester
Leadership Fund functioned not as a state committee but as a federal
committee with funds not permissible under federal law. Additionally,
the Rehiel Committee alleges that the Committee's outstanding debt of
$25,520.81 constitutes extensions of credit not in the ordinary course
and that the Committee has not taken all reasonable efforts to satisfy

C) outstanding debts. According to the complainant, the Committee also
failed to timely file reports with the Commission which cover the
period between 1989 and 1994.

In response to the complaint, the Committee states that the named
C- individuals contributed $1,000 for the primary election and an

additional amount for the general election. According to the
Committee, it was in a debt situation after the primary and was unable
to refund general election contributions. The Committee states that as
funds have become available the Committee has reimbursed contributors,
nine contributors to date. According to the Committee, any and all
contributions given to the November Fund from individuals who had
already contributed the maximum to the Fish Committee were transferred
to the Westchester Leadership Fund for state and local use and that all

c contributions given to the Leadership Fund were lawful and permissible
and used to influence and aid state candidates. The Committee states
that it had minimal activity from July 1989 through the beginning of
April 1994 and that it filed no reports during this time period but
attempted to correct the situation when on April 5, 1994, it filed
reports covering this time period.

In response to the complaint, several individual contributors
state that contributions in excess of $1,000 were to be attributed to
the general election even though the primary election had not yet taken
place. The individuals state that it was their understanding that if
Hamilton Fish lost the primary election, the Committee would refund all
monies designated for the general.

This matter involves less significant issues relative to other
matters pending before the Commission and the Committee has taken some
remedial action.
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