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)~Federal Election Commimeion
999 E Street, North Weet
Washington. D.C. 20463-0001
Telephone (800) 424-963
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~, ' dc

RE: Possible felony violations of both California and Federal election and other laws
by San Diego County Board at Supervisors member. DIANNE JACOB.

It is very respectfully requested that you Immediately commence a formal investigation
into possible felony and misdenmano violations of both California and Federal election and
other laws by San Diego County Board of Supervisors nmmber DIANNE JACOB; and if you find
any violations either felony or misdemano 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, Uniited 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 08/10/95" DIANNE JACOB collected

0



$250.00 from a OJ. Manuel Jnad and on '8/14/95' DIANNE JAO olce 200 m
'Manuela Ching Palomnarex'. Both of these Individuals use a Tecate, California U.SA. post
office box as their -A-A--ss The use of a post office box raises suspicion as to toeir
residency since Tecate, California U.S.A. is a tiny border town adjacent to the much lr
Mexican city of Tecate, Ba4a California, Mexico. Many foreign nationals, such as Msiesnw
nationals are known to hawe post office boxes in the Unilted States of America, such as Teems
California U.S.A. to collect thei mall, receive govnmnt checks, etc. It Is stapec te! *~at
both of these Indivkiuals are foreign nationals (Mexicans). As I am sure you know, ft bs a
felony to accept money for *any election to any political office' from foreign nationals.

The report of the private Investigator that was hired to check Into the nationality of the
aforementioned contibutors to DIANNE JAC01B: 6J. Manuel Jsso* and
'Manuela Ching Pelornarez' li attached. When the private Investigator questioned-- - the
aforementioned J. Manuel Joabout his citizenship he reportedly repled: '1 am a Musicaii
citizen'. Mr. Waso was also found to have a Tecate, Baia California. Mexico ad**e" and
telephone listing: 755 Rio Lisumacinta

it was also determined that the aforemntioned 'anuela Ching Palomarez' has a 'border
crossing card' for crossin Into the U.S.A (ti could be verified by checking with the
Imigration and Naturalization Service). This would seem to Indicate that shes is a foreign
national (Mexican Citizen) as well.

The investigation further determined that the aforementioned 6J. Manuel Jesso' and
'wManuela Ching Paiomnarez a are employees of the RANCHO 1A PJERTA health resort in Tecate
Baia California, Mexico. It was determined that Ms. Deborah Szekety is a senior patnerpertW
owner of this resort as well as an owner of the GOLDEN DOOR health spa now Escondido,
San Diego County. California. Ms. Deborah Szekely also contributed to DIANNE.LACOB on
08/14/95' (plee see attached copy of camaign contribution report of DIANNE JACOB).

The connection between the aforementioned Ms. Debrah Szekely and 8J. Manuel Jsso',
and OlManuela Ching Palomuaez is clearly established by the Investigatoes report of thei
employment at the RANCHO LA PlJERTA health spa in Tecate. "aa California, Mexico. Furtheir
how could OManuela Ching a ae' Ia $ S150 per wee 'hosteesconciorge a 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 wel as
looking into any possible conspiracy and RICO violations.

It is also known that Mr. Alexandre Szekely, President of the GOLDEN DOOR health spa in
Escondido, San Diego County, California contributed $250.00 to DIANNE JACOBI s campaign on
09/26/95' (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' agendal Item
attached) in which the aforementioned GOLDEN DOOR health spa was an appellant and apmir
to be in conflict with local San Diego County campaign contribution laws. Whil
DIANNE JACOB's vote was on 10/04/95 it was on a public hearing continued from Septem1ber1
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 health 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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O FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

&&-m mis DC 040M 
arch 1 .1996

Jerry Fick
P.O. Boxc Drawer 6010
Chula VistaCA 91909-6010

Dear Mr. Fick:

This is to acknowledge receipt on February 26, 1996, of your letter dated February 22,
1996. The Federal Electon Cunpa ign Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act") and Commnission
Regulations, require that the conts of a c paitme e certain specfi requirements. One of
these reurmnsis tha a cmlitbe amto and signed in the presence of a notary public
and notarized. Your letter did not contain a notaization on your signature and was not

In order to file a legally suffickmt complaint, you must swear before a notary that the
contents of your cmlitwe true to the best of your knowledge and the notary must represent
as part of the jura that such swearing occurred. The preferred form is "Subscribedl and sworn
to befom e on this day of~ 19 A Ast eatnby the otary hatthecopan
was sworn to and subscr ibed before himilme also will be sufflicient We regret the
inconvenience that these reurmnsmay cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to
proceed with the handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory requiments; are
fulfilled. S=~ 2 U.S.C. § 437g.

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

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 %kill 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 concrnin t i u rm plesu conwmt me at (202) 219-34 10.

Retha Dixon

Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Friends of Diann Jacob
Manuel Ching PaloMarez
J. Manuel Jasso
Deborah Szekely
Golden Door
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Post Ofic Drawer 6010 Fa 25 30 M~l 'S
ftl' Vista. Calfornia 91909-6010
Tlphome (619) 422-2107

I mlainmnt In Pro Per

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

IN THlE MATTER OF:

JWY FICK,

COMPLAINANTI

1411 AND

Case No.15)6

VERIFIED COMPLAINT

DIANNE JACOB,
FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB,
DEBORAH SZUHY,

ALE8A1DE SULY,
J. MANUEL JASSO,
MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ,
GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT,

RESPONDENTS.

COMPLAINANT JERRY FICK BEING DULY SWIORN HEREBY DECLARES AS

FOLLOWS:

I very respectfully request that you immediately coimmence a

formal investigation into possible felony and misdemeanor
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Iviolations of Federal election and other laws by Respondent San

2 Diego County Doard of Supervisors member: DIANNE JACOB and the

3 other Respondents; and if you find any violations either felony or

4 misdemeanor that you prosecute the offenders to the fullest extent

5 of the law.

6 1 believe that Respondent San Diego County Board of

7 Supervisors member DIANNE JACOB and the other Respondents may have

8 violated Federal Election Law Title 2, United States Code Section

9 441e (Contribution by Foreign Nationals) and other laws. According

1o to her own campaign contribution report (copy attached for your easy

11 reference) covering the period 7-1-95 to 9-30-95 on 8/10/95

-12 Respondent DIANNE JACOB collected $250.00 from

13 Respondent J. MANUEL JASSO, and on 8/14/95 Respondent DIANNE JACOB

14 collected $250.00 from Respondent MANUELA CING PALOI4AREZ. Both

15 of these Respondents use a Tecate, California U.S.A. post office box

16 as their addresses. The use of a post of fice box raises suspicion as

*17 to their residency since Tecate, California U.S.A. is a tiny border

18 town adjacent to the much larger Mexican city of Tecate,

127 19 Baja California. Mexico. Many foreign nationals, such as Mexican

20 nationals are known to have post of fice boxes in the United States of

21 America, such as Tecate, California U.S.A. to collect their mail,

221 receive government checks, etc. I believe that both of these

23 individuals are foreign nationals (Mexicans). As I am sure you

24 know, it is a felony to accept money for many election to any

25 political office' from foreign nationals.

26 The report of the private investigator that I hired to check

27 into the nationality of the Respondent Contributors to

28 -2-



1I epodu DIANNE JACOB: J. MANUEL JASSO and

2 NMIA CHING PALQIAREZ Is attached. When the private

3 Inuestigator questioned the Respondent J. MANUEL JASSO about his
4 citizenship he reportedly replied: 6I am a Mexican citizen'.

5 MR. JASSO was also found to have a Tecate, Baja California, Mexico

6 address and telephone listing:

7 755 Rio Usumacinta

8 phone 4-2534.

9 it was also determined that Respondent

10 NMNULA CHING PALOMAREZ has a 'border crossing card' for crossing
11 into the U.S.A (this could be verified by checking with the

12 Imigration and Naturalization Service). This would seem to

13 indicate that she is a foreign national (Mexican Citizen) as

14 well.

15 The investigation further determined that Respondents

16 J. MANUEL JASSO and MANUJELA CHING PALONAREZ are employees of the

17 RANCHO LA PUERTA FITNESS RESORT in Tecate, Baja California,

18 Mexico. I believe that Respondent DEBORAH SEEKELY has an ownership

19 interest in this resort as well as is the owner of the Respondent

20 GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT in Escondido, San Diego County,

21 California. Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY also contributed to
22 Respondent DIANNE JACOB on 8/14/95 (please see attached copy of

23 campaign contribution report of FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB).

24 The connection between Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY and

25 Respondents J. MANUEL JASSO, and MANUELA CHING PALOMAREZ is

26 clearly established by my investigator's report of their employment

27 at the RANCHO LA PUERTA FITNESS RESORT in Tecate,

28 -3-



1BaJa California, Mexico. Further how could Respondent

2 KMNULA CHING PALOMAREZ, a $150/$200 per week whOstess/concierge"

3 afford to contribute almost two weeks salary to a political

4 candidate in another country? Or, except for her employer

5 Respondent DEBORAH SZEKELY's interest: why would she be

6 Interested? I believe that this could be money laundering through

7 employees and I request that this angle be checked out as well as

8 looking into any possible conspiracy and RICO violations.

9 It is also known that Respondent ALEXANDRE SZEKELY, President

10 of the Respondent GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT in Escondido,

Nz- 11 San Diego County, California contributed $250.00 to

12 Respondent DIANNE JACOB's campaign on 9/26/95 (please see attached

13 copy of campaign contribution report of FRIENDS OF DIANNE JACOB).

C) 14 This contribution came within eight days of a vote on an important

15 project (10/04/95 agenda item attached) in which the Respondent

16 GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT was an appellant and appears to be in

17 conflict with local San Diego County campaign contribution laws.

18 While Respondent DIANNE JACOB's vote was on 10/04/95 it was on a

19 public hearing continued from September 20, 1995 that was on a

20 matter heard by the Planning Comuission on August 4, 1995 and all

21 four aforementioned contributions were between the August 4, 1995

22 Planning Commission action and Respondent DIANNE JACOB's vote on

23 10/04/95 on the same item and all four aforementioned contributions

24 were from individuals related to the Respondent

25 GOLDEN DOOR FITNESS RESORT. I believe Respondent DIANNE JACOB may

26 be guilty of accepting a bribe for her vote.

27~ 1 very respectfully request that you commence an immediate

28 -4-



formal investigation into the aforemntioned 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 of fenders to the fullest extent of the

law.

I hereby swear under penalty of perjury that

foregoing to be true and correct.

Dated March 1996 at Chula Vista, San

California.

I believe the

Diego County,

Jerry Fick:

Subscribed and Sworn to before me on this 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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2/15/96

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. I was directed to Manuel J855095 office and contacted hi: secretary,
Tere Ochoa. Ms. Ochoa informed me that Mr. Jasso was In Tijuana on busines

'~and would not return until later In the afternoon. I then asked to speak
to Manuela Ching-Palomares, and was told that she was on her day off,

C) and would return on the next day.

I then asked Ms. Ochoa if she knew the residency/citizenship status
Sof-Mir. Jasso and Ms. Ching. and she stated that I1 would have to speak

to the parties directly, in order to obtain the information I was seeking.
Ms. Ochoa did inform me that Ms. Ching was the "hostessfconcierge.o but
would not give any more details.

At approximately 2:15 p.m., I contacted Mr. Jasso. (upon my 2nd visit,
i was told by the desk clerk to first contact his secretary, but I soon
realized this was a delay tactic) I told fir. 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,
*I'vam a Mexican citizen." He then told me that if I wanted more infor-
mation, I should speak to the person in question. He then walked away.

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

Jose Manuel Pena Jasso
755 Rio Usumacinta,



WVTNESS CHECK, CONT.

*Af ter crossing the border. I drove to ms. Ching'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.

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

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

As of Lhis report, Ms. Ching has not called me.
Severli phone calls to the resort in anl attempt to conta~ct M~s. China
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 $1505$200 - U.S.

Gene Rodriguez
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SUBJECT: Continued Noticed Pubkc Nearing:
White Water Canyon Waterpark; General Plan Amendment (CPA gS503), Specift Plan 11111
954@2), Zone Recesslften (RS.OS) and Major Use Peom.. ("B41 1). North County
Metropolitan - beglna Planning Area
(Carryover Rtem from M905, Agenda No. 1)

SUPY. DIST. (LOCATION): 5

DEICR-flON:
The posed project a a reque for a General Plan Amnendmewnt (GPA 95-03). a Specfc Plan (SP 95-042)3
Zone Redlassiflca-bon (R95-005). arnd a MaJor Use PenrA (P95-il) for the purposes of stblirhing a

recreaonal waterpark faclly WM related stctures and uses. wihwigl ickud a wave action pool with ten
different water contact adpittra nwoborafatres. Structures essocisteid wilh the wutarpark facility include an
admninirsoofmrs aid bulling aeveral rstooamsf tl faciltes. fodcoesinhadetgras
Iketei and arcade budings. one water holing tank iechanicel equipment buildings. a wastewater
treabnent plant. and a storage pond. knprovemnent includ an access roadway to serve the project and
parkin aweas to accommodate approximately 1.300 vehicles. Addibonal uses include utilizing the waterperk
for trw*Vt fire fighting persoinnel.-

The watierperk will be a seasonail use. which ill be i operation from Memorial Day through Labor Day. and
four weekends, prior and subsequent to the seaso (forma maximum of '120 calendar days mna one year
period), The waterpark will be ope to the general public only between the hours of 10:00 am. to 7:00 p.m.

The watepark is designed for a maximm capacity of 5.000 patrons, although attendance is aimlcipated to
reach that number only 2 days per year (Fourth of July weekend) Average ateondance is expected to be
3.500 per day. while mid-week alendance is estimated to be approximately 1.500 per day.

The project sa is located on the wes side of Moe Rock Road, a frtage road west of Interstate 1S, and
approximately 1.25 rrtes south of Deer Springs Road. i the North County Metropollitan Subregional Planning
Area. and bes within the Twin Oaks Sponsor Groups area of authorty.

C&4OLVED PART IE S
OwnerlAppkiant White Water Canyon. Inc. (Gorge K"1). Thomas Oilers. Duwane Townsend;
Consultants. TRS Consultant. Anmen Engunenng Laboratories. Inc (AEL). Aquatic Design Group.
Jamnes C Berry Acoustician. Grous & Associates - Atmnospheric Environment Consultants, Leighton and

AssocIetsnc.. Linscolt. Law & Greenspan Engineers. Inc.. NBSIAowery. N4011 and A ssociate. Pacific
Soutlwest Biological Services. Inc., Roger DeWees. ic.. & Associates - Landscape Archiects. Kay Stewart

-Landscape Architect, TM Environmental Services: Responsible Sponsor Group: Twin Oalts Valley
Sponsoir Group: Local Jurisdictions. City of Escondido Cltykol~aarcos, District: Vallecilos Water
District. Deer Spirings Fare Protection Distrct: Otho e Golden Door (Pleas refer to Afttchment 1.
OwnershipDisclosure Form. DPL 93056)

REFERRAI
PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
Or Septemrber 20.,1995 11). your Board continued trits iterr to Octooer 4.1995 at 9 00 a rr

On August 4. 1995 the Piannang Commission voted 4-2- to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that the
'r6~project be denied for the reasons ascussea in the staff report (Vote 4 Ayes Beck. Brooks. Krelter.

VWooos. 2 Noes Edwards. Piro. 1 Abstention York, 0 Absent)

On June 21 1995. Vie Twin Oaks Valley Sponsor Group voted 6-0 to deny the proposed project based on the
following motion As cs~zens of this community are overwneommgly opposed to this proposed waterpirK, we
recommend eaeri o1 the General Plan Amendment, Specdfic Plan Amendment. Rezoning and Major Use Permit
the documents con',ain many errors omissions contradictions and deceptive statements

"11 9 5



On Marcht 15, 19M5(1). toe Board of Supervlsor votd 4-1 -0 to deny the appeals of trie Twin Oakis Vafley Sponsor
Group and 1he Goken Door, and approved fth Plannin Commision's recommendation to authotipocssn
of the applicnts request to fie a privately inted GPA.

On January 20, 195. the Planning Commission voted 4-2-1 to approve the authorization of a phrately Wnated
Plan Amendment Aufthozalbon (PMA 94-05) to amend the North County Metropolitan Subregioal Planimap and
text

On December 14, 1994, the Twin Oaks Valley Sponsor Group voted 5-0-0 to recommend tha tOe PMA request
not be asfhorved for processn bemcause the Sponsor Group found that only one of the ten criteria (Citena No 4)
specified in Board Policy 1-63, General Plan Amendment and Zoning Guidelines, could be met

On March 23. 1994 (2). the Board of Supervisors heard an appeal of the Planning Commission decision of
approva and took the following acbons regarding Major Use Permit P89-034.- 1) the Board voted 4-0.1 to girant
Vie appeal andl deny Major Use Permit P69-34; arnd 2) the Board voted 3-1 -1 to deny Majo Use Permit P80-034
wwilt prejudice, theoreby waiig t one year prohibion against refihing the Major Use Permit.

On September 17.1993, t Plannig Commission voted 5-4-2 to approve Major Use Permit P89-034.

On July 22. 1993. the Plannting and Environmental Review Board (PERO), voted 2-1 -0 to deny Magor Use Permit
P89-034

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
1. Adopt the Resokin denying Genra~l Plan Amendmenit (GPA 95-03) for Mhe reasons stated in ft etff report

(Afttahment My

o ~2. Adopt the Resolubon denwin SP 90-002 for the Whte Water Canyon Waterperk Specifi Plan for the reasons
stated in tMe staff report (Attachment 0).

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

4, Adopt the Resoiubon denyng Mwajor Use Permrit (P95-01 1) for Mhe reasons stated in the staff report (Afttchrmn
R).

5 Do not adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE RECOMMENDATION:
1, Cer*t that the Final Envionmental Impact Report (EIR) has been completed in compliance with the Caliorrua

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). revie and consider the information contained therein and Win that the
Final EIR reflects the independent judgment of the Board of Supervisors Trie Final EIR consist of the
following documents

a The Draft EIR dated Apa. 1995, at Attachment S as revised by the Additional Information Statement dateo
August, 1995, at Attacrme~nt T

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

c. The list of persons. organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR dated April, 1995. a!
Attachment S

2 Adlopt the firaings concerning mitigation of sgniticant environmentai effects Dursuant to Public Resources
Code Seciiorn 21381 at Attachmens, S

10 4,19;.



3. Adopt the finig cancernoinmeaebity of prolect a~easat Aftachmnt WV.

4. Adopt Me MUgadon Monitoring Ptogtat prepared in accordance wh Publi Resources Cod* Section 2100 1.6
es found at page 13 of Attachmnent N. and page 10of Attachment 0.

S. Adopt PIe Statemeont of Overriding Considerations i accordance with CECA Guidelines Section 15093 at
Atcmn V.

6. Adoptfte Final Resolution for General Plan Amendment 9"-3 for the reasons stated in the staff fopon arid
in the Final Resolution. at Afttchment L.

7. Adopt the Resoilution approving Specific Plan N-=0 for fth White Water Canyon Waterpark Specfic Plan
which wakes the appropm natfnings and includes those requiemenw and conditons neicessary to aensure
that the proect is implemented in a manner consistent with State Law and the County General Plan, at
Attachmnent N.

8. Adopt the Ordinance approving a change from the A70(4) Limied Agncutture Use Regulation and the RRI
Rura Resiential Use Regulation to he S88 Specifi Planning Area Use Regulation and other deaagnamor as
shown in the Ordinance, including the 08 Community Design Review Area Designator and the P Planned
Development Area Regulations Designator, at Attachment P.

9. Grant Mafjor Use Permit P95-Oil wIch makes the appropriate findings and inc:udes those requirements and
condibons neciessry to ensure that the Project s implemented in a manner consistent with the Zoning
Ordinance and State Law, at Attachment 0.

MAJOR MMUES:
-i What awe me impacts of the proposed project on the County Circulation Element?

Does the proposed project provide adequate assurance that the evailab~ity of essential public services and
fscftnk vM be provided?

Can overridig considerabons; be made for significant and unlmtgable oimpacts regaroing grading?

Can overndln conuderaoris be made for signiit and unmitgable impacts regarding community chrctr

PLANNN GROUP/PUSUC STATEMENTS:
Twin OaKs V111e1 Sponsor Grou2: On June 21 1995 the Twin OaKs Valley Sponsor Group voted "- to
recommend denial of the proposed prolct based on the folowing motion As citizens of this community are
overwhlelmingly opposed to this proposed waterpark, we recommend denmal of the General Plan Amendment.
Specific Plan Amnendment. Rezoning and Ma)or Use Permit. fte documents lor they conta--i many striors,
ormssions, contradictions afld deceptive statements.

T4e Sponso Group has identfied concerns with traffic, public facilities, geology, a-rd community character
Specificalty, they are concerned with the potential for traffic congeston orn routes used by l~e neighboring
communefs to t proposed wate'panx They also identified their concern wrtti the ablity of the Deer Spnings Fire
Protecton Dittct, Val lecitos Wa ter District. a nd Sheriff's Department to suppy p. tlic services Add itionally, they
are concerned with M~e geology of the area, sucm as seismic actiit grao~ng and pciential nsks of boulder rolling
Finally. the Sponsor Group, belseves that the proposed prioject will result in a ma~or change to the existing
community character of the area

l-15QDsjnRemiewBoardJ On Apri2C 1995. te 1-15 Design Review Board voted 6-0 to recommend preieminary
approval of the proposed project The 1-15 Design Review Board's decision to grant preliminary approval also
vicluded a request that :he Design Revew Board b~e provided another oooortunirv o review anid ccmmert on the
f nal Landscape P~an as reQLired in the condiLons of approval for the Mator Use Permit

l11495



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 28, 1996

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

RE: 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 197 1, 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 infomrtion must be sworn to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4329. Please refer to this
number in allI future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

("" 4 -TA,

Mary L. Taksar. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



KV~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
"ifWila t, MC 20463

to March 28, 1996

J. Manuel Jams
P.O. Box 69
Tomte CA 91910

RE: 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 197 1, 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 futre correpodece.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submait any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where apmdtstatements
shouild be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 dys of receipt of this letfter. 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 wkith 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
§ 43 7g(a)( 1 2XA) 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.



If you hav any --ed-ns pleas contac me at (202) 219-3400. For your inomai
we have enclosed a brie desption of the Coninissios proc ee for hanldlin complaints

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Eniforicem1ent Docket

Enclowaes
I. Complain
2. Proedwurs;
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

ISO D 20MMarch 28.,1996

Deborah Szekely
3232 Dove Stree
San Diego, CA 92103

RE: MUIR 4329
NO

Dear Ms. Szekely:

C"The Federal Election Commission received a cmantwhich indlicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("thle Act"). A copy of
the complaint is eacU(md. We have nulbeti mhis mafttr MMK 4329. lease refer to this

* ~number in all futur crotdce

Under the Act, you have the oppoftunity to dm staein witing that no actiont should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commivssion's analysis of this matter. Where aprpitstatements
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)X4)B) and
§ 437g(a) I 2)(A) unless you notify- the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be

made public. If you intend to be represented bv 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.



I f you have any queStions phms contact ma (202) 219-3400. For your ifbraic
we have enclosed a&brief descrpdn oftbeCommission'spodrs for bundlingcopan.

Sinceely,

Mary L. Taksar. Attorney
Ca"zu Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures
I -complaint
2. Poeue
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

-*q D 204WM 
a -ch 28. 1996

Manuela Ching Palomarez
473 Thing Road
P.O. Box 29
Tecate, CA 919S0

RE: MUR 4329

* Dear Ms. Palomacz:

The Federal Election Comanmiso received a complaint which indicaes that you may
have violated the Federal Election Cunqpg Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act"). A cop of
the complaint is enclosed. We have -wbee this mater MUR 4329. Please refer to this
number in all futur correspondence.

* - Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrae in writing that no action should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any fectal or lega maerials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where aprpitstatements
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addessedI 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 %kith 12 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)B) and
§ 4 37g(a)X I 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wkish 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
commnunications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, pie.. coawt we at (202) 219-3400. For your informiation,
we have enclosed a brief descrption of the Commnissio~as poeuses for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

t T~aC,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 28, 1996

Alexandre Szekely, President
Golden Door
8456 Westway Drive
LaJolla, CA 92037

C)RE: MUR 4329

Dear Mr. Szekely:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which imlictes that you a=d the
Golden Door may have violated the Federal Election Cwnpsign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed We have numbered this matter MUTR 4329.
Please refer to this number in all future corrsodne

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 attr. Please submit any fiwtual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of thi 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)X4)B) and
§ 437g(aX I 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in witing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Comnmission by completing the enclosed form stating the name. address and telephone number
of such counsel, mid authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any qusinplease contact mn at (202) 219-3400. For your ifrain
we have enclosed a brief dsrptio otb Convmission's pwcedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely$

IV .T

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
I. Complain
2. Procedurles
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Morch 28. 1996

Treasurer
Friends of Dianne Jacob
P0O. Box 388 JAMUL
San Diego, CA 91935

IN RE: MUR 4329

Dear Sir or Madam:

C1The Federal Election Commission received a cmaitwhich indicates that Friends of
Dianne Jacob ("Committee') and you as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amnended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 4329. Please refer to this number in all future correspon -dence.

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 miner. 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 wkill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4)B) and
§ 4'3)7g( a)( 1 2XA) 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.



If youa hawe any qusiplease contact me at (202) 21943400. For your informaotion,
we have enclosed a brief dcrponof the Comisiof procedue for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

AVA %tI rC~,"

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enfomrceent Docket

Enclosure
I. Complaint
2. Proede
3. Designation of Counsel Statemnent



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washi~ w , D 20 MM 
arch 28, 1996

Honorable Dianne Jacob
San Diego County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 388 JAMUL
San Diego, CA 91935

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Jacob:

C11 The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates tha you may

have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, 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 futre corrsodne

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to dm staein writing that no ction 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 apporae 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)X I 2X(A) unless you notify- the Commission in writing that you wNish 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 contac me at (202) 219-3400. For your information,
we have enclosed a brief descritao of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

~ 4. T

Mary L. Taksar,, Attorney
Central En11forcxieent Docket

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



S

April 12, 1996

VIA ~IFIKD1 M&11

Mary Taskar, Esq.
Enforcement Division
Federal Election Cinm.ission
Washington, D.C. 20463

LAW OPMRCS OF

NIELSEN, MERKSAMIR,
PARRINELLO, MUELLER & NAYLOR

A PARTNERSHIOP INCLUWWIG A PSOFIUUAL CORPOATI#

591 REDWOOD HIGHWAY. 04000

WILL VALLEY, CALIPORNIA 0941

TELEPHONE (415) 3519-400

FAX (415) 311848174

Re: MULA!§32

Dear Ms. Taskar:

We represent San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob
regarding the complaint filed against ber with the Federal
Election Couission by Jerry Fick, and have encloseod a completed
Designation of Counsel Statmnt.

CDThe complaint alleges that Supervisor Jacob acetdtwo
C) contributions fro Oforeign nationals,, prohibited by 2 United

States Code section 441e and 11 Code of Federal Rtegulations
section 110.40 As explained in more detail below, this

N. allegation is factually and legally incorrect. (We will only
respond to those allegations in the claint relating to
Supervisor Jacob.)

Supervisor Jacobl's campaign did in fact accept a $250
campaign contribution from J. Manuel Jasso on August 10, 1995,
and a $250 contribution from Manuela Ching Palomare: 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 San Diego Union-Tribune
article; Exhibit 2, refund chock.) The campaign did not refund
the $250 contribution to Ms. Palomares 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

SIAN FRANCISCO

650 CALIPIORNIA SMEET, SUIT! 3165
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIWIA 94106

TELEPHONE (415) 1400

FAX (41S) 3U.4 G

*V1 *)

Vy*at001
r n
k;:4Z -

Z",0

SACRAMENTO

770 L STREET. SUITE 800
ACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 9%814

TtLEPIIONE i~f 446.n712

AX (916' 44b. edO.



Mary Taskar, Esq.
April 12, 1996
Page 2

that Ms. Palouarez uses a United States post office box as her
address, she listed a California residence address AW 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, such 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; Schlag
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.



I"r ftekarr Req.aril 12,0 1996
PR"s 3

Please feel free to call as with any questions.

Sincerelyr

%t*114(

James R. Sutton

cc: Supervisor Dianne Jacob

JRS/js
Enclosures
#6853.01

4a&A-.,o
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Jacob son
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East Count;y SuPerisor Dianne
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Chula Vista resident Jen rryPc
raised questios about the domors

Fick, a procper, Manager who ishacking jacob opponent Dan Mc-Milan in the Mardi 26 eleTion hals
called for an investigation into the
maltter.

He cOntends that the $250 con-tributior. from 1. Manuel Jasso onAu;g. 10 %iolated election laws be-c2UWs ]assn reputedly is a Mexjcn
citizen.

Fede.-a! e!ectQOn- codes prohibit
np -g rbuti~n from for-

e gn c;'Izetrs, said Gary Huckab,
sr-keslman 1iPT !he state- Fair Po~t;-
z.a! PracttCes Clrlisin

C aT- paigr rec~ords Show Lt uj23-
h isv~d a T-tcate. Cad-f. post office

t*xas hil address. Put a private
:~-stga:r ird b Fick is!5ued 2

e r* lact rn,7r*:h SAy:ng that ]as$-
P Mx j~- C~tizerl livin-g ;n Te-

-:rg F,,-k said. -When

a.: s.~~ check this.'
1 wc.js; she has a dut., t,-

-' ~~ ~ he s.i
r e~ense, Jacob said she had nc.
~ t: t the donation. ant,

W'-- I r~ e e ccntru-

- ~' ~n !t tajan r'azr

*~ /~W' a .~pvof FiIK Sais j >, ob sa'cj 'he tried to can-

Smtofti mW, MiS. I99m

- -k a-d- ,.

rxILN IT /



N~wt to esta twso@ t-
day for cawmt were amseia-

~fuL
hgbdi heeo a $250 crkdbw

tic recevd A*g. 14 krm MN..e-
in Chi" Pahuara.v mothe damrn
who move a Tecat., Cawi. addrs.
Fick had 9ws rasedaW aon abovt
her imub butJco said the

of Akeiod nd Deborah Suekely
Owners of a Teate be"lt rgsor
and the Geld.. Doo healh Va.
newt Elcodw.



Mgt-~ -~

-4O-- -

I- !I[
>

IE s

EXHI,91T



N2 882001628
Casher' ChSiwC

06"-93.,

PAY TO THE 0ORDER OF ******DInne Jacob*********** I*~?.

*$2O. o*****

V813 OO 2L&Pu 1: &2 2000 2 131: 3 6?oq9Bq9uSo

ftcncodonSlUpERVinoRaopo~wfuwww
Man pcukwft to MY friends
OlaPIay & sign in my yabduWew.
Sfldftedit* eor Ofmy
kxoc ppe

Enclsed s myFrio
Encised s mycontribuition for.
2#T *eceax-14 $250 0 $125

o Wk d=AWM~oo in my neighbohood
o~tf Male -

risof Dianne Jacob

o55o 025 0 01w

You may use my name as an endorser incampaign iterature.

Name~ 
7

ReSideji Afctess Of. ~

L *#*4' i zip

Employer ------ ~*i e-moe
OCcupon, or Tol

Business AddQSS 
A

City

If Seff vplyeT place of buJsness
Lo",l 4- b-Aus C&hI"p9 (ZofIrtuu.0,s to 3250 pw peIs01 #Or VW@ P -wy IF - SSElOCtIon SOMAei MY wM0 * seale chcks an SM 0 PP 9~~b

'09 Du'Om. Jacco Cam S#ws Tiue of~

vso n ve Gewaj
1*ds5S250 Oney

to, by Freq..

7
I
.3

I

AN.4jI,

MAUU92

1,1111014

JA a
SUPERVWR



NMI* Y:a; TIP d.

.. :. 4-maw
I 

a

A. OR
14w-

jr

not OMMMUM IWO

-.4 "~fa 1

~. JALO
flAJIIuw cacwi Oflu po sjoy 'OI*Xv~ wU

g 0 ~cards to my friends
=a signin my yardrouskmms

0Sed ktrs to the eior of MI
local paper

Frioi
Enclosed is my contribution for

54ei 5i 0S125

isMluuin Iteraajro Make 0"on cafs

WIN F~ stl paywbe 10:
ds of Dianne Jacob

0 $50 EJS25 0OOther___

You ~may use my name as an endorser in campaign literature.

Bu.sineSSAadjress 
-

t t5e-mP ~ t- aeo bu5ineSS

Locai ta~v %rrk" CaV" Y )".9 ,i on W ~1bj0 S250 Pw PrSpn lo th~e Pmrvty Elevvn, W'd £25 Pl- Peson O Vwe G~nevaiPi,o S. ti rK~v* wnWc seOaeceaa N n Vasna both spouses ~v..a W peuecea £25 Orayp ~~a~t~~wvb. V'* OUS'leSS Of CO"" COP trt4sons at@ M~ V"mjlwf a. P0o bY Fc-

EXH1131 T 5-



NUE OF COUNSEL: Jamnes R. Sutton

FIRM:- Nielsen, merksamer, Parrinelln., Mueller & Naylor

ADDRESS: 591 Redwood Highway, #4000

Mill valley, CA 94941

TELEPHONE:( 415 ) 389-CL800

FAX:( 415 J. I RR-0 87 A

The above-named individual is hereby desinaed as my oounsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communicationsw fr om the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

64!AMW
V1

At&af14
Signtr

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

Supervisor Diane Jacob

1600 Pacific Highway, Rmn. 335

San Diego, CA 92101

TELEPHONE: HOME(-)__________

BUSINESS( 619 ) 531-5522

4/12/96

Date

el *11'rITF.Ai To T I I I JJ :41.1A k ), k A,



April 18, 1998 An 32j9

Genrwal Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20483

Re: MUR 4329

Dear General Counsel's Office:

I received a letter from Mary Talcsar enclosing a compqlaint aleging that I violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act I read the comiplaint, and am repnigto it by this

'0 letter.

I am not that familiar with all of thes laws gvrigcampaig contributions. However,
if I understand Mr. Fick's Col laint against me, the primary violation he allges is that
I am a foreign national. I am not a foreign naonal. I arn a permanent resident of
the United States. Attached to this lette is a copy of my Resident Alien Card, which
is commonly referred to as a "green cardr. Since I am a permanent resident, it is my
belief that I am entitled to make political contr ibutions in the United States.

I was insulted by tedsrponof my position at Rancho La Puerta. I am, in fact the
Head Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, which is an executive position. I am personaly
responsible for assisting all of the guests with their indivdual requests. I report directly
to the President and Managv~ing Partne of the Ranch. I own a home as well as proiperty
in the town of Tecate. I am fully capable of making a $250. contribution, which I did
from my own funds.

Ioecame aware of Supervisor Jacob's efforts to protect Tecate through my work at
Rancho La Puerta I was proud to make a contribution to someone who is helping my
community.

I believe that I have fully obeyed the law. and do not deserve the treatment I have
received in this matter. I 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.,'

CH1NGPALOKAR-

P.O. BOX 2n473 TIMIN RD.
TFC ATIE, CA 91 %-O



4,q61 Josi JlManue(Jasso
7-0. Box 69
ecate, CA 91_9*0

General Counsel's Office
Federai Election Commiwssion
999 E Street. N.W
Washington, D C 2043

Re MUR 432Q

Dear General Counsel's Office,

This letter responds to the cOffpkxnt filed against me regarding a politicai controition I
made to Supervisor Diane Jacob. I am a foreign national whio has been poiticaly
active in Baja Caliornia, Previously, I served as Mayor of my town. Tecate. I have ciW
been privileged to be appointed Secretary of Tounswn for the State of Baja Calioa.
Whie I am not an erpooyee of Pancho La Puerta, I am the managing partner.

Supervisor Jacob has been a strong advocate for protecting Tecate, California. and
the surrounding area At Pancho La Puerta. we are concerned about our facilty and its
environs I am pleased with Supervisor Jacob's stands on the issues affecting R~ancho La
Puerta

I read Mr Fick's comrplaint, alleging thact I am not a United States citizen He is correct
that I am not a citizen of the United States of America Wben I made the contribution to
Supervisor Jacob, I was not aware that citizenship was a requirement for contribu*Vi to
her. I had not previously made any political contributions in the United States. When
Supervisor Jacob's carmpaign learnd that I was not a citizen, they returned mfy
contributiion and explained to me that United States law prohibits contrtitions from
foreign nationals

I did not want to violate United States law. Naturally. I will make no further poliical
contributons in The United States 1am sorry~ tor any embarrassment or problerm
encountered ov Suoervisor Jacob as a result of my contribution Supervisor Jacob did
not know that Iwas not a United States citizen Ihave an address in the United States
which I use for my united Stales business dealings 1was not trying to hide my ciftzenship,
but no one asked mre or explained that as a Mexican citizen iwas prohibited tram
making a contribution

Now ttha 1 -o- flar~iar with, the law nothing would be gained byv pursuing an action
against me ;m orot going to make any omher contributiors Ihave never made any
oth-er contrjb--to,Ior-) sorry Imode th~s one contrbuton! resoectful!V reciuest that the
Peoea Fectlor- C :y-mison r'ot tao(e (3-v ctor oacms , ",:

iyou wcOu9d ile any addiorai informati(-r wRhouC caeasec 0 0 SS 0hn Youfo

vO& Cr's~O JT r 'my eaues+

a# V T:j
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General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 432Q

Dear General Cou nwcl'-; Office,

This letter responds to a complaint in which I am a named respondent, designated by the above-
referenced matter. I have reviewed the complaint, and I remain completely at a loss as to why I am a

rescndctt I.at~iieJ1 the w draia at' iuc, ai.d niadi a p.)!Aira! ctritr'!paid fo'r theP
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 theIN. allegations contained in Mr. Fick's complaint. As of this date, the Golden Door has not received a copy,
therefore I am responding only in my capacity as an individual.

In the fifty-plus years that I have resided in San Diego County, I have supported a great many
candidates for public office, given and participated in fundraisers and in fact, ran for Congress myseff
in the early 198Ns. I was vociferous in my support of Dianne Jacob and wrote dozens of letters on her

C behalf, as I have for many before her.

I certainly did not ask either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuebta Ching de Palomarez to contribute to
Supervisor Jacob or provide either of them with the money tco do so. lBoth of them are financially seure:
Mr. Jasso is one-third owner of Rancho L~a Puerta and Manuelita C"un de Palomarez's father was one
of Tecate's most important citizens and land owners when we began Rancho La Puerta in 1940.

I know you are aware that Mr. Jass-o's contribution was returned as soon as it 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 satisfactmr then I am certain that
Supervisor Jacob would immediately refund that contribution as well.

I understand and -appreciate that you are required to investigate complaints, even frivolous ones, but I
herebv rc-,pectfu liv request that you not pursue an action against me in this matter. If there is any other
informationm I mighit provide in order to terminate this matte, plea'e d110% me~ the opportunity to do so.

Sincerei%,

De'borah Sl'ckv&



SACRAMENTO

C 1. STREET. SLITF &0W
',ACRAMINTO. CAI IFORIA 9%S 14

TFl FrhI0%F~ (9f 40--OS-S

ip LAW OFFICES OF
NIELSEN, MERKSAMERl

PARRINELLO, MUELLER & NAYLOR
A PAETNEUHIIb INCLUDING A PROMhUIbMtAL CORPOATION

591 REDWOOD HIGHWAY, 04000

MILL VALLEY, CALE?03.NRA %%I4

TELEPHONE (415) 389-6500

FAX (415) 38-6574

SAN FRAMCISQ

650 CALIFORNIA STNKY, SUITE 2650
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94108

TELEPHONE (415) 389,6600

FAX 1415) 1118 "74

April 24, 1996

T -
I to

In C

Mary Taskar, Esq.
Enforcement Division
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MM 4329

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 Regulations 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
mnatter.

Sincerely

James R. Sutton

C:Supervisor Dianne Jacob

,j ( 10, S
6 C3, I



tDANA W 04 E E
CARY DAV-OSON

OF' CO1.dSEL
DARRYrL OR%&L

BRAD E vV "4ER'Z

REED & DAVIDSON
ATTOONEYS AT LAW

717 SOUT' FIGUERtOA STCET

SiL'Y 3700

LOS ANICELES. CAL.IFORNIA 9001

TIELOM0N1C (R13) 624-65*00

FACSIMIL.E 1&131 623-145

ORANGE COUJNTY OFIPICt
3#51 AIRWAY AVENUE, SUITE M-i

COSTA MESA CALIP004N)A 016ee
TELEPHONE F7141 ^40 1686

VACSIM LE 4714) "4A 1003

May 8, 1996

General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 2046'3

WA

own

Re- MUR 4329

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.

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 ir. Fick's complaint.

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

Sin rek-,

\l, %r AICxandre SzekeJ%

ot



*~~%'- *m9* ~ON~ ~o '~. 0w
I ~ ~ -- u - -- v I t -- 4k .j9

NANM OF CUNSEL.

FIRM.- a Iee skvdn

ADDRESS: 777 &m~th yier itMat. *',AtA 3,

Log Mfte... Califoroka 90017

7ELEPHOmf~3 244@0 __

FAX:C~j) 23-1692

The aboe-namwA hbdivjd is b wy eigindmy uimldb ID4roctiwv my odcomand adas AM*. tCmuambehalf befmf ghe C=mjom n.doueo

max 16, 1996
Date

I,
REPOl4DEN NAME 1XRg ahlsGla o

ADDRES.Z #egg" Vav p1ri

lJells, Coliffonta 9203)

TELEPHONE HOME

D3USrNESS6.19j 766-6677

0~4. f

Ce S7 ftwtdwm
go

www
dw pip

toe_ '. 0 -



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIOW

In theMattarof )
E freet Priority

GENERAL COUNSELS REPORT

1. IRODUCElIiN

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

periodical[%y recommended that the Commission not pursue cases that are stale or that, in

comparison to other pending matters, do not appear to %wrrat the use of the

Commission's limited resources. This General Counsels Report recommends the

Commission not pursue 43 cases that fall wvithin these categories.

11. CASES RECOMM.%ENDED FOR CLOSING

A. (*a~e% Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other Cases Peniding
Before the Commission

A critical component of the Priorily System is identifying those pending cases that

do not %%arwant the further c\pendlture otC ommission resources. Each incoming matter

is e\ aluated using ('emmission-approed criteria and cases that. based on their rating. do

not \%arrant pursuit relati'e to other pending cases arc placed in this category. By closing

such cases. the Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more

important cases.



Having evealtWe i n ing mnatters thi Offic has idifid 24 ames which do

not warrant further pumwt felative to othe pending mml~eri.' A sbd decrptiO go" ac

case and the factorsleding to assgnment of a relatvely low priuonty and comse qus

rcontmendaion not to pwu each case is attached to this Repolt Attachments 1-24.

As the Commission has previously requested. we have also atahdresponses axd

referral materials where that information has not hee circulated prviousl to the

Commission. Attwachmnt 25.

B. Stale Case

Ilniestigations, are severely impeded and require relatively greater resource when
N

the act*% It%. and the evidence of the activity. are old. Accordingly, the Office of the

Gcneral Counsel recommends that the Commission focus its efforts on cases involving
C,

more recent activity. Such efforts %ill also generate more impact on the current electoral

process and are a more efficient allocation of our limited resources. To this end, this

Mfice has identified 19 cases that

this Office believes are

no" ~ ~ ~ ~~u to l-o"ratteu of the Commissio* eore

These matcn are MI)R 4227 (Wellstone for Senate) fAnachment I)-. MUR 4273 (Jesse Winebenry)
iAnachmerit 2). MUR 42"0 Lincoln Club of Riversinde County) (Attachment 3). MUR 4292
(Coneressman Ron Packard) (Attachment 4). MUR 4293 (Willie Colon for Congress) (Atachment 5);,
'IWR 42Y4 t Alan Ke~es for President *96) (Attachment 6). MUR 4299 (UA W-V-CAP) (Attahment 7);
k tiR 43 12 ionoima Count% Reublicans) (Attachment . MUR 4316 (Ross Peao) (Attahment 9);. MUR
.43,18 (Patrick Combs for Congress) ( Attachment 10O. MUR 43 24 (Buchanan for President) (Attahment
I I . %IL *R 13 2 (DMan Garsecl for Congress 961 ( Attachment 12)-; MUR 4329 (Golden Door)
i Attachment 13). MU R 43 )30 (Trice llarve-) (Attachment 14). MUR 4333 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 15);,
MLR 41134 (Co\ Communications) (Attachment 16): MUR 4336 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 17); MUR 4339
(WkSB- TV) (Attachment 18). MI ' 44 (Soglin for Congress) (Attachment 19): MUR 4359 (Francis
Thompson for Congress) ( Attachment 20.- MUR 4360 (WeN gand Committee) (Attachment 2 1)-. MUR
43t)3 V kSB.-TVi (Attachment 22). MUR 4364 (Friends of Jimmy Blake) (Attachment 23) and Pre-MUR
3 28 (Department of the Interim) I Attachment 24)



pursm these cams is basd an thei utalmis, "h Office hasno prepaed sepase

nomat es for thewe cam we have attached

res ises and referral materials in those instances where the infomton was not

previously circulated. Attachments 26-45.

This Oftice recmmewnds the Commission exercise its prosccer ia disreto and

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

cases eftective that day. CED and the Legal Reiew Team each will have the necessary

time to prepare closing letters and case iles for the public record.



fIlIklftv 1 3EQ TADN #, &'S

CD

A. Decline to open a MMR close the fle, effective September 3, 199 and
Parov~e w"Ou letter in a olwn matter:

1) Pre-MUR 293
2) Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 329
4) RAD Referral 95L.03
5) RAD Referral 951.-1
6) RAD Referral 95L- 16
7) RAD Referral 95L-22
8) RAD Referral 95N4F21

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

1) MUR 4061
2) MUR 4074
3) MUR 4101
4) MUR 4146
5) MUR 4151
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 4180
3) MUR 4184
9) NII'R 4198
10) NIUR 4201
11) MtIR 4227
1i Mt R 42.32
I MUR 427"
14) MUR 4290
15) MUR 4292
16) MLTR 4293
17) NIIR 4294
18) NIUR 4299
19) MUR 4332
20) MUR 4316
21) MUR 43 18
22) MUR 4324
23) MUR 4325
24) MUR 4329
25) MUR 4330
26) MUR 4333
27) MUR 4334

Im



I,
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)

N4UR 4336
hEUR 4339
MlUR 434
?4UR 4359
blUR 4360
blUR 4363
MUR 4364

C. Take no (uwe action close the file effective Septembe 3.19796, and approve
the poiate f in blUR 3226.

tio

0

Genaal Counsel

f/ttei self
5T F

le



BEFORE THE FEDENAL ELECTION COUZS8 ION

in the Matter of)

Enforcement Priority.)

CERTIFICATION

1, Marjorie W. amons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Comision, do hereby certify that on August 21, 1996, the

Commission took the following actions on the General Counselos

August 14, 1996 report on the above-captioned matter:
N0

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0:

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

1) Pre-MUR 293
N2) Pre-NUR 311

3) Pre-MUR 328
4) RAD Referral 9SL-03
5) R&D Referral 9SL-11
6) RAD Referral 95L-16
7) R&D Referral 9SL-22
9) R&D Referral 9SNF-21

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

1) MUR 406:.
2) MUR 40*74
3) MUR 410.
4) KUR 4146
5) KUR 4252
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 4180
8) MUR 4184
9) MUR 4198

(continued)



Ideral Election Comaisonion Pae 2
Certification for Enorcement
Priority

Ataquut 23. 1996

10) NUR 4227
11I) NUR 4232
12) IfUR 4273
13) MUR 4290
14) KUR 4292
15) MUR 4293
16) NUR 4294
17) NUR 4299
18) MUR 432
19) MUR 4316
20) MUR 4318
21) MUR 4324
22) KUR 4325
23) MUR 4329
24) NUR 4330
25) NUR 4333
26) MUR 4334
27) KUR 4336
28) NUR 4339

CD 29) MMR 4346
30) MUR 4359

ND31) MUR 4360
32) MUR 4363

N.33) MUR 4364

C" isioners Aiken*, Elliott, McDonald,
McGarr-y, and Thomas voted affirmatively with
respect to each of the above-noted matters.

Attest:

Date (4rjorie W. Emns
Sec tary of the Comm~ission

Received In the Secretariat: Wed., Aug. 14, 1996 4:56 p.m.
Circulated to the Comnassion: Pri., Aug. 16, 1996 12:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Wed., Aug. 21, 1996 4:00 p.m.

bj r
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JeraFick
PA0.= Drawer 6010
Chuala VisWa CA 91909410

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Mr. Fick:

On March 25.1996. the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has deemndto
exercise its prosectorial discreton and to take no action against the 1%responentsi. Sm attIace

' natnive. Accordngly. the Comission closed its file in this, matter on September 3,1996.
This matter will become pat of the public record vitbin 30 days.

The Act allows a complanant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
this action. 5= 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)().

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narratilkc

'.i.. '.
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MfURf 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick iled a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Ching

Pa)omarez each made S250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor mmber

Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign He alleges that Mr. Jasso "n Ms. Chting-

Palomarez are foreign nationals %%ho wonL 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. Complainaint atAhe
copies of a private investigatorts, report regarding the employees' citizenship smtus aOd

portions of a Jacob campaign report listing the alleged foecign nationals. Ms. Szekely and

AleXandre Szekely. as S250 (each) contributors to Ms Jacob.

Jose Manuel lasso responded and admits that he is a foreign national. He states

that he is the managing partner of Rancho LU Puerta, the former mayor of Tecate,

M.-ico. and the current Secretar% of Tourism for Baja California. He says that he

contributed to Ms Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it susswdmp

When Super~isor Jacob* s campaign learned that he was not a citizen. they returned his

contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributons from foumign

national' fie states that he %iill make no further political contributions.

Manuela ChinC-Palomnarez responds that she is a permanent resident o(the United

S:t'and enclose a cop' of h~r Resident Alien Card She further states that she is Head

'0 Conc icre at Rancho La Puerta. an e~ecutt'.e position, and made the S250 cotrdition
from. hCT personal funds

)Dborah S,ckcl% responds% that she attended a fund-raiser and made a Political

contribuiton to Supcr% isor Jacobs rc-clcctiton campaign She states that she didm notas

cither Jose Manucl lasso or Manucla Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervisor Jacob

ort pin\ id%: either of them %%ith the mone' to do so

Counw.c for Alc~andic Syckll and the Golden Door responds that he does Wo

%c%: 3n% FECA accusations dircted against either of them

Counsel for San Diego Count\ Super\, isor Dianne Jacob responds that her

ca-uo did in fact accept a S250 contibutin from J Manuel Jasso and a S250

contririion from Mianuela Ching.Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the

canr'~cnrecei~ed thest contibutions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe

that %cither of them %..ere from foreign nationals because they listed California home

add,,c'. on their conibuion respon~.c cards and the checks were issued on Californua

banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the S250 to Mr lasso, within 30 days

aftel o, first learned from press reports that he ma\- be a foreign national and more than a

month prior to the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the

contibution to Mis Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United

States
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
11'~J' WASHWNGTO% DC 2(4n E 0619

JMarnel Jasso
P.O. Box 69
Tecate. CA 91980

RE: MUR 4329

Dewr Mr. Jasm-

On March 28, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complant
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. S=~ attached narrative.
Accordingly. the Commission closed its ile in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX 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 davs. this could occur at any time following, certification of the Comnmission's vote.
If you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record1, 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 %6ll be added to the public record when
received.

34.If you havec any questions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-

3400.,

oeenl .rSealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati~ e



MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela MhWg

Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member

Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomnarez 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 ataches
copies of a private investigator's report regarding the employees' citizenship staow 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 is the man-aging partner of Rancho La Puefta, the former mayor of Tecate,
Mexico. and the current Secretary of Tounsm for Baja California. He says that he
contributed to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it swrfowings.

Whein Supervisor Jacob's campaign learned that he was not a citizen, they returned his

contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign

nationals lie states that he will make no further political contributions.

0 Manueta Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
C) States and enclose a copy of hfr Resident Alien Card. She further states that she is Head

'0 Concierce at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contuion
from her personal funds

[rct'orah Siekel% responds that she attended a fund-raiser and made a political

contribution to Supcrvisor Jacob's re-election campaign She states that she did notask

either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervsor Jacob
cT. or pro\ ide either of them moth thc rnone\. to do so

(7oun'c) for Alc~andrc S7ekel,, and the Golden Door responds that he does nvot
wee an\ FECA accusations directed ag~ainst either of them.

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds, that her

camipaign did in fact accept a S250 contibution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250

contrihution from Mianucla Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the

campaign rcei'ed these contibutions, no one at the campaign had any reason to believe

that cither or them were from foreign nationals because theyhlsted California home
addreco-es on their contibution response cards and the checks were issued on California

banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
after it first learned from press reports that he may be a foreign national and more than a
month pnor to the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
continbution to Ms Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States

r_7I""IqI""-q,- -t-- , I
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U FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNG ^ D C INU61SEP 0 6 9 96

Cary Davidson. Esquire
Reed & Davidson
777 South Figuero Strict, 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 certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amnrded. A copy of
the complaint %%as enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has desetmined to

0c'~vrcisc its prosecutorial discretion and to takec no action against Akxandre Szekely and the
Golden Door. Sgg attached narrative. Accordingly. the Commnission closed its file in this matter
on September 3. 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 4 37g(aE 12) no longer apply and this matter is
no% public. In addition. although the complete ile must be placed on the public record within 30

- - da% s. this could occur at any time following; certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to
submit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record. please do so as soon as
possible. While the ile ma% be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materiak. an% permissihle submissions %Aill be added to the public record when received.

I t' 'ou ha% c an% questions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
31400

'4 06hcen T.Salander. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrat i'e

............................. W7.' m
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MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that 3. Manuel Jasso and Manuela Chiug
Palomarez each made S250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. Hie alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching
Palomarez are foreign nationals who %%ork at a resort located in Mexico and tha the
contributions was solicited by their employer. Deborah Szekely, as part of a
reimbursement scheme involving four contributions to Ms. Jacob. Complainant ataches
copies of a private investigator's report regarding the employees' citizenship slata aOd
portions of a Jacob campaign report listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely anid
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 is the managing partner of Rancho La Puerta, the formier mayor of Teace,
Mexico, and the current Secretary of Touism for Baja California. He says tha he
contributed to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it surrowadinps.
Whewn Supervisor Jacob's campaign learned that he was not a citizen, they retured hi
contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreigns
nationals. lie states that he %%ill make no further political contributions.

Man ucla Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United
0 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 conbibutio
from her personal funds.

Deborah Szekel,* responds that she attended 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 lasso or Manuela Chi ng-Palomarez to contribute to Supervisor Jacob
or pro% ide either of them with the mone-t to do so

Counsel for Alexandre Szckel) and the Golden Door responds that he does toot
see an% FECA accusations directed against either of them.

Counsel for San Diego County SuperIVIIsor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a S250 contnbution from J Manuel lasso and a $250
contribution from Manucla Ching-Palomarcz Counsel explains that at the time the
camnpaign recei~ed these contibutions, 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 contnbut ion response cards and the checks were issued on California
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the S250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
after it first learned 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
conribution to Nis Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States



This Miter invwne jidmuti I! wAmoe ofmoray and the rpodtshave
t~c remeia actsi

*10



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA$HINCION. OC 204i

S$EP 0S6 9%

Manuelita Ching-Palomarez
473 Thing Road
P.O. Box M9
Teet, CA 91980

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Ching-Palomarez

on Marh 28, 1996, the Fedeal Election Commission notified you of a coplaIit
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 circwnsuce of this matter, the Commission has deemndto
exercise its prosecutorial discrtion and to take no action against yow %X attahe narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3.,1996.

Thbe confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. I 437g(aX 12) no longer apply and *~is rmatter
is now public. In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record

-~~ within 30 days, this could dour at any time follwing ceitification of the Commisimu% vote
If you wish to submit any factua or legal aterials to appear on the public record, les do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to eei* of yowr
additional mnaterials, any perm issible submissions will be added to the publicreodwe
receivd

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

Central Enforcemetnt Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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Jerry Pick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jams and Manuela Chiig.
Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. Hie 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 attahe
copies of a private investigator's report regarding the employees' citizenship statos ad
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 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 suroung.
When Supervisor Jacob's campaign learned that he was not a citizen, they returnied his

ccontrbution and explained that United States law prohibits, contributions from foreign
nationals. He slates that he %%IIl make no further political contributions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United

CD Staies and enclose a copy of her Resident Allen Card. She further states that she is Head
Concierge at Rancho La Puerta, an executive position, and made the $250 contnibuion
from her personal funds.

Deborah Szekely responds that she attended a fund-raiser and made a political
contribution to Supervisor Jacob's re-election campaign. She states that she did not ask
ether Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribt toSpervisor Jacob

or provide either of them %ith 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 contribution from J. Manuel Jasso and a $250

contribution from Manuela Ching-PalomareL- Counsel explains that at the time the

campaign received these contributions, 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 issued on California
banks. Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jass within 30 days
after it first learned 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
contribution to Ms. Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States.



Ths Mma InVolvs u bail &UnoWi Olmorey lnd dhe -respon 9--dents have
taken vM"d"a WtoIL



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'.%ASHIVC.I( % U C 14. SEP 06 9%

Deborah Szekely
3232 Dove Street
San Diego, CA 92 103

RE: MUR 4329

Dear Ms. Szekely:

On March 28. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint

alleging certain violations of the Fedcral 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. S= attached narrative.

Accordingly. the Commission closed its ile 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 materials to appear on the public record, plese do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permissible submissions% -'I I be added to the public record when
received.

If you ha% e an,. questions, please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
3400.

Sincetely, /

4Colleen T 4Sea ander. Att~orey
Central Enforcement Docket

A*ttachment
Narrati'~e
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Jerry Fick f-iled A Complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuelas Chdng

Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member
Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. He alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. Ching-
Palomarcz 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 attache
Copies Of a private investigator's report regarding the employees' citizenship smat= and
portions of a Jacob campaign report listing the alleged foreign nationals, Ms. Szekely and
Alexandre Szekely. as S250 (each) contributors 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

cotrbuted to Ms. Jacob because of her stands on protecting Tecate and it sromM6p

When Supervisor Jacob's campaign learned that he %#.as not a citizen, they returned his

contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions, frm toeigo
nationals lie states that he "ill make no further political contributions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the Ukited

States and enclose a copy of hcr Resident Alien Card She further states that she is Head
Concicree at Rancho La Puerta. an e-xecutive position, and made the S250 conibwtion
from her personal funds

rkeborah Szekcl% responds that she anenided a fund-raiser and made a political
contribution to Supecrvisor Jacob's re-election campaign She states that she did no ask
either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervsor Jacob
or pro'% ide either of them %-oth the mone> to do so

Counr~cl for Alcxandrc Syckel% and the Golden Door responds that he does no
see an% FECA accusations directed against either of them.

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a S250 contribution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250

contribution from Mianuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the

campaign rcecied these contributions. no one at the campaign had any reason to believe

that cithr of them vkere from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addrck',es on their coninbuiion response cards and the checks were issued on Californi'a
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days
after it first learned from press reports that he may be a foreign national and more than a

month pnor to the election Counsel further states that the campaign did not refund the
contn but ion to Mis Ching.Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States
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James R. Sutton. Esquire SP0 9
Nielsen, Merksamer. P'amfnello.

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 certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

V, After considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to

C) exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against Supervisor Dianne Jacob. Sm
attached narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3,
1996.

The confidentiality pro% isions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter is
no,. public. In addition. although the complete rile must be placed on the public record within 30
day s. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record. please do so as soon as

CP pissibic. While the rile ma% be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
material-. 3n% perml-sible %ubmissions %%ill be added to the public record when received.

If Stlu h3%c an% questions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
3400.

Icrely. ,.

lecen T Se aner. Atomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachmcni
Narrati~ c

.................................. [. -



MUR 4329
GOLDEN DOOR

Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manueta Ching.

Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Board Supervisor member

Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. lie alleges that Mr. Jams anid 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 aOd

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 lasso responded and admits that he is a foreign national. HeI 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 learned that he was not a citizen, they returned his

contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign

nationals lie states that he %%III make no further political contributions.

Manuela Ching-Palomarez responds that she is a permanent resident of the United

C) States and enclose a copy of hf-r Resident Alien Card. She further states that she is Head

Concierge at Rancho La Puerla, an executive position, and made the $250 contribuion

from her personal funds

Deborah Szekely responds that she attended 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 lasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervisor Jacob

or pro% ide either of them m.-ith the mone% to do so

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

Counsel for San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a S250 contribution from J Manuel lasso and a $250

contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez. Counsel explains that at the time the

campaign recei'.ed these coninbutions. no one at the campaign had any reason to believe

that either of them wbere from foreign nationals because they listed California home

addrcscs on their contibution response cards and the checks were issued on California

banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the S250 to Mr Jasso within 30 days

after it first learned 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

coninbut ion to Ms Ching-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United

States
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SEP 0 6 IM
Car'! Shy., Tresiwer'
Friends of Dianne Jacob
P.O. Box 383 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 violaions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint iwas enclosd with that notification.

After considering the circumsatances of this matter, the Commission has determined to

exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against Friends of Dimve Jacob and

0 you. as treasurer. S= attached nwrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter on September 3. 1996.

The confidentiality pro~isions 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 puMic record
within 30 days. this could occur at any time folloing certification of the Commnissions vote.
If you wish to subit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

0- as soon as possible. %While the file may be placed on the public record pior to receipt of your
additional materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received.

If you have any quesuions. please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-
3 400.

Sinc y

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachiment
N arrative .
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Jerry Fick filed a complaint alleging that J. Manuel Jasso and Manuela ChiWg
Palomarez each made $250 contributions to San Diego County Bowd Superviso rmember

Dianne Jacob's re-election campaign. lie alleges that Mr. Jasso and Ms. ChingW
Palomarez are foreign nationals who work at a resort located in Mexico and tha 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 sumt 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 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 surrounding.
WAhen Supervisor Jacob's campaign learned that he was not a citizen, they returned his

contribution and explained that United States law prohibits contributions from foreign
nationals lie states that he will make no further political contributions.

0 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 contriution
from her personal funds.

Deborah Szekely responds that she attended a fund-raiser and made a political

contribution to Supervisor Jacob* s re-election campaign. She states that she did not as*
either Jose Manuel Jasso or Manuela Ching-Palomarez to contribute to Supervisor Jacob
or pro% ide either of them with the rnonc% to do so

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

Counsel ror San Diego County Supervisor Dianne Jacob responds that her
campaign did in fact accept a S250 conribution from J Manuel Jasso and a $250
contribution from Manuela Ching-Palomarez Counsel explains that at the time the
campaign reccied these contibutions, no one at the campaign had any reasn to believe
thai either of them %kere from foreign nationals because they listed California home
addre ses on their contribution response cards and the checks were issued on California'
banks Counsel states that the campaign refunded the $250 to Mr. Jasso within 30 days

after it first learned from press reporis 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

coninbut ion to Mis Chrng-Palomarez because she is a permanent resident of the United
States
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