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October 23, 1996

Edward I. Dyck
253 Hoather Crest DriveChesterfield, NO 63017

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Office of General Counsel
The Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

SUBJECT: Complaint against Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee
Inc., and Ms. Sandra McClure for possible
Disbursement of Funds Coverup, which is in direct
violation of CFR 11.

Dear Sir:

It has come to our attention in our lawsuit against
Ross Perot for illegal investigations of Perot volunteers
in 1992 that The Perot Group aka The Perot Petition comittee,
alais Perot 92, and now known as Perot Reform Comiittee, Inc. (?&LA *Ag i

is using and abusing the same old OCOVERUP" techniques of 1992.
Because it was reported to you. I ask that you query OPerotO
Reform Committee Inc. and Sandy McClure as to thejWUupo..
of Disbursement on Schedule B-P Itemized Disburesst e ~ 23,
dated 5-17-96 (see enclosed schedule). 

"

On May 22, 1996 while under oath at Ms. NcClure's
deposition (see enclosure) Ms. McClure emphatica
that she had received no compensation or cono
Ross Perot or any affiliate since December 9 $ .
been serving strictly as a volunteer of the
Its inception.

Because of Ross Perot's liability for m.
actions in the 1992 lawsuit, the $W,223.26 vaL
of Ms. McClurels legal bills at Kohn, Shands lavf go.

Please verify this for me. If it was a do L
coverup, than I suggest you correct your records t
fees.

Addresses for those involved are as follows;



ibm Perot
10444 Strait ,ane
D"I" , Ix 75229

.O B ox

J.Ziaa, IN 75221
00-96-RM2"

' 'Is bedroom)
417-881-1593 fax

Yours very sincerely,

Edward Dyck

Subscribed and sworn before me on this 0 day of October 1996.

6leca7
AWNRM S. mU.
x3wkwb Iftwft
UrAUFinha~cnw

V4t



UNssu s- osumn
-- memcee m eee -- em---"'" ..... ------ "-'""

tIMES 0f COISU" C03IS70Perot Reo*= Cmltte, e.00327
a.I, Latm ft" a .b nqeras ed 5fr""194 aw m beo er end by wpweM a.w
sh, peeqmu @ .. LdUed1.W~ .. s .b~ e a, 9e .am.LS p.epo.... Ne elu .. ~n, . .. a.. ,sdaDs 1 or f4- 60" 6 t 3 , *eLi aottb~qil nu an "&of e.
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Pow Wooe
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Room"? F. Muua"T
SusaM a. DuMLRU
Jomx W. Lanzann

Mr. Mark Dotzler
2222 Menard St.
St. Louis, MO 63104

Mr. Edward Dyck
253 Heather Crest Drive
Chesterfield, Missouri 63017

Mr. Kevin Laughlin

12384 Shoreridge Drive, Apt. E
Maryland Heights, Missouri 63043

Kim Askew, Esq.
o Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.

1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
Dallas, Texas 75201

Carol A. Platt, Esq.
Armstrong, Teasdale, Schlafly & Davis
One Metropolitan Square, Suite 2600
St. Louis, Missouri 63102

G. Carroll Stribling, Jr., Esq.
Ziercher & Rocker, P.C.
231 S. Bemiston, Oth loor
Clayton, Missouri 63105

Dear Mr. Dotzler, Mr. Dyck, Mr. Laughlin and Counsel:

I have enclosed copies of Ms. McClure's certifications and
correction sheets for the transcripts of her deposition taken May
22-23, 1996.

Sincerely,

W. Leueier
JWL :na
Enclosures



IP

STATI or/ a,
2

COUNTY OF )
3

4 I, SI DRA MCCLUlR, do heorby certify:

5 That I have read the foregoing depoeilon;

6 That I have made such changes in form and/or

7 substance to the within deposition as might be

8 necessary to render the same true and correct;

9 That having made such changes thereon, I hereby

10 subscribe my name to the deposition.

11 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the

12 foregoing is true and correct.

13

14 Executed this ____
-  

__day of

15 19 ,at JPMI Cr Rd i.

16

17

19NO

20 My Commission Expires: _ _ _ __ _

21 Notary Public: AA/k.

22

24

251



FEDERPAL ElCTION

4 0 ~ hb D"SwC 2046

Novi~ 1,1996

Edwwd i. Dyck
253 Heather Crest Drive
d~ Cl~l6317

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Dyck:

This letter I=_ rI on Ocber 25, 196, of the cam
alleging possible violga (dOw Federal Electo Campin Act of 1971, w -'_ ('f

_7 Act"). The respo odmks) wif be sifed of this comqlim within five day&.

You will be mdhd m soon as the Fedral Elecion Commi Wmios dwm
your complainL Sho yo meive amy -Mliu inmio a 'M m p1 b k
to the Office of the Oekaer CoumL Such infmiam be swan t in o
as the origainealbm m Wel -m &mudie n u 15114541. Pbs
number in all &W m~. n For yaw ~rg .whe"

, description of the Ca prcedure ft l

.T .X. ,: .' ,

Procedurso ~w iii

:- . Al i .," J m

mm"IMM-r,



174 7,

FEDERAL ELECTION
~hnr DC 2M46

November 1, 1996

H. Ross Perot
0L kes- W- Sqim

TX 75251

RE MUR4541

"--') The Federal Electimon m eived a laiwhich indic o you mq
. have violated the Federal Elcton CamOag Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act') A copy of

the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4541. Plans refer io this
number in all future c aaorme.

Under the Act, you bav de to 1uyt demonstratein writing tmh no ao dud
3 be taken apinst you in dhis r Plum u, m y.- or le a " vJA-ym
~~believe are rlvut to -~n.... oulyais o (ls -tla. Whamt qp. m" p(-,m- :l-

should be submite udo o. Ya i which, should be
Counsel's Offic must be -m--i d within 15 days of receip ofthis bow. It n is
received within is du, qM O ra -- -dowe k is

This

j 437g(aX12XA)* FUS =WhI7 -M h
nude public. fou bsuucudbcrnli ,
Commission by ma Af ... ..... "i i o..
of such cotmd miheo.n. a v.d,- .

c o m m f o .- ... ,,., ...mi.' . , ...



A"

If ir aw m. plasm coui Brlk 1Mul a (M)21163M. Pw yw
infsua*os m law imi a bdddAn ctCmlosss s~

ColUm T. S2lin.A m ,
CenUl -Pmmotx

l.Com

2. SP
3. Dcgi of Coms Smut,



I,: m. , _? I" .- ,''. - -- -1 ., ._ , - , -. -, , " , - ., .,, -.,',

FE aL ELECTION CO"MiSION
wmhdor, DC 20M

November 1, 1996

J. Michad POss, TraMurer
.o'96 IMc16 L ew Pray

Suite 727
Dallas, IX 75251

*AMMOMM1 -vn 4PJj" 1441 ~

Dear Mr. Poss:

The Federal Election Commiuian received a comla which lae t Peot '96
Inc. ("Commitee") aod you, as nmrer, may hav violad thm Federal Electi Cmp
Act of 1971,t a umnmded ("he Actp) A cop of time cmypau is enloud. We haemumbd
this matter MUR 4541. Please refer to this nmnber in all fitmre Cor- a

Under t Aig yo have t Auit a o d n dMVs
be tae pin M t sm md yen ,s m inmem , in due. Plms moh s i
or le-al al wi y beiee m kvm to & U C"- _s TMds 'AN,

Whr qg yre , ;i , • . l , , a: . Y . . . 'q,be a~dt .

This,,., ,il umm cadid in moceam,,It 2 U.. 43 ,,) m
j 437g(aX12XA) miem yow toil . mda in w Ibaq youw I"tmumildhtn"n i'" d ' I~"
made p lic. I nf.d,.*bs -,,. .. in thi
Of Schi 004084 ad too

" ... ....



If you have my qiilmp ooAm Eik Mouison at (202) 219.3400. P yewinformation have .mh a bdldudp lom o(,s Comlims lp~me s f h Ih

Colleen T. Suulamler, AUcresy

1Complaint

3. Designation of Counsel St I muW

2)

-J

)

?N

w~

* j ~



FEDERAl ELECTION C
WNIhklm, DC 204

November 1,1996

Mike Poss, Treasu
Pert Reform Con t.,
7616 LBJ Freeway
Suite 727
DaNs TX 75251

1,b Mt43M4541

Dear Mr. Poss:

The Federal Ekction Commission received a coniluwhikhd~9lamap ,,Reform Committee ("Committee") mad you, as UmuWae MY ha vi -,,d d"o"--Election Campaign Act of 1971, o m d (-- A. A -A co- of e mioas dWe have numbered this matte MUR 4541. Plhas refr o this ha aiull -
m0cfpondece.

Under the Ad.. you lw &e oppmcmto m te i do Amidbe taken against the Cmmnitee md youv a smw.w this -w.I
or legal matrials which . .bdswl*%

This mor wl minim camfm im acsdmm wh 2 Un.cC.
f 43 7g(aXI2A) mhw'am aoft do is w Ig .maepubli. If y hamidbmps ~ ~
Commission by o~d
of much commeL,



If yu bv ma qumf pims csw~ &&l Monisms at (202) 219-3MW. Frwym
Ofbtmwokwummieslmahfdile" OcCiam'ds-

S-,

Cen:nfrcma Docket

.Comn
2. Psoosu
3. Deu2gu im of CoU Statemnt



F-DEI. E-C~iON mom M N

November 1, 1996

Sandy McClure
Al3020 S. NiwI

Suite 233
Springfield, MO 65804

RE: MUR 44I

Dear Ms. McClure:az)

The Federal Elecdo miio received a comlain whih d you nyhave violated the Federal EIei C Act of 1971 , UT.d NW AW .AoWf
the complaint is eclod. We have mnbered this MUR 4541. PlkmS o t -dS
number in all ture

u'w &e A^ yu"h ~ m banram ft moo I aDm-wi©

be taken ai" ynts now. Phus m71a7l i
4 )believe ae relvI m bC in Cyisioi is i W l

should be uh"tasd yawr o. You 'iN, wIk I Me be,
Couzisers OfflcW .-m wh I dp

7we mo i 211- It~I 437g(aX I2XA) nedmaw yeny 29 Cdomk you wds
made public If kid t be & y..

of =& su i s d is w I



If es ave~r ~sm -comwctErikiMorrionnt (202) 219.3mW Pu ye

Colimn T. Saslmdw, Attornwy
Cenbrd nfrann DockA

1.ntg

2I Premises s -p-P-

co3 eiato o one ~mn

'0



HUGHES & LUCELI
1717 Main Street

suite 2NIKI

Dalla%, Tcxa 7 201

214 / 449 iOrf

2 14 it PI 6 1111 11 1

November 11,996

fit( rN I),r(' z I)Ial Number

214/9394416

Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Erik Morrison

Re: .R 454 1: Ross Perot
Perot Reform Committee, Inc., Mike Poss, Treasurer
Perot '96, Inc., Mike Poss, Treasurer

Dear Ms. Sealander:

Attached please find designations of counsel executed by the three respodents
referenced above. This letter requests an extension of time of thirty (30) days to r to your
inquiry dated November 1, 1996, which was received November 5, 1996 by the efeenced
respondents. Because counsel was only recently appointed to this matter additionl time is
required to review the matter and s nundina fafsL Based on the 60 of o the odil
response date would be November 20, 1996. If the rius e im s d I respame
will be due December 20,1996.

Thank you fo your c a io. IfJ yuy qio ym y IN s me at the

above referenced number.

Sneey,

RCM:rm
Enclosures

~Umited Liability Pwwsi

_VIA AX

Other OfcIt"

A u,.t i n

If: C 3

.1 "J

0cm



MUR 4541

NAME OF COUNSEL: R. clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew

Huahm~ & Luce. L.L.P.FIF

ADDRESS 1717 Main Street, Suite 2800

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 214 939-5416

FAX:( 214 ) 939-6100

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and Is

authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commis n.

11/11/96

Date ' ignature

RESPONDENT'S NAME Ross Perot

12377 Merit Drive

Dallas! Texas 75251

"TULEPHONE: HOME(

~~~os 4-4 -US 214?
~~1

765-MOO

Hunhes & Luce L.L.P.

il



-STATMENIT_ OF ~ DINATION OF COISE-7

NAME OF COUNSEL: R. clayton mulford, KiM 3. Aske.

FIRM: Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.

ADDRESS: 1717 main Street, Suite 2800

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 214939-5416

FAX:( 214 ) 939-6100

The above-named individual Is hereby designated as my counsel and Is

authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission and to act on mythe o 7 n.

11111/96

Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:
Hike Pase, Treasurw
17e" LdweSd " Iquee

ZOOm:

12377 Hrit Driva

Dallas, Texas 75251

V XWEHONE: HOME(

BUSINESS(

Per6t 096, -Inc.

.6



NAME OF COUNSEL: R. Clayton Mulford, Kim

FIRM: Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.

ADDRESS: 1717 Main Street, Suite 2800

Dallas, Texas 75201

TELEPHONE:( 21 )939-5416

FAX:( 214 ) 939-6100

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

11/11/96

Date Signature

6*OW4
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Perot Reform comitteet

Mike Poss, Treasurer

Inc.

mes 1~ LqIss4 lassie

12377 Merit Drive

Osilas, Texas 75251

TELEPHONE: HOME("

J7es--

MUR 441_

3. Askew.

K-4 1.1 A 4,71 4 IT, i Kel I
'Z 18 ,0 A



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH WGION. D C

Mowubw~e 14. WU

R. CW~io Mulhmd, Esq.
Hugbh& Luce
1717 Main Stret
Suite 2800
Dallas, TX 75201

RE: MLR 4541
Roms PeoM ra Rdxm CILI A
Mike Pai, Trw ei, t 196, br., Mike Pon

Treawr

Dew Mr. Mulford:

This is in rsponse to your Jeter dated November 11, 1996 which we rcived omIi"owbem 12,1x996 rquestia a tesion to re xd to the mplaia fied ie dowo

noted mater. Afer cosidering e p pRest in yow leawr d Offic ofd
maeral Cou nel has pasted the re e sion. Accordingly, yow rop e is doe by he
loe of busins on December 20, 1996.

If you have my qusosm, pine coc the Cwal Embe m DONO n sit )
219-3400.

all.

C a E s .

• --

'



HU"H S 214 / 9Lu0cE

k 13 2 ""
Attorneys and Counselors

December 12,1996

Wrter's Direct Deal Number Other Of ices

214/939-5416 Austin
Houston

Fedal Election Commission VIA FACSiOAXML d
999 E. Street, N.W. FEDERAL EXPRIES
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Colleen T. Sealander
Erik Morrison

Re- MUX A54.: Ross Pert
Perot Refrmi C m Inc., Mike Pore, Treuur (*PRC")
Perot '96, Inc., Mike Poss, Tremmar Ot '96")

Dear Ms. Sealander:

This letter is filed in resxmse to your letter dated November 1, 1996p noifying Ross
Perot, PRC and Perot '96 of a t filed a em by Edward Dyc. Mr. Dyck alleges
in his complaint that the report by PRC of an expenditure of S8223.26 on May 17,1995 for
consulting services of Sandr McClure is inaccurate, false or misleading, beme mch payments
were for Ms. McClure's persoml legal fees. Mr. Dyck's Ws a m ist

Over the It th= yew W. Dyck has filed evad baen= In S a Perot
He has lost at each turn but conatim to assert claims. Afer los g in ow imal cm v on
summary judgment, he simpy refled the claim again in =*&e jWiuid h..s m ey
recently withdrew from dim £aBwlq a mod= fr t ad
& nature of the claimsa cam s * or SIP& Iu Mp

I wiesadMr. Dyck bu aso M"le a"w Smat . Mm s un
alleging bad deeds of all kind, inclui ng defmatim liable, slander ac.

Ms. McClure wa a wluo petition Vatm' for RasnPro inMll iZa
aivity Mr. Dyck also bri pm Mr. Dyck aM

McClure, her large vohftw d = md t*a no& 7:

McClure's ouiia a- AIiia ~ m

subitedby Ms. McClure

A Limited Liability Pannmhtp hCIws Pahui ChlPOM



HUGHES & LUCE, L.L.P.

December 12, 1996
Page 2

As with Mr. Dyck's lawsuits and prior FEC complaints, this complaint is simply a
frivolous accusation without support. PRC did not pay Ms. McClure's legal fees. The report as
filed by PRC correctly and accurately reflects the purpose of the disbursement to Ms. McClure.
Ms. McClure was engaged by PRC as a consultant in 1996 in connection with a ballot access
petition drive in Missouri, because of her knowledge and experience in conducting a petition
drive, and because of her access to a network of volunteers. On May 17, 1996, Ms. McClure was
paid by PRC check for a total of 128 hours at the agreed amount of $25.00 per hour and for
$223.26 in documented expenses, pursuant to her engagement as a consultant. (Affidavit of
Russell Verney attached as Attachment 1.)

We respectfully request that the Commission not permit use of its facilities and resources
for the pursuit of Mr. Dyck's personal agenda.

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please contact me at 214/939-5416.

Sincerely.

Enclosures



* AMmdmt I

AFFIDAVIT OF

RUSSELL VERNEY

I. My name is Russell Verney. I am a resident of Dallas County. Texas.

2. 1 served as the National Coordinator for the Perot Reform Committee, Inc. ("PRC').

3. PRC engaged Sandra S. McClure to provide consulting services in connection with a
ballot access petition drive in Missouri. Ms. McClure was recommended to provide such
services because of her knowledge and background attained through her volunteer work in
coordinating ballot access in Missouri on behalf of Ross Perot in 1992 election.

4. PRC engaged additional individuals with petition experience in other states as consultants
to assist in the petition process. By using such persons, PRC could ensure that certain tasks
would be accomplished by certain times and would be performed at a cost less than that charged
by professional signature gatherers.

5. Ms. McClure was paid an agreed $25.00/hour fee and expenses for her consulting
services.

6. With respect to the payment at issue in MUR 4541, Ms. McClure was paid for 128 hours
at $25.00 an hour and $223.26 for documented expenses. A PRC check for a total of $8,223.26
was issued to Sandra McClure in May, 1996. A copy of the check is attached to this affidavit.

7. PRC has never paid legal expenses of Sandra McCl

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME unesgdNoy biy
Russell Vemey on December At , 1996. 

P. by

lIM ioR " Public In F State of Texas
NOTARY PUBLIC

$ib Of TOMa
Cwm. Exp. 04-16-2000e./ rd

Printed Name of Notary

My Commission Expires:

ZIA oA2



CK 226
2266

malimO

PAY **EICHT THOUSAND, TWO RUlDUD, TWENTY THREE AND 26/100** DOLLAIS

DAT/

5/17/96
To TmE
ORDER
OF

SANDY MCCLURE
3020 S. NATIONAL, STE
SPRINCFIELD, MO 65804

AMOUNT

**$8223.26**

238

.:* '.M. , :D ,WTr"EE
1- 3^K 'C" DA".AS TEXAS ?S2SI

,4volC 0O0 COMVdT AMOLUNT OSCOu" MET AoOUW

CONSULTING FEES -1099MSC.

L.. ~~TOTAL __ ____

P

M IAS 751

-Q TOT6

%C WmII! -mi

V

4#
pow
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LoW J. BAUM 

: .

Roam V. Nvzai December 15, 1996 -
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DAvis A. GamMUNia 
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BDcim L Hnuwmu

Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

-) Re: Sandra S. McClure ResponseMRN 4541

Dear Ms. Sealander:

I submit this response on behalf of Sandra S. McClure in the
above referenced complaint filed by Edward Dyck. Mr. Dyck has
already sued Ms. McClure in federal court in St. Louis in
connection with the Perot petition efforts. This appears to be a

:rcontinuing effort by Mr. Dyck to try to harass and intimidate Ms.
McClure for exercising her right of free speech in connection
with the ultimate First Amendment right, the right to participate

Nin the political process. We request that the complaint be
dismissed because there is no basis for a finding of a violation

X by the Federal Election Commission Act.

Mr. Dyck claims that a sc1edul1 filed by Perot bfo
Committee, Inc., with the F.E.C. dated May 17, 1996 shoin the
payment of consulting fees to Ms. McClure in the avcvnt of
$8,223.26 is inaccurate because he alleges this was Nctually a
payment for Ms. McClure's *legal fees." The short anomr to this
contention, as far M. McClure is concerned, is that sM did not
file the schedule with the F.E.C. It is my 4dezftaIna that
the Perot Reform Coumittee, which filed the schdule, . is
addressing the all gation, made by Mr. pyck ina a
YOU. Ibi.is entirely prvoer siino -t i'Wthe
ft. Malure that may have fling iiiti(1AWF.E.C.



Because there is no basis by Mr. Dyck to make a complaint to
F.E.C. about No. McClure, we respectfully ask that the complaint
be dismissed.

-SUkDS, ELBERT,

n C. Koh
One Mercantile Center, 24th Floor
St. Louis, MO 63101
(314) 241-3963
(314) 241-2509 (telecopier)

Attcrneys for Respondent,
Sandra S. McClure

)

)



VW, 1 w
January 8, 1997

J!.IS ~5A4ST
Edward I. Dyck
253 Heather Crest Drive
Chesterfield, NO 63017

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Office of General Counsel
The Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

SUBJECT:

fnLRq&4l

Supplement to my FEC complaint dated October 23, 1996
(exhibit A) against Ross Perot, the Perot Reform Committee,
Inc., and Sandra McClure.

Dear Sir:

I hereby supplement my October 23, 1996 FEC Complaint (exhibit A)
against Ross Peret, the Perot Reform Committee, Inc., and Sandra
McClure for wilfully misrepresenting the reporting of the TRUE
purpose for the disbursements of political funds as they were
presented to The Federal Election Commission and for W knowingly
falsifying official government reports. This is in direct violation
of CFR 11. In addition, Ross Perot and his employees a*G agents
show a pattern of deception that has continued from tia 19"2
Presidential Election through the 1996 Presidential Election,
(exhibit D) in Missouri and other states.

The following individuals and entities may have kmwl de
of this deception and did not report said unlawful. a 1* *A*
Federal Election Commission:

Claytas foes Iwuford--Perot Inploy' and se r
General Counsel
Perot '96 Inc. and the Perot Reform Committee, Inc.* - ot
PO Box 96 Petition Committee, Perot '92
Dallas, TX 75221
800-96-PARTY

James Michael Poss--Perot employee
Treasurer
Perot '96 Inc. and the Perot Reform Committee. I
P ox 96
Dal"a* TX 75221
800-96uPARTY

Petition



Perot '96 Inc.--Funded by Ross Perot
PO Box 96
Dallas, TX 75221
800-96-PARTY

Kim Juanita Askew--Perot lawyer
Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Ste 2800
Dallas, TX 75201
214-939-5500

Tom Luce--Perot lawyer, co-chair The Perot Petition Committee
Partner
Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Ste 2800
Dallas, TX 75201
214-939-5500

Alan C. Kohn--McClure (Perot) lawyer
Kohn, Shands, Elbert, Gianoulakis & Giljum
One Mercantile Center
St. Louis, MO 63101
314-241-3963

John W. Lemkemeier--McClure (Perot) lawyer
Bryan Cave
1 Metropolitan Square
St. Louis, MO 63101
314-259-2000

Carol A. Platt--Perot lawyer
Armstrong, Teasdale, Schlafly & Davis
One Metropolitan Square, Ste 2600
St. Louis, MO 63102
314-621-5070

G. Carroll Stribling, Jr., Esq.--Squifax Credit I services
Inc. lawyer

Ziercher & Docker, P.C. *

231 S. Besiston, 8th Floor
Clayton, NO 63105
314-727-5822

The above named should explain to The Federal RleotiOm Cmission

their knowledge of the following:

*Describe in detail everything you know about tbe"o ge2s
schedule B-P, 'Itemized Disbursents, FW Pots,
Reform Comittee, lea, (oftib. 2)..

*Describe in detail everything .you know about Rosa Voeot--tje

Perot Reform Committee's payment of $8,223.26 to Seaty Mclure
on 5-17-96 for Oconslting fees., (exhibit 5). .



*Describe in detail all payments by Ross Perot, the Reform Committee
Inc., Perot '96 Inc. The Perot Petition Committee or any entity

thereof to Sandra McClure from April 1992 to the present. Please
state amount, date, and purpose of payment.

*Describe in detail everything you know about who is paying

Sandra McClure'* legal bills to Alan Kohn and John Lemkemeier
from May 1994 to the present. (May 1994 being the date the
lawsuit was filed in Missouri against Sandra McClure for slander
and libel in the 1992 Presidential Election).

*If you had knowledge of this deception to The Federal Election

Commission, why did you not report it?

Ross Perot--U.S. Presidential Candidate in 1996 and 1992
10444 Strait Lane
Dallas, TX 75229
800-96-PARTY

In addition to explaining to The Federal Election Commission the

above questions* Ross Perot should explain the following:

*Explain the relationship between you and Sandra McClure (employee

or agency?) that caused you to pay her legal bills.

*What other payments (state amount, date, and purpose) did you

give to Sandra McClure from April 1992 to the present.

Sandra S. McClure--Perot Missouri State Coordinator
7439 East Farm Road, 1-70
Rogersville, MO 65742

Zn addition to explaining to The Federal ELection.

n questioas, Sandra Jclure homld eplain ,oe

*Explain in detail the relationship (employee or agemny?) you

had to Ross Perot or any entity thereof from April 1992 to the
present.

Explain in detail (state amount, date received, and purpoe )
of all payments you received from Ross Perot or any etity
thereof, from April 1992 to the present.

i'* 00t 9 Is "wo Federal JElotio. Commisionecel.Vi
=ltemized Disbursements", page 23, for the Perot feform Cammittee,
Inc. (fully funded by Ross Perot), showing the $8,223.26 disbursement

.amiS., y tcClure on 5-17-96 f, vmes&4WLeV fes ."r



Exhibit C ise text of the video deposson of Sandra
McClure taken on May 22-23, 1996. Under PENALTY OF PERJURY,

McClure SWEARS that, "I am volunteering with no reimbursement

for trying to put a new political party on the ballot in

Missouri."..."I don't have any money, so I run it out of my

house." p 18. "I have no access to money at all." p 19.

It is evident that Kim Askew and Alan Kohn had knowledge that

Ross Perot was paying McClure's g~l bills in the deposition.

This is the reason that XbftheyjTAbClure not tw answer the
question. p 158.

Exhibit D is Schedule B, "Itemized Disbursements", p 204,
filed by The Perot Petition Committee for the 1992 Presidential
Election. Note: "legal Fees" were listed as "Purpose of
Disbursement" to deceive the FEC of their TRUE usage of political
funds which was "investigation of volunteers" and "security."

Exhibit E is "Invoice no. 044" from Callahan & Gibbons
Group, Inc. to Mr. Mark Blahnik of the Perot Petition Committee.
Note: "Re: Confidential inquiries and physical security services
State of Maryland." This occurred in more than one state.

Exhibit F is the deposition of Perot employee, Mark Blahnik,
taken on May 16, 1996. On page 73-74 Blahnik states that Callahan
a Gibbons Group is a private investigative firm...(that) would
handle security and investigative matters that The Perot Petition
Committee would need." On page 84-22 Blahnik admits he reviewed
the C•G bills. Blahnik states that he did not question them.
Page 91-2 indicates the possibility of "doctored bills."
Page 95-8 he admits that he was an employee for The Perot Group
at the time.

Exhibit G is a signed affidavit by Mark Blahnik on June 20,
1994, taken for Federal Election Complaint MUR 3963, stating
that he was an employee of Ross Perot from March, 1992 through
November, 1992.

Exhibit H is the deposition of Perot son-in-law and employee,
Clay Mulford taken on May 30, 1996. On page 142 Ms. Askew states
that Mulford is Mr. Perot's "personal counsel." Page 144 states
that he was also an employee of Hughes a Luce lawfirm. O 00 ,207
Mulford states that he reviewed the CIG bills with Mr. 5 1
On pages 209 and 212 Mulford admits that C&G services were aLso6
used ia Georgia and Illinois.

Exhibit I is the deposition of Perot employee J. Michael
Poss taken on May 29, 1996. On page 12 Mr. Poss states that he
has worked for The Perot Group since 1986. On page 27-8 he says
that his responsibility as treasurer of The Perot Petition CoMittee
was to ensure compliance with FEC reporting guidelines. O&
56 Mr. Poss states that he and assistant treasurer, Russ W"W
had the authority from Ross Perot to "sign checks." Paoe
Pose admits that he signed the checks to Callahan & Gibbons.
On page 82 Mr. Pons admits that he "reviewed and signed off on

that report when it went to the Federal Election Commission?N
On page 83 Poss states that Ross Perot furnished 951 of t S
himself, as he also did in 1996. On page 136 Poss Imp I

as the one at Te Perot Pe~titJ



Exhibit J is a signed affidavit by Hike Pos on June 21,
1994, taken for Federal Election Complaint MUR 3963, statinS
that he was an employee of Ross Perot from March, 1992 through
November, 1992.

Exhibit K is the deposition of H. Ross Perot, the sole
proprietor of the unincorporated Perot Group. taken on Nay 31, 1996.
On page 60-24 Mr. Perot states that Mr. Poss whandled the FEC
reporting during that period."

Yours very sincerely,

Edward Dyck

Subscribed and sworn before me on this4r day of January, 1997.
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October 23, 1996

Edward I. Dyck
253 BHather Crest Drive
Chesterfield, NO 63017

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Office of General Counsel
The Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

SUBJECT: Complaint against Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee
Inc., and Ms. Sandra McClure for possible
Disbursement of Funds Coverup, which is in direct
violation of CFR 11.

Dear Sir:

It has come to our attention in our lawsuit against
Ross Perot for illegal investigations of Perot volunteers

d') in 1992 that The Perot Group aka The Perot Petition committee,
alais Perot 92, and now known as Perot Reform Committee, Inc. (?awtA
is using and abusir. the same old "COVERUP" techniques of 1992.
Because it was re-% d to you, I ask that you query "Perot*
Reform Committee Ac. and Sandy McClure as to the Purpose
of Disbursement on Schedule B-P Itemized Disbursments pae 23,
dated 5-17-96 (see enclosed schedule).

) On May 22, 1996 while under oath at Ms. McClure's
deposition (see enclosure) Ms. McClure emphatically &,w,

N that she had received no compensation or consi.r# -
Ross Perot or any affiliate since December 195,
been serving strictly as a volunteer of the'
its iuetone

Because of Ross Perot's liability for Hs
actions in the 1992 lawsuit, the $8,223.26 was
of Ms. McClure's legal bills at Kohn, Shands lawfirm .

Please verify this for me. If it was a del, .A&
coverup, than I suggest you correct your records te o-a
fees".

Addresses for those involved are as follows; -

A



- Perot
10444 ktralt rAm
M.llas, rX 75229

0004-AM
IZ1., IX 75*21
9OO-.-UPAR1T 417-881-1593 fax

Yours very sincerely,

Edward Dyck

Subscribed and sworn before me on this day of October 1996.

NW~yh -bmlsyb I
,FAM " i

lee.



SCIIOdLE B-P ITWIZED DISBUMSEHENTS " PM 230 Or

Operating IxpendLtutes Irt L195 M 23
-.. -. --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - m mmmmmm.m min mmmmm

pAms OF coa JTTEElLn full)
Perot Reform Coim@ttee, Inc. C00315762

My L tie. 0*ed 1emob Nterts &ad Stalmenee may WAMt he gold or um d amy pReS for

the putpowas of oliattLng contlbutlioe or for comotcial papose eelr dam t hi Im aOW
addxess of any poUtleal comaLttee to sollit eentrbutLeas tm much sumiteo.

Full Name Purpose of Disbursement Date Amount

Hailing Address . ... ... .

Easy Mail Shipping Expense 06/10/96 $695.71

1717 Apalachee parkway
Tallahassee, 1 32301-3039 Disbursement for (X)Primary

Eay mail Shipping Expense OS/20/9 q$70.50
171" Apalachee Parkway

Tallahassee, FL 323014039 Disbursement for (XJPrimary
----------------------- -----------------------------------------

m----

Easy Hail Void Check 05/01/96 -215..53

1717 Apalachee Parkway
Tallahassea, FL 32301-3039 Disbursement for [XJPrimary

------------------------------ W---------- --- - - -------

La Jolla Group Contract labor 05/02/96 $37637.50

8304 Clairemont Hose Blvd.

San Diego, CA 92111- Disbursement for CX)Primary

La Jolla Group Contract labor 05/09/96 $64S00.00

8304 Clairemont Mesa Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92111- Disburseaent for (XjPrimary

----------------- 0-----------------------------------------
La Jolla Group Contract labor 05/16/96 $20000.00

8304 Clairemont Hes Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92111- Disbursement for [XI rinary
-m--- -- - - - --- - -m m - - - - --- ---------- -

La Jolla Group Contrct labor / S296S0.0;

6304 Clairemont Mosa Ild.
San Diego, CA 92111- Disbursement for (X]Primary . . .. .

MetioLs Bank Bank fees 05/30/" 160.39

901 slin Street
Dela, IM 75202 D1.bursenent for lxlVrnary

mimmi n n mi m . . .. -- il4

NationS Dshk Dank fees 61

poi Uin Street
Dallas, TX 75202 Disbursement for (X)Primary

State Industrial Ins Workers Compensation 05/22/96 $232.49

515 Beast usser Street
Carson city, NY 89714- Disbursement for (Xj Primary

aSedy "ose Consulting Fes I5/11/9 $23.26

30 a. pational, Suite 236
S6pdsf eld, NO 65104- Disbursement for (XIPrimary

- - - - - -- , - - -- 4 -- -- - - -- - - - - -

rAL This Period .......... ...................... ............
--l -o -- - -n - -n -11 -ell -l -m -1 -l -l 

41' 
- - - - - -



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
DALLAS DIVISION

KIVIN LAUGHLIN, EDWARD )
DYCK and CARRIE ALSPAW )

Plaintiff,

V80

)) CONSOLIDATED
)Civil Action No
)3-95-CV-2577-R

ROSS PEROT, MARK ALAN BLAHNICK
and THE CALLAHAN & GIBBONS GROUP,

Defendants.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

EASTERN DIVISION

MARK DOTZLSR,
Plainti f,

Vs.

))CIVIL ACTION NO
) 4:94CV00887CFG

ROSS PEROT, et al.,
Defendants.

and

KEVIN LAUGHLIN, EDWARD DYCK
and CARRIE ALSPAW,

Plaintiffs,

vao

No, ROSS PEROT, THE PEROT PETITION
SIPtTTE, HARK ALAN BLAINIX,

-C aLRAHAN & GIBBONS GROUP,
V.8. DATALINK, INCORPORATED,
IQUIFAX CREDIT INFORMATION
SERVICES, TRW, INC., RUSS
KU8LTE, and SANDRA STONE
NoCLURE,

Defendants.

Tyor & Amsol"S

SUITE M
90e OLVE S1EET

ST. LOUIS. sgs80Uwtmou40-4 M DEKJN~* II

))CIVIL ACTION NO
4S94CV00888CFG

)



2 VIDEO DEPOSITION OF DEFENDANT, SANDRA

3 STONE McCLURE, VOLUME I, produced, sworn and examined

4 on the 22nd day o! May, 1996, between the hours of

5 eight o'clock in the forenoon and six o'clock in the

6 afternoon of that day, at the offices of KOHfN,

7 SHANDS, ELBERT, GIANOULAKIS & GILJUH, One Mercantile

8 Center, Suite 2400, St. Louis, Missouri 63101, before

9 DEBORAH C. WEAVER, a Notary Public and Registered

10 Professional Reporter within and for the State of

11 Missouri, in a certain cause now pending in the

12 United States District Court, of the Eastern District

13 of Missouri, Eastern Division, and wherein MARK

14 DOTZLER is Plaintiff and ROSS PEROT, et al are

15 Defendants; and KEVIN LAUGHLIN, EDWARD DYCK and

16 CARRIE ALSPAW are Plaintiffs and H. ROSS PEROT, TOE

17 PEROT PETITION COMMITTEE, MARK ALAN BLAHNIK, TIE

is CALLAHAN & GIBBONS-GROUP, U.S. DATALIEK,

19 INCORPORATED, EQUIFAX CREDIT INFORMATION SERVICES,

20 TRW, INC., RUSS MELBYE, AND SANDRA STONE McCLURE are

21 Defendants; and also in a certain cause now pending

22 in the United States District Court, of the Northern

23 District of Texas, Dallas Division, and wherein KUVN

24 LAUGHLIN, EDWARD DYCK and CARRIE ALSPAW are

2S Plaintiffs and ROSS PEROT, HARK ALAN .LANIK ad 111



1 CALLAHAN , GIBBONS GROUP, are Defetdants.

2
A P P 9 A R A IN C 8 9

3
For the Plaintiffs, Laughlin, Dyck

4 & Alspaw:

5 BODENHEIMER, JONES, KLOTZ & SIMNON8
509 Milan

6 Shreveport, Louisiana 71101
by: Mr. F. John Reeks, Jr.

7
Mark J. Dotzler
Pro Se
2222 Menard

9 St. Louis, MO 63101

10
For the Defendant ROSS PEROT and MARK ALAN

I I BLAHNIK, and PEROT PETITION COMMITTEE
RUSS MELBYZt

12
HUGHES & LUCE, L.L.P.

13 1717 Main Street
Suite 2800

14 Dallas, Texas 75201
by: Ms. Kim J. Askew

15
For the Defendant Equifaxt

16
ZIERCIIER & DOCKER

17 231 South Bemiston
8th Floor

Clayton. Missouri 63)1. .....
by: Mr. go Carroll

For the Defendant, McClurol

20
KOHN, SHANDS, ELDIRT, _ISM- S -

21 GILJU"
Ote Mercantile Center

22 24th Floor
St. Louis, SO 63101- +
by: Mr. AltoEb SA

24 Also presents

Kevin Laulblin." 

4+ r"p +" + % + "+ 
Jq Y -

+ <+, +



I IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AOME2D by

2 and between counsel for the Plaintiffs and counsel

3 for the Defendants, that this deposition may be taken

4 in shorthand by Deborah C. Weaver, a Notary Public

5 and Shorthand Reporter, and afterwards transcribed

6 into typewriting; and the signature of the witness is

7 expressly reserved.

8 SANDRA STONE McCLURN,

9 of lawful age, produced, sworn and examined on behalf

10 of the Plaintiffs, deposes and says:

11 DIRECT-EXAMINATION

12 QUESTIONS BY MR. REEKS:

13 Q. Miss McClure, as I stated earlier, my

14 name is John Reeks and I represent the Plaintiffs in

15 actions that have been brought in the lactern

16 District of Missouri which involves you as a

17 Defendant, and also there's an action j a the

15 Northern District of Texas, whioh Y

19 Defendant in, but the Defendants be.--

20 Perot, Mark Ala, Blahnick and the Callahan and

21 Gibbons Group.

22 We're going to be as

23 qs.tLoee today concerning, your .

24 that transpired in 1992 concerning the f*.t Petition

25 effort in the State of issouaLL



you know of?1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

131

14

s1

16

17

15

1,

20

21

22

23

24

25

because the interest just mills into another one, 
and

then it blends. There's not a real stop and start,

,',,,hn. I am sorry.

Q- Is that organization, the CitizOns, .md

I forget what you called it?

A. I am the organization. Citizens To

Establish A Reformed Party, CBRP. I run it out of my

house. It's -- you know, there's a., tw .hq

any money, so I run it out of my house.

0. Okay.

L~ 3ei

A. No.

Q. Are you -- after you were terminated

with United We Stand America, did you have any other

employment?

A. No. I am just -- I am volunteering

with no reimbursement for trying to put a new

political party on the ballot in Missouri. We call

it Reform Party. The organization is Citizen To

Establish A Reformed Party. It's not really an

organization. It's a working name we gave it. We

didn't know what to call ourselves.

Q. when did you begin working with that

organization?

A. There's not a stop/start date on that,

'.I

i



1 A. Back in like 1992 when you first start

2 volunteering to do Perot on the ballot, same thing.

3 Q. And is that the movement wove heard

4 about in the press that is backed by Rose Perot?

5 A. lie's funding a lot of things trying to

6 help people, yes.

7 - Is lie funding any of the activities you

8 have in the State of Missouri?

9 A. I have no access to money at all. Let

10 me see. Let me think. Oh, I asked for some -- for

11 them to pay a bill so we could have one meeting at

12 one hotel, because now that we're partisan, we're not

13 nonpartisan. We are, but it doesn't make any

14 difference to them, to the people who own the

15 libraries and everything. They say, oh, no, you're

16 partisan.

17 So we've lost every free lation that

1 we had. So we paid -- I don't know #,u

1, the organization paid for a hotel bi

20 Q. Okay.

21 A. For one meeting.

22 Q. And are you the State C. .. t.r?

23 A. I coordinate it, yes.

24 Q. For that?

S2 A. And that's all I can



20

I Q. And you indicated that you run that out

2 of your house?

3 A. Yes.

4 Q. Are you seeking to obtain a position

5 for the Reform Party on the Presidential ballot in

6 the State of Missouri?

7 MS. ASKBW: I am going to object to

this continuing line of question here. This lawsuit

9 relates to events that took place in March, April,

10 May and June of 1992.

11 We're now in the election of 1996. I

12 don't know mind you asking background information

13 about what she's doing, but what is taking place in

14 this poetical year is not the issue in this

Is deposition, and I object to this line of questions on

16 the basis of relevance.

17 HR. REEKS$ Okay. Your objection is

18 noted.

19 MR. KOHN: Well, I would Like to Join

20 in that objection, and perhaps I have been derelict

21 in not objecting before. But as Kim said, I think

22 it's okay to get her background, what bog current

23 employment is, but talk about all tho""'O le about

24 the Reform Party and 1996, when the events that are

25 the subject of your lawsuit cover abow a
!* tz" month



.148

1
2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
23

24

25

relevance.

TIlE WITNESS: Nobody is paying me a

salary .

MR. KOHN: I object to that and

not to answer. Now you just --

TIlE WITNBSS: I'm sorry.

MR. KOHN: (continuing) -- pay

your lawyer when he tells you to do it.

(By Mr. Reeks) Are ou ws(*4R9 to -

on the instruction from your counsel?

MR. KOHN: I'm instructing her not to

answer.

THB WITHI68t Yeah.

HR. 'REIKS: i That* a alL tbi.o 4k

have, thank you.

No. Pat Owens?

A. We got along well and she called and

said she was no longer employed and I don't remember

anything else.

Q. (By Hr. Reeks) Who was paying your

legal fees for the defense of this lawsuit?

MR. KOHN: I'm going to object to that

and instruct her not to answer.

MS. ASKEW: I object on the basis of

instruct you

attention to

Q.

answer based
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Mr. Mark Dotzler
2222 Menard St.
St. Louis, MO 63104

Mr. Edward Dyck
253 Heather Crest Drive
Chesterfield, Missouri 63017

Mr. Kevin Laughlin
12384 Shoreridge Drive, Apt. E
Maryland Heights, Missouri 63043

Kim Askew, Esq.
Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
Dallas, Texas 75201

Carol A. Platt, Esq.
Armstrong, Teasdale, Schlafly & Davis
One Metropolitan Square, Suite 2600
St. Louis, Missouri 63102

G. Carroll Stribling, Jr., Esq.
Ziercher & ocker, P.C.
231 S. Bemiston, *th Floor
Clayton, Missouri 63105

Dear Mr. Dotzler, Mr. Dyck, Mr. Laughlin and Counsel:

I have enclosed copies of Ms. McClure's certifictiom. mdcorrection sheets for the transcripts of her deposit~lam
22-23, 1996.

Sincerely,

AVn . LueeierJWL: na
Enclosures

4W4 .
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I, SANDRA MCCLURE, do hereby certifys

That I have read the foregoing deposition;

That I have made such changes in form and/or

substance to the within deposition as might be

necessary to render the same true and correot;

That having made such changes thereon, I hereby

subscribe my name to the deposition.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this , day of

19 a at J (Cr r4 '4 1. b/(

Mzezix% 4
my C

Rota

BANDRAMC!UR

ommission Expires:

ry Public:
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MAKE Of cOIT Z(La tull)
Perot PetitLon CommLttee C00263145

Any Informet ion copied from such Reports nd Stteets My not be sold or
used by any person for the purposes of soliciting contributlens or for
comerciat purposes, other then using the nose and oddress of ay poltlcal
cmittee to solicit contributions fron such cmaittee.

Full Name Purpose of DLsbursement Date Amount
Mailing Address NK/0/Iy

Glenda Potts Thacker rent 08/27/92 $1900.00

313S Settles Rd.
Owensboro, KY 42303 Disbursement for (X]oeneral
--------- M m-m---mmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmmm mm mm mmmmm i -- a-

The Callahan a Gibbons Group Legal Fees 05/14/92 31505.00
333 California Street Ste 800

San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (XJoeneral

The Callahan & Gibbons Group Legal Fees 08/14/92 $1M000.00

333 California Street Ste 800
'" San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (Xjoeneral

----------------------------------------------------------------
The Callahan 9 Gibbons Group Legal Fees 08/21/92 $5930.86

333 California Street Ste 800
San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (XjGeneral

The Callahan & Gibbons Group Legal Fees 08/21/92 $3127.15

- 333 California Street Ste 800
San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (X]General

o ---------------------------------------------------------- M------
The Callahan & Gibbons Group Legal Fees 08/28/92 $6497.6S

. 333 California Street Ste 800

San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (XJIGeneral
S--------------------------------------- - - - - - - - -

The Callahan & Gibbons Group Legal Fees 06/28/92 $19166.25

C 333 California Street Ste 800
San Francisco, CA 98104-2012 Disbursement for (IX]Oc..ral

The Courts at Preston Oaks Rent TAW''
5400 Preston Oaks Rd
Dallas, TX 7S240 Disbursement for ix..4

THE OFFICE HOUSE FURNITURE RENTAL Wo26/92 P92.00

640 W. MAXWELL ST.
LEXINGTON, KY 40500 Disbursement for (X]enevrl

----------------------------
SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page .................... * o.*9*60 $""S.91

TOTAL This Period ...................................

The Perot Petition Committee (PPC) finally admilid
to the FEC that thaw weren't l"burm....
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PRODUCT 11313m 0 AT 3
DIRICTION I AM oXR 13
EUPZRVION 0r CCU= i

1992

Mr. Mark Blahnik
Perot Petition Committee
6606 LBJ Freeway
Dallas, TX 75240

Client no. 122
Invoice no. 044
Matter no. 001

CON71DENTIAL

Re: Confidential inquiries and physical security services State of

Maryland.

Fee for Professional Services and Out-of-Pocket Disbursements.

Senior Partner Hours ................................. $ 11600.00

Partner Hours ................................... .....

Associate Hours................................ , o °

Out-of-Pocket Disbursements .................... .,.,, ,

6,600.00

6,550000

.,&50.00

Tot.a I: $25,000.00

ALLAHAN & OlKBDOS OROU

W) CAUPOSNLA INW. Swl as
SM ANCUO. CAL A 410&3Of

TELEPHONE: (415) 616,,,22
FACSLLI (4 IS) 3625441

June 18,

Tot~a
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1.

IN MN 141179 STATES DISTRICT COUNT
9US inE W631333 DISTRICT Of TUMA

sklmUsh Division

ERVIN IAISM1N. ESMS I
01CR CMZ A)AP@0. I
AND "W owatan. I

P1.1*4 tif.s I CONSOLIDATED
Vs. I CIVIL ACTION 30.
1106 OUMi. Or ALAN I 3-95-cv-2577-k
SLAMM3 AMD TMl CAULAMAN I

a 6139035 OUP. INC., IMoeaddsu. C O P Y~)

OPAL DEPOSITION Or
MPAM ALAN SLAKNIK

ANSWERS A"D OthiMIT or OF xA ALANI SLAMN:K.

oWILAess Produced ON behalf of ftc PialaLiff.

F490
takes n tam above stL'led4 d aMeber4 cakise at

9:21 A.M. *a tUM 16rm 4aY of Mty. 1996. before 3.

NicuIe isle. a Certifiled Shmort~hand Reporter in

eag ter thme Srto of Taeas. at the Laow Office of

0so a' ReLo. L.L.F.. 1717 Palo street. Suite

.am, 1eegie jIA time city of Dallas. County of

kilos$. SLat*Oef Texas. Pursues". to MOLuce of

ospe"""o e&i L oceerdeace WIsh tme stipulaio~n

MR. Ir. ~~h a""
ieonies"aet1. "eMos. 1114'" 4 StaMMOs
A"9 Milan Street
Oeopect. Les19teima 11101

""9MIN no. VOL rIN7IUTS. KtEVIN
MRIN So 5MOA DICE AND CAMRE ALSANM

am $W"94mm

Swmote* 01seeeei 73104

W. Situ JUSITA ME and
OIL am$ al. 3OW3ER

4com3 inS' Rd..
I ~ ~ ~ -I Ofla Baoss i 09

by MR.mPam ----------

it MR. STRIPLING -------- 3

VVRTKIR EXAMINATION

BY Ws. RI" ................
BY MR. STRIPLING .............
by I MR V ItFA- ...........
BY Ms. ASN33 ........... o .....

DIFOSITION

NO. 12 Invoice ft. 94S. The Callu*"& a
GLUbM*s Gteup. INC. to teet PeuUte
Comittee, eat"4 1-2 Sates
stamped CZ 0021 &ad 0022 --- --- 03--9

NO. 13 InvoIce, se. 044. Thme Celleboas £
Giftbfns Group. Inc. to Ptet ktUuLe
COWmitte dated 4-19-52. betee
stampe CC C23 to 0*25 --------- 83

9

(EHIBIT IvnOE COMUTIWEO

DUOSITZOI

No. 14 InvoIce No. 043. The Call4ha S
Cibbons Group. Ihe. "e PeOSEit
emisuces. dated 6-1-M,43 kims

tamed CC 024 to 601 M-- @

100. 1: Invoice Ne. 042. fbs Colidbsm
41bboses arop, Inc. to knt Petio
Camtee 4ee 4-16-ga. atM
s tae Cr. 0029 onw @0S - - 6

go. It Rt"oo Na. 041. 6o3 4

"boes" coeop. in.e, to Pie.@tE

so. tte.dtd41-3 
i

no. I9 IsIseice me. 036 "be 9410
Sibbene Creep. Im. to P.990 fttw
Cmltsee. dated 1-S-9. sm
stamed CC @036 sa 03

Gib" 31Sfes". its. to
COMMttoe. doseS 0448. te

so S 101"10

3

4

14

U0

Peg-?

231 W Sot nomB, 04M now
at. Losse 160S"*006011 ouSUN56

CREDIT NUi0n 801110MS, R"is

ALMO MRSS I 9doesS ova
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MARK ALA" BLAHNUC
the wMUMs h1ereimbefr moodI binfg r~ duly
cautioned and sworn in, us* do a, t
whole ftuh and notin~g but doe trut lestified
on his oath a follows:

THEI~fT Do yo We the same

m <mW Io

Ila d1tf

~~r.U Imk uMY"uu your nmm
on for tPC Dal

NO. 24 11-4-93 Iu&e. gdvt gp* go Won516wk ............. .. I

10- 26 1-34-94LUc Bte**" @p 6bS Ui

so. 26 886% W lA e aae SOM q

NO. a? 6-30-92 Artusl I w* no Ut. IeI
fte.-Kpshe 16600d fteen eIsomsesg 1tefort to Witp.s . Ito

V6 30,L 24
Pe.124. Use. 32

1Pg , UsLe 2
126. Lime 3

Peg. 127, Line 2
Page 128, List 12

Group.
Q. Okay. And what does that job involve?
A. Probably a better job de1scription is

office manager. Involves the facilities,
switchboards. Because of my background, I do
interview and accept the resumes, which I then
pass on to human rcsources. I staff the Security
Depsrtmt. Those ae the primary duties.

Q. Okay. Wbe you sy you in rw and
acepto mnus arcyou in --- Imu?

A. I am notcuremy. 16 bmdmmy
background at EDS and Perot Sysmm, itjust kind
of fcll on me to do intrvim w sw mod ftm

Q. Okay. Do you, wale Iu~
apisfor nos ft

And yow awrn m phI,
A. The Pmrt Group.
Q. PO Group, okay. Ad yo,

YOU'le inim h of seem*i.

A.ON m tafpepe a1

diffma rt VOpp
Q. %ha it IS din do thmw

with two rm* A an 1 S a **-

Norther District of Tcxm and t orla In M
Easier Daistid of Missouri nvolvng aedvidesof various paol in o -1us o w-t -- m 1tmn

1992 pu ca puign nd Pedd A m.
I'm going to ak you some quomm abot

your knowl a-* of vaious thuinI mmdo
with the '92 presidentia capg and petiton
effort If I ask you anything tha youmi not
clear about or don't understand, plems lht m
know; and I'll try to rask the question so ta
you do understand it. If you answ the question,
we'll assume that you understood to qeton. Is
that fair?

A. Fair.
Q. Okay. What is your current occupaion?
A. I'm the operations manfr AtTh Prot

PftC

:1

w
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MR. REEKS: Kim, you want to tda a
little break now?

MS. ASKEW: Sure.
(Recess at 11:04 to 11:11.)
MR. REMKS: Ready, Kim?
MS. ASKEW: Yes.

Q. Mr. Blahnik, back on the recor. Are
you familiar with a firm called The CW h &
Gibbons Group?

A. Yes.
Q. And how are you familiar with The

Callahan & Gibbons Group?
A. They are the -a Privafeut igmti

Page 74
1 fimn, security fum, out of San Fancism that Tom
2 Barr told me would handle scuity md
3 saiw mts that TFe w ftddM
4 Coine would eed.
S Q. Okay. AndpriortoMr.Bam u
6 Te Callahan & GibboUm G=6 id you have my7koe of TIM CadIn AOI M

' 
AN 

o&

A .
Q. When did Tom Barr nvW "aw Catdam &

13 Gibobons Group to you?
4 A It was amti in bw Ms o
IyApi atft h bm 0in .parj

I~ At low SSM-64

A. Yes.

I
I
I
!
!
l
r

)

25 AYes.

Pane 76
Q. And how was that?
A. Dick Callahan and he w=¢ buddies ging

i back to the Marine Corps in 6e 19W .
Q. And did he indicai you whedm i

had used The Callahan & Gibbons Grou for adhi
matters since then?

A. No, he didn't
Q. Did you everMm7

Gro to do =yihiag

A. No.
Q. Did you ever re Imm d Tim Cfl1ima &

Gibbons Group to any oder Poo in M a i
Petition Commitiee to npa
Services?

A. In ageneral scns. •.
Q. Okay. Tell me &boaM j

gone on; and I passed a!tio
Gbbon T

P e 76

|

ANo.
Q. Did you, othe than WIin doi

of this lawsuit, did you ever hav my Imwle
of a press confeene im a do n hea i so*
McClure at the Adams Mark hol w May 29h t
1992?

A. No.
Q. Prior to November 192, dId you eve

discuss t re-petition of di stot of bMour
with Mr. Perot?

A No.

a *6 Obo we up in amggg q2 A. Thequestion canmv v add RwmM
3 accept Scrct Serv for dm piny Andth
4 ans er was, no, he was rMgpin lo do hL
5 ThareoMe Mr. Barr brougbip lb CaUdme A
6 Gibbons Group and said that w we Uld t.
7 Q. Who made the deiion dM Mr. pM
8 would not use Secet Service for t camag?
9 A. Mr. Perot.

10 Q. Was that option available to NM?
I1 A. Yes.
12 Q. Approximately when did this meting tau
13 place at the Park Central7
14 A. I believe it was a Satury moning and
is it was probably in early April.
16 Q. What did Mr. Barr indicate to you that
17 Callahan & Gibbons would be able - what sevi
IS would they be able to provide to "1w Perot
19 Petition Committee?
20 A. They would be able to providep
21 security if we neded it They would also be able
22 to do background check if we nseded that too.
23 Q. Did Mr. Barr indicate to you how he came
24 to know about The Callahan & Gibbons Group?2S A- Yes.
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Pp 77

Callaan & Gibbon am o*Af do ieft
Mr. Barr?

A. Yes.
Q. And what contact did you have with

them?
A. I was to call Dick Callahan, whichl I

called him, about a situation in Maylad that we
needed some physical socurity at. And he referred
me to his son John who was back in the office.
Richard was -- or Dick was up in New York atthe
time, I believe, doing something for SM. H
referred me to John out in San Francisco. And I
asked John to deal with the situation in
Maryland.

Q. Okay. Did you tell him what the
situation in Maryland was?

A. Yes.
Q. Okay. And what did you tell him?
A. I told him that we had some volunteers

that felt threatned, as far as life threatened;
and we needed to - he needed to assess that
situation. And if he felt that we needed to put
security at these people's houses, that we had to
do that to prow them.

Q. Other than the situation in Maryland,

Page 78
1 did you evr have any other occasion to contact

2 Callahan & Gibbons?
3 A. No.
4 Q. When you met with your a - what

)s did you call them?
6 A. Managers.
7 Q. - managers and passed aloong ft ume
I oCaahn k-bb wlA didy Yft lm tha

10 A. 7W A teoud ,,,d jI I a
I1 I y,lfwe deit atmy fsoiitim And
12 also if we nceded to do a Ac ---nd check on
13 anyone for criminal records, that we could use
14 them as welL
1s Q. Your und ing a, - Wwith
16 Mr. Bar, what would a 1ak- .n chck by
17 Calan & Gibbos h~
13 A, All~n elects s s O bdefo

it Voters Asynswa i av~t felon
obviously can't vote obviouslycmd no be an

21 doawor. Sowehadoensethatemypoible
~2*'rao ht Y .ibw in 10"I

Q. Okay. Anytdueg els invovs I
background cek?

A.No.
Q. Did you instruct the four reon

manager to conduct acround chocks all the
electors -

A. No.
Q. - in their states?
A. (Shakes negatively.)
Q. Did you instruct any of the rqona

managers to conduct background checks oan t
electors in their states?

A. No.
Q. Did you advise them that that option was

available to them if they desired to do so?
A. Not specifically.
Q. Do you know of anyone who advisd the

rcgional dincctors that they should condint
background checks - regional manae. I'm
sorry - background checks on electors in the
various states?

A. No.
Q. Were the regional managers left to their

own discretion as to whctr background checks on
electors would be conducted?

I

A. To their own discrtion and good

judgment, yes.
Q. Did you or anyone else, to yaw

knowledge, pass along to the mgional mmars do
fact that it was necessary to ensure that t
electors were not convicted km ?.

A. To my knowled e I pemid a s1 e

Q. Okay. And did yo
manner or way to ese •t
they didn't have convicted elon o 6k*at of
electors in their various states?

A. That would have bo I* have bad a
background criminal check dom.

Q. But you didn't actually nsow 6 o
go ahead and do those st ou $w

MS. ASKEW:. Askud aid
said onow wo m

THE WITNES: No.
Q. Did you ever talk with Mr. Moseamst

background checks that he P0
elector7?

|



Q. To your knowl e d1. Moroer any
one of his stit peop hi Callbae & O lbousI
perorm ba-kru-nd checks on lecto?

A. Other than hearing Mr. Melbyc yestrday
stating that he did, I did not have knowedge.

Q. Okay. Other than the contact that you
mentioned earlir with Callahan & Gibbons
concerning the Maryland situation, did you eve
have any other contact with Callahan & Gibbons
from March 1992 until November 1992?

A. Yes.
Q. Okay. What was that?
A. John Callahan called mc when I was in

Hawaii and told me that somebody - it would have
been on the East Coast - had questioned a
background check that somebody - he had worked -

O'Connell & Associates had done. He just wanted
to give me a heads-up.

Q. Who is O'Connell & Associates?
A. He told me it was somebody that he had

subcontracted work to.
Q. Okay. That Callahan had subcontracted

work to?
A. Yes.
Q. Did The Perot Petition Committee ever

I contract directly with O'Connell & Associates, to
2 your knowledge?
3 A. No. No.
4 (DEPosrIToN L r NO. 12 IDENTIFIED.)
S Q. Mr. Bla'nlk, I'm going to show you some
6 documets that we've marked as - that I'm going
7 to be marking as exhibits. I'm marking Blahnik
8 No. 12 and ask if you recognize that document
9-" - KYe: .

10 Q. Okay. And that's a bill from Callahan &
it Gbons Group?
12 A. Yes.
13 Q. And when did you rcccivc this document?
14 A. Probably had to bc shortly aftcr the
iS I8th of June.
16 Q. And it indicates it's for preparation of
17 drug policy report.
It A. Yes.
9 Q. Had you requestd a drug policy rst

t'm Caloha & Gibbons?
21 A. I did not.
22 Q. Do you have any understanding as to why

4:allashan & Gibbons would have addmesed the
mtfor tei aervice to you?

oil

Page 82
t

l
2
3
4

5
6
7
8
9

10
11

12

13
14

15
16

17

is
19
20
21

22
23
24

contact. W

Q. Okay. Are you famfflia v& ob&
policy report?

A. Yes.
Q. Okay. Were you one of the people dt

was given that report?
A. No.
Q. What was the drug policy zepact?
A. The Perot Petition Committe

subcontracted out issues rsc d a idha &
Gibbons Group did it on crivratd dti
What the drug status is in our comty, wat he
status of gun control is, what the stas of
police on the streets is and isu hat

Q. So this was kind of researched for
issues for the presidential ca i?

A. For the Issues Department yes.
Q. And attached to that is aclu

voucher. It shows that it's for Ie ( for
$5,930.86. Is Callahan & Gibbous Gr a law
firm?

A. I don't know if they have lawyers on
their staff or not that do this.

(DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 13 IDERIT .)
Q. Okay. I show you another docunmt

Page 84
that's been marked as Blanlml' No. 13 ard ask if

you recognize that document.
MS. ASKEW: Well, now, the am

three -- this is not a single doct.
THE WITNESS: Okay, I d4it

recognize the check or the check stub.
Q. Okay. Well, it's athreem

document. Do you recogns 00:pge
docunent?

A. Yes.
m. ASKEW: And I

exhibit sticker on this. Why d s'iw
exhibit sticker on it so it's absoboly dw
what hc's talking about.

Q. Okay. You're fmniiar -in
13, you're familiar with the fr..- A
document?

AYes.
Q. Okay. And did istft-nt from Calh &I '

A. Yes.
Q. Okay. Who made t.

th statem ents got Paw
A. I was one * A& '

d"PMU000000"" _ I III
IIM Ill"i-



I as.m Ma was his pmn. AWIf it
2 want to Bob Dmael, who is the CO.
3 Q. This bill says security serviocs, and
4 it's for a total amount of S18,000. Do you know
s what was represented by this bill, what services
6 were =presented by this bill?
7 A. I belicve I do.
s Q. Okay.
9 A. I bclicve this was for serviccs in

1o Maryland.
i i Q. Okay. What's your belief based upon?
12 A. That we had - we had differcnt vels

13 of people here. And we had some out-of-pocket
14 disbursements.

ii5 Q. Okay.
16 A. And that was the only time we had used
17 whatever -- we had to probably house people for

is physical security rcasons chcck.
19 (DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 14 IDENTIFIED.)

pQ. I show you another document that's been
21 marked as Exhibit 14. It's also a thre-page

'A22 docunent. Do you recognize any part of that?
3 MS. ASKEW: And I just want the

24 record to reflect that these documents may be
s contained together in the clip for the purposes of

-t

Page 86
I these exhibits, but they are not one document.
2 Q. Okay. It's one exhibit. And it's three
3 pages.
4 A. I recognize the front because it's got
s myname on it.
6 Q. Okay. And it's a bill from Callahan &
7 Gibbons for security services, and the total

Samnount-is S3505. Do you know what thewsrvices-
9 we?

10 A. I couldn't tell you which state this
I I W58.

12 Q. Did you rceive a separate billing for
13 each state that they did security services in?
14 A. I don't know.
15 Q. Did you ever discuss the billing with
16 Callahan & Gibbons?
17 A. No.
is Q. Did you ever do any background or

19 oft to dawrmine the validity of th blls?
19A. ?,obsIy just in the Maryland eae

21 Q. But the other bills, if the bill cam
22 in, you just passed it along and suggcsted that it

b em

servine wer for? Wv
A. No.
(DEPosMoN EXKMnr NO. 15
Q. I show you ante exhibit, which has

been marked Blahnik No. 15. It's a twopa
exhibit. And ask if you can identify any part of
that exhibit.

A. Not state-specific.
Q. This is also a bill from Callahan &

Gibbons Group in there?
A. Yes.
Q. For security services?
A. (Nods affirnatively.)
Q. And it was for $4,890.
A. (Nods affirmtively.)
Q. And you do not know what services were

performed?
A. No.
(DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 16 DENTIRFED.)

I Q. I show you another document which has

been marked as Exhibit No., Blahnik No. 16. It's

t a three-page exhibit And again I ask you if you

i recogniz this, the fast page of that exhibit
S A. Yes. It has my namc on it.
i Q. Okay. And it's for -- it's a bill from

Page 88
i Callahan & Gibbons Group for $6,497.65?
2 A. Yes.
3 Q. And do you know what that bill
4 represents?
5 A. No, I don't
6 (DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO.17 IDENTIFIED.)

7 Q. I show you an exhibit that's bm markod
s Blehnik No. 17 and ask if-r apise do foW
9 page of that exhibit.

10 A. Yes.
i i Q. Okay. And it's astaatftm
12 Callahan & Gibbons addresed to y at 11e fPmt
13 Petition Committee for S 11,552.40. Do you kw
14 what services this stateme iis?
15 A. No.
16 (DEPosmoN EXHIBIT 40.1 1wvi.)

7 Q. I show you anotdwex6i 0W# bm
1 marked as Blahnl No. I Flsat is a
19 staement from c0l 0
2o addressed to you with M13 w int P t Ccmml
21 for S3,127.15. Do you know what tat bi
22 rcprcsents?
23 A. No.
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m.~sa~p.,m rsmg
A. YCL
Q. And tha's a bill addsed fo you from

Callahan & Gibbons Group?
AYes.
Q. And it's for $19,166.25; is da

correct?
AYes.
Q. Do you know what this bill represents,

what services this bill represents?
A. No, I don't.
(DEPosmo xmMrr NO. 2O DNTIIE.)
Q. I show you another statement or another

exhibit that's been marked as Exhibit No. Blahnik
20 and ask if you recognine the front page of that
exhibit.

A. YCS.
Q. And that's a bill addressed to you from

The Callahan & Gibbons Group?
A. Yes.
Q. And it's for $5,658.75?
A. Yes.

-I

Q. And do you know what services that bill
represents?

Page 90
1 A. No, I don't
2 (DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 21 IDENTIFIED.)
3 Q. I show you an exhibit that's been marked
4 as Blahnk No. 21 and ask if you can recognize
5 that exhibit.
6 A.Yes.
7 Q. And what is that?
s AIt's the bill for the servcs inM uyland ...... ..... ..... ... ....

10 Q. Oay. And I call yvati to d
U i Utn mc ott ill. WVn doe

1) MV A .KEW: When you say
14 m what are you referring to?
I5 MR. PREEXS: Rcfer, R-E, colon.
1s THE wnss Conidential
17 *uids and physical security rvices, ste of
isM Aylnd.

I qask *Atyou cow~ae Exjt 20(ic)
M 13 and Oll me whdo M n u tho

n A. Yes.
a q .Do you have any ide a whyihenjfem

13 is form 90iymSwm~s ad forto

vimu

14 MR. STRIBLINOF Twenty-one or 20?
15 THE WrUNESS: Exhibit 21.
16 Q. That's for$ 18,000.
17 A. Yes.
18 Q. And do you know that that bill did not
19 get paid?
20 A. I - I don't know for smr
21 Q. The's no mark on it that says paid.
22 A. That says paid or - all do othr haw
23 check numbers on them.
24 Q. Okay. And both of those bills, Exhibit
25 No. 13 and Exhibit No. 21, were dated on the same

Page 921 date; is that right?

2 A. Ycs.
3

have been.
Q. And they've g tohe sae client rZa r,

invoice number and matter number?
A. I'd have to go back and look at the

others and see if they do.
Q. I'm just tals abo0 6MstMe
A. Yes.
Q. Do you lm u yWg ,

on the bil is dimum ft ra M66
statemnts?

A. No.
(DEPOSMON EXH rr NO 22 3Wto )
Q. I'm going to show you a doum-t that's

been marked as Bldmk No. 22 and a* ift,
familiar with that d ML. WS a

Sptiton zr

4

5
6
7

a
9

11
12
13
14

is
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

24
Q. I call )W s *.mowo isM O'

thatdcwae

1 ~ * u t e s g ~ k I . 2 1 9 1
A. *Ol WO isfOWM 0

It paid O(ndic@6i
Q. And why didn't d ame Pt paid?
A. I don't know flit ws IM or what.
Q. Do you hame ay idea-

MR. STRhL?) Excue an, sir.
When you said dt h only dif was ts
one didn't get paid, which exhibit were you
referring to?

TME WrrNUS Twenty-one Im no
paid acknowledgment on it or a canceled k with

s. ASKEW. I think all of them



.1

go ahead.
THE WrNESS: No.

Q. Okay. Any of the other entries for
Callahan & Gibbons that are r-fle&ted on this
document, are you aware of any legal fees that
have been paid to The Callahan & Gibbons Group?

MS. ASKEW: I have the same
objection. Lack of foundation. The witness has
said he has no familiarity with this document and

Pagc 94
the entries contained in the document.

Q. Okay. Subject to the objection -
A. No.
(DEPOSrn'N EXHMrr NO. 23 WTrrIED.)
Q. I show you a document that's been marked

as Blahnik No. 23 and ask if you recognize that
doment.

AYes. ...
Q. And what is a0
A. It's a steWi of whMr I woed at a

cemain pao& time -riod.
MS. ASKEW: And I object because

this document is not complete. This is a portion
of a much larger document, and a portion of this

m t has been pulled from tf overall
docment.

Q. Okay. Is Out an affidavit ta you

A. YCL
Q. And is that your signature on the

ocuent?
AYes.

A. This is a lett
Dyck.

Q. Okay. And
card, Xerox copy o
card, that's at the b
signature is that on

A. Ladena Wass
Q. Did she work
A. She does the

,-16-96 .. .:3s! ;: ! mslil
Pag 93

i this witness saw my~ qvtstio *s~ a dummat Q. And what wa
2 ththehas never seen andhasusfo dl 2 A. Thiswas iN
3 with. 3 Q. Okay. Ald
4 Q. Okay. Well, I'm going to call your 4 inquiry?
5 attention to the entries an th documen wheue it 5 A. The inquiry u

6 says Callahan & Gibbons Group. And ther is an 6 Was my salary con
7 amount out ther, S3,505. And it says% 1la 7 Th Perot Petition C
s fees. Anm you familiar with any legal fees that 8 Q. And during tt
9 have been paid to Callahan & Gibbons? 9 there, you wcrc emi

10 MS. ASKEW: And I object to the 10 A. Yes.
ni extent the testimony that you arc soliciting is in 11 (DEPOSmON EX
12 any way based on this document, Exhibit 22, which 12 Q. I'm going toi
13 the witness has said he has never seen prior to 13 been marked as BIl
14 your putting it before him.[ 14 recognize that dc
15 MR. REEKS: Okay. 15 A. Yes, I do.

16 MS. ASKEW: If You can answer it, 16 Q. And what is i

Page 96
i that time.
2 Q. And that would have been her
3 acknowledgment of raccipt?
4 A. Yes.
5 Q. Did you actually e that '
6 A. Yes.
7 Q. Did you ever qomd i to bMr?
t A. No.............. ...

9 Q. Canyou ell ft v.
10 to the leter?
II A. Number one, thst wu v in I
12 had ever seen Mr. Dyck's now r ed of hM
13 didn't know who he w.u.
14 Q. Okay. Did you mshiwsgmsq
1s letter from Mr. Dyck?
16 A. YCS.
17 (DEPOSITON EOI3TP
is Q. La ntmesa "S
19 marked au 18 lqU,
20 subsequent letu ta yom l . -

21 A. Yes.
22 Q. And did you 7.' .
23 A. N66

ta was o 211mof do

=a to who my MagaJW w
ctly re a od or aturbuied 00

time fram t's soed
ployd by Th Prot Gou?

].[Mrr NO. 24 MID ID.)
;how you a documnt that's
hnik No. 24 and ask if you
mnent

hat?
I received from Mr.

here's a certifed mail
f a mad card, awifled mail
ttom of that Cdibit. Whose

there?
eli (sic).
in your off'e?

mail She did the mail at

17
18

4j920

-21

23
'24

1

2

3
4
5

6
7
a
9
10
11

12

13
14

is
16

17

is
19

21

R
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AFFIDAVIT OF X= L1

Re: MUR 3963 - Ferot '92 and Mike Poses, as Treasurer

I, MARK BLAHNIK, being duly sworn, depose and say:

1. During the period between March, 1992 and
November, 1992, I provided services to
Perot '92.

2. During the time period described above, I
was exclusively employed by the Perot
Group and did not receive compensation
from any other source. The Perot Group is
an unincorporated sole proprietorship
owned by Ross Perot created for the pur-
pose of managing Ross Perot's personal
affairs.

MARK BLAHNIK

Sworn to before me this _l_-_

day of June, 1994

A~ ~4.
- ~

Notary Public

DOMIE VAR PELT
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5-30-96

PROCEEDINGS:
(Opening colloquy does not appear on videotape.)

MS. ASKEW: Why don't we make sum
this is ap art of the written record. This is a
notice of depoition that we have received on Mr.
Mulford for videotape deposition. The parties
have entered into an agreed temporary protectve
order covering the use of the videotaed
deposition.

I will ask that the Court Reporter make the
proto tve orders that were previously provided to
h for both the litigation pending in the Dallas
District Court and in Missouri, we would like to
make sure that's a part of the record.

Under the terms of that Protective Order, the
videotaped deposition, the video portion of it, is
to be maintained in the custody of the Court
Reporter. It is not to be provided to any of the
pres to the litigation until such time as there
has been a ruling by the Court on that issue or
until there has bee some final agreement of the
parties on that issue.

Of course, the lawyers and those working
under their control may obtain the videotape for
vuroses of the litigation. And the only ourose

Co=&ense1t1T"
rae

1.~...~

w FO 6

i -I

the depositions pursuant to the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure. The witness would like t
opportunity to review and sign the deostion
And we're certainly agreeable to signature before
any notary.

MR. REEKS: And this deToshi is
being take for use in both the litigation peding
intNorthern District of Texas and i nw
Eastm District of Missouri.

MS. ASKEW: That's correc
TIHE REPORTEIR Would you ih do

tanscript to come to you for signature?
MS. ASKEW: Yes.
(Videotape begins.)
THE VIDEOGRAPHEIL We: in- now on

1w videotape record. This is the videotap
depoition of Clay Mulford. Today's dat is May
30th, 1996. The time is 9:43 A.M., as indicated
an da videotape.

We ae in the law offices of Hughes & Tam
1717 Mai Strgs Suite 2800 in Dalla T s
COd Acsio No. 4-94cvaS7 CFO. Mink Dw,* t
aL, vmus The Pem Petition Commnitice Et a,
as well as Civil Action No. 3-95-cv-2 -R. Kevin
Lauhlin. Et al., versus Ross Perot, Et aL

Page 7
Would counsel state their appearances for the

record, please.
MIL REEKS: My name is Jobs RkL

I represent Plaintiffs Kevin Laughlin, Fwd Dyck
and Carrie Alspaw.

MR. DOTZLE 1 Xm Mark Dot ."
I'm a Plaintiff pro se in this action.

MR. STRILDt. rm Cana
Stribling. I represent if I
Services Inc., a'.fnat s1
District Of Missouriligaon

M. ASKEW: I'm , ,K Ask, ad, wb
me is Craig Budner. We e R WO adMark Alan Blahnik in the Ito or nn g in to
United States District Court or to
District of Texas.

We Tnesnt The perot peition adRussMelbyinthe litigt n disgilt -"

United States District Court fe tw
District of Misouri.

MR. I EMEMEM ,Ill
LF eomeier. I Smdy
litigation pending in the Disbid of
Missouri.

THF VTfITVRAD-I. WM dmame

-------

Cw3d

v

for which the videoaped deposition is lo be usd,
under the terms of this Order, is for the pupem
of the litigation. I would ask that you miake that
a copy of the record - a part of the recod

MR. REEK: And just for the
record, the parties are entitled to view the
videotape in conjunction with preparation for
trial. I think that's reflected in the-

MS. ASKEW: Yeah. The terms F ta
the parties have agreed to is reflected in the
videotape. I just want it to be clear that th
Court Reporter is to maintain posss Of this
until we get to the point where the videotape is
being edited for trial or for any purpose as set
forth in that Order.

MR. REEKS: All right Further, I
had a question just a minute ago Mr. Dotzler had
asked me. Since he is pro se,I presume that he
would be entitled -

MS. ASKEW: He would be entitd,
exactly, to treatment as counsel.

NM REEKS: - awarded the Sam
access to the videotape as counsel. Anything
else?

MS. ASKEW: Otherwise, we're taking

7

I m
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POW 14

I
2
3

4

6
7
8
9

10

12

!13
-14
115

16
17
,i8
,19

,20
21
'22

24

back by the Court Rpoter, plCse?
(Question read back.)
THE WiNESS: Yes. I believe so.
MS. ASKEW: Yes. And stop it right

there because any questions teeafir would
relate to legal advice that Mr. Mulford might have
given to person -

THE WM S: That's true.
MS. ASKEW: - at The Perot Petition

Committee. And I will object to the extent that
answering any of these questions would require
that he get into the conversations that he had
with his client.

You can certainly ask the question, but I
think it's privileged. I will instc him not to
answer it.

Q. Okay. Well, let me - who would you
have had any discussions with concerning that
issue?

MS. ASKEW: You can answer that.
THE WnES: The staff that I had

in the Legal Department
Q. Okay. Anyone at The Perot Petition

Commit?
A. They were employees of The Perot

Paec 143
stg or tactics?

A. Hmm. Isee. No.
Q. Did you ever have any conversations with

Mr. Pem about this se, othr m advismn
him what the legal implications were of his
withdrawal and the need to sign these documents?

A. No.
W.. RamES Let's take a break

whil o COWrtprtr is chnin is pqw.

ucr.Mr. Mulford wha
did ya fist haV cootact with Sandy McCbe in
ft sta of Missouri?

MS. ASKEW: Well, I object to the
extent you assume that he had such contact in the

softof hwori if you're asking about Sandy
McChm being from ft state of Misum.

Q. I'm ony if the was any -
UL ASKEW: That was unclear.

-dmr fi abot the

I uL And I'm sot nt-im , . d Y= ,we
I Pant in th Staeof Missouri -

M. ASKEW: That's fine. I just
w__to ca&y.

21

Q. -- but when did you first have contact
with Ms. McClure?

A. I believe it was around the same time
period as, that I talked to Kevin Laughlin.

Q. Okay. And that would have been toward
the end of April of 1992?
A- I believe so, yeah.
Q. And where were you when you ld dim

contacts?
A. I was here, Hughes & Lute.
Q. And was it a telephone contact wila M

McClure?
A. I can't -- well, it certainly wasn't in

person.
Q. Okay.
A So it must have beenby tepo And

I don't recall whether she had called s or! had
called her. It would have been one of the fr .y
literal.ly thousands of people that wee c
in that timne frame.

MS. ASKEW: You've ansMWm
2qu
23
24 at
25

StE T YJEm: So it must haw. bem
the request of Russ or someone.
Q. When you first talked to ML W %

, : . .. ' •

P060. IA"
il

"r =ItI
t..

&..lIHi
r%.- TU

7R Q.A Okay An i o ics htmte

Siton o i Petition Committee.
2 Q. Okay. And what ar the nam of thm3 people?
4 1 . Dan Rouman, who was A lawyr
1 worked under me; tse accounting people; pogl ly6 Tom Luce.
7 Q. Okay. And did You discuss that oua
8 with anyone outside The Perot Petition Cm ont9 A. No.

10 Q. Did you discuss it with Mr. Perot?
1 M A. I may have.12 Q. All right.
13 A. Because it would have been a legal14 requirmet that he .would -- that I would have
15 brought to his attention and given him dvice on.
16 Q. And what did you tell Mr. Perot?
17 MS. ASKEW: Im going to haw the
is same objection because Mr. Mulford was also, in
19 many respects, Mr. Perot's personal counsel; so I
20 would have the same objection.
21 Now, if you had those conversations in sm
22 other context outside of providing legal advice to
23 Mr. Perot, you can certainly testif), to thoe
24 Q. Did you have any conversations with Mr.
25 Perot concerning this issue in term of campaign
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Page 203
appropriate thing to do to try to make sure the
people felt that they were obligated to vote for
the candidate you vote for.

You need to vemember the valid access. These
are all volunteer people. They are putting their
names on the ballot as electors. Often it's Joe,
Joe's sister, Joe's neighbor. We had no idea who
they were. They could have been Republicans.
They could have been Democrats. It was a
precaution, I think, to be sure that those people
ta were going to be electors actually s
PNrot

MR. REEKS: Thank you, Mr.
Muiford. That's all I have.

m wNESS: Thank you.
MK DOTZLE& Want to go?
MR REEKS: You want to go off the

record?
THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We're off the

record. The time is 3:39.
(Discussion off the record.)
THE VIDEOGRAPHER We are back on

the record. The time is 3:41.
(no omissions)

Q.Did y m aveny t ? -
requne to sign l a

A. Not that I recall. But I may have mae
up a form like that, just in the context of ts
isu that I was looking into on the faith)=-
elector problem.

Q. What about resignation letters for
electors?

A. Don't recall. If someone had called amd
said, we noed - you know, an elector is going to
reign and under the state law we need to submit
something to the state to do it, I would have
prepared a document like that or had someone to
prepare it.

But this is in the context, you know, where
we're doing a thousand different things. It would
be considered a very minor procedural, ministerial
task.

(DEPOSION EXHIBIT NO. 8 1 IDETFIED.)
Q. I'm going to show you a document It

may have been previously introduced. Exhibit No.
8 1. And it purports to be an Oath and Certificate
of Presidential Elector. Did you prepare that
form document?

A I don't remember.

Page 204
EXAMINATION

BY MR. STRIBLING:
Q. Mr. Mulford, my name is Croll

Stribling. I represent Equifax Credit Infenatir1
Services, Inc., which is one of the DefenAmts in
the litigation pending in the Easem District of
Missouri. I just have a few don for yaw

You testifed earlier a1 kout - wellt me
open up with one thing. Equfax is anto idc
credit-reporting company. Are you awae of tiat?

A. I am now.
Q. Okay. Are you awr, or ban yfs

ever seen a credit AWMIport vr
of the Plaintiffs thahe bees I ~ ~ o
received from Equifax?

A. No.
Q. Have you ever spoken to ayom at 11Mw

Perot Petition Committee or the canipu who
indicated to you that they saw that they had
one, sir?

A. No.
Q. You indicated that you revivW t

statements of Callahan & Gibbos in a pp koA of
time during the period from about e wnd of
September until the bqgmin of O4*w d()I

.e WWI ces Io.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
a
9

10
1
12
13
14
Is
16
17
is
19
20
21
22
23
24
2S

QI call yt0ntio tu-
&h d&is r a form daomL.

it has a particular name in it.
Q.0a.
AI knowlIdd not pparehat iknow I

did not go tough and type the names in.
Q. This document has a coding in the low

right-hand corner.
A. Ub-huh.
Q. Does that coding look familiar to you?
A. Uh-huh. Yes.
Q. Does that indicate that it was produced

by Hughes & Luce?
MR. BUDDNER: Objection. We've bee

into this. Mr. Mulford would have to at
I believe he's testified that that would be a
Hughes & Luce code. But you can answer subject to
that objection.

THE WITNESS: The sam answer as
the last document.

Q. Okay. To your knowledge, did yourelf
or anyone at the Hughes & Luce law frmppar
loyalty oaths for the various electors in the
various states?

A. We may have. You know. it would be anI



Pam
A. Sonuitme during dhat period
Q. Yeah. And who was itwWlsd to your

attention, or how was it that you cm by doing an
investigation as to what had happen with
to Callahan & Gibbons? Whyid that h eA. I think, ase ntiod- l got acal
from someone in the media regarding te FC
reports that said that legal fees wepaid to an
entity called Callahan & Oxm and was I aware
that that was not a law firm.

Q. Okay. So that was the first you had
heard of it?

A. That was the first I heard of it.
Q. Was that Mike Isikoff who called you; do

you know?
A. I don't recall.
Q. Had you dealt with Mikl sikoff before

at "The Washington Post"?
A. I believe so.
Q. Was he a person who you had met and

spoken to face to face? Do you know what he looks
like?

A. I don't remember w'At he looks like.
But I think I did during the '92 campa . In the
September phase, 1 did not become well acquAinted

Cm smdMolt! M
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Page 207 Par 208
i Callahan & Gibbons or anybody else, to determine 1 A. I said I wanted to know eve/rthigthat
2 what it was they were for? 2 Callahan & Gibbons was engaged to do.
3 A. With - yes, with Mark Blahnik and his 3 Q. Did you Ask to see any documents or
4 stafftwo opitlon his staff. This is 4 cor ndence or anything of that sort o ideof
s while I was looling into the I~r tha our FEC 5 just the bills that might have trnprdbet"
6 reports included inacrte informaon. 6 Callahan & Gibbons and
7 Q. Now, the bills from Callahan & Gibbons, 7 Committe?
s those Exhibits 13 fog 20 of the Plaintiffs 8 A. No.
9 d exhibits in this combined litiatio or 9 Q. Just the bills.
,0 n jwdo't say, exfq t two of 10 A. Just the bills.

Ia ofM6am =W Maryland 11 Q. And who, other than W. Diir
12 and an tah About sm mnod W6 dna 12 that you talked to about tlou bih,
13 Ip or du as an issue-Owl" ofddat, 13 A. Russ Monroe and maybe me or tm olw
14 ty don't say a lot except for beuty sevcs14 people that had knowlefte about vw w" &Wrn 1
15 or something to that effet 15 don't remember who they were.
16 A. Right. 16 Q. Did you speak with Mr. Melby about it?
17 Q. Okay. Did you ask anythigo about 17 A. Probably. I think he covered tI
18 what it was that was S78,000 woh of money, what 18 of Ohio, and some of the activities ocei in
19 it was tm that money had been spen on, what 19 Ohio.
20 soy had been received?. 20 Q. Okay. Did you, after you won 0uh
21 A. YC. TIt's why I had the Meeig with 21 with that investigatiom, did you fhul lar .L
22 Mark Daluik 22 an understanding of the seryim a

2 %Di o or frbils by oW 23 Gibbons had provided for tw -si1
24 A. No. went over em as ag p. 24 had paid?
25 Okay. 25 A. Yes.

I with the media le until 0Wruo -wer -. w2 th campa. . %F.F=ber= it a out;e
3 been intirUItory m h as, i .
4 covered the campaign inthes
5 Q. Okay. During the spring. you would also
6 have spoken to the pitss at one time or smotr
7 too--
8 A. Very rarely.
9 Q. Okay. During May and June?

10 A. Very rarely. We had people much mor
I I capable than I am at that -- available at that
12 period.
13 Q. And when you went -- when you ut about
14 to investigate Callahan & Gibbons, my
15 understanding was that you sot together a group of
16 the statements which you said were the pink
17 documents, a stack of them.
18 A. Yes, I think they were pink.
19 Q. And they have been ma dL And
20 you've -- I think you've been shm thm. Thgy
21 are 13 through 20 in the Plaintiff's deposition
22 exhibits. And I'll go ahead and hand those to
23 you.
24 A. Okay.
25 Q. Did you review those with anyone



I .Okay. Whet was te ~ ~
2 services woe for so ity .I. Sw f 2
3 A. That's who I krstmt d. 3
4 Q. YeahWh.twasthee0tmof SudSo 4
5 security guards? I think ther's bum smf s
6 testimony in earlier depoitions tho puh two 6
7 guards were used in Maryland for a pariod of 7
8 tuie. 8
9 A. You know, I don't know. I think the
0 .uards wa also used in Geargia, yor hometown, 10

i I in Atlanta. 11
12 Q. My client's hometown. 12
13 A. Your client's hometown. Sorry. 13
14 Q. Okay. So you think that theemay have 14
15 been some security gumds used in Atlanta. AMI 15
16 think you testified that thAt was the flstthat 16
17 you understood that Callahan & Gibbons had been 17
is used. 18
19 A. That's my recollection, what I was told. 19
20 Q. Okay. Do you know how much moncy was 2o
21 spent on security guards in Atlanta? 21
2 A. No. 22

23 Q. Okay. Then there were some security 23
24 guards in Maryland. Ae you aware of that? 24
2 A. That's my understanding 125

qualifications of the electors, whete those P 211

people would be qualifid.
Q. As I understood your earlier ftstimony,

sir, you said that background checks had been done
in cnain cases. And one of the examples you
used was a question of whether or not a pe-o was
a convicted felon and, therefor,
could legally qualify to be an eein a
state.

Were the any other cases that you're awe
of, outside of wicthe a perio was a cowied
klon or not, for which backgmd checbs wuamade?

A. I'm not sur I uat-00 V dum
Q. Okay. You'vi inica'td in

Ixtimony thatan issue youmgbe ao t atto
determine whet to do a b dnekof an
elector would be to detmine whether he was a
convicted felon or not, because in some states, if
you're a convictd felon, you can't be an elctor
becaus you're not a voter, rjTW-

A. What I said, Ibelieve, s do to hat
I did that or that I knew about it, but do I
wouldueas an e of 6hs.m a I was
*ad or one of On a& I wa Ma emtht

Q.Oa ,fo know how Many
how much I Amuch money was spe m
security guards in -

A. No.
Q. - Maryland?
A. No.
Q. Now, you have a bill for the research

with respect to drug policy, don't you, so you
know how much was spent on that?

A. I suppose so, yah.
Q. Okay. With respect to the remainder, do

you know what comprised those services?
A. No.
Q. And did you make any attempt to find out

What comprised those services?
A. No. Thre would be no need to. It's

$60,000 that was spent to do what? They told me
what. They told me it was all appropriate nd
lI called Callahan & Gibbons. They td me

the same thing. I opened it all up to the p=us.
Q.Okay. Wll, I want to get to what the

"what" was. Okay. You said S60,000 to do what
They told me what. What's the "what"?

A. They told me that the- were used to on
if electors in states had had requirements onthe

came up from Illinois about whether or not Pe 212

person could be an elector. But it's in the
news --

Q. Do you know whether a background cbuk
was done Illinois by Callahan & Gibbons?

A. I believe one was. I don't know. I
have not seen it.

Q. Okay. Were you ever given by Mr.
Blahnik or Mr. Monroe or Mr. Melbye or anyone else
you spoke to at The Perot Petition A any
other reason for asking for a backounkd
with respec to an elector or state or
volunteer or anybody, other than a mspici .*t
they might be a convicted felon?

A. No.
Q. So that, I take it though, outside of

the bill that talks about the report on drq
policy and the bill which specifically talks about
the state of Maryland, security servx= to dm
state of Maryland, if I were to go through 6
exhibits and say, well, did you fid out wh tis
particular invoice is for, you wouldn't be & to
ell me.

A. Absolutely not.
Q. You testifind also about an into V

4gm ~12
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Page 215
didn't know how these entities operate.

Q. Did they talk to you at all about afirm
by the name of North Ameican Advisory, Inm.?

ANO.
Q. in Chicago, Ili is or the Chicago

Mtrt itan area?

A. .

Q. Didfy u& to you at all about
O'CoMMl A Associates, ap Ieinvndgati
fim in t alkist in New Engl d?

A. ImO - &Ity W-a- n &w= of
* & a.-- of do InA auon.
O .bidm Did d ym -p to you at A
abut arin Ohio by the name of Rnech
Associats?

A. No.
Q. Did frey hindicto&ou - well, when

van takinz to Blan an onirc and perhaps
?about wutwsdone, did you inur sto

firm G&Oibbons?
&VOL I adadbow lis heud ms

Cd & O* o b ec a eustousor asric
provider to Ohe campagn. And day soldwe what I
tstified to earber. thatin my absence. ty

V
0 aw~

Pqp 213dw you had with Calld= & Ofo What

exactly, as best you can recall, did whoever you
spoke to at Callahan & Gibbons sell you tey had
done?

A. They had told me- they told me d
had lookd into the public records M.
people had moved Ifequently, to see if toy had
conviction records, that day used th pda
which I mentioned Wier that evxy tiny did
was information that could be purchased from
public record companie that collect t sort of
data on people.

They used an example, if I remember rWgi, of
subsciption lists to maazine d onpof hat
nature. But they were adamnt that noiwas
done that was improper. I told them if somehig
was done improper, ta we would take action
against them, that it would be incumbet upon us
to do so.

Q. I understand that part of your
testniony, that they aued you that they felt
that they had done nothing improper, and you
assured them that you wet concerned about that

But what I'm asking is: What exactly did
they tell you that they did?

Pap216
i called Tom Barr as an attorney because fry wanted
2 legal advice onw he or not they could pt a
3 r aining order on some - one vohatem su4 another.
SQ. I don't me to inerrupt yobut -

6 A. That's fine.
7 Q. -I -rtn that tetimo1y.I
s hougtI was asigonng Y~~WAM

I'm angis: iInGO&c how=iua imm nI
10 whd ~
11 an10yt fadoCM atww 4
12 -r duck wibh iqeft 100
13 individual?
14 M&.BUDHE Ad when m say
15 "you," you mean Clay personally.
16 M. STRMLMG-. I men Cm
17 personally in his in t i )IL
Is THE WM S: Yes. Inaa
19 sense, in the sense th you're m wh a
2o group of leand yo - 13; we S4
21 done? AMdEn woud Sy umsm U
22 pr;Mblm a th o lWM *AIM
23 thtwol hv busivlvdw 4
24 g t a wh de to be dm 10
25 get on the ballotm was Mere. AndaM

x,.
-t

I A. I cU't mal th spdfic
2 convasation.
3 Q. Okay.
4 A.Or thedetails of it
5 Q. D ndict oua ty hd
6 received y information with M to
7 voluIIeW or electors or dinao or wheva,
8 that they ad not turned over to The Perot
9 Petition Committee?

10 A. No.
I I Q. Did you go over their bills with tm
12 and ask them what it was they had done?
13 A. No.
14 Q. Did they talk to you at all about any
15 other services they had used, subcontractom
16 other individuals, other portions of searches
17 which had been done, by people other than
IS thmselves?
19 A. No.
20 Q. They did not Did ou askf 9mwed=
21 dfy had - h they had control of fiir
22 entir investigation or whether some portion had
23 been subcoracted out to othe peope who were
24 not Mnecsily under their control?
25 A. No:. I robably should have, but I just

)
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J. WIOIAE FO S.
the wites hmel ne nutted boig first daiy
cautioned and won to testify the uwh the
whole truth and nothing but the truth, testified
on his oath as follows:

THE REPORTr Would you state your
stipulation, please.

MR. REEKS: Okay. This depoition
is taken pursuant to the Federal Rules. Mr. Poss,
would you --

MS. ASKEW: And we're taking it.in
both cases, the Missouri and the Dallas
litigation.

MR. REEKS: Right. In both caes.
EXAMINATION

BY MR. REEKS:
Q. Mr. Poss, would you please state your

full name and address.
A. James Michael Poss, 6405 Mercedes

Avenue, Dallas, Texas, 75214.
Q. Okay. And Mr. Poss, you've had your

deposition taken before?
A. Yes, I have.
Q. Okay. And I'm going to be asking you

some questions today about your knowledge of

C.dmacltltm ' a
Pap 5

1 Q. The Court Reporter r, ninded me that Page 7

2 we'Ive been forgetting to ask in these depositions
3 about reading and signing the deposition. And for
4 the record, would you like to read and the
5 deposition after it's been transcribed by t
6 Court Reporter?
7 MS. ASKEW: Yes.
8 THE WrrTESS: Yes, I would.9 Ms. ASKEW: And I would agre to

10 si natire befoeany noty..
] RM. : O k y.

12 Msw..SKE : do l ,i
13 j.st so the record is Ci , a o a nl f
14 that you have deposed thr w have pnted for
1s d tion - Russ Monroe, Russ Melbye Joe Grant,
16 Mark Blhnik.
17 MR. REEKS: That's agreeable.
is Thank you, Ms. Askew.
19 Q. Mr. Pos, just by way of backround, let
20 me t someinfmation about your ehcion. Did
21 you go to coll?22 A. Yes I did.
23 Q. Okay. And where did y po
24 A. Mw o~vhf Tuis at AudLh

25 O.0 An courseo d y dyo

events that occurred during t 1992eti -puw Ig
campaign and the pediton effort for rto.

Ifl ask you any questions that your nt
clear about or don't understand, pleae s me
and ask mc to go back and reask the quetio. Is
that agreeable?

A. Yes, it is.
Q. And if you answer a question, we'D

understand that you understood the qustim. Is
that agreeable?

A. Yes, it is.
Q. Prior to coming here today, did you

discuss youe deposition with anyone?
A. Yes, I did.
Q. Okay. With whom?
A. With Ms. Askew and with Craig Budner.
Q. Okay. No one else?
A. No one else.
Q. Have you discussed the depositions of

any of the other parties or witnesses that have
boen takcn in this case?

A. No, I have not.
Q. Have you read any of the prior

depositions that have been taken in this cae?A. No, I have not.
A. No, I have not.

I engage in at the University of Texas? Pag 8
2 A. Accounting.
3 Q. And did you receive a degree in
4 accounting?
5 A. Idid.
6 Q. And it was a BA.?
7 A. B.B.A.
8 Q. B.B.A.? Okay. And when was Uut7
9 A. 1973.

10 Q. And did you do any posa
11 A. ldid.
12 Q. Okay. And where was L *
13 A. That was at the Univesiy of -a
14 Austin.
15 Q. And what was that in?
16 A. That was in law.
17 Q. Wen: to law school?
18 A. I did.
19 Q. And did you get a juris dot
20 A. I did.
21 Q. And when was your juris d in u
22 A. 1976.
23 Q. Have you bo e dn24 law since gettin out of
25 A. No. havenot.

..... m

a
ComdMMctI T



Q. Auyw olg
la ow w V oIC

A. No.
Q. Did YOU g - dib~yfh !eom urYO nwn doegraS ee at U.T. did ym 10 dhcl

into law school?.
A. Yes, I did.
Q. And there wasn't a period of time when

you were in the work force = a full-titm enployee
of some - other than lim maybe ajb?

A. There was ust a m e b b etwe
graduation and the begingWla school.

Q. Okay. And where was that?
A. That was in Austin, Texas.
Q. And what were you doin?
A. I was working for a defense contractor.
Q. And after you finished law school in

1976, what did you do?
A. I went to work for Arthur Young &

Company here in Dallas, Texas.
Q. And that's a C.P.A. firm?
A. It is.
Q. And what was your position when you

started out with Arthur Young?
A. I was a tax accountant.

ol I

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Q. AndW long were you wilthlli
A. TWcears.
Q. And would that have been throuo 6o

1979?
A. It would be.
Q. And what did you do after that?
A. I went to work for Ross Perot.
Q. In about 1979?
A. Yes.
Q. And what kind of work did you do when

you went to work for Mr. Perot?
A. Tax accounting.
Q. Had you come into contact with Mr. Perot

when you were with Arthur Young & Cempmy?
A. Yes, I had.
Q. And how did you come into contact with

Mr. Perot?
A. I was assigned to work on the tax

returns for Mr. Perot, and I was woriking oan the
tax returns for Electronic Data System

Q. And after you left Arthur youL wre
you doing similar type work for Mr. Po?

A. Primarily the same type of work for Mr.
Perot that I had been doing for Mr. Pero in the

I employment of Arthur Young. I1
2 Q. Okay. And were you th person that put
3 together the final tax returns after 1979 when you
4 went to work for Mr. Perot?
5 A. Yes, I was.
6 Q. And were those checked by Arthur Young &
7 Company?
S A. Yes. They were Mviewed by Artw Young
9 & Company.

10 Q. And since 1979, have you been working
I -for Ross Perot during that entire period?
12 A. Yes, I have been.
13 Q. Have you been woring for Rms Perot
14 indidaUy or for on0 of his cArp C stasn or
is adi.etiis
is AIwa ctaly .PI..M0by Eb.5 ~.,17 Data Systems, startin an 199 mdwok o_Dinf si~m n 1979, ad w for
1 .lectronic Data Systems untl 1986.
19 Q. Okay. And when you were employed by20 Electronic Data Systems or Data Sysls, did you
21 do their tax returns as well?
22 A. No. I would lm to ad t I wa
2 employed by Electronic DM Sysmw but my salaryU was reimbured by Mr. Perot to the orporatin,
V3- Eectronico a&Sysoms

'5. ~a~vm in sprnoaimat.lv 3m gi
rw.

Q. Okay. You did not perform functions for
Electronic Data Systems?

A. No, I did not.
Q. And you worked -- you were employed byElectronic Data Systems until 1986?
A. That's correct.
Q. And who did yougo to work for in 1986?
A. The Perot Group. a
Q. And what is The Perot Group?A. The Perot Group is an II

sole proprietorship of Ross P t .
Q. And what functio does it u
A. Primarily it functio as a f ?

office organizaion for t Pet i

Q. And how many P iGroup have? ... .. ,
A. Approximately 50 to 60.
Q. And does The Perot Group manp the

various businesses and other entities that Mr.
Perot has an inteimst in?

A. It does.
Q. And you've been workidg for Tlu pW~t

Group since 1986?
A. Yes. However, tm wa- e9 Mlm wj ad me

Pagc :
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i do it,
2 Q. And he didn't give yo 7 option fo' 2
3 saying, no, thanks, I'd rather? 3
4 A. No. 4
5 Q. Just basically instructed you to do 5
6 that? 6
7 A. Yes. 7
8 Q. And you were his employee at the time? 8
9 A. Yes. 9

10 Q. And you worked for The Perot Group? 10
11 A. Yes. 11
12 Q. Was there ever any concern that your 12
13 duties with Th Perot Petition Committee would 13
14 interfere with your job at The Perot Group? 14
15 A. No. 15
16 Q. Did you ever have any discussion like 16
17 that with Mr. Perot? 17
18 A. No, none. 18
19 Q. What did your job as treasurer for The 19
20 Perot Petition Committee involve? 20
21 A. It involved signing checks, setting up 21
22 the accounting system for The Perot Petition 22
23 Committee, hiring the accounting staff that would 23
24 be needed'for The Perot Petition Committee. 24
25 Q. When you say signing checks, did that 25

Election Commission guidelines, rules?
A. Yes, I did.
Q. And what all did you review?
A. I don't recall the exact title of the

brochures, but the Federal Election Commission
publishes a number of documents, and I reviewed
those.

Q. Okay. Was part of your responsibility
as treasurer of The Perot Petition Committee to
ensure compliance with FEC reporting guidelines?

A. Yes, it Was.
Q. And did you also have any responsibility

for ensuring compliance with FEC porting
guidelines by the various state petition
organizations?

A. No, I did not have - I did nothaw
authority, or I did not have -- I had no reason to
file -- or I had no reason at that tine to wory
about the state organizations.

Q. Okay. At some time did you become
responsible for the filing of state organizations
in compliance with FEC guidelines?

A. I was not responsible for the filing by
the state organizations of their materiaL

Q. Did you ever at any time reau-t that

Page 27

involve IV nomfand things MtuM?
A. Only in a high-level Mrview CVMi
Q. Expain that to me.
A. We developed a staff of aecm wi

would review the invoices that wem ubmhd for
payment, and the would make sum that we had
proper authorization to pay those involeo.Q. And when you say you had lhW -r w
review, would you review only Mar bIt or
would you review them after I= bm
previously reviewed by other cco ans?

A. I reviewed them after they had been
reviewed by other accountants.

Q. Did you have any trainingor insu cion
with regard to what you wen going to be *ding as
treasurer of The Perot Petition Committee

A. No, I did not.
Q. Did you basically learn on the job?
A. Yes.
Q. Okay. Did you have any instvction or

traininv with re rd to Federalctin
Commussion guidelines or rues?

A. No, I did not.
Q. Did you read any materials on Fedral

the state petition organizations forward their
filing information to you for fding under The
Perot Petition Committee?

A. I suggested that they did.
Q. And when was that?
A. That was in early April, I believe.
Q. And did any of the states tak advmu

of your suggestion?
A. I believe some of them did, yes.
0. Did the state of Missouri?
A. I do not recall. -
Q. Were you also refor

tc state organizations w
accounts andtng au Of cam!kh f
financial part of fir b

MS. ASICW L $.t
nature of the question.

Q. Okay. Let me- do you a M Athe
question?

A. No -- repeat it, please.
Q. Okay. l'll break itdown. Wamyo

responsible for asist t S in sieft r

bank accounts?
A. No.
0. Did you assist i---- is in .mi m

Page 2,S
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Rolin in m of 1992?W h 53
A. Mr. Rollnb ul vwIft k aioh

into thes cuapg a mamnbur of hiidA.1 who had
woeihin-lfinproF- 1-I- And one of
those de was named Ch Lecoad.

Q. ould anybody from The Pat Petition
Committee that we've dicued pmviouly, such as
Mr. Blahnik or Mr. Monroe, hav reported to Mr.
Rollins?

A. Not to my knowledge.
Q. Did Tom Luce ever meet with you to

discuss financial matters with The Perot Petition
Committee?

A. No.
Q. Did he ever ask you to keep him advised

of how much money was being spent?
A. No.
Q. Did you ever discuss any other matters

dealing with The Perot Petition Committee with Mr.
Luce?
A. No.
Q. Did you ever see Mr. Luce?
A. I would see him, yes.
Q. Okay. Did you do any - did you have

any conversations with Mr. Luce other than, you

document as Exhibit No. 61 and ask if you are
familiar with that document.

A. Yes, I am.
Q. And what is this?
A. This is an FEc document
Q. Okay. And what is the ppose of this

Fm document?
A. It designates a treasunr of The Perot

Petition Committm and an assistant teasurer.
Did prm. I you't se diwn'

p. map uifmmth ah lr
Is im .im on in 6t fm

I= sod cormct to tM. best of you omm edge
and belief?

4 ;Z is- t atrue and oCtOPY of
6 mnt Of ornizatio9 whic yo signed on

beaof Tbe &%G etin Comune?
A.Ygsl t ise
%.&W Russ Monro0e#1 susse

kmer
pI~,I ~,

Page 55

know, saying hi in tLw y?
A. No, I don't recall any.

MR. Rt WOS: You want to take a
short break?

MS. ASKEW: Sure.
(Recess at 10:52 to 11:01.)

(DEPosMoN EXHMIT NO. 60 I TIFID.
Q. Mr. Poss, back after the short break.

I'm going to show you a document that I've marked
as Exhibit 60 and ask if you can identify that
document.

A. Yes, I can.
Q. Okay. And is that your signature?
A. Yes, it is.
Q. Is that a true and correct copy of an

affidavit that you signed on June 21st, 1994?
A. Yes, it is.
Q. A couple of things that I forgot to ask

you previously. Do you know who hired or selected
Mark Blahnik to work for The Perot Petition
Committee?

A. I believe Ross Perot did.
(DEPOSIION EXHIBIT NO. 61 IDENTIFIED.)
Q. Let me show you another document. It

may already be in evidence. I've marked this

P
Q. Did Russ Monroe answer to you with The

Pcrot Petition Committee?
A. No, he did not.
Q. What was his function as assistant

treasurer with The Perot Petition Committee?
A. He would sign checks in my absewn
Q. Was there any limitation plaed on his

authority to'sign Checks?
A. No, there was not.
Q. He had the same authority that you had?
A. Yes.
Q. What types ofh ? Psiciu

vendors or anything of that i
M. ASKE Wha's6

Q. Okay. What kind of chek would Mr.
Monroe sign?

A. Actually I'm not certain that Mr. Monr'
ever signed any checks at alL

Q. Okay. But he was there if neded?
A. Correct
Q. Are you aware of any instnce wher you

were not available to sign checks sad I. MOms
signed ch7cks?

A. No, I am not.
Q. Did Mr. Monroe ha anu&tv

age 56v
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Pag
A. I do not know.
Q. If a state had sent FEC forms to the PPC

in April for receipts and disbursements in March,
would that state be an affiliated committee as far
as The Perot Petition Committee was concerned?

A. I do not know what the criteria was for
becoming an affiliated committee.

Q. Who was responsible for setting up that
designation of state-affiliated committes?

A. Clay Mulford.
Q. DMdyou have any discussion with Mr.

Mod metting up the designation of
sta-affliated committees?

A. No.
Q. If states would send the FEC forms for

filing with The Perot Petition Committe's FEc
report, would you be responsible for reviewing
those forms?

A. No.
Q. Who would be responsible for reviewing

ths forms?
A. Bob Daniel and the people from Enst &

Y o. that we had employed to a as pros the

.Q OW Youhave any personl inveiammt in

71

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Q. At -aw point did the variousm
.6nsb aar-Pqwhtyou raeto stae-

A. At sou point in time - and I dot
recall at what point in time that was - some of
the states did become affiliated, yes.

Q. And what was the significance of a state
organization becoming a state-affidiated
committee?

A. The only real significance had to do
with FEC reporting.

Q. And what was the--howdid
reporting have any impact or any role in a state
becoming a state-affiliated committee?

A. Would you ask that question again?
Q. How did the FEC rules play a role in a

state becoming a state-affiliated committee?
MS. ASKEW: Object to the extent it

calls for a legal conclusion. But you may answer
the question.

THE wrrtEsS: The reporting to the
FEc for the activities that were occutrng in the
states could then be reported on the FEC report
that was filed by The Pcrot Petition Committee
from Dallas.

any of the FEC filings or reporting?
A. I reviewed the forms, and I signed the

forms.
Q. Are you familiar with a firm called The

Callahan & Gibbons Group?
A. I am.
Q. And how are you familiar with The

Callahan & Gibbons Group?
A. I became familiar with thm wbe I

signed some checks to thm
Q. what checks did you sign toip ' M*C

& Gibbons Group?
A. I don't "z unembr on

just know that I had signed, Is
Q. Were those for service b i
A. They were for servics, ).
Q. And do you know what tte e The

Callahan & Gibbons Group e W, for P
Petition Committee?

A. During what time?
Q. During A 'I, May and I a 12.A. I Was Unde= h i6 m li

during that timeeiod that
legal services, owU 016

'ag 72I

I.

WA
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2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Q. And how WOUPYL ~t I -d-a
from the various states to wit 00

A. That was provided by the - by a
volunteer from one of the state orpi-do

Q. And what types of information would be
given by the state organization to The Perot
Petition Committee or filing?

A. They would provide the name, the
addresses and job descriptions of the doan. or
the contributors to the campaign on the reipt
side. On the disbursement sid they would provide
names of vendors, amounts paid and dates chcks
were written.

Q. Would they also provide information such
as if a volunteer incurred an expense and sought
reimbursement? Would that kind of information be
provided?

A. 1 believe so.
Q. Were there any controls over how the

funds in the various, in the state-affiliated
committees could be used?

A. We exercised no control over those
funds.

Q. Do you know whether the state of
Missouri was a state-affiliated committee?

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
is
16
17
1
1920
21
22
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a .Okay. How did you 73~a 1
2 .that twhe -an 2
3 A. R ou troll at Ot 3
4 Petition CommUitte 4
5 Q. And who was that? 5
6 A. Bob Daniel. 6
7 Q. And do you know how Bob Daiel came to 7
8 understand that Callahan & Gibbons was a law finn 8
9 or was orming legal svices? 9

10 A. No, I do not. 10
ii Q. Have you discussed it with Mr. Daniel? 11
12 A. No, I haveno 12
13 Q. Whe did you learn tha the work that 13
14 Callahan & Gibbons Group was doing was not legal 14
15 services? 15
16 A. I believe I learned that in September 16
17 of '92. 17
18 Q. And what are the circumstances of your 18
19 learning of that information? 19
20 A. I learnedthat, I believe, fro- Mark 20
21 Blahnik. 21
22 Q. And was that in a conversation you had 22
23 with Mr. Blahnik? 23
24 A. Y. . 24
25 Q. Okay. What did Mr. Blahnik tell you? 25

I -

F
i Q. Was that his only title or designation?
2 A. There were no titles. That's the best
3 description I can give to him.
4 Q. Was he paid by the Perot Petition
5 Cown'ittee?
6 A. No, he was not
7 Q. And to your knowledge what was Mr.
8 Barr's connection with The Callahan & Gibbons
9 Group?

1o A. I don't know his connection the.
I I Q. Had you ever hard of do CAM= &

12 Ohba Gro~ p tota -on wok fbr The
14 A. NSW.
1$ Q, Had you ever heard of Ridbd Cddhu?
16 A. No.
17 Q. Or John Callahan?
1 A. No.
19 Q. Or John Gibbons?
0 A. No.

21 4 Do you know who d h Cahan
22a oris Group performb or
23 k a upon r advolune int

A~. L142wL

,age 75

A. I don't rexactl
Q. Who had W&nitoae R~

concerning Callahan & Gibbons
A. I don't recall that.
Q. Do you believe it occurred in Sep
A. I believe so.
Q. Was it in The Perot Petition Cenuitm

offices or Perot '92 offices?
A. Yes, it was.
Q. Or '96?
A. Yes, it was.
Q. Are you familiar with who retained

Callahan & Gibbons for The Perot Petition
Committee?

A. No, I'm not.
Q. Do you know how The Perot Petition

Committee became knowledgeable of the Calldn &
Gibbons Group?

A. I believe they were suggested or
referred to The Perot Petition Committee by an
attorney named Thomas Barr.

Q. And what was Mr. Bar's relation to the
Perot Petition Committee?

A. Mr. Barr was serving as an adviser to
The Perot Petition Committee.

Pa
Q. You received the bills from Callahan &

Gibbons; is that right?
A. They were received by The Perot Petition

Committee, yes.
Q. And did you review the bills?
A. No, I did not.
Q. I'm going to show you, staring witI

believe it's Exhibit 12 through 20, and #Ak dE
you look at those staten from Th Calushm &
Gibbons Group. I believe wy're eAik e to
Mark Blahnik, each of hm.

A. Uh-huh.
Q. And ask if you m id amy4~* .

or stamts.
A. All right
Q. Okay. Are you familiar wt am off

statements that are shown in Exhibits 2 Itamh
20?

A. Yes, 1 am.
Q. Okay. And when did you begocou w

with those exhibits?
A. I recall sming some of toexidit a

early as say, August of '9.
Q. Did you ha ny seL

paynient of the lvl

tge 76
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exhibits? M 9-4pA. No% I did ao.
Q. Who wMld have drn that?
A. Prabl Mark Biamik
Q. Oka.Andy here a'aidstmnpu Uat

the top. Is that internal w Ther o=t etion
Committees or is that from The Cadm & Gibbons
Gro, or do you know?

A. I do notknow. I doe't recal that
stamp from The Pert Petition Committee.

Q. Lookingat Exhibit No. 12, which is a
statement - is that what you have in front of
you?

A. Yes.
Q. - which is a statement directed to Mr.

Blahnlk from The Callahan & Gibbons Group-- and Idon't have my copy. But it's for S5.930.86.
A. Yes.
pQ.Doou know what those services

AI do not.
Q. Looking over at No. 13, Exhibit No. 13,

it's a statement for S18,000 even. Do you know
what those servis represent?

A. No. I don't.

moon -60-1
'.

I,

r ~I &

Q. Looking over at 14, there's a statement
for $3505. Do you know what services thatinvoice represents?

A. No, I do not.
Q. Did you ever perform any review of theinvoices that were submitted by Callahan & Gibbonsto determine what the nature of the services were

that were performed?
A. No, I did not.
Q. Looking over at Exhibit 21, that's astatement from The Callahan & Gibbons Group andpreviously identified. It's addressed to Mr.Blahnik for $18,000. And under the reference itsays -- and if you would read it because I don'thave my copy. Would you read it for the record.
A. "Confidential inquiries and physical

security services, state of Maryland."
Q. Okay. And I ask you to look back at

Exhibit No. 13. And Exhibit 13 and Exhibit 21 are
for the same amount. And they've got the same
client number, invoice number and matter number.
Do you know why the reference that's contained in
those statements are different?

A. No, I do not.
Q. You never had any conversations with

C allahan & Gibbons concerning description of t
2 services in the invoices they were submitting?
3 A. I've neve spoken to anybody at Callahan
4 & Gibbons.

Q. What i your U -an-- i var•is
Of the invoices that are in Exhibits 13 through --7 or 12 hrough 20 thee are references to security
servioea Do you know what that involved?

9 A. ndt invovd
11 ~r Z~lro idedwith 'aeetto the

q_ a p anofas? Fr au loflto
14 --S :*S My d -n atie

16 QDid yogain adw er aa at
17 som subs eq t it?
18 A. No not fualy.
to Jq. Asys sa y 'not really," 705 pearu to
20 Elm l altebt.avyoua 1=d
21 VMSundo WoNWri whtths=VONce mayn
,23 m m d mA hasS a i n.. .... • ... .. ...'-

Pa
he

ge 79
I A. From my attorney. Pae 80

2 Q. Okay. Have you heard anything about
3 background investigations in your conversations
4 with anyone in The Perot Petition Committee?
5 A. Not to my knowledge.
6 Q. Okay. With Mr. Mulford?
7 A. No.
8 Q. Mr. Blahnik?
9 A. No.

10 Q. Mr. Monroe?
II A. No.
12 Q. Have you seen press accounts of
13 background investigations with regad to
14 volunteers?
15 A. I have seen none.
16 MR. STRIBLING: I beg your pardon,
17 sir. What was your answer?
18 THE WITNESS: Was the question,19 have I seen press releases or press -
20 Q. Press reporting of background
21 investigations in -
22 A. No. I have seen no news clippings or
23 nm articles.
24 Q. Okay. Have you ever had any d*-mmm, < t
2S withMr. PertAoN-en i b d

Coodeniltl
1,7 117 f -i •" - ,.S
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J..Idhao1 Porn

investigations of electors or vcor intiw
states during the 1992 petition effort oreampag?

A. No.

Q. I'll rerer you ovcr in the book to
Exhibit No. 26. And that's a document that has
written at the top of it Case Opening File. And
it was produced to us by Callahan Gibbons. Are
you familiar with that document?

A. I have never seen this document.
Q. Okay. Do you have any knowlede

concerning why Callahan & Gibbons might have
listed the ultimate client to be H. Ross Perot?

A. No, I do not.
Q. Let me get that back from you realquick.
A. (Hands to counsel)
Q. I'm going to show you a document that's

been previously identified as Exhibit No. 22,
Blahnik No. 22, and ask if you are familiar with
that document. For the record, I believe it's a
portion of aFederal Election Commission filing.

A. I am familiar with this document.
Q. Okay. And in that document there's a

listing of vayments to The Callahan & Gibbons

IIII
Group?

A. That is core.
Q. And thoe pynmnts ar shown to bg 100

fees?
A. That is correct.
Q. And thats for the reasons that -- did

you place the -- strike that last question. Did
you make the entries on that depot that thMe
payments were for legal foes?

A. No, I did not make those entries.
Q. Okay. Would you have reviewed and

signed off on that report when it went to the
Federal Election Commission?

A. Yes, I would have.
Q. And was that done when you were under

the impression that those were legal fees?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever file any amended filing to

correct that error?
A. I believe we did, but I'm not exactly

certain that we did.
Q. During the time peiod of April, May and

June of 1992, where dd the funding for The Perot
Petition Committee come from?

A. It came from contributions from various

Page 83 Page 84
i individuals, and it came from Mr. Perot i introduced, but I'm not sure. What number was the
2 Q. How much did Mr. Perot contribute to The 2 last?
3 Perot Petition Comnmittee during that period of 3 A. Her's 65.
4 time? 4 Q. I believe 66.
5 A. I don't recall the exact amount 5 (DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 66 IDENTIFIED.)
6 Q. Would those be the funds that you 6 MR. STRIBLING: This is 66?
7 transferred from Mr. Perot's account into the 7 MR. REEKS: Yes.
s account of the Perot Petition Committee? 8 Q. I'm going to show you a document that's
9 A. Yes. 9 been markcd as Exhibit No. 66 and ask if you am

10 Q. And you would have known at that time 10 familiar with that document.
I i how much was being transferred? 11 A. I am familiar with it.
12 A. Yes. 12 Q. Okay. Did you have ay role in 6e
13 Q. How much were you receiving from other 13 preparation of that douent?
14 sources, other than Mr. Perot, during that time 14 A. I did not
is period? 15 Q. VWais the purp ofeoO& ads
16 A. The amount was not significant in terms 16 A. The purpose of th documtht, to m bt
17 of the total amount that Mr. Perot was 17 of my understanding, is to atip to comply with
18 contributing. 18 the FEC regulations.
19 Q. Okay. If you were to assign a 19 Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Pet's
20 percentage, what percentage would you assign to 20 signature?
21 the amount that Mr. Perot was contributing as 21 A. I am.
22 opposed to other contributions? 22 Q. Is that his sigature at the botto?
23 A. 95 percent. 23 A. That appears to be his s*atus yVs
24  Q. I m oini to show ousome oer 24 it doe1. , ,. ,

MW um;

sL " * iI

iC
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and Clay Mulford?
A. No, he did ot.
Q. Did he supervic any other

with The Perot Petition Committee?
A. No.
Q. Did he have any official function

whatsoever with The Perot Petition Committee7
A. No.
Q. Now, you've talked about media, data

procesing, field operations, the fact that you
hired staff, temporary staff, FEc reporting,
volunteers. Was Ross Perot, the candidate
involved in any of those activities on behalf of
The Perot Petition Committee for the period, March
through June 1992?

A. No, he was not.
Q. Were you involved with The Perot

Petition Committee on a daily basis during this
period, March through June of 1992?

A. Yes, I was.
Q. Okay. If Ross Perot had been involved

in those types of activities on behalf of The
Perot Petition Committee during this period, is
this something you would have had knowledge of?

A. Ycs.

133
5294$

Page 135 Pap 136) Petition Committee and their offices separate from I Q. Were those decisions that you were2 the office of Ross Perot and the other Perot- 2 personally involved in?
3 related entities that yot'-r mentioned? 3 A. Yes.
4 A. In order to kee.r -- 4 Q. So if Mr. Perot had been involved in5 MR. REEKS: ., jec!. Excuse me. 5 those types of decisions, you would have knowlee

r 6 Object. Calls for legal conclusion. Calls for 6 of that.
7 speculation. 7 A. Yes.8 Q. Well, were you involved in the decision, 8 Q. We talked about the petition drives. To9 Mr. Poss, related to where offices would be 9 your knowledge, did Mr. t has my Pernal10 located and where the daily activities of The 10 involvement in any of thee tm tt" Perot Petition Committee would be handled? II we've nientioned?
2 A. Y , I was. 12 . The oly M* 49

13 Q. Daeon the knowledgethatyouam 13 appearatra llhis a-W4;$ * -,
14 frM~ pesoa ivlvment in bus &afau4t d&f 6,AaS wo ul yell the jury why the ucsw was made 15 Q. Was Pt m e l16 to hav toe offices separate from the offIT= of 16 Petition Committee?
17 Ross Perot? 17 A. Yes.IS A. Because they really weren't the 18 Q. When there were imaes ntd to PC19 activities of Ross Perot. We wanted to keep them 19 compliance, is that soenth1 d o u t to20 spar for that reason. 20 Ross Perot for advice c?
21 Q. Did Rags Perot participate in any way on 21 A. No.
22 the decisonsnu& .on the office s e or e 22 Q. Who would you lp to foir of23 Nra Peti Committee and whr It would be 23 advice?
24 00 24 A. Cly Mulftrd
2 15 .Nw.!ft d V4I

I

Q. Now, was 7U ~I~
actuall located in nh odMinof RO b's

roct group Pao 3ervie or my ePcrot-rclate entities that we' tveallAd about
hcrc today?

A. No.
Q. Where were those offices loated
A. At the outset, they were letd onthe

eleventh floor of the buildig L t h ou the
Perot Group offices At a lter poi in time the
office was moved t 6606 Hillcrst Parkway.

Q. Was Mr. Perot, The Pe"o Group, Perot
Services or any of the other i in which
Mr. Perot might have been involved in, ever housed
on the eleventh floor or the second floor that you
have mentioned?

A. No.
Q. When The Perot Petition Committee

opcrations moved to Hillcrest, did Mr. Pcrot move
to that office?

A. No, he did not.
Q. Did he ever have an office in The Perot

Pctition Committee offices?
A. No, he did not.
Q. Why were the activiti s of The Perot



AFFIDAT O7 MIKE PQ08

Re: MUR 3963 - Perot '92 and Mike Poss, as Treasurer

I, MIKE POSS, being duly sworn, depose and say:

1. During the period between March, 1992 and
November, 1992, I was the Treasurer of
Perot '92.

2. During the time period described above# I
was exclusively employed by the Perot
Group and did not receive compensation
from any other source. The Perot Group is
an unincorporated sole proprietorship
owned by Ross Perot created for the pur-
pose of managing Ross Perot's personal
affairs.

MIKE POSS

Sworn to before me this /
day of June, 1994

Notary Public

VAN PET
W OMS wa~s

OW 5
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PROCEEDINGS:
MS. ASKEW: With rspoct loths

videotaped portion of the deposition, it is
subject to thc terms of the Protective Order which
has been agreed to by the parties. The videotape
portion of the deposition is to remain in the
custody of the Court Reporter until it is to be
used for some purpose in the litigation. And I
think all of those terms are set forth in that
order.

MR. REEKS: That's cont.
MR. STRIBLING: That's corrct.
MS. ASKEW: And, of course. we are

taking the deposition pursuant to the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure. Mr. Perot will want to
review and sign his deposition, and we will agree
to signature before any notary.

MR. REEKS: Okay. And this is for
use in both the Northern District of Texas and
Eastern District of Missouri litigations.

MS. ASKEW: That's correct.
THE VIDEOGRAPHER: This is the

deposition of H. Ross Perot in the case of Mark
Dotzler. Et al. versus Perot Petition Committee,
Et al., Cise No. 4:94CV887 CoG: and Kevin

I hem today concerning your knowledge of events
2 that took place with regard to those events. If
3 you don't understand a question that I ask or it's
4 not clear to you, please ask me to goback -
s A. Fine.
6 Q. - and reask the question. Is that
7 agreeable?
s A. Sure.
9 Q. And if you answer a question, we'll.....

10 assume that you understood the questio Is that
it agreeable?
12 ,. Fm.
13 Q. Okay. *Prior to your deposiio %)day,14 dad you have occasion to discuss your tetimony or
1s the deposition with anyone else?
16 A. Just with the attorneys.
17 Q. Okay. And you've already discussed
is reading and signing of the deposition, and I
19 undastand you want to read and sign the
20 deposition after it's transcribed; is that
21 correct?
22 A. Ycs.
23 MS. ASKIW: Yes. I'lial's curuM.
24 Q. Would you pleae tell me xomtifti about
25 YOur educational backpround.

"....

I A. Went -- grew up in Texas. Went to a UV6o
2 public schools in Texas. Went to junior collUe
3 in Texas. Went to the Naval Acadmy.
4 Q. And when did you finish att .S.
5 Naval Academy?
6 A. 1953.
7 Q. And'did you have a particular field of
8 study or concentration at the Naval Academy?
9 A. Evybody took the same cowuns. Th-- ....

10 only choice you got was languae.
11 Q. Okay. And what tp of deg_ w
12 awarded to you by the Naval Acadma
13 A. Bachelor of Sciencein eucal
14 Engineering.
15 Q. And after the Naval Academy, did you16 serve in the military?
17 A. Served four yc. s at sea.
18 Q. And that would have been through about
19 nineteen --
20 A. Fifty-seven.
21 Q. -- fifty-seven? And after your milituy
22 scrvicc, what did you do?
23 A Worked for I1M for five yers In "24 processing, tlcn stbrlcd a company, Electronic
25 DaaS Sytcms..

S5'31-96

hpf6

7
I

t,

Laughlin, et al. versus Ross Perot, Et aL Cm
No. 3-95-CV-277-R. The time is 9:4 1. We're on
the record.

* * * * *

H. ROSS PEROT,
the witness hereinbefore named, being rut duly
cautioned and sworn to testify the truth, the
whole truth and nothing but the truth, testified
on his oath as follows:

EXAMINATION
BY MR. REEKS:

Q. Mr. Perot, would you please sat your
name and address for the Court.

A. Henry Ross Perot, 12377 Merit Drive,
Dallas, Texas.

Q. And that's your business address?
A. Yes.
Q. Okay. My name is John Reeks, and I

represent the Plaintiffs or some of the Plaintiffs
in lawsuits that have been filed in theNorth=
District of Texas and the Eastern District of
Missouri concerning certain activities that
occurred in the 1992 Perot petition drive and
election campaign.

I'm 2gon to bcasking you some questions I

D 17



o state orMissoui? I n looka
2 A. I don't rcall My dooNm s 2. 3 MisourL 3 (sic).4 Q. What about with Mr. Lues 4
S A. Same. I do not Meall anycv i 5
6 about Missouri. 6
7 Q. Werey ou familiar with the fact that at 7 Q.
a sorne point in timne there was a decsion made to 8 toKe
9 M-ptition the state of Missouri? 9 Sandr
1o A. No, not at that time. I've beard about 10 docun
I it in the last two or three days. I I A.
12 Q. Durg the months of March fo June 12 .
13 of 1992, you heard about the e-pedtaow"ng of 13 it statg
14 My States? 14 alphat
is A. No. 15 Third,16 Q. I'll show you another document. I think 16 Ninth17 it's in this one. I'll show you a document that's 17 Perot
18 dated May 19th, 1992. 18 unan19 MR. STIBLING: Do you have an 19 on to i20 exhibit number?. 20 or ass
21 MR. REEKS: It's Exhibit No. 36. 21 andse
22 MS. ASKEW: Thirty-seven. 22 Dic
23 MR. REEKS: I'm sorry. Thirty-. 23 Perot]
24 sVn 24 to the
25 s. ASKEW: Did you want him to 25 A. 1

Page 59
Q. Were you aware of a meeting that was

held in the state of Missouri on or about March
19th, 1992 at which time this letter was presented
to Mr. Dyck, Mr. Laughlin?

A. No.
Q. Were you aware that Mr. Melbye, atended

the meetig on March 19th, 1992?
A. No.
Q. In connection with The Perot Petition

Committee, how often would you review the
disburseets and expenditesof tim Peo
Petition Comm ?

WE. ASKEW: Are vie tab em
March though June of 1992?

ML REEM- Durin M.& ftho
)une 6f 1992.

THE WITNESS: Again, ism not ame
that I did. I think my reco is that
periodically I would ask Mike how much we had
spent. He would tell me. You can gt a much more
prcie answer from Mike Pon.

Q. And did -
A. I was pmoccpied with b lhr.Q. Okay. During the Machuo e

tm perod. L you review rwfP 9 -. .d m _ _

46m

W: No. Let's look at 37
I'm sorry.

THE WnESS: Okay.
MR. BUD4 EJ Thatts 37.
THE WIrhESS: Okay.

It appears to be a letter or -mornum
,m Laughlin, Edward Dyck, Mark Doler from
a S. McClure. Have you ever seen that
ient before?
No.
In the fir paragraph of the document

"s, For the reasons itemized-tically below, the coordintors of t
Fourth, Fifth, SixthSevent EigWb md
Conpgessional Districts of o and The
Petition Committee of Dalla, Texas am
nous in their decision that" - and it go.
ay that you be severed fromny oseio

ociation with the Ross Perot petim die
vera! other statements.

You ev have any roleon behalf of Th
etition Committee in assenting or agring

positions taken in this letter?Njo.
~4o.

P
of that nature?

A. Not that I recall. I don't know when we
had to start filing those. You would have to look
to see when we started filing those things. Do
you know?

Q. No, I don't.
.AOkay. I'mnoteven5mW enwwa Wto

start makingthose flings.
Q.Ws re ever a tim when you bad to

start reviwing the FEC eporting formsd wo e
filed?

A. Did I have to sign them?
Q. I'm notsu
A- Tyial -mI =aif I bads0

thnI i& hve flipp d r U s~
far as taking the time to m aimw
because - again, cheek with t peopl w know
all about this. But I think they ar Vay tick,
&ail-d reports. And you're talingabo hors
to review one. And I didn't have hor anlskw
one. So I had to let ple dwt I te o patthose things tog haerd hma .

Q. And Mr. Poss was r im
A. That's my -- I n . .

he - he handled them xicalt

age 6C0

j

5S

M I1&.I
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I

Q. Did someone else handle it duriq other
p-iods?

A. I'm not sure, but you mif. want - if
that's important to you, you might wnt to check
to see who was handlig the FEC rpting "aeon. IMv a hazy recollo tat we brought
sone in who was an expert on hat who did it.
And I believe we had a person who came as a
consultant to do that

Q. Were you aware of any alations that
perons in the state of Missouri were subject to
libel, slander or defamation by people who were
working for the Perot petition effort?

A. No.
Q. Have you ever had any knowledge of thoseaccusations!!

MS. ASKEW: You mean after the
lawsuit was filed?

THE W1 ESS: Prior to the lawsuit,
no. None prior to the lawsuit.

Q. Okay, none prior to the lawsuit? Were
you aware that a press confere was held in the
state of Missouri on or about May 29t, 1992 by
Sandra McClure at which time the re-petition of

CMdeIsolt' m

qe a

Page 63
i definition for me.
2 . We, all righ I was just a what
3 your u n-d1t1nA!- of computer h was.
4 A. Wel, %W you mean? WhM an you
S rfengto?

- 6 QOay. Basically I'm referng to using
7 computers and using modems over phoe lines to
a mak n zd mceses intof databases.
9 14& ASKEW: Are you talking about

~~>, 30 uedefoptrakn6ea "=MC r
Al Co tar bac as it mre s to 4* " "i h

i to 1he PPC becaume wem not hem toit hrns
14 onwhthe knows -
is MR. REEKS: I will do that, Ms.
16 Askew. But Ijust wanted to be sure that me and
17 Mr. P-rot were kind of talking on the sam
is defitional basis.
19 M. ASKEW: I think if you yelaw
20 ittothe PPC, he will tal you what he kows.
21 THE WrIhESS: Be speifc. I'll

Vy to amswer.
Q.L Oky. Specfialy was ubigto25 _lam d. of IomnfIln d imd md phon

2lines for unat d access into various

Bt state or Missowi was amaoaesd?
A. NO.

Q.Are yo ware of any alleatons of
computer hacking regard to The o Ptition
Committee offi&= on Merit Drive?

A. No.
Q. Were you cotaed by the Psi

any allegations ofm hacking at Pact
Petition Committee offices?

A. I was not.
Q. You were not?
A. No. I'm confused. Computer hakig

MS. ASKEW: You've 2nsweed it.
That's fine. I'll talk to you about it lat.

Q. Mr. Perot, I note Mat you might hav
boen confused about the definition of computer
hacking. And do you - have you evm heard the
term "computer hacking"?

A. Yes.
Q. Okay. In what context hae you heard of

computer hacking?
A. Mainly with people on persoia

computers. It has a wide definition. And I'm not
interested in wying to create definitions for
you. I would appreciate it if you would cmft a

p62

I PMW Z"
databases as a working definition of comput W
hacking.

Are you aware of any alOf f
hacking by that definition wiVu nrd o u0n
Pcrut Petition CoMm1itte?

A. No.- You're sayin The Perot Ptition
Committee. You're saying people vwo woftkd in ft
committee using am to 4" div
informatiMif Ifollo6w y=ueaQ

Q. That was MY F, 1 &-
A. No. I've neo t bad Aw .

That's a nowope.
Q. Okay. I *inkweludNow. l 0*s

McClure and that you had met ba' di l
to August time frame in 1992. And I no have
asked this question, but I'm not sum at hs
time. Did you ever have my s
conversations or odr P R wia Ms.
McClure prior to Jume or Jy of 1992?

A. None that I recll h Wrecollectio of mee hrin a
pOPlt but nounle vldq

rnmet her.
Q.O kay W i sM undentaudlm of t

Fho.. KA

I-"

a
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VIA ]rAnm~rr ( 2 2/2O-.l1ip

Colleen T. Sealander, ftq.
Office of General Counsel
lederal Election Comision
999 1 Stret, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Erik Morrison

RR: M _.4J; Sandra McClure

Dear Ms. Sealander.

iIo~
qji 'q~

CA~ ~r

'-a-.8 -~ -~

Attached plea"e f ind a dssignation of coumel form exmcutedby the respondent referenced shove. This letter ' equets aextension of time of thirty (30) days to rempod to ym= -zAqtiizydated November 1. 1996 vhiCh Ms received Noveber 4, 1996 by thereferenced respondent. Decause counsel m only recentlyappointed to this mattr, additional tme is required to reviewthe matter and surzrxoamdg facts. Bed oan the date of recipt,the original response dat uI A be NMeM 19, 11M. r tmrequested extension is granted, the i . he &M
19, 1996.

Thank you for your comIderation. II you hav anyquestions, you may reae m at the abeve-efs egihmr

&CK:na
,nclomure

-v;
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHW&4TOKt D.C. 2*3

Aan C. Koim Eq.
KobS Oik c.ls Gliwn, LLP
One ..... -Cr, 24th Floor
St. Louism O 63101

RE: MUR 4541
Sandra S. McClure

Dear Wr. Koi

None r 1, 1996, yourC iet was notified that the Fedemi Eh
received a ou , aI from Edmw 1 Dyck alleging vlo ns of cenaimee dr

Q) Election Ca in Act of 1971, as amened. At that time she was givw a 4111W
cM-110 *- fg-- 0d ata mep owe to the complaint should besmind I sd-f ctm -mcaim-

On Jammy 19,1 997, the Commission received additionl inxmmm f
comlaimutpuini Vo the aflepton in the complaint. Enclosd as a a~qt

addionl iarmti on. As ths sew infmation is consided an emh gba
Imp1l9"m ymb mi an A ldditional 15 days in which to

K.%ft (20m =M
If y.ew an~y ph.. bm GtJennifer HmY (2)219

Not

0'..o4

F, A" ":.i_
'

"j '



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAMTW4CON D.C. A%3

February ?

Ewad L Dyck
253 Heats Crest Drive
Chesterf MO 63017

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Dyck:

This leter acknowledges receipt on Jamry 19, 1997, of the Imeuim10 o
cma~iyou filed s October 25, 1996. Therespondents) wil obemetcp b
a mnedmPa You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election C m t fin
action on your complaint

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
waSH, ~TON. o C 2046

February 7, 1997

X. Cls~is Mal4 Ejq.
HOO & LUce L1J.P.
1717 Wbn St Suit 230
DIlas, Ten 75201

RE: MUR 4541
Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee, Inc.
James Michael Poss, Perot '96 Inc., Treamwr
Mike Poss, Perot Reform Commitee, Inc. Treasrer

Dar WM MlWtt

On NOvedier 1,1996, yor cdiemn were notified that the Federal Election Commissios
received a oEdlww from I. Dyck alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal

• ", Eletioa Cmpaip Act of 1971, as amended. At that time they were given a copy of the
coml ad iiufm that a wome to the complaint should be submitted within 15dys of

On Jmomy 19,1997, the Commission received additional information from the
imt tel a o in the complaint Enclosed is a copy of this
i a~INGo01. As dis w informam is considered an amend t to fe oi

mlm you m humaa anhd m additioml 15 days in which to respond to the

-)

yIfy he O d, pae contact Jennifer Henry at (202) 219-3400.

Sineey,

F.T

Cental Eaforeen Doke

40



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIGTON. D.C. 20463

February 7. 1997

John W. Lemkemeier, Esq.
Bryan Cave
I Metropolitan Square
St Louis, MO 63101

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Lemkeme.er

On or about January 19,1997, the Federal Election Commission received a self-stled
-supplement" to a compa in originally filed on October 25, 1996 by Mr. Edward Dyck alleging
that Perot '96, J. Michaed Pss as treasurer, Perot Reform Committee, Mike Pos as trmar,
Mr. Ross Perot, and Ms. Sandy McClure may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The original complaint was filed with the Commisi on or
about October 23, 1996. The alegation cening you am primarily conta ed in the

• attached amendnent Copiesof bohthee c meaeaosed. We have e this
matter MUR 4541. Pems ree tlis aur in al fWm R agowhd &

Under the Act, you he the oppmunity t dem o-ate in writing tht no action shul
be taken qlaimt you in ds avow. Pleme dmit my &Mect l malimb v4" you
belie"e re lm I i te l no. wd&_ j

This meaw can min m r c wih 2 U.S.c. 1437gia)(4)M&
* 437g(aX 12XA) awm ym l o~v h h in vwiin d yot w dt& maw 1 be

mde:i' . ilc I o wb .... e i~ ~ .-onsun _ALA__b m
uI~i~~7.



I , - A , , , , i ! ,, . ,, _ -,. - ' ''

If Wyo hm my qsue plmm oomta Jemifer Hemy at (202)219.M34 . Fwsw
infommlion, hme ealosd a brief ducripion of the Commission's procedur for

Sinc rely,

Supervi Attorney
Central Enforcemen Docket

. Com-aim
2. ProceuRMs
3. D ton of Counsel Statement
4. Amnnem to the Complait

>'~'~ ~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASINGMTN. D.C. 20463

February 7. 199

R. Clayton Mulford, Euq.
Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
Dallas, Texas 75201

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Mulford:

21)
On or about January 19, 1997, the Federal Election Conission cei a 1 f-0-led

"suppement" to a complaI originally filed on October 25,1996 by Mr. Edward Dyck aleing
that P r '96, J. Michaed Poss as treasurer, Perot Reform Committee, Mike Pe u emm ,
Mr. Ross Perot, and Ms. Sandy Mcure may have violated the Federal Elec a t
of 1971, as amended ("th Act" The origina complaint was filed with the Criom em r
about October 25, 1996. The 1* ningyou e primarily C o -a
attiched aCopies of both t Iemdocmesae ced We hew ~ lgd T
i ter MUR 4541. Plm eN=fto lds mmbr in al futA ,w - . ..

Under e Act, you have the opptt t dmonta in writi d aworn doud
be takes ageim you is dis --ra Pl dwmit my kiual or Isp 11"d- w - CiuiS mly*sd at" MO. Whus

This a wi m di. al inau a wih 2 U.C .
* 437Ka l2)~A ut y m u m iug thai

PwbL1

by ~ ~d. Umain.
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Ifyou have ay queson, plume contact Jennifer Henry at (202) 219-3400. ft yowilfrmmaon we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commission's prce f hmuiiu

Sincerely,

F.Andrew ley
Supervisy Attorney
Centra nforcement Dodoe

Enduwes
1. Com 6
2. Proedures
3. Desi on of Counsel Statement
4. AmeonAdent to the Complaint

/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 30*3

February T. Ie7

0. Carroll Strlblin, Jr., Esq.
Zercher & Hocker, P.C.
231 S. Bemismn ft Floor
Clayton, MO 63105

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr . Strl. . . . .

On or about January 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission reve a ll
- "spmen to a coml originally filed on October 25, 1996 by Mr. Edad A1gsg

that Pero '96, J. Michael Poss as tesurer, Perot Reform Commitee, Mi Penn u uwine,
Mr. Ross Perot, and Ms. Sandy McClure may have violated the Federal Bleedw --uu-- Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Ac). The original complaint was filed with th CW. On or
abu October 25, 1996. T naio concerning you am primarily emie~al
atachedmndm . Copies of both these documents ar enclosed We bave l8
mtt MUR 4541. Please refer to this numbe in all futre cor-o-.

Une the Aga. yoi hAve e fto. Il ty to d Ma la in i

believ an s rd to the Camiymiis ofthis mata. Wsni
uld b a dudoui Yowrepme whichsholbe

Wh.,~~~~~ ft ,iu I~I dy of Me"p of

--- ;a C- - - - W5 &

*teX12XA) m& , Mie Cmamiuion in wrfti do yom
lows i-ie Wu.ru.u_:: y aoul n 0010m=0nft ,

cmi ~ summedto receved"

Co Now&



Ifyou have my q0mstmnI pbue contact Jennifer Henry at (202) 219-3400. For yaw
infomaton we have ecloed a brief description of the Commission's piroemdure for hmadlin

Sincerely,

F. Andrew urley
Supervi Attorney
Cen nforcement Docket

Famc
1. C.mlm
2. Proedi u
3. De1 ignI of Counel Smn
4. Amedment to the COmlaiM

IT



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W*ANHGUq! D.C. MW*

Pebruw7 T. 10

Tom LIn Ea
Hqhsh & Lmae L.LP.
1717 Main Sliek Suite 2800
lIm Texas 75201

RE: MUR 4541

Dow Mr. Lue:

On or abou Januwy 19,1997, the Federal Election Comnmsasoussiwi * styiu
aus lem90." to cmlplam oriinaly filed on Ctoe 25,1996 by Mr. FAw Dyd W 1_

to Pt '96,J. Michud Por a trewer, Port Reform Commite, Mibn rpn orn,
Mr. Rass Pwot, and MW Sandy Mc~lue my bave violated the Federa EAct
of 1971, as 1 d ("h Ace") Th origin m laint was filed withrn .i m or
abou OC_ber 25,1996. The ei ¢cni g you are pr imrili

"-- -emh --t. C-pie- of ba'_--im do lnnt are tenco" We __ea

-wMUR 4541. PlMn letohismm einall flais carr-lpandemes

Ula Ad ,m hmft At dYes w wdidw
b e &a$ntYui a smer. Pe- --- my watuua or ....

$*twos m

I _ .t"A



lfyotuw. uv, Ane obm Ft Jennifer Henry at (202) 21l.MM fw ii
we hve Iimnll a rdescription of the Commission's A 1huui8l

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Tftie
Supe oy Attorney
Cenl EnfoUeent Docket

I. Q
2. Priocmes
3. Desiw~om ofC SWmuW
4. AmemhnW thde Complaint

j~1 A.,~

~i'~*5

Z.
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tf~~~~~*w~m h. uIp u itact Jennifer Hemy at (202) 29C rw

wl cito of the ConuisiUouIs

Sincerely,

Supervisoy Attomny

Central Enoce nmmDu

2. Ph.si
3. k~iaow"onlStmmn
4. Soet ate ii



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Februw7 7. 1107

An C. Kal, Esq.
Koim, Shenkh EMat inuai & Gilium, LLP
On Maercusijs C.s,244h Flow
St.LouisMO 63 101

RE: MLJR 4541

Doaw W. Kohn:

On or About Jnuary 199,19979 the Fedeal Election Cmiso eevdaslaye
"sapikmmet o a -opli oIgimilyU, filed on Octobe 25,1996 by Mr. E~dS Dyck allegindt ftot '~, J. Micmae p u tismr Pet Refbrm Comm, .-1 k *s v Pn a esrer,

_ Mr. Ross Perot, and Ms. Sandy Mclur may hav violatd the Fee- Elco CmIg -Actof 1971, a uses"e ("Ae Ac(') The migitul compaia wa ie ihteC ij no
Il) bot Oc0"e 25, 1996. Mhe aeposcnerng yo are. primril.cotmi- d th

amshd amxne Copie of both thes fouets r FWenoed. We hav ~sdt
mailer MIJ 454 1. Pes rFer 1b t namber in all future c ongsqodem

tYmes, Nw Mebws Aui - y ho t 1pmadbe
J beiev ma iset t thiCo~ots wi~iisof this kra. Whim

.33

aoos~ Ib 2 UASC.1 437ta)12X) a" im* atibomiso in wilngts i be

o~mok~d",I go

, V, - 4dm



If you have my q l contact Jennifer Henry at (202) 219-3400. For yaw
infomation, we 1mw enclose d a brief description of the Commission's procedues for Iu

Sincerely,

Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosume

2. P~CrMICedus

3. Desig-aion of Counsel Statement
4. Amendment to Complaint

2$.

64.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASI4SNGTON. D.C. 20*3

February 7. 107

Armstng. Teesdale, Schafly & Davis
One Metropolitan Square, Suite 2600
St Louis, MO 63102

RE: MUR 441

Dear Ms. Ptat:

On or about January 19,1997, the Federal Election Commission received a lfeu
"supplement" to a complaint originally filed on October 25, 1996 by Mr. Edwd Dyc alleing
that Perot '96, J. Michadel Poss as treasurer, Perot Reform Comminttee, Mike Pn as I eurr,

SMr. Ross Perot, and Ms. Sandy McClure may have violated the Federal Election Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The original complaint was filed with the on on or
about October 25, 1996. The allegations concerning you are primarily onwained in de

-) attached amendment. Copies of both these documents are enclosed. We have mi1 this
matier MUR 4541. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-dece.

Umer t Ack ym hv the oposunty to demou i ihq
tt aken apgai y inm is mater. Pl mftW or legld
believe awe relevat to te Commin's analysis of this mater. Wher - __ -__

N, dmMdbe deroah. Youresp which shtddbe addemdt
i t Ocos. -o bamti d whi 15 ds Pof me* ..ft

104% tho my 1d0 NOWiW ba i

This~ ~ ~C 18,10 wI imidiin mord vAin wt2 U.&C

S437(aX 12XA) m you noi the Comm o in writing t you w i imlrto be
m ,bpby cou in ,s .,

by ft anlsd f. sota t .me m
dckA Io, kciv ay -



IfU I'v' ay quy p. contact Jennifer Henry at (202) 219.3400. Foryr
i we have enoo a briefdescription of the Comipssion's procP1w-s hf

Sincerely,

Supervisory At!orney
Central Enforcement Dofket

Enm

2.

3. of Counsel Statement
4. to the Complaint

I
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Atoncy. and Cisann.:lor%

ec 12, 1996

'fitr% Drcct Deal Number
214/939-5416

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

Attn: Colleen T. Sealander
Erik Morrison

Re: MUR45i1:

Other Offi %.

Au tin

How.tun

VIA FACSINMU md
FEDEAL EXPRESS

Ross Perot
Perot Reform Committee, Inc., Mike Pos, Treauer ("PRC")
Perot '96, Inc., Mike Poss, Treasurer ("Perot '96")

Dear Ms. Sealander:

This letter is filed in response to your letter dated November 1, 1996, noffying Ross
Perot, PRC and Perot '96 of a complaint filed against them by Edward Dyck Mr. Dyck alleges
in his complaint that the report by PRC of an expenditure of $8,223.26 oan May 17, 1995 for
consulting services of Sandra McClure is inccuate, false or misleading, becm mc payunits
were for Ms. McClure's personal legal fi. Mr. Dyck's alleions m iql d.

Over the last three yea Mr. Dyck has filed several baseless lawuul qib Rom Peo
He has lost at each t-an but coatines to msmt claims. After osing in a m N o unt an
uIay judgment he reBW i d cim spin in me erJ

cenl1y withdrew from -In him swh anmil. h .i

U& ature of t clim a

I understand Mr. Dyck ha also filed uts apinst Ms. McCbmv
aing bad deeds of all kind includin8 defuno, lial slade ic.

Ms. McClur was a Valmim petk I f R(K Pus lIl
activity W. Dyck also Wid pI& Mr. Dy* 16 My
MicC e, beI mi s b

Missouri, a st whic re014" fti =%oubs be On"d on c it dad-
named as an elector on ted t iu ckculd by Wr Dyck but *ao
suhmited by Ms. McClaa.

d s~u" "i4

-I



HUGHES & LUCE, L.L.P.

December 12, 1996
Page 2

As with Mr. Dyck's lawsuits and prior FEC complaints, this complaint is simply a
frivolous accusation without support. PRC did not pay Ms. McClure's legal fees. The report s
filed by PRC correctly and accurately reflects the purpose of the disbursement to Ms. McClum.
Ms. McClure was engaged by PRC as a consultant in 1996 in connection with a ballot acem
petition drive in Missouri, because of her knowledge and experience in conducting a petition
drive, and because of her access to a network of volunteers. On May 17, 1996, Ms. McClure was
paid by PRC check for a total of 128 hours at the agreed amount of $25.00 per hour and fir
$223.26 in documented expenses, pursuant to her engagement as a consultant. (Affidavit of
Russell Verney attached as Attachment 1.)

We respectfully request that the Commission not permit use of its facilities and resources
for the pursuit of Mr. Dyck's personal agenda.

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please contact me at 214/939-5416.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

2 -



AFFIDAVIT OF

RUSSELL VERNEY

I. My name is Russell Vemey. I am a resident of Dallas County, Texas.

2. I served as the National Coordinator for the Perot Reform Committee, Inc. ("PRC").

3. PRC engaged Sandra. S. McClure to provide consulting services in commection with a
ballot access petition drive in Missouri. Ms. McClure was recomnmended to provide -sch
services because of her knowledge and background attained through her volunteer work in
coordinating ballot access in Missouri on behalf of Ross Perot in 1992 election.

4. PRC engaged additional individuals with petition experience in other states su ts
to assist in the petition process. By using such persons, PRC could ensure that certain tasks
would be accomplished by certain times and would be performed at a cost less than th charged
by professional signature gatherers.

5. Ms. McClure was paid an agreed $25.00/hour fee and expenses for her consulting

services.

6. With respect to the payment at issue in MUR 4541, Ms. McClure was paid for 128 hos
at $25.00 an hour and $223.26 for documented expenses. A PRC check for a total of $8,223.26

was issued to Sandra McClure in May, 1996. A copy of the check is attached to this affidavit.

7. PRC has never paid legal expenses of Sandra McCl

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE
Lmlie Vernty on D e cembe JL 1996.

RENEE MAR RNPublic In F Sot of eas
NOTARY PUBLIC

stows of TOMn

Printed Name ofNay

MY Cmio Expire:



OaUI ma g , ia;-I

PAY **EIGHT THOUSAND, TWO HUNDIED, TWENTY THREE An.ID 26/100** DOLLARS
DAT/ AMO.

5/17/96 *82.

TO "4E
ORER
OF

2266

SANDY MCCLURE
3020 S. NATIONAL, STE 238
SPRINCFIELD, MO 65804

PEROT REfORM COMITTEE
P 0 BOx S16097 DALLAS. TEXAS 7S2SI 2266

DATE INVOICE NO COMMENT I AMOUNT OUNT . T AMOUNT

CONSULTING FEES -1099.vSC.

TOTAL

p"tm Aa- COmTTE 2266
PC SOX SION OVA"AS TEXAS ?Snlt

DaT _______________________ ___________ _______2266___

e~vOCI O c~I ___________ ________2266__

DATE &~cs ftIA&"pI

________________a U

SLX -AV
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Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
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February 20, 1997
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RE: Sandra S. McClure Response to Amended ComplaintMDR 4S41

Dear Mr. Turley:

On behalf of Sandra S. McClure and myself, I submit this
response to the amended complaint sent by Mr. Dyck on January 19,
1997.

The Amended Complaint with attached additional materials
adds nothing to Mr. Dyck's meritles. claim. The b tion is
completely irrelevant and serves only to cause ds)W
continual harassment of Ms. McClure, and now, to i lwyer.

In accordance with my letter of December 15, 1996 (a copy of
which is enclosed) and for the reasons there stated, there is no
basis for Mr. Dyck to make a complaint to the F.E.C. about me or
about my client, Sandy McClure. Furthermore, the rits of Mr.
Dyck's complaint have been addressed in detail by M. Mulford in
his letter to you of December 12, 1996 (a copy of-Ag.tch is also
enclosed). Please note that Mr. Mulford in that N-1 1 rtates
that Mr. Dyck has filed a lmber Qf mstitle 1i ..m of
which is against Ms. McClure and is pending on a I-filed by
her for summary judgment.

X, I
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Mr. F. Andrew Turley
February 20, 1997
Page 2

This latest "amended complaint" appears to be just another
attempt to intimidate Ms. McClure and, now, to intimidate her
lawyers as well. I therefore respectfully request that the
complaint and amended complaint against Ms. McClure and me be
dismissed because there is no basis for a finding of a violation
of the Federal Election Commission Act. I must add that I deeply
resent the fact that Mr. Dyck has attempted, not only to harass,
embarrass and impugn the character of Ms. McClure, but her
lawyers as well. This type of conduct is reprehensible and
unfair.

KOHN, SHANDS, ELBERT,
GIANOULAKIS & GILJUM, LLP

Alan C. Kohn
One Mercantile Center
24th Floor
St. Louis, MO 63101
(314) 241-3963
(314) 241-2509 (telecopier)

ACK: smr
Encs.
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Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Sandra S. McClure Response
Mm4S41

Dear Ms. Sealander:

I submit this response on behalf of Sandra S. McClure in the
abc."! referenced complaint filed by Edward Dyck. Mr. Dyck has
already sued Ms. McClure in federal court in St. louis in
connection with the Perot petition efforts. This a to be a
continuing effort by Mr. Dyck to try to harass and * Its.
McClure for exercising her right of free speech in o'! t ian
with the ultimate First Amendment right, the right to paticipate

in the political process. We request that the Cw-
dismissed because there is no basis for a fi..

by the Federal glection Ooission Act.

Mr. Dyck clamso that aab~l ftle by
comnittee, Inc., with the F.l.C. datad May 17, 1
payment of consulting fees to Ms. McClure in the
$8,223.26 is inaccurate because he alleges this me , a
payment for Ms. McClure's "legal fees.0 The shbrt , this

contention, as far M. McClure is concerned, is- "not-
file the schedule with the F.E.C. It is my
the Perot Reform Coittoe. which filed the

~resing the allegto- by ~.Dyck ina
1his is entitl I 4qp..,_nq.k it is t



Because there is no basis by Mr. Dyck to make a coLaint .to
F.E.C. about Ms. McClure, we respectfully ask that the coulaint
be dismissed.

KOHN, SHANDS, ELBERT,
GIANOULAKIS & GILJUM, LLP

Alan C. Kohn
One Mercantile Center, 24th Floor
St. Louis, MO 63101
(314) 241-3963
(314) 241-2509 (telecopier)

Attorneys for Respondent,
Sandra S. McClure
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463
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John me Aeaq.
Bryan Cave LLPOne Metropolitn Squre, Suite 3600

211 N. Broadway
St Louis, MO 63102

MUR 441

Dear Mr. Luemua

Per your requst on Febnuy 21, 1997, 1 am sning you a nmw cy of'thm c pla
and amendment to the complaint Should you have any fuihr ques0ion, plem contat me at
(202)219-3400.

Sincerely,

Paralega Speciais

1. Copy of Lettr to
2.Cnpan
3.P
4. Dmm o fm C~8S Ambm~ Csaia

Cebb'aft ft Cm & Is b AiniWveay

v!c " iiiy o N m w t II 114-4
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Mr. F. Andrew Turley
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enftcemen Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Turley:

I have received your letter of February 7, 1997, concerning tIe slfetyed
amenment to the Conmin og ly filed by W. Edwrd Dyck I am nt rm tht any
complan has been iuid about rn; hlwr, to d auMdnt thet a rqa r ktnal
is made, olherti m tomm uicansa benmo me m ny clet eik gem i-1ed, I hm
the following to m.

1. I hMe acd n cai for Equfi Crdot krhnmm 8 o,- r. (TeC )
in eon bm.t ettI iens byW." -a
corbin mwf owl, D~

I ~ ~ ~ f Wm o ~ ~ UnwlsEbU s
19Mor 19M army of i pie oertwh myp m--h..... of ECI a
ft ~ UW Cosel.

2. Wth mupect to Vhe t eo0c qjilhs ald IbW. Opnm 2 ft
lmr of .ww 8, 1W as nM o m.
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W F. Aafew Turley
Fdni.y 19.1997
Fade 2

(b) I know nothing about the Perot Reform Committee's paymert of
$8,223.26 to Sandra McClure on 05/17/96 for "consulting fees" other
than the information which is contained upon Exhibit B-P to Mr.
Dyck's letter.

(c) I know nothing about any payments by Ross Perot, the Reform
Committee, Inc., Perot 1996, Inc., the Perot Petition Committee or any
entity thereof to Sandra McClure from April 1992 to the prest oter
than information which has been disclosed in formal di4scovry or in
documents in support of briefs filed by Plaintiffs in the Litigation. Any
information which I know was disclosed equally to Mr. Dyck at t
same time as formal discovery or documents filed in the Litigation.

)

(d) I know nothing about who is paying Sandra Stone McClure's lea
bills to Alan Kohn and John Lemkemeier from May 1994 to the
present.

(e) I am unaware of any deception to the Federal Election Commission.

If you desire anything further from me, please contact me at your convenienoe. I
Mr. Dyc actally makes any complaint against me other than his comments in his kftr
ofkuny 8, 1997 to Mr. Noble, would you please tell me so that I might employ counsel
or oes takes steps to respond appropriately.

Yours very truly,

ZIERCHER & HOCKER, P.C.

G. Carroll Stibling, Jr.
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1717 Main Surtt
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214 / 939-61J 11.

February 21, 1997

Wr'ters Di'rect D)WaI Number

21419")-512

Other OIfice%

A u t i n

H o u % ti on

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: F. Andrew Turley

Rc: MLRL4541

Dear Mr. Turley:

On February 12, 1997 1 received your letter dated February 7, 1997 conceming the above
referenced MUR. I have never heard of the complainant, have no knowledge of fats related to
his allegations, and am completely unfamiliar with and have no knowledge with respect to the
alleged violations he asserts.

Very truly your,

Thmas W. Luce, III

TWIm

4#40000.6"d

• u M iIf, -Ac ii 10

A m_ t ... ..... ns lor
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Attorney. and Couns-elors

February 2 1, 1997

Write% Di),rect Dial Number Other 0IIi( C..
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Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: F. Andrew Turley

Re: MUR441

Dear Mr. Turley:
)

On February 12, 1997 1 received your February 7, 1997 letter concerning the additional
information you received from Mr. Edward Dyke, the complainant in the above-referenced
matter.

As noted in my response dated December 12, 1996, Mr. Dyke has filed nunerous
unsuccessful lawsuits against Mr. Perot and others over the past several years. He has also filed
several complaints with the FEC concerning these mater& His c p in b inis ae is
simply part of a ploy to in-afact a agency btminp b Rom u Smid
McClure, in an effort to pursu Mr. Perot for allqedly defamtr'y INte--e mad by Ms.
McClure in May 1992. Those alleged statels we the sbjeet of one of Mr. Dykes cunatly
pending 1awsuits which was filed in 1994. In ts marn, Mer. Dyke hopm toe bi lampsl
fom Mr. Pert where his amoed odir smes live bib&

in Ii. m aew -6= Mr. D. l I c tot m re m . ud '111.
Committe ofwiuly miuweuaa tor diskea It d mnw" in vipUW am W& dw
C i He alo submits lit of attorneys (imling me) holvid in is dlion md
suggests they be deposed by the FEC to determine their knowledge of =Vpcifod "paetm of

His specific musaiom we two. W'tholt o or UPmPt I ubam his daim
tdit pya made to Smaika McClur by Urs w o Raiwi Cs b Wi
1996 - amly Py s I ro f e W Ia ilk .
be e ait iee. 1111 doI dWW*W eda
by the PrtPetition CommnitieeP (?PPC") in I992 lo The Cafalo A OItmrn (hem ("CaG')
was* in1 inally misleading.
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HUGHES & LUCE, L.L.P.

February 21, 1997
Page 2

As set forth in the previous response and affidavit, the Perot Reform Committee paid Ms.
McClure for consultant services at an agreed hourly rate. The Perot Reform Committee has
never paid Ms. McClure's legal fees.

There is also nothing misleading or inaccurate about the reporting by the PPC of
payments to C&G, which was retained by PPC in 1992 through New York counsel. PPC
contacted counsel to obtain a restraining order with respect to threatening activities ound some
volunteer offices, and that counsel utilized the services of C&G. Invoices were evidmtly sent
directly to PPC. Because of their wording and approval by counsel they were apIarently coded

as "legal" in the PPC reporting system. A review of the C&G statement included in Mr. Dyke's
amendment suggests why this occurred: it is labeled as a privileged attoney-client
communication and reflects hourly billings by partners and associates.

When the PPC learned that the category into which the payments had been placed may
not be descriptive, the purpose for the disbursements were re-characterized by amendment filed
with the Commission, as Mr. Dyke himself notes in his addendum to his Exhibit "D."

We again respectfully request that Commission resources not
unsubstantiated and false, but never ending, accusations.

Very truly yours,

I~ 
%lor

be devoed to Mr. Dy's

RCM:rmm

- *1

-VI. .:~



HUGHES & LUC , ,
N 11#0 UT 21496 .100tx

Ati rntc.. v ice (.ounselor.

Fem,,y 21, 197

Writeri. Direct Dial Number
21480412 Other Offices

Austin

Houston

Federal Election Commison
ATTN: F. Andrew Turley
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: ML 44

Dear Mr. Turley:

I received your ler dated Femi.ry 7,1997, ct ow re111'8 , d MUR. Aslitigation counsel for RDu Nits ud Pot 96, 1 aM 'nw quit f~iMu wi" Mheallegations by Edwd Dyck m this d odr ml s filed befoe dw Ofcourse, M. Dy has sued Mr. No, the c ,,d a p a w thecampaign i litigadIon amo the CoUy. BM -ea Winm-

and the ca ig o pqy him Ifpm 4i umy sbpmtoh
S7 wyer who IF;r@0 dU - hl km SO Ale. W Dyk *

Mose and fi to foowm
complaints before the Cm ma wHi raw inamed~ to
inasmuch M he SIIAI 0o M $O 'Mp no*

ComnInissiou Some of the N ~M M ban b"w W m I ohmmWk
Apaint from representin my calmt I hav goOW inm Mof A

W. Dydc Mr. D~yk is ft =*W
he -

A Ilioacred Lamise Liwbfke hm
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omiOm-s to bring bad-faith claims wholly lacking
differea and damd be dimimed.

in evidentiary ppoi This complaint is no

Sincerely,

-K
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BRYAN CAVE LLPWAIIINOTON, D.C.NEW YORK NEW YORK ONE METROPOLITAN SQUARE LONIDON, ESDILAND
KANSAS CITY. MSSURI 

WYAO*M. SALUDI ARAAOVELAND PARK, ANSAS 211 N. BROADWAY, SUITE 34a0 KWrAIT CITY, KUWAITPINOE[NIX, ARIZONA T Ol, IIOUI O* O NA urr) IeArB
OVERANDPARK KASASABU 

SMAbh. UNITED LA" EMIRATES
LOS ANL., CALIFORNIA ST. Louis, Missouni 63102-2750 RURAl, UNITED ARS EMIRATES8SANTA MONICA, CALIORNIA (214) 25-200 ASSOCIATED OFFICE IN SMAMONAI

IRVINE, CALIFORNIAFASML:(1)a*2a FACSMILE,: (214) 355-2020ll
JOHN W. LEMKEMEIER

February 21, 1997

m

VIA FACSIMILE ((202) 219-3923) AND REGULAR MAIL

F. Andrew Turley, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission 

-
999 E Street, N.W.

- Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 4541 (Response of John W. Lemkemeier)

Dear Mr. Turley:

) This letter is in response to your letter dated February 7, 1997, notifying me of the
complaint and amended complaint sent to you by Edward Dyck. Mr. Dyck opu at anegesthat I commite wrongdoing in connection with a report filed with the Federal Election
Commission ("FEC") by the Perot Reform Committee, Inc. ("PRC") sting that PRC had paid
$8,223.26 to Sandra McClure for consulting services.

Mr. Dyck and M. McChmr wene vol-uteer for Ron ui'
MIu-o mi In 19949 Mr Dyck Md MW Mclum and =W IMisoui ovw cutin alleged eves relati g to the MiluW pi M andbelie& the claims against Ms. McCle are currently the subject of a 10nuyjdmmi motion
filed by Ms. McClure.

Ms. McClure is aeeted in this litigation by the low am Of.( um fs Em %Gnolis & Giljum, LIP (afhn Shands"). From Augmg 199 5 ll 1996. while Iwas an ciate at Kohn Shanmds I wodkd with Alm Kbam M a I
tititnl In Noaubm 1996v 1 l.A LIKd d o ID1 W g_0fau law firm and mce aed Aeprse1 in1 M&. MOClr at



BRYAN CAVE LLP

February 21,1997
Page 2

Mr. Dyck's allegation against me in connection with the FEC report filed by the PRC has
absolutely no basis. I have never represented or had any involvement with the pRC, and had no
knowledge (until Mr. Dyck filed this FEC complaint) that the PRC had filed this report with the
FEC. I have never filed any report with the FEC or made representations to the FEC of any kind.
During the period in which I participated in the representation of Ms. McClure as an associate at
Kohn Shands, Ms. McClure to my knowledge never filed any report with the FEC or made
representations to the FEC of any kind.

Mr. Dyck's attack in his FEC complaint against the lawyers who have patcipated in the
defense of parties he has sued is a transparent attempt at harassment. His allegations against me
are offensive and, for the reasons stated, wholly without merit. I ask that they be dismissed

Please contact me at 314/259-2000 with any questions regarding the foregoing.

Sincerely,
)
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AT'rrYO AND COUNSnOwuu No 3 2 39 H
ONE MBTmOPOLITAN SQUARE, SuITE 8600

ST. Louis. Minsoumi 60102- 8740

(814) 621-8070

Carol A. PFlaU FAx (814) 691 -065 EANUA CITY, MIU9OUR

BULLSYILLN, ILLI8OI U

OLATE3, KANSAS

February 24, 1997

Mr. F. Andrew Turley, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MM 4541

Dear Mr. Turley:

Thank you for allowing me an opportunity to respond to the
complaint filed against me by Edward I. Dyck. I received notice of
the complaint on February 13, 1997.

This complaint is completely without merit. I have served as
local counsel to Ross Perot and the Perot Petition Committee since
March of 1995. During that tie, my participation in the
litigation to which Mr. Dyck and the Perot Petition Committee are

) parties has been limited to taking depositions and drafting and
filing briefs and motions pertinent to the claim asserted against
the Perot Petition Coamittee by Mr. Dyck and his oo-plaintiffs.

I therefore have no knowledge of any disburs ts of
political funds or the reporting thereof to the Federal Elections
Commission. Nor am I aware of any illegal activity whatsoever,
either in the conduct of Mr. Perot's political orqp.igns-r any
litigation resulting from them.

If there are further questions regarding this matter, please
feel free to contact me. For the reasons set forth above, I
believe that Mr. Dyck's complaint is utterly without merit, and
should be dismissed in its entirety.

Carol A*
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GENERAL COUNSE'S REPORT

I. INTRODUCTON.

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

based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report

is submitted to recommend that the Commission no longer pursue these caro.

II. 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 mattws

relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do not warrmt furthe"
expenditure of resources. Central ENnforcment Docket (CED) evahuau mhli

Mth", using Couauis. approvead criteria which results in a nmeia =**choo"e

case.

Closing such cases permits the Commission to focus its limited rmouces on mor

Im taOnLt cases PresentlY pendin before it. Based upon this review, we hae jMisd

; * whch do, zt warrat further act relatie to odwp

7~~r ~ m . M 4= (5iwdfir Caws UM 4=7 (Ciminr Tm m Ar-A MIX
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Attachmirent I to this rporn ntm immries of eam , the 'BPS ra*ig, md ft

factors leading to mi et of a low priority and recommendation not to furtr

pursue the matter.

B. Stale Cases

Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and rimru to

ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity more distet 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 diffiult to

develop. Focusng investigative efforts on more recent and more iiicat acivty Sbo

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 tdwe s

which, though earning a higher rating when received, remained unassigned due to a lack

of resources for effective investigation. The utility of commencing an iesga

declines as these cases age, until they reach a point when activation of a cm would wt

be an efficient use of the Commission's resources.

Coqess); MuR 4522 (Repufean P"fl of Bew Couniy); MUR 4523 (Cng. Aim M SM Mi
(Danny Covingtem Cam~udi" Fund Cwmmtaee) MUR 452 (H0 fr Cqw= AM 4
&mrvs) UM 4529 (PNk Kng for COuxwe; MUM 4532 (Ohmui's CmUnAr fiwAst
4535 (Viwlky for Cosguvee) MIII 4537 (Di Na fir Cmgreu) hM U4
(BbagWVeuh fr C..gvvu) MWI 4550 (Friend qf bWp fo Caquue MUR 401 rr &
455? (D1 LAm fir Cmigws) MMl 4559 (80 &der Ce.uW* MMI4I
MMI 462 (hy E ScM*i MMI 4566 (Al Go*) M 45M1 Qi)W Cm
bam Vhmbwft r ftmhw MRI 40(Mmis DO 14"E
MMJ 4584 (80 ae~r for Conres); MMI 453 (Nuvee for Csigress) and hM I - f

2

Mwe US. Dkbit Cout hr Dbt of Cknh
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Tweny one cm have rmaied on the ,. ez*ra B c-- Do& if a

sufficient period of time to render them stale, all of which are recommended for dosr

in this Report. This group includes four MURs that became stale several nmafi ap,

but were held pending criminal prosecution by the Department of Justice.5 DOj obtain

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

T7. Dynamic Energy Resources) based upon guilty pleas by the key defe dants, who are also

the principal respondents in our pending matters. Pursuit of civil enforcement ation in

view of the satisfactory results obtained in the criminal cases would not be the mt

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

1"4

-:) We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutoral d mcawkm mmd

direct losure of the cass isted below, effective August 29,1997. C.# 98W

4 The cs me: M 4274 (GOPAC); hUMUWvA
Semsk MUM 4361 (ASC-1V MUR 4W6 (Cdivm uuiuse Soft
MWR 4M1 WMFG Lad 2M PAC) MUR 4M (DijW Cqum MMR 00

Dwh* a74#Nfr W^ MOU 7Rr

.MPmL.MUR 366 (P"k Huuiuud M&n & Th).
5lot e m MMR V7% fti Kisp Cmsrm* MUR 373 ( Kim) hMJI (ft*~M 3
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os ia dae will pe id d the elRiew TeornOdn m.iy d. I

closing letters and cas fle for the public record.

IL -ORlINATmOIS.

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective August 29,1997, aW appme the

appropriate letters in the following matters:

Pre-MUR 336 Pre-MUR 352

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

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

MUR4386

MUR 4396

MUR 4404

MUR 4410

MUR 4417

MUR 4422

MUR 4470

MUR 4478

MUR 4492

MUR 4498

MUR 4506

MUR 4512

MUR 4517

MtUR 4l

MUR 452

MUR4522
MUR 4523

MUR 4524

MUR 4526

MUR 4528

MUR 4529

MUR 4532

MUR 453

MUR 4537

MUR 4541

MUR 4548

MUR 450

MUR451

MUR 4557

MUR4559
MUR4560

MUR4562

MUR4566

MUR 4574

MUR 4576

MUR 4579

MUR 450

MUR45B

MIR 461

• - ., .

GmeMI CAumd

Cm iaizui

L :24 ....
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BEFOR THE FEDERAL ZLZCTIOU COIZI3ZOU

Zn the Matter of

Znforcement Priority
Agenda Dooment Ne. Z97-55

1, Marjorie W. Emons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Comiission executive session on August 19,

1997, do hereby certify that the Cainission 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, nd approve
the appropriate letters in the following
matters:

1. Pre-MUR 336. 2. Pre-KIt 352.

B. Take no action, close the file effective
August 29, 1997, and approve the aLppz ate
letters in the following matters:

1. 3M1 3796. 2. NOR 3798. 3. 5

4. MR 4275. S. WM51 4356. 6.

7. MM 4361. 8. NOR 4368. 9. in4in*

10. 3(,1 4385. 11. 31 4386. 12. M 4,,.

13. UM5 4404. 14. M5 4410. is. am

16. MUR 4422. 17. 3UR 4470. Is. I 4M'W
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS4WIGTON D.C. 203

AWK 299 1997

Edwad I. Dyck
253 Heeder Cra Drive
Chesterfl MO 63017

RE: MUR 4541

Dear hr. Dyck:

On gObgrk 25,1996, the Fedal Eliection Comnmision receivd Yawalleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, se a M e. (

After considering the ciruane of this matr, the C i d,,.--exer its Prosecuborial discretion ad to take no sc u the mos " Mi "-narrative. Acordingly, the Comnmission closed its file in this r nA 299,HO. M6k) matter will become prt Of tf public record within 30 days.

The Act allows a comluia tto seek judicial review of he
ft is W 2 U.S.C. !4372((8-

... ..... ..



Edwd Dyck afles that Ram Pocto Ws Mo.us, dI faumm, NO dw
mi mP a - ,2 S8=2 p6i meo .t 1 M& McCbh "m t fro %6
beenm poed n psym it of hr legal bils wisiug o of & civ lai. l a Icomplain Mr. Dyck claims that M. Pro paid for voluiu ,
repmdent Carol Plat, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew Jd L
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, I - all past or preent counsel to mdVel dj ii*
espondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she dot ls atpu
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsits re harassment of her and her -ateim)

Respndent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Prom, fot Rm m C,
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '9, Inc., and Mike Pose as tuaess m"b
his own. that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for Ws uli ON @I fmoney mentioned in the amendmen was to obtain a restnining order oi 1 um ..
activities round volunteer offices, not to inWveae volunters. He asses t lh S kiJut
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless comlaints and lawsuits against Ms clients md W'

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeer and Mulford stUt Ia its asn
response that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the court ad Cm wIlt
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have ba n -
groundless, and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a differen v=ms

Respondent Trhomas LAw do any kNw, eI of Mr. Dyck or1
Smp nt. Rm it the a-ls' mo against himv m

_') knowledge of my of the facts alleged. Ms. Plan also claims no knowlg ef*
believes that the cmplaint is wholly wihout nmit.

Tis mm is Im sipuficn wlmim t rp



. .;;U TION COMMISSION

14

St Loui, o W2M

RE: ME 4541

• -m~m ( qUmmmeie Prel Uctau Caiquag. Act of 1979 m M7e7.,
of STm i !s . iA e .Ci3ILI

Aftr amWiq s 6 u .-fdiou d ceiormi a -U-i~ - ii - -1 Wp~~LIwi

TI. I~y4(2 U.S.C. f437W(aX 12)m
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MUR 4541
Ross PEROT

Edward Dyck alles that Row Paot, his committees, the heaswes and Sask MeC e
misported an S8,223.26 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "consulting fee which dsmU law
been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit In an a-Lme0 to ie
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating volunteers and adds
respondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, John L Iekanekr,
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III -- all past or present counsel to several of the originm
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the rqpu
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attorneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Coiut Inc.,
Mike Poss. as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, states on ther behltl mad
his own. that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and exp s The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping trti
activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just one
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McClure.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its searate
response that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Commission to try to
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed as
groundless. and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any kno., :.ige of Mr. Dyck, or of my ints a k
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and likda duim
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of this n~, mad
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

O- This matter is less significaut relative to other matters pendin b e

g~j P 4,4,

: 

.> 7 - . ,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 30*3

AqV 29, 199
G. Carroll Stiiblin& Jr., Esq.
Ziercher & Hacker, P.C.
231 South Be 8, id Floor
Clayton, MO 63105-1914

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Stribling:

On Febray 7, 1997, te Fedeal Elecim notified you a W~iui
alleging certain violbom of the Federal Election Campagn Act of 1971, as amned. A
of the complaint was enclowd with dat nc

After considering the circmstances of this nutter, the Conumisio hs de vbmi toexercose its prosecutora disetion and to take no action agaimt you. naachednerriw.
Accordigly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on August 29, 1997.

The confidemlity provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437(aX 12) no kgW aply and this m-te
is now pubhc In adto afthough the complete file must be placed on the public ecr
within 30 days, this could occm at ny time following cet ofda -Cs MjOvowIf you wish to submit any factual or leg alterfial to appmam the pubdlic m lme do in
as soon aspossible. Wiethe file may a pbsdathe publicmud pe aoedyouradditionalmials, any permi-ble submio will be added to he public im whm

I received.

If you lm my .lm 100- s J 4far in ou
424-9530. Our lomldM i (XU)21936,.

F. Aa*Ww Tw*

PUmthA



MUR 4541
Ross PEROT

Edward Dyck alleges that Ross Perot, his committees, the tyeaes, mad 8nndm s
misreponed an S8,22326 cpenditme to Ms. McClure as "consulting fes" which imd huiv
been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit In an a10mto the
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating voluntem and adds
respondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, JoM K. Lemkuo-- er,
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III - all past or present counsel to several of the cigha
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohm, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the report
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attorneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee Inc,
Mike Poss. as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, sates on their bebalf, =d
his own. that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and expemn The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping threatening
actitvites around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just one
ot"'N I: DycV's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McClure.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its sepoae
respons-- tna Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Commision to y 1o
sipiion mone' trom Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed nS
grounJess. and atter each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or of my alq di
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and likewbe doeW
kno%, ledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of this mlo', n
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is less significant relative to other mats pending e :h



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W A SH IN G TO N . D .C . 20 * 39 

"
Aug~m 29, 1997

Kim J. Askew, Esq.
Hughes & Luce, L.LP.
1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
Dallas, TX 75201

RE: MUR 4541
Dear Ms. Askew:

On Febury 7, 1997, the Federal Ekct Comnison 0ntioid y. a alleging certain vioai of the Federal Ection Camp Act of 1971, as amam4 Acopyof the compant was elo d with tha notificatm.
After considering the circumstances of this matW, the Commiss, -ha • -exercise Its Pmeculor disretin aed to take no acti apga yo. 11 j mutilo. ccordingI), the Commisson closed its file in this matter on August 29,1997.
The c0nfidentY povisions of 2 U.S.C. § 4 37 aX 12) no loe aply ad nusisnowpublic In addition, although the complet file must be placedon the Ic dwithin 30 days, this could occur at any time following c. egif on ofth . u uro• If you wish to submit any factual or legal matria to e.r on fte ic. menui S Sas oon as Possible- While ....file.my be pleced on the pubi med I udr m,additiona materials, any mwil be added to th1e0*st"l

received.

If you have MY 6i m Plik ema'Ihy424-9530. OW calFyiT(2h2) 2l9% .

F. And"w Tuhy
S~U PnS1)A- I

&N1, m Wmlppplvepllp
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Bdwud DYCk dhog doa Rans Parom his a-mmitee the trarinUgjj 3mdmiuepded n 83223.26A Ixpeilm I, to Ms. McClue a "consulting hallwcb*~h~been spul pm nt of her lea bills arising out of a civil lawsu. In en am in, tO thecomplaint, Mr. Dyck claim that Mr. Perot paid for investigaing voluntem end af
respodent Carol Platt, Alan Kon, R. Clayton Mulfod, Kim J. Askew, John K. ndlei u,0.Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, 1H - all pea or preent counsel to W.]W ofteoIg
rp~ents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did t file d repwand that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her a*m eys

Respodent- Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Refim=C sis.Mike Po a treasurer, Perot %, Inc., and Mike Por as tesure, states on "="his Own, that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees ad e Themoney mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stoppmg doum
-nactivities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He assert tha thi is jus oneNof Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its egugmeresponse that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and C im to tosiphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dimim as3 groundless. and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

RepondtThomas Luce denies any imowledg of Mr. Dyck, or of V.,hi" scmpai. R pdenStribulin eftesthealleat against him, and now
) knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Plat also claims no knowledge off t ws m a

believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

Mds -W is lessiuifca rele"v to cihe =owner pmfti
blNK



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2043

Carol A. Plat, Esq.
ArmsMqM Teudel, SchIafly A Davis
One Meftwolitan Square, Sute 2600
St. Louis, MO 63102-2740

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Ms. Plat:

On February 7, 1997, the Federal Election Co noified yoa uia of
alleging certain violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, a unri A cW
of the complaint was eclosed with dat notificatim

After considering the circumstances of this nmer, the Commision his demied to
exercise its prsecutoral discretion and to take no action aganul you. S ee id wnr w

.. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matte on August 29, 1997.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437@(aX 12) no loga ply n sts matr
is now public. In additio although the complete file must be placed on the I=
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following certfiation ofte t-,
If you wish to submit may factusl or leal ntamials to qa mpwo. dae -s ..
as soon as posible. While d file maybe plead m e pdulc mood p mw
additional maerials, any issib sliiion will be aided to the public uac ;

:::) received.

If Y" hmaw s pa .
424530. Ou s(2) 219.00.

F. An.m.w...
Sqav.-u.y ,A.q-



MUR 4541
Rosa PKROT

Edwalrd Dyc allege that Rosa Perot his committees, thdo nmns
mirpotdan $8,22326 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "conslti he'
been rpoted as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsit. In i- .1 :

complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating o AM A

respondents Carol Platt Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, Joka L.
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III - all past or presnt coumsel to uvwI t**
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did t
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her u ' /L

Respondent R. Clayton Mulfoid, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Rda. .
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasure, staws Cmi
his own, that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fme
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stoppiqg

oD activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He assers that
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients Ms. u:

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its a
response that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Co wsR uL
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been d
groundless. and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different vems.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or cfnw-
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against himt, ...
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowled*e of
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is fess significnt relative to other maters pmdiq

.,,
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Mr W. Dy* dei om W. aw ied him wll
rsupoi ulM Plnt Alm Iol . Chys Mulld, Kim . Akew, i
0. Cd SvIbiq and de.ru I e aM B pea or l'1w oinml sl i

b~ Au Kohm, conned har ML McChmu mos dot doM.
and o Mr. Dy's atsn h M ofhud h

b _ h~ s aver, mhu '9 hr, nd 14b Pow an n r on
lit inwn *ar do ty pid to Ws MO v is bm for -a'Wq
inuw um a MId in &Ce mne'm v=s i obtan a iui Orda aMPPh
stivities wound voluntee office so to 2inw ignt wvhiars. lbe 8010110

of Mr. Dyck's many baneles coainsaid lawsuits siiu his c1m sai

MResfpiden law firm Askew, Kohn, I smakseWe and Muulord aft k I
impm e that Wr Dyck hon brought bond=es lawpAmi bae Um couts d40- mony from Mr. PerL These cams they sm, -c Y ban

~u~les.and after each dmiaLhe siMBly O pie gn in a dAfeMnt



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 0413

_ Ap 29, 1W7

R. Clayom MulfosdE4q
Hughe & Iuwe~ LLP.
1717 Main SUes Suift 2800
DlJas, TX 75201

RE: MUR 4541

Dear Mr. Mulford:

On Fdmmy 7, 1997, tk Fedm eo Comiimm as d dmi dmW
to a - ile alq g cam viiom 't Fsda zEl -i C-. Ag @ 1971,

•-o amende A coW ofth €o muclose wi l aoti f

After considerng the c of dis use, d1 Co iu I dmu d

exercise its prouecWoil disciion d lto e now actiom ou. llmd ifn .
.*. Accordingly. the Commisi closed its file in this mar on Avow 29, 1997.

4) The confide-tiality p of 2 U.S.C. # 437g(aX12) no lmpr alf i maw
-7 is now public. In addkii although the compkt file must be plamd om d1k I m mid

within 30 dys, d is could o ra tmytm s followiwg cerifio .11k C VOL

If you wish so ssmt my cul orb~ m *--l uisopmepiasuoona.d~ WsU~kflqbpl.dinkp*sasgidll i ..
asow n asi k d M e mm w be aded 1k pdf

-& . .m. -Jgf,, ffi -.y I r lie ,m : P* 
' 4 ' 

1" be
"  

a -ft :.
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MUR4541
Ross PRoT

Edward Dyck alleges that Ross Perot, his committees, the tmurem d SmWa M~Iwe
isre dan $8,223.26 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "consulting fees" which should Imw

been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit. In wti aso-At to the
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating volunteers and adds
espondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, John Y, ,kemig,

G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, Ill -- all past or present counsel to several of the uiginal
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the ze
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attorneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Commits_ Icw
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, states on their behlmf, mel
his own. that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and p The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping theatn.

to activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just m
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McChk.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its seprate
responsc that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and C onmissio to try to
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed
groundless. and after e:,,1. dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or of my tooisd a
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and likewm dm"
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of thi ue, ad
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending b nm -
Vr 

7.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 

D.C. 20*3

Aup g29, 1997
Alan C. Kohn, Esq.Kohn, Shaed, Elbert, Gimolal & Gilj.n, LIPOne Mercantile Center, Suite 2410
St. Louis, MO 63101

RE: MUR 4541
Dear Mr. Kohn:

On Febr y 7,1997, the Fedeal Election Comgiui.o notified you ,ia - IDa Complaint aleng certain violations of the Federal Election Camp Act oe 1971, asamended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with dot notiff197o
A fter considering the circ m of this m tt the C w.- _-_ w .. .

exercise its Prosecutoral discretion and to take no action against you. ha atch as aived t.Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this ma on Augus 29, 1997.
The confidentia.ity Provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 4371(aX2) no lonr apply d s matris nowpublic In addition, although the complete file must beplae n the p , ic rpecod

wthin 30 days, this could occur at any time followin cetfcation of e -.- aIf you wIsh to submit any factua or leg.l Iatera ltoappe areith pM c . vd .as soon as posible While the fil may be plad on the pudil iadditional materias any Paoislibe submissions will be added to the pblic Irg whareceived

If you lw ay 9Mwis, A mlJft at m
424-"30. 0Our loca WAIO is (M219,390.

F. A~.zg

Narrative



MUR4541
Ross PiltoT

Edward Dyck alleges tha Ross Perot, his -ommiueesh treasurrs d Sandr m hv
misepord an $8,223.26 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "consulting few" whickh id ha
been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit. In an amemh to the
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating volunteers and adds
respondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, John K. Lmnkuner,
0. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III - all past or present counsel to several of the original
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the repw
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attorneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee Inc.,
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, states on their bdalf, and
his own, that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and expen s. The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping theatening

,. activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just one
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McClure.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn. Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its sepwmre
N,) response that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Commission to try to

siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed
groundless. and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or of any m ~ ia
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and Wowis deis
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of this now, mid
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is less siuificant relative to other maters pending betlie



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 29, 1997

Alan C. Kohn, Esq.
Kohn, Shenks ElbertM inuai & Giljum, LLP
One Mecantile Center, Suite 2410
St. LOWS, MO 63101

RE: MUR 4541
Sandra McClure

Dear Mr. Kohn:

.4On NomberW 1, 199%, the Fedemi Electon Commission notfied yawr cliu ofacomplaint alleging certain violatiu.'as of the Federal Election Campdgn Act of 1971, a\ame nde. A copy Of the cmplunt was enclosed with that notificatio "

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission ba esnindtexercise its Prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against your chem tnarrative Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this natt on Augst 29,1997.

1 .The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aXI 2) no kmler apply mldthis imaeris now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the Public reordwithin 30 days this cl o m aty tme following cemificauo ewi C ofthVOLIf You wish to submit m y ail or legal muarias to apea on the p.i .. m lu desoas soon as possible. While the file may be placedon the public recr .mo m s. lre0yWadditional materials, any P ibe submissions will be added to The publi i , . .a A

If y10la640001111100um Jwsmfer Hwmy ee

F. Am ,.-
Supervimy

-.. .

A~hmenm



MUR 4541
Ross PEROT

Edward Dyck alleges that Ross Perot, his committees, the teaure rs and Swif MdOr
miseported an $8,223.26 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "consulting fees" which shMuld bm
been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit. In an Iaulet to the
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating volunteers and adds
respondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, John K. Iemkemie,
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III - all past or present counsel to several of the origial
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the report
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attoneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee Ic.,
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '96, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, states on their behalf; mNd
his own, that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and expenses. The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping threatening
activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just one
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McClure.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its separate
respons c that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Cormission to try to
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed as
groundless. and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce dcnies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or of my ba a llid i
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and like4W dmi.
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of this mtw, mid
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending befae do
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 204b3

Augs 29,1997

R. Clayton Mulford, Esq.
Hughes & Luce, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Suite 2800
Dallas, TX 75201

RE: MUR 4541
Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee, Inc., Mike Pass, Tremma,
Perot '96, Inc., Mike Poss, Treasurer

Dear Mr. Mulford:

"r On November 1, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified your climb 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 notificaion.

After considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has miwd to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against your clients. fin Itu -
narrative. Accordingy. the Commission closed its file in this matter on August 29, 1997.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437(aX12) no longer apply ad ts mor
ns now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the pt*k locorW
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following cauif atio of .. ....... -i

-3 If you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public re=d plae do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public r rmd or s d yaw
a meris, any peimissible submissions will be added to the mlc se viw

... ~V h~.v~e-.~ui imu*M CC c. oaJenf. H y as o w
4.30M Our local n;mba is (202) 219-3690.

Sincery,

F. Andrew T~~C T 4-*
•om a: ',,:S , a ll "": .":
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MUR 4541
Ross PEROT

Edward Dyck alleges that Ross Perot, his committees, the treaurers, and Sudm a Iw
misorted an $8,223.26 expenditure to Ms. McClure as "consulting fees" which sould have
been reported as payment of her legal bills arising out of a civil lawsuit In an mendme to the
complaint, Mr. Dyck claims that Mr. Perot paid for investigating volunteers and adds
respondents Carol Platt, Alan Kohn, R. Clayton Mulford, Kim J. Askew, John IL Iemkemen,
G. Carroll Stribling and Thomas Luce, III - all past or present counsel to sceral of the originrd
respondents.

Respondent Alan Kohn, counsel for Ms. McClure, states that she did not file the report
and that Mr. Dyck's complaints and lawsuits are harassment of her and her attorneys.

Respondent R. Clayton Mulford, counsel to Ross Perot, Perot Reform Committee Inc.,
Mike Poss, as treasurer, Perot '%, Inc., and Mike Poss, as treasurer, states on their behalt and
his own, that the money paid to Ms. McClure was in fact for consulting fees and expenses. The
money mentioned in the amendment was to obtain a restraining order stopping thatening
activities around volunteer offices, not to investigate volunteers. He asserts that this is just one
of Mr. Dyck's many baseless complaints and lawsuits against his clients and Ms. McClure.

Respondent law firm Askew, Kohn, Lemkemeier and Mulford state in its separate
response that Mr. Dyck has brought baseless lawsuits before the courts and Commissio to try to
siphon money from Mr. Perot. These cases, they state, continually have been dismissed as
groundless, and after each dismissal, he simply files again in a different venue.

Respondent Thomas Luce denies any knowledge of Mr. Dyck, or of any fAm diapi n
his complaint. Respondent Stribuling refutes the allegations against him, and likew ies
knowledge of any of the facts alleged. Ms. Platt also claims no knowledge of this natae, and
believes that the complaint is wholly without merit.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending befem the
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