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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

H25 K IKtEEI N.W.
.'A,\tN(, ION, [).(. 20461

May 4, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chester A. Wilk, D.C., P.C.
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicaqo, Illinois 60641

Re: MUR 933

Dear Dr. Wilk:

I am writing in answer to your letter of April 22, 1979,
concerning your complaint of March 15, 1979. As you were
notified, on April 11, 1979, the Federal Election Commission
found no reason to believe that a violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had been committed.
Prior to the Commission's findingreceipt and expenditure
reporLs filed with the Commission by Congressman Rostenkowski
and his campaign committees were thoroughly examined. A
search of the reports indicated that while Congressman
Rostenkowski received campaign contributions from many sources
in the medical or health fields, no single contribution.
from a political action committee exceeded $5,000, the limit
mandated by 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (2) (A). Moreover, there was
no indication that any of Congressman Rostenkowski's

._ contributions came from political action committees required
to share a contribution limitation with each other.

The reports examined are a matter of public record.
Copies of these reports can be obtained from the Commission's
Office of Public Records at a cost of $.10 per page plus a
$2.50 research fee per 100 pages. For further information
about obtaining such reports please call the Office of Public
Records toll free at (800) 424-9530..

Sincer ly,

William . Idaker
General Counsel
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Chester A. Wilk, Deco ,P.O. or,

5130 WEST BELMONT AVENUE
ClICAGO, ILLINOIS 60641

312/725-4878 Li'. j;'

AU THOR OF

CHIROPRACTIC SPEAKS OUT April 22, 1979

William C. Oldaker
Federal Election Commission 902144
1325 K. Street
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Oldakeri

I am in receipt of your registered letter and comment
that "on the basis of the information provided" that there is no
reason to believe a violation of the 1971 Fed. Election Campaign
Act of 1971 may exist.

Doesn't it warrant asking Mr. Rostenkowski to submit a
statement as to who gave how much of the $69,000, which included
only the three organizations listed in the November 20,1978
issue of Time Magazine? I wrote to Mr. Dan Rostenkowski and
specifically made reference to his $69.000 campaign contributions
and he did not answer me.

This time I will enclose a copy of this letter to
Congressman Dan Rostenkowski at the same time I write to you
and see if he is willing to submit a statement of who gave the
$69,000.

Needless to say I will pursue this matter until I get
some satisfaction. I believe I am entitled to know.

Sinc4rely °yours

Chester A. Wilk, D.C.,P.O.

encl, copy of Nov. 20, 1979 Time Magazine
Copy of letter sent to Rostenkowski which was unanswered
copy of your letter of April 17th, 1979
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niyone who's ever spent any time in a hospital knows the great diffe

In Ulht of the facts, I submit the foliowing questions;



i j.000 limit of' the Federal Election A"'____ Eecio ampaign Act of 19760Tueicyour support of- the current -ihm Xray mandate?

". o yvnuhrrnrf'or'o belir'vo yoA nr,n -ul fly of':i confl t or i ntorttio tint~jI~t~4? Liga.00Mnte wrtw fully hlth contri butions codIrzt ;
of 1976?

3. Don't you believe you would have been more -crudent to follow
Cong 'rest -man Philip Cranesc policies of' refusin(? the money from AMPAC.,particularily due to the cenoltive position you hold on the healthCOMM it1.,te 0e?

Jj* Weroe you a9w,)re -tha-t the sham x-ray mandate wias ,lunt that,
t'raiv on tl'he oubl ic brriirht on by HEWl rather than rin hnne-t
ever i nterii hv ,Con'regs? rt' sot, why did you .9ipor't Jt ?

a deceptive
n ro v i o n

-)nit you I~ t h.;-t conipulsory x-r-:yin,,cr of chi ronr-ctic patient.;('nt'1\t thr ,hl i iritoe-rntby any ,--tandard of mrwrturomenrt? Iso,
whYd ((-)IOl minpPort i t;

di1n eQ7d

fcontroverfiial" amendmyents do you refer to in your letter?
health care rackage? If it were not "controversial" it woul~dI.it the controversy created ntepevre nd"u]i
iituIideF of the same medical Politicians who gv you mover'
in spi .ke oft' ho FE'EC Act?!

Th e
pta :

be

7.)0oYou think It is proper to pePetate the wronr, of' HL in economic obstacle it created for chiropractic patients, aind contra-ry to"rucrOrsonril intent, by rtrgulny now that removal of the x-r,-y nandat
n" i n flni~-i riI.v 9 "

yt)h'' ti Vo')lt rei'(rt I Vf.' Cre h a r ig rf__f3__j tI FUIIr
n______ youn (N' j u 

nthe o 7r ~t eide 'ie rye the same rI.o,-hLu'?

T wouild r r'reci Ieyour ?L !clIfln rnjl len to( ~ch1uuI t. OM yor (o1, I tit~lrt3Iii the Pth Con ,,-rezv- 1.orui.f Iz~trict..

RI espectfully sub *ted DC.

Chester A. ill, ).C. P. C.

v i ) 11 (
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encloned for yourr erne
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AMA's excensive contrthutiorl.3i,,

AMA charged with illegal
campaign contributions

li'he Anit'rttcan N Ic FeI l \ I i ititn I i,v;I, un 1'. 1r) (FI viItF
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Re: iTJR 933

Dear Dr. Wik:

Tlih . ,ed(,ral ilection Commission has reviewed te
al.legations of your complaint dated March 15, 1979, and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in yonr compl.a int, there is no reason to belie~ve tiat I
violat, ion -.f t-he F.'ederal Electi.on Campairin A t of 1971.,
ameried , ("the Act") has been committed.

Acrordiriqy, upon my recommendation, the 'o
has dec i ded L :lone the file in this Imat t:er.

h ii dd ifI zia , 1 1n Fn rmi t !() r ~ ' f L o .C '~

wh~ich ,UL h, i.', establishes a violati-on of the:
,Lease coni1tact me. The file reference numb(,r for
rm. tteor i..; "ill 9_33.

I1

A

mi ss i on

t 1 rit io n

i i - ! ro'

William C. OldcLkc.r
General. Couns el].



DR. CHESTER A. WILK
CHIROPRACTIC PHYSICIAN

5130 W. BELMONT AVENUE

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS - 60641
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FEDERAl. ELECTION COMMISSION

12 2 K SIR I N.W.
'k ~ WAY I IN( ION, J)('. 20414,

April 17, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Hon. Dan Rostenkowski
Room 2111
Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re : MUR 933

Dear Congressman Rostenkowski:

I am forwarding for your information the enclosed
complaint which was received by the Commission.

The Commission has determined that on the basis of
the information in the complaint there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its juris-
diction has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission
intends to close its file on this matter. A copy of the
Commission's certification and the General Counsel's Report
is enclosed for your informati n.

Since ely you s

William C. Oldaker
General Coiinsel

PS Form 3811, Apr. 1977 RETURN RECEIPT, REGISTERED, INSURED'AND CERTIFIED MAIL

J .r. -*.'0 
16-.4 a,. *:..%' - ' .. . ,.'-,,,j .r . ". L "' " r .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
• 1 252 S I5RH! I N.W.

WASIlNG I(ON,I ).C. ()461
Si Its L

April 17, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chester A. Wilk, D.C., P.C. K
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60641

Re: ',,IURq 933

Dear Dr. Wilk: R U93

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated March 15, 1979, and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint, there is no reason to believe that a
amended, ("the Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, upon my recommendation, the Commission
has decided to close the file in this matter. 1:1

Should additional information come to your attention

which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact me. The file reference number for this
matter is MUR 933.

Sincerely,

iK
William C. Oldaker

General Counsel

,£40 n  /
$I
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 933

Congressman Dan Rostenkowski )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on April 11,

1979, the Commission determined by a vote of 6-0 to

adopt the following recommendations, as set forth in

the First General Counsel's Report dated April 9, 1979,

regarding the above-captioned matter:

1. That the Commission find no reason to
believe that 2 U.S.C. §441a(f) has been
violated by the respondent.

2. That the letters, attached to the above-
named report, be sent to the complainant
and the respondent notifying them of the
Commission's finding.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Signed by the General Counsel: 4-6-79
Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 4-9-79, 10:46
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 4-9-79, 4:30

N__ ___ __ = __ - I





*EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO
1325 K Street, N.W. 0

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
'P '- / ' : f ' 16

DATE: AND Tf1I[.: OF TRANSMITTAL 7 MUR # 933
BY OGC TO 'I.! 11: COM-IISSION _ _ TE LDATE COMPLAINT CSE

BY OGC March 26, 1979

STAFF MIEMBER A. Cauman

COMPLAINANT'S N,'V.TE: Chester A. Wilk, D.C., P.C.

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Congressman Dan Rostenkowski

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: 1977 and 1978 reports of Rostenkowski for Congress Con1Tittee,
Dan Rbstenkowski Campaign Fund and Dan Rostenkowski; 1975 and 1976 reports of Rostenkowski
for Congress Committee and Dan Rostenkowski.
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED:

None

SU§'Y,1AR' OF ALLEGATIONS

Dr. Chester A Wilk (the complainant) alleges by means of a
verified complaint and three attached exhibits that Congressman
Dan Rostenkoswki (the respondent) received "in excess of $69,000
in campaign contributions from AMPAC and its allies in spite of
the $5,000 limits of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1976".
(Complainant's Exhibit A) Although the complaintant did not so
state specifically, it appears that his allegation refers to the
1978 Congressional elections. (Complainant's Exhibit B) The
complaint may be considered as alleging a violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(f) for the knowing acceptance of contributions in excess
of the limitation on contributionsforoa multicandidate political
committee or group of multicandidate committees which share the
same limitation. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (2) and (5).

An a ly si s

Section 441a(f) prohibits a candidate or a political committee
from knowingly accepting any contribution in violation of the
limitations of § 441a. Section 441a(a)(2) prohibits a multi-candidate
political committee from making contributions to a candidate or his
authorized political committee with respect to any election for
federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000. Section 441a
(a) (5) further provides that for the purposes of applying this limi-



page 2

tation, contributions made by political committees established
(r finani(cd or maintained or controlled by a corporation, labor
t)rganiz,lt ion other person, or subdivision thereof, shall be
c-onsidered to have been made by a single committee.

The complaint and attachment do not contain any alle-
gations of the amounts of contributionsmade to the respondent
other than the aggregate figure of $69,000 from "AMPAC [Amer-
ican Medical Political Action Committee] and its allies".
An examination of the receipt and expenditur(, reports filed
by the respondent and his campaign committees in 1977 and
[973 did not indicate any receipt of contributions from
multi-candidate political committees in excess of the limi-
tations of 5 441a.

While the records showed that the respondent's nrincipal
campaign committee had approximately $177,000 in receipts by
the end of 1978, they did not indicate that either the respon-
dent or the committee received more than $5,000 from any single
multi-candidate political committee. The records indicated
only one contribution by AMPAC in the amount of $5,000 on
September 12, 1978. There was no record of contributions
from any state medical political action committee which
arguably could be considered as sharing a contribution
limitation with AMPAC. Contributions were recorded from other
health-care related groups including the American Dental
Political Action Committee, and political action committees
of pharmacists, chiropractors and drug companies, but, again,
none were in excess of $5,000. We have no information which
would indicate that any one of these committees is required
to share a contribution limitation with another.

An examination of the respondent's reports filed in
1975 and 1976 also failed to uncover any evidence of the
receipt of contributions from multi-candidate committees in
excess of the limitations of § 441a.



page 3

Recomme ndation

In view of the above facts we recommend 1) that the
Commission find no reason to believe that 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f)
has been violated by the respondent, and 2) that the attached
letters be sent to the complainant and the respondent notifying
them of the Commission's finding.

Date/- William C. Olik~
t/ General Counsel

Attachments
Letter of March 12, 1979, from H.P., FEC, to C.A.W.
Letter of March 15, 1979, from C.A.W. to H.P., FEC, with
attached exhibits A,B & C.
Letter to C.A.W. from WCO
Letter to D.R. from WCO
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FA 4,l 3",l b'30 W. BELM'ONT AVE".kI'

March 15, 1979

Hal Ponder
Assistant General Counsel 9l 71S
Federal Election Commission
1325 . Street N;,V
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Ponder&

I am in receint of your letter of 14arch 12, 1979 and would
certainly want to comply with whatever requirements are necessary. I
certainly wish to pursue this matter to the end.

(1) My full name, address, ohone is:
Chester A. '4ilk, D.C. 118 N. Seminqry Ave., ParkRidae, IL 60068 (residence)

5130 W. Belmont Ave., Chicago, IL 60041 (office)
Phone for both addresses is' 312/ 725-4878

(2) Statement of acts. Enclosed is lk;ter sent to Co~nressman
Daniel Rostenkowski which has been unanswered by him to date. Letter is
dated Decem,er 19, 1978 and I will mark it exhibit A. Its content refers
to Ccncressrn Ro-stenkow.ki receiDt of over .o9,000 and voting against
certain bills to eliminatue sham (fraud) x-ray requirements, which organizedmedicine suoports. The $69,000 contributions beins from medical political
action committees. Also enclosed find November 20, 1978 Time Maazine
reference to Rostenkowski receivinf more than 369,000 which I will mark
e:xhibit B. Enclosed find exhibit C in which Contr. Rostenkowski states he
did opoose elimination of the x-ray requirement and reference to
"'noncontroversial" amendments.

(3) documentation of allec~ations included as exhibits in above
statement of acts number two above.

(4) reference to being candidate or wo.rkin on behalf of a candidate
This is to state that I am NOT a candidate for any office nor am I

in any way working on behalf of any candidate running for Dalitical office.
I A:. concerned about the welfare of all my tatients and being denied the
fair and- just right to freedom of choice of health care and of possible
unlawful acts dedicated to deny my patients these rihts.

Please advise if I need do anything else, or write anyone else
on this behalf, or if I just wait for you to advise me at this time.

Re-nect- ully submi 'e d ,.

41/

Ch s lie S ,:I , D.C., PoC.
//

- ' 6 : , .), ,-: ; . ¢ -..



tho

~3-A~ chairmani of the vital subcomnmittee on health, wihich makes you a. .po..iticay desirable ally"' of the American P.. . tia. Action C..n... ttee
A I'. T A , r iv(,d• in excees of $69,000 carpaigxn contributions from

thef o $5 1Q .li-Pit E of' tho e oroJI' IUIlc ion Camraignr A ct
I r)7 6,, law of which you urey must be aw .re,

(rlr 1 s ;m n Phil rine (1 : J C. o r, -r i o r U,(2( 0 I I U2 IIm I1fr: rrm tte t, wa,3 I F' red .i z h J . con t. ], but o" , A A " ' hO , I A o,-ut
11 sir, ie wir''. ancto 'Le th- subject of " cOsSi 01 ifiLe

5. Coinrulso'ry K-rayin. o!' chiropractic patierc, u, .ticulariLy those whow
oh} iiro ractors m ay feel do not require such elxposure, i- .scanialos by
any standard of measurement ,qaisei.t result in unnecessary radiation.

6. Ceh.ieroprac tors re -eooruzed , -_consed and regulated by law in 50 Sa
"rid it.. ,lere a c ac.r.dited by an uxgcncy approved by the United Statu
Office of' Educatjon. T"11:.) cONrSit'doo ,) tLuctuaL rccomiitioni in thes areas
riot Controver'sy.-----

?, Chiropractic therapy can tran, , ' omne pationts fi'on very costly
]tuv ,ll lon I; ho:;pitril C:I t'o:-t "ILilt dn 'i (W i O M~~ ~C/. .. . . .. .. .... . ... o ..imi b h : IL know n t ro l.t i'u tl'

In i4dht of the Ict, I!3LIubmlit -0,,e followine questions,

I



w w

1. *Di(1thn contri butt ong from AMFPA(CAyoU lacllpted * whicoh
tir _.jt' ('')) .1 t' ti__t. i ' tr o Feile rih~t1 X1 ''tjo (:ivI'i A

ii:x vn co r r, o f

21. Do you therefore believe you are c 'ilty 01' a conflict of' Interefst trA
of accentin!. sore urlawfully hirrh contr ibutions according, to the ±'!:,C Act
of 1976'?

3. Don't you believe you w-;uld have been rore prudent to follow
Conr,.essrnan Philin 17Cran,,'s policies of roflisir.r7 hc money from Ar-PAC,
Dartuicularily clue to the sensi-iive rositiOri ",,011 hold oni the health
C OrM J t t e e?

4. '/ern you aware that the shrnm x-ray mandate waC ju-st that,
*fraiid on te ublic hr-ouyrh- n by HJ~, rather than an honest-'
over intlended by Con-renn? If so, why did you -3upport it?

a deceptive
provioion

5i. oyou -, r r .too~ulovx-ra.-,ins o7irofrticpatients i-
n r- y rc - jt.i y-ry . r 're:ru in? I i

whY d i A /': n :o' i ,

(-. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e'l 0ht' 1:~ : jI:.'r~re;2oyur ~ ~n Yor ettr ? Te

n: , hfI- It .- irre I "tfa .1t t ~ ' e~mdI ~Irli .r K ~~~O V.- I -

in 41.in s i e : th 0 e ?

7. Do youi think it is rro- er to eett h rm-f {L;ite
ecoomi obtLe It reat11fd for chiropractic ~te:;ancorryt

Corericl nun. vawing now thait rfenova ilot' the K-ray rwindate
"1I n;"lai Io.onary? "

8. Whon you re~celvp r.i r o Tra ct i -- c nr e ar a Co na r fr ; rion , -jn d al. youiir
rclnri-.:77 rp rTi7)inc I ud np rFnmlnntj i.a2 -rid -r ~ndon' t you hell ova
the seni or ci~. j-e io leirve the osme rlrrhLriy

I wouldri apprciate your 7 ecifir-replien to each tJutla-i~nas wculd
your cnttet in the 81'h ConreSsional Jis ric'.

Renopectfully osub teD.PC.

ChestL'er A. Wilkg D.C.,g P.C.e

P.S. TPhe newsn nrticle(- concrerning ,APM'A.9 exce;sive contributions io
enclo-sed for your reference..

AMA ch, rcyd vith illegal
camr~ir ontributions

oiw)h., ,1-n harvti d with
* . '-t - -. n in I Q/ c

r . .' ' r 'r. v ()r 4 h i . c r i t tttin

tlt'p I1ti I ,11 n A, IA .And I-.t.ltc '1. ithi s ij'.c

w; r:,,, '- I ~nd i' r ~'' 'ini'n~ in 'te

01' pnr IL I' ". '' " i f ,nni?

Lr '... ... It' i *'l J*1.-i.iv.-I l1
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pazrent Ir-'beat.enec xetF; ~ mnt c
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FEDERAL. EIECTION COMMISSION

I Q5 K 51 k1 t, I NW.

CERTIFIED MAIL
E TURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chester A. Wilk, D.C., P.C.
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60641

Re: MUR 933

Dear Dr. Wilk:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated March 15, 1979, and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, ("the Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, upon my recommendation, the Commission
has decided to close the file in this matter.

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact me. The file reference number for this
matter is MUR 933.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel



, FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A O4) 204t)3

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Hon. Dan Rostenkowski
Room 2111
Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 933

Dear Congressman Rostenkowski:

I am forwarding for your information the enclosed
complaint which was received by the Commission.

The Commission has determined that on the basis of
the information in the complaint there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its juris-
diction has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission
intends to close its file on this matter. A copy of the
Commission's certification and the General Counsel's Report
is enclosed for your information.

Sincerely yours,

William C. Oldaker

General Counsel

Enclosures:

1. complaint
2. Commission certification
3. General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

I 1 25 K S IR I NW.
WA\H NCI)N,I).C. 2046

March 28, 1979

Chester A. Wjilk
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60641

Dear Mr. Wilk:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of March 15, 1979, alleging violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Laws. A staff member has been
assigned to analyze your allegations and a recommenda-
tion to the Federal Election Commission as to how this
matter should le handled will be made shortly. You will
be noLified as soon as the Commission determines what
action should be taken. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's pre-
liminary procedures for the handling of complaints.

S, cerely,

a 1 " lPonder

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure



)R. C[ESTER A. WILKI ,'
C-iropractic [Pkysician

PA 5.-4878 - 130 W. BELMONT AVENI)I7'9 rvk I au Z i'i " t&ICAGO, ILA-INOIS 606.11

March 15, 1979

Hal Ponder
Assistant Cleneral Counsel 911 73
Federal Election Commission
1325 K. Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Ponder.

I am in receipt of your letter of March 12, 1979 and would
certainly want to comply with whatever requirements are necessary. I
certainly wish to pursue this matter to the end.

(1) Ny full name, address. phone ist
Chester A. Wilk, D.C. 118 N. Seminary Ave., ParkRidpge, IL 60068 (residence)

5130 W. Belmont Ave., Chicago, IL 60641 (office)
Phone for both addresses is. 312/ 725-4878

(2) Statement of acts. Enclosed is letter sent to Congressman
Daniel Rostenkowski which has been unanswered by him to date. Letter is
dated December 19, 1978 and I will mark it exhibit A. Its content refers
to Conaressman Rostenkowski receipt of over $69,000 and voting against
certain bills to eliminate sham (fraud) x-ray requirements, which organized
medicine supports. The $69,000 contributions being from medical political
action committees. Also enclosed find November 20, 1978 Time Magazine
reference to Rostenkowski receiving more than $69,000 which I will mark
exhibit B, Enclosed find exhibit C in which Congr. Rostenkowski states he
did oppose elimination of the x-ray requirement and reference to"noncontroversial" amendments.

(3) documentation of allegations included as exhibits in above
statement of acts number two above.

(4) reference to being, candidate or working on behalf of a candidate
This is to state that I am NOT a candidate for any office nor am I

in any way working on behalf of any candidate running for political office.
I AM concerned about the welfare of all my patients and being denied the
fair and just right to freedom of choice of health care and of possible
unlawful acts dedicated to deny my patients these rights.

Please advise if I need do anything else, or write anyone else
on this behalf, or if I just wait for you to advise me at this time.

Repct -ully submi ed

s. A* 4i / /

Ch a¢ A." '4i i, D.C. , P.C. //i

-Z6<22 j, /,,.-.i.aj -__7 / -",- /.2-



reqluest or a canctuate, untoss suon IS the raC
which case it shall be set forth.

fn th hterestsof oomplyinq with the, tI

Atof 1971, ms armet(ec, cand the Conpnission a
ttpns are enclosed with this letter. I hope thi

0s~mtn -)n- of t-hese znatrerils wulI answ, ro
your questions and will enable you to b~e npeti
any assertions or allegations you might snaUc,
evcent yo(:u wish to file a cbxnpla--int with the Cc

Ploase tfel free to CoflLact me if yout hay

at Ponder
Assistant General

J r
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I ~ o ~ r er ,nn P h li. J I o C.r a~n e ( I -th Co n I,r . D i st . 1, l ) 9 o u r h e l
)Ceo1-mittee1 waolUPred ', izatble conibutiok-i 1rovin A~-A ,t bt; e, 7,trx.
since he didnri't; wart to be the subject of a pos,ibe conflictV e

mulsory x-rayinp ..o, chiropractic patients, par'tiular&tose whom
ropractors may feel do not require such xposxuret isc aliis by
standard 1of rmeasuremet ~ut inue &yrdti

Chiropactors are eioo 7nized, 2licensed an& rpgulated by law iin 50 Statee,Its colleges are accredited)ban ageney approved bythe United States
,'ie of Education, Thisicnsitutes'actual reoonition in
controversy,

Chiropractic therapy can transfer some patients from very cQtly
ip'tiont" hopital c;ort to su(h .JIeri,0 1o11you0tpotient" ior ,
,onoi O Ot, t t io .1) n t faot, 1 8n thca ghre ft iitiwLnonnco

light of' the facts, 1 subm.T The following questions i



1. Did the contributions from AMPACA r a c:epted, which is i n -xcec f
thj.5.000 limit nf the Federnl Flection Cflhtnipn A,,t o f19 7fInf],ne
your support of the current sham x-ray mandte?

2. Do you therefore believe you are guilty of a conflict of interest and
of accepting some unlawfully high contributions according to the EEC Act
of 1976?

3. Don't you believe you would have been More prudent to follow
Congressman Philip Crane's policies of refusing the money from AMPAC,
particularily due to the sensitive position you hold on the health
committee?

4. Were you aware that the sham x-ray mandate was just that, a deceptive
fraud on the public brought en by HEW, rather than an honest provis ion
ever intended by Congress? If so, why did you support it?

5. Do you agree that compulsory x-raying of chiropractic patients is
contr rv to th -pubir interest by any standard of measurement? If so,
wy7dyou sE.oort it?

6. T'hat "controversial" amendments do you refer to in your letter? The
entire health care oackage? If it were not "controversial" it would pass
in 1-9?8. Is it the controversy created in the rerverted and "public be-.a ne of -e. -i- re , o u bliv be
ianned attitude. of3 the same medical Yolitici.n ou
, 9o000 in spite of the FEC Act?i

7. Do you think it is proper to peroetuate the wror? of H W in the
economic obstacle it created for'chiropractic pitients, and contrary to
Congressional intent, by arguing, now that removal of the x-ray mandate
is "inflationary?"

8. When you receive chiropractic care as a Conpressman, and all your
cla ms are n--includin. e aminatin s d - f , don't you believe
the 6en5or c tizens deserve the same rights?

I would appreciate your specific replies to each question as would
your constituents in the 8th Congressional District.

Respectfully te D.C.

Chester A. Wilk, D.C., P.C.

P.S. The news article concerning AMA's excessive contributions is
enclosed for your reference.

AMA charged with illegal
campaign contributions

The Arer'c ,n M- r. Asso(lation has been charged with
n< i lh.

"
" i r' i tr bution. in the 1970

n r Cs ! rn t , i rcrent suit tIled by Commn
Cause. The ult allese that. in 45 primary or genera et lill

races, the political arms ot AMA and its state affiliates gave
combined donations over the 5.000 legal limit.

Apparentily the Federal Election TornT mis,ivn records shows
a number of randfldate'. r, rerc d _. 'I ,onribah-mc in eilher

the prti.lrv pr neta.l e,|'i h . Or '- I.', in ,nt A .\ it-ina
jl t lii:l altlion iltnrnillt'- .1. w-t!-l 45" trflt .4 '.t.i,- .littilh

Li v I May II 1076. when 1h, 11.rjl r,11lif,11f"n (-11777,v-n-
Anieniru'nlt, thI., 'iet, 1 th AMA .i, .-i lin within v'-,1!
bttniladrie.. With the imnim ni i hrlVv1. li" and hIt,1
afliliates were defined as pa rirt o an umbrelli oijfnizotion for
the purposes of contribution limits.

The Federal Election Co.mmission is also named in t~he suit .
for failingl to aat within 00 days.- ,,f a Colmmon Cause-ii 7

complaint filed in lurne 13. 1q78 .. . .. ........ ..-
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.al Ponder, Assistant General Counsel

Federal Election Commission

1325 K. Street N. vV.

Certified
TWashi ngpto n, D.C.

Mvai l

Receipt Requested

CHESTER A. WILK, g C.
5130 W. BELMONT AV r UE

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS ;014 1

f CT " "
:. At I1.' ,11

20463
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FEDERAL E I R IO COMMISSION

Mr. Chester A. Wilk
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60641

Dear Mr. Wilk:

We have received your letter of March 17,
1979, inquiring about the possibility of a violation
of the Federal Eleotion Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

As stated in our letter to you dated March 12,
1979, the Commission is not empowered to take action
unless complaints are notarized by the complainant.
I hope that this information will clarify any
misunderstanding regarding the Commission's handling
of complaints.

Please feel free to contact me if you have
any further questions.

0Sinc 
rely

al Ponder
Assistant General Counsel

---------- --



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

POSTAGE AND FEES PAID

Mr. Chester A. Wilk
5130 West Belmont Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60641
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DR. CHESTER ,A\. WILK;, .

PA 5-4878 - 5130 W. BELMONT AVENL r

i i p' FJ I I 4 CAGO. ILLINOIS 60r-,I

March 17, 1979

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

901659

Dear Chairman Aikenss

I am in receipt of a letter from Mr. Hal Ponder in which he
said I would have to comply with certain requirements if I wish
to submit information of a Dossible violation.

The enclosed material has been given to him and I am
submitting copies to you and your committee so each may have
copies of the enclosed.

ResPectfully submitte/,

Chester A. Wilk, D.C./

C ~ (

Copies to Robert Tiernan
Max Friedersdorf
Thomas Harris
John McGarry
Vernon Thompson

/77
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Includedd

advie if I O)ed dol nyt.bin,
.t, Or' if I juit wait f'or you

else., or
to advise time,



1AF4 onaiman~ or vie vital4 su4bcommittee on~ hea~pl. wic~h ma.kes you aX , ltical4ly desirable aly" of' the Amnericani Politica A~coCmmittee.
k Y1 U vedin excess of $ 699000 in capag Contribu.tions fp

A '1 W , of tjc

$5e0d0 tnsf soe atients frion er paIg" A

kt-J 'f. ,o-M tl f the $5u00 ltni s csl o!ptiet fl e~ .

97 1aw of wvhich you e'iely must be aware,

4. Philip Cerne (12th Oonr,~ 3Disto t331) 4I oil youh~
,.ubcomittee, waa offered a Bizable cocntribution from ANIPACI bu~t r, ~
1- i hnc leddn't wan~t to be the subject of a poeibL0 Coliot of' iAt

fotn )taleQ1y X-raying Of, Chir~opractic patientao xrtularily thoso wh i
chiropa ore m~ay feel do niot requoire suach exoue i0 scn~losb
ay sandard of t-easuretnernt because4lit rosults In une~sor &diatii

6i Chiropractora arle recognized, l.icensedl and re~gulated by law in 50 Stat
anl~ ite oolIegeo are acoreditod by an agp~ency approved by the United t-loff'ice of' Education. This cootitutes facotual recognition in thee areas:
not controvorgy.

C~ hiropr~actic therapyr can transfer some patients from vexr costly'inpatient" hoepital oaz'e to much 1ers 00ostly "outpatient" of'fico cl.-ruAnyo~nn Whr)'Q Wvr tupefvrit Tiny trie In ti h'ompital ki0Ow tho yjVUfat; d~ifrovoluo
in

In light of the facts, I submit the following questions



1. Did the contributions from AMPArJAYOU accepted, which is in excees of0h00OO limit of the Federal Election, Camrai~n Act of 1976, in'fluenceyirsupport of the current sham x-ray rmandate?
2.Pb O vntlhe ir-efrn holinin v~You 0 rr' frOIz ty o f nco fIIetrnf ri n rrid

F1( feVop-fitnr- norin unlow-Wii.1.1v h lr ,h (ontri hbu tlon- J c cnrdlnf t.f) tyho !J, Ar.!.of, I ~7

3Don"t youi believe you would have been more prudent to followCor~r~c~anph 1-4 n rrne's ioii~nien of refiuntnr theioney fr,-om Ar4PAC,prirticularily dti" to the sePtv ositin you hJ on the health

0 *Nerr oi;ou warfo thait the ham x-ray mandate was ju!;t thart, -d(?C n pt iv efrau on ~ nui i brcr~hton yNIlrathe.- than a. hosest rojsor
eve iter~rIby C-onglress? If so, why did %,nu slurro>t it?

9. D you agree 'tthat compulsory x-rayin,7 of' chiropractic patients isr1,r h :li ne t byv ,n y san daj-ir d o me;qu re me nt? .9swl.T did 1rn!i s :npor flit?

'hnt "LenntL-rov'orq;-t" amp,;idments eo you refer' to in your lette r? Thee ~a~t c-~e arkge? If t wre ot co-noversial" it would pasnrl?. s it the controvrcrsy created in t1he nrvTer-tecl and "nuablic heT, re2' Pt tudefs of tFhe sare medical politicians who r-ave YOU overS0 On in sTPi. cof the F1,E'A Act-L-?!
)o0ou hink it is rroper to pe Ptuate the wrong of' I';"- In theec oM..ec obstacle it create,- for chiropractlc patients, an-2 contrary toor-s- o-l intentk-, by ar ;-uinjcr now,- that renoval of the x-ray mandate

P. 8 hvnvou rrceivf0 chi.ropractntcarre RSa. FConqf rln9 r nrI nil ~ou
th le seni1o r _.i1-.J zeno eserve the same rights?

Iwould nrrnreciate your specific rplien to each que~stion as wouldVOF onsIAtuei - ii the ,-8th Congrenoionni 51stri~t.

- erTpectfully sub j, ted D.C

'Chster A. Will- , P.C.

P..The news tie concernjra
cmrloed for your roferen-'e.

A.
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CHESTER A. WILK, D. C.
5130 W. BELMONT AVENUE

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS - 60641
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- (iiiroproctic p IC1> 3jijt

P I A M l 4 V t) 0 5 ., J i. [ jI, .1 ' l ,t .rj

k- II C A ,. II I fr.()I!J

Nilar'ch 17, 1979

o i A , kvn ';, CIi 1 r m;in
F,dera L lecti.orl Comnrnizsion
I.325 i . I'treet, I4
Washington, DC 20463

Denr G( i ui -rr-in A.i kisl

I am in receipt of a letter from tla' i~a Porid,2- in which hesaid I would have to comply with certi)in requiretnentis if' I wish
to submit information of a possible violation.

The enclosed material has been given to him and I am.ubmitting copies to you and your committee so each inay havecopie of' the enclosed.

C'hester A. Wilk, D.C."

Copies to Robert Tiernan
Max ?"riedersdorf

S Harris
Johi McGarry
Vernon Thompson



DR. (' T% A.WILK D.2., P.C.

P4 IIi rl~ r, 1 15l,' t i

M''lrch l1 1'P/'I)

An,. tt nt "i ,r'nl Cotnnnet_
1e ,,.: 11] ectior n C oam i. :: on

TW;'
2
'r nr, o n , C ",~.<'

.i rr, n receiPt of your Ietter of March 12, 1979 nnd wouldeortalnly wnt I'o compl[v wi th whatever req iremeritn are noecruiry. "('ortnin y wi nl toi r ;I.e trh I matter to the end.

(1) tL _t'-I._nrnme addr,,II# rhone i.n,'he to - ,', ¢ik, Fl.C.I' T"( .eminnry Ave., ParkRIdr,, 1d , ,OOKQ (reiidncp)
'1 30 01. Belmont Ave., Chicafo, IL c0(4k (ot cier)
Phonr for both addrenrei i r" ;/ t 5-k , 71,

() ';tatrrpt of atp, ncloneci I letter sent to Confr'enrmnn)arini e . Ron -enk i WhrT'h has boeri unnnnawererd >y him to d 'to., ,t,,r is7. : diterl Deeerber P), 1979 and I wil.L, mark it exhibi t A. Ttn; ontent rel'ernto ,2on.r ' s mri ?!o-te (kow;lc receeij t of over iK9,nO. and vr J n " -. rnst0 tar i A h i I t, e 1 m i n ,te ham ( Fraud ) x-ray rec i reom t , h r) rI rn em,"dti ci rho ncpr-f he, .>') ,o0 Contribut.oni bel n!. Urom mcd I caI poi i t 1 calncti on commi i t, t -. A t.-o ene]oned find November 20, 1978 Time rarazincref'erence to Root:einkowski receivinr more than $69,000 which I will mark: hL.. hL E. Encloned Vind tx .hL.__ in which Concry. Rontenkowr ,-i n taten hedid onponp o ]rni nation of tho x-rny requiremen rnl ref'pr!nc, tot Io lt) ." , o r I ron imr i t n

(3) . , _ Joa,, included ani exhi bi to in aboveotatemri of actr number two n-bovc.

( _ g ' .. _h e r,.d _Afr _ -,.-_Thin .-I t.) 9trat;e that I am NOT a canlidate f'or trn of'flce nor am 1In any waxj wor>:i nr7 on hehal f of' any crandi late runrin,,r for nut/ical off io.1 Al rnn ,orredcl 0on c)t Lhe we] Iore of -)i.L my plt-,ita ,inrd heir, doril,! th,' . n" ,- -,,r r ht: , f'ree rvn of ehoice of herlth rre irld of, peonalhlr,iirilnwfij 1 :, 1, 11 , , 1 (, 1 t dory my prtt entn h flO'rn ri.xhtr

Please a i.: if . need do Inythin7 else, or write anyone elrion thI a ehIf, or .' 1 uot wait for you to arvino me nt thIn time.

Re t se f'- i 11 bmr,!L , I /?

/ ,/ ' / I . .. /"./



Iiester A. Wilk, I). .Mi1 WI:NI' I!II IMOIN'I AVI7NTII Tf i

312/72S-48

¢A1 r . 4r ()!r (f

CHIROPRACTIC .IVAKI'1 (3iT ivcrnh"" 19, 197i,

tn renn ,'r i F , , r ten 1': 1; k n
th: ('r( ,t'OI(1onl] [.)t ~t,r'ict., nl. roic

I. I f r' 1 : I I , ' ;1 1 irtr1)n , i)..

i)"'l 2+iw+lPr' 2,' i:,.lt 2cr; ten tPew<c l

[in reom i 0 ,o r lettcr of Sept. 13th in which you wrotei "...T
opposod e1.. omi ri-iiA on oi the present. Medicare req ui rement tha L the need for
(-hirprretic sorvicen he demonnitrnted hyx-ray ........ I hoped we would
limit nmenlnmentn thi!ni ;P-nr to thono wh-icJi 're Jow cnt, tnrid n oron trover-,ial

S. . in e the ,'o0 t oi' e].mir ti nc the x-ray requlremert wm r 1 ,J _tIvl y
Iar *~e ,L' ri on. . 11 I rnot include eliminat.ion ()t' the x-rny r,iremnerrt

. --, rq~'< ,-, o"' ,- i ear, menrmentn p fro onei n rl .,i

&or fhe FjVkn 07 hrovi. t outline -om-, f'acto,

1 * i hr x-rav mindrit:e tr1 ,i nhnrn and a deceptivy fraud ()n the r)ubl.ic, becnu e,:
exrterto a!-ree thnt. it, 1. impost.ble to "T)rovr or Iinprove" the need for
t11 a , - 7. Iar' o-of< i r)on tetnIly on x-rnr;. It 3rnT) 1 can't 5e doneI

Cer,'r') ,-r, n vo r i; r' the e-rny mndn t~e fi ,, re') , '-j cV r rihjrn rr-ri l,
i," (-the :'J? oe . 'e, a eir' lrtw, -nut it .rv 2 I t.ort, I i ite at r dote ny t;i

l" 1 i:'.. V cc're1,- I tereciun _arntsi in HEW and foilt, d upon the mT)hlJi c.

3An chnirmin f the vi tal subcomm ttee on health, which rnlkos yoi.A R
"piticl. lv dens. rnhle c;ll.y" of the American Politicl,, Action 'omtteo

AVI'A_.)volireiv" in Aoxce,'n o ,' ,$6990"0 Ir, carnnrir contr, hutionri from
A.....l *r5, r I Imito of thr! F el rr 1 2. el ction ",rl:lfliipf: 'n Act of' , I-) Of: hi{' -T -i , e ' rrna be aware.

.2 rn~reo Pr ihi 1 i n w"n r (1 .th Dinrr. Plot. 11-1.) son or ,your health
<uhcomm tteo, ,an olfer'el ci nizahi. contribution fr 4 AF'A2, bet he returrl ,
It FJnce h.e di,n'it wart to be the suhject of n. rno. ibte conflict of interest.

5. 2omul.or, x-rivi- ,- of' chi rooractic patcten,, >irticu1arily thone ihom
ohi rorr cto-r, tony 2001 ct not requireo uch cxroq, n, in cnanl oui by
:.vt I qt:an ,r e ,;'r'n,2 remen' bocaune it reru.to in tnnooronry radiation.

6. ar ropra, t~o' r, reeerni7(rd, 1icensed arid recl-ted by law in 50 States
nnd i.tn , lo.e 3 arr accred i ted by nan a,,ency apTrc,1Oed by the United '.7taten
Of "i ce of ,FI]untion. 7..h i constItites factual rco rr.i.ion in these areas-
no, ctot rove

7. ,hiroprnctir.c thrrcn\T c.an transet'r some patien4s from very costly
inratient" h'npi. -1l core to much lenn costy ".z te 't n o.iccc are.

An-.ivnew.Q rvrr r'nerit; arw tav me in a honpitil. ro, a t d i 1 foirenc

in cont.

- 4, 10o n



1. D)id the contributions fromn AMPACAyou accepted, which in In excess ofP
th.~O~ljitof the Federal Election -am-pal rn Act of 197'i in~luerice

V ,c ir surport of' the currerit sham x-ray mriatpe?

P io yoii thor -n oro ,, Io vo You iro ru 1 1 t~y r) I' r (:eori fI , t f r i r, tv rotil. ri
-i (- - t _ -1 e unlafullIyvh I hcnrbutions according to the ~' c

. rnt you believe you would have been more priudent to follow
C~n~resmn Ii)~ Cane's policies of refunlinay the money from Ai' A!C,

rmitlaiydur to the sensitive -Positi-on y!Vou hold on the health
Cc -Imi t ee?

4. 'I-ere ou al. ware that t-he sham x-ray mandat-e was juLSt tha, r deCe-tijve
fr-iur on U r ublic brourwhtl on by HE-d. ra~ther t-han an honest- nrovls'on
n~vrr inte-,nded b > Treg I f' so, why did yo-Leurort ?

;,r, oyo o7- roe 4 h--t compulsory x-rayia olf &-iro.pr.actic patients is
on rary v th pubi'I-' inter-ent by any st-anlard of -,or,3sure m-nt? i~f sor.

6-. ,'hat "r'nntrc~vorn jal" amFenrments do you refer to in your lette r? T h
entilre henltlh c-irp pa',-'kace? If it were not "cofltrover. ;Ial" I-. would rasr:

in 7F.I- t the controversy created in the perverted and "publi:7!be
darmne-V attitundes o-f -e same medical polifi-cians who gave you) over

~i~OO inspt e ftheYF, OAct?!

r?. Do 1y)ou thin' i is Proper to pretaethe wronf',fHI)/ in theecoomi' bs tac--cl, 3,t creatr-l for ciorcj'tter s ndcnr-yt
.~c'~o~iintent, by arruiincr now tha,-t removal Of the x-ray mandate

I "ir L J. r)rn r-,rv

~. Wer~y-~urfrcivo chi rorprac.ttc .care an a Crre'
nn-V ae d includiu xarmlnations e--nd , - _- _-e A

t he sernior citizens dleqerve the same r-Irrhts?

I Wou'r mrr11,1teyOUr fnpecific rno li~nn to nnch qi
yrconqtttoent- -io oge nral Districat.

dn ,t yo u e hi e ve

liertion j-)wo iH

.1eqsmect+fUlly sub ~tdD. C.

A Y i11,//7'-C'AP
Y..The r-e ws article- concerning
eri>'rd or your roferenne.

4 ( C.

/
[>7 I~'i

/
-I

- Lfr

ANA's exc-essive contributionsc is

AMA charged with illegal
campaign contribuitions

r I r i ri 7 i'4 I

I e v t -I, I " 'Inn t ':t' n ' r

th t. 11 lr -'f 1 14 r I i (
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October 3. 1978

A. Wilk, ).C. (
Belmont Avenue

F i.]ini fOis 60641

He,-ar Dr-. WIil k

This is in reply to your letter in which you ask why IopposedIe limination oE the present medicare r~uiremnthat the
need for chiropractic services be demonstrated by u,-ray.

Far,71 i t he Stibcommittoe-'s ronqicleration of medicare nm,"nd-
ments, iannonced that T hoped we would 1imiL amendments this
year t-o those which are low cost and. noncontroversial. The Sub-
co ,uitVee wa- working under a severe FLA(T-t-- m ion, $100
mi.. 1lion, an( I felL it was too late in the session for action on
controversia 1 loerinlation to be compl.etred. r;ince t-hr, cost f

i iwi natlI ii. the 'rny rCrpl .rermNent wan rIl.,Iti vr].y 1 T , $24
million., an(d ..;ie proviion was strong].y oppooe:4 by t-he Adminiqt ra-
tion, I di<i not incl.tde elimination of the x-ray rerr11i rement- in
t , package o( i,-li.ca re amendments p roposerl adrl t ,ported

I voul wanI: t() make clear that my pnsiinon on thin issu(e i:,;
in ro way a refl.e.ction of my opinion of tie quality or appropri-
ateness of ne .;rvices furnished by chiropractors; there were any
number of possihle amendments I felt were desirable but could not
su[ppurt hecause- of the consFtraints on our consideration of
le isl1at.]on thi.is year-.

r: hiope I have responrledl fully to your inquiry. With warm
re(ards, r am

S.incerely yours,

-in tenkowslk i
a'hal rman

DR/] cs

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS

U 0. HOU0t U r flPRMPIrt AI IVr

WASHINGTOrl, D.C. 20515

SUCCOMMITTEE ON HEALTH
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