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WASHINCTON, D C 20461
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REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION

DATE: February 22, 1996

T0O:

M Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, North West
Washington, D.C. 20463-0001

( ) Telephone (B00) 424-9530
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RE: Possible felony violations of both California and Federal election and other laws
by San Diego County Board of Supervisors member: DIANNE JACOB.

It is very respectfully requested that you immediately commence a formal investigation
into possible felony and misdemeanor violations of both California and Federal election and
other laws by San Diego County Board of Supervisors member: DIANNE JACOB; and if you find
any violations either felony or misdemeanor that you prosecute the offenders to the fullest
extent of the law.

It is suspected that San Diego County Board of Supervisors member DIANNE JACOB
violated Federal Election Law Title 2, United States Code Section 441e (Contribution by Foreign

Nationals). According to her own campaign contribution report (copy attached for your easy
reference) covering the period “7-1-95 to 9-30-95" on "8/10/95" DIANNE JACOB collected




$250.00 from a “J. Manuel Jasso® and on “8/14/95" DIANNE JACOB collected $250.00 from a
"Manuela Ching Palomarez®. Both of these individuals use a Tecate, California U.S.A. post
office box as their addresses. The use of a post office box raises suspicion as to their
residency since Tecate, California US.A. is a tiny border town adjacent to the much larger
Mexican city of Tecate, Baja California, Mexico. Many foreign nationals, such as Mexican
nationals are known to have post office boxes in the United States of America, such as Tecats,
California U.S.A. to collect their mail, receive government checks, etc. It is suspected that
both of these individuals are foreign nationals (Mexicans). As | am sure you know, it is a
felony to accept money for “any election to any poiitical office® from foreign nationals.

The report of the private investigator that was hired to check into the nationality of the
aforementioned contibutors to DIANNE JACOS: ~ Manuel Jasso® and
*Manuela Ching Palomarez® is attached. When the private investigator questioned the
aforementioned J. Manuel Jasso about his citizenship he reportedly replied: “1 am a Mexican
citizen®. Mr. Jasso was also found to have a Tecate, Baja California, Mexico address and
telephone listing: 755 Rio Usumacinta

It was also determined that the aforementioned "Manuela Ching Palomarez® has a "border
crossing card" for crossing into the U.S.A (this could be verified by checking with the
Immigration and Naturalization Service). This would seem to indicate that she is a foreign
national (Mexican Citizen) as well.

The investigation further determined that the aforementioned °J. Manuel Jasso® and
"Manuela Ching Palomarez®" are employees of the RANCHO LA PUERTA health resort Iin Tecate,
Baja California, Mexico. it was determined that Ms. Deborah Szekely is a senior partner/part
owner of this resort as well as an owner of tha GOLDEN DOOR heaith spa near Escondido,
San Diego County, California. Ms. Deborah Szekely also contributed to DIANNE JACOB on
*8/14/95° (please see attached copy of campaign contribution report of DIANNE JACOB).

The connection between the aforementioned Ms. Deborah Szekely and °J. Manuel Jasso",
and “Manuela Ching Palomarez® is clearly established by the investigator's report of their
employment at the RANCHO LA PUERTA health spa in Tecate, Baja California, Mexico. Further
how could °“Manuela Ching Palomarez®, a $150 per week ‘“hostess/concierge® afford to
contribute two weeks salary to a political candidate in another country? Or, except for her
employer's interest: why would she be interested? It is suspected that this could be money
laundering through employees and it is requested that this angle be checked out as well as
looking into any possible conspiracy and RICO violations.

It is also known that Mr. Alexandre Szekely, President of the GOLDEN DOOR heailth spa in
Escondido, San Diego County, California contributed $250.00 to DIANNE JACOB's campaign on
"9/26/95" (please see attached copy of campaign contribution report of DIANNE JACOB). This
contribution came within eight days of a vote on an important project (“10/04/95" agenda item
attached) in which the aforementioned GOLDEN DOOR health spa was an appellant and appears
to be in conflict with local San Diego County campaign contribution laws. While
DIANNE JACOB's vote was on 10/04/95 it was on a public hearing continued from September
20, 1995 that was on a matter heard by the Planning Commission on August 4, 1995 and all
four aforementioned contributions were between the August 4, 1995 Planning Commission
action and DIANNE JACOB's vote on 10/04/95 on the on the same item and all four
aforementioned contributions were from individuals related tc the aforementioned GOLDEN
DOOR heal!th spa. DIANNE JACOB may be guilty of accepting a bribe for her vote.

It is very respectfully requested that you commence an immediate formal investigation
into the aforementioned and if you find any violations of any law(s) including but not limited to
violation of bribery laws, conspiracy, election laws, felonious contribution from foreign
nationals, money laundering, Racketer Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO), and anything
else that you prosecute the offenders to the fullest extent of the law.

Very respectfully submitted,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

March 1, 1996

P.O. Box Drawer 6010
Chula Vista, CA 91909-6010

Dear Mr. Fick:

This is to acknowledge receipt on February 26, 1996, of your letter dated February 22,
1996. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and Commission
Regulations require that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific requirements. One of
these requirements is that a complaint be sworm to and signed in the presence of a notary public
and notarized. Your letter did not contain a notarization on your signature and was not
properly swom to.

In order to file a legally sufficient complaint, you must swear before a notary that the
contents of your complaint are true to the best of your knowledge and the notary must represent
as part of the jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred form is "Subscribed and sworn
to before me on this day of , 19__." A statement by the notary that the complaint
was sworn to and subscribed before him/her also will be sufficient. We regret the
inconvenience that these requirements may cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to
proceed with the handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory requirements are
fulfilled. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g.

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a Complaint.” [ hope this material
will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a 15 day period to allow you to
correct the defects in your complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled within the 15
day period, the respondents will be so informed and provided a copy of the corrected complaint.
The respondents will then have an additional 15 days to respond to the complaint on the merits.
If the complaint is not corrected, the file will be closed and no additional notification will be
provided to the respondents.




If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me at (202) 219-3410.

Sincerely,

fetha (15 fo
Retha Dixon

Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Friends of Dianne Jacob

Manuel Ching Palomarez
J. Manuel Jasso

- Deborah Szekely
Golden Door
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Jerry Fick *ouns

649 G Streat
Post Office Drawer 6010 W25 302PH'S%
Chula Vista, California 91909-6010

Telephone (619) 422-2107

o

Complainant In Pro Per

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

IN THE MATTER OF:

Case No. Ljag,‘?

JERRY FICK,
COMPLAINANT,

AND VERIFIED COMPLAINT
DIANNE JACOB,

FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB,
DEBORAH SZEKELY,

ALEXANDRE SZEKELY,

J. MANUEL JASSO,

MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ,
GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT,

RESPONDENTS .

St Nt ' ntt wnt “umt  mat wm utt mst Nwgtl et ot ot ot “umgt ‘it

COMPLAINANT JERRY FICK BEING DULY SWORN HEREBY DECLARES AS

FOLLOWS :

I very respectfully request that you immediately commence a
formal investigation into possible felony and misdemeanor

-1~
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violations of Federal election and other laws by Respondent San
Diego County Board of Supervisors member: DIANNE JACOB and the
other Respondents; and if you find any violations either felony or
misdemeanor that you prosecute the offenders to the fullest extent
of the law.

I believe that Respondent San Diego County Board of
Supervisors member DIANNE JACOB and the other Respondents may have
violated Federal Election Law Title 2, United States Code Section
44le (Contribution by Foreign Nationals) and other laws. According
to her own campaign contribution report (copy attached for your easy
reference) covering the period 7-1-95 to 9-30-95 on 8/10/95
Respondent DIANNE JACOB collected $250.00 from
Respondent J. MANUEL JASSO and on 8/14/95 Respondent DIANNE JACOB
collected $250.00 from Respondent MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ. Both
of these Respondents use a Tecate, California U.S.A. post office box
as their addresses. The use of a post office box raises suspicion as
to their residency since Tecate, California U.S.A. is a tiny border
town adjacent to the much larger Mexican city of Tecate,
Baja California, Mexico. Many foreign nationals, such as Mexican
nationals are known to have post office boxes in the United States of
America, such as Tecate, California U.S.A. to collect their mail,
receive government checks, etc. I believe that both of these
individuals are foreign nationals (Mexicans). As 1 am sure you
know, it is a felony to accept money for "any election to any
political office" from foreign nationals.

The report of the private investigator that I hired to check
into the nationality of the Respondent Contributors to

P
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Respondent DIANNE JACOB: J. MANUEL JASSO and
MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ is attached. When the private
investigator questioned the Respondent J. MANUEL JASSO about his
citizenship he reportedly replied: "1 am a Mexican citizen".
MR. JASSO was also found to have a Tecate, Baja California, Mexico
address and telephone listing:

755 Rio Usumacinta

phone 4-2534.

It was also determined that Respondent
MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ has a "border crossing card" for crossing
into the U.S.A (this could be verified by checking with the
Immigration and Naturalization Service). This would seem to
indicate that she is a foreign national (Mexican Citizen) as
well.

The investigation further determined that Respondents
J. MANUEL JASSO and MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ are employees of the
RANCHO LA PUERTA FITNESS RESORT in Tecate, Baja California,
Mexico. I believe that Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY has an ownership
interest in this resort as well as is the owner of the Respondent
GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT in Escondido, San Diego County,
California. Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY also contributed to
Respondent DIANNE JACOB on 8/14/95 (please see attached copy of
campaign contribution report of FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB).

The connection Dbetween Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY and
Respondents J. MANUEL JASSO, and MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ is
clearly established by my investigator's report of their employment
at the RANCHO LA PUERTA FITNESS RESORT in Tecate,

-3-
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Baja California, Mexico. Further how could Respondent
MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ, a $150/$200 per week "hostess/concierge"
afford to contribute almoat two weeks salary to a political
candidate in another country? Or, except for her employer
Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY's interest: why would she Dbe
interested? 1 believe that this could be money laundering through
employees and I request that this angle be checked out as well as
looking into any possible conspiracy and RICO violations.

It is also known that Respondent ALEXANDRE SZEKELY, President
of the Respondent GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT in Escondido,
San Diego County, Califormnia contributed $250.00 to
Respondent DIANNE JACOB's campaign on 9/26/95 (please see attached
copy of campaign contribution report of FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB).
This contribution came within eight days of a vote on an important
project (10/04/95 agenda item attached) in which the Respondent
GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT was an appellant and appears to be in
conflict with local San Diego County campaign contribution laws.
While Respondent DIANNE JACOB's vote was on 10/04/95 it was on a
public hearing continued from September 20, 1995 that was on a
matter heard by the Planning Commission on August 4, 1995 and all
four aforementioned contributions were between the August 4, 1995
Planning Commission action and Respondent DIANNE JACOB's vote on
10/04/95 on the same item and all four aforementioned contributions
were from individuals related to the Respondent
GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT. I believe Respondent DIANNE JACOB may
be guilty of accepting a bribe for her vote.

I very respectfully request that you commence an immediate

-4 -
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formal investigation into the aforementioned and if you find any
violations of any law(s) including but not limited to violation of

bribery laws, conspiracy, election laws, felonious contribution

from foreign nationals, money laundering,

Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO), and anything
else that you prosecute the offenders to the fullest extent of the
law.

I hereby swear under penalty of perjury that I believe the
foregoing to be true and correct.

7

Dated March éz»-, 1996 at Chula Vista, San Diego County,

California.
Jerry Fick:f/" A >74] ,r——-_/(c Z

\ F /

St

Subscribed and Sworn to before me on this <2 day
of March, 1996 at Chula Vista, California 91910, Notary Public In

and For the County of San Diego, State of California:
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SUBJECT: WITNESS CHECK AT RANCHO LA PUERTA,
TECATE, B.C. MEXICO

On 2/14/96, 1 drove to the resort and arrived at approximately 11;30
a.m. 1 was directed to Manuel Jasso's office and contacted his secretary.
Tere Ochoa. Ms. Ochoa informed me that Mr. Jasso was in Tijuana on busines
and would not return until later in the afternoon. 1 then asked to speak

to Manuela Ching-Palomares, and was told that she was on her day off,
and would return on the next day.

I then asked Ms. Ochoa if she knew the residency/citizenship status
of Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching. and she stated that I would have to speak
to the parties directly, in order to obtain the information 1 was seeking.
Ms. Ochoa did inform me that Ms. Ching was the "hostess/concierge”, but
would not gyive any more details.

At approximately 2:15 p.m., 1 contacted Mr. Jasso. (upon my 2nd visit,
T was told by the desk clerk to first contact his secretary, but 1 soon
realized this was a delay tactic) 1 told Mr. Jasso that I had some
questions about a political contribution that he made to an American
candidate. Mr. Jasso became somewhat defensive, and stated,
"My religious and political affiliations are my personal business.”

1 then asked Mr. Jasso if he was an American citizen, and he responded.
"IPam a Mexican citizen.” He then told me that if 1 wanted more infor-
mation, I should speak to the person in question. He then walked away.

Before leaving Tecate. 1 went to the Chamber of Commerce and found
the following listing in the local directory:

Jose Manuel Pena Jasso
755 Rio Usumacinta,
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WITNESS CHECK, CONT. .

After crossing the border, I drove to Ms. China’'s address of 473 Thing
Rd., and contacted her sister-in-law, who told me that Manuela was
working at the resort. I asked her what kind of work, and she told me that
it was "something important” but she did not know her exact title or

function.

1 gave her my card, and asked her to have Ms. Ching call me.

The house 1 saw appeared to be at least 40 years old, and in need of
some repair.

As of Lbhis report, Ms. Ching has not called me.
Several phone calls to the resort in an attempt to contact Ms. Ching
could not be completed. ( not uncommon)

From my experience, Ms. Ching Palomarez's duties in her capacity as
a "hostess/concierge” is estimated to have a weekly salary of approxi-
imately $150-$200 - U.S.

Gene Rodriguez

A
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Schedule A Statement covers peried frem 7-1-95 |Poge 9 o 26 !
Moretery Contributions Received through 9-30-95 E
wAME DF CAMDIDATE:DIANME JACOS FRIENDS OF DiaNnE JACOS 1.0. montk N ‘
. OBUAATIVE 1O DATE
DATE AOUNT RECE IVED CALEMDAR VEAR CSUAATIVE TO DATE
RECE I VED FULL NAME AMD ADORESS OF CONTRIBUTOR OCTUPATION AMD EMPLOYER THis PERIGD (Jan - oEC 3) ome
8/1/95 LOUIS SCHODLER PRESIDENT 250.00 $250.00 $250.00
629 M. CIACLE DRIVE WVESTERN FINANCIAL
SOLANA BEACH, CA 92075 PLANNING
B/1/95 RICHARD STRINGHAN PRE $1DENT/CUS TONNOUSE 3125.00 $225.00 $225.00
18656 DEERNORY VALLEY WD ROKER
JAoRL, CA 91935 RICRARD STRINGNAM & CO
8/1/95 ROMALD DAL GRFM NHOSPITAL ADMINISTRATOR $100.00 $100.00 $100.00
3076 COLINA VERDE LANE JUB SEARCH
JORL, CA 91935
8/ /95 THOMAS MOW InvES IO $100.00 $100.00 $200.00
2936 MEADE AVEMUE mic
SAM DIEGD, CA 92116
B/ WILLIAN NEAD CLIRICAL DIRECTOR $250.00 $230.00 $250.00
5428 RESBOLLA LANE MENTAL MEALIN SYSTENS
SAN DIEGD, CA 92124
8/10/95 BE RMADE TTE LUECK RETIRED 1250.00 $230.00 $250.00
113768 VIA RCHO SAN DIEGD
EL CAJON, CA 92019
471079 BERNARD LUECK Mt 250.00 $2%0.00 $230.00 ]
113768 VIA RCHO $AN DIEGD TRADEARIAD PRODUCTS
EL CAJON, CA 92019 s
&/10/95 GIBES APIARIES L ¥ {] $100.00 $100.00 $108.00
14814 CODL VALLEY ROAD CI188S APIARIES ;
P.0. BON 1264
VALLEY CENTER, CA 92082
T RN 4
—> ( wwem 1. MAMUEL JASSO /7 nNAGING PARTIER $250.00 $250.00 2250.00
$.0. BOK 9 L namcwe L4 puesa
B TECATE, CA 91980 7 L= '
—> \ /v svs OESORAN SZEKELY ‘ oONER $220.00 $220.00 $220.00
—, 3232 pove &1 ( GOLDEN DOOR )
SAN DIEGD, CA 92103 i =
' /\ -
—> C 8/ 1495 WANUELA CHING PALOMASEZ 1eRGE $250.00 $250.00 $250.00
B 7 473 THING D FITHESS RESORTS
- P.0. BOx 292

® o Cantribution to debt

JECATE, CTA 91980

suatotaL 82 ,145.00
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Schedule & Statoment covers period frum T-1-93 |Page |2 of 2§ 1
Monetary Contributions Received theough ¢-50-9% &
NAME OF CAMDIDATE:DIANME JACDS IRICDS OF DIAWE JACOR 1.0. malge
CMUAATIVE 10 DATE
DATE AMOLNT RECE IVED CALEMDAR VEAR CIRAATIVE T0 BATE
RFCEIVED FULL MASE AND ADODRESS OF CONTRIBUYTOR OCOUPATION AMD ENPLOVER TuiS PERICD (JAR - DEC 31) olmee
LZARTA ) JOMM  JONN SN PRES & C.£.0. $200.00 $200.608 200, 90
6ALS LAKE ARROUWEAD OR SAN DIEGO URBAN LEAGUE
SAN DIFGO, CA 92119
YA T ] ROBERT MUMSAKER CONSTRUCT 10N $125.00 $125.00 $125.00
2602 TURWERIDGE GLEW THE WIGNLAND COMPANY
ESCOND IDO, CA 92027
9111795 SIEVE SaUTH CEMIRAL MANAGER 2250.00 $250.00 4250.00
1445 - 3187 €DCO DISPOSAL CORP . ,
SAN DIEGD, CA 92102

9711795 TRICIA NURTER n.n. $100.00 $100.00 $100.00
3260 €. FOX UM \AY
SAN DIEGO, CA 9211)

CTARYA S MALTER ZASLE ¢o8 & CEO $250.00 $230.00 1250.00
P.0. BON B5587 Cusic ComP.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92188
/29 DAVID DOLSTE Iu EXEC. V.P. $125.00 $125.00 $125.00
P.0O, BOX 2532 MERRY AIR SERVICE, INC
FONTANA, (A 923342532
W29 JAMES WMC NAMEE $0. CAL DISTRICYT MANAGER $109.00 $100.00 $108.00
757 DOMINGO DRIVE @A SMURGARD STORAGE CENTERS
¥ WPORT BEACH, CA 92660
Q29 KEVIN DEMLER SELF $250.00 $250.00 $258.00 :
25818 NIGMAY T8 PIME mILL EGG RANCH 1
; RAMONA, CA 2065 ‘
I 921/ MARCIA SPURGEON REALTOR $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 ;
P.0. BOX 1153 €EAST COUNTY LAND CD.
JAMUL, CA 91935
V20 /95 PARVIN F18CH PRESIOENT $100.00 $100.00 $250.00
€39 WISSiON Coumt RCP BLOCK & BRICK, INC.

CHMURA VISTA, CA 91910

| —>( v@ ALEXANDRE SZEXELY PRESIOENT $250.00 $250.00 $250.00
il 8456 VESTUAY O (ﬂlﬁl DO,
LA JOLLA, CA 92037 e,
9726095 CAIL LA RETIRED $150.00 $150.00 $150.00
13924 WILLDALE MOAD .
VALLEY CINTER, CA 92082 , A

sustotaL $2,000.00

® » Contribution to deby 14
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SUBJECT: Continued Noticed Public Hearing:
White Water Canyon Waterpark; General Plan Amendment (GPA 95-03), Specific Plan (8P
98-002), Zone Reclassification (R95-008), and Major Use Permit (P9$5-011), North County
Metropolitan Subregional Planning Area
(Carryover Rem trom 9/10/98, Agenda No. 1)

SUPV. DIST. (LOCATION): §

DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project is a request for a General Plan Amendment (GPA 85-03), a Specific Plan (SP 95-002), a
2one Reciassification (R95-005), snd » Major Use Parmit (P95-011) for the purposes of establishing a
recreationa! waterpark facility with reisted structures and uses, which will inciude a wave action pool with ten
different water contact attractions/leatures. Structures associated with the waterpark facility inciude an
administraton/first aid buiiding, severs! restroomsa/changing facilities, food concessions. shaded saling sreas,
ticketing and arcade buildings. one water hoiding tank, mechanicai equipment buildings. & wastewater
trestment piant, and a storage pond. improvements include an access roadway 10 serve the project and
pariang sress to sccommodsate approximately 1,500 vehicles. Additional uses include utilizing the waterpark
for traming fire fighting personnel.

The waterpark will be a seasonal use. which will be in operation from Memonal Day through Labor Day, and
four weekendas pnor and subsequent to the season (for 8 maximum of 120 calendar days in 8 one year
period) The waterpark will be open to the general public only between the hours of 10:00 a.m.to 7:00 p.m.

The waterpark is designed for s maxmum capacity of 5.000 patrons, although attendance is antcipated to
reach that number only 2 days per year (Fourth of July weekend) Average attendance is expected to be
3,500 per day. while mid-week aftendance s estimated 10 be approxmately 1.500 per day.

The project site is iocated on the wes! side of Mesa Rock Road, a frontage road west of Interstate 15, and
aporoximately 1.25 mies south of Deer Springs Road. in the North County Metropolitan Subregional Planning
Area. and hes within the Twin Oaks Sponsor Group's area of authonty

INVOLVED PARTIES

Owner/Applicant  White Water Canyon, Inc. (George Hice), Thomas O'riara. Duwane Townsend:;
Consultants: TRS Consuitants, Amencan Engineenng Laboratories, inc (AEL). Aquatic Design Group,
James C Berry Acoustician, Giroux & Associates - Atmospheric Emvironment Consuitants, Lesghton and
Associates. Inc.. Linscolt, Law & Greenspan Engineers. Inc., NBS/Lowery, Nolte and Associates, Pacific
Southwest Biological Services. inc.. Roger DeWeese, inc., & Associates - Landscape Architects, Kay Stewan
- Landscape Architect, TMI Environmental Sernvices; Responsibie Sponsor Group: Twin Oaks Valley
Spansor Group; Local Jurisdictions: City of Escondi Marcos, Districts: Vallecitos Water
Distnict. Deer Spangs Fire Protection District. Other” The Golden Door) (Please refer to Attachment 1,
Ownership Dsciosure Form, DPL #305)

REFERRAL/ 7\ &
PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
Cn September 20, 1895 (1). your Board conunued tris item 1o October 4. 1895 atS00am

On August 4 1995 the Pianning Commission voted 4-2-1-0 to recommena to the Board of Supervisors that the
proposed project be denied for the reasons discussed in the staff report (Vote 4 Ayes Beck. Brooks, Krerzer
Wooas. 2 Noes Edwards. Piro, 1 Abstention York 0 Absent )

On June 21 1885 the Twan Oaks Valley Sponsor Group voted 6-0 10 deny the proposed project based on the
following moton As chizens of this community are overwnhewmingly opposed to this proposed waterpark, we
recommend ceniai of the General Plan Amendment, Specific Pian Amendament. Rezoning and Major Use Permit
the documents contain many errors omissions contradichhons and deceptive statements




On March 15, 1995 (1), the Board of Supervisors voted 4-1-0 to deny the appesis of the Twin Oaks Valley Sponsor
Group and the Goiden Door. and approved the Planning Commission’s recommendation to suthorize processing
of the applicant's request to file a privately initated GPA.

On January 20, 1995, the Planning Commission voted 4-2-1 to approve the authorization of a privately initiated
Pian Amendment Authorization (PAA 94-05) to amend the North County Metropolitan Subregional Plan map and
text.

On December 14, 1994, the Twin Oaks Valley Sponsor Group voted 6-0-0 to recommend that the PAA tequest
not be authorized for processing because the Sponsor Group found that only one of the ten cnteria (Critena No 4)
specified in Board Policy I-63, General Plan Amendment and Zoning Guidelines, could be met.

On March 23, 1984 (2), the Board of Supervisors heard an appea! of the Planning Commission decmsion of
spproval and took the following actions regarding Major Use Permit P88-034. 1) the Board voted 4-0-1 to grant
the sppea! and deny Major Use Permit P89-034. and 2) the Board voted 3-1-1 to deny Major Use Permit P89-034
without prejudice. thereby waiving the one year prohibition agsms! refiling the Major Use Permit.

On September 17. 1993, the Pianning Commission voted 5-0-2 to approve Major Use Permit P8$-034

On July 22, 1993, the Planning and Environmenta! Review Board (PERB), voted 2-1-0 to deny Major Use Permit
P89-034

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
1. Adopt the Resolution derying General Pian Amendment (GPA 95-03) for the reasons stated in the staff repon
(Attachment M)

. Adopt the Resoluton denying SP §5-002 for the White Water Canyon Waterpark Specific Pian for the reasons
stated in the staff repornt (Attachment O).

Deny the requested Zone Reciassificaton (R95-005. Attachment P).

Adopt the Resolubon denying Major Use Permit (P95-011) for the reasons stated in the staff repont (Atachment
R).

5 Do not adopt the Statement of Overnding Consideratons

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE RECOMMENDATION:

1 Certify that the Final Ervronmental Impact Report (EIR) has been compieted in comphance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), review and cons:ider the information contained therein, and find that the
Final EIR reflects the independent judgment of the Board of Superwisors  The Final EIR consists of the
following documents

a The Draft EIR dated Apnl 1995 at Atachment S as revised by the Addibonal informaton Statement datez
Augus! 1885 at Attachment 7

The public comments received on the Draft EIR dated Apn!, 1995 and the County's responses thereto at
Attachment S

The Iist of persons, organizatons, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR dated April, 1985 a!
Attachment S !

Adopt the fincings concerning mitigation of sgnificant environmental effects pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 21081 at Attachment S
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3 Adopt the findings concerning infeas:bility of project a/temnatives at Atachment W.

4. Adopt the Miigation Monttoring Program prepared in sccordsnce with Public Resources Code Section 21081 ¢
as found at page 13 of Attachment N. and page 16 of Altachment Q.

S Adopt the Statemaent of Overriding Considerations in accordance with CECA Guideiines Secion 15093 at
Attachment V.

8. Adopt the Final Resolution for Genersl Plan Amendmant 85-03 for the reasons siated in the staff repont and
n the Final Resolution. at Attachment L.

7. Adopt the Resolution approving Specific Plan $5-002 for the White Water Canyon Waterpark Specific Plan
which makes the sppropnate findings and incluces those requirements and candiions necessary 10 ensure
that the project is implemented in a manner consistent with State Law and the County General Plan, at
Attachment N.

8. Adopt the Ordinance approving a change from the A70(4) Limited Agnculture Use Regulabon and the RR1
Rursl Remdential Use Regulabon to the S88 Specific Planning Area Use Reguiation and other designators as
shown in the Ordinance. including the "B" Community Design Review Area Designalor and the P Planned
Deveiopment Area Regulatons Cesignator, at Atachment P

9. Grant Major Use Permit P95-011 which makes the appropnate findings anc inc:udes those requirements and
condions necessary 10 ensure that the project is implemented in a manner consistent with the Zoning
Ordinance and State Law. at Attachment Q

MAJOR ISSUES:
2 What are the impacts of the proposed project on the County Circulaton Element?

Does the proposed project provide adequate assurance that the availabuity of essental public services and
facilities wil be pronded?

Can ovemnding consideratons be made for sigmficant and unmitgable /mpac:s regaraing grading?
Can overnding consxierations be made for significant and unmitigable /mpac’s regarding community character?

PLANNING GROUP/PUBLIC STATEMENTS:

Twin Oaks Valley Sponsor Group: On June 21 1895 the Twin Caxs Valley Sponscr Group voted 6-0 t0
recommend denial of the proposed project based on the followmng mcton As citizens of this community are
overwhelmingly opposed to this propesed waterpark, we recommend derual of the General Plan Amendment.
Specific Plan Amendment, Rezoning and Major Use Permit, the documents for they conta:n many erors
omissions, contradictions and deceptive Statements

The Sponsor Group has wdentfied concerns with traffic, public facilites. geclogy. and community characte’
Specifically, they are concerned with the potenual for traffic congesion on routes used by 'Ne neghboring
communiies to the proposed waterpark  They also identified their concern with the abiity of the Deer Spnngs Fire
Protecton Distnct, Vallecitos Water District. ana Shenffs Department to suppiy putiic services Adaitonally, they
are concerned with the gealogy of the area. such as seismic activity graa:ng and pctental nsks of boulder rolling
Finally, the Sponsor Group beleves that the proposed project wall resull n 2 major change 1o the exsting
community character cf the area

1-15 Design Review Board On Apni 20 1995 the I-15 Design Rewew Board votea £-0 to recommend preliminary
approval of the proposed praject The i-18 Design Rewiew Board's decision o grant preliminary approval aiso
ncluded a request that the Design Review Board be prowided another apportunity ‘0 review and comment on the
fnal Landscape P.an as required in tha conditons of approval for the Maior Jse Permut

)
e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

March 28, 1996

Jerry Fick
P.O. Box Drawer 6010
Chula Vista, CA 91909-6010

MUR 4329

Dear Mr. Fick:

This letter acknowledges receipt on March 25, 1996, of your complaint 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 swom to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4329. 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,

Yﬂch«)a é ‘—rc.hx\

Mary L. Taksar, Attormey
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20483

March 28, 1996

J. Manuel Jasso
P.O. Box 69
Tecate, CA 91980

MUR 4329

Dear Mr. Jasso:

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 4329. 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)XB) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If vou 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 me at (202) 219-3400. For your information,
we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
"F\mua 1 Tl
Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

_.’\




‘ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
‘ j Washington, DC 20463

"d}

Deborah Szekely
3232 Dove Street
San Diego, CA 92103

March 28, 1996

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Szekely:

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 4329. Please refer to this
number in all future comrespondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)}4)(B) and
§ 437g(a)} 12X A) unless vou notify the Commission in writing that vou 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 avthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.




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

Sincerely,
J“.u“"_‘) :'; T(—*—'ib"-
Mary L. Taksar. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Fnclosures
|. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




{\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
‘ ; Washington, DC 20483

Mairch 28, 1996

Manuela Ching Palomarez
473 Thing Road

P.O. Box 292

Tecate, CA 91980

MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Palomarez:

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 4329. 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 cath. 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 {5 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)4XB) and
§ 437g(a) 12X 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 me at (202) 219-3400. For your information,
we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
Mg, s TR

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

F.nclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

March 28, 1996

Alexandre Szekely, President
Golden Door

8456 Westway Drive
lL.aJolla, CA 92037

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Mr. Szekely:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you and the
Golden Door 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 4329.
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 and the Golden Door 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)4XB) and
§ 437g(a) 12)A) unless you notify the Commission ir: 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.




If you have any questions, please contact me 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
Washington, DC 20463

March 28, 1996

Treasurer

Friends of Dianne Jacob
P.O. Box 388 JAMUL
San Diego, CA 91935

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Friends of
Dianne Jacob ("Committee”) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 4329. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
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)4XB) and
§ 437g(a)( 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represenied 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 me 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
Washington, DC 20463

March 23, 1996

Honorable Dianne Jacob

San Diego County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 388 JAMUL

San Diego, CA 91935

MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Jacob:

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 4329. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)4)¥B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If vou 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.




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

Sincerely,

WA 1 Tl

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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VIA CERTIFIED MAIL S ~=s8°
- TMEE -y
Mary Taskar, Esq. Eé £

Enforcement Division
Federal Election Commission
Wwashington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4329
Dear Ms. Taskar:

O We represent San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob
regarding the complaint filed against her with the Federal
Election Commission by Jerry Fick, and have enclosed a completed
Designation of Counsel Statement.

-
o The complaint alleges that Supervisor Jacob accepted two
g contributions from "foreign nationals,® prohibited by 2 United
O States Code section 44le and 11 Code of Federal Requlations
section 110.4. As explained in more detail below, this
1.8 allegation is factually and legally incorrect. (We will only

respond to those allegations in the complaint relating to
Supervisor Jacob.)

Supervisor Jacob’s campaign did in fact accept a $250
C campaign contribution from J. Manuel Jasso on August 10, 1995,
and a $250 contribution from Manuela Ching Palomarez on August
- 14, 1995. The campaign refunded the $250 contribution to Mr.
Jasso on February 27, 1996, as soon as the campaign learned that
he may be a foreign national (and before the March 26, 1996
election). (Exhibit 1, March 2, 1996 -
article; Exhibit 2, refund check.) The campaign did not refund
the $250 contribution to Ms. Palomarez because she is in fact a
permanent resident of the United States (i.e., “"green card
holder"). (Exhibit 3, Resident Alien Card.)

At the time that the campaign received these two
contributions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe
that either of them came from a foreign national. Mr. Jasso
listed a California address on his response card, and his
contribution check was issued by a California bank. (Exhibit 4,
response card and check.) Despite the complaint’s allegation




Mary Taskar, Esq.
April 12, 1996
Page 2

that Ms. Palomarez uses a United States post office box as her
address, she listed a California residence address and a
California work address on her response card. She also wrote her
contribution check from a California bank account. (Exhibit 5,
response card and check.)

Mr. Jasso’s use of a post office box on his response card
does not "raise suspicions" regarding his residency, despite the
complaint’s allegation. Supervisor Jacob’s legislative district
comprises over 2,000 square miles, much of which is
unincorporated area and much of which is rural or undeveloped.
Thousands of Supervisor Jacob’s constituents use post office
boxes as their mailing addresses. The campaign in fact received
hundreds of checks from contributors who listed post office boxes
as their residence addresses, and would be happy to provide the
FEC with copies of these response cards.

The fact that these two contributions came from individuals
with Hispanic surnames, and that one of the contributors
indicated that he works in Mexico but lives in the United States,
does not render them "questionable™ contributions. Supervisor
Jacob’s legislative district includes 44 miles of the United
States-Mexico border and dozens of "border towns." It is a
common practice -- especially since the adoption of NAFTA ~-- for
individuals to live in a border town and work in Mexico; Schlagg
Lock Company, Sony, Carta Blanca and Tecate Breweries and several
other companies maintain large operations directly across the
Mexican border and employ people who live in the United States.
Many of Supervisor Jacob’s constituents in fact live in the
United States but work in Mexico, and thousands have Hispanic
surnames.

Supervisor Jacob’s campaign received over 2,000 individual
campaign contributions during the course of her re-election
campaign. Several of these contributions came from individuals
who have Hispanic surnames; hundreds of the contributors listed
post office boxes as their residence addresses; and many live in
the United States but work in Mexico. The campaign had no reason
to believe that these two contributions came from foreign
nationals, and it refunded the contribution from Mr. Jasso as
soon as it learned that he may be a foreign national. The FEC
should therefore find "no reason to believe™ that Supervisor
Jacob violated federal campaign laws.




llrI Taskar, Esqg.
April 12, 1996
Page 3

Please feel free to call me with any questions.

K, Atlo~

James R. Sutton

Sincerely,

cc: Supervisor Dianne Jacob

> 9
JRS/js
Enclosures

pod 46853.01
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By DAVID HARPSTER
Soaff Writer

East County Supervisor Disnne
Jacob’s re-election campaign has
returned a $250 contribution amid
aliegations that the money was ille-
gally donated by 2 Mexican citizen.

Jacob, wha is running to keep ber
2nd District post, says she gave
back the money this week after
Chuia Vista residen: Jerry Fick
rarsed questions about the donor's
citizenship,

Fick, a property manager who is
backing facob opponent Dan Mc-
Millan in the March 26 election, has
called for an investigation into the
Mmatter,

He contends that the $250 con-
tribution from J. Manuel Jasso on
Acg. 10 viclated election laws be-
cause Jaseo reputedly is a Mexican
Citizen.

Federa! election codes prohibit
fampaign centnibutions from fore
& gn citizens, said Gary Huckaby,
sOoKesman for the state Fair Polit:-
za! Practices Commission

Carrpaign records show that Jas-
i list=d a Tacate, Calif., post office
“ox as ks address. But a private
mvestigalor nired by Fick issued 2
report last manth say:ng that Jassc
© a Mexican citizen livang in Te-
ste Eajs Ca'forria.

T'm sutraged ” Fick said. “When

- %2 a contnsution comuag from
| re: you shoula say, ‘Wai
2 ~unute ] should check this.
wolid say she has a duty tc
“hecs those checks,” he sa:id.

3 szspect the donation. one
* -everal thawsand individua) con-
sn2 has received fror,

recewved the centniby-

£3son to doubt his

EXHITIT /




. Efforts to contact Jasso yester-
gyfwmtmm

Jacob did keep a $250 cdifltribu-
tion received Aug. 14 from Manue-
ta Ching Palomarez, another donor
who gave & Tecate, Calif , sddress.
Fidhadul»nh.dm cob m& -
her citizenship, 3 sai
woman is a legal resident.

Both contributors are associates
of Alexandre and Deborah Sgekely,
owners of a Tecate health resort
and the Golden Door heaith spa
near Escondido.
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR_4329
NAME OF COUNSEL:__James R. Sutton

FIRM:__Nielsen, Merksamer, Parrinella, Mueller & Naylor

ADDRESS: 591 Redwood Highway, #4000

Mill Valley, CA 94941

TELEPHONE:(415 )__ 389-6800

FAX:(415) 388-6874

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.

4/12/96
Date Slgnature

RESPONDENT'S NAME:  SuPervisor Diane Jacob

1600 Pacific Highway, Rm. 335
ADDRESS:

San Diego, CA 92101

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS( 619 )




General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, NW.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 4329
Dear General Counsel's Office:

| received a letter from Mary Taksar enclosing a complaint alleging that | violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act. | read the complaint, and am responding to it by this
letter.

| am not that familiar with all of the laws goveming campaign contributions. However,
if | understand Mr. Fick's complaint against me, the primary violation he alleges is that
| am a foreign national. | am not a foreign national. | am a permanent resident of
the United States. Attached to this letter is a copy of my Resident Alien Card, which
is commonly referred to as a “green card™. Since | am a permanent resident, it is my
belief that | am entitied to make political contributions in the United States.

| was insulted by the description of my position at Rancho La Puerta. | am, in fact, the
Head Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, which is an executive position. | am personally
responsible for assisting all of the guests with their individual requests. | report directly
to the President and Managing Partner of the Ranch. | own a home as well as property
in the town of Tecate. | am fully capable of making a $250. contribution, which | did
from my own funds.

| pecame aware of Supervisor Jacob's efforts to protect Tecate through my work at
Rancho La Puerta | was proud to make a contnbution to someone who is helping my
community

| believe that | have fully obeyed the law, and do not deserve the treatment | have
received in this matter. | hope and request that you will take the necessary steps to
end my involvement with this action and dismiss the complaint that has been filed
against me

Sincerely, .~
(\":— - /

o~

{ e '--9

Maruelita Ching<Palomarez
Py e

: —
//
CHING-PALOMAREZ
P.0. BOX 292 473 THING RD.
TECATE, (A 915880




José Manuel Jasso
P.0. Box 69
Tecate, CA 01980

General Counsel’s Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. NW
Washington D C 20463

Re MUR 4329
Dear General Counsel's Office

This letter responds to the complaint filed against me regarding a polihcal confribution |
made to Supervisor Diane Jacob. | am a foreign national who has been politicaily
acfive in Baja California. Previously, | served as Mayor of my town, Tecate | have aiso
been privileged to be appointed Secretary of Tounsm for the State of Baja Califomia.
While | am not an employee of Rancho La Puerta. | am the managing partner.

Supenvisor Jacob has been a strong advocate for protecting Tecate, Califomia, and
the surrounding area At Rancho La Puerta, we are concerned about our facility and its
environs | am pleased with Supervisor Jacob's stands on the issues affecting Rancho La
Puerta

I read Mr. Rick’'s complaint, aleging that | am not a United States citizen He is comect
that | am not a cifzen of the United States of Amenca When | made the contribution to

Supenvisor Jacob. | was not aware that citizenship was a requirement tor confributing to
her. | had not previousty made any political contnbuhons in the United States. When
Supervisor Jacob's campaign leamed that | was not a citizen. they retumed my
contnbution and explaned to me that United States law prohibits contnbutions from
foreign nationals

| dd not want to violate United States law. Naturally. | will make no further political
contributions in the United States | am sorry tor any embarrassment or problems
encountered by Supervisor Jacob as a result of my contribution Supervisor Jacob did
not know that | was not @ United States cithzen | have an address in the United States
which [ use for my Uniteda States business dealings | was not trving to hide my citizenship.,
but no one askead me or explaned that as a Mexican cihzen | was prohibited from
making a contribution

Now that | am famiar with the law. nothing would be ganed by pursuing an action
against me | am not going to make any other contributions | have never made any
other contrbutions | am sorry | made this one contribution | respectfully request that the
Federal Flection Commission not take any action aganst me

it vou would ke any additional information | would be pleased o assst Thank you for

r -~ -~ -~ —~ = et
your consigergnon of my reques
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General Counsel’s Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4329
Dear General Counsel’s Office,

This lctter responds to a complaint in which I am a named respondent, designated by the above-
referenced matter. | have reviewed the complaint, and | remain completely at a loss as to why ] am a
respondeat. | attended the {undraisa at issuc, aind made a palitical coatribution—1 paid for the
breakfast and wrote a check to Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign. My son was one of the three co-
hosts for the fundraiser.

As the founder and chairman of both Rancho La Puerta and the Golden Door, I am troubled by the
allegations contained in Mr. Fick’s complaint. As of this date, the Golden Door has not received a copy,
therefore 1 am responding only in my capacity as an individual.

In the fifty-plus years that | have resided in San Diego County, | have supported a great many
candidates for public office, given and participated in fundraisers and in fact, ran for Congress myself
in the carly 1980s. | was vocferous in my support of Dianne Jacob and wrote dozens of letters on her
behalf, as | have for many before her.

I certainly did not ask either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuelita Ching de Palomarez to contribute to
Supervisor Jacob or provide either of them with the money tc do so. Both of them are financially secure:
Mr. Jasso is one-third owner of Rancho La Puerta and Manuelita Ching de Palomarez’s father was one
of Tecate’s most important citizens arnd land owners when we began Rancho La Puerta in 1940.

I know you are aware that Mr. Jasso's contnibution was returned as soon as 1t was called to the
Supervisor’s attention. If Manuelita Ching de Palomarez’'s green card residency and the fact that she
lives in Tecate, California, where her children attend school is not satisfactory then | am certain that
Supervisor Jacob would immediately refund that contnbution as well.

l understand and appreaate that vou are required 1o investigate complaints, even frivolous ones, but |
hereby respectfully request that you not pursue an action agarnst me in this matter. If there is any other

information | might provide in order to terminate this matter, please allow me the opportunity to do so.

Sincerely

Deborah Ssekeh




‘ LAW OFFICES OF '

NIELSEN, MERKSAMER,
PARRINELLO, MUELLER & NAYLOR

A PARTNERSHIF INCLUDING A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
SACRAMENTO 591 REDWOOD HIGHWAY, #4000 SAN FRANCISCO
TS0 L STREET. SUITE 800 MILL VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 94941 650 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 2650
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 95K14 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108
TELEPHONE 19161 4466752 TELEPHONE (415) 389-6800 TELEPHONE (415) 389.8800

FAX (918 448 #1006 FAX (415) 188-6874 FAX (415) 388 a874

April 24, 1996
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Mary Taskar, Esq.
Enforcement Division
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Re: MUR 43295

Dear Ms. Taskar:

This correspondence follows our letter dated April 12, 1996,
regarding the complaint filed with the FEC against San Diego
County Supervisor Dianne Jacob.

We want to emphasize that Supervisor Jacob’s campaign

complied with 11 Code of Federal Regqulations section 103.3(b) (2)
regarding the "late discovery of prohibited contributions."™ That
provision requires a campaign committee which deposits a
contribution and which later discovers that it comes from a
foreign national to refund the contribution "within 30 days of
the date on which the illegality is discovered."

As explained in our earlier letter, the campaign refunded
the $250 contribution to Mr. Jasso on February 27, 1996, as soon
as it discovered (and well within 30 days) that he may be a

foreign national. The campaign therefore acted as required by
federal law.

Thank you very much for your prompt resolution of this
matter.

Sincerely,

G fubls

James R. Sutton

Dianne Jacob




‘ REED & DAVIDSON '

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

CANA W REED ORANGE COUNTY OFFICE
CTARY DAVIDSON

I AIRWAY -
e e 318 AVENUE UITE M-
i COSTA MESA CALIFONNIA BZB2e

777 SOUTH FIGUEROCA STREET

OF COUNSEL LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 20017 TELEPHONE (714) 41 1888
CARARYL A WwOLD i (7

o TELEPHONE (213) 824-68200 RSCSIMILE fris Reesio o
BRADLEY W HERYZ

FACSIMILE (213) @823- 16892

May 8, 1996
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Re: MUR 4329 é

~ Dear General Counsel's Office:

This letter responds to a complaint received by your office which named our clients, Alexandre
< Szekely and the Golden Door, as respondents in the above-referenced matter. We have reviewed

the complaint, and on its face, do not see any accusations directed against either the Golden Door
or Alexandre Szekely.

M

Mr Szekely knows and works with the other persons identified in the complaint. The Golden
Door is mentioned in the complaint, but the allegations do not appear to be in connection with any
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act ("the Act")

Based upon the failure of the complaint to state any violations of the Act by Mr. Szekely or the
Golden Door, we respectfully request the Federal Election Commission to take no action against

either of them In fact, we cannot conceive of any action warranted by the irrelevant information
contained in Mr. Fick's complaint

Thank vou for your anticipated efforts in closing this matter Should you have any questions
concerning my clients, please feel free to contact me

Sy;;rel_\ . /’/ .

c;// (}A/c «/ﬁ

Cary Davidson

¢ Mr Alexandre Szekely
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR_ a9
NAME OF COUNSEL:___ Cesy Devidson -
€ %22,
FIRM:___Reed & Devidson - 1@;&
N
ADDRESS: ___777 jouth viguare Strast. Suige 3700 = ‘%@%‘%
2 2%
Los Angelas, California 90017 . 09 k4

TELEPHONE:( 21) )  624-6200

FAX:(_213)__ 62)-1692

The above-narcd individual is hereby designated a3 my counsel and is authorized to
receive any notifications and other communicstions frorm the Commission snd to act on my
behalf before the Commission.

g
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Alexandre Ssekely & Goldea Door

ADDRESS. 8456 Westway Nrive
1a Jolla, California 920¥?

TELEPHONE: HOME

BUSINESS( 619 ) 744-6677
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In the Matter of )
) Enforcement Priority

SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the objectives of the Enforcement Priority System (“EPS™)
adopted by the Commission in May 1993. the Office of the General Counsel has
periodically recommended that the Commission not pursue cases that are stale or that, in
comparison 10 other pending matiers. do not appear to warrant the use of the
Commission’s limited resources. This General Counsel’s Report recommends the

Commission not pursue 43 cases that fall within these categories.

I. ZES MMEN N

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

A cnncal component of the Prioniy Svstem is identifving those pending cases that
do not warrant the further expendnure of Commission resources. Each incoming matter
is evaluated using Commussion-approved crnitena 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 Commuission 1s able to use its limited resources to focus on more

imporant cases
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Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has identified 24 cases which do
not warrant further pursuit relative to other pending matters.! A short description of 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. Attachments 1-24.
As the Commission has previously requested. we have also attached responses and
referral materials where that information has not heen circulated previously to the
Commission. Atiachment 25.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severelv impeded and require relatively greater resources when
the activity. and the evidence of the activity. are old. Accordingly, the Office of the
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 cfficient allocation of our limited resources. To this end, this
OfTice has identified 19 cases that

this Office believes are

now oo old o warrant the use of the Commussion’s resources

These matters are. MUR 4227 (Wellsione for Senate) (Atiachment 1). MUR 4273 (Jesse Wineberry)
tAnachment 2). MUR 4290 (Lincoln Club of Riverside County) (Anachment 3). MUR 4292
{Congressman Ron Packard) {Anachment 4). MUR 4293 (Willie Colon for Congress) (Attachment 5);
MUR 4294 (Alan Keves for President '96) (Anachment 6); MUR 4299 (UAW-V-CAP) (Attachment 7);
MUR 4312 (Sonoma County Repubhicans) (Anachment 8). MUR 4316 (Ross Perot) (Antachment 9); MUR
4318 (Pairich Combs for Congress) (Antachment 10). MUR 3324 (Buchanan for President) (Attachment
11 MUR 4328 (Dan Garstechi for Congress '96) (Antachment 12). MUR 4329 (Golden Door)
{Attachment 13). MUR 4330 (Trice Harvey) (Antachment 14); MUR 4333 (WSB-TV) (Atachment 15);
MUR 4334 (Cox Communications) (Attachment 16); MUR 4336 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 17); MUR 4339
(WSB-TVtAnachment 18). MUR 4348 (Soglin for Congress) (Anachment 19): MUR 4359 (Francis
Thompson for Congress) (Antachment 20): MLUIR 4360 (Weygand Commitiee) (Attachment 21);: MUR
4363 (WSB-TV ) (Anachment 22). MUR 4364 (Friends of Jimmy Blake) (Attachment 23) and Pre-MUR
328 (Deparntment of the Interor) (Attachment 24)



Because our recommendation not 1o
pursue these cases is based on their staleness, this Office has not prepared separate
narratives for these cases. we have attached
responses and referral materials in those instances where the information was not

previously circulated. Attachments 26-45.

This Office recommends the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and

no longer pursue the cases listed below effective September 3, 1996. By closing the

cases effective that day. CED and the Legal Review Team each will have the necessary

time to prepare closing letiers and case files for the public record.
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. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective September 3, 1996, and
approve the appropriate letters in the following matters:

1) Pre-MUR 293
2) Pre-MUR 311

3) Pre-MUR 328

4) RAD Referral 95L-03
5) RAD Referral 95L-11
6) RAD Referrai 95L-16
7) RAD Referral 95L-22
8) RAD Referral 95NF-21

B. Take no action, close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following matiers:

—

1) MUR 4061
2) MUR 4074
3) MUR 4101
4) MUR 4146
$) MUR 4151
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 4180
8) MUR 4184
9) MUR 4198
; 10) MUR 4201
. 1) MUR 4227
; 12) MUR 4232
O 13) MUR 4273
14) MUR 4290
15) MUR 4292
16) MUR 4293
17) MUR 4294
18) MUR 4299
19) MUR 4312
20) MUR 4316
21) MUR 4318
22) MUR 4324
23) MUR 4325
24) MUR 4329
25) MUR 4330
26) MUR 4333
27) MUR 4334

6 0 4
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28) MUR 4336
29) MUR 4339
30) MUR 4348
31) MUR 4359
32) MUR 4360
33) MUR 4363
34) MUR 4364

C. Take no further action, close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve
the appropriate letters in MUR 3826.

o g//y// 74

Date
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Enforcement Priority.

RTIF TION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on August 21, 1996, the
Commission took the following actions on the General Counsel's
August 14, 1956 report on the above-captioned matter:

1. De v -0:

L ]

A. Decline toc open a MUR, close the file
effective September 3, 1996, and approve
the appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

1) Pre-MUR 253
2 Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 1328
4) Referral 95L-03
S) Referral 95L-11
6) Referral 95L-16
] Referral 95L-22
8) Referral 95NF-21

Take no action, close the file effective
September 3, 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

1) 4061
2) 4074
3) 4101
4) 414¢
5) 4151
6) 4175
7) 418¢C
8) 4184
9) 4198

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission
Certification for Enforcement
Priority

August 23, 1996

4227
4232
4273
42950
4292
4293
4294
4299
4312
4316
4318
4324
4325
4329
4330
4333
4334
4336
4335
4348
4359
4360
4363
4364

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
35
1¢6)
17)
18)
I8)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

Commissioners

Aikens,

Elliott, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively with

respect

8-2¢-76

Date

Received 1n the Secretariat:
Circulated to the Commission:
Deadline for vote:

Bix

to each of the above-noted matters.

Attest:

tary of the Commission

1996
1996
1996

Wed.,
Pri..
Wed.,

14,
16,
21,

Aug.
Aug.

Aug. 4:00

4:56 p.m.
12:00 p.m.

p.m.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC Ml

SEP 0 6 199

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jerry Fick
P.O.Box Drawer 6010
Chula Vista, CA 91909-6010

Dear Mr. Fick:

On March 25. 1996. the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matier, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See attached
narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.
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. § 437g(a)8).

M

Ilccn T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contnbutions 10 San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contnibutions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contnbutions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copres of a pnvate investigator's repon regarding the employees’ citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign repon histing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contnbulors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admits that he 1s a foreign national. He states
that he 15 the managing panner of Rancho La Puena, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mezvico. and the current Secretan of Tounsm for Baja California. He says that he
coninbuted 1o Ms Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supenisor Jacob’s campaign lcamed that he was not a citizen, they retumned his
comribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nationals He states that he will make no further pohiical contnbunions

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she 15 a permanent resident of the United
S:ate< and enclose 3 copy of her Resident Alien Card  She further states that she is Head
Concicree at Rancho La Puena, an executive posiion, and made the $250 contnibution
fror her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she anended a fund-rarser and made a political
contribution 10 Supenaisor Jacob's re-clection campaign  She states that she did not ask
cither Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez 1o contnibute to Supervisor Jacob
or prosaide either of them wath the money 10 do so

Counc! for Alevandic Szekels and the Golden Door responds that he does not
sev amy FECA accusanions directed apanst either of them

Counsel for San Dicgo Counn Supenisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaien did in fact accept a 250 contnbunion from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contripution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
camnaren recened these contnbutions. no one at the campaign had any reason 10 believe
that vither of them were from foreign nanionals because they histed California home
addresses on their contnbution responsce cards and the checks were i1ssued on Califorrua
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr Jasso wathin 30 days
afier it first learmed from press repons that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month prior 1o the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution 10 Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States




This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204068

J. Manuel Jasso
P.O. Box 69
Tecate, CA 91980

RE: MUR 4329
Dear Mr. Jasso:

On March 28, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 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 maternials 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 vou have any questions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
3400

olleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contributions 1o San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contnbutions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator's repon regarding the employees’ citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign report hisuing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contnbutors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admits that he 1s a foreign national. He states
that he 1s the managing pariner of Rancho La Puerta, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico. and the current Secretary of Tounsm for Baja Califormia. He says that he
coninbuted 10 Ms Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob’s campaign lcamed that he was not a citizen, they returned his
contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nationals He states that he will make no further pohucal contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Ahen Card. She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puena, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she anended a fund-raiser and made a political
contnbution 10 Supervisor Jacob's re-clection campaign  She states that she did not ask
cither Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervisor Jacob
or provide erther of them wath the mones 10 do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szekely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
see am FECA accusations directed against either of them

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did 1n fact accept a $250 contnbution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign receined these contnbunions, no one al the campaign had any reason to believe
that cither of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their contnbution response cards and the checks were 1ssued on Califorrua
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
afier n first leamed from press repons that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month prior 1o the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution 10 Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States




This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20460

Cary Davidson, Esquire

Reed & Davidson

777 South Figuero Stree, Suite 3700
Los Angeles, CA 90017

RE: MUR 4329
Alexandre Szekely
Golden Door

Dear Mr. Davidson:

On March 28. 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified your clients of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complainmt was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
exercisc its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against Alexandre Szekely and the
Golden Door. See attached narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter
on September 3. 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX12) 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 centification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials 1o appear on the public record. please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior 10 receipt of your additional
matcrials. any permissible submissions will be added 1o the public record when received.

It you have any questions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
300

S\'n?trcly. ~

olleen T. Sealander, Attomney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contnibutions 10 San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contnibutions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator's report regarding the employees’ citizenship status and
portions of a Jaccb campaign report listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contributors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admits that he 1s a foreign national. He states
that he 1s the managing partner of Rancho La Puena, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico, and the current Secretary of Tourism for Baja California. He says that he
contnibuted to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob's campaign leamed that he was not a citizen, they retumed his
contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nattonals He states that he will make no further political contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Alien Card.  She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she attended a fund-raiser and made a political
contribution 1o Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign. She states that she did not ask
cither Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contnibute 10 Supervisor Jacob
or pros ide either of them wath the money to do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szckely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
see any FECA accusations directed against either of them

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a $250 contnbution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign received these contnbutions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe
that erther of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their contnbution response cards and the checks were 1ssued on California
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
after it first leammed from press reports that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month pnior 1o the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution 10 Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States




This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON DC 2046}

Manuelita Ching-Palomarez
473 Thing Road

P.O. Box 292

Tecate, CA 91980

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Ching-Palomarez:

On March 28, 1996, 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. Sece attached narmative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 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 decur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If you wish to submit any factual or Jegal matenals 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.

~To ' :
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerty Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob’s re-clection campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contributions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator's report regarding the employees® citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign report listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contnibutors to Ms. Jacob.

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admits that he is a foreign national. He states
that he is the managing partner of Rancho La Puerta, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico, and the current Secretary of Tourism for Baja California. He says that he
contributed to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob's campaign leamed that he was not a citizen, they returned his
contribution and explained that United States law prohubits contributions from foreign
nationals. He states that he will make no further political contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Alien Card. She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds.

Deborah Szekely responds that she atiended a fund-raiser and made a political
contribution to Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign. She states that she did not ask
either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contnibute to Supervisor Jacob
or provide either of them with the money to do so.

Counsel for Alexandre Szekely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
see any FECA accusations directed against either of them.

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a $250 contnibution from J. Manuel Jasso and a $250
contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign received these contributions, no one at the campaign had any reason 1o believe
that either of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their contnbution response cards and the checks were issued on California
banks. Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
afler it first leamed from press reports that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month prior to the election. Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the

contnbution to Ms. Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States.
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This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 2odind

SEP 06 199%

Deborah Szekely
3232 Dove Street
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Szekely:

On March 28, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Fedcral Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considening the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against you. S¢e attached narrative.
Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX12) 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 vou wish 1o 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 matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when

recetved.

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

3400.
Sincerely, . )
Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Attachment

Narrative
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that ). Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contnbutions 10 San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contnbutions 1o Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator's repon regarding the employees’ citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign repont hsung the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contnbutors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manue! Jasso responded and admuts that he is a foreign national. He states
that he 1s the managing panner of Rancho La Puena, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico. and the current Secretary of Tounsm for Baja California. He says that he
contnibuted to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob’s campaign leammed that he was not a citizen, they returned his
contnibution and explained that United States law prohibits contnbutions from foreign
nationals He states that he will make no funther pohitical contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Alien Card  She further states that she is Head
Concicrge at Rancho La Puenta, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she anended a fund-raiser and made a political
coninbution 1o Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign  She states that she did not ask
¢ither Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contnbute to Supervisor Jacob
or pronide either of them wath the money 10 do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szehely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
see amv FECA accusations directed agarnst enther of them

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a $250 contnbution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign received these contnbutions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe
that cither of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their coninbution response cards and the checks were 1ssued on California
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
afier 1t first leamed from press repons that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month pnor 1o the elechon Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution to Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States
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This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204010

SEP 0 6 1396
James R. Sutton, Esquire
Nielsen, Merksamer, Parrinello,
Mueller & Naylor
591 Redwood Highway, #4000
Mill Valley, CA 94941
RE: MUR 4329

Supervisor Dianne Jacob

Dear Mr. Sutton:

On March 28. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified your client of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that potification.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
cxercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against Supervisor Dianne Jacob. Sece
attached narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3,
1996.

The confidenuality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 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 centification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials 1o appear on the public record. please do so as soon as
possiblc. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials. any permissible submissions will be added 10 the public record when received.

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

Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
i Anes sty
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that ). Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contributions 1o San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contributions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator’s repon regarding the employees’ citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign report listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contributors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admits that he is a foreign national. He states
that he 1s the managing partner of Rancho La Puena, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico, and the current Secretary of Tourism for Baja Califorma. He says that he
contnbuted to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob’s campaign leamned that he was not a citizen, they returned his
contnibution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nationals He states that he will make no further political contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Ahen Card. She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she attended a fund-raiser and made a political
contribution 10 Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign. She states that she did not ask
either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contnibute to Supervisor Jacob
or provide either of them with the money 10 do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szekely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
sec any FECA accusanions directed against either of them.

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did 1n fact accept a $250 contnbution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contnbution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign recened these contnbutions, no one at the campaign had any reason 1o believe
that cither of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their contnbution response cards and the checks were 1ssued on Califormia
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr Jasso within 30 days
afier it first learned from press reponts that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month prior 1o the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution to Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States
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This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204610

SEP 0 6 19%
Cari Silva, Treasurer
Friends of Dianne Jacob
P.O. Box 388 JAMUL
San Diego, CA 91935

RE: MUR 4329
Dear Mr. Silva:

On March 28, 1996, 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.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against Friends of Dianne Jacob and
vou. as trcasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this
matter on September 3. 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public. In addition. although the complecte 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 vou wish to submit any factual or legal matenials 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 matcnals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received.

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

Sincerely. . —
/}e -

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching-
Palomarez each made $250 contnbutions 10 San Diego County Boa.d Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and that the
contributions was solicited by their employer, Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contnibutions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant attaches
copies of a private investigator's repont regarding the employees® citizenship status and
portions of a Jacob campaign repon listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely, as $250 (each) contnbutors to Ms Jacob

Jose Manuel Jasso responded and admuts that he 1s a foreign national. He states
that he 1s the managing partner of Rancho La Puerta, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico, and the current Secretary of Tounsm for Baja Califormia. He says that he
contributed 10 Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surroundings.
When Supervisor Jacob's campaign leammed that he was not a citizen, they retumed his
contnbution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nationals He states that he will make no further pohitical contnbutions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
States and enclose a copy of her Resident Alien Card.  She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contribution
from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she artended a fund-raiser and made a political
contnbution 10 Supervisor Jacob’s re-election campaign. She states that she did not ask
cither Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez 10 contnibute to Supervisor Jacob
or provide either of them wath the money to do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szekely and the Golden Door responds that he does not
sec any FECA accusanons directed against enther of them

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a $250 contnibution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contnbution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign recened these contnbutions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe
that either of them were from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addresses on their contribution response cards and the checks were 1ssued on California
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
after it first leamed from press reports that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month prior to the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contnbution 10 Ms Ching-Palomarez because she 1s a permanent resident of the United
States
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This matter involves insubstantial amounts of money and the respondents have
taken remedial action.
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