FEDERAL ELECTION € OMAISSION AKC04384

November 29, 1993

MEMORANDUM

TO: FRED EILAND
CHIEF, PRESS QFFICE

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA 7?%2
ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTO

AUDIT DIVISION

SUBJECT: PUBLIC ISSUANCE OF THE FINAL AUDIT REPORT ON
NEW YORK ‘92 HOST COMMITTEE, INC.

Attached please find a copy of the final audit report
and related documents on New York '92 Host Committee, Inc.
which was approved by the Commission on November 10, 1993.

Informational copies of the report have been received by
all parties involved and the report may be released to the
public.

Attachment as stated

cc: Office of General Counsel
Qffice of Public Disclosure
Reports Analysis Divisicn
FEC Library
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FINAL AUDIT REPORT
ON
NEW YORK 92 HOST COMMITTEE, INC.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The New York 92 Host Committee, Inc. the Committee:
registered with the Federal Election Commissiocon on July 27,
1992, The Committee’s primary okb-ective was the encouragement
of commerce in New York City in reiation to the 1992 Demccratic
Natiocnal Convention, as well as toc prcject a favorable image of
the city to conventicn attendees.?/

The audit was conducted pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §9008.5
which requires an examination and audit of each host comnmittee.

The findings of the audit were presented to the Committee

‘at an exit conference held at the cenclusion cof the audit

fieldwork {(10/9/92) and in an interim audit report approved by
the Commission on May 25, 1993. The Committee was given an
opportunity to respond to the findings both after the exit
conference and after receipt of the interim audit report.
Comments and information received have been included in the
findings.

The following is an overview cf the findings contained in
the final audit report.

Apparent Prohibited Contributions - 11 CFR 39008.7:4. 20

{i) and (iv). Local businesses may make dconaticns to the
Committee provided they are located within the lonsolidated
Metropolitan Statistical Area ‘CMSA' cf the ccnvention city.
The report questzons whether two business
entities/organizations, that macde dcnations, were locates
within the CMSA c¢f the conventicn ci o conittee
respconded by refunding two dcnaz:icons 33,507,

. : .
Ccnventicn Eelated Expent z - Il
. ~TR T - 3 = 3 RS - Z - =~
CFR S0C2B.7:C -3 and et P _ S
for both activities defined z¢ " Convers
b 3 - - - - .. - . -
v/ The Host CTommittee 15 disT.ngalsned I Tne party Coaventicon
- . . . - L= . bl
committee which 1s funded Iy 2 public gsrant and alsc subject
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REPORT OF THE AUDIT DIVISION
OXN THE

NEw YORK 92 HOST COMMITTEE, INC.

e

I. Background

A. Audit Authority

This repcrt is based on an audit of the New York ’92
Host Committee, Inc. {(the Committee) to determine whether there
has been compliance with the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The audit was
conducted pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §9008.9 which states that the
Commission shall conduct an examinaticn and audit of each host
committee registered under 11 C.F.R. 9008.12(a)(1).

The audit seeks to determine if the campaign has
materially complied with the limitations, prohibitions and

disclosure requirements of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

B. Audit Coverage

The audit covered the period from January 1, 1950
through August 31, 1992. During this period, the Committee report
reflects an opening cash balance of $-0-, total receipts of
56,747,507 total disbursements of $6,667,222, and a closing cash
balance of $80,286.1/

c. Campaign Crganization
The Committee reg:istered with the Federal Election
Comm:ssion on July 2C, 199C The Treasurers cf the Committee
during the audit pericd were Robert E. Rubin from July 17, 1992
through November 27, 1991, and Henry iller fror Movenber 11, 1330
through August 31, 1%92, The current Trsasure: Ls Heniy Mille:
Dur:ing the per:icd auditel, =ns Jomrmiizee estarlished 173
headguarters 1n New Yorx CZlzy The s current ff:icte oz
alsc :n New Yorx Cicty
1/ Does nct fcct due to a matnerat:cal error; figures inciuded
-n this report are rcocunded o the nearest dollar
Page 3
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financial activi
approximately 1,
approximately 3
businesses tota
repcrted receiv
Finding II.C.).

D. Audit

omrmittee usei 51X bank acrounts to hanile 1+ts
ty. From these aczcounts the Comm:ittee made
832 disbursements. The Zommittee received
50 centributicns from 1nZividuals and local
ling $2,742.208. 1In acdd:izion, the Cocmmittee
ing in-kind contributicns totaling $3,3%3,777 isee

Scope and Procedures

The a
regories:

1

[ 8]

[¢¥)

‘O

udit included a review cf the following general

The receipt of ccntributions from prohibited
sources (See Finding II.A.);

the itemizaticn and proper disclosure of
contributicns from individuals, local businesses,
local municipal corporactiocons and government
agencies, and leccal labcr organizations when
required, as well as the completeness and accuracy
of the information disclosed (See Findings II. C.
and D.);

the itemization and prcper disclosure of
disbursements when required, as well as the

completeness and accuracy of the infermaticn
disclosed;

proper disclosure of Committee’s debts and
obligations;

the accuracy cf total reported receipts,
disbursements and cash balances as compared to the
Committee’s bank records;

adequate reccordkeeping for the Committee’s
transactions;

the Committee’'s comp:i:ance with the regulat:icors
concerning contributicns and exrendicures <2
precmote the conventicn Zi%y and 198 Tommerce;
the Ceormigtes’'s IZImplli="T8 witr Tn8 reSsl3TLE
fonmcerning IonTrifuticrs and enre-iicorer -t dados
convention expenses  Ses FinmIin: 1D = ;AT
ctner aud:it protedures That we:rs deereld recessary
1n the s:1Tuatich

Page 4
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Unless specifically discussel Felow, 02 mater:a
discregancies were detectecd. it should be noted that the
Commiss:icn may rursue further any ¢f the matters discugsed :n thi
repcrt . an enfisrcement acticn.

I1. F:indings and Recommendat.ons - Non-repayment Matters
E. Apparent Prchibited Contributions

Section 9008.7¢(d: Z::i* cf Title 11 c¢f the Code cf
Federa. Regulaticns states, in part, that local businesses,
excluding banks, local municipal corporations and government
agencies, local labor organizations and individuals may donate
funds o make irn-kind contributicns to> a host ccmmittee for
purposes set forth at 11 CFR 9008.7.d (2M(iii).

ion 9008.7{d: " Ziv(iv) of Title 11 cf the Code of
Federa: Regulations states that any business, municipal
corporation, agency ©r labc:r organization within the Metropolita

local. There shall be a rebuttable presumption that any such
entity located outside the MSA is not local.
be rebutted by showing that the volume of business in an area

‘lying outside the MSA would be directly affected by the presence

of the convention.

The Audit staff’s review identified 2 contributions,
totaling $35,500, that appear to have been received from busines
entities, organlzatlons outside of the CMSA.

- The Committee received a $35,000 contr
Foundation c¢f Jewish Philanthropics cf Greater ™

1but10n from the
iam
Foundation!'.

{the

The Foundation is based :
was provided to demonstrate that it has offices within the CMSA,
Accord*ngly, it is the opinion of the Audit staff that the
L

. o
contribution 1s prechibited pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §3008.7(dY(2y:1
The Committee stated that i1t had solicized a

contributicn frem an indiv:idual who subsequently, made a
contr:bution by check drawn ¢cn the abcove wment:-—=3 Feoundat:ion.
In meTIspllitan IompL.exes witnoa SLAaTITn Iierter mRar ooe
mill:ion pecp.e, the MSA s ccomp: 23 Frloraos Meooopolitan
Statistica. Area PMSL: anid a Tcnsclidated Mesrcooclizan
Statisticai Area - TMSA . Feor whe gurpcoses 2% —-:1s2 review, =ne
Audit s+taff vsged —he TMS: =2 decermine whether 3 business was
local ¢cr7 not. Tre CMSA ci New Yoix CTity inzluless tne surrouniico
count:es e.zZ,, Brocox County, Queens Tzunty, escs along with
certarn areas Lo Zcnnecticut o and New Jersevy

¢
o
[RVe]
[ 21
5
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an

Statistical Area (MSA)2/ cof the convention city shall be considered

s

n Miami, Flcrida. ©No evidence

This presumptlan may
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Further, the Commintee provided docurmentation that 1t had refunded
S35,C007 %2 the Foundazi~n on Movemzer 12, 1992

- The Ceomrittee received a S50C centribut:cn from Steptce
& Zohnso T, a law €irm lcrated 1n Washingzcn, DC. It has no
cffices lcocated within tne IMSA of the conventicn c:ity.

The Committee stated that the contribut:ion came from 88
partners of Steptoe § Johnsen. Further, the Committee provided
deorcumentation from Steptoe & Johnsen that states the rcontribhutien
“was made from ;egular partnership funds, of which no individual
partner’s share exceeded $i00. There are no prciessional
Poxpofatzcns among the partners.”

It should be nctel that 11 C.F.F. 100.1 e* states tha+ a
contribution by a partnership shall be attributed to the
partnership and each partner.

It is our ecpinion that the Recgulations with respect to
contributions from partnerships are clear As a result, since
teptoe & Johnson is not located within the CMSA and does not
maintain offices within the CMSA, it cannct make a contribution to

the Committee.

“In the Interim Audit Report the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee demonstrate that the contributions are ‘
permissible or refund the $500 to the contributor and provide
evidence of such refunds within 30 days of service of the report.

In response, the Committee provided the Audit staff with
a copy cf the refund check issued to Steptoe & Jchnson.

B. Convention-Related Expenditures

Sections 8008.71d' (3.1, (il and {(iii) of Title 11 of
the Code cf Federal Reguliations state, in part, that local retail
businesses, excluding banks, as well as local municipal
corporations and government agencies may donate funds to a host
committee for use by that committee in defraying convention

expenses. The amount cf the donaticn under 11 CFR 9008.7(dY(3i/:
must be proporticonate to the commerc:ial return reasonably expected
by the business, corporaticn cr agency during thnes 1ife of the
convention. The hosgt comnitoes must ratntain €o-Zs dona<ed undes
11 CZFR &3Cs8.7 2 . Ino@ segsiine STt

Seccion I 2 B A
federa. Regu.a<.Ins states That Z:-: purroses oI Ll
3008.7.d:;-3: 11 , =he L:fe I wrne onmvenTicIn snzll
days before the cpeninz %2 tne Zonvencion oand enfd
the clecse of the ceonventiion

Secticn S82l&8.7 2 4 i Titwle 1L 2f sre Zode cof Federal
Regulat:ons states the funds used Ly Trne host cormmittee 1n
acccrdance with S278.7 &4 F gnall not e consilered expenditures

Page ¢
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The Jr-omittee ma:intained £our checking accocunts
degigrated as oonvention accounts. Three accounts were used as
egcrow accounts for specif:ic heousing rentals. The remaining
account was used tc make convention-related expenditures The
Trommittee deposited $343,565.80 into thiis account.

As stated, 11 C.F.R. §9008.7(d)i3)(1i) preovides that only
zocntributions from local retail businesses, excluding banks, local
municipal corporations and government agencies may donate funds tc
«he host committee £or use by that committee in defraying

convention expenses.

The Audit staff noted that during the period February
21, 1992 through August 25, 1992, the Committee transferred
5;35,500 from its money market account {(an account used for
host-related expenses) to the convention account.3/ Approximately
16.5 percentd4/ of the funds deposited intoc the money market accoun-:
could not be deposited directly into the convention account and
used to defray ccnventicn-related expenses. Further, a portion of
the remaining contributions in the money market account were from
local retail businesses and could have been used to defray I
cenvention-related expenses. However, since these funds were not
initially intended to be used for convention-related expenses, the
Committee did not require contributors to document that donations
were proportionate to the commercial return reasonably expected
(by the local retail businesses) over the life of the convention.

The Committee stated that it first deposited specific
contributions from contributors, permitted to make contributicns
for use in defraying convention-related expenses {local retail
businesses), into its money market account to earn interest an
then transferred the funds to the convention account on an as
needed basis. Further, the Committee provided the Audit szaff
with a schedule that identified specific contributions it had
deposited into the money market account and subseguently

~ransferred to its convention account.
with respect to the Committee’s schelule cf
contributicns deposited 1ntt The money rarket st -sonToard
subseguentlyv transferred, Tn2 AudiT 2°aff ~ffzin mme EaTa s
3/ Subseguen=t <o the clcse oI the z.I:1 o2l D31 %2, the
Commitzee transferred an addosizna. S12,30°0 = 14 &l
4/ Contrirtut:icns frem individuals, Fals, and larocor
crzan:zaticons
Page 7
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Tre Jommiztee transferred SI1T,000 on July IS, 1982,
A-cordinz to its worksheet, the Tocmmittee transferred
“rree comtributicns f£rom local businesses that were
reze:ves 1n April 19SI 313,717 and Ncvember 1651

$2,0CC The CommitcTee’s CInventicn acoount was not
cpened un<il September 19¢1, witn an initial deposit
teing made Octcber 16, 1991.

¢ The funds depcsited into the host acccunt in April 1991
. $13,000 were spent :zon a first in, first out basis:
long before the July 1992 transfer tco the convention
account occurred.

e According tc the Committee's schedule, two other
transfers, $20,00C on August 4, 1%%2 and S11,000 on
August 24, 1992, centained centributions rec elved in
November, 1991.

4]

- -

A transfer cf $64,5CC on July 8, 1882
contributions received during the per
through June 1992.

contained
od March 1992

[P

The initial transfer of $25,000 on February 21, 1992,
represented a contribution received January 7, 1992.
For the reasons stated above, it is the opinion of the
Audit staff that the Committee’s worksheet of contributions

supporting its transfers is not representative of the funds
actually transferred.

However, the Audit staff performed an analysis of cash
on hand as of the close of business the day preceding the
transfer. We identified contributors centributions that could
have been viewed as having been used to defray convention-related
expenses, provided the Committee obtain and submit documentation
that demonstrates certain contributors were local retail
businesses and their donations were proportionate to the

commercial return reasonably expected by the ccn*ributor during
the 1life of the convention. See 11 C.F.R. §8008.7(d)(3)¢(ii).

With respect to funds transferred subse q vent Lo August 31, 1832,
the Committee shouid perform an analys simil
by the Audit Division.

l»‘l

ar to that performel

In the Interim Audit T T oTneE oAoile recommenis
~hat the Commitzies Zemonstrate - T os0 = me 313z 0370
*raﬂsfe:red fplus any addizional na subsegusnt o
ust 3., 19¢7 were local reza:rl bu “se dcnaTicons
were prcportional T 1S commeriial o aoly expected
during the iife of wn2 convenzicin. T Audit stafl
statesd that absen: dcctumentaticn o - expenditures
totaling $.33,307 woul.d be charced =c icnoat .l CZ.F.E
§3CL8.7 a .
Page 8
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In 1ts :esponse t©° the Interim Aui:it Report the
Committee subriczed documerntazicn recteived f£rom the contribu---s
which demonszrates that per—.ss:ble funds were available in =he
account when the transfers were made Iin adi:zion, the Committee
provided similar Jdr-ocumentaticn for a transfer on 314 87 of
$12,372.0°2.

Accordingly the $123,%00 and the sufseguent transfer cf
$12,300 is not chargeable tz the limitation at 11 C.F.R.
§30C8.7(a".

C. Disclosure of In-¥ind Contributicns

Sectiocn 434(b){2° of Title 2 of the United States code
states, in relevant part, that ezarch report shall disclose the
total amount cf all receipts received during the reporting period

and the caiendar year.

—

Section 10C.7{(a) i} of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that the term ccniribution includes a
gift, subscriptien, loan, advance or deposit of money, or anything
of value made by any person fcor the purpose cf influencing any
election for Federal office. For the purpcses of 11 CFR
100.7(a)(1) the term "anything cf value” includes all in-kind
contributions.

Section 104.13{a (1) of Titlie 11 of the Code of rederal
Regulations states, in part, that the amount of an in-kind

contribution shall be egual to the usual and normal value on the
date received.

The Audit staff's review cf receipts identified 83
instances in which the repcrted dollar values of in-kind
contributions were estimated by the Committee Letters were

. sent
to contributors requesting the actual value cf each in-kind
contribution. Subsequent o the filing of its disclosure report,
containing the estimates, the Committee received documentation
that provided the actual values for 3% cf the in-kind
contributions. Our review indicated that the CTommittee
understated the values of those contributicns by $87,025. Prior
to the cempleticn c¢f the f:eldwork, the Comm:ittee had not received
documentation concerning the actual values <f <he remaininag 33
in-rind contrioutions.,

The Jommittee stated tnac a0 ths to-s itz disctlozoce
report was grecared, docuTsnTation IonIevsiT o Tt a arttual values
has no+ been r2ce:ved fro- =ne sontritutora:o s Stimates were
used. Further, <ne Zommittee expresssl Tn=l. ions ot file
amended reports

In Tne Inmter:irw recemrended
that the Cfommiziee f£:le the actual
value of -he 35 :1n-xkind ard continue

Page ¢
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to £:le armendments as dortumentation was received from the
contributors for the remaining .n-k:ind contributions.

In response %o the Ins<erim AuzZ.t Repcrt the Committee
filed an arendment to 118 pcst-cInwventicon report which materiail«
discicsed the actual va.ues c¢f the in-x:.:nd contribtutions discusses
above.

D. Itemization cf Interest Income

Section 434(b'(3:.g =cf Title 2 of the United States
Code states that each report shall disclese the identification of
each person who provides any d:ividend, interest, or other receipt

to the reporting commiftee in an aggregate value oOr amount in
excess of $200 within the calendar year, together with the date
and amount of any such receipt.

Our review identifie
itemized on the disclosure rep

-
~
~
o

$13,628 in interest income not
rt filed by the Committee.

The Committee representative stated that the amount of
interest was reported as unitemized (cther income on Line 19b} of
the post-convention report. The Committee acknowledged the error
and expressed a willingness to file an amended report.

In the Interim Audit Report the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee file an amended repcrt to correct the public
record.

In response, the Comnnmittee filed the regquested
amendment.

g
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Memorandum to Robert J. Costa

Final Audit Report for New York ’92

Host Committee, Inc. {(LRA #444 AR ¥93-314»
Page 2

I. CONVENTION-RELATED EXPENDITURES (II.B.)}
The Hogt Comnmittee transferred $13%5,3500 from a money market
account used for host-related expenditures ("host acccunt”) inte
an account used for conventicn-related expenditures {“convention
azcount”™) betweer February 2!, 1992 and August 25, 19$2. The
Interim Audit Report noted that the Hcst Committee transferred
an additional $12,300 after the close of the audit period. The
Host Committee stated at the exit conference that contributions
ailowed under 11 C.F.R. § 90C8.7(d)(3:(i) were initially
deposited intc the host account to earn interest and transferregd
to the convention account as needed to defray convention
expenses. The Host Committee 2180 provided the auditors with a
schedule of specific contributions deposited into the money
market account and subsequently transferred to the convention
account.

Based on the limited information made available by the Host
Committee, the Interim Audit Report recommended that the
Committee demonstrate that the source of the funds trangferred
was local retail businesses, whose donations were proportional
to the commercial return reasonably expected during the life of
the convention. Purthermore, the Audit staff recommended that
absent documentation to the contrary, expenditures totaling
$135,500 would be charged to the expenditure limitation pursuant
to 11 C.F.R. § 9008.7(a). o S

In its response to the Interim Audit Report, the Host
Committee submitted documentation from the contributors which
demonstrated that permissible funds were present in the account
when the transfers were made. Accordingly, the Audit staff
concluded in the proposed Final Audit Report that the
contributions are no longer chargeable to the expenditure
limitation pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 90087.(a). In any event, the
Audit staff requests in its cover memorandum to the proposed
report that this Office specifically address two issues: (1)
whether the information provided by the Host Committee
adequately demonstrated that the donations were proportionate tc
the commarcial return reasonably expected during the life of the
convention; and (2) whether the businesses at issue qualify as
"local retail businesses”™ pursuant to 11 C.F.R,

§§ 9008.7¢d)13)(i), (ii) and ::1ii).

we believe that the Host CTocmmittee’s response sufficiently
addresses the Aud:it staff’s ccncerns The Committee’s response
demonstrates that the funds transferred were frcam permissible
sources. Specif:ically, the Committee’s response demonstrates
that the contributions were made by lccal retail businesses and
chat the contributions did not exceed the commercial return
reasonably expected dur:ing the iife cf the convention. The Hos*
Committee submitted informat:on showing the amount each business
~ontributed and how each bus:iness calcu.a%ed the reasonable
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Memcorandum to Robert J. Costa
Final Audit Repocrt for New York 92
Host Committee, Inc. (LRA #4444 AR #9:-34)

Page 3

commercial return.l’ Fcor :nstance, the Host (ommittee’s response
included information from t-e Heotel I--er-Continenta. wnhich
stated that its deonaticn cf $8,2770 was "at least procportionate
tc the commercial return reascnaz.y exgected [by the Hozel)
during the Convention per:cd ~July £ - July 19, 1862:1."3 The
Hotel specifically ncted that: 1+ 1z was asked %o reserve 200
rooms at an average rate <f SI35 per night; (2 3%5,02C to 40,000
pecople would be attending the ccnvernt:icn, most of whom would
require hotel housing; and :(3) the nominee, Bill Clinton, and
his staff stayed at the Hotel. Thuz, we believe that the
information provided by the Host Ccocmmittee satisfies the Interim
audit Report’'s request for information and the requirements of

1i Z.F.R. § 9008.7¢(d)(3).

We note that neither the FECA, <he public funding statutes
nor the Commission’s regulations prohibit the transfer of fundg
from a host committee’s general acccunt to a separate account
containing funds to be used to defray ccnvention expenses,
provided that the funds tc be transferred would qualify under 11
C.F.R. § 9008.7{d)(3) tc be used toc cefray conventicn expenses.
See also Advisory Opinicon {7AQO") 1980-12 (The Commission stated
that transfers by the Civic Host Committee for the 1980
Republican National Convention, Inc. would be permissible if the
funds were donated by local retail businesses and each donation
did not exceed an amount proportionate to the commercial return
reasonably expected during the life of the convention). The
Host Committee’s response illustrates that the contributions
deposited into the account were made by local retail businesses
and that the contributions were proportionate to the commercial
return reasonably expected during the life of the convention.
Therefcre, it is our opinion that the Committee’'s response
adequately demonstrates that the funds transferred were
permissible under section 9008.7(d) (3.

IT. SUNSHINE RECOMMENDATION

The Commission's Sunshine Act procedures provide that the
Office of General Counsel make Sunsh:ne recommendations con
documents submitted to this Office fcr review. Section 2.3(b)
cf the Commission’s Sunshine Act rcegulations prcvxdes that

every portion of every Ccamissicn Teeting shall ke open to

-L) Y

.. The Host Committee submitted :nfzrmaticn frem %“en 10
contributors demonstratins that the zransfers in questicn
derived from permissible scurces: - New York Telephcne: -2
Hotel Inter-Continental; 3y Con £2:1scon; Y Zircle Line -

tatue cf Liberty Ferry, Inc.; > CToca-Cola Beottling Company of
New York; (0) Time Warner Zable; T New York Newsday; 5§ L}ews
Hcotels; (9% the Roosevelt Hctel; ari -10) New York Pors
Authcrity.

3 The Hotel Inter-Conoinental .s .ccated at 1.1 Eas<t 48th
Street, New York, N.Y. LIl.7
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Final Audit Report for New York 92
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publiz chservation™ except £°r those matters exempted from

o e

disclosure under secticn 2.4 of the requlations. This Office
Eelieves that Commission discussion of this document should be
zonducted in cpen session as 1t does not concern any matters

-

exempted frem public disclosure under 11 C.F.R. § 2.4.
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November 15, 19913

Mr. Henry Miller, Treasurer

New York ‘92 Host Committee, Inc.
412 East 55th Street

Apt. 3-G

New York, NY 10022

Dear Mr. Miller:

Attached please find the Final Audit Report on New York
*92 Host Committee, Inc. The Commission approved the report
on November 10, 1993.

The Commission approved Final Audit Report will be

placed on the public record on November 19, 1993, Should you o
have any questions regarding the public release of the o
report, please contact Fred S. Eiland of the Commission’s

Press Office at (202) 219-4155. Any questions you have

related to matters covered during the audit or in the report

should directed to Brian Dehoff or Tom Nurthen of the Audi:

Division at (202) 219-3720. These individuals can be reached

toll free at (800) 424-9530.

Sincerely,

Assistant Staff Director
Audit Division

15

Attachment as stated
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