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FEDERAL ELE

1325 K STREET NW
WASHINCTON DC. 20463

March 19, 1979

REQUESTEL

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos
Ramos Graff and Associates
19532 victory Boulevard
Reseda, California 91335

Re: MUR 603 (78)
Dear Mr. Ramos:®
Enclosed please find a copy of the signed con-
ciliation agreement entered into by Ramos Graff and
Associates and Federal Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed.

— i)

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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This matter having h!-l l.n.'l.t!.lud on the hl:l.-"u-:t_ _
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having
been conducted, and the Commission having found reasonsble -
cause to believe that respondent. Ramos Graff and Associates,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Pederal Election Commission and respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates having duly entered into conciliation pursuant
to § 437g(m) (5) do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Pederal Election Cosmission has
jurisddction over respondent and the subject of this
proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this
matter.

III. The respondent Ramos Graff and Associates, by
absoiving candidate Jim Madrid of a $10,937.42 debt not
considered in the ordinary course of business, therefore
made a $10,937.42 contribution to the campaign.




7 90 4

of the uuuuhi- in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441
II. Respondent will pay a civil r-mta'lf iha-g'
of $200 pursusnt to 2 U.8.C. § 437g(a) (6) (M) (4) . L
III. Respondent agrees that it will ur.-l-l-hu aqr
activity which is in violation of the Pederal Election |

Campaign Act. 2 U.5.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Commission on reguast of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.8.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this
agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated,
it say institute a civil action for relief in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have
executed same and the Commission has approved the entire

agrecment .
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Ramos Graff and Assoclates




FEDERAL ELECTION cmmm ' :

7325 K STREET MWL
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

March 19, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.
2570 E. Orange Grove
Pasadena, California 91107
Re: MUR 603 (78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed concili-
ation agreement entered into by yourself and the Federal
Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed.

Since:ely,
L]

William C. 0l1d r
General Counsel

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
9 N 7 M 9: 4

In the Matter of )
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr. ; MUR 603(78)
Conciliation Agreement Bua?ﬁﬁ

This matter having been initiated by the Commission
in the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory
responsibilities, and, after an investigation, the
Commission having found reasconable causes to believe that
Mr. Henry Aguilar,Sr., (hereinafter "Respondent") has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441g:

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S.C. § 437(a) (5),
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject mattexr in this case.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action shouid be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement voluntarily
with the Commission.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That the Respondent made a $1,000 contribution
in U.S. currency to Mr. Jim Madrid and the Committea to Elect
Jim Madrid.

B. That the making of a contribution in currency to

or for the benefit of a candidate for Federal office in excess




> 2

-
of $100 constitutes a violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44lg.
C. That Respondent has therefore violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441qg.
D. That Respondent will now, and in the future,
comply in all respects with the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.
IV. General Conditions
A. The Commission, on request of anyone filing
a complaint under 2 U.S8.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the
matters at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review
compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes
that this Agreement or any requirement thereof has been
vioclated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.
B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agreement
is entered into in accordance with 2 U.8.C. § 437g(a) (5) (a),
and that this Agreement shall constitute a complete bar to
any further action by the Commission with regard to the matter
set forth in this Agreement.
C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have

executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire
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. WASHINGTON,. D.C. 20463

March 19, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL

RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James Madrid

c/o Compressor Egquipment
1933 san Fernado Road
Lo Angeles, California 90063

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Madrid:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed concili-
ation agreement entered into by yourself on behalf of
the Committee to elect Jim Madrid and the Federal
Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed.

William C. Oldak
General Counsel

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSTON

, 19 FEB 26 PH 2143
MUR 603(78)

qo/ 036

In the Matter of
)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation
having been conducted, and the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid, viclated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(f):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid having duly entered into conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a) (5), do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has juridiction
over respondent and the subject of this proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.
III. The respondent, Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
accepted a $10,937.43 contribution.

Therefore, respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
agrees:

I. Respondent's action in accepting a contribution in
excess of the limit of $1000 per ala&tion is in viclation

of 2 U.S8.C. § 44la(f).




II. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

cmign l“l‘ : u.l-ﬂ- ‘ "31! !1 El‘

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Commission on reguest of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter at issue
herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance with
this agreement. 1If the Commission believes that this agreement
or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have executed

same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

. O
General Counsel
FPederal Election Commission

|
r[
n

Eél gdrlg
behalf of

The Conmittee to Elect
Jim Madrid




In the Matter of

MUR 603 (78)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Associates

Henry Aguilar, BSr.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 14,
1979, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0 to adopt
the following recommendations, as set forth in the General
Counsel's Report dated March 8, 1979, regarding the above-
captioned matter:

1. Accept the signed conciliation agreements
attached to this report.

Send the letters attached to the above-
named report.

3. Close the file in this matter.
Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,
Tiernan, McGarry, Thomson, and Harrks.

Attest:

Lt Wey Ry

Marjorie W. EmmOns
ecretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Friday, March 9, 1579,
2:37

Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: Monday, mh 12, 1979,
:




MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Emmons
FROM: - Elissa T, Garx,

5 TBIBCT: MUR 603 - ;*-_f? >

Please have the attached Gemeral Counsel's ﬁﬂ#
mmnaduuzhmwmm-ﬁ-m_-uuﬁ
miy basis. p= 3 -

Thank you.
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In the Matter of
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid MUR 603(78)

Ramos Graff and Associates
Henry Aguilar. 8r.

General Counsel's Report

On September 20, 1978, the Commission found reasonable
cause to believe that the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid ("the
Committee”) and Ramos Graff and Associmtes had violated 2 U.S.C.
44la(f) and 2 U.5.C. §44la(a) (A) respectively by receiving
and making excessive contributions by virtue of the forgive-
ness of $§10,937.42 in debts owed Ramos Graff by the Committee.
On December 13, 1978, the Commission found reasonable cause to
believe that Mr. Henry Agquilar, Sr., had violated 2 U.S5.C.

§441g by making an excessive cash contribution to the Committee.

The proposed conciliation agreements originally approved
by the Commission and sent to Mr. Aguilar and Ramos Graff and
Associates have been signed and returned, the latter under
protest. Salvador Ramos has also submitted $200 in payment of
the civil penalty provided in the Ramos Graff agreement.

(Sge Attachments I, II,III,).

The conciliation agreement signed by Mr. Madrid on behalf
of the Committee is a modification of the proposed agreement
first sent to the Committee. (See Attachment IV). Mr. Madrid
has asserted throughout the conciliation period that Ramos
Graff and Associates had served in fact as his campaign committee
and that he should not be charged personally for




the consequences of the acts of that organization. Ramos and
Graff claims that it was hired to provide certain services
for Mr. Madrid's campaign and expected payment. Mr. Madrid
claims in turn that Ramos Graff approached him about running
for office and that he never agreed to pay any person or
organization. Mr. Madrid's position as to the role of Ramos
Graff is supported by statements made by at least one former
treasurer of the Committee who wrote to Ramos Graff that he had
never handled funds on behalf of the Committee, Rather,
Ramos Graff took care of all such matters, at least during the
earlier part of the campaign.

Beginning approximately in August of 1976, Ramos Graff and
Associates withdrew from the campaign, leaving Mr. Madrid
with responsibility for its continuation. Upon the resignation

of the second Committee treasurer in December of 1976, Mr,

Madrid became the de facto treasurer, ie,he wrote checks, filed

reports,etc., even though he was never registered as such.
Given Mr. Madrid's role in the campaign, it is appropri-
ate that he signed the conciliation agreement pertaining to
the Committee. He would not, however, have been willing to
do this if the civil penalty originally included had not been
dropped, again because of his insistance that Ramos Graff was

responsible for any wrongdoing.




We recommend acceptance by the Commission of the revised
agreement which Mr. Madrid has signed. The Committee itself
has no money with which to pay a civil penalty, and the
treasurer at the time Ramos Graff made what are now deemed
contributions- in- kind resigned long ago. We believe that
it would be very difficult to sustain a finding that Mr.
Madrid is personally liable for the Committee's acceptance
of Ramos Graff's contributions-in-kind. It should also
be noted that Mr. Madrid has cooperated fully with the
Commissioner's auditors and with the Office of General

Counsel.

Recommendation

1. Accept the signed conciliation agreements attached
to this report.
Send attached letters.

Close the file in this matter.

Ei?ﬁ__Lq%LE?{7rs} .am ;. D aker

Conciliation Agreements slgneﬂ by

l. James Madrid on behalf of the Committee
2. Salvador M. Ramos on behalf of Ramos and Graff
3. Henry Aguilar, Sr.

Copy of check covering civil penalty

Three letters




RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Irf. James Madrid _

c/o Compressor Equipment

1933 Ban Fernado Road

Los Angelas, California 90065

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Madrid:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed concili-
ation agreement entered into by yourself on behalf of
the Committee to elect Jim Madrid and the Federal
Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed.

Sincerely,

™
o
o
L |
-
c—-
s
| -

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

, 1325 K STREET NW.
&  WASHINGTON,DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT

REQUESTED

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos
Ramos Graff and Assocliates
19532 Victory Boulevard
Reseda, California 91335

Re: MUR 603(78}
Dear Mr. Ramos:

Enclosed please find a copy of the signed con-
ciliation agreement entered into by Ramos Graff and
Associates and Federal Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counesel

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION comm

1525 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.
2570 E. Orange Grove
Pasadena, California 91107

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Aguilar:

- Enclosed please find a copy of the signed concili-
ation agreement entered into by yourself and the Federal
Election Commission.

The file in this matter is now closed,

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISE y

‘19 FEB 26 Pd 2: 843
MUR 603(78)

In the Matter of )

)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the blli;-ﬂ!
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation
having been conducted, and the Commission having found
reasonable cause. to believe that respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid having duly entered into conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a) (5), do hereby agree as follows:

I: That the Federal Election Commission has juridiction
over respondent and the subject of this proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. The respondent, Committee to Elect Jim H;ﬁrld,
accepted a $10,937.43 contribution.

Therefore, respondent Committee to Elect .Jim Madrid
agrees:

I. Respondent's action in accepting a contribution in

excess of the limit of $1000 per election is in wviolation

of 2 U.5.C. § 44la(f).




IX. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, 2 U.S5.C. § 4131, et seq.

GENERAL COMDITIONS = 4 o

I. The Commission on request of anyone filing a aﬁﬁpln{nt
under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter at issue
herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance with
this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement
or any reguirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute ﬁ civii action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have executed

same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

Ll

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

n behalf of
The Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)
Ramos Graff and Associataes ) MUR 603(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of

information ascertained in the normal course of carrying

out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having
been conducted, and the Commission having found reasonable
cause to believe that respondent, Ramos Graff and Associates,
violated 2 U.5.C. § 441la(a) (1) (A):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates having duly entered into conciliation pursuant
to § 437g(a) (5) do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has
jurisdiction over respondent and the subject of this
proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this
matter.

III. .The respondent Ramos Graff and ;s:uciatea, by
absolving candidate Jim Madrid of a $10,937.42 debt not
considered in the ordinary course of business, therefore

made a $10,937.42 contribution to the campaign.




Therefore, respondent Ramos Graff and Associates agrees:
I. Respondent's actions in contributing in excess
of the limitation is in vioclation of 2 U.S5.C. § d4la(a) (1)
().
II. Respondent will pay a civil penalty in the amount
of $200 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (6) (B) (1) .
III. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, 2 U.S5.C. § 431, et smeq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Coomission on request of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this
agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated,
it may institute a civil action for relief in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have

executed same and the Commission has apptroved the entire

agreement .




III. It is agreed that respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates shall have 30 days from the date of thh
agreement to implement and comply with the ngu.lr-nt.l
contained herein, or to soc notify the Cammission.

-

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

’ni‘t/. / S'fﬂf @%ﬂ%ﬁ 4

alvador M.
Ramos Graff and Ascocliates
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

TI I 2 M 9:9g

In the Matter of
)
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr. MUR 603(78)

e : 608736

This matter having been initiated by the Commission
in the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory
responsibilities, and, after an investigation, the
Commission having found reasonable causes to believe that
Mr. Henry Aguilar,Sr., (hereinafter “"Respondent") has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441g:

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S5.C. § 437(a) (5),
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matterx in this case.

II. Respondent has had a r;uonahle opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters into this agreement voluntarily
with the Commission.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That the Respondent made a $1,000 contribution
in U.S. currency to Mr. Jim Madrid and the Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid.

B. That the making of a contribution in currency to

or for the benefit of a candidate for Pederal office in excess
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of $100 constitutes a violation of 2 U.5.C. § 441g.

C. That Respondent has therefore violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44lg.

D. That Respondent will now, and in the future,
comply in all respects with the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

1V. General Conditions

A. The Commission, on request of anyone filing
a complaint under 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(l), concerning the
matters at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review
compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes
that this Agreement or any requirement thereof has been
violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agreement
is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),
and that this Agreement shall constitute a complete bar to
any further action by the Commission with regard to the matter
set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have
executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire

Agreement.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Date William C. Oldaker

L2422 /%>

Federal Election cunqgssian
Date” : nry Aguilar, S
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1325 K STREET NW
VWASHINCTON.D.C. 2046

February 13, 1979
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James Madrid

c/o Compressor Equipment

1933 San Fernando Foad

Los Angeles, California 90065

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Madrid,

Your letter of January 8, 1979, addressed to Anne
Weissenborn of the Office of General Counsel has been
received.

In your letter you assert that the Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid and Ramos Graff and Associates were the same
entity and that therefore Ramos Graff was responsible for
any violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act. It
is the position of this Office that while there are many
indications that Ramos Graff did control your campaign
the Committee remained a separate entity for purposes of the
Act. Therefore, it is necessary that a conciliation agree-
ment be signed on behalf of the Committee.

Enclosed please find a revised proposed conciliation
agreement. As you will note, the civil penalty included
in the first proposal has been dropped in view of what
are seen as mitigating circumstances. If you are willing
to sign this agreement on behalf of the Committee, please
do so and return it as soon as possible. The agreement
will then be submitted to the Commission for approval. If
all of the signed agreementsinvolved in this matter are
approved, the file in this matter will closed.

General Counsel

E::clasuru
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 603(78)

)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid )

CONCILIATIOFN AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation
having been conducted, and the Commission having found
reasonable cause to believe that respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid, violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(f):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid having duly entered into conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a) (5), do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has juridiction
over respondent and the subject of this proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.
IIT. The respondent, Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
accepted a $§10,937.43 contribution.

Therefore, respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
agrees:

I. Respondent's action in accepting a contribution in
excess of the limit of $1000 per eleﬁtinn is in violation

of 2 U.5.C. § 441a(f).




II. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

miw lutl z U'E-C- 5 ‘31! E m-

GENERAL CONDITIONS
I. The Commission on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter at issue
" herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance with
this agreement. If the Commission believes that this nqrﬁument
or any requirement thereof has been viclated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia.

I1. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
beccme effective as of the date that all parties have executed

same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

James Madrid

on behalf of

The Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid
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FEBRUARY 15, 1979 -

MUR 603 (78) - Interim Conciliation
Report - dated 2-13-79; Received
in OCs 2-14-79, 10:20
The above-named document was circulated on a 24
hour no-cbjection basis at 4:30, February 14, 1979.
The Commission Secretary's Office has received

no objections to the Interim Conciliation Report as
of 4:30 this date.




MEMOBANDUM TO: Marge Esmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECY: MUR 603

Please have th-.lt.w Interim Mhtinu
Report distributed to the Commissfon. . . . . o
Thank you. e ) '
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In the Matter of

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid MUR 603(78)
Ramos Graff and Associates

Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.

INTERIM CONCILIATION REPORT

On September 20, 1978, the Commission found reasonable
cause to believe that the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid (“the
Committee"”) and Ramos Graff and Associates had violated 2 U.S.C.
§ rrla(f) and $44la(a) (1) (A) respectively. On December 13, 1978,
the Commission found reasonable cause to believe that Mr.
Henry Aguilar, Sr., had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44l1lg by making an
excessive cash contribution to the Committee.

Signed conciliation agreements have been received from
both Mr. Aguilar and Ramos Graff and Assoclates. Salvador Ramos
has also submitted $200 in payment of the civil penalty included
in the Ramos Graff agreement.

Mr. Madrid has written again to reiterate his argument
that Ramos Graff and Associates was responsible for any violations
of the Pederal Election Campaign Act by the Committee. Another
attempt is being made to reach an agreement with Nr. Madrid
concerning mutually acceptable language for a conciliation agreement
which he would sign on behalf of the

i
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WASHINGTON, 2. 20463

i ¥
M W. EMMONS ‘{“
: w:s. 1979

MOR 603 {Ti] - Interim Conciliation
Reocort dated 1-11-79; Received
in OCS 1-12-79, L0:45

The above-named document was circulated on a 24

hour no-objection basis at 3:397, January 12, 1979.

The Commission Secretary's Office has received

no objections to the Interim Conciliation Report as
of 4:N1, this date.




MEMORAMDUM 7O:

FROM ¢ Elissa T. Gaxr

SUBJECT: MUR 603

Pleasehhave the attached Interim Concil Report
on MUR 603 distributed to the Commission,
Thank you.
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In the Matter of 19 JANJ2 AlD: 4§

MUR 603 (78)

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Associates
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.

INTERIM CONCILIATION REPORT

On September 20, 1978, the Commission found reasonable cause
to believe that the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid ("the Committee™)
and Ramos Graff and Associates had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f)
and 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) respectively by accepting and making
an excessive contribution. On December 13, 1978, the Commission
found reasonable cause to believe that Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.,
had violated 2 U.8.C. § 44l1g by making an excessive cash contribu-
tion to the Committee.

Letters and proposed conciliation agreements were sent to all
of the above respondents. Signed conciliation agreements have been
received from Ramos Graff and Associates and Mr. Aguilar. 1In
addition, a check covering an assessed civil penalty has been
received from Ramos Graff.

Mr. Madrid has indicated that he prefers to settle the matter
as regards the Committee personally. The Committee is now defunct
and the last treasurer resigned on December 26, 1976, at which
point Mr. Madrid began preparing the Committee's reports. Mr.
Madrid is in the process of preparing a revision of the proposed
conciliation agreement sent to the Committee. We should receive

his counter proposal shortly.




Henry V. iguilar
2576 E. Orange Grove
Pasadera, Calif., 51107

Aupust 22, 197k
Mre. Mallord Dunken Trea.

Cormit{tee To Elact
Jim Fadrid

Dear Mr. Dunkana

1 received notification from the Federal Election Cosmission,that
I was in vielation of 20USCSLLIG of the Federal Election Campaign act
of 1571 as amended. Enclosed is the letter for your information, I
woule like to resolve this satter imsediately,

I was advised by Susen farth, who is assigned to this matter.
Her chone mumber is (202) 52 75. Under Review No. "MUR &03 (7E)
I ar requesting that you return $90C.00 to me in crder to resclve th's

ruatier,
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‘I have to send & copy to the

- resolve this case number - NUR 6 3 -

= 1 have heen inmﬂ out of the -t’t& for the past two years.

- Right now I'm ahﬁ: from hone mopt of the time, I just got your
1E“Er. o e W e

c ~ .. -'.-'

o

M~ .‘.




Mr. Hewry Aguiler
2570 E. Orange Grove
Pasadena , Oallif, 91107

Dear Mr. Agullarm

Beceived your letter of BSepteamber 2, 1578, 4s 1 explaioed ia
letter you reseived, . must talll Lo you io order Lo meselve -
tols matter, L'a sure that yeu are as aaxicus to de tols as L
am, First, toe soamitise you are referred te, he loager sxiets,
I have ssversd all relaticnsa withs tos Rames/ Graff Assceliates,

ke were in somplete chagge of all Lo eampeiga, Busicess snd
Punds, All funds that were aeeepted by toem bave besn speat. _
The sesmittes was DISBASDED iammedéately after tee 1376 Elestlon,
I was sudited by the ecmmissica you mention last Desember Ly77.
Aay farther oegetiatiocns asy sof may cave Ao refersoes to tais
semmitiee must be wito tne ssamities itself. Or namely the

Famos / firaff firm/, Hewever , lnave been able o resolve soae
aof the differenses and desands of tas semmission . [, again
effer te get togetber with you 10 reselve tols matisr,.

Los Angeles, Calif. yO063,
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13125 K SIREET MW,
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 14, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.
2570 E. Orange Grove
Pasadena, California 91107

Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal Election
Commission has found reasonable cause to believe that you
have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441lg by making a $1,000 cash
contribution to Mr. Jim Madrid and the Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid.

The Commission is under a duty to attempt to correct
such a violation for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliation and persuasion, and to
enter into a conciliation agreement pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(5){A). 1If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may, upon a finding of
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred, institute
a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

Enclosed please find a conciliation agreement which
this Office is prepared to recommend to the Commission in
settlement of this matter. If you agree with the provisions
of this agreement, please sign it and return it to the
Commission within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
If you have any questions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4178.

William @
General” Cunsel

Enclosure




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

)

Conciliation Agreement

This matter having been initiated by the Commission
in the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory
responsibilities, and, after an investigation, the
Commission having found reasonable causes to believe that
Mr. Henry Aguilar,Sr., (hereinafter "Respondent®) has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lg:

WHEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation as provided for in 2 U.S5.C. § 437(a) (5),
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction over
the Respondent and the subject matter in this case.

I1. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

I1I. Respondent enters into this agreement voluntarily
with the Commission.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

A. That the Respondent made a $1,000 contribution
in U.S. currency to Mr. Jim Madrid and the Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid.

B. That the making of a contribution in currency to

or for the benefit of a candidate for Federal office in excess




-2 =
of $100 constitutes a violation of 2 U.5.C. § ddlg.
C. That Respondent has therefore violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44lg.
D. That Respondent will now, and in the future,
comply in all respects with the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

IV. General Conditions

A. The Commission, on request of anyone filing
a complaint under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the
matters at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review
compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes
that this Agreement or any requirement thereof has bheen
violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agreement

18 entered into in accnrdﬁﬁca with 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),

7940401211009

and that this Agreement shall constitute a complete bar to
any further action by the Commission with regard to the matter
set forth in this Agreemant.
C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have

executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire

Agreement.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Henry Agullar, Sr.



- %e
of $100 constitutes a violation of 2 U.5.C. § 441q.

C. That Respondent has therefore violated 2 U.S8.C.

§ 44l14g.

D. That Respondent will now, and in the future,
comply in all respects with the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

IV. General Conditions

A. The Coomission, on request of anyone filing
a complaint under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (1), concerning the
matters at issue herein, ox on its own motion, may review
compliance with this Agreement. If the Commission believes
that this Agreement or any requirement thereof has been
violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

B. It is further agreed that this Conciliation Agreement

is entered into in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A),

and that this Agreement shall constitute a complete bar to
any further action by the Commission with regard to the matter
set forth in this Agreement.

C. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement will
become effective on the date that all parties hereto have
executed the same and the Commission has approved the entire

Agreement.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Henry Agullar, Sr.




79 JAN Ly YW 3588

I REFER MY COMMUNICATION OF NOVEMEER 14, 1978, TO YOU, WHERE I HAVE
@OTLINED MY POSTTION IN REFERENCE TO THIS CASE.

IN YOUR PHOME CONVERSATION OF JANUARY 2, 1979, YOUR INFORNATION WAS
THAT SETTLENENTS HAVE BEEN ACCEPTED BY THE COMMISSION FROM THE RECENT CONTACTS
WITH THE RAMOS AND GRAFF ASSOCIATES. I INTERPRET THAT THE REFERENCE OF AN
DEVIATION OF COMMISSION REQUIREMENTS ARE THEE RESPONSIEILITY OF THE
FIRM THAT HAMDLED THE CAMPAIGN INCLUDING ALL THE APPOLNTNENTS OF THE

ON YOUR REQUEST TO REVIEW THE CQOMCILIATION AGKEEMENT OF YOUR LETTER
wms,mu,xmmmmmmrmmmn

ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE RESPONDENT, AS MENTIONED, THE COMMITTEE TO ELECT.

IN THIS CASE IS THE RAMOS/GRAPF ASSOCIATES PUELIC RELATIONS FIRM, &ND THEIR
APPOINTEES. WITH A CLEAR CONCIENCE, 1 CANNOT JUSTIFY TO ASSUME ANY RESPOMSIBILITIES

MAmmmrmmrmmmm AS A POLTTICALLY AND AELE
PUBLIC RELATIONS ASSOCIATES,

IN CONCLUSION, I HAVE ATTACHED CCOPY OF THE ORIGINAL LETTER SENT 0
ME IN AUGUST 16, 1977, I HAVE UNDERLINED A PCRTION OF THAT LETTER WHICH
INFLUENCED ME TO INTERPRET IT TO EE A PART OF AN EDUCATIONAL PROCESS TO INSURE
FUTURE ACTIVITIES AS A CONCEPT TO BE RECEONED WITH AND NOT AS A MEANS TO PUNISH.

THE ONLY SECTION OF THE CONCILIATION AGHERMENT, THAT I CAN ACCEFT
1S THE ITEM III RESPCNDENT AGREES THAT — I —— WILL NOT UNDERTAKE ANY ACTIVITY
WHICH IS IN VIOLATION OF THE FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT, 2U.5.C. — 431, ET SK.

DUE TO MY ADVANCED AGE AND NO LONGER AHLE OR HOLDING ANY REGULAR
EMPLOYMENT, ANY FISCAL PENALTY IMPOSED, WILL BE A SEWERE HARDSHIP. I, THEREFORE
PETITION Ok PROPOSE CONSIDERATION OF A PROEATIONARY ACTION.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW
WASHINGION DO Mk

August 16, 1977

Mr. Jim Madrid
2122 North Broadway
Los Angeles, California 90031

Dear Mr. Madrid;

The Commissiop wishes to advise you that Fnur campaign committee has
been selected for audit pursuant to the Audit Policy adopted by the Commis-
sion on November 11, 1976. That policy provides for a schedule of routine
general audits of various types of political committees, including ten per-
cent of the 1976 Senate and House races selected by computer on a rapdom
basis. Applying this policy to the 1976 election, the Federal Election
Commission will examine the campaign finance records and reports of approx-
imately one hundred Senate and Hoyse candidates involved in the four Senate

and forty-four House races which were selected, Because the 197€ elections

i opplex 1976 the Federal

better recordkee ' : i BmS ioAfg;i1itat! timel aﬁ rate
he Act,

A1l audits of the randomly selected Congressional races are expected to
be completed and reports publicly released by April, 1976, These audits are
being scheduled according to the sequence of primary elections in order to
complete all audits as far in advance of any future election as is passible.

Therefare, approximately two weeks prior to the commencement of your
audit, our Lead Auditor for your campaign committee’s audit will contact
your Treasurer by telephone to mutually agree upon 2 date to begin the
audit and to establish @ mutually convenient location for the audit. If
your committee should be unable to provide convenient work space for two
auditors, the Lead Auditor will arrange far adequate work space at Commis-
sion expense. A1l financial records of your committee, including bank
statements, together with deposit s1ips and cancelled checks, contribution
records, invoices or receipted bills, journals anc/or ledgers raintained
by the committee should be available for inspection when the audit begins.
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JusE 20,1778,

CERILPIED <AlL '
HEIURA HEQ=LPT FEUESTLL REs &UR 003,78).

FribAAL SLEOTLUL OudalSSLua
1325 K 3SIREET ax .,
WASGLEOTOs, DO, <Obod

#hlLlA4 C, ULDAKER
GEAERAL CUUNSEL

DEAR SLR:

Lol WHAAT STARTED TU HE A ASSISTANCE TU REOUGOLLE AdD CLUSE IdK
CAsFALBA 1SSUE, YOU HON THREATEN TO TAKE Au AOTLON

1 AAVE CUUPERATED QuaPLETLY AdD wiTdOUT AGY #ALLCE, A SURELY
AONESTLY, WITH YOUR ORIGLsAL RIZQUEST AND ALL SUBSEQWENT JEdAsD3 .,
L UAVE FURLLISHED ALL RECORDS, FuRdl, INFURSATIUR, Ty BRLsJ
TdlS CASE Tu A CUMPLEIE CLUSE, 350 WAS I [uFURED ,

I READ ia YOUR REOENT AUTICE THAT As ACQTLOHN 15 DUE, FRUM TWR
LECISION OF ALL THAT 1 AAVE SUBLITTED TO YOU ALD THAL I naVE

Ad ALTERAATILVE TU SECURE LEJAL COUASER ., I, Ad aUT AbLE UR La

A PUSLILUA PLHAWCLALLY TU COMPENSATE ANY GdE, OR LEJAL Cudanstl,
FOR AWY ACTlUs YOU dAY LWPLY . 1L oAVE FAITAaFJLLY OQudPLL:Y
WiTAd YUUR REPEESEMTATLVES v FloALilE AdD CLOSE [ni3 CASE Aab.

ALY FURTHER CUATACT , L BAS ADVLISEL #oAl iu o RELlEw va

hal
[HE HULESTY Aab #uliVasd UF Laud3k YOU PUL L UMMUL [U ASS]lal 4E
L HAVE OUJdPLIED wila Al RaQUeSTS AnD HAVE WUoE Alu Al 1o Malaaw

AY RECUFOS AnD CUUPLhAT Oaksild YOUR DEPARI«Eal .,

asl FUFTEER DE4ANDS, | KEOUMGEAD, YUU ULRECILY COaTACI L.E r. R,
F_obd FAMUS AaD GRAFF ASSUCLATES #dl UMIOLsALLY ASSU4EL Flul

RESPUNSLBLLLTY FOR [AE CAMPALGA Ad ALSO THELR APPULALLLATS uF
UPFLCERS ,

I, DID SUT AT ALY TL4E AGREE [V PAY ANY OaE UR URGANLEZAT.LOa FUR
AAY PARTICIPAILON L [HE CAMPALIGHN . ASSURZJLY, BoCAJSE | Aa avi,
AND HEVER WAS L8 A FIaAACLAL PUSITIUS TU ASSJaE [dAT RESFU-SIBLLLIY,

) fﬁ%_,(_z ;

r

RESPELQIFJLLY,




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K S5T. N. W,
WASHINGTON D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED

No. 647682

MAIL
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Ms. Anne Weissenborn
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K Street, N.W. 808564

Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: MUR 603 (78)
Dear Ms. Welssenborn:

In accordance witH Conciliation Agreement handed the signor
of this instrument, I am forwarding $200 (two hundred dollars
per paragraph II pursuant to 2 USC S 437g(a) (6) (B) (i)).

I am making such payment, which I can ill afford, under Protest.

I have not been in any position in the past fifteen years to
donate any monies to any political candidate, let alone $£10,000.

I was employed by Jim Madrid and it was understood that he or

hiise committee was to, at least, pay expenses. As things ended up,
firat, his idiot treasurer did not set things up for accountability
and secondly, no money being raised whatsocever left me holding the
bag. Now, I am being told that the $10,937.42 debt was not
considered in the ordinary course of business and therefore this
is considered a donation. My alternative, of course, is fighting
a civil suit, which means an attormey for which I do not have
money. And, so, what do I do not having money to fight an injust
and ridiculous conclusion by the Pederal Election Commission?

This agency's authority equates with plea bargaining by our
justice system, where one is charged with suspicion of a charge,
but for a guilty plea of much lesser consequence one is free. So,
one acknowledges guilt for the record to circumvent expenses,
embarrassment, and time.

is course of settlement then, is considered final and complete.

P.S. The reason the mail was not received was because our
offices are used for warehousing only and we seldom go
there more than once every two or three months.
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5. M. RAMOS
9%32 Victory Boulevard
"EFda' California 91335

Ms. Anne Weissenborn
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K Street, N.W. .
EG‘STER% Washington, D.C. 20463
[r1000F




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
‘Ramos Graff and Associates
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr,

MUR 603 (78)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on December 13,
1978, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0 to adopt
the following recommendations, as set forth in the General
Counsel's Report dated Decembar 8, 1978, regarding the
above-captioned matter:

l. Find reasonable cause to believe that
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr., has violated
2 U.5.C. §44lq.
Send the conciliation agreement and
letter attached to the above-namad
report.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aikens, Tiernan, McGarrv, Thomson, and Harris.

Attest:

Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 12-8-78, 12:49
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 12-11~-78, 9:00




MEMORANDUM T0O: Marge Emmons
FPROM: Elissa T. Garr
SDOBJECT MUR 603

Please have the attached I-Illl Counsel's Raport
on MUR 603 distributed to ﬂuw on a 48 hour
tally basis.

Thank you.
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COMMIS St SECRETARY

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION mﬁm FIZ: 49

In the Matter of

MUR 603 (78)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid

Ramos Graff and Associates
Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.
General Counsel's Raport

Summary of Allegations and Commission Action

During the Audit Division's review of the records of

the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid ("the Committee"), evidaence
was discovered that Mr. Henry Aguilar had made a $1,000 cash
contribution to the Committee in apparent violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 44lg; that Ramos Graff and Associates had made a contribution
of $10,937.42 to the Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la
(a) (1) (A); and that the Committee had accepted the $10,937.42
contribution from Ramos Graff and Associates in violation of

2 U.85.C. § 44la(f). On June 14, 1978, the Commission found
reason to believe that the above violations had occurred and
letters were sent to the respondents informing them of the
Commission's action.

Responses were received from the Mr. Jim Madrid ("the
Candidate") on behalf of the Committee and from Ramos Graff
and Associates. The letter sent to Mr. Aguilar was returned
as undeliverable and has since been remailed twice, the second
time successfully.

On September 20, 1978, the Commission found reasonable
cause to believe that the Committee and Ramos Graff and Asso-
ciates had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) and § 44l1la(a) (1) (A)

respectively. Conciliation agreements have been sent
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to both respondents. A reply has been received from the
Candidate; however, the letter and conciliation agreement
sent to Ramos Graff and Associates were returned unclaimed.
A second letter, together with an agreement, was sent to
Ramos Graff on November 8, 1978 by both certified and first
class mail; no response or proof of delivery has yet been
received.

On September 20 the Commission also decided to delay
further action with regard to Mr. Aguilar's wviolation of
2 U.S5.C. § 44l1g until a response to the reason to believe
notification had been received. We have not as yet received

such a response.

Evidence

According to information gathered by the Audit Division,
a third party check drawn on a corporate account for §$1,000
was given to the Committee by Mr. Aguilar and was deposited on
June 7, 1976. Later the check was returned by the bank due to
insufficient funds. On June 11, 1976, the Committee deposited
$1,000 in cash received from the same contributdr,. the Candidate
having accepted the cash because he believed that a third party
check drawn on a corporate account would constitute a corporate
contribution. He has stated that he was not aware of the

prohibition against cash contributions in excess of $100.

In response to a recommendation from the Audit Division,

the Candidate attempted to locate Mr. Aguilar in order to
refund the excessive amount of his cash contribution, but to

no avail. We have received no information regarding any




attempts on Mr. Aguilar's part to secure such a refund.
We believe that Mr. Aguilar's contribution does represent

a violation of 2 U.5.C. § 441g; however, there exist !@tiq’tinq
factors including the Candidate's own actions based *m
misunderstandings corcerning the legality of receiving a ﬁua

party check written on a corparate account and the ;Ilngtlitr
of a cash contribution in excess of $100. We therefore
recommend a finding of reasonable cause to hllil'.1hlt_lih
Aguilar has violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lg, but we also recommend
that the conciliation agreement to be sent to him contain
only an acknowledgement of the illegality involved and no

civil penalty.

Recommendations

1. Find reasonable cause to believe that Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.,
has violated 2 U.5.C. § 44lqg.

2. Send attached conciliation agreement inq letter,

12/ g 8

Attachments: Conciliation agreement and letter
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1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON D.C. 20483

Mr. Henry Aguilar, Sr.
2570 E. Orange Grove
Pasadena, California 91107

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Aguilar,

This letter is to inform you that the Federal Election
Commission has found reasonable cause to believe that you
have violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lg by making a $1,000 cash
contribution to Mr. Jim Madrid and the Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid.

The Commission is under a duty to attempt to correct
such a violation for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliation and persuasion, and to
enter into a conciliation agreement pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may, upon a finding of
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred, institute
a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.B.C. § 437g(a) (5)(B).

Enclosed please find a conciliation agreement which
this Office is prepared to recommend to the Commission in
settlement of this matter. If you agree with the provisions
of this agreement, please sign it and return it to the
Commission within ten days of your receipt of this letter.
If you have any questions, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4178.

Eincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure




THEY MADE ALL COMMITTEE
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APPOINTMENTS AND ADVISED THAT THEY WEKE WORKING WITHIN ALL
COMMISSION REGULATIONS.
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RETIRED AS SUPPORTERS.
ACCOUNTING WAS IN THEIR POSSESSION.
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NOVMEBER 13, 1978

MOR 603 - Interim Status Report dated

11-3-78, Signed by 6C: 11-8-78
Received in OCS: 11-95-78, 10:91

The above-named document was circulated on a 24

hour no-objection basis at 2:00, November 9, 1978.

The Commission Secretary's Office has received
no objections to the Interim Status Report as of 4:00,
this 4date.
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November 3, 1978
TBNOV 9 AID: 0O
In the Matter of

MUR 603 (78)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Associates
Henry Aguilar

INTERIM STATUS REPORT

=— ——

On June 14, 1978, the Commission found reason to
believe that the Cosmittee to Elect Jim Madrid ("the
Committee”) had violated 2 U.S.C. § d4la(f) by accepting
an excessive contribution from Ramos Graff and Associates,
that Ramos Graff and Associates had violated 2 U.8.C. § 44la

{a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Committee,

and that Mr. Henry Aguilar had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lg by

making an excessive cash contribution to the Committee. On
September 20, 1978, the Commission found reasconable cause
to believe that the first two apparent violations listed
above had occurred, further action with regard to Mr. Aguilar's
violation being delayed pending receipt of his response to
the reason to believe notification.
Letters and proposed conciliation agreements were
sent to the treasurer of the Committee and to Ramos Graff

and Associates on September 22, 1978.




These letters and agreements have been returned as
undeliverable. We are now making a second attempt to
notify these respondents., WNo written response to the
Commission's findings has yet been received from Mr.
Henry Aguilar, and we plan to contact him again by
telephone.

Jefe Tt R

Datk !
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW.
WASHNGTON . D.C. 2046

November 8, 1978
CERTIFIED MAIL
1PT REQUESTED

Mr. Jim Madrid

Compressor Egquipment

1933 San Fernando Road

Los Angeles, California 90065

Re: MUR 603 (78B)
Dear Mr. Madrid:

On September 20, 1978, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that the Committee
to Elect Jim Madrid vieclated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) by
accepting a contribution which, in the aggregate, ex-
ceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct
such violations for a period of thirty (30) days by
informal methods of conference, conciliation and
persuasion, and to enter into a conciliation agreement
pursuant to 2 U.8.C. § 437g(a) (5)(A). If we are unable
to reach an agreement during that period, the Commission
may, upon a finding of probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred, institute a c¢ivil suit pursuant
to 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

If you decide to comply with the terms of the en-
closed agreement, please sign and return it to the Cam~
mission along with the civil penalty within thirty (30)
days. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Anne Weissenborn (202) 523-4178, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
cc: First Class Mail -

P.S. This letter was originally sent to Mr. Melford Duncan
at your address, but it has been returned to this office
as undeliverable.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)
Camittes to Elect Jim Madrid ) MUR 603(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of infor-
mation ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its
supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having been
conducted, and the Commission having found reasonable cause
to believe that respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
violated 2 U.5.C. § 44la(f):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid having duly entered into conciliation pursuant to
§ 437g(a) (5), do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction
over respondent and the subject of this proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

I1II. The respondent, Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
accepted a $10,937.42 contribution.

Therefore, respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
agrees:

I. Respondent's action in accepting a contribution in

excess of the limit is in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(f).




II. Respondent will pay a civil penalty in the amount
of $300 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437gla) (6) (B) (i).

III. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, 2 U.S8.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Commission on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter at issue
herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance with this
agreement., If the Commission believes that this agresment
or any requirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It it mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have executed
same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

III. It is agreed that respondent Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid shall have 30 days from the date of this




790

—3-

agreement to implement and comply with the requirements
contained herein, or to so notify the Commission.

Date William C. Oldaker

General Counsal
Federal Election Commission

Date Melford Duncan, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIREET NW
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 8, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos

Ramos Graff and Associates

10644 North Magnolia Blwd.

Morth Hollywood, California 91601

Re: MUR 603 (78)

Dear Mr. Ramos:

Enclosed is a letter sent to you on September 15, 1978,
which contains notification that the Federal Election Com-
mission has found reasonable cause to believe that Ramos
Graff and Associates has wviolated 2 U.5.C. § 44l1la(a) (1) (A)
by making a contribution to Jim Madrid in excess of §1,000.
This letter was returned to the Commission as undeliverable.

One of our staff attorneys, Anne Weissenborn, has now
been assigned to this matter. If you have any questions
about the terms of the enclosed agreement, please contact
her at (202) 523-4178.

r.s

;H""
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON.DC. 20463

September 21, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
REQUESTED

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos

Ramos Graff and Associates
10644 North Magnolia Blwd,
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Ramoa:

On September 20,1978, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that Ramos Graff
and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by
making a contribution to candidate Jim Madrid which,
in the aggregate, exceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliation and persuasion, and
to enter into a conciliation agreement pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may, upon a f g
of probable cause to believe a violation has occurred,
institute a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

If you intend to comply with the terms of the enclosed
agreement, please sign and return it to the Commission
along with the civil penatly, within thirty (30) days. If
you have any questions,’ please contact Susan Seyfarth (202)
523-4175, the staff member assi to this matter.

Sincergly,
LY - : '
-ﬂ-d- /
William Cc .0 ar
General Counsel

Enclosure




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

)
Ramos Graff and Associates MUR 603(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having
been conducted, and the Commission having found reasonable
cause to believe that respondent, Ramos Graff and Associates,
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates having duly entered into conciliation pursuant
to § 437g(a) (5) do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has
jurisdiction over respondent and the subject of this
proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this
matter.

III. The respondent Ramos Graff and Associates, by
absolving candidate Jim Madrid of a $10,937.42 debt not
considered in the ordinary course of business, therefore

made a $10,937.42 contribution to the campaign.




P

Therefore, respondent Ramos Graff and Associates agrees:
I. Respondent's actions in contributing in excess
of the limitation is in viclation of 2 U.8.C. § 44la(a) (1)
(A) .
II. Respondent will pay a civil penalty in the amount
of $200 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (6) (B) (1).
III. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, 2 U.S5.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Coomission on regquest of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter
at issue herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this
agreement or any requirement thereof has been violated,
it may institute a civil action for relief in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have
executed same and the Commission has approved the entire

agreement .




-3-

III. It is agreed that respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates shall have 30 days from the date of this

agreement to implement and comply with the requirements
contained herein, or to so notify the Commission.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Salvador M. Ramos
Ramos Graff and Associates
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~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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1325 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20461

September 21, 1978

CERTIFIED HAI%
RETURN RECE REQUESTED

L]
Mr. Melford Duncan, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
c/o Jim Madrid
Compressor Equipment
1933 San Fernando Road
Los Angeles, CA 90065

Re: MNUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan:

On September 20,1978, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that the
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid vioclated 2 U.S5.C. §
44la(f) by accepting a contribution which, in the
aggregate, exceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct
such violations for a period of thrity (30) days by
informal methods of conference, conciliation and
persuasion, and to enter into a conciliation agree-
ment pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5)(A). If we
are unable to reach an agreement during that period,
the Commission may, upon a finding of probable cause
to believe a violation has occurred, institute a
civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

If you decide to comply with the terms of the
enclosed agreement, please sign and return it to the
Commission along with the civil penalty within thirty
(30) days. If you have any guestions, please do not
hesitate to contact Susan Seyfarth (202) 523-4175, the
staff member assigned to this matter.

wilii
* General Counsel

Enclosure




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

)
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid ) MUR 603(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the baslis of infor-
mation ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its
supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having been
conducted, and the Commission having found reasonable caunse
to believe that respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
vioclated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Committee to Elect
Jim Madrid having duly entera&-into conciliation pursuant to
§ 437g(a) (5), do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction
over respondent and the subject of this proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.
III. The respondent, Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
accepted a $10,937.42 contribution.

Therefore, respondent Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
agrees:

I. Respondent's action in accepting a contribution in

excess of the limit is in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(f).




II. Respondent will pay a civil penalty in the amount
of $300 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (6) (B) (1) .

III. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS
I. The Commission on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter at issue

herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement

or any regquirement thereof has been violated, it may
institute a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It it mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have executed
same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

ITII. It is agreed that respondent Comnmittee to Elect
Jim Madrid shall have 30 days from the date of this




agreement to implement and comply with the requirements

contained herein, or to. so notify the Commission.

#iIliam C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Melford Duncan, Treasurer
committee to Elect Jim Madrid




1325 K STREET NW

September 21, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
UESTED
-
Mr. Salvador M. Ramos
Ramos Graff and Assoclates
10644 North Magnolia Blwd.
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Ramos:

On September 20,1978, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that Ramos Graff
and Associates violated 2 U.5.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by
making a contribution to candidate Jim Madrid which,
in the aggregate, exceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliation and persuasion, and
to enter into a conciliation agreement pursuvant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may, upon a finding
of probable cause to believe a vioclation has occurred,
institute a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

If you intend to comply with the terms of the enclosed
agreement, please sign and return it to the Cocmmission
along with the civil penatly, within thirty (30) days. If
you have any questions, please contact Susan Seyfarth (202)
523-4175, the staff member assi to this matter.

Sinceryly,
S '/w
- William cﬁ
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1425 K STREET MW,
WASHINGTOMN, DUC. 20463

Hr. Salvador M. Ramoa

Ramos Graff and Associates
10644 North Magnolia Blwvd.
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Ramos:

On September 1978, the Coomission determined
there is reascnable cause to believe that Ramos Graff
and Associates violated 2 U.5.C. § 44la{a) (1) A) of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by
making a contribution to candidate Jim Madrid which,
in the aggregate, exceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a dut{ to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliation and persuasion, and

to enter into a conciliation agreement pursuant to 2 0.8.C.
§ 437g(a) (5)(A). If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may, a f

of probable cause to believe a v:lnlltion gl occurred,
institute a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (3) (B).

If you intend to comply with the terms of the enclosed
agreement, please sign and return it to the Commission
along with the civil penatly, within thirty (30) days. If
you have any guestions, please contact Susan Seyfarth (202)
523-4175, the staff member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
Genaral Counsel

Enclosure




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
)
Ramos Graff and Associates MUR 603(78)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated on the basis of
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying
out its supervisory responsibilities, an investigation having
been conducted, and the Commission having found reasonable
cause to believe that respondent, Rﬂ;ﬂl Graff and Associates,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A):

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the
Federal Election Commission and respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates having duly entered into conciliation pursuant
to § 437g(a) (5) do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has
jurisdiction over respondent and the subject of this
proceeding.

II. That respondent has had a reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should be taken in this
matter.

III. The respondent Ramcs Graff and Associates, by
absolving candidate Jim Madrid of a $10,937.42 debt not
considered in the ordinary course of business, therefore

made a $10,937.42 contribution to the campaign.

-
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Therefore, respondent Ramos Graff and Associates agrees:

I. Respondent's actions in contributing in m
of the limitation is in violation of 2 U.B.C. § 44la(a) (1)
(A) .

II. Respondent will pay a civil penalty in the amount
of $200 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (6) (B) (1) .

III. Respondent agrees that it will not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, 2 U.S5.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

I. The Commission on request of anyone filing a
complaint under 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matter
at issve herein, or on its own motion, may review compliance
with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this
agreement or any reguirement thereof has been violated,
it may institute a civil action for relief in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall
become effective as of the date that all parties have
executed same and the Commiesion has approved the entire

agreement .




III. It is agreed that respondent Ramos Graff and
Associates shall have 30 days from the date of this
agreement to implement and camply with the requirements
contained herein, or to so notify the Commission.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Salvador M. Ramos
Ramos Graff and Associates




Committee to Elect Jim
Ranos Graff and Assocliates

Henry Aguilar

1, Marjorie W, Bmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on September 20, 1978, the
Commission determined by a vote of 6-0 to adopt the reccamendation
of the General Counsel to take the following actions in the

above—captionad matter:

Find reasonahle casss to believe the Committee to
Elect Jim Madrid violated 2 U.S5.C. §441la(f).

Find reasonahle cause to believe Ramos Graff and
Asscciates violated 2 U,.S.C. §44la(a) (1) (A).

Delay further action with regard to Mr, Aquilar's
violation of 2 U.5,C. §S44lg mtil his response to
the reason to believe notification has been received.

Send the lettems and conciliation agreements attached
to the General Counsel's Report dated September 7, 1978.

plag/s%




- MUR iusﬁmmg 'le"f
Report -7= :
Signed: 9-8-78
Received in of

Commission +
a-A-7R. 5:N4K i

SEPTEMBER 12 1978

ﬁl above-named document was circulated on a
48 hour vote hasis at 4 00, September 11, 1978,

Commissioner Staebler submitted an objection
at 3-35 this date therebv placing MUR 603 on the
Executive Session Agenda for September 20, 1978.

A copy of Commissioner Staebler's vota sheet

is attached.

ATTACHEMENT -
Vote Sheet

cc- Commissioner Staebler
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() I approve the recommendation

{X}- I object to the recommendation
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THE OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL WILL TAKE NO ACTION IN THIS MATTER
UNTIL THE APPROVAL OF FOUR COMMISSIONERS IS RECEIVED. PLEASE
RETURN ALL PAPERS NO LATER THAN THE DATE AND TIME SHOWN ABOVE- TO
THE OFFICE OF COMMISSION SECRETARY. ONE OBJECTION PLACES THE ITEM
ON THE EXECUTIYVE SESSION AGENDA,
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MEMORANDOM TO: Marge Bmmons
PROM:  Elissa T. Garx

sustEcTs ' Mm 603 .

-
-

Please have the attached Gemeral Coussel's Riport
on WUR 603 distributed to the Commission om & 49 hour
Thank you.
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SEPTEMBER 7, 1978

In the Matter of

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Assoclates

MUR 603(78)

S S g g

Nenry Aguilar
GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
Background

On June 14, 1978, the Commission determined there was reason
to believe that 1) the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid violated 2
U.8.C. § 441la(f), 2) Ramos Graff and Associates violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a) (1) (A), and 3) Henry Aguilar violated 2 U.S.C. § 4d4lg.
The details of this matter are set forth in the Pirst General

Counsel's Report circulated to the Commission on June 12, 1978.

Evidence

On June 26, 1978, the Office of General Counsel received a
response to its reason to believe notification from Jim Madrid.
(See Attachment A). In the letter, Mr. Madrid claims that the
public relations firm of Ramos Graff and Associates ., .originally
assumed full responsibility for the campaign..." and therefore,
he could not be held liable for any violation of the Pederal
Election Campaign Act. He states further that he "did not at any
time agree to pay any one or organization for any participation
in the campaign.® It should be noted that Mr. Madrid never made

any overt attempt to withdraw from the race.




A response from Ramos Graff and Associates was received by
the Office of General Counsel on July 10, 1978. (See Attachment
B). In the letter, Mr. Ramos states that in regard to paying
people for campaign work done on behalf of Mr. Madrid, "...Nr.
Ramos would fulfill the obligation thinking he would be reimbursed
by the Committee (to Elect Jim Madrid)*. However, the letter goes
on to state the Committee had no funds with which to reimburse
Mr. Ramos. On April 5, 1978, Ramos sent a letter to the FEC
stating that "In order to assist Mr. James Madrid to close out his

account with the FEC, Ramos Graff and Associates...do hereby

absolve Mr. Madrid of any debt related to his political campaign.®
Mr. Ramos states in his letter to the Commission of July 10th,
that if forgiving the Jebt places Ramos Graff and Associates in
violation of 2 U.8.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A), they will pursue collection
of the $10,937.42 owed them.

A reason to believe notification was sent to the third
respondent in this matter, Mr. Henry Aguilar, on June 15, 1978.
The letter was returned with a notice that the forwarding order
had expired. On July 31, 1978, the Office of General Counsel
cbtained another address for Mr. Aguilar and has sent the reason
to believe notification to this second address. We have contacted

his son and hope for a response shortly.

Recommendation

We recommend the Commission:
l) determine that there is reasonable cause to believe the Cammittee
to Elect Jim Madrid violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).




2) determine that there is reasonable cause to believe Ramos
Graff and Associates vioclated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(m) (1) (A).

1) delay further action with regard to Mr. Aguilar's viclation of
2 U.8.C. § 441g until his response to the reason to believe
notification has been received.

SBend the attached letters and conciljation agreements

William C.
Ganeral Counsel

acket Contains:
G. C. Report
Attachment A
Attachment B

Conciliation Agreement
. Ltr to Mr.M. Duncan
. Conciliation Agreement

P
1
2
3e
4. Ltr to Mr. S. M. Ramos
5
6
7
8 Certification
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FEOERAL ELEOTIud Ousal 33104

1325 K SIRGET & &
NASALAGTON, DL, 0483

WilLlAd O, OLDAKER
GEALRAL CUUNSEL

DEAR SIR

L WHAT STARTED TO BE AM
OAdPALEN [8SUE, YOU NOW THREATEN TO TALE AN AOTION ,
. I HAVE COOPERATED COMPLETLY AND WITHOUT ANY
HOMESTLY, WITH YOUR ORIGIMAL REQUEST AMD ALL SUBSEQUENT DEMANDS ,
e I GAVE FURaLSHED ALL RECORDS, FONMS, [NFORMATION, TO BRIND
THIS CASE TO A CONPLETE CLOZE, 30 b 4

I READ [d YOUR REQZINT NOTICE THAT AN M YOoU
DECISLON OF ALL THAT I HAVE SURMITTED %0 YOU AND THAT I Hav

Ad ALTERJATIVE T0 SEQURE LEGAL OOUMSER, I

A POSITION FLAAGCLALLY TU OUMPENEATE ANY O, OR LEGAL COUMSEL,
FOR ANY ACTION YOU MAY IMPLY, [ dAME FAL
WiTH YUOJR REPFESESTATIVES TU FLEALLIE AMD CLOSE THLS CASE AsD,

T e o L VML s P ER
Tﬂ .
I HAVE WL.I.ED I]..'.I.'H. ALl AL LS wildls

AY RECURDS AuD COUPERATLOSRLIH YOUR DEPARTEAT ,

E
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A4Y PURTHER DE4ANDS, I REOUMSEND, YOU DIRBOTLY COaTAOT T4E P. R.
FIRd RAMOS AcD GRAFF ASBOOLATES NEHO ORLOLEALLY ASSUSED FULL

RESPOXSIBILITY POR THE OAMPAIGH Ad ALSO THEIR AFPOLATMLNTS OF

UPPLCGERS ,
I, DID HOT AT ASY TIJE AGREE TO PAY AMY OWE OR OFGASLIATIONS FOR

lH PARTICIPATION I8 THE CAMPAIGH , ASSUMIDLY, BECAUSE L Ad HOT,
AND NEVER WAS LN A PINANOLAL POSITION TO ASSUME THAT RESPOHSIBLLITY .

T,




10844 NORTH MAGNOLIA BOULEVARD

July 5, 1978

Federal Election Commission
1325 "K" Street, N.W.

Washington D.C. 20463
Attention: Susan Seyforth

Gentlemen:

I am in receipt of a latter from Mr. Wm. C. Oldaker of June 15,
1978, relative to the Commission's reason to believe Ramos Graff
and Associates violated specific laws during the Madrid for
Congress Campaign in California during 1976.

Ramos Graff and Associates never contributed one penny as a
donation to the Jim Madrid Campaign. In the course of creating
financial obligations where Mr. Ramos employed people for the
purpose of phoning, addressing and doing all the other functions of
a campaign, a situation developed where people expected their pay
upon completion of a job. As Hr. Ramos was the one they looked to
for payment, Mr. Ramos would fulfill the obligation thinking he
would be reimbursed by the Committee. As things happened, Mr.
Ramos was never reimbursed because there was no money in the
treasury. If, now, by forgiving the debt Ramos Graff and Associates
fall into a category of violating 2 U.S.C. S 44 a(a) then the
letter to the FEC of April 5, 1978 will be rescinded and they will
pursue collection.

Mr. Madrid has no intention of paying this debt nor is Ramos Graff
and Associates too keen about pursuing collection through civil
action. The entire campaign was a sad experience. Early in the
campaign Mr. Madrid was beset with persomal family problems and it
was most difficult for him to portray the part of a campaigner.
Upon termination of the campaign there was no money to reimburse
anyone. Everyone disappeared and not until the letter of March 2,
1978, from Mr. Robert J. Costa was Ramos Graff and Associates aware
of the mess the original treasurer had left the Committee. Mrs.
Graff contacted Mr. Kevin McFadden of the FEC and based on his

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS AGENTS — MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS




July 5, 1978
Page two

dirsctions, Mr. Ramos wrote a letter to Mr. Madrid on April 5, 1978
( to the FEC) and additive to that letter, through the
advice of your office by letter, he forgave the debt.

Mr. Ramos, the Campaign Manager, only met the responsibilities

of financial obligation incurred for services to the Committee;
services which were ultimately not repayed. Ramos Graff and
Associates are victims of a situation == nobody gave monies with
intention of personal gains and certainly Ramos Graff and Associates
were not in a position to voluntarily donate any money whatsoever.
The monies owed are all for payment of services given the Committee.
It may alsoc be noted that these losses were not listed as business
income deductions on tax reports by Ramos Graff and Associates or
personally by Mrs., Graff or Mr. Ramos, as donations or losses.

yours,




4

iy s

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos LSl 1] e R

Ramoa Graff and Associates U -*!'
10644 North Magnolia Blwd. <l

North Hollywood, CA 91601 <

Dear Mr. Ramos:

On September ,197#, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that Ramos Graff
and Associates violated 2 U.E.C. § 44la(a) (1) A) of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1!71. as
making a contribution to candidate Jim Madrid ﬂiﬂh
in the aggregate, exceeded $1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of thirty (30) days by informal
methods of conference, conciliat and persuasion, and
to enter into a conciliation agreeament pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach an eement

uring that period, the Cosmission ’ af
of probable cause to believe a vioclat occurred,
institute a civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B).

If you intend to comply with the terms of the enclosed
agreement, please sign and return it to the Commission
along with the civil penatly, within thirty (30) days. If
you have any questions, please contact Susan Seyfarth (202)
523-4175, the staff member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely, -

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW,
WWASHING TON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Melford Duncan, Treasurer

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid

c/o Jim Madrid

Compressor Equipment t
1933 San Fernando Road

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan: ' {

On September ,1978, the Commission determined
there is reasonable cause to believe that the
44la(f) by accepting a contribution which, in the
aggregate, exceeded 5$1,000.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct
such violations for a period of thrity (30) days by
informal methods of conference, conciliation and
persuasion, and to enter into a conciliation agree-
ment pursuant to 2 U.S8.C. § 437g(a) (5) (A). If we
are unable to reach an agreement during that period,
the Commission may, upon a finding of probable cause
tn believe a violation has occurred, institute a
civil suit pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (5) (B) ..

If you decide to comply with the terma of the
enclosed agreement, please sign and return it to the
Commission along with the civil penalty within thirty
(30) days. If you have any guestions, please do not
hesitate to contact Susan Seyfarth (202) 523-4175, the
staff member assigned to this matter.

!inﬂﬂr.lf '

William C. Oldaker
Genaral Counsel

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W
WASHINGTON.DC. 20463

August 18, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry V. Aguilar
2570 E. Orange Grove Avenue

Pasadena, California
Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar:

Enclosed please find a copy of a notification
we attempted to send to you in care of Emilianc's
restaurant on June 15, and to your son's address on

August 3.

Susan Seyfarth of our staff spoke with your son
on August 10 and he informed us of your correct

address.

Your prompt resggnzn_:ghthis notice will be
greatly appreciated.

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1225 K SIREET MW
WASHINGTON.DC. 20461

August 3, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL
PT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry Aguilar
832 Highland Drive
East Los Aageles

California 91011

Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar:

Enclosed please find a copy of a notification
we attempted to send you in care of your restaurant on
June 15, 1978. The letter was returned with a notice

that the forwarding order had expired.

Your prompt response to this notice will be
greatly appreciated. \ .

————

William

E
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JULY 31, 1978
MUR 603 - Interim Status Report
Dated: July 26, 1978
Received by Office of Commission
Secretary: 7-28-78, 11:40
The above-named document was circulated on a 24
hour no-objection basis at 3:00 p.m. on July 28, 1978,
The Commission Secretary's Office has received
no objections to the Interim Status Report as of 4:090 p.m.
this date.

. Commissioners Harris, Springer, Staebler, Thomson,

and !1.:1:!.‘:: returned their papers by the deadline.




mm TO: Margs Eamons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 603

Please have the sttached Interim Status Report on
MURG603 distributed to the Commisaion,
Thank you. e A




BEFORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION Eﬂlﬂllilﬂ.
July 26, 1978
In the Matter of

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid MUR 603(78)
Ramos Graff and Associates
Henry Aguilar

On June 14, 1978, the Commission determined there
is reason to believe that 1) the Committee to Elect Jim
Madrid violated 2 U.S.C. §S44la(f), 2) Ramos Graff and Asso-
ciates violated 2 U.8.C. §d44la(a) (1) (A), and 3) Mr. Henry
Aguilar violated 2 U.S.C. §44lg of the Pederal Election
Campaign Act, as amended. The details of this matter are set
forth in the First General Counsel's Report circulated to the
Commission on June 12, 1978.

Responses to the reason to believe notifications have
been received from Jim Madrid and Ramos Graff and Associates.
The notification for Mr. Aguilar was returned with a notice
that the forwarding order had expired. We are still attempting
to locate this respondent.

As soon as the information received is examined, we will

submit to the Commission an analysis of the information and a

recommepdation as to the disposition of thily material.

B 28 /78

General Counsel




July 5, 1978

Federal Election Cosmigeion
1325 "K" Street, N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463

Attention: Susan Seyforth
Gentlemen:

I am in receipt of a letter from Mr. Wm. C. Oldaker of June 15,
1978, relative to the Commission's reason to believe Ramos Graff
and Associates violated specific laws during the Madrid for
Congress Campaign in California during 1976.

Ramos Graff and Associates never contributed one penny as a
donation to the Jim Madrid Campaign. In the course of creating
financial obligations where Mr. Ramos employed people for the
purpose of phoning, addressing and doing 211 the other functions of
a campaign, a situation developed where people expected their pay
upon completion of a job. As Mr. Ramos was the one they looked to
for payment, Mr. Ramos would fulfill the obligation thinking he
would be reimbursed by the Committee. As things happened, Mr.
Ramos was never reimbursed because there was no money in the
treasury. If, now, by forgiving the debt Ramos Graff and Associates
fall into a category of violating 2 U.S.C. S 44 a(a) then the
letter to the FEC of April 5, 1978 will be rescinded and they will
pursue collection.

Mr. Madrid has no intention of paying this debt nor is Ramos Graif
and Associates too keen about pursuing collection through civil
action. The entire campaign was a sad experience. Early in the
campaign Mr. Madrid was beset with personal family problems and it
was most difficult for him to portray the part of a campaigner.
Upon termination of the campaign there was no money to reimburse
anyone. Everyone disappeared and not until the letter of March 2,
1978, from Mr. Robert J. Costa was Ramos Graff and Associates aware
of the mess the original treasurer had left the Conmittee. Mrs.
Graff contacted Mr. Kevin McFadden of the FEC and based on his




Federal Election Commission
July 5, 1978
Page two

directions, Mr. Ramos wrote a letter to Mr. Madrid on April 5, 1978
(copy to the FEC) and additive to that letter, through the
advice of your office by letter, he forgave the debt.

Mr. Ramos, the Campaign Manager, only met the responsibilities

of financial obligation incurred for services to the Comnmittee;
services which were ultimately not repayed. Ramos Graff and
Associates are victims of a situation -- nobody gave monies with
intention of personal gains and certainly Ramos Graff and Associates
wera not in a position to voluntarily donate any money whatsoever.
The monies owed are all for payment of services given the Committee.
It may also be noted that these losses were not listed as business
income deductions on tax reports by Ramos Graff and Associates or
personally by Mrs, Graff or Mr. Ramos, as donations or losses.




MADRID
DMRATE FOR CONGRESS
orth Main Street

gries, California 80012

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 "KE" Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C.

ATTENTION: Susan Seyforth
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GENERAL OOUNSEL
BRAR SLR:

1N BHAT STARTED T0 BE AN ASSISTANCE 70 REOOMOILE ASD CLOSE THE
CAMPAIEN [SSUE, YOU NOW THARATEN TO TAKE AN AOTION,

I HAVE OOOPERATED OOMPLETLY AND WITHOUT ANY MALICE, AND SURELY
AQMESTLY, WITH YOUR ORIGINAL REQUEST AND ALL SUBSEQUENT DEMANDS .
1 HAVE PURSISSED ALL RECORDS, FORMSE, INFORMATION, TQ BRLED

THIS OASE TO A COMPMLATE OLOSE, 80 WAS I INFORMED ,

I READ 14 YOUR RECENT NOTIOE THAT AN AOTION IS DUE, FROM YOUR
DEQISLON OF ALL THAT I HAVE SUBMITTED T0 YOU ASD THAT 1 dAV
AN ALTERNATIVE TO SECURE LEQAL OOUNSES . I OR
A POBITION FINASCIALLY T0 OOMPENSATE ANY QuE,
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I, DID MOT AT ANY TIME AGREE TO PAY ANY Q4R OR ORGASLZATIONS FOR
ANY PARTICLPATION IN THE CAMPAIGN . ASSUREDLY, BECAUSE 1 AM MOT,
AND SEVER WAS LN A FPIMANOLAL POSITION TO ASSUME THAT RESPOMSIBILITY,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

725 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTOM, D.C. 20463

June 15, 1978

CERTIFIED MAIL , ..

RETURN RECETPT REQUESTED

Mr. Hen Aguilar

c/0 Emiliano's Restaurant -
78 W. Colorado Road
Pasadena, Callfornia 91100

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Aguilar:

This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined it has reason to belleve that
you violated 2 U.8.C. § 44lg of the Federal Elaction
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

2 U.8.C. § 44lg prohibits anyone from “"making
contributions of currency to or for the benefit of any
candidate which, in the aggregate, exceed $100..." On
June 7, 1976, the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid deposited
a third party check for §1,000 drawn on a corporate
account from you, which was returned by the bank due to
insufficient funds. A few days later, in lieu of re-
depositing that check, the Cosmittee accepted $1,000
in cash from you, placing you in violation of 2 U.S.C.

8 44lg.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken against you. You
may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
this matter. Any materials should be submitted within
ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. They
will be considered prior to any further action by the
Commission.

I1f you intend to be represented by counsel, please
notify the Commission in writing.




This letter of notification shall remain confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (3) until the matter
is finally resolved, unless you state to the Commission in
writing that you wish the investigation to be made publiec.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
nmtlr.rl: Susan Seyfarth (202) 523-4175, the staff member

to this matter. We have numbered this Matter
m M!.n "MUR 603(78)". Please refer to this number
in all future correspondence.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

A
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Pasadena, California 91100 f'\[:R."
CERTIFIED MAIL =, .

"“pm-u,, {{ET URN RECEIPT REQUESTED

PR
G




June 15, 1978

Mr. B Aguilar

c/o Bﬁ.fﬂano'i Restaurant
78 W. Colorado Road
Pasadena, California 91100

Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar:

i This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined it has reason to believe that

-— you violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lg of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

— 2 U.§.C. § 44l1g prohibits anyone from “"making
contributions of currency to or for the benefit of any
o candidate which, in the aggregate, exceed $100..." On
June 7, 1976, the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid deposited
o a third party check for §1,000 drawn on a corporate -
e account from you, which was returned by the bank due to
insuffictent funds. A few days later, in lieu of re-
depositing that check, the Committee accepted §$1,000
inl:“h from you, placing you in violation of 2 U.5.C.
5 lg.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken against you. ¥You
may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Cosmission's analysis of
this matter. Any materials should be submitted within
ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. They
will be considered prior to any further action by the
Commission.

If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
notify the Commission in writing.




This letter of notification shall remain identi:
in accordance with 2 U.8.C. § 437g(a) (3) until the me
is resolved, unless you state to the Commission ill
mun.h“t you wish the investigation to be made public.
If you any gquestions, please do not hesitate to
contact Susan Seyfarth (202) 533-4175, the staff member
assigned to this matter. We have numbered this Matter
Under Review "MUR 603(78)". Please refer to this number
in all future correspondence.

A

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




June 15, 1978

Mr. Salvador M. Ramos

Ramos Graff and Associates
10644 North Magnolia Blvd.
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Ramos:

This is to notify you that the Pederal Election
Commission has determined that it has reason to believe
Ramos Graff and Associates violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a)
(1) (A) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

2 U.5.C. § 441la(a) (1) (A) prohibits anyone from
making contributions to any candidate and his authorized
political committees with respect to any election for
Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000. _
On its termination report, the Committee to Elect Jim
Madrid reported an outstanding debt of $10,937.42 owed to
your firm. Subsequently, the Committee provided the -
Commission with a letter you wrote dated April 5, 1978,
forgiving the debt. Although Ramos Graff and Associates
is not incorporated, and although the Commission has
determined that in certain circumstances debts owed
unincorporated businesses may be forgiven in the same
manner as are those owed incorporated entities, the debt
owed your firm apparently does not meet the Commission's
criteria for permitting forgiveness. The debt was
apparently not incurred in comnection with goods or
services rendered by a vendor in the ordinary course of
business. Rather, the debt involved the lending of money
to the Committee by a business entity, the principals of
which were directly involved in the Jim Madrid campaign.
As a result, your forgiveness of the debt in fact
constitutes a contribution of $10,937.42 from Ramos Graff
and Associates in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).
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Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. You may submit

”"'": any factual or 1a?a1 materials which you beliesve are relevant
g to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Any materials
15 should be submitted within ten (10) days of your receipt of
i this letter. They will be considered prior to any further
action by the Commission.

‘ I1f you intend to be represented by counsel in this
- matter, please notify the Commission in writing.

This letter of notification shall remain confidential in
accordance with 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (3) until the matter is
3 resolved, unless you state to the Commission in writing that

o i you wish the investigation to be made public. If you have
= any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Susan
ot Seyfarth (202) 523-4175, the staff member assigned to this
- matter. We have numbered this Matter Under Review "MUR

B~ 603(78)". Please refer to this number in all future

—ijﬁi correspondence.

William €. Oldaker
General Counsel

2] 1. The following service is sequested {check ane) .
[m]

Show w0 whaom, date. and sddrras of defivery 4




25 K STREET NW.
VASHINGTON. DC. 20463

June 15, 1978

Mr. Melford Duncan, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
c/o Mr. Jim Madrid

Compressor Equipmant

1933 San Fernando Road

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Duncan:

This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined it has reason to believe that
the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid violated Section
441la(f) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

2 U.8.C. § 44la(f) prohibits candidates or political
committees from knowingly accepting a contribution
which, in the aggregate, exceeds $1,000. On your
committee's termination report, you reported an out-
standing debt of $10,937.42 owed to Ramos Graff and
Associates. Subsequently, you provided the Commission
with a letter from Ramos Graff and Associates forgiving
the debt. Although Ramos Graff and Associates is not
incorporated, and although the Commission has determined
that in certain circumstances debts owed unincorporated
businesses may be forgiven in the same manner as are
those owed incorporated entities, the debt owed Ramos
Graff apparently does not meet the Commission's criteria
for permitting forgiveness. The debt was apparantly
not incurred in connection with goods or services
rendered by a vendor in the ordinary course of business.
Rather, the debt involved the lending of money to your
Committee by a business entity, the principals of which
were directly involved in your campaign. As a rasult,
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the forgivenness of the debt on the part of Ramos Graff
and Associates in fact constitutes a contribution of
$10,937.42 from Ramos Graff. The Committee is in
apparent violation of 2 U.8.C. §S44la(f) for having
accepted this excessive contribution.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken against you.
You may submit any factual or legal materials which

you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis
of this matter.

Any materials should be submitted within ten (10)
days of your receipt of this letter. They will be
considered prior to any further action by the Commission.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please notify the Commission in writing.

This letter of notification shall remain confi-
dential in accordance with 2 0.5.C. § 437g(a) {3) until
the matter is resolved, unless you state to the
Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. If you have any questions, please
do not hesitate to contact Susan Seyfarth (202)

523-4175, the staff member assigned to this matter.
We have numbered this Matter Under Review "MUR 603(78)".
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

4 .
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_!' I The tollowing srvicr o reguested (cheh one)

Show 1o whom and date delivered. ... ¢ William C. Oldaker
e whom, dein, snd sddres of delivery. ¢
; DELIVERY
e b wheem e dute delivered il
[ RESTRICTFD DELIVERY.
Sherw o whom, date, ancl scddrem of defivery &
(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Associates
Henry Aguilar

MUR 603 (78)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election

o Commission, do hereby certify that on June 14, 1978, the
'irg Commissien approved by a vote of 4-0 the recommendations in the
s First General Counsel's Report to take the following actfons in

the above-captioned matter:

=y 1. Find reason to believe that the Comittee to
Elect Jim Madrid violated 2 U.S5.C. §44la(f).

A 2. Find reason to believe that Ramos Graff and
Associates violated 2 U.S.C. $4471a(a)(1)(A).

Find reason to believe that Mr. Henry Aguilar
violated 2 U.5.C. §441q.

4. Send the letters attached to the First General
Counsel's Report.

Commissioners Harris and Tiernan were not present at the

7 90

time of the vote.

Date: e&z Zf Marjorie W. Emmons
retary to the Commission

First General Counsel's Report undated
Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 6- 9-78, 3:44
Circulatead on 48 hour vote basis: 6-12-78, 2:00




Juna 9, 1978

MEMORANDUM TO: Marge Bmmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 603

a
ol

; '__" i

. " . L e B J: o .. _-r" .

Pleass have the attached 7 day report 6a MUR 603

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.
Thank you.
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FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MOR ¥O. &0 %
BY OGC TO COMMISSION .,..:f§¢i||i;n;r- ;
_Meissenborn/Sevfarth

SOURCE OF MOUR: INTERNALLY GENERATED

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
Ramos Graff and Associates
Henry Aguilar

2 U.S.C. § 4419g;
2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A)
2 U.S.C. § 44la(f)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Reports Analysis
Audit Division

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: HNone

GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was referred to the Office of General Counsel by the
Audit Division as a result of a random audit of the Respondent Committee.
(See Attachment I.)

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The audit of the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid (hereinafter “"the
Committee™) has revealed that 1) Mr. Henry Aguilar made a §1,000 cash
contribution to the Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. §44lg, 2) the
Committee accepted a contribution in excess of $1,000 from the public
relations firm of Ramos Graff and Associates in violation of 2 U.S.C.
§44la(f), and 3) Ramos Graff and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. §44la(a)
(1) (A) by making a contribution in excess of §$1,000 to the Committee.

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

2 U.S.C. §44l1lg prohibits anyone from "making contributions of
currency to or for the benefit of any candidate which, in the aggregate,
exceed $100..." On June 7, 1976, the Committee deposited a third party
check for $1,000 drawn on a corporate account which had been received
from Mr. Henry Aguilar and which was returned by the bank due to
insufficient funds. A few days later, in lieu of redepositing that check,
the Committee accepted $1,000 in cash from Mr. Aguilar. Such a
contribution places Mr. Aguilar in violation of 2 U.S.C. §44dlg.




2 U.S.C. §44la(a) (1) (A) prohibits anyone from making "a contribution
to any candidate and his authorized political committees with ect to
any election for Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceeds $1,000."
On its termination report, the Committee included an outstamding debt of
$10,937.42 owed to Ramos Graff and Associates, a public relations firm.
Subsequently, the Commission received a letter from Ramos Graff and
Associates forgiving the debt.

Although Ramos Graff and Associates is not incorporated, and
although the Commission has determined that in certain circumstances
debts owed unincorporated businesses may be forgiven in the same manner
as are those owed incorporated entities, the dept owed Ramos Graff and
Associates apparently does not meet the Commission's criteria for permitting
forgiveness. The debt was not incurred in connection with goods or
services rendered by a vendor in the ordinary course of business. Rather,
the debt involved the making of expenditures and the rendering of services
for the Committee by a business entity the principals of which were
directly involved in the campaign in guestion. (It is our understanding
that this involvement began with encouragement of the Candidate to run
in the first place.) As a result, the forgiveness of the debt on the
part of Ramos Graff and Associates in fact constitutes a contribution of
$10,937.42 from Ramos Graff and Associates, placing the firm in violation
of 2 U.5.C. § 44la(a)(1)(A). The Committee is in apparent violation of
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) for having accepted this excessive contribution.

RECOMMENDAT ION

l. Find reason to believe that the Committe to Elect Jim Madrid
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44lal(f).

2. Find reason to believe that Ramos Graff and Associates violated
2 U.5.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A).

3. Find reason to believe that Mr. Henry Aguilar viclated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44lg.

4. Send the attached letters.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

15 K SIRLET MW
VASHNG TON. DC. 20463

May 10, 1978

O BILL OLDAKER b
THROUGH : RLANDO B. POTTER OG’P 1A\S®
: FROM: B COSTA/KEVIN MCPADDEN KPU
- SUBJECT: EXCESSIVE CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED BY

THE COMMITTEE TO ELECT JIM MADRID

m During the recent audit of the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
[ B candidate for Congress from the 25th Congressional District of
i California who was involved in the 1976 primary and general
— elections, the Audit staff noted the following matters:

Excessive Cash Contribution

Section 441g of Title 2, United States Code, provides in

=F «part, that no person shall make contributions of currency to
or for the benefit of any candidate which, in the aggregate,
exceed $100, with respect to any campaign of such candidate for

el nomination for election, or for election, to Federal office.

= Section 110.4(c) (2) of Title 11, Code of Pederal Regu-
T lations, in part, requires a candidate or committee receiving
o a cash contribution in excess of $100 to promptly return the

amount in excess of 5100 to the contributor.

Section 44lb(a) of Title 2, United States Code, in part,
¥ prohibits any corporation from making a contribution in

: connection with any Federal election and prohibits any candidate
R or political committee from accepting any contribution from a
corporation.

- Our review of the contribution records disclosed that the
Committee deposited a third party check drawn on a corporate
account for 51,000 on June 7, 1976, which was returned by the
bank due to insufficient funds. On June 11, 1976, the Committee
deposited 51,000 in currency from the same contributor. The
Candidate stated that he thought that the third party check
drawn on a corporate account constituted a corporate contri-
bution that could not be accepted; therefore, he advised the

ry contributor that he could not accept the check, but could accept
. &

a8




_$1,000 in . The Candidate stated that he was not aware of
the pro in the Act or the regquirement of the Commission's

Regulations regarding excessive contributions of currency.

During the audit and in our letter of findings and recommen-
dations, we advised the Candidate/Committee that the portion of
the cash contribution in excess of $100 should be refunded. Re-
sponding to our letter of audit findings and recommendations, the
Candidate informed us that he was unable to locate the contributor
to make a refund of the excess contribution.

Contribution-in-Kind in Excess of Limit

Section 44la(a) (1) (A) of Title 2, United States Code
prohibits a person from making contributions to any candidate
and his authorized political committees with respect to any
election for Federal office, which in the aggregate, exceed
$1,000. Section 431(e) (1) (A) defines a contribution as anything
of value made for the purpose of influencing the nomination for
election, or election of any person to Pederal office.

Our review disclosed the Committee had reported on its
termination report, filed on January 20, 1977, an outstanding
‘debt owed to Ramos Graff & Associates in the amount of $10,937.42.
The review of the Committee's records confirmed the amount of..
the debt. However, in response to our letter of findings and
recommendations, the Committee furnished the Audit staff with
a letter from Ramos Graff & Associates forgiving the debt. An
inquiry to the Secretary of State of California indicated that
Ramos Graff & Associates was not incorporated. Other than
Pricilla Graff and Salvador Ramos, we are not aware of any other
partners.

Hﬂcmndlg ion

We recommend that the Office of General Counsel provide
the Audit Division with a legal analysis of the excessive
contributions noted above so that an audit report can be
forwarded to the Commission.




April 5, 1978

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 "Kk" Street, N.W.
Washiogton, D.C. 20461

Subject: Committee to Elact Jim Madrid

Gentleman:

In order to assist Mr. James Madrid to close out his accomnt with the
Federal Election Commission, RAMDS GRAFYF & ASSOCIATES, a public relations
firm of Los Angeles, California, do hereby absolve Mr. Madrid of any debt
related to his political campaign.

Shortly after June, Mr. Madrid was beset with persomal family problems

and his candidacy for Congress was not viable. At this date, he has

expressed no intent to repay the firm of RAMOS GRAFF & ASSOCIATES and

rather than persuing legal action and ultimate discord im a relationship
png standing, we wish to withdraw our claims for momies owed.

g you for any courtesies extended, I remain,

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS AGENTS — MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS
s ke
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April 5, 1978

Mr. Jim Madrid

COMPRESSOR EQUIPMENT

“1933 Ssm Pernando Road

Los Angeles, California 90065

Dear Mr. Madrid:

1 am annoyed. We should have gottem together much before now to settle
the "Jim Madrid Campaign", but I was negligent in doing this because my
experience with you has been that whenever matters of wrgency and need
arosa, nothing wvas reached as a conclusion.

The probleme we are experiencing today with the FEC is exactly what I
foresaw early in the campaign whan I urged you to get rid of Charles Cook
as your Treamsurer and get an active political CPA to work with us. Your
answerywas always related to the issve that CPA's cost money and where
could get one to work for free. Mr. Cook never established guidelines,
finapte procedures or even made himself available to me to discuss urgent
matters such as the entry of the check from Mr. Aguilar.

A few weeks ago 1 received a phone call from you. The conclusion of that
conversation was that I would call you the following Monday after talking to
Pat Graff. I spoke with Pat and then I tried to get back to you. You were
out of town or something. In any even*, I could not reach you. A couple of
days later I received a phone message which read: "URGENT AND IMPORTANT YOU
CALL ME, WASHINGTON IS MAD AND SERIOUS. DO HOT CALL BEFORE WEDNESDAY, AFIER
9 AM."™ Now, Jim, in my world, Urgent and Important is NOW! WNot a day or two
later and at a convenient time. I ignorved the call. Two days later I got a
call from Pat, who said she had spoken to you. She also called Mr. McFadden
in Washington and she spalled out the problems in closing out the "Jim Madrid

for Congress" account inm accordance with the letter to Mr. Duncam of March 2,
1978.

Mr. Melford Duncan fell heir to the Treasurer's job as a favor to Pat, since
you could not produce a Treasurer. He certainly cannot be held responsible

for any reports or activities during the period that Mr. Cook represented himself

as your Treoasurer. As of now, Mr. Duncan, to the best of my knowledge, has

changed jobs and connot be reached readily. At this particular moment he is
uncbtainable.

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS AGENTS — MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS
St e RN R W i B0 5 5 by R A
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The lstter from the FEC is clear, defined and directed in helping you close
out yowr account, Due to my poor health, I have tried to stay away from
pressures or confrontations, but after being briefed by Pat, I have got to
Jusp in and see {f you can close this matter with truths and facts.

BREFERENCE: Latter to Mr, Melford Duncan, Sr., Treasurer,
COMMITTEE TO ELECT JIM MADRID

ROBERT J. COSTA
Assistant Staff Director
Audit Division

March 2, 1978

SEC. B EXCESSIVE CASH CONTRIBUTIONS AND CORPORATE CONTRIBUTIONS.

The donation in question is the §1,000.00 donated by Mr. Henry
Aguiler. Since Mr. Aguilar has seemingly disappeared, we suggest

you direct yourself to him by certified mail, return receipt requested,
to make contact with him. Explain the situstion to him and follow

FEC suggestions to correct this matter. If Mr. Aguilar cannot be
contacted, then I suggest you contact Mr. McFadden and request

further instructicns from him.

SEC. C ITEMIZATION OF TRANSFERS.

The FEC recommends a comprehensive amendment itemizing nine (9)
transfers. It is my understanding Mr. McFadden has directed you
exactly where to place these on the FEC forms.

SEC. D RETENTION OF SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION FOR EXPENDITURES.

A search for all existing materials, such as bills, ecc. not handed
over to the FEC prior to this date shall be made and all materials
will be forwarded to the FEC. MNothing has been discarded.

The obligation I took was to attempt to make you a Congressman. I
could not in any manner start the cempaign without incurring costs.
Also, because of RAMOS and GRAFF's personal reputation, I could

not create a debt and not pay it. I paid bills as they became due,
hired people as we needed them, created campaign materials and paid
the bills because there was no money inm the campaign treasury. You
nor your Treasurer were around to pay the bills or suggest how to take
care of them so that T be released of personal obligation. 1 thought
it simple encugh to hand you a RAMOS GRAFF bill and have it honored.
Today, I see I should not have done this. I could hand you another
bill for the $3,0R9.38 in question, but then it appears that my bills
are also in question becouse of incollectability. We must look to
the FEC for direction in this specifiec.

-
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FAGE 3.

PAGE 6.

Explained is March 2 lstter to Mr. Duncan. Amendment reguested.

ITEM H OTHER MATTERS NOT REQUIRING AMENDMENT ACTION.
(1) REPORTING OF CHANCE OF COMMITTEE OFFICIALS.

I personally requested a change in your CPA, Treasur.r, Charles
Cook the first month of the campaign., My reason was sisple. It
was obvious Mr. Cook was not going to actively participate in the
campaign. Mr. Cook did not establish any procedures nor did he
inform me of FEC rules sand requirements. I saw Mr. Cook, possibly,
five times during the entire campaign. He did mot, I repeat,
establish guidelines or even make himself available to give direction
in the area of accountability. If you recall, Jim, the need for
him to relate to us got so bad that we finally insisted on a meeting
with him and Pat so that he could give her instructions as to the
needs for compliance to the FEC. 1 am not a bookkeeper and

o5 a matter of fact, I am rather averse and reluctant to the thought
of personally sitting down to a chore of adjusting figures. This 1
recognize as a highly speclalized field and profession. 1 must
always look to a professional in this area, the same as 1 do for my
medical and legal needs. I did not have this help from Mr. Cook
and that is vhy 1 insisted on a replacement. I do mot recall a
vritten vesignation from Mr. Cook, however, it is a fact that there
vas a period that the Committee functioned without a Treasurer. 1
do not recall any contributions coming in during this period. Most
of the contributions came in during the primary and to the best of
my recollection certainly none after the second fund raiser. Theras
wvere deposits made, but I do not recall where the money came from.




30L.TCITATIONS
LITERATURE,

A print copy was made: 'Amﬂm:wtu!mm.lh
FEC and is available for purchase from the FEC, Washingtom, D.C."

If this statement was mot put on all printed material it was a

goof on wy part. There certainly was no conspiracy to viclate

this rule. It was ignorance on my part not to insist or to make
sure this statement appeared on all donation material o comply
wvith th.m Federal laws.

AUDIT FINDIMGS REC CNS

TERMINATION OF PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

The debt the termination report shows of $10,937.42 dated March 4, 1978 is in
the main fees due RAMOS GRAFF & ASSOCIATES for bills paid by them directly
related to the debts incurred by the campaign and payment for just a little of
their time and effort.

You certainly wust agree that no one hires out to work for nothing. It appears

I am still working for you for nothing! No one better than you, Jim, knows that
no one other than myself gave 100% of his time to the campaign. Not even you.
Your efforts were directed from your place of business where I am certaim you took
care of business as usual. We converted our office to your campaign headquarters.
Telephones, rent, campaign materials all became wy respomsibility. Certainly I
never considered I was working for FREE nor that I would mot be repaid for the
money Pat and I put ocut for the campaign.

Pat advises me that in her conversation with Mr. McFadden he advises that in
order to close out the account we must:

(1) "Write a letter absolving the debt;
(2) Pursue collection.

Since there was no written agreement and a very vague arrangement, I will write

a letter absolving the debt. 1 considered the Campaign aborted when personal
problems beset your life shortly after the primary. The reality that the entire
committee other than Pat and I desisted in campaign participation was heart
breaking. I am personally sorry things have turned out as they have, but perhaps
now some of the statements I made to you over the years now make sense. Romember --
I told you that the campaign for congress should rum about $150,000 and I repeatedly
told you that you personally should have 10X because you would be the one held
responsible? I thought you understood this and had the erroncous conception that
you were prepared to brunt the expenses. Once during the campaign, you spoke of
selling a picce of property to produce finances. I do mot know what happened.

The money never came!
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1925 K SIREET MW
WASHINCTON D.C. MNM&63

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT

REQUESTED

Mr. Malford Duncan, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Jim Madrid
c/o Mr. Jim Madrid
Compressor Equipment

1933 San Fernando Road

Los Angeles, CA 90065

MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Duncan:

This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined it has reason to believe that
the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid wviolated Section
44la(f) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

2 0.5.C. § 44la(f) prohibits candidates or pglitical
committees from knowingly accepting a contribution
which, in the aggregate, exceeds $1,000. On your
committee's termination report, you reported an out-
standing debt of $10,937.42 owed to Ramos Graff and
Associates. Subsequently, you provided the Commission
with a letter from Ramos Graff and Associates forgiving
the debt. Although Ramos Graff and Associates is not
incorporated, and although the Commission has determined
that in certain circumstances debts owed unincorporated
businesses may be forgiven in the same manner as are
those owed incorporated entities, the debt owed Ramos
Graff apparently does not meet the Commission's criteria
for permitting forgiveness. The debt was apparently
not incurred in connection with goods or services o
rendered by a vendor in the ordinary course of business.
Rather, the debt involved the lending of money to your
Committee by a business entity, the principals of which
were directly involved in your campaign. As a result,




the forgivenness of the debt on the part of Ramos Graff
and Associates in fact constitutes a contribution of
$10,937.42 from Ramos Graff. The Committee is in
apparent violation of 2 U.5.C. §44la(f) for having
accapted this excessive contribution.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken againet you.
You may submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's snalysis
of this matter.

Any materials should be submitted within ten (10)
days of your receipt of this letter. They will be
considered prior to any further action by the Commission.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please notify the Commission in writing.

This letter of notification shall remain confi-
dential in accordance with 2 U.5.C. § 437g(a) (3) until
the matter is resolved, unless you state to the
Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. If you have any questions, please
do not hesitate to contact Susan Seyfarth (202)

523-4175, the staff member assigned to this matter.
We have numbered this Matter Under Review "MUR 603(78)".
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT

Mr. falvador M. Ramos

Ramos Graff and Associates
10644 North Magnolia Blwvd.
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Re: MUR 603(78)
Dear Mr. Ramos:

This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined that it has reason to beliave
Ramos Graff and Associates vioclated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)

(1) (A) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

2 U.8.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A) prohibits anyone from
making contributions to any candidate and his authorized
political committees with respect to any election for
Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

On its termination report, the Cosmittee to Elect Jim
Madrid reported an outstanding debt of $10,937.42 owed to
your firm. Subsequently, the Committee provided the
Commission with a letter you wrote dated April 5, 1978,
forgiving the debt. Although Ramos Graff and Associates
is not incorporated, and although the Commission has
determined that in certain circumstances debts owed
unincorporated businesses may be forgiven in the same
manner as are those owed incorporated entities, the debt
owed your firm apparently does not meet the Commigsion's
criteria for permitting forgiveness. The debt was
appareatly not incurred in connection with goods or
services rendered by a vendor in the ordinary course of
business. Rather, the debt involved the lending of money
to the Committee by a business entity, the principals of
which were directly involved in the Jim Madrid campaign.
As a result, your forgiveness of the debt in fact
constitutes a contribution of $10,937.42 from Ramos Graff
and Associates in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) .
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Under the Act, you have an opportunity to ra
that no action should be taken against you. You may submit
any factual or legal materials which you belisve are relevant
to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Any materials
should be submitted within ten (10) days of your receipt of
this letter. They will be considered prior to any further
action by the Commission.

If you intend to be reprasented by counsel in this
matter, please notify the Commission in writing.

This letter of notification shall remain confidential in
accordarce with 2 U0.8.C. § 437g(a) (3) until the matter is
resolved, unless you state to the Commission in writing that
you wish the investigation to be made public. If you have
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Susan
Seyfarth (202) 523-4175, the staff member assigned to this
matter. We have numbered this Matter Under-Review "NOR
603(78}". Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

T2S K STREET N.W,
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20481

CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. H Aguilar

c/o Emiliano's Restaurant
78 W. Colorado Blvd.
Pasadena, California 91100

Re: MUR 603(78)

Dear Mr. Aguilar:

This is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission has determined it has reason to believe that
you violated 2 U.S.C. § 441g of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

2 U.S.C. § 44lg prohibits anyone from “"making
contributions of currency to or for the benefit of any
candidate which, in the aggregate, exceed $100..." On
June 7, 1976, the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid deposited
a third party check for $1,000 drawn on a corporate
account from you, which was returned by the bank due to
insufficient funds. A few days later, in lieu of re-
depositing that check, the Committee accepted $1,000
in cash from you, placing you in violation of 2 U.S.C.

§ 441qg.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demon-
strate that no action should be taken against you. Y¥ou
may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
this matter. Any materials should be submitted within
ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. They
will be considered prior tco any further action by the
Commission.

If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
notify the Commission in writing.




letter of notification shall remain confident
-h ac with 2 U.S.c. § 437g(a) (3) until ¢k
is resolved, unless you state to the Commi
writing t you wish the investigation to be made ﬁt:l.c.
If you have any questions, e do not hesitate to
contact Susan mmth (202) 523-4175, the staff HII.'
assigned to this ma ilr have numbered this Matter
Tnder Review "MIR 603(78)°. Please refer to this mumber
in all future mupunﬂnm

Sincerely.,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION “‘“‘t i F
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TI25 K STREET NW. 2
WASHING TON, DUC. 20463 A _

May 10, 1978

BILL OLDAKER A
mmn.mmna@e

COSTA/KEVIN MCFADDEN KPA ?;m et
KECRSSIVE CONTRIBUTIONS RSCHIVED sy L
THE COMMITTEE TO ELECT JIM MADRID
During the recent audit of the Committee to Elect Jim Madrid,
candidate for Congress from the 25th Congressional | 1 of

California who was involved in the 1976 primary and
elections, the Audit staff noted the following matters:

Excessive Cash Contribution

Section 44lg of Title 2, United States Code, provides in
part, that no person shall make contributions of currency to
or for the benefit of any candidate which, in the aggregate,
exceed $100, with respect to any campaign of such candidate for
nomination for election, or for election, to Pederal office.

Section 110.4(c) (2) of Title 11, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, in part, requires a candidate or committee receiving
a cash contribution in excess of $100 to promptly return the
amount in excess of $100 to the contributor.

Section 441b(a) of Title 2, United States Code, in part,
prohibits any corporation from l-lking a contribution in
connection with any Federal election and prohibits any candidate
or political committee from accepting any contribution from a
corporation.

OQur review of the contribution records disclosed that the
Committee deposited a third party check drawn on a corporate
account for $1,000 on June 7, 1976, which was returned by the
bank due to insufficient funds. On June 11, 1976, the Committee
deposited $1,000 in currency from the same contributor. The
Candidate stated that he thought that the third party check
drawn on a corporate account constituted a corporate contri-
bution that could not be accepted; therefore, he advised the
contributor that he could not accept the check, but could accept

)




$1,000 in cash. The Candidate stated that he was not aware of
the prohibition in the Act or the requirement of the Commission's
Regulations regarding excessive contributions of currency.

During the audit and in our letter of findings and recommen-
dations, we advised the Candidate/Committee that the portion of
the cash contribution in excess of $100 should be refunded. Re-
sponding to our letter of audit findings and recommendations, the
Candidate informed us that he was unable to locate the contributor
to make a refund of the excess contribution.

Contribution-in-Kind in Excess of Limit

Section 44la(a) (1) (A) of Title 2, United States Code
prohibits a person from making contributions to any candidate
and his authorized political committees with respect to any
election for Pederal office, which in the aggregate, exceed
$1,000. sSection 431(e) (1) (A) defines a contribution as anything
of value made for the purpose of influencing the nomination for
election, or electiom of any person to Federal office.

Our review disclosed the Committee had reported on its
termination report, filed on January 20, 1377, an outstanding
debt owed to Ramos Graff & Associates in the amount of $10,937.42.
The review of the Committee's records confirmed the amount of
the debt. However, in response to our letter of findings and
recommendations, the Committee furnished the Audit staff with
a letter from Ramos Graff & Associates forgiving the debt. An
inquiry to the Secretary of State of California indicated that
Ramos Graff & Associates was not incorporated. Other than
Pricilla Graff and Salvador Ramos, we are not aware of any other
partners.

Recommendation

We recommend that the Office of General Counsel provide
the Audit Division with a legal analysis of the excessive
contributions noted above so that an audit report can be
forwarded to the Commiasion.
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