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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STRUT NW.
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

April 24, L 1978

Mr. Jeffrey Nogee
Hale, Russell, Gray, Seaman

& Burkett
122 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

Re: MUR 513 (78)

Dear Mr. Nogee:

On April 19, 1978,the Commission voted to
terminate its investigation of this matter. Based
on the materials furnished by both Albert Gordons,
the Commission has determined there is no reasonable
cause to believe that a violation of any statute
within its jurisdiction has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission intends to close
its file in this matter. Please convey to both
Mr. Gordons our thanks for their cooperation. Their
help facilitated greatly our :,concluding this matter.
A copy of the Commission's certification is enclosed
for your information.

Sincerely yours,

Enclosure

William C. 01daker
Gene

Associate General counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)Albert F. Gordon ) MUR 513 (781)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emons, Secretary to the Federal Election Cwsilssion,

do hereby certify that on April 19, 1978, the Commission determined by a

vote of 5-0 to adopt the recommendation of the General Counsel to take

the following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Find no reasonable cause to believe that respondent
violated 2 U.S.C. Section 441a.

2. Send the draft letter of notification to the respondent.

3. Close the file in this matter.

Commissioner Springer was not present at the time of the vote,

Accordingly, the file in this matter has been closed.

Date: April 19, 1978
VMarjorie W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission

,~. ~..........
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BACKGROUND

On February 24, 1978, the Comission found eason to

believe that respondent may have violated 2 U.SC, 544.* by

contributing in excess of the limits allowed for an individual

in any calendar year. Based on reports filed by the Re -bican

National Committee (RNC) and the Democratic Finance 'Cooitt ,

respondent appeared to have made seven contributions totalling

$27,000 in the calendar year 1977. This total exceeds the

$25,000 contribution limit an individual is allo" to make, in

any one year by $2,000. Additionally, reports fU4 by the

RNC and Constructive Congress Committee indipat "t an

Albert H. Gordon made three contributions totalling $31,500.

Information contained in these reports indicated-t.M there."

might be a relationship between respondent and Albert _R Gordon

(see 1st General Counsel's Report). This possible kelationship,

and the similarity in names and backgrounds of the Gordons, could

have led the reporting comuittee to make an error in its reports.

Before any conclusion could be reached, more infformtion wa$

needed.

4 V.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION C0(XS ION
April 12, 1978

the Matter of ) .' -
MUll 513 (s)

ert F, Gordon )

GEMERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT
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EVIDENCE

In an Interim Report to the Commission dated April 7,

1978, we reported that we received a letter from respondnt's

attorney which contained xerox copies of respondent's six

cancelled checks to the aforementioned political conmittees

totalling $24,000. In that letter counsel states that the

remaining $3,000 in contributions we questioned had been made

by Albert H. Gordon, who is respondent's father.

In a second letter from respondent's attorney, we received

copies of four cancelled checks written by Albert H. Gordon

which represented political contributions made by him in the

calendar year 1977 totalling $14,500. (see attachment "50).

One of these four checks, numbered 29935, dated January 25,

1977, made out to the Republican National Committee for $3,000,

is apparently the same contribution reported by the RNC as

having been made by respondent.

ANALYSIS

The copies of the ten cancelled checks supplied by

respondent, which represent political contributions made by

the two Albert Gordons, evidence that respondent contributed

a total of $24,000 in the calendar year 1977. Such a total

is within the legal limit set by 2 U.S.C. S441a(ah(3.r The

Commission's reason to believe finding that respondent violated

5441a was based on the presumption that reports filed by the

RNC, are accurate. The confusion caused by both respondent

and his father sharing the same name, occupation and place of

business helps explain how the RNC could have erred in Its

reporting duties.
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