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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTI1ON.COMMISSION _

JOHn' BYRON FO)R CONt;RE;SS ) MU'R #L "_r

COMPLAINT

The National Republican Congressional Committee ("N R.C C "). by and through its
Executive Director. Maria Cino, brings this complaint pursuant to 2 U S.C § 437ga)(1)
(1996). The N R CC is located at 320 First Street. S E. Washington. D C 20003.

I. SULMMA R Y

John Byron for Congress has engaged in a pattern of federal election law violations
including: acceptance of contributions from minor children under 10 '.ears old. failure to
!nclude legall.,-required disclaimer notices, and unlav, ul corporate contributions The
Commission should promptly in'estigate and punish these blatant illegalitles

ii. FA CTS & VIOLA TIONS OF LAW '

The John Byron for Congress Comm ittee is ultv of the followin2z violations of federal

election lav,

1 RECEIP'I OF CONTRIBUTIONS F'ROM MLNOR CHILDREN UNDER 10 YEARS OF AGE.

•\ TilE LA\~\ Iim.<r ,r'dren ,under I , ma make cn'trhut,,n. to tederal
c.andidate, pr,, lded ,!, the dc,:i, ,i :., ,.,tribute i, nude know, in,'t,. and ,a ilifufl\ by the
mit', r ,:h;'d. ,2, the tund, are . ned .. .,, n tr,,;Id. e\,u:i l\l, 1- the mit-,,r ,chid. su,.h a,
mp,,c earne .tflJ md , the 1u2,"Jd ,a2 r'. 1 ! p>,ed ," a 2:11 nude l,r ,'}I prp., ,,c 4
;. ,.litaitri n,_ c ,.,rtrihbt.,r in ( t- ,g " . -_

B' ilie \IGLATION B. r,,n ' r (>,,rec,, has alread, .i,,:pted t'.,.o

,.,ntributi,,n> ,., ,1 .4 ) each rrm :'. ,,r, under the ace ,,r 1 4 SpC,:iticaii,,. the Si1.0W)
,.ontrihutwn., ,ot Rob,.rt \Vei, ,and .\1ih.,1& \Vei,. b,,th receied ,n .-\ue~u~r 1. 196. appear
to, ,, ,ate ,ccti,,m ii( !1 2 . the V.'de ,1-eder'al Re,..ulatio~n- lhe (',mmi,,,,on ,.hould

"~ z F: trx-:"
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promptly in'estigate these contributions and take swift and sure measures to deter such blatant
effo~rts to circumvent federal laws.

2. FA ILURE TO INCLUDE FEDERALLY-REqU'IRED DISCLAIMER NOTICES.

A. THE LAW " Whenever any person makes an expenditure for the purpose of
financing a communication that expressly advocates the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate. or that solicits any contribution, through any broadcasting station.
newspaper, magazine. outdoo r advertising facility, poster. yard sign. direct mailing or any
other form of general public political advertising." a disclaimer is required indicating (1) who
paid for the communication and (2) whether the campaign authorized the communication. 11

C F R. § 110 11(a).

B. THE. VIOLATIONS John Byron sent a letter to absentee ballot requesters
that expressly advocated his election. See Byron Letter. Exhibit 1. Upon information and
belief. o'er 100 copies of this generic letter were mailed out, qualifying it as a "direct
mailing. This letter failed to indicate who paid for it. as is required by law. A second letter
entitled "Campaign Update" also failed to include a disclaimer, see Exhibit 2. as did a third
newspaper announcement of a Byron fundraising event ("donations accepted"). Se.e
NVewspaper Ad. Exhibit 3 This newspaper ad should additionally be referred to the Internal

Revenue Sere'ice for failure to include the required I.R S disclaimer explaining that
contributions are not tax deductible. 26 U S. C § 6113 (1996). Section 6113 of the Internal

Revenue Code requires political committees whose gross annual receipts normalth exceed
$I00),.000 to include a special notice on their solicitations to inform solicitees that contributions

are .VOT tax deductible. Failure to disclose that contributions are nondeductible results in a
mandatory penalt. of SI.OOOY2 for each day' on a hich such a failure occurred. 26 U.S.C §
6710 (1996).

3. ULAWFUL RECEiTr OF CORPORAE Co. 'raBtN.s

A-. THE LAW¥ Corporations may not make an,. contributions or expenditures in
c:onne,.!1 n :th federal elections "2 U'S C .44]h'wJ Contributions include goods. serxi~e,,.
.,r .rlnr:hln2 ,, ' aLue _ U" S C 43],8i.4ij ,;ndt 431'.),, And the acceptance I+,

rc,i r.t- n,, . camp,&2n'r c,'nstitutes, a contributvn under ii C F R lit+ 4<bi

B. IttE FACTS: tUn .- ueu~t 2>. V)9 Melbourne tHe -\,,,,kciates. Inc authored

a letter :, AVi ph',, ,ians ot the LBre'ard Co untr, .ledk:al Soctier\ See Mlbourne Letter.
E/hibir 4l l'hi, letter ,.,ntatns both express ad,.ocac - I recomnmend that sou give serious

:onsideratin to ,,upporttng the Demx~ratic candidate. John B~ron. ,.wth ,,our vote -- and a
,,lctat',n A+ do~natio ns -- a pre-addressed en,.elope is included for 't~ur contribution" 1he
letter dbe, not inc:lude ans tederallv-required di,,clairner> This letter counts as a contributio~n.
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made either by the corporation (which in and of itself would be illegal) or by Dr. Broussard.
[he author (Who had alreadv contributed the maximum allowed)

Additionally. the Byron for Congress Campaign received results from a poll taken by

Media Strategies and Research. See MSR Memorandum. Ethibit 5. Byron's receipt of this

surey information constitutes receipt of a corporate contribution. Federal candidates may not

accept corporate c:ontributions And legal c:ontributions must be reported to the FEC.

!iI. PRA YER FOR RELIEF

the N R C.C respectfully request that the Commission fully, investigate the campaign

activities of the John Byron for Congress Committee with particular emphasis upon its

acceptance of contributions from minor children under 10 years old. failure to include legally-

required disclaimer notices. and unlavful corporate contributions. The Commission should

take all necessary, and appropriate measures to punish these violations and to deter future

wrongdoing b,, the Byron Campaign

Maria Cino
Executive Director

District of Co~lumbia
Sig~ned and ,..,r'n to betore me th;,, :h d.iv ,A

\1,, ,.,mm.,.I., 'it c\2-:T.



Congress has failed Central rd!

Dear Friend: -

Two years ago this distnrict sent Dave Weldon, a local doctor, to Washington.
Weld on followed 20 years of honorable service by Bill Nelsom and Jim Beechus,

This is a district that haa aiways had a strong economic relationship with oar

federal government Brrvard County has bme vital built arund the Kennedy SIpac

Center. Our federally funded and proece wamrwayu, uature pmawuv and beacha have

ensured our quality of tlfe and draw. tourbta and thelr dollar.

Our lons history' with the Air Ferre at Patrick and Cape Canveral continues and

the Navy premence is assred by the fastrRage

After more than a dead of wrnln the Vaerans AdininmtratisU took

possession of land at Viera tO complete a 470 bed hoepitaL

So what did we expect of Dave Weldom? To protect our inteet, ensure the tnding

of our hospitL our enviroaumeu projects sod oar space program? To protect Medicae

programs for children and student loans?

And what did we get? W~eldon lost the VA hospital in his first few months in office.

California got its new hospital but Central Florida vets are left to seek care in Tampa or

G sinesv ie.

And the space program' Weldon voted for over Si Bilo in cuts.

Dave Weldon went to Washington and johned Newt Gingrich's effort to slash

student loans, take lunch from kids, cut Medicare and raise its prumlums and undercut

years of positive environmental progress. Your vote for me can help to end Gingrich's

faided agenda.

Retired from 3"7 years in the Navy, I have a record of service to this coummunity. If

elected. I will return to our tradition of representing local iuterests irst. l am not a

partItifn. I iwe allegiance ol to those wbo elect me.

I .ik fur ' ,,ur ,(te and •,rur help to end Newt Gingntch a message and return

r€.p , ahle .eader~bIp to the" C 1 ~ 'S

lobni lyron
( antildate 'or (, )ngre,,.



J hnByron for Confess
Addre-i.s 54t F. Ncw Haven, Mefh~~mre, FT. .32902

,Mail. p.(). Lk 1996, MdtLbumn,[L 32902.199(

Phone" 407-952-RSS0
lIax 407-723-1634

~Campaign Update

V4 Se rr uy (7" 1*e re'rm I .l bach Rrm
~A b~ ~~W 5 t.Nin J4 IP'WB 6 I avued C'usw .11asy mu sb Li, ,uuCiaf

Wtsemw frnin ever -tho d~a' nrm K *0 mrAniu N ,mii! C"in rnt lurl w~i ue he Jekl

1WtaiIN7 tmiwU the ha d,,& a 4 f.m IUI ' tWt'a vttu trm ltm

.wUI Prtru Id Jh ti,1idb k'*,e. A. l, VA T ~~ m V',- ¢a 3~ "

um I 'iI1 nth ds , uilu 1m ,, aid m , 'myal wtec~h a vm hidi

'We , hel p ,ed Z t' n, Ui S 3vge. ft h.,eW IW , 1. 1 am am'3 )edf i j I. ifiq

M..run.

1wm W. iI ,, e1?art hav uv iywwd In Omaedna ¢u and woll jw 'yi a m. ), ,W gcedmui day

,:r.aw nm.aI . S Jwtln v a i .u' ,,tfU ci a ,i;pIa a Ibn. W . a..d yw' h,,lp i. u~masdia. mrm. l f

wv,,t.ti n IA ttMis3 the riw fl 4 aund as~pqg wtth wheN 3tlr: p4 call Dai %4.ln.

'r ,,e ipi 'a plaL3,"4 • IJ'V ralty Sn praS T Wud vw Se lu tW NA.SA and tw 1h'w .~.

Weldtm ?lrged .¢JaW~aay flrowwth p1l yiii ft Ifto WI ,.hbum Id nm I n 1rwv.rd ite ,. C...tnftlI ..

-- '. ;ir~.i Js.-n hz' .,m. Lur a IUWfl w*L .,,h, lt g gi a k gihl .U lhitt~ ~ U'. % ru~lft.n l to ,.

* S,,(e~ fr ", ,."d w*l ;,uJS[E.. W , t m ti 'TL' .ftnq it '.C"V Jctit 'et I*IV@ Wj It ftt' 1 , (t t'ti a'

,.% nd the ('.ileita to L'ongre. s.'.'



4

A

V.....

C

B

C

U

'a

&

I get to knlowJol D& -n ,

I candidate for Congress m n

the 15th Distiict, at

Days Inn Beachside on

Thursday, July 11, 1996,

from 7-9 p.m..

Dora tons accepted.. ,

IrU.Lwl4cd 7'yi, 'o@M . .i ,. ,

1a1U, gt bla - a '°i Tipah

~ cam,=t M Wv r t
a "i

Jackson Coils For

Involvement
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Kt Ilb.~ M I.D,. PAC

EyE PI Ik7i mlGm

August 28. 1996

AI plyu w of tw evar Cosunty Meia society

Ejr,.-.e )w. I wroW you aak0 ti you wo Wion r..nd
supw as w cWEldme bo Caisno 'i Dlari 15.

1 rscrKtwl thM you 0v iOLW weiou do= o to paiing the Demoai
carndidate, John Byron. wit your vote an your carr~aign canl'uio.

! have mome to m Jothn very 'N~ and I awssr You ttha hO ii a solid an 4

candidile.

Botr te ORLANDO SENTINEL and Ui TODAY paper hadI Wn article on August 27th

reporting thamt Mr. Horuwycutt krcar of Keuet Spae Port had spokmi out,

critecizwig the severe funding cts in the NASA txidget wh'ile leaving them with t

responsiility of riun the full Spas Progam. This should sound familiar to you.
., The culs i Medicare mposd by Rpruwn=ve Wokn mid the Reputlcaf

Congress (wti.cl faild to pm ttie Senge) w~M~ have seert aAl ftn So ttw
prover of riwdicai care. wtile sain insa u lo to prvd lMedlkca

recpeiefts wiVh thelbesSpot bl mdca ce. In cawr wo,: do th job, nevermmnd
/, t.ie pay. At leastCongemn WeIdonis sitt. H-e ~dfor ~h of tt-e-.s,

snarbos. kIntiw caseof thops Prai the ouw uld undoulMdt eiu.I
jeprie pensonnel safty and in the cae of Medicare, the Mus would ~dutcl
have a deletenoui effect on the qluaIty of care deiee to Medcae racipierni. When
I ;personally pointed out to Conresaan Weldon that the severe cuts inl Medicare

'..:rg coild leave physicians hold ng an empty b~ag his response wa ."Well, Bidl, we

ae:o baIal'ce tre b~lget'

'" c, assed oy Conr'ess ra~e sor'e ver rosy p ectons of the uge savings

,,..r~ "e r ,.'ediCA savnr~s p~ars ar. HMOs were supposedl to produce. However at

:'e -. ' 3f 'e Oid was a cul prowts~or wh, cn woicd s~mpiy cut payments to provicer's *

tre rcsy preadcd ons dhcdn't pan oi..t Coregress' own budget office predlided that the

sav;-;s wouicd be only a fraction of wh'a' was projected, assuring severe cuts in

4a~po rm w O"l r 2 E New Hda vem A w. b4 o a Ft. 3Z=1 . - "T ' ~
f'say Nt ',wt= L2 )di 3d S&. Pa,,m Day. Ft.L2 ....... 4T72'4. S PAX(4~V~7~-~S

9

F#J.(4a71504m
,Ax~7~72~.4m9
FAX

mtIo tmyou mV1
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provoer reimburset Wecton was uriaurmed by this pr l

Jov, Byro~ ne n preten to hawve J the wirers t the Mdlicw dilernv, buA ha

cornmur~ty to Ity to rI Oi a rUO0ub6S alior. He wants our inutn will lislen to
you. I cant say tht forWedn

As r"atry of you a I sn very wteasted i the wiously detolt orn of our
rtW~jra Wr'OgVTWWen hv wailud :rktwad to try to pr'os ee piewe of it. So: far,
db~sing h'is tine ii C~iono5, Wetdan has votd on Vut wr sul d eveiy

ten l oin'a iSSL. H@ dos n wtdr Uw na uwwiin doe nrf w
a,,y inljt and is reint to ini to iV in ou r LaLgw .pif U bus '-.

As you~ pr l know, a group Cl physkciu i Td e gvS him an "IF wr tmdin
grad. for his votes on seas w4'tt al: the healt Cl ChICU 1* v~el agains
maritaining th nominal protection id tie c jvn Clen Wae AaI provide for our
surface wars. If te provison ha sUpportedo .i hae pase, it woiid have tied a
dlvastt g long tern eftec on wae quality all egos ' s uary. Even our r*n
water wouldl have been at risk. He est see to get the condlo bewe dewi
water c'ean air, and puxbhic heat. His ai-out mipr of big business and vts attadk on
erv m'ontrah regulation h'as of course gainedl him significant financial support from tto

Sness :rnu'rty.

.Jonr, Byor~ under~tals the worlungs ol the sfln fBF viy well. I have ha many
lon~g dl scuSSnsIl wit trn on this aibjec1 andi I c asure you tIe is ineee ari

Comflrtsd~ to protOctir the water we ckV, lthe er we breshe, ani oil ne a
surro~undings

P~ease help) a good ma get ei e to rersn us in Congress. For y(>ur
conven~en~e, a pru-addresae envelope is indluded for your €ontbn. And please,
remernber to vote

-. -

'r -'' .S S :



T: The John By'ron fix Conmpass Campaign
flOM: Jon 1h±usnsm
DAX-B: )day 6, 1536e

As ym know, I have conductad mm~ u w in the Fifteest !Xa or= the pa
tan y on beal of Co sae 1S1ll Iqlo ad Jim Bacchus. and ta 194
con~umonmal candidate Sue Idne. Neyw b o e smu this disuict au ready to

elect a Deoa as our curn± St S S gey stsM .

bittu and caustic tone o he rece , Repbbacnn jwesldamtxal primary campaignha

produced a severe b ls apzs the Republican pa'ty both nainly as wal ashr
in ".he Fifteenth dit. Weldon has f rte eaciabatad this unfavorable opinion

environet wi.th his exrms posii*ns on kay isue a well as hi pelms c short-

congns on the Brevazd VA Hospital, NASA !'. ndin& and fuo n far local

environcfthi proeton.

A s the polling data duaibed beli~w shows, the diU1s wara have beon paying close
attention to bath Waldon's and th national Rapublicami misdeeds, and are clerly

dissatisfied, i feel a strong opnn sz1st for the Dyr cand ,y m Waldon l in a very

weakened poaitin.

Our recent surret in the Fifeet District shows the incuwmbent IzIpublicai

Conssman Dave Weldon to be in a hi~hly vulnerable position fao' reeledl An

..'.cwn below, less 'han two.-f.J"hs of the dIstrct's voters say t hey are w , ing ".o s',.pport
W..eidon :or reelectian- A.d, ,n a direct. ::eadl-to-head :na~c~.up a:.n.t polwca

".~.,S s .fcan' ,y Le'.w the 5 % rT';~

, 2 2 .:I I :wu f ,. s u s.. .' 
;..
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Key Suz-ve Fizdcinp Pag 2
May 6, 196

Anai the ktey rwi vop of Indepedent votei in this ditit Wsldaons zie
ratlnp are just as hih (46W u th ey ar distzicwidt. Furth , amon those who vwoted
for Rose Perot & 19902, 53% gn' Weldan a negative rutJ~ng.

O s my . Tls tfasec voe , ,uac urcafy poo Waldo'i ham take

be a s"e his oppositon to a ,,, luasase hi.
gapim ~r ad student lon for colep hi tant um posiom, asad

his so ppost for thu e~mntion ofv th Depr~ent of Edco an the scoo hc
propam. Thrw.1n-fve vctuxs said th~ey would be mor li1 to support Byron fw
Congzess becKuse of Wehdozas positions an eac of these issues.

,A, f-uxthg evidence f Weldon's v uwabi:i,, at the end of ib siavey afe infornsiak
was provtded on WeIdos's record as well as on Byr' bc owd, we spin asked the
vvt-s whom ,.ey wculd rupport f'or Cc ess. On this "1z form vote' qiaestnn,Byo
rnyvs out to a com-a-ding 1e~d over weldon.

Net
Informed Voc¢ Districtwide

We~ do. 33%-:

_.vrvn 55% 22

Undecided 12% -;

Nomoiny dd Wed on o pick p y andecided verson thenofllvote*5the
actuaily lost elevenz pomta of his ari-iz~a1 npp rt.

Dave Weldon is in a vey precarc. si.naion. WAml the ]aFleenth District tends to be
s'aportiv! of most Repuablican candidates it s noderate poflic ly. end abhors

_xermsr . r i ei'kLei . ery. This d,,strnct .s so, c~y pro-choice, pro-envirvnxnent, a.nd
---9e . '::,e 'a' e,_.., js e~K~erflre, .o :te cs~.s: az. acticns on these I.ssues has

- :v>- 'Lc . ."a .- 2c'J of t e::. :. r.~s~ -. c-.e Aic':;,.ssned dataset

. ... " -" ,',e~ * -, - ... - _ , ; 'ho . st:-" vz:'e~, c h Newt
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Fas2
May 6. legs

Weservs Relecion. a

flm. for Somo I Iw

Undedd

39%6
39%

22%6

44%6

33%6

23%

Wbensve an u ii po tlian haa ,uI numkiw that 1a11 blow the 50% maik at

olfrm "en taken awayb a chane3. Welo faces the ar.uou.s task of. -.tnl
protec'f$ his existing support, but acqui1ng new support that he currently does not

Wlon'stint jack, efiiica uu is clearly tift th dlsp er Fiflsuth

!)isftr voter, ,=prm l Weldam's pethinmmlm 3. As shon beloW, s Plurtt

of the voters giv Weldona aqeuive enaluation for how he is h~andllxag his Job as

ConpWam.

40%Poaitive

Negative
:on't kncw

m



Page 4Xsy Sunre FidigMay 6. 1UH4

ip c n Pat rhna have very hj negat:ives among th dlstricLs voters (55%
-- favo~able and 56% u voa1e, esecwy), andL 52% apsre wth the oiwn
statgmlflut: ".'m Worrlld the Repubican party n thi ar Is eomn too conusvativ

Ths isU1ct has a hl z of suppor.ive moderate Dumoatt like Jim 5acchi and IlU
eso.Weldozis actins locally, and his perty's cans nainly, have ahmdy p th
ist within reach of the Deatew. Mn awa e wslw cmpul on behalf

of John Byrvoizind mak this nice oneof the easier pickups for ths Daata.'m

Ths &dn are besed on a diticwd telphon survey of rim300 pauzaJd election

'or aizept respoOMss to this survey ± 5.0 perceapS paons, at th 95%onfdm
.rveL

-o-
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FEDERAL EILECTION COMMISSION

~ Washington. DC 20463

November 5, 1996

".i. r~a Cino. E'xecutive Director
", ,n,,al Republican Congressional Con'mmittee

,KQ' First Street, SE
Wg~v hingtc'n. I)C 20003

RE MI'R 4554

1)c.'a .Nis. Cino:

This letter acknowl edges receipt on October 30. 1996. of the complaint you filed

,,1 cing possible violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
, T" he respondent(s) will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final action on

,,'ur complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please forward it
!o~ the Orffice of the General Counsel. Such information must be sworn to in the same manner
athe original complaint. We have numbered this matter MlUR 4554. Please refer to this

, .r,.br in all future communications. For ,,our information, we have attached a brief

,1tc rp, ion of the Commission's pro~cedures for handling complaints.

Central Enforcement Docket

I r ' ce,& l r
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~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

November 5, 1996

Dale (', ,,. ("PA. Treasurer
B3 ron fu r (Congress
1 58 St, ("roi\ Avenue
Cocoa Becach, [-I. 32931

RE \IliR 4554

Dear Nir C,,x.

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Byron for
('ongress V"Committee") and you. as treasurer. may have violated the Federal Election
C'ampaign Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter NWR 4554. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

l 'nder the Act. you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Committee and you. as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials v, hich you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
WVbere appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should
be addre,;sed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submittedt within 15 days of receipt of
this letter If no response is received within 15 days. the Commission may take further action
based on the a' ailable information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 L'.S.C. § 437g(a)(B) and
,{ 437e(a. ,12)(.-) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by, counsel in this matter, please advise the
C',,mmi~sin b,, completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of...uch counsel, arid authorizing such counsel to rccei,,e a,, notifications and other
cmmunications from the Commission.
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If you have any" questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your

info~rmation, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,
---N

-J tnTrSealander, Attorney
Central Fnforcement Docket

Fnclosures
IComplaint
2. Procedures
i. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc T-he Honorable John L_. Byron
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20463

No~ ember 5. 1Q96

\k'il!j,-un I IBrussard. MiD, Registered Agent
.MclNur:," I e Associates, Inc.
502 F. Nc\ tla ,cn Ax'enue
.N.elF,,urrc. I1 L KQ01

RE: MUR 4554

l')c ar I)r lBrous ard.

l-he Fecderal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Melbourne
[", e A,;:,:ciatcs. Inc. and you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as
:irncnded ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We ha,,e numbered this matter
\1l!R 4.54 I'lease refer to this number in all future correspondence.

I "nder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
he taken ageainst Melbourne Eye Associates. Inc. and you in this matter. Please submit any
fa:ctual or local materials which you believe are relev ant to the Commision's analvsis of this
imator \Vhere appropriate. statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
,h,,uld he addressed to the General Counsel's Office. must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15 days. the Commission may take
fut~rher acti,,n based on the a ,ailable information.

Vhis nuer will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a(4)(B) and
,, 43"c a~ l! 2wA).\ unless ou notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
TvJed p,.k, tc If,,,,u intend to be represented by, counsel in this matter, please advise the
( ',>:r;,-on b'> ,,mplcting the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
,,t ,, ,h c,,n';.! and authorizing such counsel to receixe any notifications and other

n, ,rii,, >imi,,:a., from the Commission.



e U
If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For y+our

information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
I. Complaint
2. Procedures
3 Designation of Counsel Statement
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, FFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington. E)C 20463

Nov'ember 5, 1996

!, nlr in. ,,mn. Registered Agent
\i,-,ha Strateecs and Research

X \ Ma..ch'gceus A,.enue, NE
\,k ,.hirw,',n. 1)C 20002

RE: MUR 4554

! . .Nir <,r',mon

Vhe Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Media
',!,:tecies and Research may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
,.:ended Ithe Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
',!I R -4554 Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

I " der the Act. you have the opportunity to demonstrate in wr iting that no action should
:-xc taken against Media Strategies and Research in this matter. Please submit any factual or

Ic,:al m. crials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
WAhere ,q'prrprnate. statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should
;' addre -ed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
• is letter If no response is received within 1 5 days. the Commission may take further action

.edon the available information.

1i- i.s matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
• a , ' 12 w \ unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be

,.Jet pLY'>C lf \ou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
',mnm'n- r h>, c~mpleting the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
,,,uch ,: ,;'..l'. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other

i'ca .. .ir ,: from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Colleen f. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

- 3 Designation of Counsel Statement
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~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20463

November 5, 1996

Gary and ('at hieen Weiss
1051 Part Malabar Road
Suite 3
Palm Bay. 1I. 32905

RE: MUiR 4554

lDear Mlr & Ms. Weiss:

IThe Federal Election Commission received a complaint w hich indicates that Robert and

Michael Weiss may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

("the Act" A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MU.R 4554.

Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should

betaken aeainst Robert and Michael Weiss in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal

materials which you believe are relevant to the Commision's analvsis of this matter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be

addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this

letter. if no response is received within 15 days. the Commaission may take further action ba.ed

,,n the a\ ailable information.

lThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and

S4g',_ I 2(A) unless you notify the Commission in \%iting that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the

(',,rmission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number

of such counsel, and authoriiing such counsel to recei'.e any notifications and other

communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-34')0. For y'our
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the ('ommission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

-- olleen T. Sealander, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

F nclosures
1. Complaint
2 Procedures
3 Designation of Counsel Statement
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June 11. 1996

John Byron for' (ri~res
P.O. Box 321996
Cocoa Beach, Florida 32932-1996

INVOICE

Fee for the conduct of a district wide telephone survey of 300
likely general election voters in Florida's Fifteenth
Congressional District, as commissioned by the John Byr'on
for Congress Campaign, and conducted May 2-4. 1996 ........ S $5.000

MISR Job # 11264

Please make pavabi> to: .Media " raei,,-,,~Nr

M -
~. A... V

3C: 544 470 )~: ~B~-4'~0 Fi~ 303 ;~;

r.

Ci aSO-a'60 , .0 , ,Ba :



11 :;'96
OPERATING

Date Num

U
Description

Transaction Report
5/1/96 Through 6/30/96

Page 1

Memo Category Cir Amount

Byron for Congress Income-DEN Inc

TOTAL 5 1 '96 - 6'30/96

TOTAL INFLOW%.'
TOTAL OUTF L OVA,

NET TOTAL

5'25f96 5.000 00

5,000 00

5.000 0
0 00

5.000 00
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November 22, 1996

Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
Central Enforcement Docket
Office of General Counsel--
Federal Electi -  Cmmission

999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4554 - Designation of Counsel Statements and Request for
Extension of Time

Dear Ms. Sealander:

Enclosed please find two (2) Designation of Counsel
Statements executed by Dr. William J. Broussard indicating that
Melbourne Eye Associates and he have retained my firm and the
firm of James H. Fallace & Associates to represent them in
connection with the above-entitled action.

Dr. Broussard received the complaint initiating this action
on November 12, 1996. Dr. Broussard immediately contacted James
H. Fallace, outside general counsel for Melbourne Eye Associates,
and directed him to find local FEC counsel in Washington, D.C.
Mr. Fallace contacted me about the possibility of representing
Dr. Broussard on Wednesday, November 20, 1996, and my firm was
formally retained by Dr. Broussard this morning.

As you know, 11 C.F.R. S 111.6(a) provides that a respondent
may file a written response to a complaint within fifteen (15)
days of receiving it. Since Dr. Broussard received the complaint
on November 12, a response is due next Wednesday, November 27,
1996. Although Mr. Fallace promptly initiated an investigation
into the allegations of the complaint, there has not been time to
complete that effort and prepare and file a written response by



r'( wILI GO I )-I I IN FRA/E~1J PW

colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
November 22, 1996
Page 2

November 27. Accordingly, we hereby request an extension of no
more than fourteen (14) days until December 11, 1996, to file a
response on behalf of Dr. Broussard and Melbourne Eye Associates.

S ince.I'l y

/

Michael H. Chanin

for POWELL, GOLDSTEIN, FRAZER & MURPHY

cc: William J. Broussard, M.D.
James H. Fallace, Esq.

21841706 .WS 1



MUR _
NAME OFCOUNSEL 

_ z- '- . a ' _-

FIR M " - --. ,". F: - -... , , , . ..
ADDRESS:__ " ,,,- ,:,;

TELEPHONE-(I07 ); "

FAX ( .jJ - - :

The above-.named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authiorized to receive any notifications and other communications from theComrnssion and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

DaeSignature 
, ;

RESPONDENTS NAME;_ v-. - ~s

ADDRESS. 2 Las - e

Y e , o : , e :-z 3 --" "

TELEPHONE. HOME

[ 3USINESS L :_

0 It



STATEFM&NT OF D _IGNATIONOFCtJs~f

MUR : -

NAME OF COUNSEL: v.-.>3, L,. -r,

FIRM:__ 
b" - - " t '.

ADDRESS: , . . .3,j, , A _ _ 
-'":

TELEPHONE.( i~ j 5 24-7

FA'*X (.LL J ..L _, .

C-
L

C-.

The above-.named Individual is hereby designated as my Counsel and usautborized to recei.,e any notifications and other communications from theCommission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

D a te -. --
" __ -_____-_-__-.--.__ 

-__ -__.____ _ __ _ _Signtr iv.a;..a:a
n atu e : :vca ,, : ,Lr e

RESPONDENT'S NAME. .,_ -

ADDRESS: 
r" ',:.- a .- Av-.

TELEPHONE. HOME

E3USIN ES j _) ".

I U / 1 .'Id- ,:',4'i,:',:': , .-'El= P. k l



I4 November 27, 1996
Michael tU ('hanin, f: quire
F)WfIlI (}A)f l)S.qt.IN, IRA/IR & MI T RPIIY
1001 Penns I,lma A, enue. NW
W'a,..hinirt 1) C2(04

.!ame, !1I Fallat. Esqure
.I'M[-. II L-tI.ACF & ASS(IATFS
100 S |FIckor Street
\Melbourne I1 .2901

RE M1R 4554
Melbourne Eye Accociatcs. Inc
William J Broussard, MD

rx'at Me,'.rs Chanin and Fallace

1 his is in response to )'our letter dated No',ember 22, 1996, 'which we reeted on\'oemk.'r 25. 1Q)6. requesting an extension until IDecember I!, 1996, to respond to thecomplaint filed in the abo've-noted maiter Afler considenng the circumstances pre.sented in\our letter. the )ffice of the General Counsel has granted the requested extension,
cccmj d l.'our response is due b, the clOSe of business on December I1I, 1996

If ,,u K.a\e an\ quc,,tions, please contact me at 12021219-34(R)

Sincerel,,

Central f nforcement Docket



GARY M. WEISS, M.D., P.A. r
DIPLOMATE AMERICAN BOARD OF NEUROLOGY
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?'ederai Ei ectlon Commissionl
wshinoton, L32 2-,4s3

30ear Ms. Sealande:

-is s "n. response to your lE
Lv me on ii-o-'9 re MUR 4554.

9tter dated Ii-5--96 which was received

Robert and Michael Weiss are minors. They have their own money -:rusts wnicn have :een set up since thelr births. I was informed
-nat minors couio -ontribute to election campaigns if they sent
their Thwn money The Byron Campaign confirmed this and said tne
maximum was $1 3K ... 3 K per person. $1.OQ.O0 was sent by each minor
<o the Byron Campaign. When Dave Weldon's Campaign compined in
.he press the Byron Campaign returned the money to the two minors.
Ts money nis oeen returned. Therefore. I believe this matter os

.. W rrOC:.

-: 7e '%., mr
o (anpaia".

:.nots was. only
I was unawa:e
SRobert os 4

discussed after the complaint tv
that there was any age lim~t cn
1 2"Years old and Michae. os

" }'. 3",' ?L0" "7ze: luestico s please write orca

~-~A

5i£BQLOIGARY M WEISS M D

_E' .Q'1._ iaYsCHAEL NEWBEPRY M 0

J§ 5 PORT MALABAR BLVD
SUITE '6

PALM BAY FL 32905~

NE

:.o W4 ,



* PGDLL OOLDSTE!IN. FR AZER 'f H

AT TORNF VS A
v

. APvV

" " %;t ... J-* " " ' ' ".1001 P~nn''flv;4r . A.e,,,* ,,

e4 . 2 €,. 0,2 J,4? 0Of-,#

;- ,'" 4"4 - ' ' " f,-tsimde 202
- 

h2);4 k:,

December l11, 1996

Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.-
C'entral Enforcement Docket
Office of General Counsel

• Federal Election Commission

999 E Street. NW.
Washington. D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 4554

Dear Ms. Sealander:

This Response. including attachments, is submitted on behalf of Dr. William J.

* Broussard ("Dr. Broussard") and Melbourne Eve Associates of Brevard. Inc. ('Melbourne

Eve Associates") in reply to a complaint filed against the John Byron for Congress

Committee by Maria Cino, Executive Director of the National Republican Congressional

Committee ("NRCC"). For the reasons set out below, the Federal Election Commission

shouid find that (l1 there is no reason to believe that Melbourne Eve Associates violated an,.

* provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA" or applicable Federal Election

C'omrn:ss~on ("FEC" or "the Commission") regulations, and (2) while there may be reason to

hheee that lDr Broussard may have inadvertently committed technical violations of

atppiicahc¢ LIC regulations, the Commission should take no further action against him

U': !, l\ a



Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
December 11, 1996

* Page 2

FACT"S

• The NRCC complaint against the John Byron for Congress Committee appears to

make two separate allegations agai nst Melbourne E-ve Associates and or IDr. William

Broussard" (1) that Melbourne Eve Associates made a corporate contribution to the John

• ~Byron for Congress Committee in violation of 2U.S.C. § 4-lbla)" or 12 alternatively, that

I)r. Broussard made an excessive contribution to the John Byron for Congress Committee in

"-.. violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441(a)(1)(A). In addition. there is a general allegation that either

Melbourne Eve Associates or Dr. Broussard violated 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 by failing to

include a required disclaimer on a direct mailing to members of the Brevard Count,, Medical

* Society.

The basis of the complaint is that on August 28. 1996. Dr. Broussard sent a letter, on

Melbourne Eve Associates letterhead, to members of the Brevard County Medical Society, in

which he recommended that the members give serious consideration to supporting the

Democratic candidate for Florida's 15th Congressional District. John Byron. in the upcoming

* general election. Dr. Broussard enclosed with the letter a pre-addressed envelope bearing the

address of the John Byron for Congress Committee so that like-minded members of the

Medical Society could make contributions directls to the committee.

Dr. Broussard is a w ell-known and well-respected ophthalmologist in Brevard Count,,.

Florida. lDuring the recently concluded election cycle, he was also an outspoken critic of the

incumbent representing H-:onda's 15th ('ongressional District. Rep. IDae Weldon IR-FLI.

O)n April 1 ' 1')%, 1)r. Brouvsard made a $1 .t , ) contr~btmtiun to Jo';n B,.ron. .ho was then



Colleen TF. Sealander, Esq.
December 11. 1Q96

* Page 3

running in the prnmary' for the Democratic nomination to oppo~se Rep. Weldon in the

November general elec'tion, (n Augusct 14. 1Q96, Dr. Broussard made another $1,000

contribution to the John Byron for Congres,, Committee in order to assist John Byron in the

l.,cneral election.

* After making his second contribution. D~r. Broussard sought to assist the John Byron

tor Congress Committee as a campaign volunteer. He approached a personal friend, Carrie

Gleason. w~ho he knew, ,as an outside fun~draising consultant for the committee, and asked

for some of the campaign's pre-addressed contribution envelopes. £ Affidavit of William

J. Broussard. M.D. (hereinafter "Broussard Affidavit") at 6 (enclosed as Attachment 1).

• lDr. Broussard told Nis. Gleason that he intended to give them out to his friends and

colleagues. Id. Without an,. further discussion with Ms. Gleason. John Byron, or any other

person associated w,,ith the John Byron for Congress Committe.e. Dr. Broussard then prepared

the letter which is the subject of the complaint, ld.

Due to his busy schedule. Dr. Broussard conducts both his professional and personal

• business from his office at Melbourne E've Assci'ates. Broussard Affidavit at 4.

Whenev.er ne uses corporate statuonarx or personnel tot his personal business. LDr. Broussard

reimburses Melbourne F,e .- ssociates :or v~e actt~a) cost of these resources and services.

Broussard Affida,,it at 5 Oin Auu.,,t 'Y. 1,Qg. 1)r Broussard dictated the letter that is the

subtect of the complaint and asked his secretarx to take care of sending it Out. Dr.

Broussard norma> instructs his secre'ar,, :o use corporate stationar,, tor his professional

correspondece a.-d his personal statior, .rs :,or hi s personal busines,, In this instance. IDr.



Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
December lI,. 1996

* Page 4

Broussard failed to specify which stationary to use. Dr. Broussard believes that his

secretary,. seeing that the letter v~as addressed to members of the Brevard County Medical

Society, assumed that it ,as professional correspondence and printed out the letter on

Melbourne Eve Associates letterhead. Dr. Broussard signed the letter despite the error

* because he believed that, since it v~as a personal letter, he could simply reimburse the

corporation for his personal use of corporate stationary, and personnel. Broussard Affidavit

at 4.

The letter at issue v as mailed out later that day. In sending out this letter. Dr.

Broussard as acting in his individual capacity, rather than as an officer or employee of

* Melbourne Eve Associates. Neither the Board of Directors nor any other officer of

Melbourne Eve Associates ,,,as aware of or authorized Dr. Broussard's use of corporate

stationary and personnel to prepare the letter that is the subject of the complaint. Broussard

A ffidavit at 3.

Because Dr. Broussard consideredx the letter to be his personal correspondence, he

* requested that he be billed for the cost of preparing the letter. On September 6. 1996. Dr.

Broussard receixed a bill from MelbournQ Exe Aasociates for one hundred ninetv -nine dollars

and nl~fet\ cents i$iQ'o %0) to re~mhurse :!e corporation for the cost of corporate letterhead.

en,,elopcs, b .k po~stage. and labor teciosed ds Atta chment 2 DIr Broussard paid this

invoice three days later, on September +. l oQ. Broussard Affidavit at 9 5.



Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
December 11, 1996

* Page 5

DISCVISSIION

• The facts descrihed abome. as supported 5,, 'he attached materials, indicate that there

is no reason to behe'e that Nleibovjrrw Fe .A\soc :,,, made a prohibuedx corporate

contnbution to the John Bvron for Congress Committee. Moreover. e,,en if there may be

* reason to believe that Dr. Broussard inad,,ertentl, committed technical violations of

applicable Commission regulations, there are stro.'ng, ecurtable arguments to support a

-decision not to take an,, further ac:ion aea~nst D- Bro.:ssard.

Melbourne Eve Associates

First. there v as simply no corporate action by Melbourne Eve Associates constituting

* a corporate contribution to the John Byron for Congress Committee. Dr. Broussard acted

alone as an individual in what he thought as a rso n. volunteer activity and, consistent

with that and past practices 1n,' olinv persoral act:;v::es, be reimbhursed Melbourne Eye

0
Associates for his persor.al use o; corm -ra:e stator.a.' and labor. Broussard Affidavit at

3. 4. and 5. Thus, h~e clears v as rot a corpora:e age.'-:. Further. neither the Board of

• ~Directors nor an other officer of Meboume E~e .A sxia:es as a'vare of or authorized Dr.

Broussard's use of Corpora:e le::erhead or rso': " Brous.sard .- ffidaut at 3.

Secon.d. : order for t"c (7o:--,: ,,,on :o :"u :u-a: .!eito. rne E,.e Associates

committed a jO.on . t ", [-K(", -V: . , c ,: .. ,: ou.U have to determine that

its recentRy enacted corpora:e f'a, ,ano, re~uia":on,\ e :eitc: ,, r.ega:e the pre-existing

~~~regulatiorns £oterr2" .... ., nc,.:de.np:a ,,e ot ,.or" -rc:. *:,:.es:? un :n ,sue of when a

corpoxrate Ot1'.er r" ,,: rL. ... : '.:., n' :-".-d .. . ..- ,': ,. 'j',rc:e resources. The



Colleen T. Sealander, t-sq.
December 11, l1Qa6
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Explanation and Justification for the corporate facilitation regulations clearly states that the

Commission did not intend this resuolt.

The ( tom mts,,ion's corporate facilitation rcgula:':ons state that "Corporations...

(inc]'udirg otticers, directors or other representatises actiu g as agents of corporations ... )

* are prohibited from facilitating the making of contributions to candidates or political

committees.. .. 11! C.F.R.. llI .4.2(ftN1). Facilitation is defined to mean "using corporate

•..resources or facilities to engage in fundraising act; :,.es in connection with any federal
0

election ... ' Id__

As noted abo,,e, the facts indicate that Dr. Broussard v, as not acting as an agent of

• Melbourne Eve Assobciates when he asked his secretar\ to take care of sending out the letter

that is the subject of the complaint. Neither the Board of Directors nor any' other officer of

Melbourne E,.e Associates ,has aware of or authorized Dr. Broussard's fundraising activit,,.

Broussard Affidavit at 3. Moreo'er. Dr. Broussard had a long-standing custom of

conducting both his profe+ssional and personal bus'nes, o.,t of his office at Melbourne Eve

• . .ssociates -- a practice th"at Melbourne E\e A c. ia.te,, a' 1o~ed, pro,,ided that Dr. Broussard

reimbursed the corporation for hi s use ot cor-orate reso ,,res t o conduct personal business.

Broussard .,ffidavit a& 4.. 5

• I'i\CllKe ii D~r tBrous,,rd v.ere found to be dfl a-'cr: of7 M~ebourne Be Associates. that

,would not necessarJ], mean that Melhourn~e tl',e .-\'1'a'es cormm~tted d ,,iolaton of

iiC.F. R. 1lT Sa., "ection i 14.2i ii cites as o:ne e\amp~e o., corporate facilitation.

"Offticials or empio, ce,, ot the corTpra±ti': ,,rderw" or d rectn:: ,,ubordinates or suPport,



Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
December 11, 1Q96
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staff .. to plan, organite or carrv.out the fundraising project as a part of their work

• ~responsibilities using corporate ... resources, unless the corporation ... receives advance

payment for the fair market value of such services,." 11 C.F.R. § l 14.2(f')(2)(i)(A). The

Explanation and Justification of the corporate facilitation regulations indicates that 11 C.F.R.

* § 1 14.2(f)(2) (i)(A) was intended to provide a safe harbor for corporate officers: "[Tihe new

rules allow,. the official directing the activit,, to pay the corporation . . .in advance for

the fair market value of the services ... Such a payment by a[nl . . .official would
0

constitute an in-kind contribution subject to the individual's .. contribution limits, and is

not treated as facilitation." Explanation and Justification of Regulations. 60 Fed. Reg 64260.

* 6426-4 (Dec. 14, 1995).

This interpretation is consistent with the Commission's stated intent that the nevw

facilitation rules not negate regulations allow~ing individual volunteers to make incidental use

of corporate resources. The Explanation and Justification states that individual volunteer

activity is still permissible under 11 C.F.R. § I1 .'0a'. (b). and (c). "provided it meets the

• conditions set forth in those rules.' Id.

Any other interpretation would create an irreconcilable conflhct between 11 C.F.R.

l il.2fP(t'(A'I and 11 C.FR.. 1 I14.Qc¢ re~ardin2, vhen an individual must reimburse

the corporation for the use of corporate facilities..-As noted abo,,e. Section 11..1.2(t")(2)(it(A)

allovxs a corporate officer to make use of corporate empio,.ees for fundraising purposes.

provided the corporate officer pays the corporation in ads.ance for the fair market value of

such serx Ices. Section 1 14>.9,, hos~eser, pro, ides that a person swho uses corporate
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facilities to produce materials (such as a fundraising letter) in connection with a federal

election is required "to reimburse the corporation within a commercially reasonable time for

the normal and usual charge fcr producing such materials in the commercial market." lN.

Dr. Broussard reimbursed Melbourne Eye Associates for the actual cost of producing his

* letter to members of the Brevard County Medical Society within two weeks of the day the

letter was sent.

Given the fact that (1) Dr. Broussarcfs use of corporate facilities for political

fundraising activities was an individual personal activity, and was not authorized by

Melbourne Eve Associates. (2) that Dr. Broussard reimbursed Melbourne Eye Associates in a

* commerciallv reasonable time for his use of those corporate resources, and (3) that the

Commission clearly did not intend for 11 C.F.R. § 114.2 to effectively repeal

11 C.F.R. § 114..9. the Commission should find that there is no reason to believe that

Melbourne Eve Associates violated the prohibition on corporate facilitation of contributions

to candidates for federal office.

• Dr. William J. Broussard

In deciding w.hether to proceed with further action against Dr. Broussard. it is

necessa- to consider both his understanding of the activities that are the subject of the

complaint and the actions that he has taken since the complaint was filed.

VX aWI ,!mes rele, ant to the complaint. lDr. Broussard believed that he was engaging in

ind',idtual ,.olunteer political actit,, protected b,, the First Amendment. Broussard Affidait

at I I)r Broussard's know ledge of tederal election lav, at the time of the challenged
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Colleen T. Sealander, Esq.
December 11. 19%6

* Page 9

activity was, not surprisingly, rudimentary. D)r. Broussard had no idea that using corporate

* employees to send out a fundraising letter on corporate stationary' could be construed as a

corporate contributicon to a candidate for federal oftice. Brous~rd Affidavit at 8. Dr.

Broussard did not kno ~ that the cost of his personal letter mnight be a contribution to the

John Byron for Congress Committee and he uas unfamiliar u,:h the concept of in-kind

contributions until after he received the complaint in this action. Broussard Affidavit at 9.

-- Dr. Broussard vwas also unaware that his letter to his friends and colleagues in the Brevard

County Medical Society might have to bear some sort of legend because it could be

construed to be a "direct mailing" within the meaning of i i C .F.R. § 110.11 and therefore

* subject to the disclaimer requirements of all general public political advertising. Broussard

Affidavit at 11.

Moreover. since receiving the complaint in this matter. Dr. Broussard has taken

concrete steps to remedy an,, technical violations of FECA and applicable FEC regulations

that he may have inad' ertentlv committed. Upon- learning th"at the cost of his letter could

* constitute an in-kind contrnbution to the John B',run for Congress Committee pursuant to

11 C.F.R. , 114.2(tt2)(illA . Dr. Broussard ,arote to the treasurer of the committee and

requested a retund so that he aould be in compliance wth the contribution limits of

2 U.S.C. .4aul I )A-\. Broussard Af ida\~: at 9 l() andc at'ached letter from Dr. William

J. Broussard to lDa~e Cox, C P. DIeccmher '4 1'4',h Of' course. I)r. Broussard had much

• ~earlier reimbursed ,Mellbourne Lie .-Assow.acs :or t.-e cost of his personal letter, consistent

w ith its, existing practicc, tHrou,,sard .-\ffida't a.t 5
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Finally, now that he is familiar wilth the regulations governing the solicitation of

contributions and the use of corporate resources in the solicitation of contributions, Dr.

Broussard has committed himself ,o full compliance with these requirements should he

engage in any personal political actlvit,, in the future. Broussard Affidavit at 12.

• CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated abo,,e, the Commission should find that (1) there is no reason

to believe that Melbourne Eye Associates violated any provision of FECA or applicable FEC

regulations, and (2) while there may be reason to believe that Dr. Broussard may have

inadvertently committed technical violations of applicable FEC regulations, the Commission

* should take no further action against him individuallv.

Sincerely.

Mich~l H Chanin

for POWELL. GOLDSTEIN. FRAZER & MURPHY
Counsel for Melbourne E~e Associates of

* Bre,,ard. Inc,. and IDr. William J.
Broussard

cc: William J. Broussard. NI D
£James H. Fallac'e, Esq.
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FEDERAL EL.ECTION COMMISSION

In Re John Byron tor Congress Committee MU~R NO. 4554

AFIHDAVIT OF WILLIAM J. BROUSSARD, M.D.

Before me the undersigned authority appeared. William J Broussard. who

upon his oath deposes and states as follows

1 Affiant William J Broussard has personal knowledge of the facts set

forth in this Affidavit

2I am an ophthalmologist and an officer and employee of Melbourne Eye

Associates of Brevard. Inc (hereinafter "Melbourne Eye Associates"). I am the author of the

letter addressed to members of the Brevard Countx Medical Society that was attached to the

complaint in the above-referenced matter.

"3 1 wrote the letter at issue in m', individual capacity, not as an officer or

employee of Melbourne E',e Associates. Neither the Board of Directors nor the other officers

ot Melbourne Exe Associates w.,ere aware of or authorzed m\ use of corporate resources for

this letter

4 The letter at issue is on Melbourne ['xe A-ssciates stationarx solelx. duec

to mx error It is and has been mx ,..ustom to conduct both m., personal and protessional

business trom mx, ottf,.e at Melbourne Exe Associates I normali,, instruc.t my secretar,, to

use Lorporate stationarx brt protessional correspondence and my personal stationar'v for

personal corresponden,.e In this instance. I tailed to instruct my secretary as to which

, [I,: ,€€, , 'ra' t',f



o e
stationary to use She assumed that the letter was protessional correspondence because it was

addressed to members of the Brevard Count,, Medic~al Soc:iety and thereiore printed the letter

on corporate stationan, I signed the letter despite the tact that it was on the wrong stationary

because I believ'ed that 1 could simpl., reimburse the corporation for my personal use of the

corporate statio~narx

It is and has been my custom to reimburse Melbourne Eve Associates

tor my use of corporate resources in the conduct of m., personal business. Accordingly.

because I thought the letter at issue wxas personal on September 9. 1996. 1 reimbursed

.Melbourne E,,e Assoc'iates in full bor myx use of corporate resources in preparing and sending

that letter The one hundred ninerx-nine dollars and ninety cents (S$199 90) 1 paid to

reimburse the corporation includes the cost of bulk postage. corporate stationary, envelopes

and labor

6 Neither John Byron nor anx member of the John Byron for Congress

Committee ,was aw+are of or authorized m,, distribution of the campaign's pre-addressed

c.ontribution envelopes as part ot a mailing to members of the Brevard County Medical

Sc.ietx, I obtained the envelopes from a personal friend. Carre Gleason. who I knew was an

outside paid tundraising consultant of the committee At the time that I obtained the

envelopes from .Nis Gleason. I told her only that I intended to giv.e them out to friends and

colleague.>

- At the time that I prepared arid sent the letter at issue. I had no idea that

hat ! considered to be "oluntar-,. .anaiun acti,. itx ,.as regulated bx the Federal Campaign

[ lec.tion Ac:t an~d Federal Elec.t o,' ( , ommn ssiun re+.zulatiors I had to dcii that sending a letter

to mx, triends ad colleagues in m e Brevard ('oui~x Mkedical Societx expressing my personal

) r.' E< , .0. ..' .'- ! ,ttp , 5

9 .. ,,, !



* e
opinion regarding a congressional candidate was in any, way improper. I have been a member

* of the Brevard County: Medical Society for 29 years. I am personally acquainted with all or

virtuall}y all of the recipients of my' August 28, 1996 letter. I assumed that expressing my

political opinions to my friends anod colleagues was protected by my right to free expression

under the First ..\ merulmett

8 At the time that 1 prepared the letter at issue. I had no idea that sending

* out personal correspgondence on my professional letterhead could be construed to be a

corporate contribution by Melbourne E,.e Associates to the John Byron tor Congress

Committee It w.as c:ertainly not my. intent to imply that Melboxurne E,.e Associates as a

corporate entt endorsedl the c~andidac,, of John Byron.

9 I was also unaware that myv letter to the members of the Brevard County,

• Medical Society could, in and of itself, be considered a "contribution" to the committee. 1

assumed that the federal election laws applied only to monetaryv contributions to federal

candidates I as unfamiliar with the concept of in-kind contributions until after I received

the complaint in the above-entitled ac.tion

I U I have ritten to the treasurer of the John Byron to r Congress

• Committee to inform him that mn, August 28th letter c.ould be construed to be an in-kind

contribution and to request that the c.ommittee refund to me an equi~ alent amount A cup.x 'A

m,. letter is attac~hed to this A tfida'

I 1 ,.,,s also unaa are that the Federal Eletion ('ommission had rules and

regulations regarding general puhii,: poiittial ad\ ertising that could he construed to apply to

* mx, personal letter to m ' triends and c:olleagues in the Brevard ('ountx Medical Societ\,

.9. '41~'
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Accordingly. ! had no idea that Federal Election Commission regulations could be construed

* to+ require that. in certain circumstances, such a personal letter must bear a disclaimer.

12. 1 am now advised of the Federal Election Campaign Act and applicable

Federal Election Commission regulations In particular. i am now tamiliar with the

regulations governing the solicitation ot contributi~ons and the use of corporate facilities in

soliciting contributions. In the tuture. I wivll he. sure that m > personal political activities are" in

• comple.te compliance with these requirements.

AND FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Dr. William J. Broussard

sTrATEF L noRIDA,
CONYoF BREV.RD

SSwvorn to and subscribed before me this / day of _________________

1996. by DR W ,ILLIAM's I BROU'SS.-\RD wvho isC__ersnal o wn'tor r has produced
____________ s identificaioan'h -s taken an oath

Pnint Name
.Mv Commission Expires

• (Commission Number

II ~. EXIES Auw 1. 1998

~J ~f
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Win. J. Broussard

502 E. New Haven Avenue
Melbourne, FrL 32901

December 9. 1996

Daie Kx A" ",
T rea surer
Byr.1n for-Congress
P~() Box 1996
Melbourne, FL 32902-1996

RE: tn-kind Contri bution

Dear Mr. Cox.

On August 28. 1996,t sent a letter to my friends and colleagues in the Brevard
Medical Society expressing my personal support for John Byron in the race for
the 15th Distrct Congressional Seat. I enclosed with each letter a pre-addressed
envelope bearing the address of the committee so that like-minded members of
the Medical Society could contribute to the effort to elect John Byron to
Congress. At the time, viewed the distribution of these pre-addressed envelopes
as merely a voluntary campaign activity. I have since been advised however, that
the letter could be construed to be a solicitation under the Federal Election
Commission's regulations. Accordingly. my payment of the costs of sending out
this letter to the members of the Brevard County Medical Society could be
construed to constitute an in-kind contribution to the committee.

The total cost o sending out the August 28 letter was $199.90. As you may
know, on August 14. 1996, I made a $1,000.O0 contribution to the committee-
the maximum contribution allowed for the general election. Accordingly, an
amount equivalent to the August 28 in-kind contribution should be refunded to
me so that I an n compliance with the contribution imits. You may also wish to
amend your reports to the Federal election Commission to reflect the August 28
n k~nd contrbutron.

Thar>i oLJ fu,-vcdr assistance in this matter.

S' ncereL:.

jB o ar. .
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CONRES

Mls ('oleen r Sealander
('enti al !:ntetrcement [)oc:ket

Federal Election ('ommission
'Aashiiiyofl. I) ( 20463

, '4

IDear \ls Sealander

- The tollowilng is our response to \ our tnquir tolio' irw the
\qatonal Republican Campaign (ommittec

complaint filed by the

1 Receipt of Contributions from .,linor Children
W'e acknowledge receipt of $ 1004) each from Robert and Michael Weiss. We were

una are of the ages of the children or that their contributions were a violation. W e

have returned the contributions upon recei' -rg the complaint. The refunds are

reflected on owr post-election report 'A e did not knowingly' accept illegal

contnibutions and acted expeditnouslx to return the monies

2- -ailure to include federallx -required disclaimer notices

Item one - Absentee ballot letter

[The letter enclosed b', the NR('( was, actuallx printed on campaign stationary which

had the appropniate disclaimers Further, it was moailed in a campaign envelope wich

hid the appropriate disclaimer,.

Item t ,o - ('ampaig update
I hi, item wsas prepared as a ta\ to, _,,ulpoter's \\ ke ha,, e no, hard cop.s ofthis item It

was our custom to include the disclairiier on all t'axes hut wse are unable to veifi, that

thi's item did indeed ha,,e the disclaimer (ieneral+ thes.e 'updates went to a couple
4 dozen supporters and. of' cour. had the ta\ "tlag trorn the campaign WVe hav,¢

ret iined the rented computers arid ta'. machine and are u~nable to recreate this item

\\ did not intentionallk prepare or ,send this,. or an+, Uvx in '. olaton or the rnles

I ,'ast'r.,ip./for tit' 'rSUitte!
1 . ,;

" a i



Item three - ads cr1tisement
[he¢ campaign did not plac:e thle adx ertisement refi rred to bk the coi plaint 1Ilie

candidate xas in,,ited to attend a. '"meet and greet'" in indian Riser Counts by sex erai

citIienls I fe did attenld

Mbe campaign did not kiio' about. autthonie or pax for the ad\ ertisement or an\

in\ Itatioi,, or ,.,,.t.. ,,f the c\ ¢tut \\ hen inx ited. the campaign wvas not adxlised that
donations 'sould be ,,,,lic'ted. ,,r adx ertisements placed O)ur fundraising process
tollo ' ed the rules, tor inllt ittor,, et, \\ e did not kiio'~liiwlx participate in an,,
\ iolatiu~n ",hich ma' ha,,e occured in reference to this ad' erlisement

- 1 nlav, lii receipt of C orporate onltrihutiorm
Item ()ne - W\illiam Broussard. \l [) ",as a supporter of the Byron campaign [He and
his ',ite mnade nmaxmunm Contributions to the primar, ard g.eneral cmpinpss IDr

..--:. Broussard had been a ,.ocal critic of the incumbent before John Byron became a
candidate fiar (ong.re,, 11he c:ampaign ",as avare that L)r Broutssard ",as urging
support and contributions fur Byron fbr Conw-ess but unaw~are of the use of corportate
tiinds I)r fBrou,;,ard v~as a 'alued supporter If ad' ised of an in-kind contribution

that v iolates the contribution imints, the camnpaign is prepared to reimburse Dr
Broussard for those costs \\ e are confident that Dr Broussard did not know~inglIx
,,iolate FFC regulations nor did '~e encourage him to do so

IteIl 1' "o-

\ledia Strategie,; and Research serxed as the pollhng and rnedia-buymg tirm for the
,.ampaIgn [hic\ ere paid norrmal rates for their services -kit payments "cerc timelx
and reflected in the c.ampaiuti, t-t( fiine

( Ti\ en3 that our campaiuri 's ,a, itr,,uce~stul, 'v, e no loneuer hax e an office or staff" in
pl'ace \k e are anxiou,, to rc,,el\ e thcese isuc, ,,o that a final campaign report can be
tiled \\ e h,, ,e th. t thii ari,," et,, the ciue, tioned raised

Sirlcerei\ /

i' 8



IPOWE¢GODST.IN, F RAZF-I Pc: M [HY LILP

DD (202) 624-7233

April 17, 1997

Alva F.. Smith, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4554

Dear Ms. Smith:

As you know, upon receiving the complaint in the above-referenced matter, my client,
Dr. William J. Broussard, requested a refund from the John Byron for Congress Committee
so that he would be in compliance with the contribution limits of the Federal Election
Campaign Act. The John Byron for Congress Committee has responded by refunding to Dr.
Broussard the full amount requested. A copy of the cancelled check and accompanying
correspondence are enclosed for your records.

For POWELL. GOLDSTEIN. FRAZER & MURPHY, I.ILP
Counsel for Melbourne Eve Associates of Brevard, Inc.
and Dr. William J. Broussard

Wi llilam J. Broussard. M.D.
James H. Fallace. Esq.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

)

I s'

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

LNTRODUJCTON

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

based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report is

submitted to recommend that the Commission no longer pursue these cases.

This is the first Enforcement Priority Report that reflects the impact of the

1996 election cycle cases on the Commission's enforcement workload. We have

identified cases that are stale which are

r¢-

recommended for dismissal at this time. This is the highest number of cases

identified as stale in a single report, and the highest number of stale cases

recommended for closure at one time, since the inception of EPS in 1993.



II. CASRECOMENEQ ORcLS]RF-

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Action Relative to Other Cases Pending

Before the CoU.lmboU

EPS was created to identify pending cases which, due to the lower priority of the

issues raised in the matters relative to others presently pending before the Commnission, do

not warrant further expenditure of resources. Central Enforcement Docket (CED) evaluates

each incoming matter using Commission-approved criteria, resulting in a numerical rating

for each case.

Closing such cases permits the Commission to focus its limited resources on more important

cases presently pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified cases that

do not warrant further action relative to other pending matters3 Attachment ! to this report

contains summaries of each case, the EPS rating, and the factors leading to assignment of a

low priority and recommendation not to further pursue the matter.

B. Stale Cases

Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and referrals to

ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity more remote in time

usually require a greater commitment of resources, primarily due to the fact that the evidence

of such aCti', it\ b, comes more difflcult to develop as it ages. Focusing investigati,e efforts

,,n more recent and more significant activity: also has a more positive effect on the electoral

pr cess and the regulated cmn,ity. In recognition of this fact. fIPS provides us with the

-]T,se ca,,,-s are RAD 97L-10 (C'~tzt.s fo~r Randy B'r~c),

RAD "1 -lbt,.R'i'h.NzPi 5t.e C'.'a Cxm '.t~ee 0€ S-,.:h Dai:t'), Pre-.MUR 347 tPrcudctr U/coyds Insi. c

.\'npri' l're-MUR 34 (Fc-."Td .'tcnaJ ,P.~ii 4 C'-:-,i'e), Pre-MUR 34Q (Th..'p Plaza)Y Pre-MUR35

(('t: ,.ii N' .A 'i Pre-MUR 3"55 (Fein god Senate C ,mritt'Q) MUR 4494 (Geo'.~avna Jneoln);

\A.UR 458e 1Fnen.d ,,# Za.ch i ar): .MUR 4590 (Oklahwna Educat:.cn ,4y..xiatwn'); MUR 4600 (Sa',

£-: F.,ice O3ficers A4~x" MUR 4612 (Te~rsa Dcgtt /cr C,.ongrr~s); MUR 4615 (C, thcqac Peinocrjts fk"

*-.,~, , N.IUs. LR 4'*',_ I L4r egz.a '.tsa.~ Fxcha'z~e Ci'':.X.) NIUR 46.-0 (Eastern (7orniechticta av:.hr

, --,-,, ,',C~ Mi'R 46.2 (Te2z r %', .i ) MU'R ..6.8 (G;.:,t'.t kr, C'nge~i MUR 46:29 (Janice Sc~ha'..,

\ 1R 41.6e ($. 'cut' .x 5 55" ML R 437 (>ttrran ro Ccr,'g s). MR 4c39 (L..r'n frr C.'rgres), MUR 4o:41

(.% .., ", C, n I~.:) LR 4,4 ,?- .".
' t C'.tv (..: N", U,4LR 4651l (.M :kte Rya,}..MUR 4653 (Pntzkrr 4v,

C,, \, :i.LR 465 % /"i . ' v , '-' o Cngre.'s). and .IUR 4j5" !?. .-. €.. (?,s .:



means to identify those cases which, though earning a higher rating when received, remained

unassigned for a significant period due to a lack of staff resources for effective investigation.

The utility of commencing aun investigation declines u these cases age, wntil they reach a

point when activation of• case would not be an etTicnt use of e Commission's mwm

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

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

cases based on staleness.6

Th ', se ,a -es are \!' 4Y , (.'' .', '.  r -".U.. ML'R 4'4!. (:.n' K:: ,4r C."igrrss); M ,UR 4402 (U S

Rr:o.......:. -:- --.- -:, y;: p,! R 44 5 -. 'c' C. -r. Y LR 44"Q (GA, MU2R 4442 (Lipinskifa,
'.,:K <r , .. .P I4 ' -,< (---.-' %1 PL' 4445 (R , : yr'- " '. ,')<_ . %1 . UR 44-4o (c::,:v ,,ore 96

r_-..- \ ? 444-

* , - .4 -

. , . \ "-, ! ,K.j._I : 44 < *'; .. . -M"::;'c ikUR 4453 V.,:' ;'r d~far
? .:'- .* .. YMiR -_'3" ',2 AK!'"--." MLR 44-4 {.s--,' 4w S~'n.ztre MLR 44"7

'R .41! (7"..'- n9az C.u:'.s. N !'R 4;S5 ,,.F 'e' . Prtntzcn CA ,rnthr). MUR 4484:

I "" "d,"1, .,-;-* s MU.R .4,. (F,. .,, -.t >.$rrs- MUR 4510 (_IJraqc 4"w.e
_- .-.c., - ' ... V . 4_<'4 (> -.: - r.,. ) MIUR 4515 (C('.'en !nr~cshah: .

V,' 4: ".-.,* ' ,.! & .4.A). MU'R 4525 (_Si.2h', L ",'-,

.-WR 4_'34 N\.,':,r r ,xi ".Pb',h an ( ', ,res. ra1 Comrrttee), MU'R 45,67 (D\C
\,W..R 4"'.t- V !:Go ,ern Committee), RAD %L-l1 (Ne:w

": ",.:':,.' .; - p'," , L.',.,e tre-.M1 P 4 S " !  .) r' re-M. R 312 ('.tp Der~i) The Derniccase
.- '.,, t,.',2a-s. related tc' fr,-mr Congress'.,,, _'rran .M. r, 1P s-e Odkar's l 192 congre~ssc'nal camlpaign

' ,,d as a .uurtes , tc4 the [F, artment cot Justice pcr, ..,--'g rc.,..,i,'r. of a parallel criminal matter in the

7 :- C (--.,- :.er the Dstn c (_ ,-l.r".'ia Mr Der.n o rtxertls -r-fered into a plea agre-eme-nt sith thie
"..: ... . -'-~ -r - ,.,, ,-r.r, 

t 
.- .:'.~ -. ~h. h e,"a ,eed amr~ig(t~ertA'irgs tos,.ai.e

.• . .. ,. .* :- K' ?'a. '-:t -- .C., re~e'rred 't".s rriiir t,@ .s aA t~s (ommss. r s contbnu:ng
... .,- *.:..: ,. ,-j** ~ '.* 1 s . ,~ 7 a pF: r.'. J S?,,s~t. . fl-, Jm t-,

S., -\ LS rT



We recommend that the Commission exercise its prseutorial discretion and dir'ct

closure of the cases listed below, effective November 17, 1997. Closing these cases as of

this date will permit CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary tim to prepare closing

letters and case files for the public record.

! ! . REC OMM EN DATIONS.

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective November

the appropriate letters in the following matters:

RAD 96L-!1 IPre-MUR 312
Pre-MUP. 343

RAD 97L-1O Pre-MUR 347
RAD Q7k- 16 Pre-MIJR, 348

i 7, 1997, and approve

Pre-MUR 349
Pre-MUR 350
Pre-MUR 355



El ake no action, close the file effective November 17. 1997, and approse the appropriate

letters in the following matters:

MUR
NIUR
NIUR
.NIL'R
NIUR
N I UR
NIUR
N IUR
.NiLUR
NI UR
NIUCR
NIUCR
NIUR
NIU'R
NIUR
N!UR
NILR
MIUR
NIUCR

- 1 avwrencc \I \ ,b'

(r'ncra (C .. ,

4283
4341
4402
4435
4439
4442
4444
4445
4446
4447
4449
4453
4454
4459
4474
4477
4481
4485
4486

MUR 4495
MUR 4496
MUR 4497
MUR 4510
NIUR 4511
NIUR 4514
NIUR 4515

N IUR 4521
NIUR 4525
NIUR 4527
NIUR 4536
MLUR 4540
NIUR 4542
NILUR 4552
.sLUR 4554
.NIUR 4556
NIUR 4561

.NILR 45b4
.NsUR 4567

MUR 4569
MUR 4586
MUR 4590
MUR 4600
.IUR 4612
NIUR 4615
.IUR 461b
NIUR 4620
.IUR 4622
NIUR 4628
NIUR 4629
NIUR 4636
NIUR 4637
NIUR 4639
NIUR 4641
NIUR 4644
NIUR 4651
NiUR 4653
NIsUR 465b
NIUR 4657.NIUR 4494

Dat



331013I THE FIIRL ELEJCTION COIO4IS8ION~

Zn the Matter of

Znforoeaft Priority
Agenda Docuaent No, 197-77

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Monl, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Coisionl executive session on December 2,

1997, do hereby certify that the Commission took the follow-

ing a ction. with respect to Ageunda Document No. X97-77:

1. Decided by a voto of 5-0 to

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

in the following matters:

1. RAD 96L-lI 7. Pre-MUR 347
8. Pre-NUR 348

3. RAD 97L-I0 9. Pre-MUR 349

4. RAD 97L-16 10. Pre-KUR 350

5. Pre-MUR 312 11. Pre-MUR 355

6. Pre-MUR 343

B. Take no action, close the file effective
December 15, 1997, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following

mat ters:

1. MUR 4283 6. MUR 4442

2. MUJR 4341 7. MUR 4444
3. MUR 4402 8. MUR 4445
4. M'' 4435 9. MUR 4446
5. WJR 4439 10. MUR 4447

(continued)



11.12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.

Nun
NUn

NUn
MUR
HUn
Nun

HUn
KUR
HUR
KUR
MUR
MUR
NUR

MUR
HUR
NUR
NUn
MUR
MUR

MUR

44494453
4454
4459
4474
4477
4481
4485
4486
4494
4495
4496
4497
4510
4511
4514
4515
4521
4525
4527
4536
4540
4542
4552
4554

page 2

36.37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.

NUn
NUR

NUR

MUR
NUn

KUR
MUR
NUn

NUn
NUR
NUn
NUn
MUR
NUn
NUn
NUn
MUR

NUn

45564561
4564
4567
4569
4586
4590
4600
4612
4615
4616
4620
4622
4628
4629
4636
4637
4639
4641
4644
4651
4653
4656
4657

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Mroie W. Emmonu
Se~ retary of the Commission

iV.z&1alecItion Coin±Usial
CeztLUication: Agezda Docmot

o 197-77
DeombOt 2, 1997

Date /



FEDlRAL ~LECIION COMMISSION

December 15. 1997

(IRIIFEDMAll
RV-IL 'RN RFCH_'l'P RI:QU tS1H:)

I ed Maness. Executive Director
",at ional Republican Congressional Committee
-2NI H-rst Street. S E
Washington. 1) C 20003

RE M R 44 54

De'ar \lr \lanc',s

()n October 30, 1q9%. the Federal [-lection C.-ommission recei'ed the complaint filed bs
laria Cino alleging cetain ',iolations of the Federal E-lection Campaign Act of 1971. as

amended ("the Act" i

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutorial discretion to take no action in the matter This case was e~aluated objectiveik
rclati',e to other matters on the Commission's docket In light of the information on the record.
the relati'e significance of the case. and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its tile in this matter on IDecember 15. 19~)7 This matter i11 become part
, Tthe public record \,ithin 30 da\s

I he -\ct allo%,, a complainant to ,scck iudicial rcx ic\', of the C'ommw,slion', dismi,,al of
. t if S.e, .qc 2 1. S (" , -4371 ,- a S

i \ndrc I r
Super i'or -\ttornc\
( cntrj{ i nt,'rcemcnT I )o.kci



h,, %Co%. O(L 2 i 4,o
~Dccembe~r 15, 1997

Gar and Cathieen Weiss
1051 Part Malabar Road. N F
Suite 5
Palm Ba\, 1: 32905

RE: MIR 4554
Robert and Michael Weiss

Dear Mr & Mrs Weiss

On No ember 5. 1Q96. the Federal Election Commission notified ou of a complaint
alleging certain iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended A cop.,
of the complaint was enclosed %,th that notification

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Robert and Michael Weiss This case ' aS
e ,aluated objecti~e]l relati'.e to other matters on the Commission's docket In light of the
information on the record. the relati'.e siwiificance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in the matter on December 1 5. 1997

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g a N I2? no longer apply and this matter
is no,, public In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
wilthin S0 da~s. this could occur at an, time folloving certification of the Commission's sore
lfxou w, sh to submit an,, factual or lecal materials to appear on the public record. please do so
a<. ,oon as p'o<sible Whle the file ma\ be placed on the public record prior to receipt ofkour
additional materials. an\ permisible submissilons \ ill be added to ihc public record \,,hen

lf'xou hate an duesrions, please contact A.lxa I Smith on our toll-free telephone
number. ,424- ' P ( " ur local telephone number , P Q 2_ _~4n

Xlncerel\.

~ enlrdi i nf~rccmcn1 !)ockc:



U December r15,ect 1997m~s~o

,Michael iI ('hanin, !usquire
P( )'F! l. (; )1 I )S [I!N, t-R.A/IR & MlRI tY

1 P' e l.nn,, I' ania A.'k enue. N \
V~a,,hlngton. l) C" 20004

.tamr.. 11 1 allace. E-squire

.JaMl S, II [Al.I AC'E & ASS(X.CIATE-S
IlY S lickor'. Street
Melbourne. Fl. 32901

RI+U MU;R 4554
Melbourne [F'e .Associates. Inc
Willaim J IRroussard. M D)

I ).'ar iesrs Chanin and Fallace

( )n No' ember 5. 1996. the Federal [lection Commission notified ,'our clients of'a
co mplaint alle |ne certain 'iolations of the Federal Ulection Campai n .Act of 19471. as
amended A copy of the complaint '.as enclosed with that notification

*\ter considerirw the circumstances of this matter. the Commission exercised itS
pro',ecutorial discretion to take no action agtatnst .,our clients This case as e'.aluated
h, c,t.\el\ relatiue to other matters on the Commission's docket In l ,:ht of the information

,,, the record, the relative >,ienificance of the case, and the amount ofti~me that has elapsed, the
.,', .. "..,, determ ined to clo..c it.. file in the Platter on De cem ber 1"  1 ','"

heconfidentiahtx pro\s sons ot 21 S C" ,4Siaw 12 no longer apply and thi> matter
- ",', p+b;, In addition, although the complete tile mu.,t be piacd on the pubtic record

',' "' d a,, thi, could oc'cur at an'. time follo ' inc ceritfication of the Conm,,,on'. ',&te
, A ,, .. h to ',ubm!t an\ factlual or legal mat eriak_ to app.ear on the publ 'c record. plca~e do _.o
:., a, oIe, l Wghle the file ina' be placed on the public record prio r to receipt o0,,\OUr
. 1. .... r ., ,'.T,'r : ' p ern txr i-,h~e -uhm ,,on, ' b; e adde.. to ; e pr.b ic rcord ', hen



Michael H Chanon, Esquire
James H Fallace. Esquire
Page 2

Ifvyou ha,,e an\ questions, please contact Ak a F Smith on our toll-free telephone
number. (8gt . 424- QS.(0 (ur local telephone numher , 7 2,': 1 9-400

t-.\,ndrc~ frurl.,
-pcir,, s or m tone

ti .,1Ta1 fnforcement Docket



FEDERAL ELECI ION COMMISSION

U ':' 'A SI~%(,~)N ) (*'~4hiDecember IS, 1997

Jon M Ilutchens
Media Strategies and Researc'h
31 8 Massachus~etts A\ enue. N I!
Wa,,hington. !) C 2(X)2

RI: M1JR4554

Ik-ar Mr Hutchens.

()n No .ember 5. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified Henry Solomon.
Registered Agent. of a complaint alleging certain \ iolations of the Federal Election Campaign
,\ct of 1971, as amended A copy, of the complaint \ ,as enclosed \,,ith that notification

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission exercised its
prosecutonial discretion to take no action against Media Strategies and Research This case
va e'.aluated objecti ,ei relati 'e to other matters on the Commission's docket in light of the
information on the record, the relati, e significance of the case, and the amount of tme that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in the matter on December 1 5. 1997

The confidentiality pro ,isions of 2 U S C § 437g.,a) 1 2) no longer appl> and this matter
is now. public In additon, although the complete file must be placed on the public record

thin 30 da,,s, this could occur at an,, time follo . ing certfication of the Commission's ,,ote
lf .ou \ ush to submit an . factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible While the file ma be placed on the public record prior to receipt of'our
additional materials. an. permissible ,,uhmis.ion,, \,,i1 be added to the public: record \' hen
rcci\,,ed

if 'iou ha~e an\ que,,tions, ple.ase contact .Ala I Smith on our toll-f'ree telephone
numrber, XiJb 4._4-ug ",O("ur local telephone number i,, '2 .) 21 " 91-';4!)

li.'erel ,

I .\ndrc:v ILiJk\

(e'ntral I ntorce'mcn! [)ockc.t



~~FtDL.RAI ELECTION COMMISSON

December i15, 1997

Dale Cox, CPA. Treasurer
By'ron for Congress
158 St Croix A'enue
Cocoa Beach. FL 32'q3 !

Rt- .MtR 4554

Dear Mr Cox

On No "ember 5. 19%,. the Federal F-lection Commission notified you of a complaint
allegilng certain 'iolatons of the Federal Flection Campaign Act of 1971. as amended A cop}
of the complaint v~as enclosed ,.ith that notification

After considenne the circumstances of this matter. the Commission exercised its
prosecutonal discretion to take no action against Byron for Congress and ,ou. as treasurer
"Vhis case '.'as e, aluated objecti'e1\ relatixe to other matters on the Commissions docket In
light of the information on the record, the relati ,e significance of the case, and the amount of
time that has elapsed. the Commission determined to close its file in the matter on
December 15, 1997

The confidentiality pro, ions of 2 UI S C § 437% a X 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no\,, public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
\ ilhin 30 da,,s, this could occur at an,. ime tfollow~in2 certification of the Commission's ol
If',ou \ish to submit an' factual or le~al materials to appe:ar on the public record, please do so
aj, stxn as po'sible Wkhile the file ma\ be placed on the public record prior to receipt of~our
additional materials, an\ permisible ,,uhmisnm, ~II be added to the public record ,,hen

If,,ou ha~e an,, que,,tion:, p:'ea~e contact .A!'.a I Smith on our toll-free tele'phone
rnumber. I ',,44 5 ( \jr !o:a! telephone numbe.r I,, t, i 21 -34(,

1.

\Nupe'iX.'F 'or A,'ttrne ,

t cntrai ntorceme .nt [)( ct.
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