
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

   
  

  

  

 

  

 

 

 
 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
Washington, DC 20463 

July 28, 2021 

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY 
pmq@brunnerlaw.com 

Patrick M. Quinn, Esq. 
Brunner Quinn 
35 North 4th Street 
Columbus, OH 43215  

RE:     MUR 7507 
Drenko Pureval 

Dear Mr. Quinn: 

On October 5, 2018, the Federal Election Commission (“Commission”) notified your 
client, Drenko Pureval, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign 
Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”).  A copy of the complaint was forwarded to your clients 
at that time. 

The Commission considered the complaint but was equally divided on whether to 
find reason to believe your client violated the Act.  Accordingly, on July 13, 2021, the 
Commission closed its file in this matter. 

Documents related to the case will be placed on the public record within 30 days.   
See Disclosure of Certain Documents in Enforcement and Other Matters, 81 Fed. Reg. 
50,702 (Aug. 2, 2016).  A Statement of Reasons explaining the Commission’s decision will 
follow.   

If you have any questions, please contact Roy Q. Luckett, the attorney assigned to 
this matter, at (202) 694-1650. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Shonkwiler 
Assistant General Counsel 

MUR750700144

mailto:pmq@brunnerlaw.com
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	COMPLAINT BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION --0 ,
	COMPLAINT BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION --0 ,
	-

	RE: Request for Investigation into Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio's Use of Non­Federal Funds 
	Dear Ms. Stevenson, 
	The Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust (FACT) is a nonprofit organization dedicated to promoting accountability, ethics, and transparency in government and civic arenas. We achieve this mission by hanging a lantern over public officials who put their own interests over the interests of the public good. FACT files this complaint requesting the Federal Election Commission (FEC) innnediately investigate and take appropriate enforcement action to address apparent violations of the Federal Election Ca
	1 

	This complaint is based upon media reports and public filings, information and belief, that Pureval has used a county campaign fund that is not subject to federal law for 
	This complaint is filed pursuant to 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(l) against Aftab Pureval, candidate for U.S. House of Representatives in Ohio's First Congressional District, and Pureval's authorized campaign committee, Aftab for Ohio, PO Box 713, Cincinnati, OH, 45201. 
	1 

	Complaint re Aftab Pureval Page 2 of8 
	his federal congressional race. Pureval is a candidate for U.S. House ofRepresentatives in 
	Ohio's First Congressional District. Currently, Pureval is also the Hamilton County Clerk 
	ofCourts, to which he was elected in 2016 and is not up for re-election until 2020. Yet, in 
	2018, Pureval used his county campaign account to accept donations and pay several 
	expenses that appear to be directly related to his federal congressional campaign. This type 
	of activity directly violates federal election laws, including contribution limits and 
	reporting requirements.The Commission must immediately investigate and enforce the 
	2 

	3
	law. 
	FACTS 
	Pureval was elected Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts in 2016. His clerk campaign 
	fond is a non-federal fund organized under Ohio law, and he is required to file Ohio 
	Campaign Finance Reports. According to Pureval' s most recent state filing for the 
	reporting period ofJanuary through June 2018, Pureval raised $31,320 during that time.
	4 

	Pureval announced his candidacy for federal office on January 31, 2018, after which he 
	raised $31,170 of the $31,320 of clerk contributions.This includes $30,000 of 
	5 

	contt·ihntiol}s; frnin PJ1I:eval's mother, who also made th.e_maximum cantributian ta 
	Pureval's federal campaign.
	6 

	52 U.S.C. §§ 30116 (contribution limits), 30104 (reporting requirements). 
	2 

	"If the Commission, upon receiving a complaint . . . has reason to believe that a person has committed or is about to commit, a violation ofthe [Act] ... (t]he Commission shall make and investigation ofsuch alleged violation." 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(2); 11 C.F.R. § l 1 l.4(a). 
	3 

	Friends ofAftab Pureval, Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts, filed Jul. 31, 2018 (attached as Exhibit A). 
	4 

	Aftab for Ohio, Statement ofOrganization, Federal Election Commission, filed Jan. 29, 2018; Howard Wilkinson, It's Official: Aftab Pureval Is Running For Steve Chabot's House Seat, , Jan.31.2018 (available at: http://vvv,rw.wvx.u. org,/po st/its-o f:fici al-a ftab-pure va 1-nmn ing-steve-cha bots-house­seat#stream/0). 
	5 
	WVXU.org

	Friends ofAftab Pureval, Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts, filed Jul. 31, 2018 (attached as Exhibit A); Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30K From His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018 (available at: ru1rning-congress-but-spending-clerk-campaign-too/878254002/) (attached as Exhibit B); Sharon Coolidge, A/tab Pureval on Controversial Poll: I'll 'Remedy Any Issues. ', Cincinnati Enquirer, Sept. 26, 2018 
	6 
	https://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/20J 8/08/02/election-20 l 8-aftab-purevals­

	www.factdc.org • 1717 K Street NW, Suite 900, Washington, D.C., 20006 • Phone (202) 787-5860 
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	Complaint re Aftab Pureval Page 3 of8 . 
	Pureval's clerk report also disclosed he spent $28,380.78.One ofthe expenditures clearly appears to be for Pureval's federal race. On April 4, 2018, Pureval paid $16,400 to OBA Strategies for "consulting."OBA Strategies is a polling finn based in Washington D.C., which Pureval had not previously used for his clerk race but had used for his for his congressional race in January 2018. When the clerk report was initially filed, the check to OBA Strategies had the memo line redacted, hiding the purpose of the H
	7 
	8 
	9 
	expenditure.
	10 

	"unquestionably [for] a poll about (Pureval's] current congressional race."The 
	11 

	Cincinnati Enquirer obtained a copy of the poll, and reported, 
	The poll itself -which until now has been held secret by the Pureval campaign -undermines repeated claims by them that it was for both a future clerk of courts run and an exploration of a congressional run. The poll is headlined, "Polling in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab Pureval." 
	And there's not one question about the 2020 clerk of court's race. 
	The poll questions f.ocused Oil v.ihether the person wo1.1ld vote w the upcoming congressional race, asked several questions about Chabot, asked about the person's views on abortion and even asked a specific question about Chabot's paying his son-in-law to build his campaign website, the focus ofa current attack ad against Chabot. 
	The poll mentions Pureval's time as clerk, but does not ask questions about the 2020 clerk's race.
	12 

	1-obtained­enquirer/ 1430234002/) (attached as Exhibit C). Friends ofAftab Pureval, Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts, filed Jul. 31, 2018 (attached as Exhibit A). 
	https :/ /www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/20 I 8/09 /26/afta bs-secrel-pol 
	7 

	sId. 
	Id.; Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval on Controversial Poll: I'll 'Remedy Any Issues. ', Cincinnati Enquirer, Sept. 26, 2018. 
	11 

	Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval on Controversial Poll: I'll 'Remedy Any Issues. ', Cincinnati Enquirer, Sept. 26, 2018. 
	12 
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	Complaint re Aftab Pureval Page 4 of8 
	In addition to the expenditures' obvious purpose for the federal race, Pureval's actions also demonstrate an intent to violate federal campaign finance laws.When Pureval initially filed his clerk report, the memo lines on all four checks written during the reporting period were It was later revealed that three of the checks had nothing written in the memo line, but the check written to GBA Strategies stated "poll balance."Thus, it appears the redaction of all the checks was made for the purpose of hiding th
	13 
	redacted.
	14 
	15 
	polling.
	16 
	17 
	18 

	campaigns paid for it.Additionally, there were other expenditures from Pureval's clerk account that appear to be directly related to his federal campaign, including: 
	19 

	1. On February 5, 2018, Pureval paid $360 to Mark Byron for media expenses. 
	The payment was made five days after Pureval announced he was running for ____________,,fA,...e.,.de.....t:al.office "Byron's pbotowaphy website shows..he photog.i:aph....ed....· ....P....•u....·e....v..,.a...J'.,..s-----­
	Jan. 31 congressional race kick-off. There is no payment to Byron from the congressional campaign, records show. "
	20 

	2. On May 9, 2018, Pureval paid $578 to Valentine Strategies, which is consulting on Pureval's congressional campaign according to his federal campaign finance 
	Id. 14 Id. 1s Id. See id. Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30KFrom His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018. Paula Christian and Evan Millward, Lawyer: Pureval Campaign Double­Dipped, Paid $16k For Research Applying To Two Separate Races, WCPO Cleveland, Sept. 20, 2018. Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval on Controversial Poll: I'll 'Remedy Any Issues. ', Cincinnati Enquirer, Sept. 26, 2018. Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30K From H
	13 
	16 
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	reports, for "supplies reimbursement."Pureval's clerk campaign had not made any payments to this vendor in 2017. 
	21 
	22 

	Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30K From His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018. 10 Id. 
	Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30K From His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018. 10 Id. 
	9 


	3. 
	3. 
	3. 
	From January through June 2018, Pureval to NGP VAN for "software.'' NOP VAN is a company that provides fundraising software, which is the "industry standard and used by nearly every Democratic congressional campaign. Pureval used the same company in the clerk's race, but at a much lesser cost. Typically, the bigger the race, the larger the cost of the software."Pureval' s federal campaign did not disclose any payments to this vendor on his federal 
	paid $4,376.66 
	23 
	filings for this time period.
	24 


	4. 
	4. 
	In February and April, 2018, Pureval made two payments to Brianna Ledsome, who has worked for Pureval's congressional campaign since January 2018. "Pureval's most recent congressional campaign report does not show that any payments have been made to Ledsome from Pureval's congressional campaign account. "
	25 




	LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	1 pi:ohibits federal-Gamlidates from solicitittg, rece1mng, dii:ecting, transferring, or spending funds in connection with an election for Federal office unless the funds are subject to the limitations, prohibitions, and reporting requirements of the Act.For instance, funds raised for a county race are not subject to federal contribution 
	Federal lav
	26 

	21 Id 
	Friends ofAftab Pureval, Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts, filed Jan. 23, 2018. 
	22 

	Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30K From His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018. 
	23 

	Aftab for Ohio, Federal Election Commission, accessed 9/27/2018). 
	24 

	Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval Spent $30KFrom His Clerk Campaign Account This Year. Was Some For His Congressional Race?, Cincinnati Enquirer, Aug. 2, 2018; Aftab for Ohio, Federal Election Commission, accessed 9/27/2018). 
	25 

	52 U.S.C.§30116; 11 C.F.R. § 300.63 ("Ifan individual is simultaneously running for both Federal and State or local office, the individual must raise, accept, and spend only Federal funds for the Federal election."). 
	26 
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	limitationsor federal reporting requirements for all contributions and expenditures,and these "non-federal" funds cannot be used for a Even in the case where a candidate is simultaneously running for federal and state 
	27 
	28 
	federal election.
	29 

	office, the candidate may only solicit, receive, or spend non-federal funds if its (I) "solely in connection with such election for State or local office"; (2) "refers only" to him or her, to other candidates for that same state or local office, or both; and (3) is permitted under state law.The candidate cannot use state funds for a federal election-the "individual must raise, accept, and spend only Federal funds for the Federal election."
	30 
	31 

	In the present case, Pureval' s county clerk fund is not subject to the limitations, prohibitions, and reporting requirements ofthe Act. For instance, individual donations are not limited to $2,700 and the federal reporting requirements do not apply. Yet, the facts surrounding Pureval' s use of his county clerk account demonstrates Pureval raised those funds to be used in his federal campaign. Pureval accepted $30,000 in donations, the 
	majority ofthe funds the clerk campaign raised during this reporting period, only after he announced his candidacy for federal office and from a single family member who also 
	nade the 1aaximurn doR~11-t"-01-Jh1J.Ji,s-so¼'f.ee<d;ueu:raial~r;aa<;e.--------------------
	-

	Moreover, the facts demonstrate Pureval used those funds for his federal race. First, Pureval was not up for re-election as clerk until 2020. Despite the years until the county election, Pureval quicly spent nearly all ofthe funds he raised on campaign expenses, all of which had direct ties to his federal campaign. The substance of the poll paid for by Pureval's county fund demonstrates it was a federal campaign expense--the poll was entitled "Polling in OH-1 Shows Opportunity for Aftab Pureval," asked ques
	For instance, a federal candidate is prohibited from accepting contributions from individuals in excess of $2,700. 52 U.S.C. § 30116. However, that prohibition does not apply to funds raised for county races in Ohio, and use ofthe county funds would circumvent the limitations. 
	27 

	52 u.s.c. § 30104. 
	28 

	52 u.s.c. §§ 30116, 30118. 
	29 

	52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(2); 11 C.F.R § 300.63; Federal Election Advisory Opinion AO 2016-25 (Jan. 25, 2017). 
	30 

	31 
	11 C.F.R. § 300.63. 
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	Pureval spent it on polling for his congressional race, and any claim this was for his 2020 county race simply defies common sense and is ridiculous. 
	Moreover, the attempt to hide the polling expenditure demonstrates guilt. As part of its state filing, the Pureval campaign redacted the memo line of all four checks written by the campaign-three of the checks had nothing written in the memo line but the one paying for the poll stated "poll balance." The redaction of all the checks was clearly an attempt to hide which check Pureval was attempting to alter and hide the purpose of the polling expenditure. Finally, Pureval' s campaign has been inconsistent in 
	Yet, the poll is not the only county clerk expenditure that has direct ties to the federal campaign. For instance, clerk fund was used to pay a vendor that photographed Pureval' s congressional announcement-an expense related to the congressional campaign announcement must be paid for by federal funds and disclosed on federal reports. There was an increase in spending on fundraising software and payment to a consultant for Pureval' s federal campaign-all from a county account for an election that will not h
	32 


	CONCLUSION 
	CONCLUSION 
	The facts surrounding Pureval's use of his non-federal account clearly indicate he has accepted donations and made expenditures for his federal campaign with non-federa] funds. This is not a case ofa single expenditure being mischaracterized. Rather it appears Pureval used his non-federal account to accept donations from a family member who also made the maximum donation for his federal campaign, and immediately used those funds for his federal campaign. The attempts to obscure and explain only demonstrate 
	On February 1, 2018, Friends of Aftab Pureval (County Clerk Committee) made and in-kind donation of$980 to (Congressional Campaign) for "digital assets." It is unclear whether this is related to the Clerk Committee paying for photographs of the Congressional Campaign announcement, although it does not matter legally. In either case, the payment for the photographs ofa congressional campaign should have been paid for by federal funds and disclosed on the federal report. 
	32 
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	Respectfully submitted, 
	Figure
	Kendra Arnold, Executive Director Foundation for Accountability & Civic Trust 1717 K Street NW, Suite 900 Washington, D.C. 20006 
	STATE OF IOWA ) ) ss. COUNTY OF POLK ) 
	Subscribed and sworn to before me on Ot'll)t?P C IS-t • 2018. 
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	JON HUSTED 
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	Ohio Secretory of State 
	Form30-A 
	Hf., lilL .i Oi,i CCUrlT Y 
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	Committee Name Friends of Aftab Pureval Street Address 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 ?OIA 1111 ~ I o~, '>• .,., --.. ..., '"'"" City Cincinnati Office Sought Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts State Zip OH 45202 District Candidate Name OR PAC Registration Number Treasurer Name Election Date (MM/DDNYYY) Aftab Pureval Evan Nolan 11/06/2016 Type of Report (choose one): D Annual IE] Semiannual □ Pre-Primary D Post-Primary D Pre-General D Post-General Statewide Candidates Only: D July Monthly D August Monthly □ Septe
	Short Form Report (R.C. 3517.10{H)) 
	Termination
	Termination
	Termination
	Amended Report 
	Check this box if the committee 
	Check this box if the committee is filing a
	0 No D Yes 
	D wishes to terminate with this report 
	D short term report. See attached instructions. 
	1. Amount broughtforward from last report 
	1. Amount broughtforward from last report 
	1. Amount broughtforward from last report 
	10691 .69 

	2. Total monetary contributions (From Forms 31-A and 31-E) 
	2. Total monetary contributions (From Forms 31-A and 31-E) 
	31320.00 

	3. Total other Income (From Form 31-A-2) 
	3. Total other Income (From Form 31-A-2) 
	0.00 

	4. Total funds available (sum of lines 1, 2, 3) 
	4. Total funds available (sum of lines 1, 2, 3) 
	42011.69 

	5. Total monetary expenditures (From Forms 31-B and 31-F) 
	5. Total monetary expenditures (From Forms 31-B and 31-F) 
	28380.78 

	6. Balance on hand (line 4 minus line 5) 
	6. Balance on hand (line 4 minus line 5) 
	13630.91 

	7. Value of In-kind contributions received (From Form 31-J-1) 
	7. Value of In-kind contributions received (From Form 31-J-1) 

	8. Value of In-kind contributions made (From Fonn 31-J-2) 
	8. Value of In-kind contributions made (From Fonn 31-J-2) 

	9. Outstanding loans owed by committee (From Form 31-C) 
	9. Outstanding loans owed by committee (From Form 31-C) 

	10. Outstanding debts owed by committee (From Form 31-N) 
	10. Outstanding debts owed by committee (From Form 31-N) 

	11. Outstanding loans owed to committee (From Form 31-K) 
	11. Outstanding loans owed to committee (From Form 31-K) 

	12. Value of Independent expenditures made (From Fonn 31-U) 
	12. Value of Independent expenditures made (From Fonn 31-U) 


	THIS STATEMENT IS MADE UNDER PENALTY OF ELECTION FALSIFICATION. WHOEVER COMMITS ELECTION FALSIFICATION IS GUILTY OF A FELONY OF THE FIFTH DEGREE. 
	Figure
	107/31 /2018 
	Date (MM/DD/YYYY) 
	Signature of Treasurer or Deputy Treasurer 
	Last Updated 09/2017 
	Contribution Pages 
	Expenditure Pages 
	1 
	Other Pages 
	1 
	Total Pages 3 
	=orm 31-A Statement of Contributions Page 1 of 1 \lame ofCommittee: Friends of Aftab Pureval 
	~.C.3517.10 

	Figure
	Figure
	345 E. 7th Street 01/24/2018 Meredith Robl er Cincinnati OH 45227 NotE lo ed 01/29/2018 $150.00 Debit Char1es Kamine 8450 Arborcrest Or. Cincinnati OH 
	Figure
	Figure
	01/30/2018 $100.00 Check Watton KY 
	Figure
	Gra don Good Government Committee 

	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	Figure
	01/30/2018 $600.00 Check Jane Doster 4265 Westminister Wa Mason OH 45040 Retired 
	Figure

	Figure
	01/31/2018 $50.00 Debit Drenko Pureval 13 Medalist Wa Xenia OH 45385 Retired 
	02/01/2018 $Check Peter St. John 1382 Burdett Ave Cincinnati OH 45206 Not Em lo ed 
	15,000.00 

	02/02/2018 $20.00 Debit Susan Black 5700 Drake Road OH 45243 Retired 
	Cincinnati 

	02/06/2018 $250.00 Debit Drenko Pureval 13 Medalist Wa Xenia OH 45385 Retired 
	04/11/2018 $Check 
	15,000.00 

	Pa Total: $31 320.00 
	=orm 31-B Statement of Expenditures Page 1 of 1 
	tC. 3517.10 
	~ame of Committee: Friends of Aftab Pureval 
	~·=.' .., ,,_..,,f'-,. -,i . ,";t, " •~,:-,;~.•~} "".,~~~~ -~~ -;!'; ....!~~~~~~~~-~~~~'!' ; ~ -,.o"z.<, .. , •.. . .l "U-" C _.-:.•:J~:..~~. ~.~ , : ' ,. , ~~ : ;-, ,..:. . ::.A.... -. ' ·~ .._. .;~ ,r ·Y~ .. , , !:$ .~II'.... • • NGPVAN 1445 New York Ave Washinaton DC 20005 01/02/2018 $466.24 Fees Debit Dan Babou Cab Best efforts 01/05/2018 $38.00 Travel Check#1060 Joe Levv 573 S Kellner Rd Columbus OH 43209 01/08/2018 $2.884.00 Travel Debit-Ven mo Hotwire 333 108th Ave. NE Bellevue WA 98004 01/29/2018 $9
	9/26/18, 7:23 PM
	Election 2018: Aftab Pureval's running for congress but spending from clerk campaign, too E't H} i:)Ii l3 
	Aftab Pureval spent $30Kfrom 
	his clerk campaign account this 
	year. Was some for his 
	congressional race? 
	Sharon Coolidg~ Updated 4:43 p.m. ET Aug. 3, 2018 
	Hamilton County Clerk of Courts Aftab Pureval has a campaign war chest of $1.5 million as he pursues Ohio's 1st Congressional district seat. 
	But publicly available campaign finance reports appear to show Pureval used 
	his clerk ofcourts campaign account for expenses in his federal congressional 
	race. 
	And that's a campaign no-no. Using a county account in a federal race could be a violation of election laws, because the rules for each differ. 
	Pureval spent $30,000 in the first six months of this year out of the clerk 
	campaign account -even though a potential run for re-election wouldn't 
	come for another two years when Pureval's term is up, according to a 
	campaign finance reports filed Tuesday at the Hamilton County Board of 
	Elections. Pureval was elected clerk in 2016. 
	On Feb. s -five days after Pureval announced he was running for Congress­the clerk's account cut a $360 check to Mark Byron for media. Byron is a Cincinnati-based photographer who has previously worked for Pureval. Byron's photography website shows he photographed Pureval's Jan. 31 congressional race kick-off. There is no payment to Byron from the congressional campaign, records show. 
	...purevals-running-congress-but-spendlng-clerk-campaign-too/878254002/ Page 1 of 5 
	https://www.clncinnati.com/story/news/politics/2018/08/02/electlon-2

	Election 2018: Aftab Pureval's running for congress but spending from clerk campaign, too 9/26/18, 7:23 PM 
	View Bryon photography: ­for-Congress1
	https:f-jwww.b)[ronphoto.co1nLAftab-Pureval
	-

	Pureval declined to comment. Pureval's congressional campaign manager 
	Sarah Topy told The Enquirer all donations and expenses from the clerk 
	campaign account are related to the clerk's office. She declined to comment 
	on specific spending, including the photography expense and specific other 
	expenses related to the congressional campaign. 
	Brian G. Svoboda from Perkins Coie LLP in Washington, DC, and counsel for Aftab's campaign, sent a statement that said: 
	Hours after The Enquirer's story was posted Thursday on Cincinnati.com, 

	"The claim that Aftab Pureval engaged in any kind of 'campaign no-no,' as the Enquirer insinuated on its web site today, is unsupported by fact and law. Federal Election Commission rules expressly allow individuals to run campaigns for federal and local office at the same time. They also expressly allow individuals to raise funds for both their federal and local campaigns. Doing so has been a common practice for more than forty years, and the FEC has repeatedly allowed state and local campaigns to divide th
	Then Friday, Pureval filed an amended clerk of courts 2017 annual report with the Hamilton County Board of Elections. No corrections were made to this year's report, but the amended report shows Pureval -after this story 
	urevals-running-congress-but-spending-clerk-campaign-too/878254002/ Page 2 of 5 
	https://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/2018/08/02/eiection-2 ... 

	Election 2018: Aftab Pureval's running for congress but spending from clerk campaign, too 9/26/18, 7:23 PM 
	was published online -is doing a detailed accounting of his books. 
	On the original 2017 report, Pureval detailed contributions of $8,000 for the 
	first half of 2017. Now, he reported, he was given $8,750 in that same time. 
	While the difference is less than $1,000, it shows there were contributions 
	not accounted for. 
	His campaign did not return three requests for further comment Friday. 
	Democrat Pureval announced on Jan. 31 that he would challenge Republican Steve Chabot in Ohio's First Congressional District this November. 
	Here's what you need to know about Steve Chabot and Aftab Pureval in 30 seconds Wochit 
	After that, the clerk of courts campaignreport shows two large donations from Pureval's mother, Drenko Pureval, and spending on travel, media and consulting from the clerk campaign account. 
	One day after the congressional announcement, according to his clerk's office 
	campaign report, Drenko Pureval, donated $15,000 to Pureval's clerk of 
	courts campaign. 
	On the same day, she donated $5,400 to Aftab for Ohio, Aftab's 
	Congressional campaign account -the office her son is seeking this year, his 
	federal campaign reports shows. That is the maximum amount permitted to 
	be donated to the congressional campaign. There is no limit for donations in 
	county races, including to the clerk campaign account. 
	Drenko Pureval then wrote a second $15,000 check to her son's clerk of 
	courts account on April 11, the clerk report says, bringing the total she 
	donated to that campaign to $30,000. 
	..urevals-running-congress-but-spending-clerk-campaign-too/878254002/ Page 3 of 5 
	https://www.cinclnnati.com/story/news/politics/2018/08/02/election-2 .

	Election 2018: Aftab Pureval's running for congress but spending from clerk campaign, too 9/26/18, 7:23 PM 
	In the midst ofthose donations, onApril 4, Pureval paid $16,400 to 
	Washington D.C.-based polling firm GBA Strategies for consulting, the 
	clerk's campaign report said. GBA is a Democratic polling firm. 
	Pureval had never before used the firm in the clerk's race. GBA did a 
	congressional poll for Pureval in January, according to a polling memo 
	distributed to supporters from the congressional campaign, which was 
	obtained by The Enquirer. 
	More: PX column: Aftab Pureval builds war chest as outside grou:ps s12end big moneY-attacking Chabot 
	More: Who is Aftab Pureval? sthings to know about Re12. Steve Chabot's new challenger in Ohio 
	More: Pureval has gained on Chabot in the minds ofs01ne ex12erts. One sees race as a toss-up 
	The clerk of courts campaign finance report covered donations and expenses between Jan. 1, 2018 and June 30, 2018. The report shows Pureval started the reporting period with $10,691 in the clerk account. He raised $31,320 $30,320 on the day of his congressional announcement and after the announcement. In that same time, he spent $28,380. 
	-

	Pureval has filed three campaign finance reports in the congressional race, reports in April, May and July. He raised roughly $1.5 million. 
	Attorney Evan Nolan serves as treasurer for both Pureval campaigns. He declined to comment. 
	If Pureval did use the county account for his federal race, such use could violate federal and state campaign finance laws. Violations offederal and state campaign finance laws can carry criminal penalties, including jail time. 
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	Election 2018: Aftab Pureval's running for congress but spending from clerk campaign, too 9/26/18, 7:23 PM 
	Peruvian's clerk campaign finance report shows multiple expenses for travel, consulting and other work. 
	A look at the Hamilton County Board ofElections report shows: 
	•
	•
	•
	Pureval paid NGP VAN, a company that provides fundraising software to Democrats, $3,910. The software is the industry standard and used by nearly every Democratic congressional campaign. Pureval used the same company in the clerk's race, but at a much lesser cost. Typically, the bigger the race, the larger the cost ofthe software. 

	•
	•
	Valentine Strategies, which is consulting on Pureval's congressional campaign according to his federal campaign finance reports, was paid $578 on May 9. The money was reimbursement for supplies. 

	•
	•
	Pureval's clerk account made multiple payments to Brianna Ledsome, who according to Linkedln, currently works for Aftab for Ohio, the congressional campaign. Pureval's most recent congressional campaign report does not show that any payments have been made to Ledsome from Pureval's congressional campaign account." 


	Cody Rizzuto, a spokesman for Chabot, said, "Based on his finance reports, it couldn't be more clear that Aftab violated campaign finance laws. Aftab has a lot of explaining to do." 
	Topy countered, "There is no story here." 
	"All ofthese expenditures were appropriate and legal. Any insinuation otherwise is simply wrong," she said. "It shouldn't surprise anyone that Steve Chabot wants to try and change the subject because he doesn't want to run on his record so he's looking to stir up non-stories where there aren't any." 
	..urevals-running-congress-but-spending-clerk-campaign-too/878254002/ Page 6 of 5 
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	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 9/26/18, 7:24 PM 
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	Aftab Pureval on controversial poll: I'll 'remedy any issues.' 
	Sharon Coolidg~ Updated 5:15 p.m. ET Sept. 26, 2018 
	Here's what you need to know about Steve Chabot and Aftab Pureval in 30 seconds Wochit 
	The Enquirer has obtained the poll at the center ofa campaign finance spending complaint against Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts Aftab Pureval 
	-

	and it's unquestionably a poll about his current congressional race. 
	The poll itself -which until now has been held secret by the Pureval campaign -undermines repeated claims by them that it was for both a future clerk ofcourts run and an exploration ofa congressional run. The poll is headlined, "Polling in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab Pureval." 
	And there's not one question about the 2020 clerk of court's race. 
	That's a problem because ifthe poll was for both races, the spending would be permissible under Ohio campaign finance laws. But spending from a clerk of courts campaign fund solely for the purpose ofa congressional run would be a violation of those laws. 
	The spending must be kept separate because in the federal race, donations are capped at $5,400. In the county race, there are no donation limits. 
	Pureval issued a statement Wednesday saying he conducted the poll to "test the waters" to determine whether to run for Congress or stay on as clerk of courts. 
	"After reviewing FEC guidance and regulations, we determined that to follow 
	https://www.cinc inn ati.com/story/news/politics/2018/09/26/aftabs-secret-pol 1-obta i ned-enq ui rer/1 4 3 0 2 34002/ Page 1 of 4 
	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 9/26/18, 7:24 PM 
	both the letter and spirit of the law, we needed to pay for the poll out of both accounts. Ifthat turns out not to be the case, we will immediately remedy any issues. This election should be about protecting health care, creating jobs, and improving the lives ofothers. That's what I'm focused on." 
	The final determination is up to the Ohio Elections Commission, which last 
	week voted 6-1 to investigate Pureval's clerks ofcourts spending. If violations 
	are found, potential fines for the failure to file accurate campaign finance 
	reports can be $15 to $100 per day and the case could be referred to a 
	prosecutor for criminal charges. 
	Two lawyers for Pureval's campaign held a press call Wednesday to respond 
	to questions. They explained the poll was for both campaigns and the checks 
	were written from both campaigns. 
	It's the first time a payment from the congressional campaign fund has come to light. 
	Pureval, a Democrat, was elected Hamilton County Clerk of Courts in 2016. 
	He is running against Republican Steve Chabot for Ohio's 1st Congressional 
	seat, a race that's being watched nationally. 
	The Enquirer obtained a copy of the poll, which was conducted by GBA Strategies from Jan. 11 to Jan. 16 and polled 400 likely voters. 
	The poll questions focused on whether the person would vote in 
	the upcoming congressional race, asked several questions about Chabot, 
	asked about the person's views on abortion and even asked a specific question 
	about Chabot's paying his son-in-law to build his campaign website, the focus 
	of a current attack ad against Chabot. 
	The poll mentions Pureval's time as clerk, but does not ask questions about 
	/ Page 2 of 4 
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	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by EnQuirer 9/26/18, 7:24 PM 

	the 2020 clerk's race. 
	The Pureval campaign has twice insisted the poll was for both races, though the campaign refused to share its contents. 
	Pureval campaign manager Sarah Topy told the Enquirer in August, for the first spending story, "There is no story here." 
	"All of these expenditures were appropriate and legal. Any insinuation otherwise is simply wrong," she said. "It shouldn't surprise anyone that Steve Chabot wants to try and change the subject because he doesn't want to run on his record so he's looking to stir up non-stories where there aren't any." 
	Pureval campaign attorney Peter O'Shea told a group ofreporters last week the money was for polling for both the clerk's race and congressional race. "Polling can be done for both races, and there's no law that prohibits from running for two offices at the same time." 
	More: Aftab Pureval SP-ent ~30K from his clerk campaign account this Y-ear. Was some for his oongressional race? 
	More: Aftab Pureval's clerk camQaign broke spending rules, Ohio election co1nnlaint charges 
	More: Ohio Elections Corrunission votes to 12robe Aftab Pureval cam12aign expenses 
	The spending has taken center stage in the race, prompting a drama-filled Hamilton County Board of Elections investigation into document redactions and an Ohio Elections complaint, which is going forward. 
	It all stems from Pureval's 2018 semi-annual campaign finance reports, in which he spent $30,000 -a lot of money for a clerk's race that is two years 
	https://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/poIltics/2018/09/26/aftabs-secret-pol I-obtained-enquirer/14 3 0 2 34002/ Page 3 of 4 
	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 9/26/18, 7:24 PM 
	away. The Enquirer outlined questionable spending about travel, media and a $16,400 expense paid to GBA Strategies for consulting. The firm is known for conducting congressional polls. 
	After the Enquirer story was published, Brian Shrive, an attorney for the Ohio Coalition Opposed to Spending and Taxes filed a complaint related to the spending with the Ohio Elections Commission. 
	At first, it was impossible to determine what the GBA spending was for 
	because the memo line in checks related to expenses, including that one, were 
	redacted. 
	That became its own drama at the Board of Elections about who did the 
	redacting. Hamilton County Board of Elections Deputy Director Sally Krisel 
	admitted she made the redactions at the request of Sarah Topy, Pureval's 
	campaign manager. Krisel apologized for how she handled the matter. 
	In all, there were four checks, with four redactions. But after Krisel's 
	admission, the Pureval campaign released unredacted checks showing the 
	GBA expense was for "poll balance." The other memos lines were blank 
	under the redactions. 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Evan Nolan, Treasurer Aft.ab for Ohio 
	ocr os 20,a
	P.O. Box 713 Cincinnati, OH 45201 
	P.O. Box 713 Cincinnati, OH 45201 
	RE: MUR 7507 

	Dear Mr. Nolan: 
	The Federal Election Commission received a complaint that indicates Aftab for Ohio and you in your official capacity as treasurer may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 7507. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence. 
	The Act affords you the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against Aftab for Ohio and you in your official capacity as treasurer in this matter. Ifyou wish to file a response, you may submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofthis matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath by persons with relevant knowledge. Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must b
	This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(4)(B) and § 30109(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public. Please be advised that, although the Commission cannot disclose information regarding an investigation to the public, it may share information on a confidential basis with other law enforcement agencies. 
	1 

	If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number ofsuch counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission. Please note that you have a legal obligation to preserve all documents, records, and materials relating to the subject matter ofthe complaint until such time as you are notified that the Commission has closed its file in this
	The Commission has the statutory authority to refer knowing and willful violations ofthe Act to the Department ofJustice for potential criminal prosecution, 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(5)(C), and to report information regarding violations of law not within its jurisdiction to appropriate law enforcement authorities. id. § 30 I 07(a)(9). 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission, such as a response, must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, ifsubmitting via email this Office will provide an electronic receipt 
	by email): 
	by email): 
	by email): 

	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	OR 
	Email cela@fec.gov 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1 539 or toll free at 1-800-424-9530. For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling complaints. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Jeff S. Jordan Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
	Jeff S. Jordan Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Evan Nolan, Treasurer OCT O52018 Friends ofAftab Pureval 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 Cincinnati, OH 45202 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Nolan: 
	The Federal Election Commission received a complaint that indicates Friends ofAftab Pureval and you in your official capacity as treasurer may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 7507. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence. 
	The Act affords you the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against Friends ofAftab Pureval and you in your official capacity as treasurer in this matter. Ifyou wish to file a response, you may submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofthis matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath by persons with relevant knowledge. Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Offic
	This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(4)(B) and § 30l09(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public. Please be advised that, although the Commission cannot disclose information regarding an investigation to the public, it may share information on a confidential basis with other law enforcement agencies. 
	3 

	Ifyou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number ofsuch counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission. Please note that you have a legal obligation to preserve all documents, records, and materials relating to the subject matter ofthe complaint until such time as you are notified that the Commission has closed its file in this 
	The Commission has the statutory authority to refer knowing and willful violations ofthe Act to the Department ofJustice for potential criminal prosecution, 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(5)(C), and to report information regarding violations of law not within its jurisdiction to appropriate law enforcement authorities. Id. § 30107(a)(9). 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission, such as a response, must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, ifsubmitting via email this Office will provide an electronic receipt 
	by email): 
	by email): 
	by email): 

	Mail 
	Mail 
	OR 
	Email 

	Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal l 050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal l 050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	cela@fec.gov 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 1-800-424-9530. For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling complaints. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	JeffS. Jordan Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
	JeffS. Jordan Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	OCT 05 20t8 
	Mr. Aftab Pureval 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 Cincinnati, OH 45202 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Pureval: 
	The Federal Election Commission received a complaint that indicates you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy ofthe complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 7507. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence. 
	The Act affords you the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter. Ifyou wish to file a response, you may submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofthis matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath by persons with relevant knowledge. Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days ofreceipt ofthis letter. Ifno r
	This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(4)(B) and § 30109(a)(l 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public. Please be advised that, although the Commission cannot disclose information regarding an investigation to the public, it may share information on a confidential basis with other law enforcement agencies.
	2 

	Ifyou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number ofsuch counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission. Please note that you have a legal obligation to preserve all documents, records, and materials relating to the subject matter ofthe complaint until such time as you are notified that the Commission has closed its file in this 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission, such as a response, must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, ifsubmitting via email this Office will provide an electronic receipt by email): 
	The Commission has the statutory authority to refer knowing and willful violations ofthe Act to the Department ofJustice for potential criminal prosecution, 52 U.S.C. § 30l09(a)(5)(C), and to report information regarding violations oflaw not within its jurisdiction to appropriate law enforcement authorities. Id. § 30I 07(a)(9). 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission, such as a response, must be addressed to one of the following (note, if submitting via email this Office will provide an electronic receipt 
	by email): 
	by email): 
	by email): 

	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	OR 
	Email cela@fec.gov 


	If you have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 1-800-424-9530. For your information, we have enclosed a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling complaints. 
	Sincerely, 
	Jeff S. Jordan 
	Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	OCT O 5 2018 
	Ms. Drenko Pureval 
	13 Medalist Way Xenia, OH 45385 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Ms. Pureval: 
	The Federal Election Commission received a complaint that indicates you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy ofthe complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 7507. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence. 
	The Act affords you the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that-no action should be taken against you in this matter. Ifyou wish to file a response, you may submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission's consideration ofthis matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath by persons with relevant knowledge. Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days ofreceipt ofthis letter. Ifno r
	This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(4)(B) and § 30109(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public. Please be advised that, although the Commission cannot disclose information regarding an investigation to the public, it may share information on a confidential basis with other law enforcement agencies.
	4 

	Ifyou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number ofsuch counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission. Please note that you have a legal obligation to preserve all documents, records, and materials relating to the subject matter ofthe complaint until such time as you are notified that the Commission has closed its file in this 
	The Commission has the statutory authority to refer knowing and willful violations ofthe Act to the Department ofJustice for potential criminal prosecution, 52 U.S.C. § 30l 09(a)(S)(C), and to report information regarding violations oflaw not within its jurisdiction to appropriate law enforcement authorities. Id § 30I 07(a)(9). 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission, such as a response, must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, ifsubmitting via email this Office will provide an electronic receipt 
	by email): 
	by email): 
	by email): 

	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	Mail Federal Election Commission Office ofComplaints Examination & Legal Administration Attn: Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 1050 First Street, NE Washington, DC 20463 
	OR 
	Email cela@fec.gov 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 1-800-424-9530. For your information, we have enclosed a briefdescription ofthe Commission's procedures for handling complaints. 
	Sincerely, 
	~V1wi 
	Jeff S. Jordan Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FOUNDATION FOR ACCOUNTABILITY
	FACT AND CTVTC TRUST 
	October 11, 2018 
	SU'PPLE}tltl-lT 
	Ms. Lisa J. Stevenson \VLUR. 'l'S 0~7 
	Acting General Counsel Office ofthe General Counsel Federal Election Commission l050 First Street, NE Washington, D.C. 20463 
	RE: Additional Information Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio Complaint 
	Dear Ms. Stevenson, 
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	The Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust (FACT) filed a complaint dated October 1, 2018, against Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio. The law cannot be any clearer: Pureval can only raise, accept, or spend federal funds for his federal election. In violation of this law, there is significant evidence Pureval used his clerk county campaign fund to pay for his federal congressional campaign, which is detailed in FACT's complaint. 
	1 

	We have enclosed two additional exhibits. One county campaign expenditure that was apparently for his federal campaign was a poll. We have enclosed as Exhibit D a copy of the poll analysis. Additionally, the attempt to hide the polling expenditure demonstrates guilt and we have enclosed as Exhibit E photographs of the un-redacted checks.
	2 
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	52 U.S.C. § 30116; 11 C.F.R. § 300.63 ("Ifan individual is simultaneously running for both Federal and State or local office, the individual must raise, accept, and spend only Federal funds for the Federal election."). 
	1 

	The poll was published by the Cincinnati Enquirer. Sharon Coolidge, Aftab Pureval on Controversial Poll: I'll 'Remedy Any Issues.', Cincinnati Enquirer, Sept. 26, 2018 18/09/26/aftabs-secret­poll-obtained-eng u irer/l 430234002/). 
	2 
	(available at: https:/h-vww.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/20 

	The check images were published by the Ohio Star. Anthony Accardi, Ohio Elections Commission Vote 6-1 to Launch Full Investigation Into Aftab Pureval's Campaign Spending, The Ohio Star, Sept. 21, 2018 (available at: mmission-votes-6-l-to-launch-full­investigatio11-into-aftab-ptu-evals-campaign-spending/). 
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	Complaint re Aftab Pureval Page 2 of2 Respectfully submitted, 
	~ 
	Kendra Arnold 
	Executive Director 
	Foundation for Accountability & Civic Trust 
	1717 K Street NW, Suite 900, Washington, D.C., 20006 • Phone (202) 787-5860 
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	To: Interested Parties 
	From: OBA Strategies 
	Date: January 19, 2018 
	Polling in OH-1 Shows Opportunity For Aftab Pureval 
	Our recent viability poll in OH-I suggests this district, like so many others around the country, is up for grabs, particularly with a candidate with a strong foundation and profile like Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts Aftab Pureval. The Republican brand is weak, and Chabot's popularity-while initially decent-proves to be soft. Negatives against Chabot, particularly on taxes, health care, and women's equality are particularly persuasive. The race begins in single digits, and after messaging moves to a Pureva
	1 

	Key Findings 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	The Republican Brand Under Trump Is Weak. Republican performance here is anemic. Party ID is essentially even (34 percent Democrat, 33 percent Republican, not including leaners), even though Democrats have an 8-point deficit in partisan score. Trump's numbers are poor overall (36 percent favorable, 54 percent unfavorable) and with Independents (35 percent favorable, 51 percent unfavorable). 

	• 
	• 
	Pureval Can Build On A Strong Foundation. Pureval begins with a good foundation for someone so recently elected. He is known by a third ofthe district (33 percent), and has high a favorability at his level ofrecognition ( 18 percent favorable, 9 percent unfavorable). He is popular not just with Democrats (23 percent favorable, 8 percent unfavorable) but Independents as well (25 percent favorable, 10 percent unfavorable). His average favorability on a 0-100 scale is higher (57) than Chabot's (52), although C

	• 
	• 
	The Race Begins Very Competitive. This climate yields a generic ballot test giving Democrats a slight edge ( +2), and a named ballot putting Pureval within striking distance (-7). Examining where the named ballot trails the generic ballot the most shows low­hanging fruit to consolidate, particularly among African-Americans who begin +73 in the generic, but +58 in the named ballot. 


	4.9 percentage points at the 95 percent confidence level. 
	1901 LStrcct,NWSuitc702, Washington, DC20036 I Tel:202-62 1-1411 I l'ax:202,785-5305 • 11,1, 11,1 I, '' h -.. ._ tllll 
	strategies 
	~j(Dfi 

	• Thcrt: Arc Strong Preliminary Contrasts On Taxes, HcaHbcaU'e, & Women. The most powerful messages from this initial assessment focus on who is standing up for the middle class. Tying Chabot to Republican cuts to health (34 percent very serious doubts) and to a tax cut that just benefits the rich (32 percent very serious doubts) are particularly strong. 
	The strongest Pureval positives mhTor the Chabot negatives, again showing the resonance of language around a rigged system. Framing Pureval's record around an economy "stacked against the middle class" or fighting for the middle class since "special interests have rigged the game" are particularly effective. 
	It's also worth noting the strength ofwoman-specific messaging. A Chabot negative 
	focused on women's health and oppo1tunity is one of the most persuasive overall (31 
	percent very serious doubts), particularly with Independent women (37 percent). 
	Abortion is likely not a liability; the district is divided on their views on choice (47 
	percent pro-choice, 45 percent pro-life). Additionally, a woman-centric frame of 
	Pureval's prosecutorial experience is among our most persuasive positives. 
	• Chabot's Support Is Soft & Persuadable. To be clear, Chabot is not unpopular (42 percent favorable, 32 percent unfavorable). But this support is soft. There are more than twice as many voters who shift toward Pureval than shift away from him (18 percent vs. 8 percent), and voters who know both candidates overwhelmingly vote for Pureval (63 percent Pureval, 33 percent Chabot). 
	2 
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	80 70 60 
	so 
	40 30 20 10 0 
	At every step of the way-after both candidates' profiles, negative messaging about both candidates, and positive Pureval messaging-Pureval gains ground in the horserace (-7 initial, -2 post-profile, +2 post-negatives, +8 post-positives). Further, the best-testing messages against Chabot are stronger than all the negative messages tested against Pureval. Both introducing Pureval to voters and describing recent Republican egregiousness bring out the district's current swing tendencies. 
	■ Pureval ■ Chabot 
	--~ Generic vote Initial vote -2 1---Post-Profile vote Post-Negatives vote Post-Positives vote 
	*The vote numbers given in the chart are rounded for purposes ofpresentation, however the differences are taken from the raw, unrounded numbers for accuracy. 
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	Aftab Pureval Ohio CD-1 
	January 11-16, 2018 400 Likely Voters 
	Q.2 Respondent's gender 
	Total 
	Male ........................................................................................ 48 
	Female ....................................................................................52 
	(ref:GENDER) 
	Q.3 First of all, are you currently registered to vote in Ohio? 
	Total 
	Yes ........................................................................................ 100 
	No ............................................................................................ 
	-

	(Refused) .................................................................................. (ref:SCREEN1) 
	-

	Q.4 I know it's a long way off, but what are the chances ofyour voting in the general election for Govemor, U.S. Senate, U.S. Congress, and other offices in 2018 -are you almost certain to vote, will you probably vote, are the chances fifty-fifty, or don't you think you will vote? 
	Total 
	Almost certain ......................................................................... 83 Probably .................................................................................. 16 Fifty-fifty ................................................................................. 1 Will not vote............................................................................. (Don't know/refused) ................................................................. I 
	-

	(ref:SCREEN3) 
	bastrale ies.com
	1901 L Street, NW Suite 702. Washington, DC 20036 I Tel: 202·621•1411 I Fax: 202•785-5305 
	2
	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	Q.5 Thinking about the general election for U.S. Congress in November 20I8, if the election were being held today, for whom would you vote -the Democratic candidate or Republican candidate? 
	Total 
	Democratic candidate ............................................................... 4 I Lean Democratic candidate ........................................................ 3 Republican candidate ............................................................... 39 Lean Republican candidate ....................................................... .4 (Other) ..................................................................................... 3 (Undecided) .........................................................
	Total Democratic candidate ................................................... 44 Total Republican candidate .................................................... 43 
	Democratic candidate -Republican candidate ......................... 2 (ref:GENCONG) 
	Now, I'd like you to rate your feelings toward some people and companies with one hundred meaning a VERY WARM, FAVORABLE feeling; zero meaning a VERY COLD, UNFAVORAB LE feeling; and fifty meaning not particularly warm or cold. You can use any number from zero to one hundred, the higher the number the more favorable your feelings are toward that person or company. If you have no 
	opinion or have never heard of that person or company, please say so. 
	opinion or have never heard of that person or company, please say so. 
	opinion or have never heard of that person or company, please say so. 

	Mean 
	Mean 
	Fav 
	Unfav 
	ID 

	7 Donald Trump ................................................................................... 39 
	7 Donald Trump ................................................................................... 39 
	36 
	54 
	98 

	8 Steve Chabot ..................................................................................... 52 
	8 Steve Chabot ..................................................................................... 52 
	42 
	32 
	90 

	9 Aftab Pureval ........................... .........................................................57 
	9 Aftab Pureval ........................... .........................................................57 
	18 
	9 
	33 

	JO Robe11 Barr ................................................................. ..................... 37 
	JO Robe11 Barr ................................................................. ..................... 37 
	3 
	8 
	16 

	11 Michele Young ................................... .............................................43 
	11 Michele Young ................................... .............................................43 
	6 
	9 
	26 

	12 Paul Ryan ..................................................................................... ...42 
	12 Paul Ryan ..................................................................................... ...42 
	31 
	43 
	92 

	13 Nancy Pelosi. ................................................................................... 36 
	13 Nancy Pelosi. ................................................................................... 36 
	27 
	49 
	89 

	14 Sherrod Brown ................................................................................ 49 
	14 Sherrod Brown ................................................................................ 49 
	34 
	31 
	84 

	15 Richard Cordray ......................................................................... .....47 
	15 Richard Cordray ......................................................................... .....47 
	10 
	13 
	38 

	16 Mike DeWine .................................................................................. 50 
	16 Mike DeWine .................................................................................. 50 
	33 
	26 
	87 

	17 Procter and Gamble .......................................................................... 71 
	17 Procter and Gamble .......................................................................... 71 
	66 
	8 
	90 

	(ref:THERM2) 
	(ref:THERM2) 


	strategies 
	~In~

	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	3 
	Q.18 Thinking about the general election for U.S. House of Representative in 2018, if the election were held today and the candidates were Democrat Aftab Pureval and Republican Steve Chabot, for whom would you vote? 
	Total 
	Aftab Pureval ........................................................................... 40 Lean Aftab Pureval ................................................................... 4 Steve Chabot ........................................................................... 50 Lean Steve Chabot .................................................................... 2 (Undecided) .............................................................................. 5 
	Total Aftab Pu reval................................................................44 Total Steve Chabot ................................................................. 51 
	Aftab Pureval-Steve Chabot ................................................. -7 
	(ref:INITVOTE) 
	Q.20 How ce1tain are you that you will vote for (candidate chosen in Q.18)-are you very certain, somewhat certain, or not at all certain? 
	Total 
	Strong Pureval .........................................................................24 Weak Pureval .......................................................................... 20 Weak Chabot ........................................................................... 22 Strong Chabot .......................................................................... 29 (Undecided) ................................ ..............................................5 (ref:CERTAIN) 
	Q.21 How would you rate the job Steve Chabot is doing as U.S. Congressman -excellent, good, not so good, or poor? 
	Total 
	Excellent ................................................................................. 13 Good .......................................................................................40 Just fair ................................................................................... 20 Poor ........................................................................................ 17 (Don't know/refused) ................................................................ 10 
	Excellent/Good .......................................................................53 Just Fair/Poor ........................................................................ 37 
	Excellent/Good -Fair/Poor ................ , .................................... 16 
	(ref:JOB) 
	strategies 
	~•n~

	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	4 
	Q.22 When it comes to abortion, would you say you are pro-choice, meaning you support abortion rights, OR pro-life, meaning you oppose abortion? 
	Total 
	Strongly pro-choice .................................................................. 34 Somewhat pro-choice ............................................................... I 3 So,newhat pro-life ..................................................................... 9 Strongly pro-life ......................................................................36 (Don't know/refused) ................................................................. 8 
	Total Pro--choice.....................................................................47 Total Pro-life .......................................................................... 45 
	Pro-choice -Pro-life ................................................................ 2 
	(ref:ABLEG) 
	Let me ask you a few questions for statistical purposes. 
	Q.23 In what year were you born? 
	Total 
	18 -24 ...................................................................................... 7 25 -29...................................................................................... 2 30 -34..................................................................................... I 0 35 -39...................................................................................... 7 40 -44...................................................................................... 6 45 -49 ............................
	Q.24 What is the last year ofschooling that you have completed? 
	Total 
	1-11th grade ............................................................................ 2 
	High School graduate ............................................................... 23 
	Non-college post H.S ................................................................ 2 
	Some college ........................................................................... 25 
	College graduate ...................................................................... 31 
	Post-graduate school ................................................................ 17 
	(Don't know/refused) ................................................................. I 
	(ref:EDUC) 
	strategies 
	~l;JF-'.' 

	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	5 
	Q.25 Generally speaking, do you think of yourself ns a Democrat, a Republican or something else? 
	Total 
	Strong De,nocrat ...................................................................... 27 Weak De,nocrat ........................................................................ 7 Independent-lean Democrat ...................................................... 11 Independent .............................................................................. 8 Independent-lean Republican .................................................... 13 Weak Republican ......................................................
	Q.28 Thinking in political terms, would you say that you are Liberal, Moderate, or Conservative? 
	Total 
	Liberal ....................................................................................22 Moderate ................................................................................. 36 Conservative ............................................................................39 (Don't know/refused) ................................................................. 3 (ref:IDEOl) 
	Q.29 And what is your race? 
	Total 
	White/Caucasian ...................................................................... 79 
	Black/ African American ........................................................... 15 
	Hispanic/Latino/Mexican American ........................................... 3 
	Asian American ........................................................................ I 
	Native American ....................................................................... 0 
	(Other) ..................................................................................... I 
	(Refused) .................................................................................. I 
	(ref:RACE) 
	strategies 
	~l;Jf.'.' 

	Aftab Purcval: January 11-16, 2018 
	6 
	(200 Respom.hmls iu Sf'lils A anti BJ Now, I am going to read you some information about the candidates for U.S. Congress. After I read each statement, please tell me whether it is a very convincing, somewhat convincing, a little convincing, or not 
	at all convincing reason to vote for that candidate for U.S. Congress. 
	at all convincing reason to vote for that candidate for U.S. Congress. 
	at all convincing reason to vote for that candidate for U.S. Congress. 

	A 
	A 
	Not 
	Very/ Little/ 

	Very Smwt Little At all 
	Very Smwt Little At all 
	DK/ Smwt 
	Not 

	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Ref 
	Conv Conv 

	31 (SPLIT A) Aftab Pureval was born and raised 
	31 (SPLIT A) Aftab Pureval was born and raised 

	in Southwest Ohio, and has served as a federal 
	in Southwest Ohio, and has served as a federal 

	prosecutor, an attorney at Procter and Gamble, 
	prosecutor, an attorney at Procter and Gamble, 

	and is now the Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts, 
	and is now the Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts, 

	where he has reformed the office while saving 
	where he has reformed the office while saving 

	taxpayer dollars. Aftab believes Washington is 
	taxpayer dollars. Aftab believes Washington is 

	broken and party politics have created gridlock 
	broken and party politics have created gridlock 

	and dysfunction. Just like he has as Clerk of 
	and dysfunction. Just like he has as Clerk of 

	Courts, Aftab will bring non-partisan reform to 
	Courts, Aftab will bring non-partisan reform to 

	Congress. He'll hold regular town hall meetings, 
	Congress. He'll hold regular town hall meetings, 

	work for tough laws to eliminate corruption, and 
	work for tough laws to eliminate corruption, and 

	bring fresh, energetic leadership to our district .......... 17 
	bring fresh, energetic leadership to our district .......... 17 
	50 
	22 
	I 0 
	67 
	32 

	32 (SPLIT B) Aftab Pureval was born and raised 
	32 (SPLIT B) Aftab Pureval was born and raised 

	in Southwest Ohio, and has served as a federal 
	in Southwest Ohio, and has served as a federal 

	prosecutor, an attorney at Procter and Gamble, 
	prosecutor, an attorney at Procter and Gamble, 

	and now as the Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts, 
	and now as the Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts, 

	where he has reformed the office while saving 
	where he has reformed the office while saving 

	taxpayer dollars. Aftab says the rich are getting 
	taxpayer dollars. Aftab says the rich are getting 

	richer and middle class families are struggling to 
	richer and middle class families are struggling to 

	keep up, all while special interests have rigged the 
	keep up, all while special interests have rigged the 

	game in Washington . In Congress Aftab will fight 
	game in Washington . In Congress Aftab will fight 

	to make college more affordable, lower health 
	to make college more affordable, lower health 

	care and prescription drug costs, and grow wages 
	care and prescription drug costs, and grow wages 

	for everyone ........................................................... 25 
	for everyone ........................................................... 25 
	39 
	20 
	15 
	65 
	34 

	33 Steve Chabot is a lifelong resident of Western 
	33 Steve Chabot is a lifelong resident of Western 

	Hills who grew up sweeping floors and pumping 
	Hills who grew up sweeping floors and pumping 

	gas to get by, and still attends his childhood 
	gas to get by, and still attends his childhood 

	parish church. In Congress, Steve believes in 
	parish church. In Congress, Steve believes in 

	fiscal responsibility, consistently votes to cut 
	fiscal responsibility, consistently votes to cut 

	wasteful spending, and earned top ratings from 
	wasteful spending, and earned top ratings from 

	independent taxpayer groups. Steve wants hard
	independent taxpayer groups. Steve wants hard
	-


	working Americans to keep more of what they 
	working Americans to keep more of what they 

	earn, and recently he voted to reduce taxes on 
	earn, and recently he voted to reduce taxes on 

	Ohio families. He has also been an advocate for 
	Ohio families. He has also been an advocate for 

	small businesses and was a leading opponent of 
	small businesses and was a leading opponent of 

	Obamacare. Chabot has never forgotten where he 
	Obamacare. Chabot has never forgotten where he 

	came from, or stopped fighting for the people he 
	came from, or stopped fighting for the people he 

	represents ............................................................... 35 
	represents ............................................................... 35 
	27 
	11 
	25 
	63 
	37 

	(ref:PROFILES) 
	(ref:PROFILES) 


	strategies 
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	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	Q.34 Now that you have heard more information, thinking again about the general election for U.S. Congress in November 2018, if the election were held today and the candidates were Democrat Aftab Pureval and Republican Steve Chabot, for whom would you vote? 
	Split Split Total A B 
	Aftab Pureval. ......................................................45 45 45 Lean Aftab Pureval ............................................... 2 2 3 Steve Chabot ....................................................... 48 49 47 Lean Steve Chabot ................................................ I 2 I (Undecided) .......................... ................................ 3 3 3 
	Total Aftab Pureval ............................................ 47 47 48 Total Steve Chabot ............................................. 49 50 49 
	Aftab Pureval -Steve Chabot ............................. -2 -4 -1 (ref:REVOTE) 
	1200 Respondents in splits A and B] Now let me read you some statements about Steve Chabot. This time, please tell me whether each statement raises very serious doubts, serious doubts, minor doubts or no real doubts in your own mind 
	about Steve Chabot. 
	about Steve Chabot. 
	about Steve Chabot. 

	Very 
	Very 
	No 
	Total 

	Ser 
	Ser 
	Ser 
	Minor Real 
	DK/ Total 
	Not 

	Dbts 
	Dbts 
	Dbts 
	Dbts 
	Dbts 
	Ref 
	Ser 
	Ser 

	36 Chabot voted for the Trump healthcare plan, 
	36 Chabot voted for the Trump healthcare plan, 

	which will take away coverage from half a 
	which will take away coverage from half a 

	million Ohioans, raise out-of-pocket costs and 
	million Ohioans, raise out-of-pocket costs and 

	premiums for Ohio families, impose an age tax on 
	premiums for Ohio families, impose an age tax on 

	older people, and weaken protections for those 
	older people, and weaken protections for those 

	with pre-existing conditions like cancer and 
	with pre-existing conditions like cancer and 

	diabetes .................................................................. 34 
	diabetes .................................................................. 34 
	26 
	16 
	22 
	2 
	60 
	38 

	37 Chabot voted for the Republican tax plan that 
	37 Chabot voted for the Republican tax plan that 

	benefits the wealthy, corporations, and foreign 
	benefits the wealthy, corporations, and foreign 

	investors, instead ofhard-working Ohioans. In 
	investors, instead ofhard-working Ohioans. In 

	fact, millions of middle class families will see 
	fact, millions of middle class families will see 

	their taxes go up, including people paying off 
	their taxes go up, including people paying off 

	student loans and even seniors, who would have 
	student loans and even seniors, who would have 

	to pay eleven thousand dollars more in taxes. 
	to pay eleven thousand dollars more in taxes. 

	Meanwhile the wealthiest one percent of 
	Meanwhile the wealthiest one percent of 

	Americans will receive huge tax breaks, while the 
	Americans will receive huge tax breaks, while the 

	middle class pays the cost. ......................................32 
	middle class pays the cost. ......................................32 
	25 
	18 
	22 
	3 
	57 
	40 

	38 Even after the Wall Street crash, Chabot voted 
	38 Even after the Wall Street crash, Chabot voted 

	to gut regulations on big banks. He did this after 
	to gut regulations on big banks. He did this after 

	taking millions in political contributions from 
	taking millions in political contributions from 

	large corporate finance, insurance and real estate interests -his largest source of campaign money ....... 24 
	large corporate finance, insurance and real estate interests -his largest source of campaign money ....... 24 
	28 
	25 
	20 
	2 
	52 
	45 
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	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	Very No Totnl Ser Ser Minor Real DK/ Total Not Dbts Dbts Dbts Dbts Ref Ser Ser 
	39 Chabot doesn't stand up enough for women. He's voted against requiring insurance companies 
	to provide coverage for maternity care and breast 
	cancer coverage. And he has done little to lead the 
	effort to change the way Congress handles sexual 
	harassment cases .................................................... 31 27 19 23 58 41 
	40 (SPLIT A) These days Republicans in Congress are more interested in scoring political points than in getting things done. Chabot has done nothing to help end the partisan bickering that is tearing our country apart. We need to turn the page on Washington dysfunction and elect new fresh faces to represent us................................ 17 31 21 28 3 48 49 
	41 (SPLIT B) Chabot votes in lock-step with Donald Trump ninety-five percent of the time and refuses to hold him accountable. These days we don't need more party politics as usual. We need someone who is independent, and able to stand up to Trump if it's right for the people they represent. .... 32 21 17 27 2 53 45 
	42 Chabot is a career politician who has changed since he was first elected over twenty years ago. He broke his own promise to abide by term limits. He's voted to raise his own pay. He's taken forty travel junkets to countries all over the world, all paid for by special interests. Chabot now refuses to hold town meetings to meet voters in person. Chabot has simply been in Washington too long ....... 20 34 23 19 3 54 42 
	43 Chabot funneled one hundred fifty-thousand 
	dollars to his son-in-law's company just to build a 
	website, despite the fact that his son-in-law has 
	almost no experience building campaign websites 
	(and he has no other campaign clients). Chabot is 
	using his position to enrich his own family. Even 
	USA Today said it "smacks ofnepotism" ................. 26 29 25 18 2 56 42 
	(ref:SCDBTS) 
	strategies 
	~l;Jfr 

	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	9 
	Now let me read you some statements about Aftab Pureval. This time, please tell me whether each statement raises very serious doubts, serious doubts, minor doubts or no real doubts in your own mind about Aftab Pureval. 
	Very No Total Ser Ser Minor Real DK/ Total Not Dbts Dbts Dhts Dbts Ref Ser Ser 
	44 Pureval is just another big government liberal, the handpicked candidate of Nancy Pelosi and liberal Democrats in Washington. They know they can count on him to be another vote for higher taxes, wasteful government handouts, and burdensome regulations that hurt small businesses and the economy .................................................... 25 23 20 29 3 48 49 
	45 Pureval is an ambitious opportunist. He is just thi1ty-five years old, and was elected to his first office in 2016. He's not originally from Cincinnati and just moved to the district to run for Congress. He needs to finish the job he was elected to before trying to move on......................................... 15 24 27 32 2 39 59 
	46 Pureval does not share our values. He supported Hillary Clinton for President, and shares her far left social agenda. He supports sanctuary cities, abortion on demand, and weakening our 2nd Amendment gun rights ............... 29 19 14 35 3 48 49 
	47 Under Pureval's watch, one of his employees at the Clerk of Courts took confidential police information and illegally distributed it to the targets of a drug gang investigation. If we can't trust Pureval to prevent criminal activity in his own office, we can't trust him to represent us in Congress ................................................................ 21 25 26 24 4 46 50 
	48 Pureval is soft on terrorism, immigration, and 
	national security. He wants to allow immigrants 
	to come to the US from known terrorist countries 
	and opposes getting tougher on illegal 
	immigration from Mexico. Pureval even supp011s 
	sanctuary cities that would protect known 
	criminals from deportation ...................................... 29 25 18 26 3 53 44 
	(ref:APDBTS) 
	strategies 
	~•n~
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	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	Q.49 Now let me ask again, if the election for U.S. Congress were held today and the cnndidntes were Democrat Aftab Pureval and Republican Steve Chabot, for whom would you vote? 
	Total 
	Aftab Pureval ........................................................................... 45 Lean Aftab Pureval ................................................................... 3 Steve Chabot ........................................................................... 42 Lean Steve Chabot ....................................................................4 (Undecided) .............................................................................. 5 
	Total Aftab Pureval ................................................................ 48 Total Steve Chabot ................................................................. 46 
	Aftab Pureval -Steve Chabot .................................................. 2 (ref:NEGVOTE) 
	(200 Respondents in splits A and B] 
	Now let me read you some more statements about Afiab Pureval. After I read each one, please tell me if it is a very convincing, somewhat convincing, a little convincing, or not at all convincing reason to vote for 
	Aftab Pureval for Congress. 
	Aftab Pureval for Congress. 
	Aftab Pureval for Congress. 

	A 
	A 
	Not 
	Very/ Little/ 

	Very Smwt Little At all 
	Very Smwt Little At all 
	DK/ Smwt 
	Not 

	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Ref 
	Conv Conv 

	51 Aftab is a refo1mer who gets things done. As 
	51 Aftab is a refo1mer who gets things done. As 

	Clerk ofCou11s, he fired people with do-nothing 
	Clerk ofCou11s, he fired people with do-nothing 

	patronage jobs who were hired just because of 
	patronage jobs who were hired just because of 

	who they know. He kept his promise to 
	who they know. He kept his promise to 

	professionalize the office, hired new qualified 
	professionalize the office, hired new qualified 

	professionals, and updated the office's technology 
	professionals, and updated the office's technology 

	so people can pay tickets online. Aftab's efforts 
	so people can pay tickets online. Aftab's efforts 

	have saved taxpayers almost a million dollars and 
	have saved taxpayers almost a million dollars and 

	won praise from Republican judges ......................... 26 
	won praise from Republican judges ......................... 26 
	33 
	17 
	21 
	3 
	59 
	38 

	52 (SPLIT A) Aftab is a pro-business Democrat 
	52 (SPLIT A) Aftab is a pro-business Democrat 

	who says treating workers well can be good for 
	who says treating workers well can be good for 

	the bottom line, just like he learned at Procter & 
	the bottom line, just like he learned at Procter & 

	Gamble. As head of the Hamilton County Courts, 
	Gamble. As head of the Hamilton County Courts, 

	Aftab, created six weeks of parental leave and 
	Aftab, created six weeks of parental leave and 

	made sure all his employees were getting a living 
	made sure all his employees were getting a living 

	wage. He did all this while still saving taxpayers 
	wage. He did all this while still saving taxpayers 

	almost a million dollars ........................................... 35 
	almost a million dollars ........................................... 35 
	33 
	16 
	16 
	68 
	31 


	strategies 
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	Aftab Pureval: January 11-16, 2018 
	A 
	A 
	A 
	Not 
	Very/ Little/ 

	Very Smwt Little At all 
	Very Smwt Little At all 
	DK/ Smwt 
	Not 

	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Conv Conv Conv Conv 
	Ref 
	Conv Conv 

	53 (SPLIT B) Aftab believes that our economy is 
	53 (SPLIT B) Aftab believes that our economy is 

	stacked against the middle-class and too many 
	stacked against the middle-class and too many 

	people are working harder just to stay in place. As 
	people are working harder just to stay in place. As 

	head of the Hamilton County Courts, Aftab, 
	head of the Hamilton County Courts, Aftab, 

	created six weeks of parental leave and made sure 
	created six weeks of parental leave and made sure 

	alt his employees were getting a living wage. In 
	alt his employees were getting a living wage. In 

	Congress, Aftab will fight to end unfair trade 
	Congress, Aftab will fight to end unfair trade 

	deals, increase the minimum wage, and support 
	deals, increase the minimum wage, and support 

	equal pay for women .............................................. 39 
	equal pay for women .............................................. 39 
	22 
	12 
	25 
	3 
	61 
	36 

	54 (SPLIT A) Aftab has a record ofbeing tough 
	54 (SPLIT A) Aftab has a record ofbeing tough 

	on crime. As a law student and then a lawyer he 
	on crime. As a law student and then a lawyer he 

	provided legal aid to survivors ofdomestic 
	provided legal aid to survivors ofdomestic 

	violence. As·a federal prosecutor he locked up 
	violence. As·a federal prosecutor he locked up 

	sexual predators and criminals who preyed on 
	sexual predators and criminals who preyed on 

	children. As Clerk ofCourts, A ftab started a 
	children. As Clerk ofCourts, A ftab started a 

	comprehensive sexual harassment policy to 
	comprehensive sexual harassment policy to 

	protect women in the workplace .............................. 32 
	protect women in the workplace .............................. 32 
	37 
	12 
	18 
	69 
	30 

	55 (SPLIT B) Aftab stands up for women and 
	55 (SPLIT B) Aftab stands up for women and 

	families. As a law student and then a lawyer he 
	families. As a law student and then a lawyer he 

	provided legal aid to survivors ofdomestic 
	provided legal aid to survivors ofdomestic 

	violence. As a federal prosecutor he locked up 
	violence. As a federal prosecutor he locked up 

	sexual predators and criminals who preyed on 
	sexual predators and criminals who preyed on 

	children. As Clerk of Courts, Aftab started paid 
	children. As Clerk of Courts, Aftab started paid 

	family leave and a comprehensive sexual 
	family leave and a comprehensive sexual 

	harassment policy to protect women in the 
	harassment policy to protect women in the 

	workplace . ............................................................. 36 
	workplace . ............................................................. 36 
	30 
	12 
	20 
	2 
	66 
	32 

	(ref:CONVINC) 
	(ref:CONVINC) 


	Q.56 Now let me ask one last time, if the election for U.S. Congress were held today and the candidates were Democrat Aftab Pureval and Republican Steve Chabot, for whom would you vote? 
	Total 
	Aftab Pureval. .......................................................................... 50 Lean Aftab Pureval ...................................................................2 Steve Chabot ........................................................................... 42 Lean Steve Chabot .................................................................... 2 (Undecided) ............................................................................. .4 
	Total Aftab Pureval ................................................................ 52 Total Steve Chabot ................................................................. 44 
	Aftab Pureval -Steve Chabot .................................................. 8 (ref:FINVOTE) 
	~In~
	s tra tegies 
	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 10/11/18, 11:51 AM 
	Aftab Pureval on controversial poll: I'll 'remedy any issues.' 
	Sharon Coolidge Updated 9:51 p.m. ET Sept. 26, 2018 
	Here's what you need to know about Steve Chabot and Aftab Pureval in 30 seconds Wochit 
	The Enquirer has obtained the poll at the center of a campaign finance spending complaint against Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts Aftab Pureval 
	-

	and it's unquestionably a poll about his current congressional race. 
	The poll itself -which until now has been held secret by the Pureval campaign -undermines repeated claims by them that it was for both a future clerk of courts run and an exploration ofa congressional run. The poll is headlined, "Polling in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab Pureval." 
	And there's not one question about the 2020 clerk ofcourt's race. 
	That's a problem because if the poll was for both races, the spending would be permissible under Ohio campaign finance laws. But spending from a clerk of courts campaign fund solely for the purpose of a congressional run would be a violation ofthose laws. 
	The spending must be kept separate because in the federal race, donations are capped at $5,400. In the county race, there are no donation limits. 
	Pureval issued a statement Wednesday saying he conducted the poll to "test the waters" to determine whether to run for Congress or stay on as clerk of courts. 
	"After reviewing FEC guidance and regulations, we determined that to follow 
	/ Page 1 of 4 
	https://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/2018/09/26/aftabs-secret-poll-obtained-enquirer/1430234002

	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 10/11/18, 11:51 AM 
	both the letter and spirit of the law, we needed to pay for the poll out ofboth accounts. If that turns out not to be the case, we will immediately remedy any issues. This election should be about protecting health care, creating jobs, and improving the lives ofothers. That's what I'm focused on." 
	The final determination is up to the Ohio Elections Commission, which last 
	week voted 6-1 to investigate Pureval's clerks of courts spending. If violations 
	are found, potential fines for the failure to file accurate campaign finance 
	reports can be $15 to $100 per day and the case could be referred to a 
	prosecutor for criminal charges. 
	Two lawyers for Pureval's campaign held a press call Wednesday to respond to questions. They explained the poll was for both campaigns and the checks were written from both campaigns. 
	It's the first time a payment from the congressional campaign fund has come to light. 
	Pureval, a Democrat, was elected Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts in 2016. 
	He is running against Republican Steve Chabot for Ohio's 1st Congressional 
	seat, a race that's being watched nationally. 
	The Enquirer obtained a copy of the poll, which was conducted by GBA Strategies from Jan. 11 to Jan. 16 and polled 400 likely voters. 
	The poll questions focused on whether the person would vote in 
	the upcoming congressional race, asked several questions about Chabot, 
	asked about the person's views on abortion and even asked a specific question 
	about Chabot's paying his son-in-law to build his campaign website, the focus 
	of a current attack ad against Chabot. 
	The poll mentions Pureval's time as clerk, but does not ask questions about 
	https://www.cincIn nat i. com/story/news/polItics/2018/09/26/aftabs-seeret-pol1-o b ta i ned-enquirer/14302340 0 2/ Page 2 of 4 
	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 10/11/18, 11:51 AM 
	the 2020 clerk's race. 
	The Pureval campaign has twice insisted the poll was for both races, though the campaign refused to share its contents. 
	Pureval campaign manager Sarah Topy told the Enquirer in August, for the first spending story, "There is no story here." 
	"All of these expenditures were appropriate and legal. Any insinuation otherwise is simply wrong," she said. "It shouldn't surprise anyone that Steve Chabot wants to try and change the subject because he doesn't want to run on his record so he's looking to stir up non-stories where there aren't any." 
	Pureval campaign attorney Peter O'Shea told a group of reporters last week 
	the money was for polling for both the clerk's race and congressional race. 
	"Polling can be done for both races, and there's no law that prohibits from 
	running for two offices at the same time." 
	More: Aftab Pureval spent $30K from his clerk cam:uaign account this y..ear.. Was some for his congressional race? 
	More: Aftab Pureval's clerk campaign broke spending rules, Ohio election complaint charg~ 
	More: Ohio Elections Commission votes to probe Aftab Pureval campaign filepenses 
	The spending has taken center stage in the race, prompting a drama-filled Hamilton County Board of Elections investigation into document redactions and an Ohio Elections complaint, which is going forward. 
	It all stems from Pureval's 2018 semi-annual campaign finance reports, in which he spent $30,000 -a lot of money for a clerk's race that is two years 
	https ://www.cincin nat i .com/story/news/politics/2018/09/26/aftabs-secret-poII-ob ta in ed-enquirer/1430234002/ Page 3 of 4 
	Aftab Pureval's secret poll obtained by Enquirer 10/11/18, 11:51 AM 
	away. The Enquirer outlined questionable spending about travel, media and a $16,400 expense paid to GBA Strategies for consulting. The firm is known for conducting congressional polls. 
	After the Enquirer story was published, Brian Shrive, an attorney for the Ohio Coalition Opposed to Spending and Taxes filed a complaint related to the spending with the Ohio Elections Commission. 
	At first, it was impossible to determine what the GBA spending was for because the memo line in checks related to expenses, including that one, were redacted. 
	That became its own drama at the Board of Elections about who did the 
	redacting. Hamilton County Board of Elections Deputy Director Sally Krise! 
	admitted she made the redactions at the request of Sarah Topy, Pureval's 
	campaign manager. Krisel apologized for how she handled the matter. 
	In all, there were four checks, with four redactions. But after Krisel' s 
	admission, the Pureval campaign released unredacted checks showing the 
	GBA expense was for "poll balance." The other memos lines were blank 
	under the redactions. 
	https ://www. c inc in na itics/2018/09/26/aftabs -secret-pol 1-obtained-enquirer/143023 4 002/ Page 4 of 4 
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	Ohio Elections Commission Votes 6-1 to Launch Full Investigation Into Aftab Pureval's Campaign Spending 
	.8..e.ptember 21, 2018 AnthonY-Accardi 
	I 
	It was another bleak turn ofevents Thursday for Aftab Pureval, the one-time wonderboy ofthe Democrat Party who has been pulling in donations from Democrats nationwide. 
	The Ohio Elections Commission voted 6-1 Thursday in favor oflaunching a full investigation into Pureval for allegedly using his county-clerk campaign funds to pay for federal campaign expenses. He is running against incumbent Congressman Steve Chabot, (R-OH-1). 
	Ohio Elections Commission Executive Director Philip Richter said there was 
	enough evidence ofwrongdoing to proceed with the investigation. 
	Jessie Balmert first reported the story from the Cincinnati Enquirer : 
	Commission votes 6-1 to have another hearing looking into _@AftabPureval expenses --whether he used local campaign money to pay for federal campaign expenses. 
	-Jessie Balmert (@jbalmert) 10:29 AM -Se;g 20, 2018 
	A date for the hearing has yet to be announced. 
	As reported hY-the Enguirer: 
	IfPureval did use the county account for his federal race, such use could violate federal and state campaign finance laws. Violations offederal and state campaign finance laws can carry criminal penalties, including jail time." 
	"As we've said all along, Aftab Pureval is a phony politician who thinks the rules don't apply to him," said Chris Martin ofthe National Republican Congressional Committee, or NRCC, in a statement posted on the committee's website Thursday. 
	Pureval is under investigation for the alleged improper use of $30,000 from his County Clerk ofCourt's account. This money appears to have been used for his congressional campaign. And the memo lines on the checks in question were blacked out so the public couldn't get answers. 
	Were these checks indeed used for political purposes related to his congressional campaign? Ifthe investigation finds they were, that's a felony. 
	The complaint was originally brought by attorney Brian Shrive. It charges that Pureval spent over $16,000 donated by his mother to his local campaign fund, which was designated solely for his Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts 
	race, to pay for polling for his congressional race. 
	To make matters worse, someone at the Pureval campaign requested that employees of the Hamilton County Board of Elections redact the memo line of the checks in question. This makes it look like Pureval's campaign was trying to hide from the public what he was using the local campaign funds for. 
	Pureval now says, "I didn't know about the redaction and I didn't authorize I·t. " 
	That comment indicates Pureval may be willing to sacrifice someone on his staff, perhaps even his campaign manager Sarah Topy, rather than shoulder blame for any irregularities. 
	Aftab Pureval explains: 'I didn't know about the redaction and I didn't 
	authorize it.' https;.L/cin.cif-2xmgJoQ. 
	-Sharon Coolidge (@SharonCoolidge) 5.;54 AM -Sep 20, 2018 
	Below is a scan of the unredacted check, which clearly shows it was used for polling. 
	And now, campaign shows unredacted check. Again, "poll balance." 
	-Sharon Coolidge (@SharonCoolidge) 11:21 AM -SeJ;Ll9., 2018 
	Pureval has said the money in question was used to pay for clerk ofcourt campaign expenses. But that leaves investigators with the obvious question: Why was Pureval paying for polling for his local clerk's-office campaign more than two years before he was up for re-election? He had literally only been in office for a year and was already polling for his re-election, even though he had his eye on the congressional seat and not his local office? Apparently that is what Pureval expects everyone to believe. 
	Democrats will predictably be fine with that explanation, but the GOP 
	definitely smells blood in the water. 
	"Once again, Aftab Pureval's lies and deceit are catching up to him," Mandi Merritt, spokesperson for the Republican National Committee, said in an email Thursday. "Voters can see right through Aftab's phony exterior and will remember these constant legal scandals when they head to the polls in November to elect Steve Chabot." 
	Shrive said at Thursday's hearing he would like for the matter to be resolved before the Nov. 6 election. 
	Pureval's attorney said he doesn't want this to become a sideshow. 
	Isn't that what it's already become? 
	Anthony Accardi is a writer and reporterfor The Ohio Star. 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Evan Nolan, Treasurer 
	OCT 2 3 2018 
	Aftab for Ohio 
	P.O. Box 713 
	Cincinnati, OH 45201 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Nolan: 
	On October 2, 2018, Aftab for Ohio and you in your official capacity as treasurer were notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint alleging violations ofcertain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time, you were given a copy ofthe complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days ofreceipt ofthe notification. 
	On October 16, 2018, the Commission received additional information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy ofthis additional information. If you wish to consider this information in your response to the allegations, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days to do so, or we will assume the previous response is also intended for this correspondence. 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, if submitting via email, this Office will provide an electronic receipt by email): 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	OR 
	Email 

	Federal Election Commission 
	Federal Election Commission 
	cela@fec.gov 

	Office ofComplaints Examination 
	Office ofComplaints Examination 

	& Legal Administration 
	& Legal Administration 

	Attn: 
	Attn: 
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 

	1050 First Street, NE 
	1050 First Street, NE 

	Washington, DC 20463 
	Washington, DC 20463 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 
	1-800-424-9530. 
	Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Evan Nolan, Treasurer OCT 2 3 2018 Friends ofAftab Pureval 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 Cincinnati, OH 45202 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Nolan: 
	On October 2, 2018, Friends ofAftab Pureval and you in your official capacity as treasurer were notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint alleging violations of certain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time, you were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days ofreceipt ofthe notification. 
	On October 16, 2018, the Commission received additional info1·mation from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy ofthis additional information. Ifyou wish to consider this information in your response to the allegations, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days to do so, or we will assume the previous response is also intended for this correspondence. 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, if submitting via email, this Office will provide an electronic receipt by email): · 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	OR 
	Email 

	Federal Election Commission 
	Federal Election Commission 
	cela@fec.gov 

	Office ofComplaints Examination 
	Office ofComplaints Examination 

	& Legal Administration 
	& Legal Administration 

	Attn: 
	Attn: 
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 

	1050 First Street, NE 
	1050 First Street, NE 

	Washington, DC 20463 
	Washington, DC 20463 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 
	1-800-424-9530. 
	Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Mr. Aftab Pureval OCT 2 3 2018 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 Cincinnati, OH 45202 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Pureval: 
	On October 2, 2018, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint alleging violations ofcertain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time, you were given a copy ofthe complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthe notification. 
	On October 16, 2018, the Commission received additional infonnation from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy ofthis additional infonnation. Ifyou wish to consider this information in your response to the allegations, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days to do so, or we will assume the previous response is also intended for this correspondence. 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, ifsubmitting via email, this Office will provide an electronic receipt by email): 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	OR 
	Email 

	Federal Election Commission 
	Federal Election Commission 
	cela@fec.gov 

	Office ofComplaints Examination 
	Office ofComplaints Examination 

	& Legal Administration 
	& Legal Administration 

	Attn: 
	Attn: 
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 

	I 050 First Street, NE 
	I 050 First Street, NE 

	Washington, DC 20463 
	Washington, DC 20463 


	Ifyou have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 
	l-800-424-9530. 
	Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	Ms. Drenko Pureval OCT 2 3 2018 13 Medalist Way Xenia, OH 45385 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Pureval: 
	On October 2, 2018, you were notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time, you were given a copy ofthe complaint and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt ofthe notification. 
	On October 16, 2018, the Commission received additional information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy ofthis additional information. If you wish to consider this information in your response to the allegations, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days to do so, or we will assume the previous response is also intended for this correspondence. 
	Any correspondence sent to the Commission must be addressed to one ofthe following (note, if submitting via email, this Office will provide an electronic receipt by email): 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	Mail 
	OR 
	Email 

	Federal Election Commission 
	Federal Election Commission 
	cela@fec.gov 

	Office ofComplaints Examination 
	Office ofComplaints Examination 

	& Legal Administration 
	& Legal Administration 

	Attn: 
	Attn: 
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 

	1050 First Street, NE 
	1050 First Street, NE 

	Washington, DC 20463 
	Washington, DC 20463 


	If you have any questions, please contact Kathryn Ross at (202) 694-1539 or toll free at 
	1-800-424-9530. 
	Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration 
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	Brian G. Svoboda
	October 23, 2018 
	BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 
	BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 
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	Federal Election Commission z -,, 1050 First Street, N. E. (.f) Washington, D.C. 20463 
	rn 

	r-
	Re: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	We write as counsel to Aftah Pureval ("Respondent") in the above-referenced matter. A copy of an executed designation ofcounsel form accompanies this letter. We respectfully request that the time for response be extended until Wednesday, November 21, 2018, insofar as we require more time to review this complaint's specific allegations and develop the information necessary for response. We appreciate the Commission's consideration of this request. 
	Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions regarding this matter. 
	Very truly yours, 
	Brian G. Svoboda 
	David J. Lazarus 
	Counsel to Respondent 
	Enclosure 
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	FEDER 
	L ELfECTION COMMISSION 999 E eet, NW Washtn ton, DC 20463 
	Figure
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	STATEMENT OF DESIGNA ION OF COUNSEL e use oneform for each Res onde
	nt/Entit /Treasurer 

	MUR# 7507 NAME OF couNsEL:-1--r_ia_n_G_._S_v_o_b_o_d_a_a_n_d-----+-_avi__d_J_._L_a_z_a_ru_s___ 
	FIRM: _ ___ -1--____ Coie___ __ ----
	-

	_ erkins____, LLP_. -+----ADDRESS:___---1-o_o_T_h_irt_e_e_n_th_S_t_. ,_N_._w_.......~_u_it_e_6_o_o_____ 
	-

	ashington, DC 20005 202 654 62
	0

	TELEPHON -OFFICE ( )___·__ _0-+-----FAX ( 202 } 654.6211 Web A 
	Figure
	-

	dress.__________ _ 
	reby designated as my counsel and is authorized to reoeiv notifications and Q: her c 
	The above-na individual and/or firm is h 
	The above-na individual and/or firm is h 
	mmunications from the Commission and to 

	7
	act on my behalf bef mmissio ; 
	{I.) /7.7. II~ .,,v<_ ~ · R lgnature 
	r) 
	Title(Treasurer/Candldate/Owne

	RESPONDENT: ---+1,.+------------+-------------­(Com i ee Name, Company Name, or Individual Named In Notification Letter) 
	MAILING ADDRESS: 80 Walnut Street, Apt. 13 2 (Please Print) incinnati, OH 45202 
	ureval 
	-HOME ( __)_ 
	TELEPHON --,---+-------
	-

	_ _,) ____-4-_______ 
	Information Is being sough as part ofan Investigation being c nduoted by the Federal Electlon Commission and the confidentJallty provisio s of 2 l,J.S.C. § 437g{a)(12)(A) appl . This section prohibits making public any lnvestigaUon conducted b the Federal Election Commission ithout the express written consent of the person underlnvestlgatlon 
	Rev. 2010 
	From: To: Cc: Subject: RE: MUR 7507 - Ext req & Suppl to Complaint Date: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 4:03:46 PM 
	Svoboda, Brian (Perkins Coie) 
	Kathryn Ross 
	Lazarus, David J. (Perkins Coie) 

	If we could modify the request on behalf of Mr. Pureval, to extend our response to both the original and supplemental complaint until December 7, 2018 (i.e., 15 days from today, when you emailed the supplemental complaint, extended by any additional 29 days) we would appreciate that. Please let me know if that would be agreeable. Many thanks, 
	=B. 
	Brian G. Svoboda | Perkins Coie LLP 
	700 Thirteenth Street N.W. Washington, DC 20005-3960 PHONE: 202.434.1654 FAX: 202.654.9150 
	IMPORTANT TAX INFORMATION: This communication is not intended or written by Perkins Coie LLP to be used, and cannot be used by the taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding penalties that may be imposed on the taxpayer under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you have received it in error, please advise thesender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing t
	E-MAIL: BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 
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	NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you have received it in error, please advise thesender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing the contents. Thank you. 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	October 25, 2018 
	VIA E-MAIL 
	Brian G. Svoboda David J. Lazarus Perkins Coie 700 13Street, NW Washington, DC 20005-3960 
	th 

	RE: MUR 7507 Aftab Pureval 
	Dear Mr. Svoboda & Mr. Lazarus: 
	This is in response to your request for an extension to respond to the complaint and supplement to the complaint filed in the above mentioned matter we received on October 23 and October 24, 2018. After considering the circumstances in this matter, the Office of General Counsel has granted the requested extension.  Accordingly, the response is due on or before the close of business December 7, 2018. 
	You may contact me if you have any questions at 202-694-1539 or by e-mail at cela@fec.gov. 

	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal Complaints Examination and Legal Administration 
	PARTNERS OF COUNSl:L • Also admitted in PA Rick l. Brunner • ◊ 0 Steven M. Brown ◊ Also admitted in DC Patrick M. Quinn-Richard A. Slee • Also admltled in NY -Also odmilled in NM
	Figure

	RUNNER 
	UINN 
	Digitally signed 
	Patrick M. Quinn 
	7-<~ ;(?,,.,.,__ by Kathryn Ross 
	35 North Fourth Street 
	' 
	Date: 2018.10.25 

	Suite 200 
	09:17:43 -04'00' 
	Columbus, OH 43215 
	New York Office 20 West Third Street Suite 2 Jamestown, NY 14701 
	(614) 241 -5550, Ext. 216 (800) 77 6-3158, Toll-Free (614) 241-5551, Fax 
	pmq@brunnerlaw.com 

	October 24, 2018 
	Via Electronic Mail Jeff S. Jordan, Esq. Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examinations & Legal Administration Federal Election Commission 
	(CELA@fec.gov) 

	I 050 First Street, N.E. Washington D.C. 20463 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	I write as counsel to Drenko Pureval ("Respondent"), in the above-referenced matter. A copy of the executed designation of counsel form for the Respondent accompanies this letter. Respondent respectfully requests that the time for response be extended until Wednesday, November 21, 2018. Respondent requires more time to review the complaint and develop the information necessary for response, particularly insofar as I have only recently been engaged as counsel. I appreciate the Commission's consideration of t
	Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions regarding this matter. 
	Figure
	Enclosure 
	2018-10-24-L-FEC 35 North Fourth Street • Suite 200 • Columbus. Ohio 43215 • P: (614) 241-5550 • F: {614) 241-5551 • wwwbrunnerlowcom 
	Oct. 24. 2018 3:24PM No. 0582 P. 2/2 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION Washington, DC 20463 
	Statement of Designation of Counsel 
	Provide one foma for tadl Retpo11de11t/WIU!e11 Nata, Yau May ~MallJarm to: 
	CELA@.fec.gov 

	CASE: MUR 7507 
	Name of Counsel: Patrick M. Quinn Firm: Brunner Quinn Address: 35 North 4th Street 
	Columbus, Ohio 43215 
	Telephone: ( 614 ) 241-5550 Fax: ( 614 ) 241-5551 
	The above named individual and/or fum is hereby desi ated as my counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other co iontiona from the Commission and to aot on my behalf before the Commission. 
	~ 
	Figure

	ID(;.~ I,'?
	Date Signature Title 
	RESPONDENT: -..,..,,-D--,--re_n_k_o_P_u_re_v_a_l-----------­(Committeo Name/Company Name/Individual Named In NotifioatiOll L!tter) 
	MAILING ADDRESS; 
	13 Medalist Way Xenia, OH 45385 
	Telephone:(H):.__________ (W): __________ 
	form to a Federal ElecCion Commission matter th11.t is subject to the contldenUaltty provfslon1 of 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(ll)(A). This seetto» prohibits making publk my notifl.eaUon or Investtgation conducted by the Federal Election Comm11&lon wttho11t the expraa written colt!lent of the person recetvtng the notification or1he person with respect to wbom the investigation is made. 
	Thu 
	rel:tt.es 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	October 25, 2018 
	VIA E-MAIL 
	Patrick M. Quinn Brunner Quinn 35 North 4Street Columbus, OH 43215 
	th 

	RE: MUR 7507 Drenko Pureval 
	Dear Mr. Quinn: 
	This is in response to your request for an extension to respond to the complaint and supplement to the complaint filed in the above mentioned matter we received on October 24, 2018. After considering the circumstances in this matter, the Office of General Counsel has granted the requested extension.  Accordingly, the response is due on or before the close of business November 21, 2018. 
	You may contact me if you have any questions at 202-694-1539 or by e-mail at cela@fec.gov. 

	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal Complaints Examination and Legal Administration 
	. 
	700 13thStreet. NW 0 +1102.654 6200
	PeRKINSCOle 
	Suite 600 0 +1.202.654.6211 Washington. DC. 20005-3960 PerkinsCoiecom 
	Digitally signed / by Kathryn Ross 'X::,~A---Date
	: 2018.11.01 

	October 31, 2018 
	07:14:38 -04'00' 
	VIA EMAIL: cela@fec.gov 
	VIA EMAIL: cela@fec.gov 

	JeffS. Jordan, Esq. Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examination & Legal Administration Federal Election Commission 1050 First Street, N. E. Washington, D.C. 20463 
	Re: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	I write as counsel to Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan, in his official capacity as treasurer ("Respondents"), in the above-referenced matter. A copy ofa designation ofcounsel form, executed by Mr. Nolan on Respondents' behalf, accompanies this letter. Respondents respectfully request that the time to respond to the complaint and supplemental complaint in MUR 7507 be extended until Friday, December 7, 2018. Respondents require more time to review the complaint and develop the information necessary for response
	Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions regarding this matter. 
	Very truly yours, 
	Brian G. Svoboda Counsel to Respondents 
	Enclosure 
	Perkms c~eUP 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 999 E Street, NW Washington, DC 20463 
	STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL 
	Please use onsform for each Respondent/Entity/Treasurer 
	FAX (202) 219-3923 
	MUR # 7507 
	NAME OF couNSEL: Brian G. Svoboda and David J. Lazarus 
	FIRM: _ _____P_e_rk_in_s_C_o_ie_,_L_L_P_.___________ 
	ADDRESS:____7_0_0_T_h_irt_e_e_nt_h_S_t_., _N_.W_ . _S_ui_te_6_0_0_____ 
	Washington, DC 20005 
	65 6
	TELEPHONE-OFFICE ( )___·___00______ FAX(202) 654.6211 WebAddress.___________ 
	202 
	4
	2

	The above-named individual and/or firm is hereby designated as my counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission. 
	lob,/28 ;::_. llf,,.h,,,.__ -r;ea. sv. n r 
	Date Respondent/Agent -Signature Title(Treasurer/Candidate/Owner) RESPONDENT: Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan, in his official capacity as treasurer {Committee Name, Company Name, or Individual Named In Notification Letter) MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
	713 

	·------------------------
	-

	(Please Print) Cincinnati, OH 45201 
	TELEPHONE-HOME(, _ _ ).___________ 
	BUSINESS(.,...._ _,___________ 
	Information is being sought as partof an investigation being conducted by the Federal Election Commission and the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section prohibits making public any investigation conducted bythe Federal Election Commission withoutthe express written consent ofthe person under investigation 
	Rev.2010 
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	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	November 2, 2018 
	VIA E-MAIL 

	Brian G. Svoboda Perkins Coie 700 13Street, NW Washington, DC 20005-3960 
	Brian G. Svoboda Perkins Coie 700 13Street, NW Washington, DC 20005-3960 
	th 

	RE: MUR 7507 
	Aftab for Ohio 
	Evan Nolan, Treasurer 
	Dear Mr. Svoboda: 
	This is in response to your request for an extension to respond to the complaint and supplement to the complaint filed in the above mentioned matter we received on October 31, 2018. After considering the circumstances in this matter, the Office of General Counsel has granted the requested extension.  Accordingly, the response is due on or before the close of business December 7, 2018. You 
	may contact me if you have any questions at 202-694-1539 or by e-mail at cela@fec.gov. 

	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal Complaints Examination and Legal Administration 
	Figure
	PARTNERS OF COUNSEL • Also admitted in PA Rick L. Brunner •◊ 0 Steven M. Brown ◊ Also admitted in DC Patrick M. Quinn~ Richard A. Slee Also admitted in NY 
	-Also admitted in NM 
	RUNNER 
	Patrick M. Quinn
	UINN 
	35 North Fourth Street Digitally signed 
	Suite 200
	by Kathryn Ross 
	Columbus, OH 43215 
	'K,~A----Dat e: 
	2018.11.20 
	2018.11.20 

	New York Office
	14:47:35 -05'00' 
	20 West Third Street Suite 2 Jamestown, NY 1470 l 
	(614) 241-5550, Ext. 216 (800) 776-3158, Toll-Free (614) 241-5551, Fax 
	pmq@brunnerlaw.com 

	November 20, 2018 
	Via Electronic Mail () Jeff S. Jordan, Esq. Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examinations & Legal Administration Federal Election Commission 
	CELA@fec.gov

	I050 First Street, N.E. Washington D.C. 20463 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	I write as counsel to Drenko Pureval ("Respondent"), in the above-referenced matter. Respondent respectfully requests that the time for response be extended until Friday, December 7, 2018. On October 25, 2018, Respondent received a supplement to the complaint which requires additional time to develop the information necessary for a response. Further, it is my understanding that December 7 is the extended deadline for the other respondents in this matter to respond to the complaint, and I respectfully sugges
	Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions regarding this matter. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Patrick M. Quinn 
	2018-11-20-L-FEC 35 North Fourth Street Suite 200 • Columbus, Ohio 43215 • P: {614) 241-5550 • F: (614) 241-5550 • 
	www.brunnerlaw.com 

	Figure
	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 
	November 23, 2018 
	VIA E-MAIL 
	Patrick M. Quinn Brunner Quinn 35 North 4Street Columbus, OH 43215 
	th 

	RE: MUR 7507 Drenko Pureval 
	Dear Mr. Quinn: 
	This is in response to your request for an extension to respond to the supplement to the complaint filed in the above mentioned matter we received on October 25, 2018. After considering the circumstances in this matter, the Office of General Counsel has granted the requested extension.  Accordingly, the response is due on or before the close of business December 7, 2018. You may 
	contact me if you have any questions at 202-694-1539 or by e-mail at cela@fec.gov. 

	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Kathryn Ross, Paralegal Complaints Examination and Legal Administration 
	Digitally signed ,, ,,, by Kathryn Ross · 'k,.,a1-r-M"'~Da21 :38:33 -05'00' 
	te: 2018.12.08 

	700 13th Street. NW 0 +1.202.654.6200
	PeRKINSCOie 
	Suite 600 G +1.202.654.6211 
	Washington, O.C. 20005-3960 
	PerkinsCoie.com 

	Brian G. Svoboda
	December 7, 2018 
	BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 
	BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 

	0. +J.202.434.1654 
	F. +1.202.654.621 I 
	BY HAND DELIVERY 
	JeffS. Jordan, Esq. Assistant General Counsel 
	Complaints Examination & Legal Administration Federal Election Commission I 050 First Street, N.E. Washington, D.C. 20463 
	Re: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	On behalf of Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio, and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as Treas1:1rer for Aftab·for Ohio (''Respondents"), we write in response to the complaint filed by the Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust dated October 1, 2018 ("the Complaint"), and the supplement to that complaint dated October 11, 2018 (''the Supplemental Complaint"). The Commission should find no reason to believe that Respondents violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1_971, as amended, 52 U.S.C. § 301
	The Cpmplaint and Supplemental Complaint allege that Mr. Pureval's nonfederal campaign committee received contributions in connection with a federal election, impennissibly paid $for polling conducted before Mr. Pureval became a federal candidate, and imperrnissibly paid a to four other vendors to supportthe federal campaign. However, the contributions received by the nonfederal campaign committee were legal on their face. The facts also show that Respondents correctly allocated the costs of the poll accord
	16,400.79 
	combined $6,035.66 

	FACTS 
	Aftab Pureval is the Clerk of Courts in Hamilton County, Ohio. He was elected to his current position in 2016 for a four-year term and will be up for re-election in 2020. His nonfederal campaign committee, Friends of Aftab Pureval, is registered with and reports to the Hamilton County Board ofElections. 
	Peoons co,e LLP 
	Jeff S. Jordan 
	December 7, 2018 
	Page2 
	Mr. Pureval also became a candidate for the U.S. House of Representatives in 2018. On January 29, 2018, he registered his federal principal campaign committee, Aftab for Ohio, with the FEC.On January 31, 2018, he announced his candidacy.Throughout 2018, Mr. Pureval concurrently maintained a campaign committee for Clerk of Courts, and a principal campaign committee for Congress, with both cqmmittees raising and spending funds as the law expressly_provides.
	1 
	2 
	3 

	FACT filed the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint in October 2018, after the nonfederal campaign·committee had filed its semi-annual report disclosing·hs receipts and disbursements, and after a third.party fil~d a separate·complaint with the Ohio Elections Commission ("OEC"), which contended broadly that Ohio law prohibited the nonfederal campaign coll)IDittee.'s receipts and disbursements, because they were allegedly received.and made to influence Mr. P.ureval's federal election. The principal i~sue, bot
	of$16,400.79 
	4 
	-

	for Mr. Pureval's candidacy for Clerk ofCourts als<?· 
	After a public hearing, the OEC disII1issed the complaint and took no further action, except to levy a $100 fine over a $360 payment to a photographer at Mr. Pureval's congressional announcement event. Respondents had already admitted that this payment was erroneous, and the federal principal campaign committee issued a check to the photographer on September 30, 2018.Mr. Pureval lost the November general election for Congress, and the .federal ·principal campaign committee anticipates terminating. 
	5 
	6 

	LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	The Complaint and Supplemental Complaint present transactions that are facially and expressly legal·under Commission.rules. Federal law specifically allows candidates to _seek federal·and nonfederal offices simultaneously, and to raise and spend funds for concurrent federal and nonfederal candidacies.No violation ofthe Act is presented simply by the fact that a nol).federal 
	7 

	2018, through a disbursement that encompassed other expenses to the same pollster. ­
	http://docquery.fec.gov/cgi

	biri/fonns/C00667519/1246059/. 
	See Exhibit A.. 
	See Exhibit A.. 
	5 


	Perl<ins Coie LLP 
	JeffS. Jordan 
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	Page3 
	campaign _committee received funds subject to state law limits while a federal campaigri was ongoing, nor by the fact that a nonfecieral campaign committee spent funds while·the federal campaign was ongoing. A valid complai:Q.t must present more than facially legal transactions to allege a violation, an_d this complaint fails that test. · 
	·1. The Nonfederal Campaign Committee's Receipts Were Facially Legal and Present No ViolaWm 
	. 
	. 

	. 
	. 

	With re_spect to the funds received by the nonfederal campaign committee, neither the Complaint nor the -Supplemental Complaint alleges any fact to indicate that the receipts were in connection with a federal election, or otherwise impermissible. A valid complaint requires "facts which describe a violation ofa statute or regulation over which the Commission has jurisdiction,''and a coincidence in timing between facially legal transactions is not enough to raise the specter of a violation. For example, in MU
	8 
	9 
	10 

	This complaint suffers from the same defect. It presents no facts regarding any of these contributions, besides the fact that they were made, except: (1) the majority offunds were donated after Mr. Pureval announced his candidacy for federal office (which only stands to reason, since Mr. Pureval_announced on January 31, and the Complaint cites a state campaign finance report that covered January 1 through June 30); and (2) one ofthe contributors was Mr. Pureval's mother. Neither offers any evidence ofa viol
	II. The Complaint Fails to Present a Violation Arising From the Nonfederal Campaign Committee's Disbursements · · 
	The Commission · should dismiss the Complaint's allegation that .the nonfederal campaign committee made prohibited disbursements. At issue are two categories of di'sbursements: (1) the $to four other vendors. The poll payment was made jn accordance with the Commission's poll allocation regulations at 11 C.F.R. § 106.4. As to the other payments, the claim ofa violation is unsupported by evidence, except for 
	16,400.79 partial payment for the poll, and (2) the $6,035.66 paid 

	. 11 C:F.R. § l l l.4(d)(3) . 
	. 11 C:F.R. § l l l.4(d)(3) . 
	8 


	Id. at 8-9. 
	10 
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	two errant paymerits·, which the federal principal campaign committee h~ reimbursed, and which are de minimis in ariy case. 
	A. Respondents Properly Paid_for and Reported the Polling Expense 
	It was lawful and appropriate for the nonfederal campaign committee and the federal· principal campaign committee to split the costs of a poll that, in large measure, tested Mr. Pureval's "positives" and ."negatives" as a nonfederal officeholder. Commission rules permit a poll to be allocated among entities by dividing the overall cost of the poll ·equally among the entities receiving the results, _"or based on the number of question results received by one entity as a proportion ofthe total number ofquesti
	all entities.
	11 
	12 

	Respondents allocated the· value of the poll according to these rules. The nonfederal campaign committee reported its share ofthe poll's value on Form on April 4, 2018.In its turn; the federal principal campaign ·committee reported paying for its share ofthe poll on its July 2018 Quarterly Report. The text ofthe poll shows that the allocation between the two committees was reasonable and complied with Commission regulations. Initiated before Mr. Pureval became a can:did~te, the poll did not simply help him 
	31-B, disclosing a paym~nt of$16,400.79 
	13 

	The· so.urces and amounts in the nonfederal campaign committee's accounts presented no barrier to payment. The information presented by the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint indicate that the nonfederal campaign committee had sufficient funds on hand raised within federal limits 
	The· so.urces and amounts in the nonfederal campaign committee's accounts presented no barrier to payment. The information presented by the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint indicate that the nonfederal campaign committee had sufficient funds on hand raised within federal limits 

	. . . . 
	11 C.F.R. § 106.4(e) .. 
	11 

	12 First General Counsel's Report, MUR 6529, at 5; see also Statement ofReasons ofCommissioners Petersen, 
	Hunter, and McGahn, MUR 6225, at 4 ("Corhmission regulations clearly allow committees to evenly split the costs 
	associated with apoll"); First General Counsel's Report, MUR 5480, at 6-7 (recognizing that costs ofpoll may be 
	split equally among can<:lidates receiving the results). · · · · 13. See Exhibit C. The· Complai.lit refers repeatedly to the fact that the nonfederal campaign committee, when 
	producing check copies to·acco~pany its report as Ohio law requires, redacted the memo lines from checks to.the 
	polling firm and o.ther vendors. The identity ofthe vendor belies any supposed intent to deceive: the firm, GBA 
	Strategies, "offers broad expertise in survey research and strategic consulting ... we delve deeply into our clients' 
	issues and audiences, conduct high-quality research, and develop winning game plans." 
	/. 
	http://www.gbastrategies.com/aboutgba
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	an:d restrictions to pay for its share ofthe poll. The law accordingly clearly permits the allocation ofthe poll between the two committees. 
	14 

	· B. · The Complaint Alleges No Facts to Show the Other Expe_nditures·were Impermissible, Save for Two Minor Expenses, Which the Federal Principal Campaign Committee Has iaid ·: · · · 
	Like the allegation concerning the donations received by the nonfederal campaign committee, the allegation regarding the other expenditures fails to establish any violation ofFECA or Commission regulations. Like the other allegation, it relies simply on the fact that the nonfederal campaign committee made the payments while Mr. Pureval was also seeking federal office, and tries to fill in the gaps with speculation and unsupported legal conclusions. · 
	15 

	Each of the identified expenses was facially permissible. The Complaint does not offer any facts indicating that the payments to Mark Byron, Valentine Strategies, NGP VAN, or Brianna Ledsome were impermissible.The sole support for these allegations is that: (1) Valentine Strategies also provided consulting services to Respondents; and (2) Brianna Ledsome had also worked for Respondents.These assertions are purely speculative and do not provide any evidence indicating that the payments by the non-federal com
	16 
	17 
	vendors.
	18 

	As discussed above, Respondents independently determined that the $360 payment to Byron, the ·. photographer, was made· by mistake, and the federal principal campaign committee paid him accordingly. Likewise, Respondents discovered that NGP VAN had been debiting the wrong committee's bank account, at which point Respondents directed NGP VAN to cease debiting that account and the federal principal campaign committee paid NGP V AN'for the relevant expenses. 
	19 

	-See E~ibit D (nonfederal campaign_committee report shows $cash on.hand and $in receipts). · · · See; e.g., First-General Counsel's Report, MUR 6820, at 5-6 (payments made to staffer providing services to dual committees do not "provide enough to investigate" and status "as a shared employee" is not "per se indicative ofan effort by the State Committee to subsidize the Federal Committee"). With respect to the disbursement to Mark Byron for photography services, Aftab for Ohio paid for these services on Sept
	14
	10,691.69 
	31,320.00 
	15 
	16 

	See Compl. at 4-5. See, e.g., First General Counsel's Report, MUR 6820, at 5-6. See Exhibit E. 
	17 
	18 
	19 
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	In keeping with its past practice, the Commission should exercise its prosecutorial discretion and dismiss the allegations·_concerning the insubstantial payments to Mr. Byronand NGP VAN, which have since been 
	corrected.
	20 

	CONCLUSION 
	At the heart ofthe Complaint and Supplemental Complaint are facially lawful contributions to a nonfederal campaign committee; the allocation of a polling expense that complied with the Corrunission'.s detailed rules; and a handful of smaller expenses which ~e disputed through speculation. Accordingly, the Commission should find no reason to believe that a violatfon ofthe Act has occurred, and dismiss this matter. Respondent respectfully requests the Commission promptly dismiss the matter and close the file,
	We appreciate the Commission's consideration ofthis response. 
	Very truly yours, 
	Figure
	.Brian G. Svoboda 
	David J. Lazarus 
	Counsel to Respondents 
	· !0 See First General Counsel's Report, MUR 6820, at 9-10 (payment of$1,750); id at 10-11 ($1,000 contribution); First General Counsel's Report; MUR6529, at 15. . 
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	State c-omrilission dismis-s_es Aftab Pureyal poll payment complaint, issues $100 ·fine over ph_oto -sh_oot 
	BY: Tom McKee · POSTED: 4:10 PM, Nov 1, 2018 UPDATED: 1:25 AM, Nov 2, 2018. 
	Sha,re Article COLUMBUS; Ohio·--"For months, I've been saying that we followed theletter and the spirit ofthe law, and today, we are vindicated," Aftab Pureval told a group oflocal reporters at his camprugn headquarters Thursday afternoon. 
	Hours e~rlier, the Ohio Elections Commission dismissed two ofthe three campaign finance violation charges that hampered the Hamilton County Clerk ofCourts' congressional run through_out October, forming~ nexus ofpress coverage and fertile ground for Republican opponent Rep. Steve Chabot's television ads. 
	The commission determined that Pureval's team did improperly use clerk ofcourts· campaign 
	. . 
	. . 

	funds to pay a photographer $360 for a photo shoot attached to his congressional · cani.paign. Former _campai~n manager Sarah Topy testified she had made the paymentby accident while using a Venmo account linked to several credit cards. 
	The p~shment: A ·$100 fine, which Pureval said at the news conference he intended to pay 
	Figure
	close 
	12/7/2018, 11:37 AM 
	12/7/2018, 11:37 AM 
	State commission dismisses Aftab PurevaJ poll payment complaint, _issue... ... 
	https://www.wcpo.com/news/govemment/elections-local/ohio-elections 


	originator ofthe complaints) Mark Miller. 
	·The commission dismissed Miller's claim over a larger polling payment, which he alleged had been improperly taken o~t ofthe Hamilton ·countyclerk ofcourts campaig·n budget although 
	. . 
	it was excl~siv~ly meant for Pureval's congressional run. The candidate and his staff repeatedly denied ·this:. 
	"The PC?ll would tell us whether a path forward with a congression~l campaign made-sense or · whether we should stay with the clerk ofcourts," Pureval testified Thursday, as he did at a 
	. . 
	on the results ofthe poll, it looked like a congressional campaign, that there was viability for it. Ifthe results had been different, I would have stayed put." 
	WCPO~hosted debate.in late October. "Based 

	The commission voted 4-3• in favor ofno violation for an allegation offiling an improper campaign finance report and voted 4-3 in fav_or of dismissing the polling payment complaint. They voted 5-2 infavor offinding the photo shoot payment was a violation.and voted 6-1 in favor ofthe $100 fine. 
	. . 
	Finney said the dismissal ofthe polling payment cl~im is "a green light to any state campaign to launder money for a federal campaign." He alleged it wa$ aviolation offederal law. 
	"Don't believe any attempt by Aftab Pureval to claim that he was exonerated," Chabot campaign s~okesman Cody Rizzuto said in a written state_ment. "He wasn't. He was convicted on one.~harge and the commission failed to reach a verdict on the other." 
	.. 
	-. Pureval said the commission's ruling showed that the accusations were "baseless" and alleged · that Chabot's campaign had been "deliberately and maliciou,sly misleading voters" ~ver the issue. 
	That resolved; he launched with renewed fervor into a final-week pitch fpr his campaign. 
	: "We've got the mom~ntum, and I'm excited about today's result," he said._"We'vebeen totally vindicated. Guys, for months on television, Steve Chabot's been telling voters I'm going to go tojail. There's been coverage saying I could potentially go tojail.And today resulted in a $100 fine..... (The people ofthe1st District) are looking for something positive, something substantive. That's what we're offering, and that's whywe're going to win." _ 
	close 
	12/7/2018, 11:37 AM
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	Committee Name 
	Office Sought 
	District 
	Friends ofAftabPureval 
	Hamilton County ClerkqfCourts 
	City
	StreetAddress 
	State 
	· Zip 
	qncinnati 
	OH 
	45202,·
	580Walnu~SJreet, Apt. 1302 
	Candidate Name ORPAG Registration Number 
	Treasurer Name 
	Election Dale.(MM/00/YYYY) 
	Evan Nolan 
	11/06/2016
	Aftab Pureval 
	Type of Report {choose one): Annual · [8J. Sel1)lahnual D Pre-Primary D Post-Primary D Pres-General D .Post-Gef'leral 
	D 

	Statewide Candidates Only: D July Monthly D August Monthly D September Monthly 
	E] 
	Short Form Repo~ (RC. 3517.10{H))
	Amended Report Ter.mination 
	Check this box if the committee·is filing a
	Check this box if the committee·is filing a
	'Checkthis box ifthe committee

	0 No 
	Yes 
	D 

	·D wishes td.terminate with this report 
	short term report. See attached instructions. 
	D 

	1·. Amount brou_ght foJWard from last report 
	1·. Amount brou_ght foJWard from last report 
	1·. Amount brou_ght foJWard from last report 
	10691.69 

	2. Total monetary contributions (From Forms 31-A a_nd 31-E) 
	2. Total monetary contributions (From Forms 31-A a_nd 31-E) 
	31320.00 

	3. Total ·other income (From Form 31-:A-2) 
	3. Total ·other income (From Form 31-:A-2) 
	0.00 

	4. Total funds avallable-(sumof lines 1, ·2, 3) 
	4. Total funds avallable-(sumof lines 1, ·2, 3) 
	42011.69 

	5, Total mon_etary·expendittires (From.Forms 31-B and 31-F) 
	5, Total mon_etary·expendittires (From.Forms 31-B and 31-F) 
	28380.78 

	6. Baiance on hand (line.4 l'.11inus.line 5) 
	6. Baiance on hand (line.4 l'.11inus.line 5) 
	1.3630.91 

	7. Value of in-kind contributions received (From_ Form 31-J-1) 
	7. Value of in-kind contributions received (From_ Form 31-J-1) 

	s. Value.of in-kl~ contrib.u.tions made (From Form 31-J-2) 
	s. Value.of in-kl~ contrib.u.tions made (From Form 31-J-2) 

	9. Outstanding loans owed J:>y c·ommittee (From Form 31-C) 
	9. Outstanding loans owed J:>y c·ommittee (From Form 31-C) 

	· 10. Outstanding debts owed by commlttee (From Form 3·1-N) 
	· 10. Outstanding debts owed by commlttee (From Form 3·1-N) 

	11. Outstanding'loans owed.to .committee (From Form 31-K) 
	11. Outstanding'loans owed.to .committee (From Form 31-K) 

	12. Value of independent expen~ltures made (From Forrt:l 31-U) 
	12. Value of independent expen~ltures made (From Forrt:l 31-U) 
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	December 7, 2018 Digitally signed by Kathryn Ross ~..x,J-,r--A.,.._..Date: 
	Via Electronic Mail () 
	CELA@fec.gov

	Jeff S. Jordan, Esq. 13:43:31 -05'00' Assistant General Counsel Complaints Examinations & Legal Administration Federal Election Commission I050 First Street, N.E. Washington D.C. 20463 
	2018.12.07 

	RE: MUR 7507 
	Dear Mr. Jordan: 
	On behalf of Drenko Pureval, I write in response to the complaint filed by the Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust on October I, 2018, and supplemented on October I I, 2018. It is my understanding that counsel for Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio, and Evan Nolan (in his official capacity as Treasurer for Aftab for Ohio) have separately responded to the Complaint, and have demonstrated that as a matter of fact and law, the proper disposition here is to dismiss the complaint. We adopt and incorporate b
	In addition, I would urge the Commission to consider that FACT's complaint requests only investigation and/or enforcement action against Aftab Pureval, and his authorized campaign committee and its treasurer. The complaint does not ask that any further action be taken regarding Drenko Pureval, and the complaint does not allege that she engaged in any misconduct. 
	This silence is no accident. As the complaint acknowledges, Drenko Pureval's contributions to her son's non-federal campaign committee were permissible under Ohio law. Since the thrust of the complaint is the allegation -which is false in any event -that these contributions were misused, it makes sense that the focus of the complaint would be on the acts and decisions of those in a position to control the use of funds after they left Ms. Pureval's hands. In this regard, the complaint contains neither allega
	2018-12-07 -L-FEC 
	35 North Fourth Street Suite 200 • Columbus, Ohio 43215 • P: {614) 241-5550 • F: (614) 241-5550 • 
	www.brunnerlaw.com 
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	From: To: Cc: Subject: RE: MUR 7507 - Friends for Aftab Pureval notification letter Date: Friday, December 14, 2018 11:09:38 AM Importance: High Sensitivity: Confidential 
	Svoboda, Brian (Perkins Coie) 
	CELA 
	Lazarus, David J. (Perkins Coie) 

	Dear Ms. Ross, 
	Thank you for your call, and for sending the letter. While the address appears to have been correct, the treasurer, Mr. Nolan, was not aware that the nonfederal committee had been served. Through this email, the nonfederal committee joins in the response submitted on December 7 by Mr. Pureval, the federal committee, and Mr. Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer. To complete your records, I will send an executed Statement of Designation of Counsel for the nonfederal committee shortly. Please let me kno
	Very truly yours, 
	=B. 
	Brian G. Svoboda | Perkins Coie LLP 
	700 Thirteenth Street N.W. Washington, DC 20005-3960 PHONE: 202.434.1654 FAX: 202.654.9150 
	IMPORTANT TAX INFORMATION: This communication is not intended or written by Perkins Coie LLP to be used, and cannot be used by the taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding penalties that may be imposed on the taxpayer under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you have received it in error, please advise thesender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing t
	E-MAIL: BSvoboda@perkinscoie.com 

	Figure
	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 999 E Street, NW Washington, DC 20463 
	STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL Please use onBform for each Respondent/Entity/Treasurer FAX (202) 219-3923 
	MUR# 7507 NAME OF COUNSEL: Brian G. Svoboda and David J. Lazarus FIRM:______P_e_rk_in_s_C_o_ie_L_L_P_____________ ADDRESS:____1o_o_T_h_i_rte_e_n_th_St_.,_N_._w_._s_u_it_e_s_o_o_______ 
	Washington, DC 20005 
	TELEPHONE-OFFICE ( 202 )___·__o_o______ FAX ( 202) 654-6211 Web Address 
	6
	54
	6
	2
	www.perkinscoie.com 

	The above-named individual and/or firm is hereby designated as my counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission and to
	::i;q7,t•Wbz;;::_m;:;~ 
	1/oSCH( ( 
	Date Respondent/Agent -Signature Tltle(Treasurer/Candldate/Owner) RESPONDENT: Friends of Aftab Pureval and Evan Nolan, in his official capacity as treasurer (Committee Name, Company Name, or Individual Named in Notification Letter) MAILING ADDRESS: 580 Walnut Street, Apt. 1302 (Please Print) Cincinnati, OH 45202 
	TELEPHONE-HOME(_ _,)_________ 
	BUSINESS( _ _,)___________ 
	Information Is being sought as part of an Investigation being conducted by the Federal Election Commission and the confidenUality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section prohibits making public any investigation conducted by the Federal Election Commission without the express written consent of the person under Investigation 
	Rev.2010 
	1 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
	2 
	3 FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT 
	4 5 6 7 8 9 
	10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 COMPLAINANT: 21 22 23 RESPONDENTS: 24 25 26 27 28 29 RELEVANT STATUTES 30 AND REGULATIONS: 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 INTERNAL REPORTS 38 CHECKED: 39 40 AGENCIES CHECKED: 
	41 
	MUR 7507 
	DATE COMPLAINT FILED: October 2, 2018 DATE OF SUPPLEMENT TO THE   COMPLAINT: October 16, 2016 DATE OF NOTIFICATIONS: October 5, 2018
	   October 23, 2018 DATE OF LAST RESPONSE: December 14, 2018 DATE ACTIVATED:  July 17, 2019 
	Figure

	EXPIRATION OF SOL: Earliest: February 1, 2023 Latest: June 4, 2023 
	ELECTION CYCLE: 2018 
	Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust (“FACT”) 
	Aftab Pureval Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official 
	capacity as treasurer Friends of Aftab Pureval Drenko Pureval 
	52 U.S.C. § 30104(b) 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a) 53 U.S.C. § 30125(e) 11 C.F.R. § 106.4 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) 11 C.F.R. § 300.60 11 C.F.R. § 300.61 
	Disclosure Reports 
	None 
	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 2 of 19 
	1 I. INTRODUCTION 
	2 3 federal funds from his Ohio local political committee, Friends of Aftab Pureval, (“County Clerk 4 Committee”) to pay for various polling and campaign expenses properly attributable to his 2018 5 federal congressional campaign committee, Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official 6 capacity as treasurer (“Federal Committee”).  Further, the Complaint alleges that Pureval’s 7 mother, Drenko Pureval, who already had made the maximum contribution to the Federal 8 Committee, provided the County Clerk Commi
	The Complaint alleges that Aftab Pureval may have spent up to $22,464.58 in non
	-

	1

	10 Respondents claim that most of the County Clerk Committee payments listed in the 11 12 was paid to the Federal Committee vendor through an error.  In her response, Drenko Pureval 13 states that the Complaint fails to allege she had advance knowledge as to how the County Clerk 14 Committee would use her funds. 15 We recommend that the Commission find reason to believe that: Pureval and the County 16 Clerk Committee violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A), a provision of Federal Election Campaign 17 Act of 197
	Complaint were made to satisfy its own obligations, and that only a small amount ($4,737.16) 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 3 of 19 
	1 Drenko Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a) by making excessive contributions to the Federal 
	2 Committee via her non-federal donations to the County Clerk Committee.  Finally, we 
	3 recommend that the Commission enter into pre-probable conciliation with all Respondents and 
	4 approve the two attached proposed conciliation agreements with: 1) Aftab Pureval, Friends of 
	5 Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer; and 
	6 2) Drenko Pureval. 
	7 II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
	8 Aftab Pureval was elected Hamilton County Clerk of Courts in 2016.  The County Clerk 
	9 Committee is the political committee he formed for the Clerk election. It is an active non-federal 
	10 committee and could raise and spend funds for Pureval’s potential re-election campaign in 2020.  
	11 On January 31, 2018, Aftab Pureval announced his candidacy for federal office in Ohio’s 
	12 First Congressional District.  By February 1, 2018, the Federal Committee raised contributions 
	2

	13 exceeding $5,000, which included a maximum $2,700 contribution from the candidate’s mother, 
	14 Drenko Pureval.
	3 

	An individual becomes a candidate when: (a) such individual receives contributions or makes expenditures in excess of $5,000, or (b) such individual gives his or her consent to another person to receive contributions or make expenditures on behalf of such individual and if such person has received such contributions or has made such expenditures in excess of $5,000.  52 U.S.C. § 30101(2). 
	2 

	Pureval reached candidacy status through three contributions made on January 31, 2018, and February 1, 2018, respectively. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April Quarterly Report at 176, 196 and 287 (Apr. 13, 2018). Once an individual meets the $5,000 threshold, he or she has fifteen days to designate a principal campaign committee by filing a Statement of Candidacy. Id. § 30102(e)(1); 11 C.F.R. § 101.1(a). Thus, Pureval should have filed his Statement of Candidacy by February 16, 2018. Pureval did not file a Statement 
	3 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 4 of 19 
	1 Not only did Ms. Pureval contribute the maximum allowable amount to her son’s federal 
	2 campaign on February 1, 2018, she also donated $15,000 in non-federal funds to the County 
	3 Clerk Committee on the same date.At the time of this donation, the County Clerk Committee 
	4 

	4 Ms. Pureval subsequently made another $15,000 non
	held a cash-on-hand balance of $7,628.94.  
	-

	5 federal donation to the County Clerk Committee on April 11, 2018.The Complaint asserts that 
	5 

	6 after accepting the first donation, “Pureval spent it on polling for his congressional race, and any 
	7 claim this was for his 2020 [County Clerk] race simply defies common sense and is ridiculous.”
	6 

	8 It also asserts that these donations were used to pay for other expenses directly tied to Pureval’s 
	9 federal campaign.  Ms. Pureval’s response to the Complaint states that the Complaint does “not 
	7

	10 allege that [she] had any advance knowledge, or reason to know, how her contributions would be 
	11 used after she made them.”  With respect to the funds received by the County Clerk Committee, 
	8

	12 Pureval, the County Clerk Committee, and the Federal Committee assert that “neither the 
	Ms. Pureval has made numerous contributions to other federal committees. A review of the FEC contributor database reveals that she has made 15 contributions totaling $30,580 from June 30, 2017 to October 10, 2018.  Specifically, she has contributed to: (1) House Majority PAC (one contribution in the amount of $15,000); 
	4 

	(2)Ohio Grassroots Victory Fund (two contributions totaling $7,500); (3) Friends of Sherrod Brown (three contributions totaling $5,325); (4) Ohio Democratic Party (one contribution in the amount of $2,175); (5) ActBlue (six contributions totaling $280); and (6) Theresa Gasper for Congress (two contributions totaling $300). 
	The County Clerk Committee’s total receipts during this period was $31,320.  Friends of Aftab Pureval, 2018 Semiannual Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts (“County Clerk Committee Semiannual Report”) at 2 (Jul. 31, 2018).  During 2017, before Pureval announced his federal candidacy, the County Clerk Committee received contributions totaling $39,858.(July 31, 2017); County Clerk Committee 2017 Annual Report at 1-6 (Jan. 31, 2018). Prior to 2018, Drenko Pureval had donated $68,200
	5 
	  County Clerk Committee 2017 Semiannual Report.at 1 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 5 of 19 
	1 Complaint nor the Supplemental Complaint alleges any fact to indicate that the receipts were in 2 connection with a federal election, or otherwise impermissible.”3 From January 2, 2018, through June 4, 2018, the County Clerk Committee made 4 The Complaint alleges that a significant portion of the 5 County Clerk Committee disbursements should have been paid by the Federal Committee with 6 federal funds.  Specifically, the Complaint points to payments made to five vendors that 7 The 8 Complaint argues that 
	9 
	disbursements totaling $28,380.78.
	10 
	collectively totaled $22,464.58 that it believes paid for Federal Committee obligations.
	11 

	10   And most of these expenses, including those made for polling and consulting, 11 were oriented to the more immediate federal electoral activity than a distant non-federal election 12 in 2020.   13 The largest expense identified by the Complaint was a March 17, 2018 disbursement of 14 $ to GBA Strategies for “consulting.”With respect to this expense, a Supplement to 15 the Complaint attaches a copy of the poll analysis, dated January 19, 2018, and entitled “Polling 16 in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab 
	this time frame.
	12
	16,427.79
	13 
	14

	Response of Aftab Pureval, County Clerk Committee and Federal Committee (“Pureval Resp.”) at 3 (Dec. 8, 2018). 
	9 

	The Federal Committee disclosed only one disbursement made before Pureval reached candidacy status—a $980 payment to the County Clerk Committee for “Digital Assets” on February 1, 2018. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April Quarterly Report at 308. 
	10 

	Compl. at 4-5. 
	11 

	Id. at 6-7. 
	12 

	While the County Committee discloses on its 2018 Semiannual Report that this disbursement was made on check indicating that the County Clerk Committee actually made the payment to the GBA Strategies on March 17,  Compl. at 4; Supplement to the Compl. (“Supplement”), Ex. E (Oct. 16, 2018). 
	13 
	April 4, 2018, in the amount of $16,400.79, the Complaint cites to a press account and attaches a photocopy of the 
	2018, in the amount of $16,427.29.

	Supplement, Exhibit. 
	14 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 6 of 19 
	1   The poll 
	the poll focus exclusively on Pureval’s viability of running for federal office.
	15

	2 mentions Pureval’s status as Clerk, according to the Supplement, but does not ask any questions 
	3 about the 2020 Clerk’s race.
	16 

	4 The Complaint also maintains that “Pureval’s actions also demonstrate an intent to 
	5 violate federal campaign finance laws.”Specifically, it asserts that when the County Clerk 
	17 

	6 Committee initially filed its report, 
	7 …the memo lines on all four checks written during the reporting 8 period were redacted. It was later revealed that three of the 9 checks had nothing written in the memo line, but the check 
	10 written to GBA Strategies stated “poll balance.”  Thus, it 11 appears the redaction of all the checks was made for the purpose 12 of hiding the expenditure to GBA Strategies for polling.   13 Additionally, the Pureval campaign’s explanation for the polling 14 expenditure has changed from claiming all county campaign 15 expenditures were not for the federal campaign, to the $16,427  16 check was “used to pay for polling related to both” campaigns, to 17 the poll was for both campaigns and both campaigns p
	18 

	18 
	19 Additionally, the Complaint points to expenses paid by the Clerk Committee to entities 20 that appear to be Federal Committee vendors. For instance, the Complaint states that the County 21 Clerk Committee paid $578.63 to Valentine Strategies, which served as a consultant to the 22 Federal Committee and received 18 payments from the Federal Committee during the 2018 23 election cycle totaling $89,341.13  The County Clerk Committee’s prior disclosure reports do 24 not reflect any other payments to Valentin
	19

	Id. Id. 
	15 
	16 

	Compl. at 4. Id. at 4. Pureval Resp. at 4; Aftab for Ohio 2018 July Quarterly Report at 611 (July 13, 2018). 
	17 
	18 
	19 
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	1 for “Aftab Pureval for OH-1” but the Federal Committee reports no disbursements to her for her 2 3 4 Committee payments to two different vendors (NGP VAN – 5 and Mark Byron – one payment totaling $360.50) should have been paid by the Federal 6 Committee.  The Pureval Response asserts, however, that these payments were made in error 7 because NGP VAN “had been debiting the wrong committee’s bank account, at which point 8 Respondents directed NGP VAN to cease debiting that account and the federal principal 
	services.
	20 
	In their response, the Pureval Respondents acknowledge that $4,737.16 in County Clerk 
	eight payments totaling $4,376.66 
	21

	10 a photocopy of a check that the Federal Committee made to NGP VAN in the amount of $7,075 11 on December 4, 2018, indicating that a subset of this amount reflects a reimbursement of the 12 $Further, the Pureval Response 13 states that “Mr. Pureval’s nonfederal committee has requested (and is currently awaiting) a 14 refund from NGP VAN.”  The Federal Committee disclosed making four payments to this 15 entity during the 2018 election cycle totaling $10,115, with the first disbursement in the amount 16 of 
	4,396.66 County Clerk Committee payment to this entity.
	22 
	23
	24 

	Compl. at 5.  See 
	20 
	/. 
	https://www.linkedin.com/in/brianna-ledsome-717123134


	Pureval Resp. at 5. The County Clerk Committee has paid this vendor for non-federal services before it paid the expenses at issue in this matter. See County Clerk Committee 2017 Annual Report. Pureval Resp., Ex. A. Pureval Resp. at 5. Aftab for Ohio 2018 October Quarterly Report at 1,940 (Oct. 15, 2018). 
	21 
	22 
	23 
	24 
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	1 Respondents also concede that the County Clerk Committee made a “mistake” when it 2 paid Mark Byron in the amount of $360.50 for media services on February 5, 2018.The 3 Pureval Response notes that the Federal Committee subsequently paid for these services on 4 September 30, 2018, “after receiving information indicating that the disbursement may have 5 been made from the improper account.”  The Federal Committee’s 2018 October Quarterly 6 Report reflects a payment to “Byron Photography” on the same date i
	25 
	26
	appears to correspond to this payment.
	27 
	28 

	10 Committee poll, Respondents maintain that its disbursement to GBA Strategies for “consulting” 11 represented the County Clerk Committee’s allocated portion of a polling expenses benefiting 12   Respondents assert that the poll was “[i]nitiated before Mr. Pureval became 13 a candidate, the poll did not simply help [Pureval] decide whether to seek federal office” but 14 “provided him with information about the voters’ understanding of his performance as Clerk of 15 Courts that will be useful to him while s
	both committees.
	29
	30
	31 

	Pureval Resp. at 5. 
	25 

	Id. 
	26 

	Aftab for Ohio 2018 October Quarterly Report at 1,949. Pureval Resp. at 5. Compl. at 3. Pureval Resp. at 4. 
	27 
	28 
	29 
	30 

	Id. 
	31 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab for Ohio, et al.) First General Counsel’s Report Page 9 of 19 
	1 County Clerk Committee disbursements to two other vendors (Brianna Ledsome and Valentine 2 Strategies) fall into the category of “purely speculative” because the Complaint provides “no 3 evidence indicating that the payments by the non-federal committee were for services provided 4 to Respondents.”
	32 

	5 III. LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	6 A. 7 
	There is Reason to Believe that Pureval, the County Clerk Committee and the Federal 
	Committee Violated the Act by Using Non-Federal Funds for Federal Expenses 

	8 
	9 For the 2018 election cycle, no person was permitted to make contributions to a candidate 10 for federal office or his authorized political committee which in the aggregate exceeded $2,700 11   Candidates and political committees are prohibited from knowingly 12   The Act prohibits federal candidates, their agents, and 13 entities that are established, financed, maintained, or controlled (“EFMC’d”) by federal 14 candidates from soliciting, receiving, directing, transferring, or spending funds “in connecti
	for each election.
	33
	accepting excessive contributions.
	34
	35
	36 

	Pureval Resp. at 5. See 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a)(1)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b)(1). See 52 U.S.C. § 30116(f). The Commission has concluded that a federal candidate’s state committee is an entity EFMC’d by the 
	32 
	33 
	34 
	35 

	federal candidate. Advisory Op. 2007-26 (Schock) at 4; Advisory Op. 2006-38 (Casey State Committee) at 4. 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A)-(B); 11 C.F.R. §§ 300.61-62; see also 52 U.S.C. §§ 30116(a), 30118(a) (setting out contribution limitation and corporate contribution prohibition, respectively). 
	36 
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	1 principal campaign committee or other authorized committee for a federal election.”The 
	37 

	2 Commission has explained that this prohibition on all transfers from a dual candidate’s state or 
	3 local committee to the candidate’s federal committee is intended to prevent a federal 
	4 
	committee’s indirect use of soft money.
	38 

	5 Under the Act, reports filed with the Commission must accurately disclose, inter alia, the 
	6 total amount of all receipts and disbursements as well as total amounts in contributions and 
	7 Committee 
	expenditures made to meet the candidate’s or committee’s operating expenses.
	39 

	8 treasurers are personally responsible for ensuring the timely and complete filing of committee 
	9 
	reports and the accuracy of the information contained therein.
	40 

	10 The available information shows that Respondents violated the Act’s ban on the use of 
	11 non-federal funds in two ways.  First, the County Clerk Committee made impermissible transfers 
	12 of non-federal funds to the Federal Committee. Once Pureval became a federal candidate on 
	13 February 1, 2018, the County Clerk Committee was allowed to spend soft money on Pureval’s 
	11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d); Transfers of Funds from State to Federal Campaigns, 57 Fed. Reg. 36,344, 36,345 (Aug. 12, 1992) (Explanation and Justification). See e.g., MUR 7076 (Richard Tisei) (Tisei’s federal committee received prohibited transfer of funds when his state committee paid for polling, fundraising data analysis and staff work designed to help Tisei decide whether to run for office); MUR 6267 (Paton for Senate) (Paton’s federal committee received prohibited transfer of funds when Paton’s state senate 
	37 

	See Transfers of Funds from State to Federal Campaigns, 58 Fed. Reg. 3,474, 3,474-3,475 (Jan. 8, 1993) (explaining, also, that Commission was adopting total prohibition in this circumstance because of practical difficulty in linking or otherwise accounting for federally permissible funds available for transfer); see also MUR 5406 (Hynes for Senate) (finding RTB that dual candidate’s federal and state committees violated section 110.3(d) for direct contribution from state to federal committee and requiring d
	38 

	52 U.S.C. § 30104(b)(2), (4). 
	39 

	52 U.S.C. § 30104(a)(1). See also 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d). 
	40 
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	1 own county election but was required, as an entity EFMC’d by a federal candidate, to use only 2 federally permissible funds for disbursements made in connection with any federal election. 3 Pureval and his County and Federal Committees acknowledge that the County Clerk 4 5 Mark Byron ($360) that should have been paid for by the Federal Committee.  Their attempt to 6 minimize the extent of these violations, by describing the County Clerk Committee’s payment to 7 Byron as a “mistake,” and by describing the 
	Committee used non-federal funds to pay for expenses relating to NGP VAN ($4,396.66) and 

	10 Clerk Committee made eight of these improper payments over a six month period, yet there was 11 no effort by either the County or Federal Committee to rectify this problem until December 12 2018, several months after the last payment was made on June 4, 2018.     13 The County Clerk Committee also appears to have impermissibly funded a poll on behalf 14 of the Federal Committee.15 GBA Strategies as the non-federal portion of a poll survey, the available information indicates 16 otherwise.  The poll surve
	  Contrary to Respondent’s classification of the $16,427.79 payment to 
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	1 Persuadable.”  And the Federal Committee’s payments to GBA Strategies do not appear to be 2 related to this particular poll. Indeed, the first payment that the Federal Committee made to 3 GBA Strategies was nearly three months after the County Clerk Committee’s March 2018 4 payment to the vendor, on June 8, 2018, in the amount of $25,000.  If this payment represented 5 the portion of the disbursement relating to the federal portion of the poll, it is unclear why it was 6 disbursed appreciably later than t
	41

	10 one day before the Federal Committee’s $289.22 payment to the same entity and both 11 disbursements were described similarly on the respective reports: “supplies reimbursement” with 12 respect to the County Clerk Committee; and “Reimburse Expenses, Detail Below if Itemized” on 13 the Federal Committee disclosure report.  Given that this vendor appears to have done significant 14 work for the Federal Committee, and had not received any other payments from the County 15 Clerk Committee, there is a basis to
	-

	Supplement, Exhibit. 
	41 
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	1 her for any services, while the County Clerk Committee did pay Ledsome in February and April 2 2018 in amounts totaling $721.  Based on the position descriptions and payment history, there is 3 a reasonable inference that these County Clerk Committee payments reflect another 4 impermissible use of non-federal funds to pay for Federal Committee expenses. 5 The second way in which the Respondents violated the Act’s ban on the use of non6 federal funds is that Pureval and his County Clerk Committee accepted 
	-

	10 11 its campaign account.  Critically, at this time the County Clerk Committee was apparently aware 12 that a substantial disbursement was on the horizon, as it had retained GBA Strategies to conduct 13 the poll and analysis at some point before January 19, 2018, the date that the vendor had 14 circulated the results of its poll survey.  As such, the County Clerk Committee was not only 15 aware of the cost of GBA Strategies’16 In 17 essence, the poll served the purpose of testing the feasibility of a poss
	that provides otherwise.
	42
	  On January 31, 2018, the County Clerk Committee had $7,628.94 in 
	 services, $16,427.79, but that the contracted amount would 
	exceed the funds available in the County Clerk account ($7,628.94) as of January 31, 2018.  

	See Ohio R.C. § 3517.102. See also Ohio Secretary of State, Ohio Campaign Finance Handbook, Chapter 
	42 

	2:(last visited Nov. 13, 2019). 
	Candidates at 11, available at https://www.sos.state.oh.us/globalassets/candidates/cfguide/chapters/chapter2.pdf 
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	1 donation to cover various pending expenses in connection with a federal election, including a 2 3 Based on the foregoing, the County Clerk Committee’s vendor payments totaling 4 $ constituted impermissible transfers that violate 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 5 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d).  And Pureval and the County Clerk Committee further violated this 6 provision of the Act by receiving impermissible funds in connection with a federal election.  7 Accordingly, we recommend that the Commission find reason to b
	GBA Strategies charge of $16,427.79 for polling expenses.   
	22,464.58

	10 transfers from the County Clerk Committee to the Federal Committee.  We further recommend 11 that the Commission find reason to believe that Aftab Pureval and Friends of Aftab Pureval 12 violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) by receiving non-federal funds in connection with an 13 election for Federal office.  We also recommend that the Commission find reason to believe that 14 Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer violated 52 U.S.C.  15 §§ 30116(f) and 30104(b) by accepting ex
	There is Reason to Believe that Drenko Pureval Made an Excessive Contribution 
	including GBA Strategies charge of $16,427.79 for polling expenses.  
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	$1,193.09-which would not have been sufficient to cover subsequent disbursements to NGP 2 VAN ($1,550) and Valentine Strntegies ($578.63). Given that the remaining NGP VAN 3 payments reflected undisputed federal expenses that should have been paid by the Federal 4 Committee, it is possible that this paiiicular contribution was likewise received for the purpose s ofpaying for federal activity, which would result in the fmiher use of non-federal funds. 6 Without Ms. Pureval's infusion offunds, the County Cler
	collectively totaled $22,464.58. 

	10 County Clerk Committee received only three contributions, totaling $270, other than Ms. 
	11 
	Pureval's second $15,000 contribution.
	43 

	12 Ms. Pureval's Response to the Complaint does not deny that she made these contributions 
	13 with the expectation that they would be used in connection for a federal election. fudeed, Ms. 
	14 Pureval made the first $15,000 contribution on the same day that she conti·ibuted the maximum 
	1s allowable amount to the Federal Committee. And she appai·ently made this conti-ibution 
	16 knowing that her son's election activities were focused exclusively on a federal campaign, and 
	11 that her son's County Clerk office was not up for re-election until 2020, more than two and a half 
	1s yeai·s later. Ms. Pureval's Response offers no explanation for why she made $30,000 in 
	19 contributions to the County Clerk Committee under these circumstances. 
	20 Given that Drenko Pureval had already contributed the maximum allowable limit, her 
	21 contributions to the County Clerk Committee to pay for federal campaign expenses constituted 
	Compl., Ex. A. 
	43 
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	1 Therefore, we recommend that the Commission find 
	an excessive contribution (by $22,464.58).  

	2 
	reason to believe that Drenko Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a).
	44 

	3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
	See Factual & Legal Analysis at 2, MUR 7007 (James Best) (finding reason to believe that a contributor’s contribution exceeded the applicable contribution limit by $34,600). 
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	1 V. RECOMMENDATIONS 
	2 
	2 
	2 
	1. Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) by 3 receiving non-federal funds in connection with an election for federal office; 

	4 
	4 
	2. Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and           5 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from 6 Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio; 

	7 
	7 
	3. Find reason to believe that Friends of Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. 8 § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) by receiving non-federal funds in 9 connection with an election for federal office; 

	10 
	10 
	4. Find reason to believe Friends of Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) 11 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from 12 Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio; 

	13 
	13 
	5. Find reason to believe that Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as 14 treasurer violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection 15 with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for 16 Ohio; 

	17 
	17 
	6. Find reason to believe that Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as 18 treasurer violated 52 U.S.C. §§ 30116(f) and 30104(b) by accepting excessive 19 contributions and failing to disclose the in-kind receipts; 

	20 
	20 
	7. Find reason to believe that Drenko Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a) by making 21 excessive contributions to Aftab for Ohio; 

	22 
	22 
	8. Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analyses; 

	23 
	23 
	9. Authorize pre-probable cause conciliation with Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and 24 Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, Friends of Aftab Pureval and Drenko 25 Pureval; 


	26 10. Approve the attached Conciliation Agreements; and 
	27 
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	1 11. Approve the appropriate letters. 
	2 Lisa J. Stevenson 3 Acting General Counsel 
	4 
	5 Charles Kitcher 6 Acting Associate General Counsel for 7 Enforcement 
	8 
	9 10 11 DATE Peter G. Blumberg 12 Acting Deputy Associate General Counsel 13 14 15 16 17 Mark Shonkwiler 18 Assistant General Counsel 19 20 21 22 Roy Q. Luckett 23 
	Attorney 
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	1 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 2 3 FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	4 RESPONDENTS:         Aftab Pureval MUR 7507 5                          Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan  6 in his official capacity as treasurer 7                          Friends of Aftab Pureval 8 9 I. INTRODUCTION 
	10 11 This matter was generated by a Complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission 12 (the “Commission”) by the Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust (“FACT”).   13 See 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(1). The Complaint alleges that Aftab Pureval may have spent up to 14 $ in non-federal funds from his Ohio local political committee, Friends of Aftab 15 Pureval, (“County Clerk Committee”) to pay for various polling and campaign expenses properly 16 attributable to his 2018 federal congressional campaign c
	22,464.58
	1 
	Complaint were made to satisfy its own obligations, and that only a small amount ($4,737.16) 

	FACT Compl. at 2, 6 (Oct. 2, 2018). 
	1 
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	1 election for Federal office; Pureval, the County Clerk Committee and the Federal Committee 
	2 violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) when the County Clerk 
	3 Committee transferred non-federal funds to the Federal Committee; and the Federal Committee 
	4 violated 52 U.S.C. § 30116(f) and 30104(b) by accepting excessive contributions and by failing 
	5 to report this activity. 
	6 II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	7 A. Factual Background 
	8 Aftab Pureval was elected Hamilton County Clerk of Courts in 2016.  The County Clerk 
	9 Committee is the political committee he formed for the Clerk election.  It is an active non-federal 
	10 committee and could raise and spend funds for Pureval’s potential re-election campaign in 2020. 
	11 On January 31, 2018, Aftab Pureval announced his candidacy for federal office in Ohio’s 
	12 First Congressional District.  By February 1, 2018, the Federal Committee raised contributions 
	2

	13 exceeding $5,000, which included a maximum $5,400 contribution ($2,700 for the primary and 
	14 $2,700 for the general election) from the candidate’s mother, Drenko Pureval.
	3 

	An individual becomes a candidate when: (a) such individual receives contributions or makes expenditures in excess of $5,000, or (b) such individual gives his or her consent to another person to receive contributions or make expenditures on behalf of such individual and if such person has received such contributions or has made such expenditures in excess of $5,000. 52 U.S.C. § 30101(2). 
	2 

	Pureval reached candidacy status through three contributions made on January 31, 2018, and February 1, 2018, respectively. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April Quarterly Report at 176, 196 and 287 (Apr. 13, 2018). Once an individual meets the $5,000 threshold, he or she has fifteen days to designate a principal campaign committee by filing a Statement of Candidacy. Id. § 30102(e)(1); 11 C.F.R. § 101.1(a). Thus, Pureval should have filed his Statement of Candidacy by February 16, 2018. Pureval did not file a Statement 
	3 
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	1 On February 1, 2018, Ms. Pureval contributed the maximum allowable amount ($5,400) 
	2 to her son’s Federal campaign and, on the same date, $15,000 in non-federal funds to the County 
	3 Clerk Committee.At the time of this donation, the County Clerk Committee held a cash-on
	4 
	-

	4 Ms. Pureval subsequently made another $15,000 non-federal 
	hand balance of $7,628.94.  

	5 donation to the County Clerk Committee on April 11, 2018.  The Complaint asserts that after 
	5

	6 accepting the first donation, “Pureval spent it on polling for his congressional race, and any 
	7 claim this was for his 2020 [County Clerk] race simply defies common sense and is ridiculous.”
	6 

	8 It also asserts that these donations were used to pay for other expenses directly tied to Pureval’s 
	9 federal campaign.  With respect to the funds received by the County Clerk Committee, Pureval, 
	7

	10 the County Clerk Committee, and the Federal Committee assert that “neither the Complaint nor 
	11 the Supplemental Complaint alleges any fact to indicate that the receipts were in connection with 
	12 a federal election, or otherwise impermissible.”
	8 

	Ms. Pureval has made numerous contributions to other federal committees. A review of the FEC contributor database reveals that she has made 15 contributions totaling $30,580 from June 30, 2017 to October 10, 2018. Specifically, she has contributed to: (1) House Majority PAC (one contribution in the amount of $15,000); 
	4 

	(2) Ohio Grassroots Victory Fund (two contributions totaling $7,500); (3) Friends of Sherrod Brown (three contributions totaling $5,325); (4) Ohio Democratic Party (one contribution in the amount of $2,175); (5) ActBlue (six contributions totaling $280); and (6) Theresa Gasper for Congress (two contributions totaling $300). 
	The County Clerk Committee’s total receipts during this period was $31,320. Friends of Aftab Pureval, 2018 Semiannual Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts (“County Clerk Committee Semiannual Report”) at 2 (Jul. 31, 2018). During 2017, before Pureval announced his federal candidacy, the County Clerk Committee received contributions totaling $39,858. (July 31, 2017); County Clerk Committee 2017 Annual Report at 1-6 (Jan. 31, 2018). Prior to 2018, Drenko Pureval had donated $68,200 
	5 
	County Clerk Committee 2017 Semiannual Report.at 1 

	Response of Aftab Pureval, County Clerk Committee and Federal Committee (“Pureval Resp.”) at 3 (Dec. 8, 2018). 
	8 
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	1 From January 2, 2018, through June 4, 2018, the County Clerk Committee made 2 disbursements totaling $28,380.78.The Complaint alleges that a significant portion of the 3 County Clerk Committee disbursements should have been paid by the Federal Committee with 4 federal funds.  Specifically, the Complaint points to payments made to five vendors that 5 The 6 Complaint argues that with Pureval’s re-election for County Clerk more than 2 years away, it 7 strains credulity for the County Clerk Committee to be ma
	9 
	collectively totaled $22,464.58 that it believes paid for Federal Committee obligations.
	10 
	this time frame.
	11

	10 in 2020.   11 The largest expense identified by the Complaint was a March 17, 2018 disbursement of 12 $ to GBA Strategies for “consulting.”  With respect to this expense, a Supplement to 13 the Complaint attaches a copy of the poll analysis, dated January 19, 2018, and entitled “Polling 14 in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab Pureval.”  The Supplement asserts that the questions in 15   The poll 
	16,427.79
	12
	13
	the poll focus exclusively on Pureval’s viability of running for federal office.
	14

	The Federal Committee disclosed only one disbursement made before Pureval reached candidacy status—a $980 payment to the County Clerk Committee for “Digital Assets” on February 1, 2018. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April Quarterly Report at 308. 
	9 

	Compl. at 4-5. 
	10 

	Id. at 6-7. 
	11 

	While the County Committee discloses on its 2018 Semiannual Report that this disbursement was made on check indicating that the County Clerk Committee actually made the payment to the GBA Strategies on March 17, Compl. at 4; Supplement to the Compl. (“Supplement”), Ex. E (Oct. 16, 2018). 
	12 
	April 4, 2018, in the amount of $16,400.79, the Complaint cites to a press account and attaches a photocopy of the 
	2018, in the amount of $16,427.29. 

	Supplement, Exhibit. 
	13 

	Id. 
	14 
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	1 mentions Pureval’s status as Clerk, according to the Supplement, but does not ask any questions 
	2 about the 2020 Clerk’s race.
	15 

	3 The Complaint also maintains that “Pureval’s actions also demonstrate an intent to 
	4 violate federal campaign finance laws.”Specifically, it asserts that when the County Clerk 
	16 

	5 Committee initially filed its report 
	6 …the memo lines on all four checks written during the reporting 7 period were redacted. It was later revealed that three of the 8 checks had nothing written in the memo line, but the check 9 written to GBA Strategies stated “poll balance.”  Thus, it 
	10 appears the redaction of all the checks was made for the purpose 11 of hiding the expenditure to GBA Strategies for polling. 12 Additionally, the Pureval campaign’s explanation for the polling  13 expenditure has changed from claiming all county campaign 14 expenditures were not for the federal campaign, to the $16,427  15 check was “used to pay for polling related to both” campaigns, to 16 the poll was for both campaigns and both campaigns paid for it.
	17 

	17 
	18 Additionally, the Complaint points to expenses paid by the County Clerk Committee to 
	19 entities that appear to be Federal Committee vendors.  For instance, the Complaint states that the 
	20 County Clerk Committee paid $578.63 to Valentine Strategies, which served as a consultant to 
	21 the Federal Committee and received 18 payments from the Federal Committee during the 2018 
	22 election cycle totaling $89,341.13”The County Clerk Committee’s prior disclosure reports do 
	18 

	23 not reflect any other payments to Valentine Strategies.  The Complaint also questions two 
	24 payments to Brianna Ledsome totaling $721 because her LinkedIn page states that she worked 
	Id. 
	15 

	Compl. at 4. Id. at 4. Pureval Resp. at 4; Aftab for Ohio 2018 July Quarterly Report at 611 (July 13, 2018). 
	16 
	17 
	18 
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	1 for “Aftab Pureval for OH-1” but the Federal Committee reports no disbursements to her for her 2 3 4 payments to two different vendors (NGP VAN – eight payments totaling $4376.66 and Mark 5 Byron – one payment totaling $360.50) should have been paid by the Federal Committee.  The 6 Pureval Response asserts, however, that these payments were made in error because NGP VAN 7 “had been debiting the wrong committee’s bank account, at which point Respondents directed 8 NGP VAN to cease debiting that account and
	services.
	19 
	In their response, Respondents acknowledge that $4,737.16 in County Clerk Committee 
	20

	10 that the Federal Committee made to NGP VAN in the amount of $7,075 on December 4, 2018, 11 12   And the Pureval Response states that “Mr. Pureval’s 13 nonfederal committee has requested (and is currently awaiting) a refund from NGP VAN.”14 The Federal Committee disclosed making four payments to this entity during the 2018 election 15 cycle totaling $10,115, with the first disbursement in the amount of $285 on July 6, 2018.
	indicating that a subset of this amount reflects a reimbursement of the $4,396.66 County Clerk 
	Committee payment to this entity.
	21
	22 
	23 

	Compl. at 5. See 
	19 
	/. 
	https://www.linkedin.com/in/brianna-ledsome-717123134


	Pureval Resp. at 5. The County Clerk Committee has paid this vendor for non-federal services before it paid the expenses at issue in this matter. See County Clerk Committee 2017 Annual Report. Pureval Resp., Ex. A. Pureval Resp. at 5. Aftab for Ohio 2018 October Quarterly Report at 1,940 (Oct. 15, 2018). 
	20 
	21 
	22 
	23 
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	1 Respondents also concede that the County Clerk Committee erred when it paid Mark 2 Byron in the amount of $360.50 for media services on February 5, 2018.  The Pureval 3 Response notes that the Federal Committee subsequently paid for these services on 4 September 30, 2018, “after receiving information indicating that the disbursement may have 5 been made from the improper account.”  The Federal Committee’s 2018 October Quarterly 6 Report reflects a payment to “Byron Photography” on the same date in the amo
	24
	25
	appears to correspond to this payment.
	26 
	27 

	10 Committee poll, Respondents maintain that its disbursement to GBA Strategies for “consulting” 11 represented the County Clerk Committee’s allocated portion of a polling expenses benefiting 12 both Respondents assert that the poll was “[i]nitiated before Mr. Pureval became 13 a candidate, the poll did not simply help [Pureval] decide whether to seek federal office” but 14 “provided him with information about the voters’ understanding of his performance as Clerk of 15 Courts that will be useful to him whil
	committees.
	28 
	29

	Pureval Resp. at 5. 
	24 

	Id. 
	25 

	Aftab for Ohio 2018 October Quarterly Report at 1,949. Pureval Resp. at 5. Compl. at 3 Pureval Resp. at 4. 
	26 
	27 
	28 
	29 

	MUR 7507 (Aftab Pureval, et al.) Factual and Legal Analysis Page 8 of 14 
	1 supposed intent to deceive.”Finally, the Pureval Respondents argue that the allegations as to 2 County Clerk Committee disbursements to two other vendors (Brianna Ledsome and Valentine 3 Strategies) fall into the category of “purely speculative” because the Complaint provides “no 4 evidence indicating that the payments by the non-federal committee were for services provided 5 to Respondents.”6 B. Legal Analysis 7 For the 2018 election cycle, no person was permitted to make contributions to a candidate 8 f
	30 
	31 
	for each election.
	32

	10   The Act prohibits federal candidates, their agents, and 11 entities that are established, financed, maintained, or controlled (“EFMC’d”) by federal 12 candidates from soliciting, receiving, directing, transferring, or spending funds “in connection” 13 with any federal or non-federal election unless the funds are from sources consistent with state 14 law and are in amounts and from sources permitted by the Act.15 Further, the Commission’s regulations explicitly prohibit “[t]ransfers of funds or assets 1
	accepting excessive contributions.
	33
	34
	35 

	Id. 
	30 

	Pureval Resp. at 5. See 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a)(1)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b)(1). See 52 U.S.C. § 30116(f). The Commission has concluded that a federal candidate’s state committee is an entity EFMC’d by the 
	31 
	32 
	33 
	34 

	federal candidate. Advisory Op. 2007-26 (Schock) at 4; Advisory Op. 2006-38 (Casey State Committee) at 4. 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A)-(B); 11 C.F.R. §§ 300.61-62; see also 52 U.S.C. §§ 30116(a), 30118(a) (setting out contribution limitation and corporate contribution prohibition, respectively). 
	35 
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	1 principal campaign committee or other authorized committee for a federal election.”The 
	36 

	2 Commission has explained that this prohibition on all transfers from a dual candidate’s state or 
	3 local committee to the candidate’s federal committee is intended to prevent a federal 
	4 
	committee’s indirect use of soft money.
	37 

	5 Under the Act, reports filed with the Commission must accurately disclose, inter alia, the 
	6 total amount of all receipts and disbursements as well as total amounts in contributions and 
	7 Committee 
	expenditures made to meet the candidate’s or committee’s operating expenses.
	38 

	8 treasurers are personally responsible for ensuring the timely and complete filing of committee 
	9 
	reports and the accuracy of the information contained therein.
	39 

	10 The available information shows that Respondents violated the Act’s ban on the use of 
	11 non-federal funds in two ways.  First, the County Clerk Committee made impermissible transfers 
	12 of non-federal funds to the Federal Committee. Once Pureval became a federal candidate on 
	11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d); Transfers of funds from State to Federal Campaigns, 57 Fed. Reg. 36,344, 36345 (Aug. 12, 1992) (Explanation and Justification). See e.g., MUR 7076 (Richard Tisei) (Tisei’s federal committee received prohibited transfer of funds when his state committee paid for polling, fundraising data analysis and staff work designed to help Tisei decide whether to run for office); MUR 6267 (Paton for Senate) (Paton’s federal committee received prohibited transfer of funds when Paton’s state senate c
	36 

	See Transfers of Funds from State to Federal Campaigns, 58 Fed. Reg. 3474, 3474-3475 (Jan. 8, 1993) (explaining, also, that Commission was adopting total prohibition in this circumstance because of practical difficulty in linking or otherwise accounting for federally permissible funds available for transfer); see also MUR 5406 (Hynes for Senate) (finding RTB that dual candidate’s federal and state committees violated section 110.3(d) for direct contribution from state to federal committee and requiring disg
	37 

	52 U.S.C. § 30104(b)(2), (4). 
	38 

	52 U.S.C. § 30104(a)(1). See also 11 C.F.R. § 104.14(d). 
	39 
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	February 1, 2018, the County Clerk Committee was allowed to spend soft money on Pureval’s own county election but was required, as an entity EFMC’d by a federal candidate, to use only federally permissible funds for disbursements made in connection with any federal election. 
	Pureval and his County and Federal Committees acknowledge that the County Clerk Mark Byron ($360) that should have been paid for by the Federal Committee.  Their response describes the County Clerk Committee’s payment to Byron as a “mistake” and describes the payment to NGP VAN as a situation in which the vendor merely debited the wrong account. These explanations do not negate the fact that non-federal funds were used to make these payments.  And with respect to the payments to NGP VAN, the County Clerk Co
	Committee used non-federal funds to pay for expenses relating to NGP VAN ($4,396.66) and 

	The County Clerk Committee also appears to have impermissibly funded a poll on behalf of the Federal Committee.GBA Strategies as the non-federal portion of a poll survey, the available information indicates otherwise.  The poll survey focuses exclusively on Pureval’s viability in the first congressional district, and how he compares to the incumbent in federal office.  There is no mention of a potential run for re-election of his county office.  The “Key Findings” detailed in the first two pages of the poll
	  Contrary to Respondent’s classification of the $16,427.79 payment to 
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	Persuadable.”And the Federal Committee’s payments to GBA Strategies do not appear to be related to this particular poll.  Indeed, the first payment that the Federal Committee made to GBA Strategies was nearly three months after the County Clerk Committee’s March 2018 payment to the vendor, on June 8, 2018, in the amount of $25,000.  If this payment represented the portion of the disbursement relating to the federal portion of the poll, it is unclear why it was disbursed appreciably later than the County Cle
	40 

	The Commission also concludes that the expenses to Valentine Strategies and Ledsome should have been paid by the Federal Committee.  The County Clerk Committee’s payment was made just one day before the Federal Committee’s $289.22 payment to the same entity and both disbursements were described similarly on the respective reports: “supplies reimbursement” with respect to the County Clerk Committee; and “Reimburse Expenses, Detail Below if Itemized” on the Federal Committee disclosure report. Given that this
	Likewise, Respondents did not explain the Ledsome expenses.  Ledsome’s own LinkedIn page states that she worked directly for Pureval’s federal campaign, when she started working in January 2018 for “Aftab Pureval for OH-1” and in April 2018 for “Aftab for Ohio.”  But a review of the Commission’s disclosure database does not reflect that the Federal Committee paid 
	Supplement, Exhibit. 
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	1 her for any services, while the County Clerk Committee did pay Ledsome in February and April 2 2018 in amounts totaling $721.  Based on the position descriptions and payment history, there is 3 a reasonable inference that these County Clerk Committee payments reflect another 4 impermissible use of non-federal funds to pay for Federal Committee expenses. 5 The second way in which the Respondents violated the Act’s ban on the use of non6 federal funds is that Pureval and his County Clerk Committee accepted 
	-

	10 11 its campaign account.  Critically, at this time the County Clerk Committee was apparently aware 12 that a substantial disbursement was on the horizon, as it had retained GBA Strategies to conduct 13 the poll and analysis at some point before January 19, 2018, the date that the vendor had 14 circulated the results of its poll survey.  As such, the County Clerk Committee was not only 15 aware of the cost of GBA Strategies’16 In 17 essence, the poll served the purpose of testing the feasibility of a poss
	that provides otherwise.
	41
	  On January 31, 2018, the County Clerk Committee had $7,628.94 in 
	 services, $16,427.79, but that the contracted amount would 
	exceed the funds available in the County Clerk account ($7,628.94) as of January 31, 2018.  

	41 
	See Ohio R.C. § 3517.102. See also Ohio Secretary of State, Ohio Campaign Finance Handbook, Chapter 
	2: (last visited Nov. 13, 2019). 
	Candidates at 11, available at https://www.sos.state.oh.us/globalassets/candidates/cfguide/chapters/chapter2.pdf 
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	Consequently, the County Clerk Committee needed additional funds if it was to cover expenses. Ms. Pureval made a $15,000 donation to the County Clerk Committee on February 1, the same day that she contributed the maximum allowable amount to the Federal Committee. 
	various pending expenses, including a GBA Strategies charge of $16,427.79 for polling 

	Ms. Pureval’s second donation, again in the amount of $15,000, on April 11, 2018, was used by the County Clerk Committee to pay for more expenses that should have been paid by the Federal Committee.  At the time of this second donation, the County Clerk Committee had even less money in its account—$1,193.09—which would not have been sufficient to cover subsequent disbursements to NGP VAN ($1,550) and Valentine Strategies ($578.63).  Given that the remaining NGP VAN payments reflected undisputed federal expe
	22,464.58
	totaling $270 and Ms. Pureval’s second $15,000 contribution.
	42 

	Based on the foregoing, the County Clerk Committee’s vendor payments totaling $ constituted impermissible transfers that violate 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d).  And Pureval and the County Clerk Committee further violated this provision of the Act by receiving impermissible funds in connection with a federal election.  
	22,464.58

	Compl., Ex. A. 
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	1 Accordingly, the Commission finds reason to believe that Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and 2 Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, and Friends of Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. 3 § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with prohibited transfers from the 4 County Clerk Committee to the Federal Committee.  The Commission further finds reason to 5 believe that Aftab Pureval and Friends of Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) by 6 receiving non-federal funds in conne
	ELW Edits, 2021-06-07, 5:30pm 
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	9 This matter was generated by a Complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission 10 (the “Commission”) by the Foundation for Accountability and Civic Trust (“FACT”).   11 See 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(1).  The Complaint alleges that Aftab Pureval may have spent up to 12 $ in non-federal funds from his Ohio local political committee, Friends of Aftab 13 Pureval, (“County Clerk Committee”) to pay for various polling and campaign expenses properly 14 attributable to his 2018 federal congressional campaign comm
	22,464.58
	1 

	FACT Compl. at 2, 6 (Oct. 2, 2018). 
	1 
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	1 On January 31, 2018, Aftab Pureval announced his candidacy for federal office in Ohio’s 
	2 First Congressional District.  By February 1, 2018, the Federal Committee raised contributions 
	2

	3 exceeding $5,000, which included a maximum $5,400 contribution ($2,700 for the primary and 
	4 $2,700 for the general election) from the candidate’s mother, Drenko Pureval.
	3 

	5 On February 1, 2018, Ms. Pureval contributed the maximum allowable amount ($5,400) 
	6 to her son’s Federal campaign and, on the same date, $15,000 in non-federal funds to the County 
	7 Clerk Committee.At the time of this donation, the County Clerk Committee held a cash-on
	4 
	-

	8 Ms. Pureval subsequently made another $15,000 non-federal 
	hand balance of $7,628.94.  

	9 donation to the County Clerk Committee on April 11, 2018.The Complaint asserts that after 
	5 

	10 accepting the first donation, “Pureval spent it on polling for his congressional race, and any 
	An individual becomes a candidate when: (a) such individual receives contributions or makes expenditures in excess of $5,000, or (b) such individual gives his or her consent to another person to receive contributions or make expenditures on behalf of such individual and if such person has received such contributions or has made such expenditures in excess of $5,000. 52 U.S.C. § 30101(2). 
	2 

	Pureval reached candidacy status through three contributions made on January 31, 2018, and February 1, 2018, respectively. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April Quarterly Report at 176, 196 and 287 (Apr. 13, 2018). 
	3 

	Ms. Pureval has made numerous contributions to other federal committees. A review of the FEC contributor database reveals that she has made 15 contributions totaling $30,580 from June 30, 2017 to October 10, 2018. Specifically, she has contributed to: (1) House Majority PAC (one contribution in the amount of $15,000); 
	4 

	(2) Ohio Grassroots Victory Fund (two contributions totaling $7,500); (3) Friends of Sherrod Brown (three contributions totaling $5,325); (4) Ohio Democratic Party (one contribution in the amount of $2,175); (5) ActBlue (six contributions totaling $280); and (6) Theresa Gasper for Congress (two contributions totaling $300). 
	The County Clerk Committee’s total receipts during this period was $31,320. Friends of Aftab Pureval, 2018 Semiannual Ohio Campaign Finance Report for Hamilton County Clerk of Courts (“County Clerk Committee Semiannual Report”) at 2 (Jul. 31, 2018). During 2017, before Pureval announced his federal candidacy, the County Clerk Committee received contributions totaling $39,858. (July 31, 2017); County Clerk Committee 2017 Annual Report at 1-6 (Jan. 31, 2018). Prior to 2018, Drenko Pureval had donated $68,200 
	5 
	County Clerk Committee 2017 Semiannual Report.at 1 
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	1 claim this was for his 2020 [County Clerk] race simply defies common sense and is ridiculous.”2 It also asserts that these donations were used to pay for other expenses directly tied to Pureval’s 3 federal campaign.Ms. Pureval’s response to the Complaint states that the Complaint does “not 4 allege that [she] had any advance knowledge, or reason to know, how her contributions would be 5 used after she made them.”6 From January 2, 2018, through June 4, 2018, the County Clerk Committee made 7 disbursements 
	6 
	7 
	8 
	9 

	10 The 11 Complaint argues that with Pureval’s re-election for County Clerk more than 2 years away, it 12 strains credulity for the County Clerk Committee to be making significant disbursements during 13 And most of these expenses, including those made for polling and consulting, 14 were oriented to the more immediate federal electoral activity than a distant non-federal election 15 in 2020.   
	collectively totaled $22,464.58 that it believes paid for Federal Committee obligations.
	10 
	this time frame.
	11 

	Compl. at 7. Id. at 2, 7,and 8. Response of Drenko Pureval (“Drenko Pureval Resp.”) at 2 (Dec. 7, 2018). The Federal Committee disclosed only one disbursement made before Pureval reached candidacy status—a 
	6 
	7 
	8 
	9 

	$980 payment to the County Clerk Committee for “Digital Assets” on February 1, 2018. Aftab for Ohio 2018 April 
	Quarterly Report at 308. Compl. at 4-5. Id. at 6-7. 
	10 
	11 
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	1 The largest expense identified by the Complaint was a March 17, 2018 disbursement of 2 $  With respect to this expense, a Supplement to 3 the Complaint attaches a copy of the poll analysis, dated January 19, 2018, and entitled “Polling 4 in OH-1 shows opportunity for Aftab Pureval.”  The Supplement asserts that the questions in 5   The poll 6 mentions Pureval’s status as Clerk, according to the Supplement, but does not ask any questions 7 about the 2020 Clerk’s race.8 Additionally, the Complaint points to
	16,427.79 to GBA Strategies for “consulting.”
	12
	13
	the poll focus exclusively on Pureval’s viability of running for federal office.
	14
	15 

	10 County Clerk Committee paid $578.63 to Valentine Strategies, which served as a consultant to 11 the Federal Committee and received 18 payments from the Federal Committee during the 2018 12 election cycle totaling $89,341.13”  The County Clerk Committee’s prior disclosure reports do 13 not reflect any other payments to Valentine Strategies.  The Complaint also questions two 14 payments to Brianna Ledsome totaling $721 because her LinkedIn page states that she worked 15 for “Aftab Pureval for OH-1,” but th
	16
	services.
	17 

	While the County Committee discloses on its 2018 Semiannual Report that this disbursement was made on check indicating that the County Clerk Committee actually made the payment to the GBA Strategies on March 17, Compl. at 4; Supplement to the Compl. (“Supplement”), Ex. E (Oct. 16, 2018). 
	12 
	April 4, 2018, in the amount of $16,400.79, the Complaint cites to a press account and attaches a photocopy of the 
	2018, in the amount of $16,427.29. 

	Supplement, Exhibit. 
	13 

	Id. 
	14 

	Id. 
	15 

	Pureval Resp. at 4; Aftab for Ohio 2018 July Quarterly Report at 611 (July 13, 2018). Compl. at 5. See 
	16 
	17 
	/. 
	https://www.linkedin.com/in/brianna-ledsome-717123134
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	III. LEGAL ANALYSIS 
	Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”), an individual may not make a contribution to a candidate or his authorized political committee with respect to 
	any election in excess of $2,700 during the 2016 election.
	18 

	The available information indicates that the County Clerk Committee needed additional funds if it was to cover various pending expenses in connection with a federal election, including Ms. Pureval made a $15,000 donation to the County Clerk Committee on February 1, the same day that she contributed the maximum allowable amount to the Federal Committee. 
	a GBA Strategies charge of $16,427.79 for polling expenses.  

	Ms. Pureval’s second donation, again in the amount of $15,000, on April 11, 2018, was used by the County Clerk Committee to pay for more expenses that should have been paid by the Federal Committee.  At the time of this second donation, the County Clerk Committee had even less money in its account—$1,193.09—which would not have been sufficient to cover subsequent disbursements to NGP VAN ($1,550) and Valentine Strategies ($578.63).  Given that the remaining NGP VAN payments reflected undisputed federal expe
	22,464.58

	See 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b)(1). 
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	1 1, 2019, the County Clerk Committee received only five contributions: four contributions 2 3 Ms. Pureval’s Response to the Complaint does not explicitly deny that she made these 4 contributions with the expectation that they would be used in connection for a federal election.  5 Indeed, Ms. Pureval made the first $15,000 contribution on the same day that she contributed the 6 maximum allowable amount to the Federal Committee.  And she made this contribution when 7 her son’s County Clerk office was not up 
	totaling $270 and Ms. Pureval’s second $15,000 contribution.
	19 

	10 Drenko Pureval provided $30,000 to her son’s County Clerk Committee at a time when 
	11 she may have known that a substantial portion of the funds would be spent to benefit her son’s 
	12 Federal Committee. If so, these donations constituted a contribution by Drenko Pureval to the 
	13 Federal Committee that exceeds the applicable $5,400 limit. 
	14 Therefore, the Commission finds reason to believe that Drenko Pureval may have 
	15 
	violated 52 U.S.C. § 30116(a).
	20 

	19 
	Compl., Ex. A. 
	20 
	See Factual & Legal Analysis at 2, MUR 7007 (James Best) (finding reason to believe that a contributor’s contribution exceeded the applicable contribution limit by $34,600). 
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	CERTIFICATION 
	CERTIFICATION 

	I, Vicktoria J. Allen, recording secretary of the Federal Election Commission executive 
	session, do hereby certify that on July 13, 2021, the Commission took the following actions in 
	the above-captioned matter:  
	1. Failed by a vote of 3-3 to: 
	a. 
	a. 
	a. 
	Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) by receiving non-federal funds in connection with an election for federal office. 

	b. 
	b. 
	Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio. 
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	c. 
	c. 
	Find reason to believe that Friends of Aftab Pureval violated 52 

	U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) by receiving non-federal funds in connection with an election for federal office. 
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	d. 
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	U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio. 

	e. 
	e. 
	Find reason to believe that Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio. 
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	f. 
	f. 
	f. 
	Find reason to believe that Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer violated 52 U.S.C. §§ 30116(f) and 30104(b) by accepting excessive contributions and failing to disclose the in-kind receipts. 

	g. 
	g. 
	Find reason to believe that Drenko Pureval violated 52 U.S.C.  § 30116(a) by making excessive contributions to Aftab for Ohio. 

	h. 
	h. 
	Approve the Factual and Legal Analyses, as recommended in the First General Counsel’s Report dated November 14, 2019, subject to the edits last circulated by Chair Broussard’s Office on June 8, 2021 at 9:07 a.m. 

	i. 
	i. 
	Authorize compulsory process. 

	j. 
	j. 
	Approve the appropriate letters. 


	Commissioners Broussard, Walther, and Weintraub voted affirmatively for the motion.  
	Commissioners Cooksey, Dickerson, and Trainor dissented. 
	2. Failed by a vote of 3-3 to: 
	a. 
	a. 
	a. 
	Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) by receiving non-federal funds in connection with an election for federal office. 

	b. 
	b. 
	Find reason to believe Aftab Pureval violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio. 

	c. 
	c. 
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	U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) by receiving non-federal funds in connection with an election for federal office. 
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	e. 
	e. 
	e. 
	Find reason to believe that Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio. 

	f. 
	f. 
	Revise the Factual and Legal Analysis for Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, and Friends of Aftab Pureval to include the edits circulated by Chair Broussard’s Office on June 8, 2021 at 9:07 a.m. 

	g. 
	g. 
	Approve pre-probable cause conciliation with Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, and Friends of Aftab Pureval. 

	h. 
	h. 
	Revise the proposed Conciliation Agreement for Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, and Friends of Aftab Pureval. 

	i. 
	i. 
	Close the file as to Drenko Pureval. 

	j. 
	j. 
	Approve the appropriate letters. 


	Commissioners Broussard, Walther, and Weintraub voted affirmatively for the motion.  
	Commissioners Cooksey, Dickerson, and Trainor dissented. 
	Attest: 
	Digitally signed by Vicktoria Allen Date:  17:37:25 -04'00' 
	Vicktoria Allen 
	2021.07.23

	Vicktoria J. Allen Acting Deputy Secretary of the Commission 
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	Pureval 
	Pureval 
	) 


	CERTIFICATION 
	CERTIFICATION 

	I, Vicktoria J. Allen, recording secretary of the Federal Election Commission executive session, do hereby certify that on July 15, 2021, the Commission took the following actions in the above-captioned matter:  
	1. Failed by a vote of 3-3 to: 
	a. 
	a. 
	a. 
	Find reason to believe that Friends of Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan, in his official capacity as treasurer, violated 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(d) in connection with the transfer of non-federal funds from Friends of Aftab Pureval to Aftab for Ohio associated with payments to NGP Van and Byron Photography. 

	b. 
	b. 
	Dismiss all other allegations against Respondents. 

	c. 
	c. 
	Direct the Office of General Counsel to draft an appropriate Factual and Legal Analysis. 

	d. 
	d. 
	Authorize the Office of General Counsel to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation with Friends of Aftab Pureval and Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan, in his official capacity as treasurer. 

	e. 
	e. 
	Direct the Office of General Counsel to draft an appropriate proposed pre-probable cause conciliation agreement. 

	f. 
	f. 
	Close the file as to Aftab Pureval and Drenko Pureval. 

	g. 
	g. 
	Approve the appropriate letters. 
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	Commissioners Cooksey, Dickerson, and Trainor voted affirmatively for the motion.  
	Commissioners Broussard, Walther, and Weintraub dissented. 
	2. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to: 
	a. Close the file. 
	b. Issue appropriate letters. Commissioners Broussard, Cooksey, Dickerson, Trainor, Walther, and Weintraub voted 
	affirmatively for the decision. Attest: 
	Digitally signed by Vicktoria Allen Date:  18:25:56 -04'00'
	Vicktoria Allen 
	2021.07.27
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	Vicktoria J. Allen Acting Deputy Secretary of the Commission 
	Vicktoria J. Allen Acting Deputy Secretary of the Commission 
	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION Washington, DC 20463 

	Figure
	July 28, 2021 
	CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED VIA EMAIL TO: 
	klma@factdc.org 

	Kendra Arnold, Executive Director Foundation for Accountability & Civic Trust 1717 K Street NW, Suite 900 Washington, D.C.20006 
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Aftab for Ohio 
	Dear Ms. Arnold: 
	The Federal Election Commission has considered the allegations contained in your complaint dated October 2, 2018, but was equally divided on whether to find reason to believe Respondents violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”). Accordingly, on July 13, 2021, the Commission closed the file in this matter.   
	Documents related to the case will be placed on the public record within 30 days.   See Disclosure of Certain Documents in Enforcement and Other Matters, 81 Fed. Reg. 50,702 (Aug. 2, 2016).  A Statement of Reasons providing a basis for the Commission’s decision will follow. 
	The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission’s dismissal of this action.  See 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(8). 
	If you have any questions, please contact Roy Q. Luckett, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 694-1650.  
	Sincerely, 
	Lisa Stevenson 
	Acting General Counsel 
	BY:   Mark Shonkwiler Assistant General Counsel 
	BY:   Mark Shonkwiler Assistant General Counsel 
	FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION Washington, DC 20463 
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	BY ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY 

	bsvoboda@perkinscoie.com 
	bsvoboda@perkinscoie.com 

	Brian G. Svoboda, Esq. Perkins Coie, LLP 700 Thirteenth Street, NW Suite 800 Washington, DC 20005  
	RE: MUR 7507 
	Aftab Pureval 
	Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his 
	official capacity as treasurer 
	Friends of Aftab Pureval 
	Dear Mr. Svoboda: 
	On October 5, 2018, the Federal Election Commission (“Commission”) notified your clients, Aftab Pureval, Aftab for Ohio and Evan Nolan in his official capacity as treasurer, and Friends of Aftab Pureval, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”).  A copy of the complaint was forwarded to your clients at that time. 
	The Commission considered the complaint but was equally divided on whether to find reason to believe your clients violated the Act.  Accordingly, on July 13, 2021, the Commission closed its file in this matter. 
	Documents related to the case will be placed on the public record within 30 days.   See Disclosure of Certain Documents in Enforcement and Other Matters, 81 Fed. Reg. 50,702 (Aug. 2, 2016).  A Statement of Reasons explaining the Commission’s decision will follow.   
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	If you have any questions, please contact Roy Q. Luckett, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 694-1650. 
	Mark Shonkwiler Assistant General Counsel 
	Sincerely, 
	Sincerely, 
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	Figure
	July 28, 2021 
	BY ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY 
	BY ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY 

	pmq@brunnerlaw.com 
	pmq@brunnerlaw.com 

	Patrick M. Quinn, Esq. Brunner Quinn 35 North 4th Street Columbus, OH 43215  
	RE:    MUR 7507 Drenko Pureval 
	Dear Mr. Quinn: 
	On October 5, 2018, the Federal Election Commission (“Commission”) notified your client, Drenko Pureval, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”).  A copy of the complaint was forwarded to your clients at that time. 
	The Commission considered the complaint but was equally divided on whether to find reason to believe your client violated the Act.  Accordingly, on July 13, 2021, the Commission closed its file in this matter. 
	Documents related to the case will be placed on the public record within 30 days.   See Disclosure of Certain Documents in Enforcement and Other Matters, 81 Fed. Reg. 50,702 (Aug. 2, 2016).  A Statement of Reasons explaining the Commission’s decision will follow.   
	If you have any questions, please contact Roy Q. Luckett, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 694-1650. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Mark Shonkwiler Assistant General Counsel 
	GBA Strategies conducted a survey in Ohio's Icongressional district from January 11-16, 2018, with live dialers interviewing 400 likely voters in the November 2018 election by landline and cell phone. The margin of error is +/
	GBA Strategies conducted a survey in Ohio's Icongressional district from January 11-16, 2018, with live dialers interviewing 400 likely voters in the November 2018 election by landline and cell phone. The margin of error is +/
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	http://docquery.fec.gov/pdf/245/201801299090680245/201801299090680245.pdf. 


	See .php?story tbid=1784164105212707&id=1492972110998576. 
	See .php?story tbid=1784164105212707&id=1492972110998576. 
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	https://www.
	facebook.com/pennalink


	3 See 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(2); 11 C.F.R. §§ 110.8(d), 300.62, 300.63. . 
	3 See 52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(2); 11 C.F.R. §§ 110.8(d), 300.62, 300.63. . 

	4 See Supplemental Complaint. The federal principal campaign committee paid for one-half ofthe poll on June 8, 
	4 See Supplemental Complaint. The federal principal campaign committee paid for one-half ofthe poll on June 8, 
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