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~

Debbie Stabenow for Congress Committee
COMPLAINT

SUMMARY

On May 12, 1996, the Our Choice II political action commitiee hosted a "PAC" fund-
raiser for the express unlawful purpose of funneling excessive contributions to two
congressional campaigns: the Re-Elect Lynn Rivers Committee and Debbie Stabenow for
Congress. Our Choice II brazenly boasted its intention to skirt FEC law and earmark the
proceeds of this PAC fund-raiser in several invitation letters, soliciting contributors to
disregard legal limits. Specifically, these two campaigns:

1. Accepted excessive contributions from a non-multicandidate PAC. QOur Choice
I1 is not now and has never been a multicandidate committee capable of
contributing 35,000 per candidate per election. The PAC's $10,234
contributions to each campaign were prima facie unlawful.

Under-reported receipt of in-kind contributions irrespective of the actual
fundraising expenses incurred by the PAC. The PAC reported $1,190 of in-
kind contributions to each candidate but actually spent $1,734. The Stabenow
campaign reported receipt of $1,500 in-kind. The Rivers campaign reported
receipt of $1,500 eleven days later without explanation.

Accepted funds solicited by unlawful promises of earmarking. Donors who had
already contributed the maximum amount permitted by law were urged to keep
giving morn2y to the candidates, using the PAC as a pass-through vehicle to skirt
the law. (lilegal solicitation letters attached).

1I.  JURISDICTION

The National Republican Congressional Committee ("N.R.C.C."), by and through its
Executive Director, Maria Cino, brings this complaint pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1)
(1994). The N.R.C.C. is located at 320 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003.




IIl. FACTS

Our Choice II is not now and never has been recognized by the FEC as a
multicandidate political committee. Candidates receiving contributions from this PAC could
know this fact simply by (1) looking at the front page of Our Choice II's filings, where the
PAC fails to check the "multicandidate status” box or (2) calling the FEC's public information
line at (202) 219-3420. Non-multicandidate PACs are limited to contributions of $1,000 per
candidate per election.

THE SHAM "PAC” FUND-RAISER

In February, 1996, the Our Choice II PAC distributed an advance fundraising
solicitation advertising a Mothers' Day fundraising event to help Debbie Stabenow and Lynn
Rivers' campaigns. The Our Choice II letter, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1,
urged recipients to:

Please show this letter to your friends so they will understand why Lana is doing an
Our Choice event rather than asking for individual donations for Lynn and Debbie
Stabenow.

The letter then attempted to explain to why a PAC fund-raiser -- as opposed to a
candidate fund-raiser -- was being planned. It stated:

If we were to hold this event for Lynn, all these expenses would have to be
documented and either recorded as a donation or a contribution "in-kind." . . . Since
Our Choice 11 is a registered Political Action Committee, it can spend money on
administration and overhead, as part of its function. This means that we do not have to
charge the candidates for postage, printing, cost of food & drink, etc., as part of the
event. Thus we can donate the maximum possible to each candidate.

Clearly, the Our Choice II Mothers' Day fund-raiser was intended to raise money for
two specific federal candidates. Further benefits to other candidates or committees would be
incidental (and in fact did not occur). The February solicitation plainly declared that “{o]ur
goal is to raise at least $20,000 at this event," enough to fully fund these two candidates alone.
A second Our Choice II fundraising solicitation from April 1996 highlights the singular
purpose of the Mothers' Day fund-raiser -- helping Stabenow and Rivers -- even more starkly.
See Our Choice II Apr. Let. (Exh. 2). The April solicitation asked contributors to:

Please help . . . by supporting a Mother's Day fund-raiser for two great candidates,
outstanding freshman Congresswoman Lynn Rivers and ... Debbie Stabenow. ...
These two highly qualified women in adjacent Michigan districts will win — if they can
raise enough money.




Attached to the April solicitation letter were navigational directions to the event that
clarified the purpose of the fund-raiser further still, mentioning only Rivers and Stabenow and
promising contributors that "[p]roceeds of the event will be divided equally between the Rivers
and Stabenow campaigns to the allocable Federal limit of $10,000 per campaign and then to
other candidates...” See Our Choice Il Event Flier (Exh. 3). Without any doubt, the purpose
of the Mothers Day fund-raiser was to support these two specific federal campaigns alone, and
any donations would be so earmarked.

SOLICITATION OF EXCESSIVE CONTRIBUTIONS

In the February solicitation letter the Our Choice II committee further encouraged
individual donors to break the law and ignore federal contribution limits. The February letter
suggested that donors who had already given maxi.num contributions to the Stabenow and
Rivers' campaigns "may give additional funds through Our Choice.” As is described below,
such advice is inaccurate and unlawful solicitation of wrongdoing.

The sham Our Choice II Mothers Day fund-raiser was held on May 12, 1996. As had
been promised to the Our Choice II contributors, the PAC subsequently forwarded money to
Debbie Stabenow and Lynn Rivers. See Our Choice 1l 6/12/95 FEC Report Disbursement page
2 (Exh. 4).

Discrepancies appear as to just what Our Choice II spent, what each candidate received
and when. On its "detailed summary page” Our Choice II listed all of its expenses as
"operating expenditures” and itemized no money as "contributions to federal candidates." See
Our Choice II 7/15/96 Filing Detailed Summary Page (Exh. 4). However, on its itemized
disbursements page Our Choice II declares $17,000 in direct "candidate support” for these two
candidates, $2,381 as in-kind "candidate support”, and $1,087 more for "consulting,"
"supplies” and "event expenses” prior to the Mothers Day event. Id.

The Stabenow Campaign acknowledges the $8,500 in direct contributions and lists
exactly $1,500 in in-kind contributions received, although this arbitrary figure does NOT jibe
with any reported expenditures by Our Choice I1. See July 15, 1996 FEC Report of Ssabenow
Jor Congress Committee (Exh. 5). The Rivers Committee reports $8,500 in direct suppert —
listed as received days pefore the Our Choice II records making the contributions — and
further itemizes $1,500 received eleven days gfter the event, presumably in-kind but not stated
as such. See July 15, 1996 FEC Report of Reelect Lynn Rivers Committee (Exh. 6).

I1V. DISCUSSION

Our Choice II is not now and has never been qualified as a federal "multicandidate
committee.” See Our Choice II 1995-1996 Activity FEC Report (Exh. 7). This fact is readily
apparent from the PAC's filings and easily confirmable at the Commission. E.g., FEC Pubiic
Records Office (202) 219-3420. Our Choice II may therefore contribute no more than $1,000




to any candidate in any election. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a). Contributions of $10,234 to each
candidate are massively excessive and must be disgorged.

The Our Choice II fundraising letters solicit earmarked contributions and therefore they
-- and the event expenses -- constitute in-kind contributions by the PAC to the candidates. A
communication or expenditure made in support of specific candidates is an in-kind
contribution if the person making the communication or expenditure collects and forwards
the money to the candidate's committee. See AO 1980-46 (where a committee solicits
contributions for specific candidates with the intent that the committee will forward the
contributions to the candidates, the committee is not engaged in making independent
expenditures but is acting as a conduit for the candidates and will have to report the
contributions as such). Our Choice II made at least two communications and several
expenditures in support of specific candidates, forwarded the money raised to those candidates,
but failed to fully report the in-kind contributions as such.

The costs of staging this fund-raiser for these two specific candidates must be reported
as in-kind contributions to the two campaigns. 11 C.F.R. § 100.7(a)(1)(iii) (1996); see also
AO 1975-62 (third-party payment of fundraising costs constitute in-kind contributions to the
candidate for whom the fundraising event is held). Our Choice II has utterly failed to disclose
its costs for printing and mailing the February solicitation, and Our Choice II reported all
$21,290 of its expenditures as "operating” costs and none as "contributions to candidates. "
See Our Choice Il 7/15/96 Filing Detailed Summary Page (Exh. 4). Nor did the PAC
(according to its own report) charge either candidate for the "event expenses” itemized as

payments to "Big Ten Party Store™ and "Ayses Catering” or the "printing,” "consulting" or
"supplies” expenses prior to the event. /d. Since the Our Choice II PAC has done only this
single fund-raiser (according to its own reports), one may conclude that these generic costs
immediately preceding the Mothers' Day event were incurred to help fundraise for these two
candidates.

The Stabenow Committee acknowledges $1,500 in in-kind contributions received as
fundraising costs from Our Choice II, apparently manufacturing this number out of thin air.
The Rivers campaign probably meant to report the $1,500 it reports receiving 11 days later as
"in-kind" but obviously remains plagued by sloppy and inaccurate reporting practices. ¥ Owr
Choice II is to be believed, then it only spent $1,190.50 "in-kind" for each candidate. So
why, then, would the two campaigns acknowledge receipt of imprecise contributions, far more
that they in-fact collected? Further confusion is also generated by the Rivers' Committee's
reporting of (1) receipt of contributions days before the donor committee reports making them
and (2) receipt of (presumably in-kind) contributions of $1,500 11 days qgfter the event. See
11 C.F.R. 110.1(b)(6) (1996)(an in-kind contribution is made on the date that the goods and
services are provided by the contributor).

Most egregiously, the contributors to the Mothers Day fund-raiser who sought to seader
contributions above and beyond the legal limits violated federal election laws. Obviously these
donors were funneling their money to the Stabenow and Rivers campaigns - that is hew Our
Choice 11 enticed them to contribute. A contribution made by a person, either directly or




indirectly, on behalf of a particular candidate, which is in any way earmarked or otherwise
directed through an intermediary or conduit, shall be treated as a contribution from such
person to such candidate. See 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(8), see also MUR 3620 (1995) (Democratic
Senatorial Campaign Committee Violation).

In the case at hand, Our Choice II advertised itself as a conduit offering maxed-out
donors a means to exceed contribution limits. Specifically, Our Choice Il promised that
individuals who have "already donated the maximum to a candidate (e.g. $1000 in the Primary
and $1000 in the General) may give additional funds through Our Choice." See Our Choice II
Feb. Solicitation Letter (Exh. 1).

In addition to saddling the Rivers and Stabenow campaigns with unlawfully excessive
contributions -- which these committees must disgorge and should never have accepted in the
first place -- the PAC's solicitation of illegal contributions might further violate several federal
laws, including criminal statutes. See 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) (1994) (solicitation of excessive
contributions); see also 18 U.S.C. 1341 (1995) (mail fraud).

V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

The N.R.C.C. respectfully requests that the Commission fully investigate the activities
of the Our Choice II political action committee with particular emphasis upon the Mothers Day
fund-raiser designed and intended to exceed contribution limits on behalf of the Stabenow and
Rivers campaigns. In addition, both the Stabenow and Rivers campaigns should be made to
disgorge excessive 2nd illegal contributions received by means of this event. Schemes such as
Our Choice II's must be rejected and discouraged, as they have been by prior Commission
actions. The Commission should take immediate and appropriate action to deter future

violations of the law.
Respectiffly SutE:d;
iafCino

Executive Director

District of Columbia N -
Signed and sworn to before me this- ' th day of _ .
g = | by

!/

B ()

f i X
AT S e

NOTARY PUBLIC

My commission expires:

i D. Acton 3
atary Public, District of Columbia 0
Commission Expires July 14, 1908

N
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EXHIBIT 2

i o
(OUR CHOICE

LANA POLLACK, CHAIR

April, 1996

Deer Friend,

When | ran for the U.S. Senate, | fell a few votes short because | lacked money
to buy one extra day of TV time. | am no longer a candidate for office, but | am
working to raise money for other candidates through OUR CHOICE II, a federal
fund | established to see that qualified Democrats running in winnable districts
would not fail for lack of money.

Please help me put some compassion back into Congress by supporting a
Mother's Day fundraiser for two great candidates, outstanding freshman
~ Congresswoman Lynn Rivers and my former colleague in the State Senate,
3 Debbie Stabenow, who is running a great race against one of Newt Gingrich's
most ardent supporters. These two highly qualified women in adjacent
' Michigan districts will win—if they can raise enough money.

’ Please join us in these campaigns, in person if possible at our Mother's Day
< fundraiser, but at any rate through your critical financial support for OUR
CHOICE i,

Newt Gingrich and his cohorts represent a mean-spirited America. They only
e won by the thinnest of margins and his leadership will end with our victories in
a few key districts like those of Lynn and Debbie.

Piease be invoived. Please be generous to OUR CHOICE i, and in November
we can celebrate a much nicer America.

Si ely,
7 7. )
Lana Pollack

Paid for by OUR CHOICE. P.O. Box 7710. Ann Asbor. Mt 48107, Naomi Gottieb. Tr i i
are not deductible for Federal income fax pusposss. -




. ‘ EXHIBIT 3

LANA POLLACK
Friande of e ———ar
OUR CHOICE B md OUR CHOICE &
Vivienne Armentrout Elzabeth Ong
o Friends of OUR CHOICEIl s e
e S
Lina Deddan Invite You To Celebrate Mother’s Day with Amy Sestno
Jarine Esster Rena Saifer
Susn Two Dynamic Congressional Candidates oy e
T Sty Willama
Mo Jeftrey : HONORABLE LYNN RIVERS Liom Wcrvait
S | ; -
HONORABLE DEBBIE STABENOW
Date: Sunday, May 12, 1996 Contribution: $100 Per Person
Place: Burlington I Atrium Checks payable to: OUR CHOICE T
) 315 East Eisenhower Parkway
Ann Arbor acar Briarwood Send checks to: OUR CHOICEIN
Naomi Gottlieb, Treasurer
Time: 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. P. O. Box 7710

Ann Arbor, Ml 48107

315 East Elsenhower Parkwey == N

peet N h.t"’:’"‘ .| g T

o Elnsnhower Pesiesny
NO LIFT TURN sals Baanhounr tum Siate Stest. TURN
CoABgD L RIGHT astn Essvhower and dautés besk (& B0 vest
94 1o Chaleen, 184 1o US-23, |-275,
Jacimon, 12Tad @ == Maire Airpart and Deolt

Chicago Shamten, Caurtyesd by Murviot, Resisonse v
inn by Mwrie, Hampion s in clues vicinlly Siate Strest
on Soardwalk or Victar's Way - .

Procesds of the event will be divided equally between the Rivers and Stabenow campeigns o the silowable
Fadersl limit of $10,000 per campaign and then 10 ather candidates who can malke a difference.

For jurther information, call Lesh Gunn at (313) 663-7307.
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| 2 FEC IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

USEFECHAI.NGO' LABEL

3. [[] This commitiee as queiified as a mullicandidate
commities. (see FEC FORM M)

4. TYPE OF REPORT
(u)DApmso-.mm

ﬂ.my 15 Quarterly Report

Doaobawwm

COves Rwo

Ismmmm

)

Monthly Report Due On:
O February20 [ June20 [0 October 20
O Merch20 O Juiy20 [] November 20
O Apdi20 O August20 [] December 20
" [0 Mey20 [0 Sepember20 [] Jenuary 31

[ JJanvary 31.Year End Repont - [[] Tweinh day report preceding
(Tvpe of Eeclien)
w Dmmwvoun-ponmyucm alection on in the Siate of
. [] irtieth day report fotiowing the General Election on
[]vemination Regort ' in the State of

SUMMARY

Cash on mm‘.'.ﬁ_

6. (@)

®) Cash on Hand st Beginning of Reposing Period .....

Sesanemrerenomacioreanssutinanns

$
()  Total Recelpts (rom Line 19) A3 25 /5000 |3
(@ Sublotsl (sdd Lines 6) and 6(c) for Column A and
" Lines 6(s) and 8(c) for Coksmn 8) 2 LS 29463008 25 é3.s0

7. Totsl Disburssments (rom Line 1S 2] 29008 S Z/45%.00

Cash on Hand st Close of Pariod (subiract Line 7 frem Line () ...| 3 7/73.00\%  7/73,00 |
A Obiigatione Owed TO tho Commities :
; Mmmcmmm .............. $ — — it
10. Debts and Obiigations Owed BY the Commities s e 00 € Srest, MW

(temize all on Scheduls C andkx Scheduls D) Wantinggon, 0 20463
Tcertily thet [ have examined this Report and o the ua'mywmwumm L::"'m
and complete. N0

T o P Neme ol Tssrse — { \oody) So7TTLIER

Signaturs of Treasurer ) 3 z : Y

NOTE: Submission of faise, erronsous, or incompiste information may subject the pereon signing this Report 1o the penalies of 2 US.C. §437g.
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it ETAILED SUMMARY PA Exsr 4
OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEME
” PAGE 2, FEC FORM 3X (re isuet 1/191)
NAME OF COMMITTEE REPORT COVERING PERIOD
COLUMN A COLUMN B
I. Receipts Totsl This Peried Calender Year
11.  Contributions (other than loans) From: .
2. Individual/Persons Other Than Poiitical Committees
L hemized (use Scheduie A) .............. Z 3550 AL 576  |vas
TR O ... (804 and ) > ZIBBA | AL 278 s
b. Poktical Party Commitiees 1@)
c.  Other Political Commiliees (such as PACs)................ - L 114)
d. Total Contributions ... eveseememnseneenenen. (@00 2 i, D @NA €) B 723550 285700 |1
12. Translers From Miiaiodlovm Pmy Commmas ........ 12
13. AN Loans Received .. g 13
14 Loan Repayments Rewvod ...................................... 14
15. Ofisets Ta Operating Expenditures (Refunds. Rebaies, otc.) e [ @20 /600 15
16. Refunds of Contributions Made 1o Federal Candidates and Other Poilical Commitises ......... 16
17.  Other Federal Recsipts (Dividends, Interast, oic.) ........ 17
18. Transfers from Nonfederal Account for Joint Activity . — 18
19, TO ROCHOS .....ooccocorrecreerrees e ceennnee: (300 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18) > Z2 754 §§Z§ 19
20. Total Federal Recepts ..................... ... (subtract ing 18 from lne 19) > _25/5) > § 2
- 1L Disbursements
21 Operating Expenditures:
a smm&wmrmmmmsamm) :
e Z/ 290 2/ "‘% g 200
i. Non-FederalShare ......... et s 216
b. Other Federal Operating Expendnum ; i 21p)
c.  Total Operating Expenditures ... ... (add 2, a & and b) > Al 290 2/ 758 |oe
22, Transiers to Affiiated’Other PanyCommees Sl 2
23. Contributions o Federal Candidates/Committees and Other Poliical Commitiess ................ 23
24. independent Expenditures (use Schedule E) o
25. Coordirated Expenditures Made by Party Commitiees (2 U.S.C. 44'a(d)) (use Scheduls F) .. -]
27. LOBIEMBID .......ooocoeremsresserr e emeernncoomn 3 2
28. Relunds of Contributions To:
b. Pollical Party Committees ........ )
¢ Other Political Commitises (such as PACs) 2k)
d  Total Conribution Refunds (adda,bandc) > 2%
29. Other Disbursements - : 2
0. Total DiSDUTSEMENtS .........ococrooconee.. . .. (800 216, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28d, and 20) > 27298 2] S5F )
31 Total Federal Dishursements ................................... (Subtact ine 21 a i from line 30) > 2/ 240 2 488 |3
M. Net Contrbutions/Opersting Expenditures
%2 Total Contribusans (oher than loans){from tine 11d).... | 235%0 25575 |=
2. Toml Conrbution Retunds (rom ine 28d) : 3
. Mmm(mmmxwrmmr‘%naz) 255450 25575 |u
35 Total Federal Opersting EXpOndtU®s .............. oo (add 21 2l and 21 b) > 2/ 290 2/ 459 =
38 Ofisets 1o Operating Expsndiwes (from ine 15) /5‘4 L [600 |u
o NeCwwtpemen . eecwneampl (7690
g ; : i e fir
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SCHEDULEB

EXHIBIT 4

ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

PAGE / 1C)F Z’

FOR LINE NUMBER
[

Anywormaﬁoncopiodlromunhchommsum‘mynmbuoldorusodbyanypomn!orlhipurpouououcmngcwﬁbm«brcommml
purpases, other than using the name and address of any political committee to solicit contributions from such committes.

NAME OF COMMITTEE (in Puff)

22U CHfores 2

*

A, Full Name, Malling Address snd TP Cote 2
STABLENL Y FOR. CONGRESS

PO BoX 4945
EAST LANS/WE 1)) 45826

Purpose of Dishursement

CADDIOATE SOPNA]

mwmmﬁ]_]m
Other (apecily)

Dats (monin,
day, year) -

5/5/96

8. Full Neme, Mailing Address and ZIP Cede
LI RIVERS Fop CoMEALESS
o bix §293
Ann ARBor. M/ Y5/167

Purposs ol Disbursement
q

Qther (specify)

Date (month,
day, year)

M

C. Full Neme, Mailing Address and TP Code
STAB MO FOR CONSLESS
PO BOK 49YS
EAST LANSIWE 7Y {3526

Purpose of Disbursement
k

Other (specily)

Date (month,
cuy. yoar)

5/1%/%4

D. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code
LYVN RIVERS FOR CoNGLESS
Fo Lox 8293

AN AZBoR [l HE/07

Purpoas ol Disburserment
N

mlonum MGomru
Other (specily) :

Date (month,
day. year)

5/73/96

E. Full Name, Malling Addresa and ZWP Code
VS POSTAE8.
Sl cRLENE RD

AUV ARBOL-. 2V H4F/05

Purposs of Disbursement
74

Drsbursemaent for. Primary Qeneral
M(MN U

Oate (month,
duy. year)

Y344
Y224

F. Full Nema, Meiling Address and 70 Cede

LiC/A LOPO
4 //m/, FAOD Ik PL

AN ARpoa 7)) S8/0F

Purpose of Disbursement

CONSL LT/ 46~

wwmprmuem-
Other (specity)

Oete (monih,
day, yeer)

-7

G. Full Nama, Malling Address and ZIP Code

WicH comm PEWS
FE5 b MicH AVE
wAgpe 27/ y2/8¥

Purpose of Otsbursement

CAVO! DRATE SorvRT

Other (apecity) 3

Dste (month,
dawy. yeur)

Yl

H. Full Nams, Maifing Address and 2P Code
Bl TEN LAATY SToRE
/928 pPAcEARLD
AON ARB R p3?! 45108

Purpose of Disbursement
EVEL] (X Pép S o

“Disbursement for: |S>Q Prmary | | Genersl
W(MM U

Dete (month,
dey. year)

5-6-96

L Fuil Neme, Malliing Address and 2IP Cede
Y5&6S CA7TER NS~

5 B UALAVE
3%5 gcéoz LS

Purpose of Disbursement
LUl EXpEvsE

Onte {(month,
day, ysar)

S-/0-9k

mrnofnmmm Page {optional)
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SCHEDULE B

&!D DiISBURSEMENTS

EXHIBIT 4

PAQE

OF z_
FOR UINE =
2/(a ¢

AnyinbrmuionoopbdImmwchHmmmmmqnubgmuuwbywmmumdMMammu
purposes, other than using the namae and address of any polllical committee to solicit contributions from such commities,

NAME OF COMMITTEE (In Full)

o EHoree Z

A. Full Neme, Meiling Addrees and TIP Code

OFF)Cc & DEPe
o 1 13w Priy

AN A Bof. A #8798

de
SuprES

ohumhq'gpm [_] Geners
Other (specily)

Amount of Each
Disburesment This Period

/7209

B. Fuil Neme, Mailling Address end TP Code

AP DATA PASE
P720 AUSHVIEN
PINKIEY 77/

Purpose of Disbursement
EOPSUL. TIMVE

Other (specily) :

Amount of Each
Oisbursement This Period

/1700

C. Full Nerme, Maiting Addresa and 2P Code
GREAT Cory
LoRoOY &1/0

AW ALIEORT ! L§)ST

Purposs of Disbursement

PR ITIMNG

Other (specity)

Amount of Esch
Disbursement Thig Period

/8% 07

0. Full Narwe, Malfing Addrese and ZIP Cede
RpPS CONSULTALTS
34935 RIpPEIMNARAI_
AN ARBIZ Y YT/O5

Purpose of Disbursement
CONSOLT /G~

[ owwer tapacityy

mv@muw _

Amount of Each

[ Disbursement This Period

360,02

E. Full Neme, Meiling Address and 2P Code
LEAH Surr :
1305 £, STAROINVTT
AN ARPBOR I Y5705

Pumose of Disbursemeant

SOPPLIES

Other (specily)

Amount of Each
Olsburssment This Period

8,00

P. Full Name, Malling Address and 2P Cede
REtVp B0rFE
w3 SECOLL ST

Suip ARIOR 1Y /03

Purpose of Disbursement

SUPPLIeS

ST s

Amount of Each .
Disbursement This Pericd

3% 00

Q. Full Name, Malling Address and 2P Cede

Purpose of Disbursement

wu-]_]mm[_ro-u
Other (specily)

Amount of Each
Disbursement This Period

. Fufl Neme, iMalling Address and ZIP Code

Purpase of Olebursement

L Full Neme, Malling Addrese and ZIP Code

Purpose of Disbursesent

WuUm | Generat

SUSTOTAL of DisbursementaThis Page (0pHONS!) ... ........ccocvueurerrrerasercseesseesns

.| TOTAL Thie Pariod flast page this ine rusier oy
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EXHIMIT 5

“REPORT o RECEN)S AND DISBURSEMENTS {§

For An Authorized Committes
{Summary Page)
MI/08 032996 P 404

S
R TONGRESS

g 1
MVH IO

i )
porm2Zol

(8]
2

O = O

Z0Mm
o=

M1

2 FECI FICA NU
€C00307710
3 5™ AN NDMENT?

[] ves E NO

USE FEC MAILING LABEL
OR
TYPE OR PRINT

4. TYPE OF REPORT
3 Apni 15 Quartery Repor D 12-Oay Pre-Election Report lor the

{Type ot Election:
g July 15 Cuarterty Repon election cn N the Sute of

[ Ocicoer 15 Quatterty Repon "1 30-Day Post-Election Report for the
(Type of Elecucn;

E January 31 Year End Report election cn n the State of

D July 31 Mid-Year Report (Non-election Yaar Only) D Terminaton Repon

2,’,,:'3:," i g Pemary Bacion [[] General Election [] specai Eecton

SUMMARY

COLUMN A

Covenng Penod ___4/01/96 ihough _6/30/96

{a)  Totai Coninbutions (other than icanrs) (from Line 11(e)) ... v | 289 L€ BN 520 93700

iy Tota! Contnbution Retunds (Irom Lne 20(d)) . ... ... .. . . . . $0.00 150.00 °

(c) _Net Contritaions (other than loans) (subwract Line §(b) from 6(@)) .. .. | 252 295 80 .530,787.00

Net Operahng Expendilures
{a)  Tolal Operatmg Expenditures (from Line 17) ..._... 170,196.36 281,279.90

(o)  Total Offests io Operating Expencitures (from Line 14) ... ... -0- 759.00

{c) _ Net Operating Expenditures (subiract L » 7(b) kom 7(a))............ ... .| 176,196.36 280,520.90

Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (from Lin@ 27) ... ..o oo 451.398.7 Par further informastier
Debts and Obhkgations Owed TO the Commitiee S
(Remize ot on Schedile C andior Schedule D) ... .......coo.oomermeeeeocceere e 0= F::-Ia'::‘""m

Osebts and Cbiigations Owed BY the Cemmitive Wamhirginn, (€. 20683
(hemuze all on Schedule C andfor Schedule D) ........................ 12 :22 ;i Toll Free 800-424-9530

1 certity that | have examined this Report and to the bes! of my knowladge and behef i is true, correct Locsl 202-219-3420

|
g Date
b 7712/96
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SCHEDULE A
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Contributions from Other Political Committees

Use Sepesane
for each
Detailed Summary

$ oF

POR LINE NUMBER

1)

Any information copied Gom such Reports and Statements may not be sold or used by sy i )
‘ porson for the purpose of seliciting contributions or for commercial
purposas, other than using the name and address of any political commities to solicit contributions from such comemities "

J

Washingion DC 20004

NAME OF COMMITEE(ia Full) Stabenow for Congress 00307710
Full Nome, Melling Addrem sad ZIP Code Nasne of Employer Oone (month, doy, yesr) Amount of Loch
Michigan Credit Union League Rocuigt his Peried
Legislative Action Fund 03/10/96 $500.00
P O. Box 3040 '
Southfield MI 49086 ——
Receipt For: Primary Aggregate Y esr-to-dar $500.00
Full Nome, Malling Addrem sad ZIP Code Nosse of Empisyer Dot (menth, day, yeur) Amoust of Each
Commitiee to Elect Burton Leland Roospt this Peried
20765 Tireman 05/1096 $100.00
Detroit M1 48228
Occupstion
Racsipt Fer: Primary Agpregate Y mur-to-dete> $100.00
Pull Nome, Mailing Adii/eee snd ZiP Code Name of Employer Dute (msndh, day, yoar) Amsust of Each
Greenvote Ressipt this Peried
I1 Bescon St #920 05/13/96 $500.00
Boston MA 02108
Rereipt For: Primary Aggregate Yeor-i-dote> £500.00 -
Foll Nome, Maliing Address sad ZIP Code Name of Employer Date menth, dey, yeor) Amoant of Rach
Our Choice Il Recsigt thin Peried
POBox 7710 05/12/96 $1500.00
Ann Arbor MI 48107
Occupation (In-kind)
; FR Expenses
Recuipt For: Primary Agpregate Yesr-io-dete> $1500.00
Full Neme, Malliag Addrem and ZIP Code Neme of Empiayer Dete (menth, duy, year) Amoust of Lach
Our Choice 11 Resuipt this Period
POBox 7710 05/15/96 $3500.00
Ana Arbor Ml 48107
Oecopation
Rocsipt For: Primary Agrreges Yser-to-dute> $5000.00
Pall Name, Mailing Addrams emd Z1P Code Nawe of Employer Dotm (mendh, doy, yuer) Amreunt of floch
Ouwr Chelos ll. Ressipt this Perted
POBox 7710 03/1596 " $5000.00
Ann Arbor Ml 48107
Ocrupetion
Reesipt Por: General Aggregeh Yoor-t-dut> $10000.00
Mn-gu-um_-lu'c-a MNeme of Empleyer Dete (aenth, duy, yoar) Amssnt of Lach
General Electric Company Bascsigh Bda Peried
Political Action Committes 0572896 $150.00
1299 y Ave NW #1100
Pennsylvania o




1s:5.5::+ REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMEN o
For An Committes 1
Page) r:,E; i
[ 1. NANE OF COMMITTEE (in hui) liv::iuli(—)."':'
LYNN : T
ADORESS (number and street) cm%uummmrm. Jll. IS | 20 P“ .$

0.0 Rox 8293

CITY, STATE and ZIP COOE STATEDISTRICT

Ann Arbor, M- 98078293 ML (3

4. TYPE OF REPORT
D 12-Day Pre-Election Aepon for the

USE FEC Hal:‘.llﬂ LABEL
TYPE OR PRINT

(Type of Becton)
slection on i the Siete of

(] 30-Dsy Post-Eiaction Report for the

D January 31 Year End Repont electon on

[] Juy 31 mia-Year Reont (Non-siecton Year Only) (] Termnation Aegon

mm-m X’mey Electon D General Blechon D Specws Elecuon
SUMMARY
- - COLUMN A
mpmAml_l,Jﬂ_‘ih.m__‘mf_SQ,ﬂﬂb This Period
// // o //// e /, ;«, /%/’/f
Nat Contributions (other then loans) ///’///4/ / ’/'// W g :///////

7

(a) Total Conirbutions (other than loans) (from Line 11(8)) ..........cce...e.... | ] (¢5 I .00

()  Total Comtribution Relunds (from Line 20(d) /000 (2,9)

ie)  Net Comributions (other then loans) (subtract Line 8(b) from 8(a)) ]l? 57 oo |

Net Operating Exponditures
(a) Total Operating Expenditures (from Line 17) 78 ig[ig

@) Total Olfsets 1o Operating Expenditures (from Line 14) ......................... 0.00 |

(€)  Net Operating Expenditures (sublrect Line 7} from 7(a)) ............... | T K . 921. Z&

&  Cashon Hand at Close of Reporting Period (from Line 27 . .. ... .. _ 1}%?{2?7

L § Detts ang Obligations Owed TO the Commtes |
(Memize all on Schedule C and/or SChedWe D) ... oo | O

10. Detts and Obligations Owed BY the Commtise
(Remize o on Scheduse C andior Schedue D) .............. £ .29
lmulmmmwmmmmdmmw i iue. comect

Wmmm\sl;b b

'!i--nﬂ'"-;"yhcw M)w{/ E_&ﬂ;& ;

NOTE: Subsmission of false. srronscus. of incompists information mey subject the person signing this Repon 9 the penalies of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

FEC FORM 3
(revised 4/87)
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EXHIBIT 6

### ITEMIZED RECEIPTS . Page 6
Schedule A (Line 11lc) - Contributions From Other Pol. Cttes. (PACs)

LYNN RIVERS FOR CONGRESS

Donor Name Employer/Occupation

Mailing Address

City, State, Zipcode

Primary/General/Debt Date of Receipt Amount of Receipt

Year to Date Donations

Any information copied from such reports and statements may not
be sold or used by uny person for the purpose of soliciting
contributions or for commercial purposes, other than using the name
and address of any political committee to solicit contributions
from such committes.

ax —— = = AR T TS rE T T I EE NS I AE S S S NEEEIEE R T O A T X
Our Choice II
PO Box 7710
Ann Arbor, MI 48107
Geperal 05/12/96 5,000.00
Primary 05/12/96 3,536,990
05/23/96 1,500.0vu

Michigan Boilermakers PAC
5936 Chase Road
Dearborn, MI 48126
Primary 05/17/96
Primary 06/10/96 2,000.00
06/30/96 500.00
2,700.00

Chrysler Political Suppcrt Comm.
12000 Chrysler Dr.
CIMS 416-13-08
Highland Park, MI 48288-0001
06/11/96

Consumers Power Co.
212 W. Michigan Ave
Jackson, MI 49201
06/11/96
1,000.00

Northwest Airlines PAC
5101 MNorthwaest Drive
St. Paul, MN 55111
Primary 06/24/96 500.00
500.00
Southern Minnesota Sugar Coop. PAC
PO Box 500 A
Renville, MN 56284
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EXHIBIT 7

oy Bis v O

- SL - !'lDl ELECTION COMMISSION DATE 23JUL96

1995-1996 PAGE 1

TYPE OF FILER

RECEIPTS DISBURSE

MID-YEAR REPORT 1,020 1JAN9S -30JUN95

YEAR-END 200 32

1JULSS -31DECS5

APRIL QUARTERLY

1,728 168 3,313 1JANS6 -31MARS6

JULY QUARTERLY

25,150 21,290 7,173 1APR96 -30JUN96

TOTAL 28,095 23,395

) FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
' QUARTERLY SUMMARY DATABASE 1995-96 07/23/1996
5 THROUGH 3/31/96

CONTRIBUTIONR SUMMARY - PARTY AND INCUMBENT/CHALLENGER

NAME
DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN OTHER PARTY INCUMBENT CHALLENGER OPEN SEAT

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

TOTAL:

™~ DEMOCRATIC : -1,020
REPUBLICAN : 0
OTHEBR PARTY: 0
INCUMBENT : 0

CHALLENWGER :
OPEN SEAT:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 31, 1996

Maria Cino, Executive Director

National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

Dear Ms. Cino:

This letter acknowledges receipt on July 25, 1996, of your complaint alleging possible
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
The respondent(s) will be notified of this complaint within five days.

The respondents will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please
forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be sworn to in the same
manner as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4417. Please refer to
this number in all future commuaications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling comp!aints.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

July 31, 1996

Thomas A. Webb, Treasurer

Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 8293

Ann Arbor, MI 48107-8293

Dear Mr. Webb:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the Lynn
Rivers 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 4417. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

L'nder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be tak¢: 1 against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit aay factual
or legx nater'als 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 lSdlyn,theCommmlyﬁbhhm
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) aad
§ 437g(a)(12)X(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 telephsae 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.

Sipeerely,

olleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
E) Washington, DC 20463

July 31, 1996

Alan P. Suits, Treasurer
Stabenow for Congress
P.O. Box 4945

East Lansing, MI 48826

Dear Mr. Suits:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Stabenow
for Congress (“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 4417. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit asy 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 lSdnys,d:cCommnssmnmy*hhm
based o3 the available information. :

iR

This matter will remein 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 tolophens 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.

Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 31, 1996

Naomi Gottlieb, Treasurer
Our Choice 11

P.O.Box 7710

Ann Arbor, Ml 48107

Dear Ms. Gottlieb:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Qur Choice
IT 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 4417. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opporturity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against Our Choice II 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 wporopriate, 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 lSduys,theCommxssmnmlyt*eﬁ:dum
based on the available informaticn.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)X(B) and
5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, addr=ss 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,

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




LANA POLLACK, CHAIR

August 12,1996

Lawrence Noble, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

999 E. Street N.W.

Washington, DC 20463

301
'H’flicai.‘o

.
-

Re:MUR 4417

w it
iy
o I
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Hioh 7| ) ony
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Dear Mr Noble:

7
OUR CHOICE 11 is in compliance with all federal election laws and the National Reputffidan
Campaign Committee (N.R.C.C.) is in error on all three points in which they assert that OUR
CHOICE 1I is in violation of the law.

Charge 1. "Our Choice II (sic) accepted excesstve contributions from a non-
multicandidate PAC. Our Choice II is not now and has never been a multicandidate
committee capable of contributing $5.000 per candidate per election. The PAC's $10,234
contributions to each campaign were prima facie unlawful.”

Response: OUR CHOICE II has been qualified as a multicandidate committee since
12/20/93. (Exhibit A) The FEC (Ken Davis and Kelly Huff) has admitted FEC error
when in response to inquiries FEC indicated that OUR CHOICE II was not registered as
a multi-candidate committee. " For some reason the FEC did not bring this information
forward to its current electicn cycle data” FEC staff Ken Davis reported on 7/25/96.

Further, contrary to the N.R.C.C. complaint, OUR CHOICE II did not give $ 10,234
each to candidates Lynn Rivers and Debbie Stabenow. In fact, OUR CHOICE II gave
each of these candidates the allowable limit of $5,000 for the primary ($3,500 by check
on 5/12/96 and $1,500 as an in-kind contribution for her pro-rated share of the costs
incurred in raising the money (Exhibits B and C, letters of 5/15/96) and $5,000 by check

on 5/12/96 for the general election).

Charge 2. "Under-reported receipt of in-kind contributions irrespective of the actual
fundraising expenses incurred by the PAC. The PAC seported $1,190 of in-kind
contribution to each candidate but actually spent $1,734. The Stabenow campaign
reported receipt of $1,500 in-kind. The Rivers campaign reported receipt of $1,500
eleven days later without explanation."

Response: OUR CHOICE II pro-rated the costs of printing the stationery, envelope and
return card, because it is a multicandidate committee supporting candidates in addition to
Rivers and Stabenow and because OUR CHOICE II incurred printing costs that were not

Paid for by OUR CHOICE, P.O. Box 7710. Ann Arbor, ME 48107, Naomi Gottileb. St 7

12 7v43034
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associated with the fundraiser of 5/12/96. Approximately two -thirds of the printed
materials purchased and reported in the 7/12/96 report to the FEC are still on hand and
will be used for future fundraising for other candidates. Because the primary recipients of
the money raised at the May 12 event were the Rivers and the Stabenow campaigns, OUR
CHOICE II took a conservative approach and allocated each campaign a full 50% of the
costs of the event. Exhibit D details Line 21 a.(i) and separates the event costs from the
incidental oveil.ead costs of running OUR CHOICE II which were not associated with
the May 12 event.

The May 12 event raised $23,550 during the period in question, 3/1/96 through 6/ 30/96.
Funds are still being received as a result of the one mailing that we did prior to the May
12 event. The next OUR CHOICE II FEC report will show that this committee has
contributed to several candidates in addition to Rivers and Stabenow.

Charge 3. "Accepted funds solicited by unlawful promises of earmarking. Donors who
had already contributed the maximum amount permitted by law were urged to keep

giving money to the candidates, using the PAC as a pass-through vehicle to skirt the law.
(Illegal solicitation letters attached)"

Response: The N.R.C.C. alleges that OUR CHOICE II had two, mass mail solicitations
for the May 12 event. On 4/15/96. OUR CHOICE II mailed approximately 3,500
people who were already known to OUR CHOICE II. The officers of OUR CHOICE II
and organizers of the May 12 event had no knowledge of who, if anybody, among those
being solicited had already contributed in any amount to either the Stabenow or Rivers
campaigns.

Furthermore, despite the N.R.C.C.'s suggestion to the contrary, the May 12 event was
held on behalf of OUR CHOICE II to raise money for OUR CHOICE 1I in order to fund
all of its activities. While it is true that the invitation (Exhibit E) indicated that OUR
CHOICE 1I intended to support the Rivers and Stabenow campaigns, it also noted that
contributions would be used to support “other candidates who can make a difference as
o well." It is not unusual for PACs such as OUR CHOICE II to use the of
candidates it supports in connection with its fundraising efforts. The fact is, however,
that all contributions received in the May 12 event went to OUR CHOICE i, not 1o the
campaigns. While those contributions enabled OUR CHOICE II to support the Rivers
and Stabenow campaigns, that alone does not transform the contributions to OUR
CHOICE 1I into earmarked contributions.

Also, in its complaint the N.R.C.C. misrepresents a single personal letter written by Leah
Gunn (without any knowledge of Treasurer Naomi Gottlieb) that was a response to an
inquiry by a potential volunteer, Elizbeth Ong, about the OUR CHOICE II committee
and the May 12 fundraiser.

The N.R.C.C. complaint (page 2) states, " In February, 1996, the Our Choice I1 PAC
distributed an advance fundrzising solicitation advertising a Mothers' Day fundraising




event to help Debbie Stabenow and Lynn Rivers' campaigns. The Our Choice letter, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit I, ..."

Ms. Gunn's letter, written on her own computer, was a one-of-a-kind letter responding to
Ms. Ong's questions, not a broadly distributed fundraising advertisement as characterized
by the N.R.C.C. complaint.

Further, in its submission to the FEC, the N.R.C.C. withheld from the FEC that part of
the Gunn letter which directly contradicts its accusations that the May 12 event would
raise money exclusively for the Rivers and Stabenow campaigns. The part of the letter
withheld by the N.R.C.C. begins with this statement: "Also, you should know, that in
order to maintain the status as a Political Action Committee, Lana must give to
other candidates around the country.” The Gunn letter in full is included as Exhibit
F.

It remains a mystery to date as to how the N.R.C.C. obtained a copy of the letter Leah
Gunn wrote to Elizabeth Ong since the author knows she wrote only the individual letter
to Ms. Ong (and her computer shows no record of any similar correspondence) and the
recipient cannot remember anyone to whom she may have given the letter. However the
N.R.C.C. received the letter, it is likely that they obtained a full copy and chose to
withhold the second page without so indicating.

OUR CHOICE II respectfully requests that the Commission review all relevant material and at
the earliest possible date notify all parties that the complaint is without merit and is dismissed.

At this time we wish to exercise our right to confidentiality in this mat....

Sincerely,
WIJW
Naomi Gottlieb

Treasurer
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NOTIFICATION OF MULTICANDIDATE STATUS ~ <-2nibet

(See roverse side lor instructions)
This form should be fiéed after the Commitiee quelifies as a multicandidale commitiee.

T (8) NAMY OF COMMITTEE IN FULL : Jint /I

- ...‘. ¥ oA
Q‘ ’l“
TN ~

L X2 vl i
OUR CHODO1CE 1)

= {b) Numbor ang :;mm Adtiess

P,0. Box 7710 J -
- S . =5 Co0287098
(¢) Caty. Stute aud ZIP Code 2 L ona)

() &TATE PARTY

ANN ARGOR, M), 48107 £ omien

I cortify that one of the following situations is correct (complete line 4 or 5):

4. STATUS BY AFFILIATION: The commitiee subritted its Statement of Organization (FEC FORM 1)

on__... _—._ . _andsimultaneously qualified as a multicandidate committee through its
affiliation with:

-t Ly
PP P T S S

watel .
S
Feug ey
»

Committee Name:

FEC ldentification Number:

.
S,

5. STATUS BY QUALIFICATION:

1R

A

o)

L1} Uediy

J
Vo, T

(a) Candidates: The commitiee has made contributions to the five (5) federal candidates listed
below (ONLY State party comrnitlees may leave this blank.):

el
o
2 Name Office Sought | State/District Date
) iy
: oF (1) | Lynn Schonk Congrecao Ca/ 48 12/20/93
- :: (“) Karwn Sheperd Congress Utah/ 2 12/20/93

()

(V) | Elizebeth Fur=e Conqrens or/

Mur Jorie Margolloc-Mezvinsky Congrann Pa/ 13 12/20/93

(v) June Hut-man Congress Ca/

(®) Contributors: The committee received a contribution from its 51t conitributor (' !
. Oni_a1 - 2..93

"-r' 1994)

3 Registration: The committee has been registered for at least 6 months. FEC FORM 1 was
b2 submitied on: ___July 1992

(d) Qualification: The committee met the above requirernents on: _12/20/93

ﬁmlﬂbhhﬂm
PRI TREASURER ToIGNATURE ASURER , " .
 Naoml ottiiet Dty nzyes LETEE [~

'NOTE: Submission of lalse. 0monaous, of Incompilelc iformation may Bubject the peraon signing this Statement o the panalies «of 2 11.5.C
ANY CHANQE IN INFORMATION SHOULD RE REPORTED WITHIN 10 DAYS. : L

of fuf rormah
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May 15, 1996

Rivers for Congress
PO Box 8293
Ann Arbor MI 48107

Dear Lynn and Staff:

This is to advise you that in addition to the two checks issued to you by Our Choice II
on Sunday at the Mother’s Day fundraiser, Our Choice II has incurred $1,500.00 in
expenses directed related to the party that should be reported by you as an in-kind
primary contribution from the PAC.

I was very impressed by your speech on Sunday. It is wonderful to have you as my
representative in Congress and I want to wish you success in your re-election campaign.

Sincerely,

Naomi Gottlieb
Treasurer




May 15, 1996

Debbie Stabenow for Congress
PO Box 4945
East Lansing, MI 48826

Dear Debbie and Staff:
3 This is to advise you that in addition to the two checks issued to you by Our Choice II
o on Sunday at the Mother’s Day fundraiser, Our Choice II has incurred $1,500.00 in

expenses directed related to the party that should be reported by you as an in-kind

- primary contribution from the PAC.
Y
o I was v+ -y impressed by your speech on Sunday. It would be wonderful to have you as part of
the Michigan delegation in Congress and I want to wish you success in your re-election
D campaign.

<
A=

Sincerely,

Naomi Gottlieb
Treasurer

Q / U 4



Ouid eHoiLE I
EXHIBIT "D*

Detail of Expenses for Line 21 a.(j)
As Listed on the Report for the Period 4-1-86 through 6-30-96
Checks directly to Candidate recipients not included.

Recipient IN-Kindto  Overhead Notes
Candidates 7 Expense

US Postmaster Postage for 3,500 invitations & thank yous.
Alicia Lupo Phoning for event.

Mt Community News Large stationary order Trtal=$1,057*

Big Ten Party Store Beverages for Mother's Day event.

Alyses Catering Food for Mother's Day event.

Office Depot Computer supplies

Zabik Database Database Management

RDS Consultants Report preprations

Leah Gunn Misc. Supplies mostly for event.

Rena Soifer Paper goods for event.

Totals $3,000 $1,106

* This order was for 12,000 letterhead. 10,000 return
envelopes, 10,000 reply cards, and 12,000 #10 envelopes.
A substantial amount of supplies from this order

remains as OCll inventory for future mailings.
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LANA POLLACK, CHAIR

April, 1996

Dear Friend,

When | ran for the U.S. Senate, | fell a few votes short because | lacked money
to buy one extra day of TV time. | am no longer a candidate for office, but | am
working to raise money for other candidates through OUR CHOICE )I, a federal
fund | established to see that qualified Democrats running in winnable districts

would not fail for lack of money.

Please help me put some compassion back into Congress by supporting a

0 Mother's Day fundraiser for two great candidates, outstanding freshman

. Congresswoman Lynn Rivers and my former colleague in the State Senate,
Debbie Stabenow, who is running a great race against one of Newt Gingrich's

o’ most ardent supporters. These two highly qualified women in adjacent

Michigan districts will win—if they can raise enough money.

Please join us in these campaigns, in person if possibie at our Mother's Day
T fundraiser, but at any rate through your critical financial support for OUR
CHOICE 1.

< Newt Gingrich and his cohorts represent a mean-spirited America. They only
won by the thinnest of margins and his leadership will end with our victories in
N a few key districts like those of Lynn and Debbie.

Please be involved. Please be generous to OUR CHOICE |, and in November
we can celebrate a much nicer America.

Sincgfrely,
1/ 7

Lana Pollack



LANA POLLACK
and

Friends of OUR CHOICE I1

f:a“o::n r Invite You To Celebrate Mother’s Day with
Janine Easter

Sally Clarre Fink : . -
z:omm:m Two Dynamic Congressional Candidates
Susan Greenberg

Leah Gunn

Millie Jeffrey HONORABLE LYNN RIVERS
Jean Lsawith King

Chrrs Lord

HONORABLE DEBBIE STABENOW

Sundiy, May 12, 1996 Contribution: $100 Per Person

Burlington Il Atrium Checks payable to: OUR CHOICE II
315 East Eisenhower Parkway
Ann Arbor near Briarwood Send checks to: OUR CHOICE I
Naomi Gottlieb, Treasurer
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. P. O. Box 7710
Ann Arbor, MI 48107

e e A LA
| Map NOT 1 scale. !

, S Burlington Il Atrium

315 East Eisenhor Parkway N

cnetie T

o Eisenhower Parkway
NO LEFT TURN anto Eisenhower ror . “tate Street. TURN
RIGHT onto Eiseniowsr end double | < 10 the weet

18410 US-23, 1275,
> Metro Airport and Detroit

Sheraton, Courtyard by Mamot, Resdence
Inn by Mamoll, Hamgton ini n close wcinty
on Boardwalk or Victor's Way g

Proceeds of the event will be divided equally between the Rivers and Stabenow campaigns to the allowable
Federal iimit of $10,000 per campaign and then to other candidates who can make a difference

For further information, call Leah Gunn at (313) 663-7307
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23e9€eS P.O. Box 7710

Ann Arbor, MI 48107

Ms. Hizabeth Ong
795 Hilldale
Ann Arbor, MI 48105

Dear Elizabeth,

I want, first of all, to thank vou for your efforts in raising money for
both the Our Choice Il fund-raiser and for Lynn Rivers. Please show this
letter to your friends, so they will understand why lLana is doing an Our Choice
event rather than asking for individual donations for Lynn and Debbie
Stabenow. The event will take place on Sunday May 12, 5-7 P.M,, at the
Burlington Il Atrium, just across from Briarwood. Those who send in a
donation ahead of time will receive an invitation and their names will be on a
list at the door. The invitation will include a detailed map showing how to get
there.

When you are selling tickets, please ask people to list their name,
address, phone, occupation and emplover when they send in their donation.
I'his information is required for the Federal Election Commission. Checks
should be made out to Qur Choice 1, and sent to the address above.

Since Our Choice Il is a registered Political Action Committee, it can
spend money on administration and overhead, as part of its function. This
means that we do not have to charge the candidates for postage, printing, cost
of food and drink, etc., as part of the event. Thus, we can donate the maximum
possible to each candidate. For a Federal election, that is $5000 in the Primary
and $5000 in the general. Our goal is to raise at least $20,000 at this event. If
we were to hold an event for Lynn, all these expenses would have to be
documented and either recorded as a donation or a contribution "in kind". The
Federal election Commission is very strict about rhis.

An individual who has already donated th< maximum to a candidate (e.g.
$1000 in the 'rimary and $1000 in the General) may give additional funds
through Our Choice. Since Our Choice is a PAC, it does not "bundle" the checks,
as EMILY's List does. With EMILY's List, the donor writes the check directly to
the candidate, and it is counted as part of the S1000 maximum. However, with
Our Choice, the donor is listed as part of the committee's report, of course, but
since the check is written by Our Choice, it does not count toward the maximum
that an individual may contribute.

Paid for by Our Chuice, P.O. Box 7710, Ann Arbor, Ml 48107, Naomi Gottlieb, Treasurer
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Also, you should know, that in order to maintain the status as a Political
Action Committee, Lana must give to other candidates around the country. In
the past she has chosen carefully some of those women who have a good

chance of winning, and has given them smaller amounts as encouragement.
The bulk of the funds this election cycle will still go to Debbie and Lynin.

Lana Pollack has had a long and firm commitment to campaign finance
reform, but since the laws are as they are now, we must operate under what
exists. Someday, we all hope to see changes that will enable more good people,
especially women, to run for office.

I hope this explanation is clear. If anyone has any questions, they can
all me at or Lana at (her home). Again, our thanks to you for
taking on this task. It's particularly important that we elect as many good
people to the U.S. Congress as we can, who believe in choice and other issues
dear to our hearts.

Sincerely,

Leah Gunn
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August 19, 1996

Coleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463
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Re: MUR 4417

stmLDE Tl‘“‘

We are writing in response to the National Republican Congressional Committee
(NRCC.) complaint filed on July 25, 1996 against Our Choice Il The Reelect Lynn Rivers
Committee and Stabenow for Congress. The following is the response of Stabenow for Congress
to each of the allegations in the complaint:

1. Accepted excessive contributions from a non-multi candidate PAC.

Stabenow for Congress accepted the maximum contribution for the primary and general
elections from Our Choice II -- $3500 direct for the primary (5-15-96), $1500 in-kind for the
primary (5-12-96) and $5000 direct for the general (5-15-96) -- which it reported in its July 15
quarterly report. Our Cheice II is in fact, a multi candidate committee under federal law, as
verified by the Federal Elections Commission, and these contributions are within the legal limits.

2. Under reported receipt of in-kind contributions irrespective of the actual fundraising
expenses incurred by the PAC.

Stabenow for Congress received a letter dated May 15, 1996 from Our Choice II advising
us that Our Choice II incurred $1500.00 in expenses for its May 12, 1996 fundraiser that should
be reported by Stabenow for Congress as an in-kind primary contribution (see attached letter).
Stabenow for Congress reported this 5-12-96 contribution and expenditure in its July 15
quarterly report. Stabenow for Congress did not “manufacture this number out of thin air” as
alleged by the NRCC.

3. Accepted funds solicited by unlawful promises of earmarking.

Stabenow for Congress did not solicit its contributors for the May 12, 1996 Our Choice II
event. Stabenow for Congress did not provide contributor lists or mailing lists to Our Choice Il
for the event. Stabenow for Congress never reviewed or approved letters or invitations for the
event. Stabenow for Congress never made phone calls to solicit contributions for the event.
Stabenow for Congress was not involved in planning the event or working at the event. The only
involvement of Stabenow for Congress was to attend the event as an invited guest.

£

Paid for by Stabenow for Congress, P.O. Box 4945, E. Lansing, M1 4€5.6 » 517-33




Stabenow for Congress - Page 2

Thus, Stabenow for Congress did not solicit nor accept earmarked contributions but rather
accepted lawful contributions from a registered multi-candidate Committee.

In any event, a review of contributors to the May 12, 1996 Our Choice 11 fundraiser confirms
these facts. Nonpe of the donors to “he May 12, 1996 Our Choice fundraiser had contributed the
maximum amount permitied by law tor both primary and general elections to Stabenow for
Congress. In fact, only four percent or 12 contributors to the Our Choice Il fundraiser had
contributed over $200 tc Stabenow for Congress.

Conclusion:

Stabenow for Congress acted in total compliance with the law - accepting contributions
within the legal limits from a multi candidate comr.:ittee and properly reporting all contributions.
We feel that these facts demonstrate that no action should be taken against Stabenow for
Congress in response to this complaint.

Sincerely.

Alan P. Suits
Treasurer




LANA POLLACK, CHAIR

May 15, 1996

Rivers for Congress
PO Box 8293
Ann Arbor MI 48107

Dear Lynn and Staff:

This is to advise you that in addition to the two checks issued to you by Our Choice II
on Sunday at the Mother’'s Day fundraiser, Our Choice II has incurred $1,500.00 in
expenses directed related to the party that should be reported by you as an in-kind
primary contribution from the PAC.

[ was very impressed by your speech on Sunday. It is wonderful to have you as my
representative in Congress and I want to wish you success in your re-election campaign.

Sincerely,

i e Vi,

/ ) ._'.:f- e

! '-0'{-.1(..'.‘_, Jim C{M’_——
Naomi Gottlieb

Treasurer
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August 16, 1996 = -
Colleen T. Sealander i ‘3255
Attorney, Central Enforcement Docket - 127 ;4
Federal Election Commission R
999 E. Street N.W. = iigf
Washington, DC 10463 - = é
Re: MUR 4417 &=

Sealander:

Dear Ms.

- This letter is in response to a complaint (the "Complaint") filed
by the National Republican Congressional Committee on July 25,

3 1996 and designated MUR 4417. The Lynn Rivers for Congress

Committee has the following responses to the three counts in the

complaint:

Count 1: The Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee accepted
contributions from a non-multicandidate PAC. OUR CHOICE
II is not now and has never been a multicandidate
committee capable of contributing $5,000 per candidate

S per election, The PAC's 510,243 contributiomas to each

_ campaign were prima facie unlawful.

Response: OUR CHOICE II has been qualified as a multicandidate
y 3 committee since 12/20/93. The day the Complaint was
issued the Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee contacted
the Federal Election Commission regarding the status of
QUR CHOICE II. The Committee spoke to Kelly Huff in the
Public Relations Department of the FEC who stated that
OUR CHOICE II was in fact a duly registered
multicandidate PAC. At all relevant times, the Lynn
Rivers for Congress Committee correctly believed that
OUR CHOICE II was a duly registered multicandidate
committee capable of contributing $5,000 per election
to its campaign.

Paid for by Lyns Rivers for Congress Committee, Tom Webb, Treasurer FEC #C00291211
(h.ﬂ;:-unip ucti ;lrlt-titrqu-



Count 2:

Response:

Count 3:

Contrary to the allegations in the Complaint, the Lynn
Rivers for Congress Committee received a total of
$10,000 in contributions($5,000 primary election and
$5,000 general election) not $10,243 as alleged by the
Complaint.

The Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee under-reported
receipt of in-kind contributions irrespective of the
actual fundraising expenses incurred by the PAC. The
PAC reported $1,190 of in-kind contributions to each
candidate but actually spent $1,734. The Stabenow
campaign reported receipt of the $1,500 in-kind. The
Rivers campaign reported receipt of $1,500 eleven days
later without explanation.

The Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee reported a total
of $10,000 in contributions ($5,000 primary election
and $5,000 general election) from OUR CHOICE II in it's
July 15, 1996 Quarterly Report to the FEC. This is
supported by two checks in the amount of $5,000 and
$3,500 respectively and a letter from OUR CHOICE II
noting an in-kind contribution in the amount of $1,500
(Exhibit 1).

As a result of a clerical error the in-kind
contribution in the amount of $1,500 was improperly
indicated as having been received on May 23, 1996.
Furthermore, the contributicn should have been listed
as an in-kind donation. Therefore, the Lynn Rivers for
Congress Committee will be amending its July 15, 1996
Quarterly Report to reflect the fact that the $1,500 in
guestion was an in-kind donation received on May 12,
.996.

it Ivrn Rivers for Congress Committee accepted funds
sc..cited by unlawful promises of earmarking. Donors
who had already contributed the maximum amount
permitted by law were urged to keep giving money to the
candidates, using the PAC as a pass-through wvehicle to
skirt the law.

The Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee did not provide
information regarding the names of its donors nor the
total amounts of donations given to the campaign to the
QOUR CHOICE I1 PAC. Furthermore, it did not take part in
nor have any knowledge of the addresses which were
mailed to for the OUR CHOICE II Mother's Day
Fundraiser.

In addition to having no knowledge of, nor control
over, the persons being solicited for the Mother's Day
fundraiser, the Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee did

~
<
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not take any part in the drafting of the invitation or
any other materials for the event (Exhibits 2 and 3 in
the N.R.C.C. complaint). Therefore, it is clear that
the Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee in no way
assisted nor participated in any effort to solicit
earmarked contributions through OUR CHOICE II. What the
Committee did was to accept contributions from a
registered multicandidate committee which were within
legal limits. At no time was the Lynn Rivers for
Congress Committee told that these contributions were,
in fact, earmarked from other contributors. Indeed, the
Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee continues to believe
that these contributions came from OUR CHOICE II.

A review of contributors indicates that none of the
contributors from the OUR CHOICE II Mother's Day
Fundraiser have contributed in excess of the maximum
amount permitted by law for the primary and general
elections to the Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee.

For the above listed reasons, the Lynn Rivers for Congress
Committee respectfully requests that the Federal Election
o Commission dismiss the Complaint MUR 4417 as it lacks merit.

Sincerely,

Thomas Webb
Treasurer
Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee




f
AGENDA DOCUMENT X97-55
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONMSBIO& £
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In the Matter of t
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ENFORCEMENT PRIO% S'T'VE

HB
GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

INTRODUCTION.

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low priority
based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report

is submitted to recommend that the Commission 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

34 cases which do not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.!

1 These cases are: MUR 4470 (Ward for Congress); MURM?B(C:bmforTqunddt),MU!M(Bﬂlq'
| M),Mmum(wmpwu\mmaumm thle); MUR 4512
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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 distant 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. In
recognition of these facts, EPS also provides us with the means to identify those cases
which, though earning a higher rating when received, remained unassigned due to a lack
of resources for effective investigation. The utility of commencing an investigation
declines as these cases age, until they reach a point when activation of a case would not

be an efficient use of the Commission’s resources.

Congress); MUR 4522 (Republican Party of Bexar County); MUR 4523 (Cong. Andrea Seastrand); MUR 4524
(Danny Covington Campaign Fund Committee); MUR 4526 (Hoeffell for Congress); MUR 4528 (Pete King for
Congress); MUR 4529 (Pete King for Congress); MUR 4532 (Citizen’s Committee for Gilman for Congress); MUR
4535 (Visclosky for Congress); MUR 4537 (Di Nicola for Congress); MUR 4541 (Ross Perof); MUR 4548
(Blagojevich for Congress); MUR 4550 (Friends of Wamp for Congress); MUR 4551 (John N. Hostettler); MUR
4557 (De La Rosa for Congress); MUR 4559 (Bill Baker for Congress); MUR 4560 (George Stuart Jr. for Congress);
MUR 4562 (Wayne E. Schile); MUR 4566 (Al Gore); MUR 4574 (Danny Covington Campaign Fund Commitiee);
MUR 4576 (Volunteers for Shimkus); MUR 4579 (New Zion Baptist Church); MUR 4580 (Friends of Mike Forbes);
MUR 4584 (Bill Baker for Congress); MUR 4588 (Navarro for Congress); and MUR 4613 (Guy Kelley for
Congress).

2

The US. District Court for the District of Columbia, however, held in Democratic Senslerial
Campaign Commitiee v. FEC, Civil Action No. 95-0349 (D.D.C. April 17, l%}&uﬂ“ 1
hﬂbhﬁﬁinmmmmm
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Twenty one cases have remained on the Central Enforcement Docket for a

sufficient period of time to render them stale, all of which are recommended for closure
in this Report.4 This group includes four MURs that became stale several months ago,

but were held pending criminal prosecution by the Department of Justice.5 DOJ obtained

" convictions in the two criminal cases related to these four MURs (U.S. v. Jay Kim and U.S.

v. Dynamic Energy Resources) based upon guilty pleas by the key defendants, who are also
the principal respondents in our pending matters. Pursuit of civil enforcement action in
view of the satisfactory results obtained in the criminal cases would not be the most

effective use of the Commission’s scarce resources at this time.

We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and

direct closure of the cases listed below, effective August 29, 1997. Closing these cases as

3

4 These cases are: MUR 4274 (GOPAC), MUR 4358 (Miller for
Senate); MUR 4361 (ABC-TV); MUR 4368 (Citizens Business Bank);
MUR 4380 (AFGE Local 2391 PAC); MUR 4385 (Dual for Congress); MUR 4386 (Zimmer for Senate);
MUR 4396 (ABC); MUR 4404 (Friends of Steve Stocknian); MUR 4410 (39

Legislative Distric:); MUR 4417 (Our Choice 1I); MUR 4422 (Desana for Congres: Commitiee);

and Pre-MUR 336 (Park National Bank & Trust).
5 These cases are: MUR 3796 (Jay Kim for Congress); MUR 3798 (Jay Kim); MUR 4275 (Jay Kim); and MUR
4356 (Dynamuc Energy Resources). In dismissing the Jay Kim cases, we also recommend closing Pre-MUR
35?. which is the transmittal of the guilty plea agreement and relat: i Jwcumentation in the c:hllu.l“
meml(mforwuded by United States Attorney’s office. : i




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.

IIL

* appropriate letters in the following matters:

RECOMMENDATIONS.

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective August 29, 1997, and approve the

Pre-MUR 336

Pre-MUR 352

B. Take no action, close the file effective August 29, 1997, and approve the appr.priate

letters in the following matters:

MUR 3796
MUR 3798
MUR 4274
MUR 4275

MUR 4356
MUR 4358
MUR 4361
MUR 4368

MUR 4380
MUR 4385
MUR 4386

MUR 4396
MUR 4404
MUR 4410
MUR 4417
MUR 4422
MUR 4470
MUR 4478
MUR 4492
MUR 4498
MUR 4506
MUR 4512
MUR 4517
MUR 4518
MUR 4520

MUR 4522
MUR 4523
MUR 4524
MUR 4526
MUR 4528
MUR 4529
MUR 4532
MUR 4535
MUR 4537
MUR 4541
MUR 4548
MUR 4550
MUR 4551
MUR 4557

MUR 4559
MUR 4560
MUR 4562
MUR 4566
MUR 4574
MUR 4576
MUR 4579
MUR 4580
MUR 4584
MUR 4588
MUR 4613

=/ /fwol)

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Z—S///LJ,/‘H
Date

Attachment:
- Case Summaries




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document No. X97-55
Enforcement Priority

CERTIFI TON

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on August 19,

1997, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 4-1 to take the following actions with respect to
Agenda Document No. X97-55:
A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file

effective August 29, 1997, and approve
the appropriate letters in the following
matters:
L. Pre-MUR 336. 2. Pre-MUR 352,
Take no action, close the file effective
August 29, 1997, and approve the appropriate
letters in the following matters:
1. MUR 3796. 2. MUR 3798. 3. MUR 4274.
4. MUR 4275. 5. MUR 4356. MUR 43158.
7. 4361. 8. 4368. MUR 4380.
10. 4385. 4386. NUR 4396.
13. 4404. 4410. MUR 4417.

16. 4422. 4470. MUR 4478.

{continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
August 19, 1997
i9.
22.
25.
28.
31.

34.

-

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

SRR RFRRRE

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

Attest:

B-di=97

Date

Seféretary of the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

August 29, 1997
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Ted Maness, Executive Director
National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, SE
Washington, DC 20003
RE: MUR 4417

Dear Mr. Maness:

On July 25, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received Maria Cino’s complaint

alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the
Act").

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action in the matter. This case was evaluateri ~hjectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light of the informasio i the record,
the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission

determined to close its file in this matter on August 29, 1997. This matter will become part of
the public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437(gNaX8).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

August 29, 1997
Naomi Gottlieb, Treasurer
Our Choice II
P.O. Box 7710
Ann Arbor, MI 48107
RE: MUR 4417

Dear Ms. Gottlieb:

On July 31, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Our Choice II and you, as treasurer. This case
was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light of the
information or: the record. the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed. the Commussion determined to close its file in this matter on August 29, 1997.

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

If vou wish to submit any factual or legal matenials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
addinonal matenals, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record whea
received.

If you have any questions, pleaecm]miferﬂemymowtoll—ﬁu“u,(“)—
424-9530. Our local number is (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

== VP S

F. Andrew T




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

August 29, 1997

Alan P. Suits, Treasurer
Stabenow for Congress
P.O. Box 4945

East Lansing, MI 48826

Dear Suits:

On July 31, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
0 prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Stabenow for Congress. This case was
“ evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light of the

' information on the record, the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed. the Commussion determined to close its file in this matter on August 29, 1997.

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

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer Henry on our toll-free number, (800)-
424-9530. Our local number is (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

4

F. Andrew T :
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECT!ON COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

August 29, 1997
Thomas A. Webb, Treasurer
Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 8293
Ann Arbor, MI 48107-8293
RE: MUR 4417

Dear Mr. Webb:

On July 31, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as ernended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutorial discretion to take no action against Lynn Rivers for Congress Committee and you,
as treasurer. This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's
docket In ligh* of the information on the record, the relative significance of the case, and the
amount of time that has elapsed. the Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
August 29_1997.

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

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

If vou have any questions, please contact Jennifer Henry on our toll-free number, (800)-
424-9530. Ouwr local number 15 (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew T
Supervisory



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

THIS IS THE END OF MR # o417

DATE FILED 9-25-77 _ cAMERA ND. K4

CAVERAWN M




