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Re: In the Matter of Vincent Natrella, et al.

Dear Sir/Madam:

Enclosed for filing please find an oniginal and two (2) copies of a complaint by my client, Joseph J.
DhoGuard:, & candidate for Fedeml office, against several pamed respondents for violations of federal election law

and regulations. If you have any questions, please contact me st the office of People for DioGuardi, (914) 762-
5530.
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in the Matier of

VINCENT NATRELLA, WESTCHESTER COUNTY
CONSERVATIVE PARTY, SUE KELLY, AND SUE
KELLY FOR CONGRESS,

Respondents.

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission

999 E Sureet, NW,

Washington, D.C. 20463

The complainant, Joseph ] DioGuardi, as and for his complaint against the respondents, under
oath and penalty of perjury. alleges the following:

THE PARTIES

1. Mr. DioGuardi is a candidate for Representative 1o the U.S. House of Representatives from the
19th Congressional Disirict of New York State, a federal office as defined under 11 CFR section 100.3(a),
and as such he is a candidate 25 defined under 11 CFR section 100.5.

2. Respondent Vincent Natrella is the Chairman of the Wesichester County Conservative Party
of the State of New York.

3. Respondent Westchester County Conservative Party of the State of New York is a political
party as defined under 11 CFR section 100.5(¢c)4) and is not an authorized committee or affiliated
commitice of Sue Kelly and/or Suc Kelly for Congress as defined under 11 CFR section 100.5(f) and (g).

4. Respondent Sue Kelly is the current Representative to the U.S. House of Representatives from
the 19th Congressional District of New York State and is a candidate for re-clection to that office, a
federal office as defined under 11 CFR section 100.3(a), and as such she is a candidate as defined under
11 CFR section 100.3.

5. Respondent Sue Kelly for Congress is Ms. Kelly's principal campaign committee as defined
under 11 CFR section 100.5(c)(1) and is the only one authorized by Ms. Kelly under 11 CFR section

102.13 as her authorized commitiee as defined under 11 CFR section 100.5(1)(1).




THE FACTS

6. In a direct mail campaign letter dated March 22, 1996, Ms. Kelly sent a letter to Republican

Party lcaders in the 19th Congressional District of New York State. A copy of this letter is attached
hereto as Exhibit 1.

7. In a direct mail campaign letier dated April 11, 1996, Mr. Natrella sent a leticr on
Wesichesier County Conservative Party leticrhead, which identifies himself as Chairman of the
Westchester County Conservative Party and 2 Vice-Chairman of the New York State Conservative Party
(the “State Party”™), 1o over 100 Republican Party and Conservative Party leaders in the 19th
Congressional District of New York State expressty advocating the election of Ms. Kelly and the defeat of
Mr. DioGuardi, cach of whom is clearly identified as defined under 11 CFR section 100.17. A copy of
this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

8. In a letter dated April 24, 1996, Counsel for People for DioGuardi advised Michael Long,
Chairman of the State Party, that a complaint against the State Party and others had been prepared with
regard to Mr. Natrella's April 21 1996 leticr. A Copy of this ictier is attached hereto as Exhibit 3,

9. In a letter dated May 3, 1996, Counsel for the State Party responded 1o the said April 24, 1996
not otherwise support acguicsce in or authorize Mr. Natrella's letter, and that Mr. Natrella's
representation that he is a Vice-Chairman of the State Party is untrue. A copy of this letter is attached
hereto as Exhibit 4.

COUNT ONE

10. The complainant repeats and realleges all the allegations of paragraphs | through 9 as if
fully restated hercin.

11. The April 11, 1996 letier does not include a disclaimer as defined under 11 CFR section
110.11, and thas fails 1o provide non-authorization notice as defined under 11 CFR section 109.3.

COUNT TWO

12. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs | through 11 as if fully set forth herein,




13. The issuance of said April 11, 1996 letier was made for the purpose of influencing an

election for federal office and as such was a contribution under 11 CFR section 100.7(a)(1).
14. Under information and belief, the issuance of said April 11, 1996 letter was on behalf of Ms.
Kelly and/or Sue Kelly for Congress and as such the Conservative Party of Westchester County acted as
an unauthorized committee of Ms. Kelly as defined under 11 CFR section 100.5(f(2)
COUNT THREE
15. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs 1 through 14 as if fully set forth herein.
16. Under information and belief, Mr. Natrella does not have mailing lists or mailing labels for
the Republican Party and Conservative Party leaders in the 19th Congressional District of New York State
and does not have the equipment and personnel nocessary to generate such lists or labels that were used on
envelopes to mail the said April 11, 1996 letter to said leaders
17. The content and language of the aforesaid April 11, 1996 letter are nearly identical 1o that of
the aforesaid March 22, 1996 letter
18. Under information and belief, said April 11, 1996 letter was made with the cooperation of, in
consultation with, in concert with, or at the request of Ms. Kelly or Sue Kelly for Congress and as such
was not an independent expenditure under 11 CFR section 100,16
COUNT FOUR
19. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs | through 19 as if fully set forth herein.
20. By not stating in said April 11, 1996 letter who paid for it or whether Ms. Kelly or Sue Kelly
for Congress authorized the letter and by putting it on Westchester County Conservative Party letterhead
with his political offices stated thercon, Mr Natreila suggests that the letier was paid for and/or
authorized by the Conservative Party of Westchester County and/or the State Party
21. Under information and belicf, Mr. Natrella made a contribution in the name of another
person, a prohibited contribution as defined under 11 CFR section 110 4(b)(i)
COUNT FIVE

22. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs 1 through 21 as if fully set forth herein.




23. Under information and belief, the Wesichester County Conservative Party knowingly
permitied its name to be used to effect a contribution made in its name by another person, a prohibited
contribution as defined under 11 CFR section 110.4(b)(ii).

COUNT SIX

24. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs | through 23 as if fully set forth herein.

25. Under information and belief, Ms. Kelly knowingly accepted a contribution made by one
person in the pame of another, 2 prohibited coniribution as defined under 11 CFR section 110.4(b)iv).

COUNT SEVEN

26. The complainant repeats and realleges paragraphs | through 25 as if fully set forth herein.

27. Under information and belicf, Sue Kelly for Congress knowlingly accepied a contribution
made by one person in the name of another, a prohibited contribution as defined under 11 CFR section

110.4(b)iv).
Dated: May ’?'-”“ Respeetfull\'mhmnﬂl
/i_:fz /Jf_l/q_, el
2 Croton Avu-:
Ossining, New York 10562
(914) 762-5530
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March 22, 1996

Mr. Richard J. Romano
11 Cheddar Lane
New Windsor, N.Y. 12553

Desar Richard:

Centainly | was a bit surpased 10 leamn on March 14 that the New Windsor Reputican
Committee voled 10 endorse the candidacy of Joé DioGuardi.

| respect e COMMuELe's dedision, Dul would Bhe 10 take Uius Opporwnily O Comect Some
of he asseruons made al the meelng.

fem: Mr. DioGuardl conlends Uiat | am pro-aboruon because of a vole | cast pertaiung o
lale lerm abortions.

The Truth: Most lale term abortons (450 of approximately 1.6 milhon annuaily) v:volve
sevescly dolormed or damaged leluses and are done 10 proiect e health of save Uie ke of the
mather. The bill 10 which Mr. DioGuardl referred would have i crmunal penalios G 0oCtors
who perdorm late term abortions Lo save the mother's health, | believe this dillicull deaisiui 15
between a woman, her docwor, her husband and her God; not her God and the foderal
govemment.

flem: Mr. DioGuardi contends thal | fTavor gay mammiages.
The Trumn: | am not a proponent of gay mariage. The amendment Mr. DioGuaurai

relerenced in his presentalion was also opposed Dy other conservative Republica s il Now
York, incuging Congressman Gilman, 10 whom My M reCently conlnbuled.

Bam: M. DioGuasdl contends that | favor tederal Tunaing of POMOQraphic ant.

The Truth: | supponed successtul emorns o pronibit federal unNaing of POMOylapnic an. |
am the mother of four children, have been Marmed 10 e swne man 1or 36 years and Delicve W
famwy values. | am notin the business of spreading pomographic Rith or fundung it wills feacral
tax goilars.

B 1t was alieged that | cosed a Congressional ottice in Orange County.

The Touwn: The 16th District Congressional Giiice in Orange Counly was Closed Ly
Congressinan Fish in the earty 1990's. My federal staff allocanon preciudes Naving i oiee in
each of the four countes | represent. However, upon wmking office In 19385 | relocaied
Congressman Fisn’s Dutchess County office 10 & IOGalion Mudh More converwil 0 kiosy who
live 1 New Windsor, hued a stafl assistant from New Wingsor and two others Irom nes hudiig
Orange County lowns. In ao0gibon, my Mobae Ofhce Neid Offce HOUrs ON 1our Giliu: vin SCCaUNS
in New WINGsOr betwean May and November.

PO. BOX 599 KATONAH. NEW YORK 10536-0599 TEL 914/ 232-5840 FAX 914/ 232-7400
Pasl s by 3ou Raily (o Cong e
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Bem: it was allegod thatl | have ignored New Windsor,

The Truth: | have visiled New Windsor 17 unes since taking omice. One of the 1rst of 35
town meetings | held lasl year was in New Windsor. Shorlly alter the 1040 Congross
convened. | sponsored u spedal meelng 1or Lown Supervisors Irom e Huownv.anny. 10 which
Supervisor Meyers was invited. | have and continue 10 confer frequenty with Senator Larkin and
a(ssenuywoman Calhoun and recaive regular bnelings lrom my stafl on local problems i New

nagor.

whnen | agdressed the Commingee a month a?o. tho subject of Mr. DioGuardi was not
ralsed and | hus did not feel compeled o discuss his candwiacy. However, now that he has
directly challenged my veracity, | 00 fesl you are enuiied 10 know e vl slory in advance of e
Orange County Conventon.

Mr. DioGuard Is a lormer Congressman who represented Soulhem Wesichesior i lhe
20m Congressional distnat in the 1980's. He was delcaled in 1968 beCause of a monu
laungenng scandal nvolving his campaign commitice. His chuel fund raiser was amesicd, indicled
ana conwcted. Dunng the tnal, he testled that Mr. DioGuardi had masterminded the schemg. n
1992, Mr. DioGuardl ran 1or Congress in the 18th Congressional distnct and was soundly
delealed. In 1994, he moved (o the 19ith Congressional DIStnct w0 weeks Delore the pamary
and lost again. Although | delealed Mr. DioGuard: in the Republican prmary, he continued 1o
campaign actively on the conservalive line in the general eleclon, wiing assoGales s hoped 1O
secure enough voles lo deny me a viclory. In the general elecuon, | delealed M. DIoGuwal S2%
o 10%. Myganoa* auc opponent received 36%.

in Congress, Mr. DioGuardi was net the carvar consuivalive he would hdve you Delieye.
He voted with Democrats more than 40% of the time ana 100K 10ur pay rases in 10ur youls. Nola
single one of the 76 bills he sponsored ever bacamae law.

Cenainty | cannot please everyone and there will aways De Nose whio Cuilund dicy
could have done the job better. | will conunue 10 represent you 1o e best of my abilly and n &
manner that | hope you will find consistent with sirong famsy values and sound, consenvalive
FRepubican pnnciples.

Snould you have Quesions regarding my voung record of wish 10 speak will Me diieclly,
I uw«ge%gu tocall. My number In Washinglon is 202-225-5441. YOu Call als0 reach mea
Uwough the 1kl office by calling 897-5200.

Sincerely,

4
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Westchester County [V, Conservative Party

| ]

87 SHORE VIEW DRIVE * YONKERS, NEW YORK 10710 = (914) 793-4470 |

Vincent Natrella
Chairman, Wesichesier Counny
Vice-Chairman, New York Suce

April 11, 1996

Michael L. Mannix {
54 Whitson Road
Briarcliff Manor, New York 10510

Dear Michael,

Despite a personal plea from House Speaker Newt Gingrich to stay
cut of the race, former Congressman Joe DioGuardi has apparently
decided to challenge incumbent Congresswoman Sue Kelly in the
September Republican and Conservative primaries. He is actively
seeking support from members of Republican and Conservative
organizations in the 19th Congressional District.

I know Mr. DioGuardi well. He was once my Congressman. In years
past I have supported him, as did many in the conservative
community. I will not this year. I want you tCc know why.

Reason #1l. We are already well represented in the United States
Congress.

Sue Kelly has a conservative voting record. She has supported
tax cuts, the balanced budget, line-item veto, welfare zZeform and
term limits. She has worked closely with Speaker Gingri}h to
pass the very things that conservative minded people have so long
advocated in New York and Washington.

I also know from personal experience that Mrs. Kelly has been
especially attentive to her constituents. She returns to the
district every weekend. She's held town meetings 1n every
community in the district, sponsored meetings of town
Supervisors, Mavors, slected cfficials, County Legislators,
Republican and Conservative leaders. She even has a mobile
office that conducts office hours around the district when
Congress is in session.

Reason #2. Mr. DioGuardi carries political baggage that wall
haunt all of us if he is nominated.

From 1984-1988 Mr. DioGuardi represented Southern Westchester in




the 20th Congressional District. He was defeated in 1988 because
of a money laundering scandal involving his campaign committee.
His chief fundraiser was arrested, indicted and convicted.

During the trial, his fundraiser testified Lo a Federal Judge
that Mr. DioGuardi has masterminded the scheme to funnel illegal
contributions to his campaign committee.

In 1992, Mr. DioGuardi ran for Congress in the l8th Congressional
District and was soundly defeated. In 1994, he moved to the 19th
Congressional District two weeks before the primary and lost
again. Although Congresswoman Kelly defeated Mr. DioGuardi in
the Republican primary, he continued to campaign actively on the
conservative line in the general election, telling associates he
hoped to secure enough votes to deny Mrs. Kelly a victory. In
the general election, Mr. DioGuardi was trounced by Mrs. Kelly
52% to 10%. The Democrat received 36%.

i

F
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I know what it takes to win elections in the Hudscn Valley.

Although the 19th Congressional district leans Republican, it is
= not one that will elect a scandal ridden Republican who has been
repudiated in three different Congressional Districts in four
different elections

Mr. DioGuardi's lack of integrity cost the Republican party a
seat in the United States Congress in 1988. He tried to prevent
Mrs. Kelly from winning a seat for the Repuol can party in 1994

N His nomination will most assuredly cost the Republican party a
seat i1n the next Congress, not to meution the loss of

- Congresswoman Kelly. His 1s not the mission of a principled
conservative; it is the wailing bellow of a scandal ridden
politician whose career has come to an inglorious end.

.

n P

Sincerely,

Vincent Natrella
Chairman Westchester Conservative Party




Law Offices of
STEPHEN M. De LUCA, ESQ.
Attorney and Counsellor-at-Law

350 Lamngion Ave,
M. Kiwo, NY 10549
(V14) 606-9200

455 M 5
Hackonssck, NI 07105-813%
(2U1) 342-5300

Fasd: (Y14) 60t-9200 121 Nogist Ol Cumart
Aihar.  Mbi agd Ouasel <O Loagwoud, FL. 32TW
(407) B62-8821)

Hoa. Michesl R. Loag
Chaurman, Coaservative Party of
the State of New York

486 TBth Sureet

Brooklyn, NY 11209

Dear Chairman Long:
Please be advised that [ have prepared st Joseph J. DioGuardi's request & complaint againsi e

Conservative Party of the State of New York and others with regard 10 & direct mail campaign letter that Vincenl
Nairells sent 0 Republican Party leaders in the 19t Congressionsl Distnict of the State of New York expressly

advocating the election of Sue Kelly and the defeat of Mr. DioGuardi. A copy of this letier is enclosed for your
reference.

Amoag other things, the letter does not contain & disclaimer. The letierhead on which the lettor was 1ssucd
wndscatos that Mr. Natrella ot caly is the Chairman of the Wesichester County Conservative Party but is & Vice-
Chaunnas of the Coaservalive Party of New York State. It therefore suggests that the stale party cithier gave support
0, acquicsced ia of suthonzed the issusnce of thus letter.  As such, the lotter fauils o comply wilh provisioos of
Title 11 of the Code of Foderal Regulstions pertsining 0 Foederd Elecuons.

Please duroct any response you may have o my New York office 50 that we may resolve sy oulstanding
Guestions before the filing of the complaint with the FEC. [ look forward 10 heanng from you.

Sincerely,

/Iﬁa&n 7. ﬁ./"“;g";g"‘:ﬂ
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 30, 1996

Joseph J. DioGuardi
2 Croton Avenue
Ossining, NY 10562

MUR 4375

Dear Mr. DioGuardi:

This letter acknowledges receipt on May 20, 1996, of your complaint alleging possible
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The respondent(s) will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes finai action on
~ your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be swomn 1o in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sinéerely, ™
‘-’"\

“olleen T. Sealander, Attoiney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 30, 1996

George Sanossian, Treasurer

Sue Kelly for Congress Committee
700 White Plains Road, Suite 325
Scarsdale, New York 10583

Dear Mr. Sanossian:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Sue Kelly
for Congress Committee (“Committee™) and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
We have numbered this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
T be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should
5 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(aX4XB) and
§ 437g(a)(12)XA) 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 have any questions, please contact a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
at {(202) 219-3400. For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

\

1) (2l 1)
“Colleen T. Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 30, 1996

The Honorable Sue W. Kelly
U.S. House of Representatives

1037 Longworth Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Ms. Kelly:

y The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
~ have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this

number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
3 be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
T believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements
- should be submitted under oath. Your response, which shouid be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
- received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

information.

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




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

E/,.

S

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 30, 1996

The Honorable Sue W. Kelly
187 Jay Street
Katonah, New York 10536

Dear Ms. Kelly:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

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

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




If you have any questions, please contact a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
at {(202) 219-3406. For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

/‘ ) -
” - /‘;

; Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

May 30, 1996

The Honorable Michael R. Long, Chairman
Conservative Party of the State of New York
486 78th Street

Brooklyn, New York 11209

Dear Mr. Long:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the
Conservative Party of the State of New York may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 US.C. § 437g(a)}(4)B) and
§ 437g(a)i2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advisc 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 Commissicn.




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

Sincerely, _
77 | 77 N
3 w»‘j@uﬁ‘ |

Colleen T. Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 30, 1996

Vincent Natrella, Chairman
Westchester County Conservative Party
87 Shore View Drive

Yonkers, New York 10710

MUR 4375

Dear Mr. Natrella:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the
Westchester County Conservative Party and you , as chairman, may have viclated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™). A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
We have numbered this matter MUR 4375. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Westchester County Conservative Party and you, as chairman in this

. matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you belicve are relevant to the

Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted

under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must

be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15 days,

the Commission may take further action based on the available information.

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




If you have any questions, please contact a member of the Central Enforcement Docket
at (202) 210.3400, For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Siricegely,

Cnlleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




PATRICK J. FOYE

B9 THIRD AVENUE

NEW YORK. N.Y. 10022 !h '3 2 2’ m l'

June 12, 1996

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 4375
Ladies/Gentlemen:

I am writing on behalf of the Conservative
Party of the State of New York (the "State Party") with
respect to In the Matter of Vincent Natrella., et al. On
June 3, 1996, the State Party received a letter dated May
30 from the Federal Election Commission (the "FEC®"). The
FEC’'s letter stated that it has "received a complaint
which indicates that the [State Party] may have viclated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amend-
T EpsaL

In fact, the complaint does not indicate that
the State Party may have viclated the Act and the State
Party is not a named respondent in the complaint. In any
event, enclosed is a sworn affidavit of Michael R. Long,
Chairman of the State Party, with respect to certain
matters raised in the complaint. Also, enclosed is the
State Party'’'s Statement of Designation of Counsel. If
you have any questions, I can be reached at (212) 735-
2274.

ly yours,

Enclosure

cc: Clinette Short
Colleen Sealander, Esq.
Stephen M. DeLuca, Esq.
Vincent Natrella
Rep. Sue Kelly

0125858) 01-0155%




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the matter of
VINCENT NATRELLA,
et al.,

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL R. LONG

Michael R. Long, under oath and penalty of
perjury, states as follows:

e I am the Chairman of the Conservative Party of
the State of New York (the "State Party").

- On or about April 26, 1996, I received a letter
dated April 24, 1996 from Stephen M. DeLuca, counsel to
People for DioGuardi. That letter was filed as Exhibit 3
to a complaint dated May 13, 1996 and filed with the
Federal Election Commission (the "FEC") on or about May
20, 1996 (the "Complaint"™).

) 3. Mr. DeLuca’s letter (Exhibit 3) contained a
letter from Vincent Natrella to a person in Briarcliff
Manor, New York dated April 11, 1996 regarding the prima-
ry election in the 19th Congressional District (the
"Natrella Letter"”). The Natrella Letter was filed as
Exhibit 2 to the Complaint.

;/

4. Neither the content nor the mailing cf the

Natrella Letter was approved or authorized by the State
Party.

5. The State Party was unaware of the existence of
the Natrella Letter until the State Party received a copy
from Mr. Deluca on or about April 26, 19956.

0126489 010155



6 No funds or resources of the State Party were

expended in preparing or mailing the Natrella Letter,

s The State Party has not endorsed any candidate
in the 19th Congressional District race.

8. If it determines to endorse a candidate in the
19th Congressional District race, the State Party will do
so only after following its internal rules and regula-
tions and in compliance with applicable federal and state
law,

9. Although the Natrella Letter states that Mr,
Natrella is "Vice-Chairman, New York State", in fact, Mr.
Natrella has not been Vice-Chairman of the State Party
since September 19590.

Sworn to before me this
12th day of June 1996

!
A*&U,L_L.u (_ (-ALLL"““—-H
Notary Public

PAULINE C. callA
Notery Public. State of Mow York

No. 43060395
Oualifiad in nug;.m(;,:? c

“mmission Frirms Juby 39 1 &%

0126489 0101552




MUR__4375
NAME OF COUNSEL: _Patrick J. Foye
FiRM:

ADDRESS: 919 Third Avenue, Suite 44-74

New York, NY 10022

TELEPHONE:(_213 735-2274 -

FAX:( 212) 735-3624

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my beh re the Commission.

Date ( Signafure

RESPONDENT'S NAME: _Conservative Party of New York State

ADDRESS: 486 78th Street

Brooklyn, NY 11209

TELEPHONE: HOME( 718 ) 748-8018

BUSINESS( 2718 ) 921-2158




FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

MUR 4375
In the Matter of
VERIFIED ANSWER
The complaint of Joseph DioGuardi
against Vincent Natrella et al.

SUE KELLY, by her attorneys, Twohy, Kelleher & Gallagher, LLP,
does hereby answer the complaint of Joseph J. DioGuardi as follows:

1. Respondent denies information and/or knowledge sufficient
to form a belief as tc the facts alleged in paragraphs numbered 1,
3, 8, 9 and 16 of the complaint.

2. Respondent denies the allegations contained in paragraphs
numbered 14, 20, 21, 23, 25 and 27.

3. Respondent denies paragraph numbered 6 but does
affirmatively state as the letter indicates, same was sent by Sue
Kelly for Congress, the Political Committee authorized therefor.

4. Respondent states as to paragraph numbered 7 of the
complaint that the letter attached to the complaint as Exhibit 2
speaks for itself. Respondent did not personally play any role in
the preparation and/or mailing of said letter.

5. Respondent denies the statements contained in paragraph
numbered 11 of the complaint except to admit that said letter does
not include a disclaimer as defined under Section 110.11.

6. Respondent lacks knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the conclusion contained in paragraph numbered

17 and states that the contents of the two letters referenced

therein speak for themselves.

%.Rd07 § W
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7. The respondent denies so much of the information contained

in paragraph numbered 18 of the complaint as alleges the April 11th

letter was made with the cooperation of, in consultation with, or
at request of respondent. Respondent admits said letter was mailed
with the cooperation of Sue Kelly for Congress. Respondent lacks
sufficient information and knowledge to form a belief as to the
conclusion of law contained in said paragraph.

RESPOMDENT AFFIRMATIVELY STATES AS FOLLOWS:

8. At no time has respondent or anyone on behalf of the
subject committee accepted or knowingly participated in the
acceptance or processing of any contribution which wvioclates the
letter or spirit of Federal Election Commission rule, regulation or
statute.

9. The April 11, 1996 letter was sent by an individual in an
attempt to influence internal party functioning as related to the
primary in and for the 19th Congressional District of New York
State.

10. The Election Law of the State of New York at Section 2-
126 prohibits expenditures of any Party funds in any primary
election. Therefore, in order to avoid any guestion, postage and
envelopes were paid by Sue Kelly for Congress.

11. Respondent does not believe any action taken by the said
Committee to be in violation of the letter or spirit of the Federal

Campaign financing and reporting structures.




13. Respondent has instructed her counsel to seek opinion of
the Federal Election Commission regarding parameters for inclusion

of disclaimers on letters sent by private citizens.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the Commission

dismiss this complaint in its entirety.

TWOHY, KELLEHER & GALLAGHER, LLP
188 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
718-875-2021

~, Kelly'keily am




, MUR. 4375

VERIPICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF KINGS

ROBERT ALLAN MUIR, JR., being duly sworn, deposes and says
that deponent is the attorney for the Respondent SUE KELLY in this
proceeding and has read the annexed Answer; deponent knows its
content and knows that it is true toc the best of deponent’s
knowledge, except as to those matters stated to be upon information
and belief, and as to those matters deponent believes them to be
true. The basis upon which this verification is made by me is that
I maintain my law offi in a different county than my client, SUE

KELLY resides.

-

—ﬁﬁﬁﬁN MUIR, JR.

Sworn to bﬂfore me this S5th day

\%&(;99 &L (LD




MUR _(ZE 7S
NAME OF COUNSEL:_Ldsgt] Ly (pal oL,
'y
FIRM:_ 7 2J0HY, KECLEHER > SR #&E R

AOODRESS: (€8 10087407 A/E
_Ma,zd,__ly L1126/

TELEPHONEA 2% T 25 - 202/
FAX(75)__ €22 —F3¢9°

The above-named Individual is hereby designaled as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalif before the Commission.

3 it .

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: _ SuZ &J-_&él;ﬁ-__y____

ADDRESS: 37 XS
S HsrF  LPC 2885+ 5

TELEPHONE:HOME(Z<Y) 232 - S7¥¥
BUSINESS( 2°2) 225~ 574V /




FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

In the Matter of

VERIFIED ANSWER
The complaint of Joseph DioGuardi
against Vincent Natrella et al.

VINCENT NATRELLA, by his attorneys, Twohy, Kelleher &
Gallagher, LLP, does hereby answer the complaint of Joseph J.
DioGuardi as follows:

1. Respondent denies information and/or knowledge sufficient
to form a belief as to the facts alleged in paragraphs numbered 1,
3, 8, 9 and 16 of the complaint.

2. Respondent denies the allegations contained in paragraphs
numbered 14, 20, 21, 23, 25 and 27.

2

Respondent denies paragraph numbered 6 but does

affirmatively state as the letter indicates, same was sent by Sue

Kelly for Congress.

4. Respondent states as to paragraph numbered 7 of the
complaint that the letter attached to the complaint as Exhibit 2
speaks for itself.

5. Respondent denies the statements contained in paragraph
numbered 11 of the complaint except to admit that said letter does
not include a disclaimer as defined under Section 110.11.

6. Respondent lacks knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the conclusicn contained in paragraph numbered
17 and states that the contents of the two letters referenced

therein speak for themselves.




7. The respondent denies so much of the information contained

in paragraph numbered 18 of the complaint as alleges the April 11th

letter was made with the cooperation of in consultation with or at
request of respondent. Respondent sent said letter as a part of
his First Amendment Expression. Respondent admits said letter was
mailed with the cooperation of Sue Kelly for Congress. Respondent
lacks sufficient information and knowledge to form a belief as to
the conclusion of law contained in said paragraph.
RESPONDENT AFFIRMATIVELY STATES AS FOLLOWS:

8. At no time have I or any of my committees made or

knowingly participated in the giving or processing of any

%

contribution which wviolates the letter or spirit of Federal
Election Commission rule, regulation or statute.

9. The April 11, 1996 letter was sent by me, individually, in
an attempt to influence internal party functioning as related to
the primary of the 19th Congressional District of New York State.

10. The Election Law of the State of New York at Section 2-
126 prohibits expenditures of any Party funds in any primary
election. Therefore, in order to avoid any question, postage and
envelopes were paid fcor Uy Sue Kelly for Congress.

& (@ - : does not believe any action Taken by the said
Committee to be in viclation of the letter or spirit of the Federal

Campaign financing and reporting structures.




13. Respondent has instructed his counsel to seek opinion of
the Federal Election Commission regarding parameters for inclusion
of disclaimers on letters sent by private citizens and on the Party

and its committees.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the Commission

dismiss this complaint in its entirety.

TWOHY, KELLEHER & GALLAGHER, LLP
188 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
718-875-2021

Keily natredla ans




VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK )
88.:
COUNTY OF KINGS )

ROBERT ALLAN MUIR, JR., being duly sworn, deposes and says
that deponent is the attorney for the Respondent VINCENT NATRELLA
in this proceeding and has read the annexed Answer; deponent knows
its content and knows that it is true to the best of deponent’'s
knowledge, except as to those matters stated to be upon information
and belief, and as to those matters deponent believes them to be
true. The basis upon which this verification is made by me is that
I maintain my law office in a different county than my client,

VINCENT NATRELLA resides.

Sworn to befpre me this Sth day

Of’ley, 1999 . ‘
U {

ILSA BELTRAN
“ﬂ’?ﬁtﬂ;ﬁ.‘dﬂbﬂ‘rﬁ

No. 24-4877201
Con Dyualiad in wm "17

e
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FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

In the Matter of

The complaint of Joseph DioGuardi
against Vincent Natrella et al.

SUE KELLY for Congress Committee, by its attorneys, Twohy,
Kelleher & Gallagher, LLP, does hereby answer the complaint of
Joseph J. DioGuardi as follows:

1. Respondent denies information and/or knowledge sufficient
to form a belief as to the facts alleged in paragraphs numbered 1,
3, 8, 9 and 16 of the complaint.

2. Respondent denies the allegations contained in paragraphs
numbered 14, 20, 21, 23, 25 and 27.

< A Respondent denies paragraph numbered 6 but does
affirmatively state as the letter indicates, same was sent by Sue
Kelly for Congress.

4. Respondent states as to paragraph numbered 7 of the

complaint that the letter attached to the complaint as Exhibit 2

speaks for itself.

5. Respondent denies the statements contained in paragraph
numbered 11 of the complaint except to admit that said letter does
not include a disclaimer as defined under Section 110.11.

6. Respondent lacks knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the conclusion contained in paragraph numbered
17 and states that the contents of the two letters referenced

therein speak for themselves.




7. The respondent denies so much of the information contained
in paragraph numbered 18 of the complaint as alleges the April 11th
letter was made with the cooperation of, in consultation with, or
at request of respondent. Respondent admits said letter was mailed
with the cooperation of Sue Kelly for Congress. Respondent lacks
sufficient information and knowledge to form a belief as to the
conclusion of law contained in said paragraph.

RESPONDENT AFFIRMATIVELY STATES AS FOLLOWS:

8. At no time has anyone on behalf of the committee accepted
or knowingly participated in the acceptance or processing of any
contribution which violates the letter or spirit of Federal
Election Commission rule, regulation or statute,.

9. The April 11, 1996 letter was sent by an individual in an
attempt to influence internal party functioning as related to the
primary in and for the 19th Congressional District of New York
State.

10. The Election Law of the State of New York at Section 2-

126 prohibits expenditures of any Party funds in any primary

election. Therefore, in order to avoid any question, postage and

envelopes were 3 r Sue Kelly for Congress.
11. Respondent do not believe any action taken by the said
Committee to be in violation of the letter or spirit of the Federal

Campaign financing and reporting structures.




13. Respondent has instructed its counsel to seek opinion of

the Federal Election Commission regarding parameters for inclusion

of disclaimers on letters sent by private citizens.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the Commission

dismies this complaint in its entirety.
i8]

TWOHY, KELLEHER & GALLAGHER, LLP
188 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
718-875-2021

koity comungiee am




, MUR. 4375

VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS

ROBERT ALLAN MUIR, JR., being duly sworn, deposes and says
that deponent is the attorney for the Respondent SUE KELLY for
Congress Committee, in this proceeding and has read the annexed
Answer; deponent knows its content and knows that it is true to the
best of deponent’s knowledge, except as to those matters stated to
be upon information and belief, and as to those matters deponent
believes them to be true. The basis upon which this verification
is made by me is that I maintain my y { in a different

county than my y 1 'E r for

Sworn to befgre me this Sth day
of ngy, 19q$. ) p—
1 r| 4 ‘\‘_
AN \X( ) DD
U SA BELTRAN

Notary Public, State of New York
No. 24-4977201

Qualifiad in K
Cunm-annEuSc:mﬂﬁzfga"Cfﬁ




NAME OF COUNSFL: NoAcrr Mmg >, Ve

FIRM: ___ Jwory Kewenery Crrveasuen , LL/
ADDRess; _/d& monracne Sy - 924

: RBrooeys Ny lives- 3609

TELEPHONE:( )

FAX:(

)

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my counse! and is
o authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on the Commission.

¢/5/56
Date / /7 Signature

N . /
.\ //

RESPONDENT'S NAME: b EOKE e S#ﬂ'ﬂssnh\/
Sune ALy /P ConéAESS

ADDRESS: 700 Werre LPLAnS /@Aﬂ
Scarnsraj/e »rY rsovE3-Vos>
rd

TELEPHONE: HOME(____)
BusINess( 7/¥y) v - F oo
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AGENDA DOCUUENT No. X97-16

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

o § 1150 1)

In the Matter of

ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY

SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

INTRODUCTION EXEME'SSM

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low

priority based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System

(EPS). This is report is submitted to recommend that the Comumission no

longer pursue these cases.

CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSURE.

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

EPS was created to identify pending cases which, due to the length of their

pendency in inactive status or the lower priority of the issues raised in the

matters relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do not

warrant further expenditure of resources. Central Enforcement Docket (CED)

evaluates each incoming matter using Commission-approved criteria which

results in a numerical rating of each case.

Closing such cases permits the

Commission to focus its limited resources on more important cases presently

pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified 25 cases which do




not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.! Attachment 1 to

this report contains summaries of each case, the EPS rating, and the factors

leading to assignment of a low priority and recommendation not to further

pursue the matter.

B. Stale Cases

Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and

referrals to ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity

more remote in time usually require a greater commitment of resources,

primarily due to the fact that the evidence of such activity becomes more remote

and consequently more difficult to develop. Focusing investigative efforts on

more recent and more significant activity also has a more positive effect on the

electoral process and the regulated community

! These cases are: MUR 4332 (Bill Thomas Campaign Committer), MUR 4347 (Anomymous
Respondent); MUR 4354 (Brian Steel for Congress); MUR 4367 (Philipstown Republicans); MUR 4371
{Employment Group); MUR 4373 (Cannon for Comgress); MUR 4374 (Mark Stodola for

Primary Committee); MUR 4375 (Westchester County Comservative Party); MUR 4377 (Braxton for
Congress); MUR 4379 (Teamsters Local Union No. 135); MUR 4383 (Pauken for Congress); MUR 4384
{Willie Colon for LS. Congress); MUR 4388 (Bill Witt for Senate and Congress), MUR 4390 (Kolbe 96);
MUR 4391 (Pat Roberts for Congress Committee); MUR 4393 (Cecil |. Banks); MUR 4397 (AFL-CIO);
MUR 4405 (Kafz for Congress Commitiee); MUR 4411 (First Evangelical Presbyterian Church); MUR
4414 (Turietta-Koury for Congress Commitlee); MUR 4418 (Bell Atlantic); MUR 4421 (Butler for
Mayor); MUR 4448 (Friends for Jim Rapp); Pre-MUR 334 (Kinnamon for Congress); and Pre-MUR 335
(Davis for Congress).




We have identified cases which have remained on the Central
Enforcement Docket for a sufficient period of time to render them stale

12 are not worthy of further action, and merit closure.*

We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion

and direct closure of the cases listed below, effective April 1, 1997. Closing these

cases as of this date will permit CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary

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

l

¢ These cases are: MUR 4139 (Enid 94); MUR 4150 (Frank Fasi); MUR 4257 (DSCC); MUR 4258
(NRSC); MUR 4260 (Packwood & Auto Dealers); MUR 4261 (NRA Institute for Legis.); MUR 4262
(Oregon Republican Party); MUR 4265 (NRSC; Sen. Phil Gramm); MUR 4272 (Bishop for Congress);
MUR 4279 (Russ Berrie Co.); MUR 4284 (United We Stand America); and Pre-MUR 322 (Royal
Hawaiian Country Club).




L. RECOMMENDATIONS,

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective April 1, 1997, and

approve the appropriate letters in the following matters:

1. Pre-MUR 322

2. Pre-MUR 334

3. Pre-MUR 335.

B. Take no action, close the file effective April 1, 1997, and approve the

appropriate letters in the following matters:

1. MUR 4139 13. MUR 4347 25. MUR 4390
2. MUR 4150 14. MUR 4354 26. MUR 4391
3. MUR 4257 15. MUR 4367 27. MUR 4393
4. MUR 4258 16. MUR 4371 28. MUR 4397
5. MUR 4260 17. MUR 4373 29. MUR 4405
6. MUR 4261 18. MUR 4374 30. MUR 4411
7. MUR 4262 19. MUR 4375 31. MUR 4414
8. MUR 4265 20. MUR 4377 32. MUR 4418
9. MUR 4272 21. MUR 4379 33. MUR 4421
10. MUR 4279 22. MUR 4383 34, MUR 4448
11. MUR 4284 23. MUR 4384
12. MUR 4332 24. MUR 4388
. p
2 '/,;_f 'if’_?
,7);-__,‘;_£ﬁ,1

General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

) Agenda Document #X97-16
Enforcement Priority )
CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on March 11,
1997, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 5-0 to take the following actions with respect
to the above-captioned matter:

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file

effective April 1, 1997, and approve
the appropriate letters in the following

- matters:
by : 5% Pre-MUR 322;
~ - IR Pre-Mur 334;
’ ¥ Pre-MUR 335.
B. Take no action, close the file effective

April 1, 1997, and approve the appropriate
letters in the following matters:

1. MUR 4139; 10. MOUR 4279;
2. MUR 4150; 11. MUR 4284;
3. MUR 4257; 12. MUR 4332;
4. MUR 4258; 13. MUR 4347,
5. MUR 4260; 14. MUR 4354,
5. MUR 4261; 15. HMUR 4367;
7. MUR 4262; 16. MUR 4371;
8. MUR 4265; 17. MUR 4373;
9. MUR 4272; 18. MUR 4374;

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
Harch 11, 1597

19.
20.
21.
22.
a3.
24.
25.
26.

4375; 27. 4393;
4377; 28. 4397;
4379; 29. 4405,
4383; 30. 4411;
4384; 31. 4414;
4388; 2. 4418;
4350; 33. 4421;
4391; i4. 4448.

EHEEEEE

Commissiconers Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

3-/2-97 W”WZZ/W/

Date tjorla W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DO, 2y s

April 1, 1997

Joseph J. DioGuard)
2 Crofion Avenue
Ossining. NY 10562

RE: MUR 4375
Dear Mr DioGuardi

On May 20, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion recerved your complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Elecuon Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™)

After considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commussion has determined to
exercise 1ts prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against the respondents.  See attached
narmative.  Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on Apnl 1, 1997, Thas

matier will become parnt of the public record within 30 davs

The Act allows a complamnant to seek judicial review of the Commission’s dismissal of
this action See 2 USC §437giang)

Sincerely

P— p‘/,

F Andrew Turléy
Supervisory Attomey
Centrai Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative

Sk Anrws ersan

YESTERIAY TODAY AND T e ROV
DEDE ATED TO» wBEPeed, THE PUBLIC INFORMED




MUR 4375
WESTCHESTER COUNTY CONSERVATIVE PARTY

Joseph J. DioGuardi, congressional candidate in New York's 19th Congressionai Distniet,
alleges that Vincent Natrella sent a letter on April 11, 1996 to 100 Republican and Conservative
Party leaders in the 19th District which advocated the nomination of Sue Kelly and opposed the
anfbchcyof.loscph J. DioGuardi. The complainant asserts that this letter was sent on the
letterhead of the Westchester County Conservative Party ("WCCP") identifying Mr. Natrella as
Chairman of the WCCP and Vice Chairman of the New York State Conservative Party ("State
Parnv”) He asserts that this action constituted a contribution to her candidacy and established the
Conservative Party of Westchester County as an unauthonzed committee for Ms. Kelly. Mr
DioGuard: states that this letter represents a coordinated expenditure on behalf of Ms. Kelly,
evidenced by his view that the text in the Natrella letter was nearly identical to that i a letter
sent by Ms Kelly 10 Republican Party leaders in the 19th District approximately two months
earhier Complainant contends that this letter should have contained a disclaimer. Finally, he
alleges that. by using hus party utles and letterhead. Mr Natrella suggests that the letter was pawd
for and or authonzed by the WCCP and State Party This evidences, according to Mr
DioGuardi. that the two party organizations knowingly permitted their names to be used to effect
a contribution made in the name of another. and that Ms Kellv and the Sue Kelly for Congress
Commutiee (the “Commuttee”) knowingly accepted a contnbution made by one person in the
name of another Complamant also alleged that Mr Natrella misrepresented his position and
authonty as Vice Chairman of the State Party in the letter This complaint 1s substantially
similar to that filed in MUR 4367 bv the same complainant involving different respondents

Respondent Michael R Long. State Party Chairman, indicates that he and the State Party
first learmed of Mr Natrella's Apnl 24 letter when he received a copy from Mr. DioGuardi's
counsel Mr Long states that "|njeither the content nor the mailing of the Natrella Letter was
approved or authonized bv™ or paid for by the State Partv. According to Mr. Long. Mr. Natrella
has not been Vice Chairman of the State Partv since September 1990

Respondent Vincent Natrella demes all but two alleganons  He admits that he mailed the
Apnl 11 lener "with the cooperation of . Sue Kellv for Congress” as an exercise of his First
Amendment nghts He also admits that his letter did not contan a disclaimer but demies that o
fails 10 provide non-authonzation notice  He concedes that the postage and envelopes were pawd
for by Sue Kellv for Congress

The Sue Kelly for Congress commutiee response 1s aimost identical to that of Mr
Natrella in all matenal respects This respondent admits that the Natrella letier was mailed wath
its cooperation, and that it paid for postage and envelopes

In her own response, Respondent Sue Kelly states that she did not personally play any
role 1n the preparation and/or mailing of the Apnil 11 letter  Her response is otherwise nearly
identical in all matenal respects with those of the Commitiee and Mr Natrella

This manter 15 less significant relative 10 other matters pending before the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHESGTON, D.C Jode i

Apnli 1, 1997

Twohy, Kelleher & Gallagher, LLP
188 Montague Street, 9th Floor
Brooklyn, NY 11201-3609

MUR 4375

The Honorable Sue W Kelly

Kelly for Congress Commitiee, George Sanossian, Treasurer

Vincent Natrella. Chairman, Westchester County Conservative Party
Dear Mr. Muir

On Mav 30, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified vour chents of a complaint
alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copy
of the complaim was enclosed wath that notification

After considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise 1ts prosecutonal discrenion and to take no action against vour chents. See attached
narrative.  Accordingly, the Commussion closed its file in this matter on Apnl 1, 1997

The confidentainy provisions of 2 U S .C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addimon. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any me following certification of the Commission's vote.

It vou wish 1o submit anv factual or legal matenals to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible  While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional matenals. anv permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If vou have anv questions, please contact Jenmifer Henrv at (202) 219-3400

Sincerel

o i
F. Andrew Turley
Supervison Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative

Wetwr rare A MR AT « TR Anrirsersdn

YISTERIMAY. TOMDAY AND TOMORRO W
DEDN ATED 1O KEEPING THE PUBLMEC INFORMED




MUR 4378
WESTCHESTER COUNTY CONSERVATIVE PARTY

Joseph J. DioGuardi, congressional candidate in New York's 19th Congressional District,
alleges that Vincent Natrella sent a letter on April 11, 1996 to 100 Republican and Conservative
Party leaders in the 19th District which advocated the nomination of Sue Kelly and opposed the
candidacy of Joseph J. DioGuardi. The complainant asserts that this letter was sent on the
letterhead of the Westchester County Conservative Party ("WCCP") identifying Mr. Natrella as
Chairman of the WCCP and Vice Chairman of the New York State Conservative Party ("State
Party"). He asserts that this action constituted a contribution to her candidacy and established the
Conservative Party of Westchester County as an unauthonzed committee for Ms. Kelly. Mr
DioGuards states that this letter represents a coordinated expenditure on behalf of Ms. Kelly-
evidenced by his view that the text in the Natrella letter was nearly identical to that in a letter
sent by Ms. Kelly to Republican Party leaders i the 19th Distrnict approximately two months
earher. Complainant contends that this letter should have contained a disclaimer. Finally, he
alleges that, by using his party utles and letierhead, Mr Natrella suggests that the letter was paid
for and/or authorized by the WCCP and State Party. This evidences, according to Mr
DioGuardi, that the two party organizations knowingly permitted their names to be used to effect
a contnbution made in the name of another. and that Ms Kelly and the Sue Kelly for Congress
Commuttee (the “Commuttee™) knowingly accepted a contnbution made by one person in the
name of another Complainant also alleged that Mr Natrella misrepresented his position and
authonity as Vice Chairman of the State Party in the letter  This complaint 1s substantially
similar to that filed 1n MUR 4367 by the same complainant involving different respondents

Respondent Michael R Long, State Party Chairman, indicates that he and the State Party
first learned of Mr. Natrella's April 24 lerter when he received a copy from Mr. DioGuardi's
counsel Mr Long states that “[njeither the content nor the mailing of the Natrella Letter was
approved or authonzed bv" or paid for by the State Parm According to Mr. Long, Mr. Natrella
has not been Vice Chairman of the State Party since September 1990

Respondent Vincent Natrella demes all but two allegatons. He admits that he mailed the
April 11 letter "wath the cooperation of . Sue Kellv for Congress™ as an exercise of his First
Amendment nghts  He also admits that his letter did not contain a disclaimer but demes that 1t
farls o provide non-authonzation notice. He concedes that the postage and envelopes were paid
for by Sue Kellv for Congress

The Sue Kelly for Congress commitiee response 1s almost identical to that of Mr
Natrella i all marenai respects  This respondent admits that the Nartrella letter was mailed with
s cooperation, and that i1t paid for postage and envelopes

In her own response, Respondent Sue Kelly states that she did not personally play any
role in the preparation and/or mailing of the Apnl 11 letter. Her response 1s otherwise nearly

identical in all matenal respects with those of the Commitiee and Mr. Natrella

This matter 1s less sigmficant relative to other matters pending before the Commassion.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTION, 0L 204610
Apnl 1, 1997

Patrick J. Foye, Esq
919 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022

RE MUR 4375 )
Michael R. Long, Chairman, Conservative Party of
the State of New York

Dear Mr_ Fove

On May 30, 1996, the Federal Eiection Commission notified your clients of a complaint
~ alleging centamn violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification

Te After considenng the circumstances of this matier. the Commussion has determined to
exercise its prosecutonial discretion and 10 take no action against vour chients. See attached
narrative  Accordingly, the Commission closed 1ts file in this matter on Apnl 1, 1997

The confidentaiity provisions of 2 US.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

o within 30 davs, this could accur at any ume following certification of the Commission's vote

IT vou wish 10 submit any factual or legal matenals o appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file mav be placed on the public record prior to receipt of vour

) addinonal matenals, anv permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If vou have any questions, please contact Jenniler Henry at (202) 219-3400

Sincereh

F Andrew Turley
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Altachment
Narrative

« JUEh AnnoeTsan

i e tw
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MUR 4378
WESTCHESTER COUNTY CONSERVATIVE PARTY

Joseph J. DioGuardi, congressional candidate in New York's 19th Congressional District.
alleges that Vincent Natrella sent a letter on April 11, 1996 1o 100 Republican and Conservative
Party leaders in the 19th District which advocated the nomination of Sue Kelly and opposed the
candidacy of Joseph J. DioGuard:. The complainant asserts that this letter was sent on the
letterhead of the Westchester County Conservative Party ("WCCP") identifving Mr. Natrella as
Chairman of the WCCP and Vice Chairman of the New York State Conservative Party ("State
Party”). He asserts that this action constituted a contnbution to her candidacy and established the
Conservative Party of Westchester County as an unauthonzed committee for Ms. Kelly. Mr
DioGuards states that this letter represents a coordinated expenditure on behalf of Ms. Kelly,
evidenced by his view that the text in the Natrella letter was nearly identical to that in a letter
sent bv Ms. Kelly 10 Republican Party leaders in the 19th District approximately two months
carhier Complainant contends that this letter should have contained a disclaimer. Finally, he
alleges that, bv using his party utles and letterhead, Mr Natrella suggests that the letter was paid
for and/or authonzed by the WCCP and State Party  This evidences, according to Mr
DioGuardh. that the two party orgamizations knowingly permitted their names to be used to effect
a contribution made 1n the name of another. and that Ms. Kellv and the Sue Kelly for Congress

M Commintee (the “Commniee™) knowinglv accepted a contribution made by one person in the
S name of another Complamnant also alleged that Mr Natrella misrepresented his position and
authonty as Vice Chairman of the State Partv in the letter. This complaint 1s substantially

N stmilar to that filed \n MUR 4367 by the same complainant involving different respondents.

Respondent Michael R Long, State Partv Chairman, indicates that he and the State Party

~ first learmed of Mr Natrella's Apnl 24 letter when he received a copy from Mr. DioGuardi's

~ counsel Mr Long states that “|njeither the content nor the mailing of the Natrella Letter was
approved or authonzed bv" or paid for by the State Party  According to Mr. Long, Mr. Natrella

has not been Vice Chairman of the State Panv since September 1990

Respondent Vincent Natrella demes all but two allegations. He admits that he mailed the
April |1 lerter "with the cooperation of - Sue Kellv for Congress” as an exercise of s First
Amendment nghts  He also admats that his letter did not contain a disclaimer but demies that it
tails to provide non-authonzation notice He concedes that the postage and envelopes were paid
tor by Sue Kelly for Congress

The Sue Kelly for Congress commuitiee response 1s aimost identical to that of Mr
Natrelia i all matenal respects  This respondent admits that the Natrella letier was mailed with
is cooperation. and that it paid for postage and envelopes

In her own response, Respondent Sue Kellv states that she did not personally play any
role in the preparation and/or mailing of the Aprii 11 letter Her response 1s otherwise nearly
identical in all matenal respects with those of the Commuttee and Mr Natrella

This matter 1s less significant relative to other matters pending before the Commission
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