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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

September 4, 1996

Vollie V. Bisnett
PO Box 103
Cottonwood, CA 96022

Dear Vollie V. Bisnett:

This is to acknowledge receipt on August 27, 1996, of your letter dated August 20,
1996. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and Commission
Regulations require that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific requirements. One of
these requirements is that a complaint be sworn to and signed in the presence of a notary public
and notarized. Your letter was did not contain a notarization on your signature and not properly
sworn to.

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

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a Complaint.” 1 hope this material
will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commission.

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




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

Sincerely,

/ﬂ( / " /a/ // o/

Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Fnclosure

cc: DNC Services Corporation
Clinton/Gore ‘96 Primary Committee
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20463
September 17, 1996

Vollie V. Bisnett

PO Box 103
19778 Gas Point Road
Cottonwood, CA 96022

RE ML'R 4459
Dear Vollie V. Bisnett

Ihis letter acknowledges receipt on September 12, 1996, of the complaint you filed
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 Flection Commission takes final action on
vour 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 to in the same manner
as the onginal complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4459. Please refer to this
number in all future communications. For vour information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Cdlleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

FEnclosure
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\Q‘ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.| Washington. DC 20463

September 17, 1996

Lvn Utrecht, Esq

Oldaker, Rvan, Phillips & Utrecht
818 Connecticut Ave., NW

Suite 1100

Washington, DC 20036

Enc F. Kleinfeld

Chief Counsel

Clinton Gore "96

PO Box 19300
Washington, DC 20036

RE: MUR 4459
Dear Ms. Utrecht and Mr. Kleinfeld:

I'he Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that
Clinton Gore "96 Primary Committee, Inc., and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer, may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”). A copy of the complaint is
A enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4459, Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence

'nder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against Chinton/Gore “96 Primary Committee, Inc., and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer, in
this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which vou 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 Comm ssion may take further action based on the available information.

I'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U S.C. § 437g(a)(4)B) and
$ 437¢(an 123 A) unless yvou notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be

made public
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If vou 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,

olleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures
. Complaint
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

September 17, 18996

Margaret E. McCormick, Associate General Counsel
AFL-C1O

815 16th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 4459
Dear Ms. McCormick:
The Federal Flection Commission received a complaint which indicates that the AFL-
(10 and Richard L. Trumka, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election Campaign

Actof 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 4459. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

2

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the AFL-CIO and Richard L. Trumka, as treasurer, in this matter. Please
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analvsis 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
W take further action based on the available information.

I'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and
§ 437g(ai 12 A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public.
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If vou have any questions, please contact a member cf 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,

/-

-~ o " L
Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

September 17, 1996

R. Scomn Pastrick, Treasurer

DNC Services CorporationDemocratic National Committee
430 S. Capitol Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

RE MUR 4459
Dear Mr. Pastnick:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that DNC
Services Corporation/Democratic National 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 44359 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 DNC Services CorporationDemocratic National Committee and vou, as
treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which vou 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. 1f 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
S 437g(a) 12) A) unless vou notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If vou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commnussion by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission
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If you have any questions, please contact 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.

Qi

arely,
J //)

“Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosures

I Complaint

Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

o






FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

September 30, 1996

Vollie V. Bisnett

PO Box 103

19778 Gas Point Road
Cottonwood, CA 96022

RE' MUR 4459
Dear Vollie V. Bisnett
This letter acknowledges receipt on September 19, 1996, of the supplement to the

complaint you filed on September 12, 1996 The respondents will be sent copies of the
supplement. You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final

action on vour complaint
Singerely, ;
QK/ %/Zﬂé@.\

Enk Mormson. Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION
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September 30, 1996

Lyn Utrecht. Fsq

Oldaker, Rvan, Phillips & Utrecht
818 Connecticut Ave , N'W

Suite 1100

Washington, DC 20036

Enc F Kleinfeld, Esq
Chief Counsel

Clinton Gore ‘96

P O Box 19300
Washington, DC 20036

RE MUR 4459
Chnton Gore ‘96 Primary Committee,
Inc , and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer

Dear Ms Utrecht and Mr. Kleinfeld.

On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from Volhe V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended At that ime you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On September 19, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

If vou have any questions, please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202)

219-3400
U

Enk Mormmson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
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FEDIERAL FLECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D e

September 30, 1996

Margaret E McCommick, Associate General Counsel
AFL-CIO

815 16th Street, N W

Washington, D C. 20006

RE: MUR 4459
AFL-CIO and Richard L. Trumka
as treasurer

Dear Ms McCormick:

™~N On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On September 19, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint  Enclosed 1s a copy of this

additional information.

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

7 ZZZ:/(%« KL

Enk Momson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure




FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

W AL N 4t

September 30, 1996
R Scott Pastnek, Treasurer
DNC Senices Corporation Democratic National Committee
430 S Capitol St, S E
Washington, DC 20003

RE MUR 4459
Dear Mr Pastrick

On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended At that ime you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15§
days of receipt of the notification

On September 19, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complamnant pertamning to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed 1s a copy of this

additional information

If vou have any questions, please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202)

219-3400
ercly,
A K ”% PSS

-nik Momison, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME e 2 N P
THIS DAY OF oo 19, b 20
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“NOTARY PUBLIC™
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N October 2, 1996

Volhie V. Bisnett
PO Box 103
19778 GGas Point Road

Cottonwood CA 96022

REF MUR 4459

Dear Vollie V. Bisnett

Ihis letter acknowledges receipt on September 30, 1996, of the supplement to the
omplaint you filed on September 24, 1996 The respondents will be sent copies of the
upplement  You will be notified as soon as the Federal Flection Commission takes final

action on your complaint

Singegely, 1
o o / /
( 4 o1 "’.. - -
= AN\

Enk Momson, Paralegal
Central Fnforcement Docket



Lyn Utrecht, Esq

FIDIERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 2, 1996

(daker, Rvan, Phillips & Utrecht
818 Connecticut Ave . N W

< ‘s lT?’J

Wachington, DC 20036

Fric P Klenfeld, Fsq
Chief Counsel

{ inton Gore 96
PO Box 19300

Was .']‘.ﬂ_':"u-r‘l, DC 20036

RE: MUR 4459
Chnton'Gore “96 Primary Commuttee,
Inc . and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer

Near Ms. Utrecht and Mr. Kleinfeld

On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Flection Commission
recenved a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of cenain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. At that ime you were given a copy of

¢ complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted wathin 15
davs of receipt of the notification

On September 30, 1996, the Commission recetrved additienal information from the
complamnant pertaiming to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed 1s a copy of this
addinonal information

If vou have any questions, please contact the Central Enforcement Docket at (202)

¥10-3300

Enclosure

Singerely
IGETCLY, P )
&7 17y I

Enk Mormson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

s
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Margaret E McCormick, Associate General Counsel
AFL-C10

R15 16th Strect, N W

Wachington, D C. 20006

~ 2, 1996

RE MUR 4459
AFL-CIO and Richard 1. Trumka
as treasurer

Dear Ms MeCormick

~ On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission
recerved a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended At that ime you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification

On September 30, 1996, the Commussion received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint  Enclosed is a copy of this

additional information

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

anui’d\
o
,1,4( /ZC ”(J« T\

E nk Momson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

October 2, 1996

R Scott Pastnick, Treasurer

DNC Services Corporation Democratic National Committee
430 S “.xplhﬂ S$t.SE

Washington, DC 20003

RE: MUR 4459
Dear Mr. Pastrick

On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Flection Commission
recerved a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of centain sections of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that ime you were given a copy of

the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submutted within 15

days of receipt of the notification

. On September 30, 1996, the Commission recerved additional information from the
' complanant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

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

S;qgcrrl), i/

AN |/

I\_r:f ( /}’ !’J .L« vv""\: -L-s._
Enk Mormmson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
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October 1, 1996

[ awrence M. Noble. Esquire

Oftice of the General Counsel
Federal Flection Commussion
999 F Street. NW

6th Floor

Washington. DC 20463

Re MUR 4439, The Clinton Gore “96 Priman
Commuttee, Inc. and Joan Pollitt, Treasurer

Dear Mr. Noble

\s the designated counsel to the Clinton Gore 96 Primary Commuttee. Inc. (the
“Committee” ) and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer, we are providing this response to the complaint in
the above-captioned matter. As fully demonstrated below. this complaint i1s factually and legally
insufficient to be considered. absolutely devord of any evidence or support. and should be
dismissed by the Commission forthwith.  The information submitted in this response will
conclusively demonstrate that the Commission should find no reason to believe that the
Committee has violated any provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. 2 U.S.C. §431 et seq. (the "Act” or "FECA™)

A, The Complaint Is Legally Insufficient As A Matter Of Law And Completely Devoid
Of Any Factual Support, Compelling Its Dismissal.

Contrary to the requirements of the Act and Commission’s regulations, the complainant
makes a senes of hypothetical and speculative statements in order to reach a conclusion without
any tacts or support provided to the Commussion. The Commission’s regulations require a
complaint. in order to be valid. to provide a “clear and concise recitation ot the facts which
deseribe a violanon of a statute or regulation over which the Commuission has jurisdiction
ITCER $1TLAdn3) Complainant tails 1o meet this requirement. because she fails to provide
v tacts which might constitute a violanon ot the Actor any FEC regulations

None of complamant’s statements give the Committee any indication of a possible
Jolation and make responding to this complaint a near impossibility and a matter of guesswork
Considerably more than one viewer s misunderstanding of the evemng news. even where
submitted under oath. 1s required in order to pass muster for Commuission consideration as a
complaint. The complamant’s unhappiness that the President 1s compelied 1o continue his duties
is President. while alternately engaging in campaign acuivities where permissible. 1s insutficient

to proceed. in the absence of a clear recitation of facts which make out a violation of the Act
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B. Fven If The Few Facts Contained In The Complaint Are Accepted As True, The
Committee Has Not Violated The Act.

he only discermible facts pertamning to the Commuttee are that the President has attended
s fundrarsers, has engaged in campaign travel and has continued to deliver his weekly radio
address. and the Commuttee recognizes these to be true. But most importantly tor the
Commussion’s analvsis, none of these so-called facts, standing alone, constitute a violation of the
\ct or regulanons. Clearly. the President is freely permitted. under the Act and regulations, to
tend fundraisers. to travel and to make official remarks in connection with his responsibilities
i« un otficeholder

Consistent with the FEC regulations on travel. the Committee pays for all travel costs of
the President for which there is a campaign purpose. including those which occurred on a
povernment convevance. [hese pavments have been regularly disclosed on the Commuttee’'s

reports

No evidence to the contrary has been submitted with the complaint. No information is
attached thereto. 11 the complamnant cannot cite even a single example as to where the
Committee did not pay tor campaign travel costs, then she has fairled to meet the barest threshold
for sustaining these baseless charges. There is simply no reason to believe that the Committee
has failed 1o pay for any campaign travel

Consistent with the Act and regulations pertaining to limitations on contributions, the
contributions accepted by the Committee complied with the $1.000 limit. Absolutely no $30.000
or $100.000 contributions have been accepted by the Committee. Since all contributions have
been duly disclosed on the Commitiee’s appropnate report of receipts and disbursements, the
FEC can easily see that no $30.000 or $100.000 contributions have been accepted

No evidence to the contrary has been submitied with the complaint. No information is
ttached thereto.  Not one contributor 1s named. and not one contribution 1s noted with any
specificity. simply because the Commuttee did not recenve such amounts. Again. the complainant
has failed o meet the barest threshold tor sustaining these baseless charges. and there is simply

no reason 1o believe that the Commuittee has recerved such contributions

Consistent with the Act and regulations. the President continues to perform duties in
connection with his responsibilities as an otficeholder. including his weekly radio address. The
radio address refates 1o hus otficial duties and not 1o the Committee’s activities.  The President’s

addresses do not L‘\.["!‘\“wh advocate his election or the defeat of anv other !"M'\ldt'l"lll.ll
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No evidence to the contrary has been submitted with the complaint. No information 1s

itached thereto. Not one radio address ted wath specificity. and none of the contents of any

re complamed of. No allegation 1s made that the radio addresses contain express advocacy of

the President’s re-clection (or even of ¢lectioneening ). In the absence of more. this complaint 15
simply deficient. Agaimn, complamant has fatled to meet the barest threshold for sustaining these
baseless charge here 1s simpl reason to believe that the radio addresses are campaign-
related ther 1 pai we ordinary duties of holding the office of President

N one e remamning statements pertain to Committee activitic Accordingly. and
mtrary to the requirement of 11 CF R ST 3d o 3. this complaint fails to provide a clear and
ncise recitation of facts which constitute a violation of the Act. Merelv questioning whether a
lattion occurred. without providing more specitic facts regarding an actual occurrence of a
olation. is insufticient 1o constitute a FEC complaint under the regulanons. and this
matter should be dismissed
[herefore ¢ reasons stated above, we respectfully request that the Commission find
reas 10 pelieve i t the Act or regulations has occurred and close this
matte

¥ should be noted that. under the Comn canons Act. the Republicans have

€ DHCAN responses | ¢ occastonally been delivered 0y

enged. Wil Is reterences 1o
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October 4, 1996 =

By Hand —
Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel N
Federal Election Commission -
999 F Street, N.W. e
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4459
Dear Mr. Noble:

The undersigned represent respondents NC Services

Corporation/Democratic National Committee and R. Scott Past

; Treasurer, 1in the above-captioned MUR. A Statement of Des
' of Counsel 1is attached.

As designated counsel, we are responding to the complaint
fi1led 1n this MUR. The complaint consists of three letters from a
Vollie V. Bisnett. The first letter, dated August 20, 1996, 1s not
sworn to and should not have been treated as a valid complaint,
under 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(b)(2).

The second letter, dated September 7, 1996, contains only o©
reference to any conduct of the Democratic National Committ
("DNC"), whicl 1s a suggestion that "a percentage of the cost" of
"fundralsers and campaign trips" attended by the President and Vice
President "should be paid out of their campailgn funds and the
Democratic National Committee, funds pertaining to the purpose of
the trip."

nsistent with the Commission's regulations governing trave
andidates for F ]

by ca President and Vice President, all travel cost
the President and Vice President to attend DNC fundraisin ] event
in 19%6 have been nd are belng paid for by the AIUThorizi
committees of the candidates (Clinton/Gore '96 Primary Committe
Inc or Clinton/Gore '96 General Committee nc. 311 costs
DNC fundraising events are pald for by the DNC All of thess
expenditures have been fully disclosed on the FEC reports of the
respective committees. The complaint does not set forth an

Parts Pivadaguartors © 330 South € aprtod Strect, S B O* Wasthungton, §30, 200000 » 202 8b5 5000 « FAN 202 %h i
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specific facts which suggest otherwise.

The September 7 letter also refers to contributions of $50, 000
and $100,000 received in connection with fundraising events and
asks, "Isn't $100,000 more than one person can give to a campaign?"
While no specific fundraising event is identified in the complaint,
it is conceivable that the complainant intended tc refer to the
making of contributions to the DNC.

Any and all contributions from an individual or political
committee in excess of the applicable limitations of 2 U.S.C. §
44la(a) (that is, $20,000 per year from an individual and $15,000
per year from a multicandidate committee), have been deposited into
the DNC's non-federal accounts. Any and all contributions from
sources prohibited under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971
as amended (the "Act"), have likewise been deposited into the DNC's
non-federal accounts. Such contributions have been used strictly
in accordance with the Commission's regulations governing use of
non-federal funds, 11 C.F.R. § 106.3, or have been used for
contributions or transfers to the non-federal accounts of state
party committees or other non-federal candidate or other non-
federal committees in accordance with applicable state law. The
letter contains no specific facts which suggest in any way that the
DNC done anything other than treat all contributions strictly in
accordance with the Commission's regulations.

The third letter, dated September 14, 1996, makes no reference
to the DNC, and is in any event nothing more than a scurrilous
series of ad hominem attacks on the President, labor unions and the
Democratic Party.

For these reasons, the complaint does not set forth any facts
which describe any violation of the Act or the Commission's
regulations. Accordingly, the Commission should find no reason to
believe that respondents have violated the Act or Commission
regulations, and should dismiss the complaint.

Respectfully submitted,

A7 < fﬁ

{ 2 past? A =
Jézzzz'E. Sandler, General Counsel
Neil P. Reiff, Deputy CGeneral Counsel

Attorneys for Respondents DNC Services
Corporation/Democratic National Committee
and R. Scott Pastrick, As Treasurer



‘1 EMENT OF D__E;SLGLL&IJ_QH“U NSEL
MUR_ G457 S

NAME OF COUNSEL:____ Neil P. Reift, Deputy General Counsel

Sandler, General Counsel

FIRM: __ Democratic Nitional Committee

ADDRESS:_ Lol K .
' 20003 £
e ————EE e @
TELEPHONE: (- "'1) Lol .
2 363-8081 &
FAX:L )_ st N

The above-named Indlvidual Is hereby deslgnaled as my counsel and is
authorized lo recelve any notificallons and other communlcallons from the
Commilsslion and o acl on my behalf before the Commlsslon.

/oz/z 7¢ —= S
Dat /~ '”_‘/%re - -
' . /? —ﬁuff F&fﬁﬂaﬁr /“11JVL‘+’

) S\_ Se A-kgsigorparatlon,De:ocra:xc National
RESPONDENT'S NAME: —~ """ % 7 SCOTF Pastrick as Treasurer
ADDRESS:. . _ = ' "
TELEPHONE:HOME( __ )

BUSINESS(__ ;




American I-‘cdcrati~' Labor and Congress (~ustrial Organizations

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL

L FEOERATIG,

¥ R 815 Sixteenth Streel. NW JOHN J, SWEENEY RICHARD L. TRUMKA LINDA CHAVEZ THOMPSON
< . Washington. DC 20006 PRESIDENT SECRETARY TREASURER EXECUTIVE VIUY PRESIDEN?
S %\ (202) 6375000
- B Aer Shanas Toward T Harwy Wayne F G W
 AFL © =00 e e o et -
i. ‘? Sary Mot erre e by J Barry M
3‘;, A e | Kous jore N Sturdevee Frank Harvey
"o‘ G“t‘ |:|. ’4.‘-' it :‘ r Carey . At ‘...
o, Rarciigh Bacoe Clarchs o cnard W Corn Y
o= 5 orag 3 Metge Gooow
Ny Ha JITY ME Car 1Ay A
ar or Lyt sy MG w MoK
W . - At Moors A =1
(& Na W
October 7. 1996 .
C olleen 1. Sealander. Esq. -
C entral Enforcement Docket -
Oftfice of the General Counsel =
b ederal Flection Commission =
999 | Street. NOW.L -
Washington. D.C. 20463 “
Re: FEC MUR 4439
o Dear Ms, Sealander:

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a). the purpose of this letter is to respond to the
complaint filed in the above-referenced matter against the American Federation of [ abor
and Congress of Industrial Organizations (“AFL-CIO™) and Richard L. Trumka as
[ reasurer of the AFL-C1O. The complaint was supplemented by letter of September [4.
1996, a copy of which was received by the AFL-CIO on October 3. 1996. For the reasons
set forth below, the Commission should take no further action against the AFL-CIO and

> its I reasurer. and should dismiss the complaint.

I'he complaint does not meet even the minimal standards set forth in § 111.4(d) of
the Commussion’s regulations. That section requires. in pertinent part:

(21 Statements which are not based upon personal knowledge should be
accompanied by an identification of the source of the information which
cives rise to the complainant’s belief in the truth of such statements:

(31| I'he complaint] should contain a clear and concise recitation of the facts
which describe a violation of a statute or regulation over which the

C ommussion has jurisdiction.

CER STIT.4d)
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Fhe complaimt at issue primarily concerns allegations concerning entities other
than the AL -CHO. The reterences to the AFL-CHO are briet. extremely general, and
consist largely o the author’s opintons rather than allegations of specitic facts describing
i alleged violation of the statute or regulations. For example. the complaint alleges that
the AFL-CTO umons are giving S35 million to the Chnton Gore campaign. but offers no
factual support for that allegation. As a matter of fact. no such factual support exists
since the AFL-CO has made no contributions to the Clinton' Gore campaign.

Nor do most of the issues raised by the complainant’s opinions implicate in any
way the Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA™) or the Commussion’s regulations. For
example. the complamant contends that the AF[ -CIO “should not be allowed to raise
members dues without informing the members what the money is for.” In fact. the AFL-
C10 does not charge or collect dues from members of its atfiliated unions. Rather. the
AFL-CIO charges and collects a per capiia fee from aftiliated unions based on the number
of members in cach of those unions. A temporary increase in this per capita fee was
authorized through a special convention, attended by the AFL-CLO's affiliates. in March
of this year Thus. contrary to the allegation in the complamt. the AFL-CIO did not
increase dues but rather lawfully raised its per capita. In any case. matters such as the
AFL-CLO s procedures for calculating and assessing per capita. or tor that matter its
aftiliates” procedures for assessing dues. are not matters regulated by the FECA.

['he complainant further suggests that the AFL-CIO should be required to obtain
permission from each of its members prior to using dues money for political purposes.
Specitically. the complainant believes that union members should be required to “sign a
ship authorizing the union to use his her tunds for campaigns.” While the Act requires
that yvoluntary contributions to a labor organization’s separate segregated fund be
specifically authorized by the contributing member. 1t imposes no such requirement with
regard to the collection of union dues. See 2 U S.C 8 44 1bibit3). More importantly. the
manner in which a labor organization raises dues tor whatever purpose is not a matter
regulated by the FECA or the Commuission’s regulations

[he complainant also contends that the AFL-C1O should be required 1o allocate
tunds raised tor its political committee. AFL-CT1O COPE. in proportion to the political
atfiliations of its members. According to the complamant. “it the union membership is
comprised ot 37 percent democrat and 40 percent republican plus 3 percent independent
that 1s the was the funds should be split ™ Nomwithstanding the complainant’s opinion as
to how decisions should be made about which candidates should receive contributions
trom the AFL-C1O's polittcal commuttee. the procedure by which a umion. or for that
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CLINTON

GORE

Lawrence M \UML‘. |'\qll|FL‘

(tice of the General Counsel

Federal Flection Commuission
999 F Street. NW

tith Floor

W ashington

I

Dear Mr. Noble

Md6a

Re: MUR 44390

loan Pollint, as Treasurer

October 21,

'l:j\",

BerZl JuzPH'S

The Chinton Gore “96 Primary Commuttee. Ing

idinonal information submitted by comp

T'his letter 1s in response to the additi

'.."L\I.PU\‘”L'J MUR
i Pollitt, as Treasurer. incorporate by reference their initial response

[he Chinmton Gore

de the tollowing supplemental response

1 |
L oaadl

amnant in the

¥ Primary Commttee. Inc. (the "Committee™) and

to this matter and

Complainant’s one page letter adds no new facts or evidence to the record in this matter

i 1s nothing more than a lisung of conclusony statements. Complainant’s letter suffers from

ne deficiencies as her complaint. and the Committee discussed these in its initial response

I'his letter does not cure any of those deficiencies. instead. it exacerbates them and. by 1ts ven

nature. makes fashioning a response nearly impossible. See Section A of Committee Response.

Oictober 1. 1996

For the record. the Commuttee scrupulously paid for the costs of fundraising events at

vhich funds were raised for the Committee. |

repors of re

crupulously paid tor

as 1s required by the Commission’s reguls

* \_-_& ~ect

Finally, the Commission 1s

wn counsel and does 1 re

suant to election law matters. In
Ren greal care o a USe 01 &
- _7¢ /
.r_,..—ﬂ-i‘_ L,
nlitrec
Creneral Co 8
.

"

savnd
cipi

travel costs Incurred whe

s and dishbursements filed by the

the Pr

oy

alreadyv aware

€.
Iv upon the W

®

( omn

1nons

on B of Commitice Response, O

hrou
hite H

hose pavments are regularly retlected on the

uttee. Similarly, the Committee

esident traveled and engaged 1in campaign

[here 1s no evidence in the record 1o

ctober 1. 19496

¢h the undersigned. that the Committee

ouse Counsel s Ottice 1o render advice

ither campaign activity, the Commuttee has

ci\

s tor Commutiee business

T |tk
Fric Kle T]‘L‘:d

C el Counse
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME
THIS oo DAY OF o 19,

NOTARY PUBLIC




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 30 1996

r

Vollie V. Bisnett
P.O. Box 103
Cottonwood, CA 96022

Dear Ms. Bisnett:

This is in response to your notarized letter of October 14, 1996, which was
received by the Commission on October 17, 1996, and addressed to Colleen
Sealander. Insofar as your letter contains no specific allegations, no action will be
taken with regard to this letter.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

~

BY: Lois G. lerner
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

WASHIN ~ 4

November 22, 1996

Vollie V. Bisnett
P.O. Box 103
Cottonwood, CA 96022

re: MUR 4459

Dear M. Bisnett

I'hank vou for your letter of November 6, 1996, which we received on
November 12, 1996, regarding your prior submissions to this office

We have reconsidered the additional complaints contained in your
October 18th letter and determined them to constitute a supplement to your
original complaint filed on September 12, 1996 (MUR 4459). This supplement
will be processed in accordance with the Federal Election Campaign Act and
governing directives

We will notify vou once the Federal Election Commission takes final
action on vour complaint. For vour information, enclosed are two brochures
which highlight both the Federal Campaign Finance Law and our complaint
process

Very truly vours,
)

¥ Andrek Turlo"c/

Supervisory Aftorney

Central Enforcement Docket
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. 1

November 26, 1996

Vollie V. Bisnett

PO Box [03

19778 Gas Point Road
Cononwood, CA 96022

RE: MLR 4459
Dear Vollie V. Bisnentt

I'his letter acknowledges receipt on October 17, 1996, of the supplement to the
r complaint vou filed on September 24, 1996. The respondents will be sent copies of the
supplement. You will be notified as soon as the Federal Flection Commission takes final
action on your complaint.

Singerely,

Womss-

Enk Momson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON 4

November 26, 1996

Lyn Utrecht, Fsq

Oldaker. Rvan, Phillips & Utrecht
818 Connecticut Ave., N'W

Suite 1100

Washington, DC 20036

I-ric F. Kleinfeld, Esq.

( hief Counsel

C linton Gore “96

P O Box 19300
Washington, DC 20036

RE: MUR 4459
Clinton/Gore *96 Pnimary Committee,
Inc.. and Joan Pollitt, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Utrecht and Mr. Kleinfeld:

On September 17, 1996, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
dayvs of receipt of the notification.

On October 17, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional
information

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

Singgre

l}[
Enk Mormmson, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

I nclosure



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TON [

November 26, 1996

Margaret E. McCormick. Associate General Counsel
AFL-CIO

815 16th Street, N.W

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 4459
AFL-CIO and Richard L. Trumka

as treasurer
Dear Ms. McCormick:

On September 17, 1996, vou were notified that the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On October 17, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Fnclosed is a copy of this additional
information.

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

Frik Morrison, Paralegal
Central Enforcement Docket

Fnclosure
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FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

November 26, 1946

Joseph E. Sandler, Fsq

Neil P. Reiff, Esq

Democratic National Committee
430 S. Capitol Street, S &
Washington, D.C. 20003

RE: MUR 4459
Democratne National Committee,
R Scott Pastrick. Treasurer

Dear Messrs. Sandler and ReifT:

On September 17, 1996, you were notfied that the Federal Flection Commission
received a complaint from Vollie V. Bisnett alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended At that ime you were given a copy of
the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On October 17, 1996, the Commission received additional information from the
complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional
information

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

Frik \1.-.n'\\~ri, l’.1' |lL'!_'.1.l

Central Fnforcement Docket

Fnc ii\\h.'&."



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

L.

In the Matter of

ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY SENSI'"'E

GENERAL COUNSEL’'S REPORT

R

L. 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.

- This 1s the first Enforcement Priority Report that reflects the impact of the
1996 election cycle cases on the Commission’s enforcement workload. We have
identified cases that are stale which are
recommended for dismissal at this time. This is the highest number of cases
identified as stale in a single report, and the highest number of stale cases

recommended for closure at one time, since the inception of EPS in 1993,
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1L  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 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
cach incoming matter using Commission-approved criteria, resulting in 2 numerical rating
for 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  cases that
do not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.” Attachment | 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 difficult to develop as it ages. Focusing investigative efforts
sn more recent and more significant activity also has a more positive effect on the electoral

process and the regulated community. In recognition of this fact, EPS provides us with the

} These cases are RAD 97L-10 (Citizens for Randy Borow)

RAD 971-16 (Republican State Central Commuitee of South Dakota); Pre-MUR 347 (Producers Lioyds Insurance

ompany), Pre-MUR 38 (Peoples Nahonal Bank of Commerce); Pre-MUR 349 (Trump Plaza); Pre-MUR 350
frhamk, N A ) Pre-MUR 355 (Femngold Senate Commutiee); MUR 4494 (Georgranna Lincoln);

MUR 4586 (Friends of Zack Wamp). MUR 45390 (Okizhoma Education Association); MUR 4600 (San

Mcers Assoc ) MUR 4612 (Teresa Doggett for Congress), MUR 4615 (Catholic Democrats for

p ues). MUR 4616 (Amenan Legisiztive Exchange Counal), MUR 4620 (Eastern Connecticut Chamber

, mmerce), MUR 4622 (Telles for Mayor), MUR 4628 (Gutknecht for Congress); MUR 4629 (Janice Schakowsky)

MUR 4636 (IBEW Local 505): MUR 4637 (Dettman for Congress); MUR 4639 (Larson for Congress); MUR -I-n-ﬂ

Becker for -,1"1_"'!?'-‘ MUR 444 (Detrat Gitw Counall; MUR 4651 (Miks F.",,_'rﬂ MUR 4653 (Prlzier for

ongress), MUR 4656 (H Carrall for Congress); and MUR 4657 (Buchanan for President)



3

means to identify those cases which, though earning a higher rating when received, remained
unassigned for a significant period due to a lack of staff 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.

We have identified  cases that have remained on the Central Enforcement Docket

for a sufficient period of time to render them stale. We are recommending the closure of

-]
cases hased on staleness.

¢ These cases are: MUR 4283 (Chencweth for Congress), MUR 4’-{1 (Juan Soliz for Congress); MUR 4402 (U.S
Representative Helen Chencweth), MUR #4435 (Lincoln for Congre UR 4439 (LIAIN) MUR 4442 (Lipinsk: for
“ongress) MUR 4444 (Rokerts for Congress); ML R 4445 (Randy Tate for Congress). MU R 4446 (Clinton/Gore 36
Primary): MUR 4447 (Random House, Inc ): MUR 4449 (Clinton Adm: nistration); MUR 4453 (Mike Woard for
Congress), MUR 4454 (Ralph Nader). MUR #4539 (Clintor/Gore “35), MUR 4474 (Saltn for Senate). MUR 4477
(BRDO-New York). MUR 4481 (Diamond Bar Caucus), MUR 4485 (Perot ‘32 Petihion Commutlee); MUR 4486
B for Comngress MUR 4493 (Pennsylvaenia PACF for Federal
Flections), MUR #4496 (Noroood for Congress), MUR #4497 (Pease for Congress);, MUR 4510 (Stakence for
“ongress); MUR 4511 (Bok Coffin for Congress). MUR 4514 (Friends for r, anks); MUR 4515 (Clinton Inoesh

19400
" MUR 4521 03MAL 630 AMD; MUR 4525 (Senalo ‘.'.""'.
Pressler): MUR 4327 (Brestian for Senate), MUR 4536 (Signatire Properties, Inc ), MUR 4540 (Tim Johnson for
MUR 4542 (Dan for Cov MUR 4552 (Charles Y Normooed): MUR 4554 (Johr: Byuron for
rgress), MUR 4556 ~;..u. r Congress), MUR 4561 (Jay Hoffman for Cor

Lress)
'R 4564 (National Republican Cong, ru.sm".:lt ymmittee). MUR 4567 (DNC

MUR 4569 (McGe \..m( ommittee); RAD 96[.-11 (Neu
York Repubiican County Commitiee). Pre-MUR 343 (NRSO); and Pre-M

Services Corp

UR 312 (Joseph Demewo). The Demio case

Ives fundraising related to former Congresswoman Mary Rose Oakar’s 1992 congressional campaign

it was held as a courtesy to the Department of Justice pending resclution of a parallel ciminal matter in the
Mistrict Court for the Distnet of Columbia. Mre Demio recently entered into a plea agreement with the
Department of Justice (on which we were not onsulted) in whach he agreed, amd ng other things, to waive
the statute of imitations rv’f.l!’d."y‘ vil violations of the FECA. Conside nng the age of

the case and
activity, the fact that DOJ has not formally referred this matter to us, and the Comnussion’s continuing

resource constraints, dismussal 1s the appropnate Jl\;‘u\-xt,,-."- of this matter
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We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and direct
closure of the cases listed below, effective November 17, 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.

i.  RECOMMENDATIONS,
A Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective November 17, 1997, and approve

the appropriate letters in the following matters:

RAD 96L-11 Pre-MUR 312 Pre-MUR 349
Pre-MUR 343 Pre-MUR 350
RAD 97L-10 Pre-MUR 347 Pre-MUR 355

RAD 97L-16 Pre-MUR 348



etters in

MUR 4253
MUR 4341
NMUR 4402
MUR 4435
MUR 4439
MUR 4442
MUR 4444
MUR 4445
MUR 4446
NMUR 4447
MUR 449
MUR 4453
MUR 4454
MUR 4459
MUR 4474
MUR 477
ILR 481
MUR M85
MUR 86

MUR 4494

the following matiers

Darwe

NMUR 4495
MUR 4490
MUR 4497
MUR 4510
AMUR 4511
MUR 4514
MUR 4515

MUR 4521
MUR 4325
MUR 4527
MUR 4530
MUR 4540
MUR 4542
MUR 4552
MUR 4554
MUR 4556
MUR 4561

AMUR 4504
MUR 4567

e

e, /‘JZ_

— 7

Lawrence M N

—
bhle

General Counsel

MUR 45649
MUR 45860
MUR 4590
MUR 4600
MUR 4612
MUR 4615
MUR 4610
MUR 4620
NMUR 4622
MUR 46258
MUR 4629
MUR 4630
MUR 4037
MUR 4630
MUR 4641
MUR 4644
MUR 4631
MUR 4633
MUR 4650
MUR 4657



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) Agenda Document No. X97-77
Enforcement Priority )
CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on December 2,
1997, do hereby certify that the Commission took the follow-

ing actions with respect to Agenda Document No. X97-77:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the
file effective December 15, 1997,
and approve the appropriate letters
in the following matters:

1. RAD 96L-11 ' 4 Pre-MUR 347

8. Pre-MUR 348
3 RAD 97L-10 8. Pre-MUR 349
4, RAD 97L-16 10. Pre-MUR 350
5. Pre-MUR 312 11. Pre-MUR 355
6. Pre-MUR 343

B. Take no action, close the file effective
December 15, 1957, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following

matters:

1, MUR 4283 6. MUR 4442
2. MUR 4341 T MUR 4444
3. MUR 4402 8. MUR 4445
4, MUR 4435 9. MUR 4446
5 MUR 4439 10. MUR 4447

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission
Certification: Agenda Document

No. X97-77
December 2, 1997

ii.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
275
18.
15.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25:
26,
27
28.
29 .
30.
3.
32.
33.
34.
35.

3558985555999935535885548

Commissioners

4445 36.
4453 37.
4454 38.
4459 39.
4474 40.
4477 41.
4481 42.
4485 43.
4486 44 .
4494 45,
4495 46.
4496 47 .
4497 48.
4510 49.
4511 50.
4514 %
4515 B2
4521 B3.
4525 54.
4527 ES.
4536 56.
4540 57.
4542 58.
4552 59,
4554

Aikens,

Att

egt:

Harjorfé W. Emmons
Sefretary of the Commission

S558599599599955959353358

4556
4561
4564
4567
4569
4586
4590
4600
4612
4615
4616
4620
4622
4628
4629
4636
4637
4639
4641
4644
4651
4653
4656
4657

Page 2

Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D JUide

December 15, 1997

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Vollie V Bisnett

PO Box 103

19778 (ias Point Road
Contonwood. CA 96022

RE MIR 4459
Dear Mr Bisnett

On September 12, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received vour complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Flection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ( "the
Act”)

After considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commuission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action in the matter  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 hme that has elapsed. the Commission
determined to close 1ts file in this matter on December 15, 1997 This matter will become part
of the public record within 30 days

The Act allows a complamnant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
thisaction See 2 U SC 3 43TigHaxy

F Andrew Tur!

Supenison Attomes

Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON. DU JUan b

December 15, 1997

Lyn Utrecht, Esq

Oldaker, Rvan, Phillips & Utrecht

818 Connecticut Avenue. N\W 1 1th Floor
Washimgton, DO 20006

Frnc F Klemnfeld, Chief Counse!

Clinton/ Gore *96

%18 Connecticut Avenue, NW _ 10th Floor
Washington, DC 20006

RE MUR 4459
Chnton Gore 96 Pnmarv Commuttee. Inc . and Joan Pollitt. treasurer

Dear Ms Utrecht and Mr Kleinfeld

On September 17. 1996 the Federal Election Commuission notified vou of a complaint alleging
certain viclations of the Federal Elecuon Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copv of the complaint was
enclosed with that notification

After considening the circumstances of this matter, the Commussion exercised its prosecutorial
discretion to take ne action against Chnton 'Gore "96 Pnmary Commuttee, Inc . and Joan Pollitt, as
treasurer This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commuission'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 Commission determined to close 1ts file in this matter on December 15, 1997

The confidentiahity provisions of 2 U S C § 437gfax 12} no longer applv and this matter 1s now
public In addion. although the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this
could occur ar anv time following certification of the Commuission's vote  If vou wish to submit any factual
or lezal matenals to appear on the pubhe record. please do so as soon as possible  While the file mav be
placed on the public record prior to recerpt of vour additional matenals. anv permissible submissions will

be added to the public record when recened

If vou have anv gquestions. please contact Jenmifer H Bovt on our toll-free number, (R00)-424-

N -

JS 3 Our ocal number 15 4 | Q. 3A0

Central Enforcement Docket



FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON D C 20461

December 15, 1997

Margaret E McCormuick, Associate General Counsel
AFL-CIO

815 16th Street. NW

Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 4459
AFL-CIO and Richard [ Trumka. treasurer

Dear Ms McCormick

On September 17, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified vou of a complaint
alleging certain violanons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commussion exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against AFL-CIO and Richard L. Trumka, as treasurer
his case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on the Commussion’s docket  In hght
of the information on the record. the relative significance of the case, and the amount of time that
has elapsed. the Commission determined 1o close its file in this matter on December 15, 1997

The confidennality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(aX 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
davs. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commussion’s vote  If vou wish to
submut any factual or legal matenals to appear on the pubhc record, please do so as soon as
possible While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of vour additional
matenals. anyv permissible submissions will be added to the public record when recened

If vou have any questions. please contact Jenmifer H Bowvt on our toll-free number. (800 )
WD

123-9330 Our local number 15 (2

: 193690

Sincereh

FoAndrew Turfes
Supenasory Attomes
Central Enforcement Docket
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TN b

December 15, 1997

Joseph E Sandler. Esq

Neil P Reiff, Esq

Democratic National Comnntiee
430 S Capnol Street, SE
Washington, DC 20003

RE MUR 4459
Democratic National Commuttee, and Carol Pensky, Treasurer

Dear Messrs Sandier and Reift

On September 17, 1996, the Federal Flechon Commussion notified vour chents 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 considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commussion exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action aganst, Democratic National Commuttee and R Scott
Pastrick, as treasurer  This case was evaluated objectively relanve to other matters on the
Commussion's docket  In light of the information on the record. the relative significance of the case,
and the amount of hme that has elapsed. the Commussion determined to close its file i this matter
on December 15, 1997

I'he confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437gfax 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
davs, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission’s vote  1f vou wish to
submit any 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 pnor to receipt of your addinonal
matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when recened

If vou have any questhions, please contact lenmifer H Bosvt on our toli-free number, (800 -
$24-9530 Our local number 15 (202 219-3690

Singereiy

Andrgh Turles
Supentsons Attomey

Central Entorcement Docket
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