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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Date of transcription 10/4/89 -
| date of birthl lwas
contacted at his residence ofl |
in the presence of [ at which time he

was advised of the officlal identities of the interviewing agents
and of the fact that he was being contacted regarding an

investigation of possible election law violations on the part of b3
individuals connected with AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC) b6
and LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL) and their subsidiaries. b7C

as informed that the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
BI) 1s investigating certain allegations of possible violations
of the Federal Election Laws andlih.ax_buﬁs being contacted as a
possible witness in this matter. advised that he would
cooperate fully with the FBI in this investigation and at this
time provided the following information:

b3
b6
b7C
Investigation on 1 10/3/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona File ¢ 56C-LA-101615 ’Lf&
b6
SA b7C
by SA Date dictated 10/3/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD-302 of

con___10/3/89

, Page

b3
b6
b7C

At the conclusion of the interview, was
provided with a copy of a Federal Grand Jury Subpoena

‘rom the
United States District Court, Central District of California
calling for hi

; to the Federal Grand
Jury in Los Angeles, California, on|

was informed that prior to doing this, he should contact Assistant

b3
b6
b7C

b3
bé
b7C
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56C-LA-101615

Continuation of FD-302 of

, On

10/3/89 'Page

United
;;a; woujg be aﬁ

house.

conducted in the presence of

ates Attorney (AUSA)l

lat [ |

stated that the only 1ten

plicable would be

ought he might have

which he would have to locate in the attic of his
At this time, the interview concerning the political
contributions aspect of this investigation was concluded.

The following descriptive data was obtained:

Name

Home Address

Home phone

Work phone
Current employer
Place of birth
Date of birth

SSAN

Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children

It is noted that the above interview with| was

b3
bé
b7cC
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-1 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 5/89

| date of birth] [Place or Births

| Social Security Number{ |
| LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL), 2747

East Camelback, Phoenix, Arizona, (602) 955-8833, after being

advised of the identity interviewing agents and the purpose of the

interview, provided the following information:

b6
[ Jadvised that he graduated from| | ®7¢
[ linl lwith al |
[ in
[with al | He stated that] [is
| and that she] |
| The| | have] |
| |advised that he was previously emploved with
from

lﬂg§_hixgg_§§l_____1ir_____J
lwith a salarv pf] | In| ecame a |

and his salary when he left was|

[ |stated that inl |he intervilgjazggj._jczj.;h,_I
| at LSL.
advised that [hired him as| 1 ]
salary at LSL was]| |and is presently|

indicated that he received a salaryv increase ini |
and another[:::::;gincrease 1 After 1SI was
o |

placed in conservatorship, his salary was reduced to

[ ]stated that he had received a |clothi S e
allowance from ILSL in advised that b7C
cotton

did not like the way he dressed and told him to buy some
shirts. He advised that he also received a in early
for doing a "good job" on some land deals.

; W,on 10/3/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615 ,L/'/?
SA
SA Date dictated 10/5/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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56C~LA-101615

Continuation of FD~302 of , On 10/3/89 , Page 2

| |advised that his responsibilities at ISL
consisted of

I‘ﬁ | He stated that

€ had no negotiating responsibility from a business standpoint
and felt LSL did not always make good real estate deals. b6

| | tated that his immediate supervisor was b7e
until | Currently, it is He stated that
and other| told him to be careful and don’t trust
the "feds". | [Indicated that he received all his paychecks
from LSL.

123

| indicated that he was never told anything about
political contributions as being terms of employment.
Furthermore, political contributions were never mentioned during
the hiring interview.

stated that his political affiliation is with the

republican party. is a |and
advised that he contributed to many candidates over the years
including federal, state and local campaigns. As regards to
donations while employed at LSL,| | remembered contributing

to SENATOR McCAIN to SENATOR RIEGLE,

to RICHARD ROMLEY,l | to CAROLYN WARNER,l |to ART

HAMILTON and various amounts to the STATE REPUBLICAN PARTY and
HOWARD ADAMS (Phoenix Councilman).[:::;::;]stated he would have to
review his egister and cancelled checks for exact amounts
and dates. indicated that prior to 1985, his political
contributions were much smaller.

bé
. advised that| | collected the political b7C
contributions for RIEGEL, WARNER and HAMILTON. He stated that

|would approach him about making a political contribution
and tell him what other employees are generally donating.
would state that the candidates are good people and would be good
for AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC).

[::::::]felt there was implied pressure to donate because

everyone else was and the fact tha would say what others

were generally donating.| |stated that he did refuse% :f

donate_to DECONCINI because he could not support the man.

asked about donating, but refused and nothing happened.
stated that he made political contributions while at

employed at ACC because the candidates were good and followed the
lead of other in the office.
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Continuation of FD-302 of , On 10/ 3/89 , Page

employment conditions while at ACC/LSL in regards to political
contributions. Nor was he reimbursed from ACC/LSL in any manner
for any of his contributions.

I:advised that he did know it was illegal for
ACC/LSL or any other corporation to contribute to federal
candidates. He knew there were limitations on personal
contributions to federal candidates, but did not know the exact
amount.

[::::::]stated that he had numerous talks about
political contributions with other Acc |

stated that there was never any stated or implied

| The discussions centered around

the candidate and jokingly about why they donated.

advised that not donating to a particular
candidate was never a problem. He stated that though people may
have questioned the amount of the donation, no one was ever
terminated.

indicated that he has attended many political
fund raisers over the years, both before and while employed at
ACC/LSL. He stated that he never received a ticket for a
political fund raiser without paying for it. advised that
the only contribution which was returned was from e RIEGLE
campaign in late 1988.

bé
b7C
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 5/89

[ lwas contacted at his place of residence

Upon being contactedJ |was made aware of the
identity of the interviewing agents and the nature of the inquiry.

informed the interviewing that he was not

prepared, at this time, to discuss] |
interviewing agents]| ladvised that he was currently

represented by counsel, an attorney if advised .,
that this attorney was a general attorney and was not associated b6
with any criminal matter. b7C

| |advised that he would have to talk to his
attorney and review this matter before he would allow himself to
be interviewed. advised that he would not be available
for interview for the next several days.

At this point,] |wvas presented with two Grand
Jury Subpoenas to appear before a Frederal Grand Jury in Ios
Angeles, California. on |

At this point, the interview was terminated.

O
In jon on 10/3/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona gy # 560-LA-101615£ﬁ3 b6
A b7C
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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- 1 -

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

date of birthl|
place of birthl [ who resides at]

Date of transcription 10/ 10/89

was contacted at the offices

of the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI), Phoenix, Arizona.

Upon being contactedJ

|was made aware of the b3

identity of the. interviewing agents and the nature of the inquiry. b6

b7C

b3
bé
b7C

)
Investieation on 10/3/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA—101615’Eﬂ?
A
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD-302 of , On 10/3/89 , Page 6

At this point in the interview, | | wvas presented

with a Federal Grand _Jury Subpoena to ILos Andgeles, California
which requested that] i |

| | advised that he would comply with this
subpoena and would contact the respective agent involved in this
investigation.

b3
b6
b7C




ot =LA
N =g Ty

Ty

b6
b7C

L AT Ar
SCr.‘lbn i

el
SO

! P I WY
. -
[ S . 1







b7C

M..,,




-

[ vy ‘71989

—————
b

-(A- \016/5 552

b7C

thrmt gt ttrrerrom




Y

:'a'.! 91 1989

T LOS ANCT

. O s

bé
b7C




| ® ¢

FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82)

-1 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/4/89
In an attemp interview |
Agent (SA) and S went to her residence a
; An unknown white female who was in the driveway
was asked if| was home. The female asked who was
calling and SA] [showed her credentials. The female advised
that she| |was home and escorted the agents in the b3
residence.
b6
b7C

lvas advised of the identities of the
interviewing agents and expressed surprise that the agents were in
the house. SAi |]informed her that they were invited in.

SA| advised she was being served with
two Federal Grand Jury Subpoenas. asked if they could be
served through the attorney. She advised that |

represented her. was told that she was belng served.
leff EET room to make another telephone call. Upon her b3
return, was serxrved with two Federal Grand Jury Subpoenas b6

compelling b7C
Yy A/
Investigation on 10/3/89 at Paradise Valley, AZ pje# 56C-LA-101615 ~6)L{
b6
SA b7cC
by SAl Date dictated 10/3/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/4/89

| ) was contacted at her residence,| |

| | She was advised ofrthg_id2nIi;x_gi_ihg_lgzgllégﬂuxﬁ
agents and that the interview was
lasked 1f the agents meant
|was advised that
was correct. | [initially refused to allow the agents into
the house, therefore the interview was initially conducted at the
front door. asked for clarification as to what the
interview was_in regards to. She was advised that the interview
was regarding]

[;;:::;]invited the agents into the house and then went
to answer e phone.

When returned she advised that she would have to
consult before she talked with the agents.| |
advised a worked for ACC. She refused to tell the

agents their home telephone number as their number is unlisted and
they have been getting nasty phone calls.

[::::::]was advised that she was beina served with two
Federal Grand Jury Subpoenas compelling
| . lrefnsed the subpoenas and advised
that she wanted to ask The agents wrote their names
and numbers on one of the subpoenas. | |advised that she was

not going to take the papers and asked that the agents writi:fff::]
e

information on another piece of paper. It was explained to
that she was served whether or not she physically touched tl
subpoenas. asked if she would get into trouble if she
threw the subpoenas away. was advised that she was
compelled to answer the subpoenas.

requested that the agents wait while she
telephone was overheard saying that FBI

agents were present and wanced to leave documents. She i
they were very nice. [ |returned and advised that

b3
bé
b7C

b3
bé
b7C

S
by SA Date dictated 10/3/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD~302 of , On 10/3/89 | page 2

said it was okay.

was asked if she had an attorney. She advised b3
she was not criminally represented but had the company’s attorney. :Sc
E:::;;]advised that her andg lwould be out of
town until Friday. She agreed to hav contact the
agents. As the agentg were Jleaving, advised that as far as
the contributions go, gave like one would to any

other candidate.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/4/89
| | b3
I:l telephone | | was interviewed at his place of is
residence. After being advised as to the identity o ¢
interviewing agents and the nature of the interview,

voluntarily provided the following information:

b3
b6
b7C
Investigation on 10/3/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615:5@
b6
TSR b7C
SA Date dictated 10/4/89

his document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD-302 of

, On 10/3/89 , Page

At the conclusion of the interviewJ |was sexrved
with a Federal Grand Jurv Subboena commanding him td

[to the United

States Attorney in Los Angeles, California.

himself:

provided the

Name

Sex

Race

Date of birth
Place of birth
SSAN

Current address

Current employer
Telephone
Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer

following information about

b3
b6
b7C

b6
b7C
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-1 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 5/89

| | was contacted at hls residence and after
being advised of the official identities of the interviewing
agents was served two Federal Grand Jury subpoenas dated September
28, 1989 for the Central District of California.

[ lwvas advised the first subpoena requested |
| [as listed on the attachny
produced before the Grand Jury on
located at the United States Courthouse, 312 North Spring Street,
Los Angeles, California 90012, Courtroom 1346B.

| |was advised the second subpoena required

the same grand jury at the same time,
date, and location as the first subpoena.

was further advised he should contact Assistant

United States Attorney (AUSA] | whose telephone number
and address appeared at the bottom of the subpoenas if he had any
questions.
Y,
Investigation on 10/3/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona  fpje# 56C—-LA-101615 ‘5({
A
b SA Date dictated 10/4/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Date of transcription 10/4/89
[ |

. I_Jhome telephone]| | work

Telephonel ' i 1 ing

After the
interviewling agents identified themselves provided the
following information:

i
Investigation on 10/3/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona i # 560—%—101615—55

SH
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD-302 of , On 10/3/89 | page 4

At the conclusion of the interview,| |was served a b3

Federal Grand Jury Subpoena for | Egc

[:::::::]provided the following background information
regarding himself:

Full name
Sex

| Race

‘ Address

Employment

Date of Birth
Place of Birth
Social Security
Number
Education

Spouse
Family
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Date of transcription 10/ 6/ 89

On October 3, 1989, Special Agent (SA)I I 22
' [ THe Subpoenas pre
1 Central District of California and required
, at the United States Courthouse, Los Angeles,
California, on| Additionally,
was served with a subbaoena forl |I
Investigation on 10/3/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C—LA—101615‘§.%
b6
by __SA C. . Date dictated 10/5/89 b7C

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Date of transcription 10/10/89
The fo i i tigation was conducted by Special
Agent (SA) in an attempt to locate and interview ig
: c
On 10/3/789 . contact was made at +he manacer’a nffice of
address provided on] | Arizona driver/ ] e. The
manager checked her files, and advised that has not
resided in since at least prior to She had no
other information.
On 10/3/89, a check of directory assistance in the
[%%ffiff:?etropolitan area failed to reveal a phone listing for
On 10/3/89, a check of Arizona motor vehicle
registrations failed to reveal a current registration for[::::::::]
On 10/3/89, a check of the Maricopa County Real Estate
records failed to reveal any property in| |name.
On 10/10/89, a check of the Postal records for
’ address failed to reveal any forwarding information.
|
10/3/89 and
Investigation on 10/10/8 9 at Phoenix 7 Arizona File # 5 GC-LA—]_O 1615 @
b6
‘ b7C
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Changes Story |
.n meca n. S&L

By Larry Lzebeg:&
Clzromclc ‘Washingtan. Burean Ghief

Washmgton

Senator Alan Cranstop ha
‘changed his stmy abouy his. at ﬂ
mptsto intervene on hehalf of {
7 I:.mcoln Savings and Loan; the
;Trvine firm selzed by feideral
jregulators affer its owners al-.
» legedly lpoted it of more than
* $1.1 billjon-in. assets, o :

"M‘

TRt A .5 SR 58 R e

A :x-—*..,t,_,., .

" knowledged for the first time:his
week that he. and three other Sena-

"

b 20r8. “may well have” gulzzed t 1€
, stop. regitlator -of .the :savings. andv,

sloan: mdustryabouta rule thatdinit-

) ; d Lineoln’s msiner mvestments

“Itds a s1gn1flcdnt change from
hxs earlier - responses on this issue,
He:insisted: prevmusly that thesena- .
}tors sole purpose -was to séek a
speedy conclusionto a\long-runnmg
anvegugatmn of the savings .and',
loan,and angrily: reJected aconfli ;t—
mgaceount by-the: regulator Edwin, '
Gray R

5. . ' The Califofnia Demucrat -4
&

,__.;,.a-u— b

""""'—""—‘-——‘ s
meoln was seized last-Apri hy.
ederal regulators. T.ast month, ~thei
overnment: filed .a ‘civil suit that;
p ccused formet - ~owper - Charlesk
Keatmg Jr. and assoc:ates of ¢ 111e';.
gal, fraudulent and imprudent”
_schemes ithat: wxlljorce taxpayers,to i
" pay fora multlbllhon-dollar rescue:
pfthetroubled savmgs and’ man .

S il \M e

i
&

The exploswe po}xtzcal quest on

s "'what-role:€ Cranston and pther -
prents of Keatmg’szcampalgn +On-4
rlbutlons ‘may’ ‘haveplayed in frus-}
atmg federal aﬁw

P L._._.»--m-

e ppr

{Mount Clipping 10 Space Below)

'

the operauons of the hxghﬂymg‘;
%‘& meamaoyexauon

Crucml Meetmg

he debate revolves. around 2
meeting i  April 1987, when. topfed-}
eral: savings and loan regulatory
| Gray was.suminoned {0 the- Camtoh
» By Cranston, and three other sena—
¢ tors who'had. received large. contn-

ites. © . i
The senators - have dqnied‘

PP >,

erly pressured hlm 10 drop»a regula-
tioh limiting Lincoln’s investments)
in, speculatwe land deals, ]unk‘
! bonds and-othép nsky ventures. &

l 0~ SRS S

But Cranston 'did not offer hlSr
usual flat den;ai when gsked i an
interview this week whether’ th%

' senators had dxscussed the reguly
b tlon with Gray %{

“There may well. haye beerg
somediscussion of the reg, 1 believe !
s0: 1 think it's logical that: there+
- would have beesi (discussion.of the
i regulation), \bqt ' -don’t recall i
i Granston said in'an intecview with
} the San Dlego-based Copley News.]
; Servxce » ; ; . i
b "€ranston §a1d that dlscussmg
i thenewrestriction-on risky savmgs f
; and loan mvest;nents with Gray w%

T e et ,

§ “logxcal,” because “it had just ha
1 pened and it wagcausmg acommy

{ tion."” Keating «‘bltterly opposed the
E regulation. " !

;-

B Referring 1 m a lawsuit - Keatmg
E had filed to blopk the restriction,
Cranston said, %"1 ‘think it was. not
Jmproper te-Expipre: whether érnot.
i it should he: delayed until: the law-l
v suit determmed the«sxtuatlon i

utions from Keating andhisassoci- {»

i ,ray 'y allegauon that they img rop-“*

c
Wi
A

ga F’GMCJSCO C}rmomc{
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‘newspaper. cnty and state. )

Santa ”“’*/ "él"/”dc
iDate. [()/l—//gc‘

‘Edmon

|

|Tlue 2!;
'D/" %AL@& g 7
Character:

or
Classificaton: 56 C ~ &4 ~(16IS™

*| Submitting Office:

el B, &gde nt Algfng’

3 )"

Indexing: L\}‘} D)V\S i

@EQ:L;% Lf;\ \Sf

i b7C

_I




8

' fary, agreed that the senators may

4

: Granston stood, by hxs past con~
fention that tHg™sendiors did not
lexett improper pressure on -Gray.
He:also dejiled Gray’s contention
that the senators brought an offer
sfrom Keatmg to spend more of Lin-
jeoln’s ' money On. traditional home
*mori:gages if the “direct invest~ !
; ment" regulation was: dropped ‘

* ' “It would; have caught my at-
tehtion'it thete ‘was a'§uggestion of

! a-deal, and therg-was no suggestmn :
Vot dealm my presence;” Cranston ;

; m’ DeConclm DAmzona, who orga— ‘
}mzed the, imeéting with Gray, -ech-
. oed” that theme - yestex:day Bob
Maynes, DeConcini’s. "press ‘secre-

“have dlscussed the direct invest-
" ment rule but said the.senatérs re-.
mained “adamant” that there was
no “quid pro-quo” conveyed from
Keating. ‘

Ina sta’tement‘iséufed;last night, ¥
ICranston confirmed his comments
‘to:ithe Copley Netws Servicebutsaid
he: had not “personally” d]SCUSSEd
the' repeal of the regulation at the |
megtmg with, Gray, as the Copley
;account of the: mtervxew reported. 4

Untll now,, Cranston andhistop
:al es Jhave bltterly denounced‘ '
G 'f.ys contention that the $enators. . .
ipy §$ed him to.suspend the regula: |
‘tmn hmmng risky “dlrect invest- i
‘ments.” Instead, Cranston had em-

T VW T TP

phaucally insisted that'the Senators. .
Imeetmg with-Gray w,ere askmg on- |
iy for'some resolution-to a long-run- . |
nmg*mvestlgatmn\of imeo!n Dby the,f

regulators

{ “In May, foi examﬁle, Cranston
‘;-mgrxly told reportegs, “I don’t
kngw ‘what that guy Gr ‘ay is talking
about ... T did not intervene with-
‘regulators. . .. We were just telling. ;
them ‘make a de0151on We nevery
told them what 1o say

i xAS recently as. lastzweek, Cran—
>ton scoffed ‘that Gray had- exther*
fa ricated his. account(cf the meet—
or “mlsuuderstood what-oceur-’
»m that raor.” E P .

FUCAR i R e ATt e

; Keating:has mamtamed sthathe, 2
is the inhocent victirh of harass-
\ment by 1regulators~ :

i ""The other senatgrs .at'the Apml'
1987 -meefing did. not, respOnd‘ to
telephone calls_,lgs,t. t

0%
i

oot mam

Bl —LA~016IS™
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|was contacted at his
employment, was advised of the identities of the interviewing
agents, and thereafter provided the following information:

tprovided the follow%;g/identifying information:

Najre
me address
b3
Home telephone # o bé
Employer -- b7C
Work telkephone #
PlacesOf birth
Date’ of birth
SSAN ‘
ducation
Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children
b3
b6
b7C
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C~LA-101615*&§?
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b3
bé
b7C

b3
bé
b7C

was thereafter presented a Federal Grand Jury

Subpoena for
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| | b6
yas contacted at his residence. | | b7C

a — 1%

advised that the| P i lived at that a dxgss__:ﬂxﬁ
Jome was purchased from thefffi?ffif]in_@pproximate1

| advised that the are living in |
ith an address of]
phone number |stated that he has

had no contact with thq |since the purchase of the
residence.

Investigation on 10/3/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona  pyes# 56C-LA-101615 g/ -

SA b6
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89 __b7C
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| | at his residence,
| He was advised of

the 1dentity of the interviewing agents and that the agents were
attempting to locate] orovided the
following information:

i sed his reside
approximatelv]

lago., | |[had never met| [and had only
talked tq [who was previously employed by AMERICAN
CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC) over the telephone.[:::::::]thought

that moved td to go to school.

| |explained that he has no connection to ACC other
than]| | is a] |lis
employed ag Twith

COMPUTING INFORMATION SERVICES, INCORPORATED, 11225 North 28th
Drive, Suite B-206, Phoenix, Arizona 85029, (602) 993-5811.

Investigation on 10/4/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615'é@é:
SA

by SA Date dictated 10/5/89
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b6
b7C

()

In an effort to locate and interviewl | th:
agents went to his residence,
| A young white female answered the door and
identified herself as| | Sshe was advised of the
identities of the interviewing agents and that they needed to f
speak tof | She advised that he was in Washington,
DC and would not be home until Sunday. She was given a business
card of] and asked to provide that td
and ask him to contact the agents.

. il
Investigation_an 10/4/89 at Paradise Valley, AZ  Fie # 560-LA-101615*é¢;'

bé

SA b7C

by SA Date dictated 10/5/89
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| | b3
Lf | wvas contacted at her place of residence and served b6
Wo Federal Grand Jury (FGJ) subpoenas. b7c
The subpoenas commanded |
|the FGJ scheduled on | at
the U.S. Courthouse, 312 North Spring Street, Los Angeles,
California 90012.
Investigafionon a.  10/4/89 at Paradise Valley, AZ  Fje # 56C-LA—101615~Q@77
I b6
S b7cC

by SA Date dictated 10/5/89
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was interviewed in his office,
LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL), 2724 East Camelback Road, Phoenix,

furnished the following information:

Arizona. He was advised of the identitv of the i
agents, Special Agent (SA) and S
[%%f:fffntified themselves by displaying thelr credentials.

He has been employed with LSL/AMCOR since | las

He was oniéginallv interviewed for this position be

NG III and His supervisor since b7C
has been one individual and that isi | Wwhen

he first came to LSL, he was hired on_at the salary of|
Then in late he was raised to] In]| | his pay was

upped to and he is currently receiv1ng| from IST,
_Erigr_m_h.xs_e.mnlmm.ant_lwith LSL, he was emploved from |

by| |

as_an| |receiving a salary of

approximately |per year.

His only fringe benefit with LSL is a company vehicle
from 1985 through™1988 which icle was an S-10 Blazer. His only
bonus while at LSL was during He received a
Christmas bonus and a couple of years thereafter, he received two

week’s extra pay at Christmas.

His main duties for LSL was to |
[ " |the proiects in AFizona, Colorado, TEXas,
and Florida He oversawl |

[ as well as As he

stated before, he is employed by LSL, therefore all of his pay b6
came from LSL. b7cC
When he was originally hired by LSL, no mention was made
of political contributions as to the respect of the employment.
When he was a young adult, he registered with the
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C—LA—101615\€E?i
S¢
by S Date dictated 10/5/89
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Democrat party as his political affiliation, however, he considers
himself an Independent individual. He has contributed to _a few
local political contributions that is in the amounts from to
[to a few individuals, dates, times, and places not recalled.
He could only recall one time when he was solicited for a
political contribution and that was in early 1987 when he gave to
the RIEGLE FOR SENATE COMMITTEE. As he recalled, he may have
received a letter and/or a telephone call requesting the
contribution. He definiﬁelx_xggallgd_xgggiying_g_;glgpngge call
from CHARLES KEATING, JR.

(phonetic). So far as he could recall, the telephone call was in
no way a threat, however, it was a request to contribute inasmuch
as the savings and loan industry was having problems and RIEGLE
was a friend of the savings and loan industry. This was the only
occasion that he was ever solicited for a contribution, therefore,
he had never declined to contribute to anyone.

So far as he is concerned, he was not pressured in any
way and felt very comfortable in giving the money to RIEGLE for
the Senate inasmuch as RIEGLE was head of the house banking
committee and was an influential individual. So far as he is
concerned, he could have said no to this contribution and would
have felt very comfortable with no pressure being applied to him
for refusing. There was no threat or implied threat to the fact
that the contribution he made was a requirement or a condition of
employment at LSL. He denied being reimbursed by anyone from LSL,
however, he did receive the money which was returned by the RIEGLE
FOR SENATE COMMITTEE. He was not reimbursed for any political
contributions by LSL, his employer. If he talked with anyone
concerning these contributions, it would have been his fellow
employees in his area and small-talk while having coffee or
something to eat. The onry_gthex_inﬁividual whom he knows would
have contributed would be who would have received the
same letter and/or telephone call concerning the contribution for
RIEGLE FOR SENATE. It is his understanding that senior staff
people would have either received the letter and/or telephone call
concerning the RIEGLE FOR SENATE COMMITTEE. He has not heard of
anyone receiving reimbursements for their contributions. He has
never attended any political events while being employed with LSL.

The following is a description of as
obtained through observation and interview:

Name
Home address

Telephone number

bé
b7C

b6
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Work telephone #
Current employer
Place of birth
Date of birth
Sex

Race

Height

Weight

Hair

Eyes

SSAN

Education

Spouse’s name
Children

bé
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| |was interviewed in his office at
LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL), 2724 East Camelback, Phoenix,
Arizona. He was advised of_the identities of the interviewin
agents. Special Agent (sa)| and S2
displayed their credentials to| furnished the
following information:

During the fall of] | he was interviewed and hired by

CHARLES KEATING, JR., as| [MEDEMA HOMES OF
UTAH, INCORPORATED, Colorado Springs, Colorado, where he worked
for When he began working at
MEDEMA, he was salaried at] Within a short period
thereafter, he was raised to| Following his period of

enmployment at MEDEMA in Colorado Springs,|.I:1.e.=.._nsLEi.si__'I:.1:fi..n.=.‘::.‘E.er.1:esi._’t..‘s:.__I
Phoenix, Arizona with LSL where he was to

at LSL and in addition locate any loan possibilities. He was
stationed in Phoenix for a short period of time when he was

transferr Arizona, where again he was to| | b6
| |One of his main concerns at AMCOR was b7c
rQQntinental_Rangh*_Fucson, Arizona, where again he was to| |

He staved in Tucson, Arizona, for
approximately| When he came to Phoenix,
Arizona from Colorado Springs, Colorado, his salary was raised to
| er vea While in Tucson, Arizona, his salary was
raise 6?:::%::§i]per year. Then after serving in Tucson,
Arizona, he was transferred back to Phoenix where again he was to

oversee| |at LSL. During the summer of
he was assigned to the PHOENICIAN HOTEL complex in order to assure

the guaranteed opening. When he returned to Phoenix, his salary
again was rai He is currently working at LSL for
a salary of

Prior to his employment with LSL, he was self-employed
in the development and construction of buildings with the

b6
b7C
Investigatiognon/  10/4/89 2t Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615 - 7
S
by S Date dictated 10/4/89
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His only fringe benefit while employed at LSL is he has

been furnished a company car to driv ile working at ado
Iﬁpzin?s, he received approximately a bonus i and
Then he received a bonus of approximately in

[ in and two week’s salary during 1987.
When he first began working durin for MEDEMA HOMES
rln_leg:adg_Snringsh_uis supervisor was| who was the bé
When he was transferred to Phoenix, b7C

Arizona, hls supervisor was CHARLES KEATING, JR. Thereafter, when
i i a, he was under the supervision

he cson, Arizon

of| as well as | when he came back
to tThe industrial properties division, he was under _the

sufervision of] phonetic), who is]| |

CHARLES KEATING, JR.

Since his employment with LSL, he has had all of his
salary direct-deposited and it is his belief that his salary came
from LSI/AMCOR.

When he was first interviewed by CHARLES KEATING, JR.,
no terms nor conditions of employment with respect to political
contributions was brought up during the interview. He has never
been pressured to make any type of political contributions by
anyone in LSL/AMCOR since being employed with this company. He
qualified this answer inasmuch as the majority of his time with
this company has been either in Colorado Springs and/or Tucson,
Arizona and away from the corporate headquarters.

b6

| konsiders himself of independent political e

party affiliation. While he was in Colorado Springs, Colorado
prior to 1985, he made some political contributions to local
individuals who were running for local offices in the amounts of
from | Then during 1983 and 1984, it is his belief that
he made a| !contribution to a senator who was running for the
United states Senate from Colorado. He cannot recall the name of
this individual.

Then in March 1987, he received a letter from CHARLES
KEATING, JR., stating, in part, that RIEGLE who was currently head
of the banking committee and a powerful individual was running for
the senate and in general stated that if you could see yourself
free to contribute to Senator RIEGLE’s campaign, it would be
greatly appreciated. The letter was not threatening, but just
solicitory in nature. Again, he was not pressured at all to make
this contribution. He gave only because he was employed by LSL.
Again, no requirance nor condition of employment was made on him
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for political contributions. At no time did anyone ever discuss
reimbursing him for this contribution. He was very surprised when
he received the back from the RIEGLE FOR SENATE Committee.

He was aware that it was illegal for corporations to
make political contributions, however, he was of the opinion that
this was an Arizona state law and not a federal law.

He could not recall if he ever discussed his political
contribution in March 1987 and if he did, it was a low-key
discussion during fellow-employee coffee breaks. He does not know
of any other employees who made political contributions nor any
employees who refused to make political contributions, nor does he
know of any terminations of any individuals who declined to make
political contributions, nor does he know of any other employees
who have been reimbursed for their political contributions. He
denied ever attending any fund-raising parties or dinners for
candidate appearances.

The following is a description of as
obtained through observation and interview:

Name
Address

Telephone number
Business telephone #
Sex

Race

Height

Weight

Place of birth
Date of birth
Hair

Eyes

SSAN

Current employer
Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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| | date of birr:bJ—Lnla.EJf_bin;b.:_l
| | Social Security Number: ~
AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC), 2745 East Camelback,
Phoenix, Arizona, (602) 957-7170, after being advised of the
identity of the interviewing agents and the purpose of the

interview, provided the following information:

| lwith ai |and inl |w1th
He received a

and He stat pd
that [and that]

| |advised that he was previously emploved with
| £rom | |

:______iﬂ§§_hlrgd1aséE1 [with a beginning salary of
le [in| |with an

endlng salary of| |

| have

[ |stated that inl |he interviewed with
|_,C_H_:E|________I [at Acc. |advised
a |hired him as | His starting salary at
ACC was | |and is currenEIy| indicated that
he received regular salarv increases unti | when his
salary was reduced from | The salary

reduction occurred in order to help out ACC during bankruptcy.

| stated that he had received two or three clothing bs
allowances fr

b6
b7C

~anging from received b7c
six bonuses. Iramgmhgﬁed recelving one for and
another for in He indicated that the bonus

was for job performance and thel was a Christmas bonus.

7,
Investi fgyﬂ/ 10/4/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 560—LA—101615<VW)
SA
SA Date dictated 10/10/89
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|§dyj§§d that his rggpgngibilitigg at ACC
consisted o

, [stated that his immediate supervisor was| [and
received approximately half his pavchecks from ACC and half from
LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL). was given a copy of ACC’S
corporate structure chart. He placed a check for each subsidiary
he performed a job function. This chart is attached and
incorporated to the end of this interview report.

indicated that he was never told anything about
political contributions as being terms of employment.
Furthermore, political contributions were never mentioned during
the hiring interview.

[::::;:]stated that his political affiliation is with the
republican party. He advised that he contributed to many

candidates over the years including federal, state and local
campaigns. As regards to donations while employed at ACC,
remembered contributing to former PRESIDENT REAGAN, SENATOR
McCAIN, SENATOR RIEGLE, COLBY, RHOADES, and BOB CORBIN.
stated he would have to review his check register and c

checks for exact amounts and dates, :indicated that he made
political contributions prior to 1985 and believed it was a good
thing to do.

advised that]| | collected the

political contributions at ACC. He stated that he donated because
the candidates had similar views as he did and had ideals or views
ould be favorable to the savings and loan industry and LSL.
indicated that must of the contributions were made after
candidates appeared at ACC as a guest speaker or during fund
raisers. stated that he refused to contribute to SENATORS
DECONCINI and CRANSTON.

He felt there was no_pressure, expressed or implied, to
donate while employed at ACC. [fi:::::]indicated that there was
never any stated or implied employment conditions while at ACC in
regards to political contributions. Nor was he imbursed from
ACC in any manner for any of his contributions.l did
receive a refund check for $1000 from SENATOR RIEGLE 1in 1988.

advised that he did know it was illegal for ACC
or any other corporation to contribute to federal candidates.
However, he did not know there were limitations on personal
contributions to federal candidates.

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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[::::::]stated that he had numerous talks with other
employees at ACC regarding the ideals of candidates. He advised
that not donating to a particular candidate was never a problem.
He stated that no one was ever terminated for not donating.

[::::::]indicated that he once attended a political fund
raiser for RHOADES in which he did not purchase a ticket because
someone else at ACC who purchased a ticket could not attend.
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| | b3
| | was advised of the identity of the interviewing b6
agent and the nature of the interview. b7C
b3
b6
b7C
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| |was contacted at the office of b6

the FEDERAL SUREAD OF _INVESTIGATION (FBI) in Phoenix, Arizona. b7C
Upon being contacted, was made aware of the identity of

the interviewing agents and the nature of the inquiry.
was being contacted concerning his association with the AMERICAN
CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC).

| ladvised that he was employed with ACC from
| | exclusively in one of several
insurance companies associated with ACC and its subsidiary,
LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL).

| |advised that while employed with one of the

the AMERICAN CONTINENTAL INSURANCE
GROUP, a shell company for numerous other insurance companies
within ISL, he received an order which came from higher up
officials in the company to purchase $8.5 million worth of
undeveloped land at.Rancha Vistoso in Tucson, Arizona. This
purchase was to become part of the portfolio of one of the
insurance groups with ACC. His responsibility in this purchase
was. tol |

| where the

lnsurance companles were chartered.

Rancho Vistoso was owned in partnership with WOLFSWINKEL

GROUP. | |advised that he recalled that an independent
appraisal company appraised the land which was purchased by

AMERICAN CONTINENTAL INSURANCE GROUP and that the value of the b6
land did not exceed the limitations which would have been placed b7C
on the purchase{ |advised that at one time part of AcCC

had an interest In this piece of property and he does not recall
whether or not this property was bought from another company
within the ACC conglomerate or whether it was bought from an
outside company.

While employed with AMERICAN CONTINENTAL INSURANCE

Investigation on 10/4/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C_LA—101615/7%

sA _
by SA Date dictated 10/5/89 =
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GROUP, advised that he aCCﬁued_a_certain amount of
Employe€ stock Ownership Plan (ESOP). advised that he
knew very little about the stock and when he terminated
employment, he basically did not know what the value of the stock

was and took cash instead of stock,

|advised that concerning anything to do with
the bankruptcy of the ACC or some of its subsidiaries that he was
not employed by ACC at the time of this bankruptcy and has little
or no knowledge concerning this aspect of company business.

Concerning the or WOLFSWINKEL GROUP
of investments, he does not Know anything about that particular
aspect of the dealings of the company other than what he has read
and heard that LSI. had made over $130 million worth of loans to
these groups.

|advised that he does not have any information
concerning the series of hotels owned by ACC.

|furthermore does not know anything about back
dating of LSL documents relating to direct investment rules.

advised that cancerning thel ]
| |that as part of his duties as| |
|he was involved inl

[@dvised that the insurance groups had one-
third of their investment package involved in junk bonds which was
just about the limit allowable by the regulators for insurance
companies.

|advised that he considered junk bond
purchasing to be very risky with capital earned from insurance and pe
that insurance companies were not to gamble on these types of b7C
investments. | |admitted, however, that the purchase of
these junk bonds did not violate any law or regulatory agency.

Junk bond purchases, in fact| |advised, was one
of the reasons that he was terminated with ACC. His philosophy

concerning junk bonds and the philosophy of| |
) of CHARLES KEATING, JR., were 1n conflict.

| ladvised that |knew very little about investing

money and that this partlcu ar aspect of the insurance business

was done by and other people in the company]

used to complain to [that AcC had one of the best

financial research organizations and that they were touting junk
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bonds as an investment which _would increase the earnings of the
insurance companies. Again, advised that this was

true, but that insurance money should be handled differently than
investment money and that insurance money should not be used in a
risky gamble in junk bonds which could fall in value. b6

b7C

| | further advised that the remaining 20% of
junk bonds were purchased from GOLDMAN, SACHS, and SOLOMAN
BROTHERS.

|advised that concerning the sale of ACC
debenture bonds fthrouah ST to the dgeneral public that

| To the best of his
knowledge all of the selling of these annuities was done legally.
Concerning the ACC debenture bonds that he believed that ACC dealt
fairly with the public and investors in these bonds because they
were unrated bonds which means they were risky and that everything
concerning these bonds, as he recalled, were brought to the
attention of the public and the investors.

During the course of the interview,| |advised bé
that he recalled one instance where ACC, through LSL, was involved b7C
in what he considered to be a suspicious transaction. |
advised that LSL, in 1986, loaned SQUTHMARK CORPORATION $25
million based upon the assets of one of their 1life insurances,

PACIFIC STANDARD LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. Approximately a year
later, SOUTHMARK CORPORATION turned around and loaned LSL a large
quantity of money based upon the assets of AMERICAN CONTINENTAL
INSURANCE GROUP. This, in effect, acted as if LSL was loaning
itself money through SOUTHMARK and then back to LSL using the
insurance companies in both jnstances as the assets as collateral
for these loans. | advised that he did not know whether
this was illegal or not and thought it probably was not 1llega1
but that it was an unusual occurrence.

At this point, the interview with| | was
terminated with pledging further cooperation should it
be needed.




2 CH

Qp Ao
[y

oy o

) i
TR

e

R B i aia

L a P L

b6
b7C




FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82)

-1 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 5/89

| | b3
| [was contacted at his employment| b6
and after being advised of the official identity of the b7C
interviewing agent was served two Federal Grand Jury subpoenas
dated September 28, 1989 for the Central District of California.
| |Was advised the first subpoena
i |to the subpoena on
[ at the United States Courthouse, 312
North Spring Street, Los Angeles, California 90012, Courtroom
1346B.
| |was advised the second subpoena| |
the same Grand Jury on the same date,
time, and location.
was further advised if he had any questions
concerning the subpoenas., he should contact Assistant United
States Attorney (AUSA) at
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Sc6ttsd§le, Arizona File # 56C—LA-101615—3?%?
g b6
b7cC
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89
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| | b3
date of birth| | was advised of bé
the identity of the interviewing agents and the nature of the b7cC
interview.
. declined to answer questions at this time.
| [was serxed_tmn_Eederal_Grand_Juxx_Subnnenas*__IhT subpoenas
commanded her the grand
jury located at the United States Courthouse, 312 North Sprin
Street, Los Angeles, California, on |
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Paradise Valley, AZ File # 56C-1LA-101615 «9‘\{
b6
SA and b7C
b o | Date dictated 10/5/89
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b3
[ ] date of birtq [ 55aN] |as b6
advised of the identity of the interviewing agents and the nature bic
of the interview. He provided the following information:
advised he had an attorney representing him in this
| matter and declined to be interviewed. 1In additionJ |declined
| to provide the name of his attorney.
|
At this time,lzlwas sexiaLad_mLQ_F_aﬂ.euLa.l_GmMn;l
Subpoenas. The subpoenas commanded
[ | the grand jury located at the United States
Courthouse, 312 North Sprinag Street, Los Angeles, California, on
H
Investigation op 10/4/89 at ) Paradise Valley, AZ File # 56C~-LA-101615 —7b
b6
A and b7C
by | Date dictated 10/5/89
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A Federal Grand Jury Subpoena was served uponl b3
| hp a Federal Grand Jupy, Central beé
District of California, United States Courthouse, 312 ing b7C
IStreet, Los Angeles, California, Courtroom 1346B, on
ena was served upon| |
a Federal Grand Jury, Central
District of California, United States Courthouse, 312 North Sprin
Street, Los Angeles, California, Courtroom 1346B, on
was served the two aforementioned Federal Grand
Jury Subpoenas at his residence located at |
I |
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Tempe, Arizona File # 560—LA—101615"’? 7 '
b6
SA b7C

b /SA Date dictated 10/5/89
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I |
| |provided the following information,
regarding political contributions made since 1985:

lcaid that she is not enploved with the exception of
working for]| at his business, |

|was born 1in| [on b6
[ and is the holder of SSAN| | b7¢C

, | |said that she was last employed over sixteen years

ago for| |has never been
employe Yy AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATIO AC its
r§gh§igigrigs*__5h§_nxgsen:;y works part-time fo in

[ ]said that her political party affiliation is as a
registered Republican, however, she votes the issue and not the
politician and splits her votes on occasion.

| said that in 1986 she donated[ __ |to a city
council woman in Scottsdale, Arizona by the last name of BILACK.

| said in 1987 she contributed with]| | to
| Senator RIEGLE of Ohio. said that in 1988 she and| |
| [:::::::]contributed o Senator HATCH of Utah.

[::::]said that she does not recall making any political
contribution prior to 1985.

said that she was solicited to make these b6
contributions bv either a letter or a telephone call, but could b7cC
not recall. said that she attended a party at the CRESCENT
HOTEL in PhoenixX for Senator HATCH and as a result contributed to

his campaign. |said that she was under no pressure from
anyone to contribute to any of the above political entities.

said that was solicited for political
. . s
Investigation on 10/4/89 at Phoenlx, Arizona File # 560"LA‘101615’75
SA
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89
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contributions but they were from the same sources as mentioned
above (letters, telephone calls and a political party for Senator
HATCH) .

[:::;]said that she did not contribute to every
politician and cited the fact that she attended a ~raiser for
Senator DE CONCINI in 1981 but did not contribute. said that P®
she and] Inet Senators RIEGLE and DE CONCINI::;rough b7¢
[employment at ACC, however, he never was aware of any

pressure placed on him or herself to contribute to any person or
political party.

said that she coj ibuted to the above individuals
because "we believed in then'".

_ said that she and
would hayﬁ contributed to Senator HATCH regardless of

employment with ACC because she is from the state of

Utah.

E::::]said the only reimbursement for her polit]
contribution was from Senator RIEGLE and he returned thetfif:::]
after the newspaper articles concerning CHARLES KEATING an
meetings held with the Federal Home Loan Board approved.

said she deposited the refund check in either her VALLEY

BANK account or her FIRST INTERSTATE BANK account and paid bills
from the reimbursement of Senator RIEGLE.

said that when she made her political
contributions, she made it directly to the individual or the
political committee and never made any contributions to any
political person or entity through the ACC. E;;:;lsaid she was not
aware if ACC made contributions and she was are if it was
legal or not legal for a corporation to contribute to a

candidate.

bé

said that she was aware that there was a $1,000 per o

candidate per election limitation. said that she learned
this through TV and the print media-

| |never discussed contributions with any person other

than| |and _these discussions occurred near the time of
the contribution. | |said that conversations normally discussed
the fact if she and] |should do it and if they had the

money to afford the contribution.

said that she does not know of any ACC employee who
declined to contribute and is unaware of any employee who was
directed to contribute by CHARLES KEATING or ACC.
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! #aid that she is unaware of any employee who ever
complained abou

employee who did make contributions.

t making contribution s unaware of any
|reiterated the fact

that she was never employed by ACC or any of its subsidiaries.

[::;:;Faid that she would provide copies of all her
documents relating to her political contributi

her tax returns to the FBI. stated that

Lons which in

cluded

ould

have these documents at his business and would have them copied on

October 5, 1989.
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date of birtﬂ | was
interviewed regarding his knowledge of contribution violations and
other violations on the part of employees of affiliates of
AMERICAN CONTINENTAIL. CORPORATION (ACC), LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN
(LSL) or CHARLES KEATING, JR. After being advised of the_identit
of the interviewing agent and the nature of the interview[::::::jﬁ
provided the following information:

b6

| |advised that he has resided at]| | b7C
|

I since when he _moved here Trom

stated that he 1s currently employed asl r
as well as beina the owner of] [

prior tol | he was|] called
| | from |

[ Jagvised that he met Mr. KEATING ﬁersonally in 1983
while working at advised that

KEATING personally asked him tol |
for ACC and to move his operation to Phoenix, Arizona.

[ |stated that from] | he had worked for
ACC and] |
I |

base ofl 'per annum to a high figure of
with his present salary from ACC averaging around
annum. advised that the range of the salary was based upon

the volume of work and number of projects designated by ACC. b6
b7C

advised that the only "fringe benefits" that he
received while with ACC were a supply of uniforms at no cost to
his business. [ |stated that the bonuses received were limited
to Christmas bonuses which usually amounted to an average of one-
week’s pay.

stated although he was hired by CHARLES KEATING,

2\,
Investigatid at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C—LA-101615"“@
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b6

JR., directly is official ACC supervisor wasy|
advised that ould usually contact him directly to discuss
the particulars of a landscaping project at ACC.

[::::]advised that his paychecks initially rom ACC
then they changed to AMCOR and then finally to LSL. advised
that the discussion of political contributions as terms and
conditions of employment was never discussed.

advised that he has no particular political
affiliation because he does not completely understand the American
system of nment as it relates to Republican and Democratic
parties. stated that he and[::::::fijwould discuss a
particular individual and decide whether or not they were going to
contribute based upon the candidate and his/her position on a
particular issue. dvised that in the period from 1985 to
1989, he could only recall two political contributions that he or
his family had made. It first was in 1987 to Senator in
Ohio in which he and sent a combined total of

advised that he had met Senator RIEGLE through CHARLES
KEATING and believed that_he should be supported because he was a
friend of Mr. KEATING’s. advised that in 1988 he and
made a| contribution to Senator ORIN HATCH from Utah
because they were originally from the state of Utah and that they
supported his views on issues.[_ Jadvised that he may have made
political contributions before 1985, but he did ecall the
amount or to whom the contributions were made. stated that
at no time did anyone from ACC, including CHARLES KEATING, JR.,
solicit or collect contributions from him during his employment
nor was he aware of any other employees who were pressured to
contribute or forced to contribute as a condition of their
employment.

stated that the reimbursement that he ever
received was the return of hig check which was uncashed from
the Senator HATCH campaign. stated that he has a_co of the
return check but was unsure as to why it was returned.[::EE:]

advised that he was unaware that it was illegal for ACC to
contribute to federal candidates, nor was he aware of the $1,000
per candidate per election limitation on contributions.

advised that the only_person he had ever discussed his
contribution with was and the discussion centered on the
question of whether o ey should contribute to any
particular campaign. stated that he was not aware of any ACC
employee who had been solicited to contribute funds nor was he
aware of anyone who had been terminated for declining to
contribute. | did state, however, that he was sure that

b7C

b7C
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CHARLES KEATING, JR., had made contributions to political
campaigns, but he was not sure when or how much the contributions
were for.

advised that in the year of 1988 he attended one
fund-raisIng event which he recalled as being the Citizens Against
Pornography fund-raiser at the PHOENICIAN. advised that the
event was attended by various ACC employees but that he could not
recall any names other than CHARLES KEATING, JR.[ _ Jadvised
that he purchased his own ticket and that he attended voluntarily
because of the agenda of the event.

| concluded the interview by stating that he does not
recall ever being solicited for particular campaign contributions

by anyone at ACC, nor was he aware of anfone else being solicited

or pressured to make contributions. explained that he very
seldom had contact with any of the employees or officers at ACC

other than CHARLES KEATING, JR., and noted that his knowledge of
business transactions at ACC was limited to events regarding the

of the various ACC properties.
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| after being advised of the identity of the interviewing
d the nature of the interview, provided the following
information:

[ |advise_d4'_h.a1:_he_h.a.s_b.ean_mnlmm.l as | |

since]l | s
PORATIL a b7C
from |

[declined to provide salary information
Efff.respect to his employment with ACC and the PHOENICIAN RESORT.
stated that he did not feel information about his salary was

neede_L? conduct the crﬁminal investigation. Prior to joining
ACC was emploved by

|Exrom| [said his
be inning salary with] | was| (and he was earning
| when he left to begin his employment with ACC.

stated that during the periodl

[ 1
| he received two salary increases from ACC.
| ve the dollar amount of thegfiil increases, but

| said the two salary increases amounted to and also

| received a bonus consisting of a vase Wlt arke value Iess

| than| | stated that during the period November 1987
through November 1988, he received a bonus on October 1
1988 representing the date the PHOENICIAN RESORT was opened|
stated that he has not received any bonuses for the period
November 1988 through the present.

|stated that he never received any clothing or travel
allowances

rom ACC. However, received a 1099 for trees that b6
he received from a ACC nursery during the year 1987 1988. b7C
estimated the value of the trees to be less tha

[ ladvised that he was | | within_the
| for Acc when he began his employment in

|1s currently | |

o [5A Date dictated 10/10/89
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| |stated that his

immediate supervisor at ACC was

[for Acc.]

is

sald

mentioned during R

s hiring interview.

was 1nterviewed and hired at ACC by
that political

ibutions were never
stated that he was

cont

never told that his employment was contingent upon making
political contributions.

stated that he has received paychecks from both ACC

and LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL).

Additionally,

has

received payroll checks with neither the name ACC or LSL printed

on the check.

CORPORATION.

These checks contained account numbers which
depicts the company that should be charged with the payroll
presently receives his payroll check from the PHOENIX RESORT

I

| stated that he does not consider himself affiliated

with any political party and considers himself to be an

Independent.

advised that he has never voted in a political
election, however, he has registered to vote on occasion.
said that he has made political co

occasions. First,

contributed

HATCH during Novembe

and other ACC executives.
during |

[ lstated that he contributed|

ntributions on four sep

to Utah Senator ORIN

December 1988.| |said HATCH is a

check to

qtaﬁgd that he gave a |
is to CHARLEY KEATING, JR.,

Teft the employment of ACC

to either

Senator DENNIS DE CONCINI or Senator JOHN MC CAIN during Spring

1987.

said he gave the check to an unknown secretary in the
executlive administrative department of ACC.

oes not remember

specifically to which Arizona senator he made a contribution.
stated that DE CONCINI is a Democrat and MC CAIN is a Republican.

advised that he contributed

during Fall 1987.

District of Phoenix, Arizona.

HOWARD at HOWARD’s

advised that he contributed

during Fall 1987.
West sid

of Phoenix.

to HOWARD ADAMS

check to

ADAMS is a Citf councilman from the Central

office.

NELSON is a
rizona.

check to

while attending

recalls he gave a

to JOHN NELSON

city councilman representing the
[::f]stated that he gave a |

a breakfast fund-ralSer Lor

b7C

b6
b7C
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NELSON.

is

two separate Phoenix City

Council candidates.

from the Phoenix area.

advised that he made two political contributions to
does not recall

the name of the candidates, but believes he contributed between

to each candi

[ havisea that

on two separate oc
CHARLES KEATING, JR. Firs

date.

he was ﬁgl;g;;ggjfo
cagions.

t,| |telephone

KEATING to solicit a contribution for Senator hATCH.

from

of

telephone

DE CONCTNT

contributed Second,
contribution to either the
campaign. contributed
campaigns. On both occasi

sald that contributions we

to one of

ons,

|to make a

campaign or the MC CAIN

| |sent a check to' |

re never solicited from

[:::]advised that he made political contributions to

rsenate_candldates_be~ause he received a
is

that he did

| |sa1d
if he failed to contribute.

believed it would look fa
contributions were made.
HATCH would be appreciated
savings and loan industry.
say that, "This
support."

contributions were a requi

However,

telephone call from
to CHARLES KEATING,
not believe anything negative would happen to
said that he

JR.

orable in the eyes of KEATING if

said that a contribution for Senator

. se HATCH is a supporter of the

. |stated that[::::§§:]would normally
candidate is a good person and we would like your
said that it was never stated or implied

red condition of employment.

| that

was

never reimbursed in any manner for making political contributions.

[:::]advised that he was aware that it was illegal for
ACC or any other corporation to contribute to federal candidates.

stated that he was awa
in excess of $2,000 per ye
how he learned federal ele

advised that
political contribution

re that
ar.
ction regulations.

he had the occasion tordiscL

with other ACC emnplovees.

individuals could not contribute
could not remember specifically

SSs

identified

the other emplovees as

estimated
request.

telephone ca from

that over one-~half of these individuals contribpbuted upon
stated_these other employees also received a

|did not know of any of these

employees who may have declined to contribute after having been
stated thaq[:;:;::]did the most
o make contributions. | |

asked to contribute. .
complaining about having t

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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lare currently employed in the real
does not know of any employees that

estate division of LSL.
were terminated as a result of declining

employed by ACC except for a breakfast £
candidate JOHN NELSON during Fall 1987.
the NELSON campaign.

to contribute.

or Phoenix Counc

contributed

advised that he did not attend any political
events, fund-raisers, candidate appearances, dinners, while
il

to

|advised that he has not received any refunds from
any politic

al candidates.

provided the following descriptive data:

bé
b7C

Name
Home address

Home telephone #
Work telephone #
Current employer

Place of birth
Date of birth
SSAN

Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription ~10/13/89

\ !after having been advised of_ELe

interviewing agent™s identity and the nature of the interview,

furnished the following information:

I J]advised that although he resides in\

‘ \ he is emploved by

said

\ provides consulting services for the FEDE S
LOAN ]

[NSURANCE COMPANY (FSLIC), the FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE

CORPORATION (FDIC), labor unions, and others, which have

requested assistance in liquidating real
failed.

estate loans that have

vised that he was

[said he resigned his

ositions at LINCOLN when the sale closed in February 1984.
[i;;;;;; added that most of the other key LINCOIN employees left
‘within one or two months after the Fepruarv 1984 closing,
and that all the key employees who worked for had left
within six months after the February 1984 closing.
emphasized that after February of 1984, he had no
involvement with LINCOLN, and that he stayed away from the new

LINCOIN management, and did not even try
going on at LINCOIN. )

to find out what was

was asked about the political contributions he
made after February 1984. tated that these political
contributions were made on his own, and were not in any way
solicited or encouraged by CHARLES KEATING, JR., _or anfone else

at LINCOLN or AMERICAN CONTINENTAI. CORPORATION.

stated

that the only contribution ever solicited by KEA was for an
anti-pornography cause. explained that KEATING had sent
him written material aboUGt the anti-porffffffﬁf]cause shortly

after LINCOIN was sold to ACC, but that
contribute to the cause.

declined to

[;;;;:::]said he had no explanation as to why the Federal
Election 1Ss1lon records showed as an employee of

LINCOIN after February 1984, and

added that whenever he

made political contributions, he always accurately completed

cards showing his current employment.

bé
b7C

=13
b7C
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left| [ and then inl ]
became] |

| identified '
salid he did not kno ody wi € name o
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Date of transcription 10/ 6/89

\

Oon _October 6, 1989,| |
visited the Phoenix Office pf the FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION (FBI). After being advised &f the identity of the
'nterview,[::f:::]

interviewing agents and the purpose of the
provided the following information:

advised that he had been employed by the AMERICAN

RPORATION (ACC) (AMERICAN CONTINENTAL MORTGAGE
| He_advised that he
. lat a salary of[:::::::]by one
advised that while employed at ACC, he was
promoted/ tol in the division and
eventuadivl within the division. As the
lin the division. he was

CONTINENTAL
COMPANY) frdm

bé
b7C

AMEB}.ECAN CONTINENTAL MORTGAGE COMPANY, | [further advised that
hefelieved his ending salary in was between[ | and
| |also advised that he left this position for a
position with LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL) because he had been
advised that they were going to disband the AMERICAN CONTINENTAL
MORTGAGE COMPANY,

advised that he worked as for
and received a raise ar the end of
ere, he worked as a I__|in

the department for approximately| and
during that time received raises based on his responsibilities.
advised that he could not recall the amount of the raises
received during thatl |period that he
worked as | He did state that when he
was promoted to | he received a a
year raise at that time.| |also advised that he received no bé
perks such as clothing allowance or vehicle allowance while b7C
employed at ACC. He did advise that he would receive an annual
bonus usually around Christmas_from ACC, advised that in
1982 he received approximately| vear end bonus and
after that initial bonus he would receive a bonus equivalent to

-
Investigation on 10/6/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C—LA-101615%£§2)
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by SA Date dictated 10/6/89
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one to two weeks at about the same time ofdffff:::fﬁ
addition to this advised that he received bonus

from ACC for remaining with the AMERICAN CONTINENTAL MORTGAGE

COMPANY until it was finally disbanded/terminated. He stated that 4
his remaining with this company was worked out ahead of time and b7C
ACC did pay him the[:::::::ﬁbonus as promised.

When employed by ACC, he advised that as| |

e was responsible for | |
for the company. He, in turn, would report this
information to Itho, in
o)

turn, would provide Tthe same information to| f the
company Throughout his employment with ACC, he
received his checks from the company for which he was working
(AMERICAN CONTINENTAL MORTGAGE COMPANY) .

advised that he could recall no exact terms or

conditions of employment with respect to any political
contributions. While employed at AMERICAN CONTINENTAL MORTGAGE
COMPANY, various political figures were brought into the office
area and employees were allowed to attend speeches being given by
these individuals. Again, at the speech CHARLEY KEATING, JR.,
would advise that if employees wished to donate either time or
monies to these individuals, they should feel free to do so.

advised that he could recall one time in which he was
contacted by a secretary regarding a possible contribution,
however, he advised her later that he did not wish to contribute.
advised that he did not feel that contributions were
mandatory in that he was promoted to positions of increasing
responsibility within a time frame which he felt was acceptable.
[:::f:]also added that he did not recall political contributions b6
ever being mentioned during the hiring process. added that ©b7c
he had spoken with other individuals that had been contacted
regarding possible contributions. None of those individuals
seemed to have their advancement within the company affected due
to their not wishing to contribute.

advised that he may have contributed to various
politicians in local or state races, but was unable to recall the
amounts and felt that these amounts would have been nominal. He
did advise that he did contribute to a re-election campaign for
E%i%%fi;in 1987 and believes that the amount sent was approximately
of el

He advised that this check was forwarded to the secretary
er CHARLEY KEATING, JR., or| |and the secretary,
in turn, would forward the check to the appropriate location.
did recall that on one occasion a memorandum did cross his
desk requesting assistance if able for some candidates attempting
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to gain re-election, but no specific amoun . mentioned in
this memo nor a sense of compliance felt. |does not recall
making any contributions prior to 1985, and if he did, the amounts
would have been so small that it would not hav ignificant.
Other than the secretary for CHARLEY KEATING o he
could not recall any of the individuals that may have tried to
solicit or collect contributions while employed at ACC.
Additionally, | was never solicited for contributions for
any of the political candidates that visited the ACC offices.

advised that he did not comply and contribute
after having been solicited, as did others, and at no time did he
feel that he or they were being singled out for doing so.
stated that he made contributions while employed at ACC bé&cCause ne
was in a position to do so and also because he had an opportunity
to see these political candidates personally. He also added that
’ he did not feel pressure to contribute by the corporation or any
|

specific individual within the corporation.

[::::]advised that the only time he was reimbursed for

} any contribution was by the actual individi that he contributed
| money to. He advised that he received his contribution to
‘ RIEGLE back in March 1988. He advised that he received this

contribution back as a check which he, in turn, returned to
account. He did recall that there was a letter sent with his
reimbursement, however, he can only vaguely advise that the
candidate felt it was more appropriate for them to return the
money at the current time. had never heard of any one
individual being reimbursed by ACC for their contributions to any
political candidate.

advised that he was not aware of any of the

election laws relating to personal contributions or corporate
contributions. He was not aware that a citizen was limited to a b6
$1,000 per candidate per election limitation under these current b7C
laws. advised that he was not ite sure why he made a

check out for the RIEGLE election forﬁiif:::] but feels

subconsciously he may have heard that figure from someone. Other
than_the secreta f CHARIEY KEATING oj | he recalls

that of one of the land development
companies contacted him once regarding a possible contribution.

In this case with! he recalled that he declined to
contribute to that §peci individual.

[::::::hdvised that he assisted in the MC CAIN campaign
by volunteering his time for some of the MC CAIN functions. Other
than this, he advised that he attended a fund-raiser which took
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place at the KEATING household in 1982 or 1983. Thj -
initially required tickets which would cost between
per person. However, shortly before this fund-raiser was to take
place an announcement was made by ACC (KEATING) that any
individual wishing to attend this fund-raiser would be permitted
to do so. was unable to recall whether or not he was
provided wi a ticket to attend this fund-raiser, but did state
that no one at the entrance was taking down names of individuals
attending. He further advised that most of the individuals who
attended this fund-raiser were employees from ACC.

E:;:;;]advised that he was never told by anyone that he
should no a to authorities regarding his employment at ACC,

however, he felt there was a general feeling of mistrust of the
regulators by most of the employees. He also added that
individuals that were terminated by ACC did, in fact, sign
agreements in connection with their termination, but he did not
believe that their receiving severence pay was based upon signing
this agreement. He also added that he did not recall any clauses
within this agreement regarding individuals speaking with any law
enforcement agency. Additionally, stated that he had, in
fact, been responsible for firing iIndividuals within ACC during
his time at AMERICAN CONTINENTAIL MORTGAGE COMPANY. advised
he has not seen a termination agreement since 1986, bu oes not
feel that they could have changed what was used in the past. He
advised that clauses regarding assisting law enforcement agencies
as something that would generate controversy with individuals with
whom he associates.

| |advised that prior to working for AL

for |in San Francisco as
from In is position, he was generally
utilized as| rin real estate and mortgage banking type

situations. His salarv while he worked for this company was
approximately

[:::::]provided the following biographical/descriptive
data:

Name
Home address

Home telephone #
Work telephone #
Current employer
Place of birth
Date of birth

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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SSAN
Education

Additional education
Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children

bé
b7C
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| b3
. b6
[telephone] | was advised as to b7C
the ldentity of the interviewing agent and the purpose of the
interview at which time she advised as follows:
|advised based on advice of her attorney,lIl
| !she declined to be interviewed. pcknowledged
she 1Is still working a HARLES KEATING
JR.
) J;lwas served a Federal Grand Jury Subpoena
instructing her to appear to testify onl in Los
Angeles, California.
];lvlvasalsoswgmlmmma_l
instructing her To |
| in Los Angeles.
/
Investigationon 10/6/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona File## 56C-ILA-101615 ‘57/
b6
— b7¢C
by SA Date dictated 10/6/89
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Date of transcription 10/6/89

| b3
_ ft§I§§ﬁ6ﬁ§1 | was advised as to igc
the ldentity of the interviewing agent and the purpose of the
interview at which time he advised as follows:
advised based on advice of his attorney
he declined to be interviewed.
. was served a Federal Grand Jury Subboena
instructing him to appear to testify on in Los
Angeles, California.
instructing him
in Los Angeles.
Investigation on 10/6/89 at Scottsdale, Arizona File # 56C—LA—101615-?§?§:/
' b6
b7C

H Date dictated 10/6/89
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Date of transcription 10/11/89

bé

[date of birthj| | pTace of birth: b7cC

h [ Social Securitv Numberd ]

after being

advised of the identity of the interviewing agent and the purpose
of the interview, provided the following information:

[ ladvised that he graduated from| |

in| | with]
e stated that | is

[and that|

| |advised that he was previously employed with

was hired as]|

left|

an ending salary of]|

| |stated th

| from ,_____l____I
with a beginning salary of]
[as a | in] [with
at inl lhe interviewed with
(phonetic)
advised

His starting

| at AMERICAN CONTIN.
a hired him ag
salary at ACC was]|

[Indicated that he received

thrae_salarxlincreases while employed at ACC. His highest salary

was in 1988 which was January or February 1989 b6
to Left Acc in to work for because P7C
of the deteriorating condition of ACC and LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN
(LINCOLN) .
stated that he had received five to six bonuses
from ACC ranging from remembered
receiving 4 bonus for job performance and thej as a
Christmas bonus.
. . ¥
Investigation on 10/6/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615 "7);
by SA Date dictated 10/11/89
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advised that his responsibilities at ACC and

initially as |
subsidiary of ACC_(now known as ACC REAIL ESTATE

INC.). Later)] Toecame | land _then| |

[at LINCOLN. His supervisor wag| |

He received his paychecks initially from ACC and then from
LINCOLN. was given a copy of ACC’S corporate structure
chart. He circled each subsidiary for which he performed a job
function. This chart is attached and incorporated to the end of
this interview report.

[:::;::lindicated that he was never told anything about
political contributions as being terms of employment.
Furthermore, political contributions were never mentioned during
the hiring interview.

stated that his political affiliation is with
the republican party. He advised that he contributed[:i::]to
SENATOR RIEGLE in March 1 could not remembered how the
transaction was handled. Fould not recall if he ever
contributed to any state ofr Iocal candidates. stated he
would review his check regqister and cancelled checks for any

further contributions. could not recall if he ever made
any political contributions prior to 1985.

advised that] |solicited political
contributions while he was employed at ACC. He also remembered
receiving a letter from CHARLES KEATING, JR. about contributing to
SENATOR RIEGLE. reasons for making political
contributions were a e candidates were related to the

savings and loan industry and the letter from KEATING.

could not recall ever refusing to make a political contribution.

He felt there was no pressure, d or implied, to
donate while employed at ACC or LINCOLN. |lindicated that
there was never any stated or implied employment conditions while
at ACC and LINCOLN in regards to political contributions. Nor was
he reimbursed ﬁtff:fff]or LINCOLN in any manner for any of his

contributions. did receive a refund check for from
SENATOR RIEGLE 1n 1988.

[::;;::]advised that he did not know it was illegal for
ACC or any other corporation to contribute to federal candidates.

Furthermore, he did not know there were limitations on personal
contributions to federal candidates.

bé
b7C

bé
b7cC
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stated that he had discussions with other

employees within his department at ACC and LINCOLN regarding how
much money each donated. He advised that not donating to a
particular candidate was never a problem. He stated that he never
heard of anyone ever being terminated for not making a political

donation.

could not recall ever attending a political

dinner or ;un; raiser. He indicated that he never heard of

anyone at ACC or

LINCOLN ever being reimbursed for making

political contributions.

bé
b7cC
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 16/89

| bé

| appeared at the Phoenix Office of b7cC

the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) for interview.
being advised of the identity of the interviewing agents,
provided the following information:

rior to being employed at AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC).
ladvised that she was hired inl |

[:::::]provided the following identifying information:

Name
Home address

Home telephone #
Current employer
Place of birth
Date of birth
SSAN

Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children

advised that she was| |

at

Acc. | pdvised her starting salary was nually. In
approximately 1982, ACC acquired a subsidiary. approached

Chairman CHARLEY KEATING, JR., who grar;gg_g_ﬁequest to try to

attain a Series 7 stockbroker license.
successful in getting that license. | was employTg by b6

AMERICAN CONTINENTAL PROPERTIES, INCORPORATED (ACPI).
worked as| lat AcPI. h

subsequently was

b7C

supervisor was| [Wworked closely

withl

bnd with attornevs in| |
|adv1sed that there was a

merit system at ACC for raises in salary. [ |advised that she

Investigatio
SA
by SA

an

.G
10/5/89 o Phoenix, Arizona File # SGC—LA'101615éS§Z,

Date dictated 10/5/89
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could not specify any specific dates in terms of increases in pay.

E:::::]advised that she obtained a real estate license
and earned a Certified Property Management designation after five

years of education during her employment with ACC. Tn January

1989, | was earning salary
annually. [advised that in | her position changed
from | |advised
her salary changed from| Jannually. |

advised that this~created a financial hardship. | [advised
that she resigned in| due to the fact that she had
devoted her life to |and was not willing to
work in the| [excIusively.

[:::::]advised that fringe benefits included
participation in the Employee Stock Option Plan (ESOP). [::::::]
advised that although ACC had "lunch in" on occasion, ACPI did not
have "lunch in" that often.

E;;;::]advised that she received a bonus of |at one
point, bu oe member when that was. advlised that
she received ai bonus in January 1989. | | advised that
was before they knew she was leaving. 1sed that she
contacted]| after going fréﬁ{::::fffff nnually to

a
[::::::]annually and complained of financial haFQEEiEJ;:z:::;;
exerclsed her stock options during this period. advise

that she was transferred from her |
activities to

[:;:::]advised that during her |
activities from 1982 to 1989, six shopping centers were built to
include acquisition of the ground, pre-leasing, construction,
financing, etc. These projects included Continental Fiesta Plaza,
Continental Plaza, Fountain Square Shopping Center, McClintock
Fountains, and Union Crossing.

advised that when she started with ACC her
paychecks were from ACC,. advised that her paychecks at some
point started coming from ILSL.

| |advised that she

|

| She interviewed with all three 1in

sSuccession. No mention of political contributions was made at her
initial employment interview.

advised that she did not sign any termination

bé
b7C

bé
b7cC

b6
b7C
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agreements in connection with her quitting AcCC. | |advised

that she was aware that who is now|

who now resﬁdgs_;Tl | did sign a termination
agreement. advised that she was not sure as to whether or
not | who is now|

| | had to sign a termination agreement before he received
severance pay.

Senator RIEGLE at an unknown time. advised that she thought
he had an interesting presentation whic e made to ACC employees. b6
advised that she did not give_to MC CAIN, who CHARLEY b7C
G, JR., liked and supported. !advised that CHARLEY
KEATING, JR., typically introduced a speaker. Employees would
listen to the speaker. CHARLEY KEATING, JR., would then say he
" supported RIEGLE and that RIEGLE would help the company. E:E:::]
advised that then she would have to make a deiisign_ﬁhat if she
supported his position, she would contribute. advised that
there was no requirement to support Senator RIEGLE. | |advised
that her employment was not in danger if she chose not to support
Senator RIEGLE. advised that political contributions were
not solicited from

[:;:::]advised that she was a Democrat. advised
that she made a political contributf:f:;flapproxima ely to

advised that she did not contribute to several
candidates supported by CHARLEY KEATING, JR. advised that
the company would know if vou would not contriIbute to a

particular candidate. advised that she inter—-company
mail to transport her check to the candidate. advised that
"they probably_ suddested" to send it to a certain person (within
the company) . advised that she made this contribution
because RIEGLE spoke at the company and she was probably so moved
that she decided to contribute. advised that she
contributed to RIEGLE because his views paralleled her own views. b6
| advised e did not remember what RIEGLE said at his b7cC
presentation. advised that she did not feel pressured to
contribute. | advised that political contributions were never
a condition of employment at ACC. [ ]advised she did not
discuss these contributions with anyone at AcCC. [:;::;]advised she
was not reimbursed in any manner for political contributions made
and does not know of anyone who was reimbursed by ACC.

advised that she did not know it was illedagal for ACC to directly
contribute to political candidates. advised that she was
not aware of the $1,000 per candidate per election limitation on
contributions.

advised that who works at ILSL did not
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always contribute after being asked to contribute. | |advised
that she knows ff gf negative repercussions to| [for not

contributing. advised that she knows that | |did
make political contributions.

[:::::]advised that she recalls no political events such
as fund-raisers o jdate appearances which she attended while
employed at ACC. E:;ffgibdvised that she did receive a refund from
RIEGLE when her contribution was returned.
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- .
resident ofi ithe

following investigation was conducted on October 5, 1989:

Through an inquiry of the United States Post Office,

Hetermined that there was_nQ_Torwarding address

for| b6
b7cC
A review of the COILE's reverse directory by SA[::::::::]
revealed that]| was listed at the
aforementioned address for the years 1981 through 1986. | |
and were listed for the years 1987 and 1988. 1In
1989, there was no listing for the aforementioned address.
1Al |made in inquiry tol
l(protect ver requestl
b6
b7C

A review of the marriage license at the Superi b7D
fferson Avenue, Phoenix, Arigzona by SAi |

District Court, Je

revealed that]

agel

' 0

gs | were married on

record of a divorc

A revij
that Arizona DL

No

e was found.

o DMV records bv|

|revealed

was issued td

| on

March 3, 1986 with the following descriptive data:

Date of
Address

Sex
Height
Weight
Hair
Eyes
SSAN

Restrictions
Expiration date

birth

b6
b7C

revealed

A revij e DMV records by
t i issued on August 26, 1985 was issued to
W1

th the following descriptive data:

5o\ A0\ 4 /5u
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Date of birth
Address

Sex
Height
Weight
Hair
Eyes
SSAN

Expiration date

)]

bé

An inguirv o inois Department of Motor Vehicle b7C
i revealed that Driver's License
[vas issued on August 31, 1988 with the following

descriptive data:

Date of birth
Sex

Height
Weight

Hair

Eyes

Address

Expiration date

sa|

bé
b7C

and SA contacted

rthe_resident
Sh =1=)

a e e daress since

| | She rented the property from| who lives

in|

|xnew that there had been

revious
lconfirmed

tenants,L_1
address as

| She

provided the name ofi

[of the PROPERTY SHOP

as the|

Inquiry at the PROPERTY SHOP revealed that
was unavailable until October 10, 1989.
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on _October 5, 1989, ]| |
| [after being advised of the
ldentities of the interviewing agents and the nature of the
interview, provided the following information:

He is currently]
_and_worksl | He was born on| Bt
[ His ssaN isl | He has_al

| Hisl b6
is They have] b7C

He retired | £raml |
where he was |
1S total compensation at that time was| | per year. He was
M_MLLI.NQ?LN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL) in the latter part of
and was emploved for less thad |
His salary at LSL wag | per

year. Since his resignation from LSL, he has been self-employed.
He received no pay increases, fringe benefits, or bonuses.

He was hired bv LSL tof |
During his preliminary review of audits
w1l he foresaw no apparent problems with this
transition. At a later date, he realized this was an impossible
task and decided to resign.

He did not have a supervisor, however, CHARLES KEATING,
JR., was everyone’s supervisor. His paychecks came from the same
company for which he worked. CHARLES KEATING, JR., interviewed
and hired him for this position. During this interview, there was
no discussion regarding terms and conditions of employment with
respect to political contributions.

. When he resigned from LSL, he signed a termination
agreement which provided for compensation for the remainder of his
three-year contract term. This agreement was not honored. No one
at AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC) or LSL has tried to

Investigation on 10/5/89 at Tucson, Arizona File # 56C~-1A-101615 —Q\K
be
SA and b7cC
by SA Date dictated 10/6/89

This docum T COMTANNS MEITITEr TCCOMIMEnaarIons Nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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prevent or discourage him from talking to authorities regarding
his employment.

He is affiliated with the Republican party. He
contributes t CONCINI RE-ELECTION CAMPAIGN every year for
approximately He has also contributed to the campaigns of
DENNIS KOLBE, GEORGE BUSH, ED MOORE, and MORRISON. He cannot
recall the exact dates or amounts of contributions, however, he
will review his records and provide copies of all political
contributions to the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI).

If he made any political contributions before 1985, they
were probably for local politicians.

No one solicited or collected contributions from him or

while he was employed at LSL. He never felt pressured to
contribute while he was employed there. It was never stated or
implied that political contributions were a required condition of
employment. He was never reimbursed for any contributions or was
ever a party to any discussion regarding reimbursement for
contributions. He was aware that it was illegal for ACC to
contribute to federal candidates. He is aware of the $1,000 per
candidate per election limitation on contributions, as he was
involved with the Political Action Committeeat Great America First
Savings. He never discussed his political contributions with
anyone other than his wife.

He is not aware of any ACC employee who declined to
contribute after having been asked to contribute. He is not aware
of anyone who complained about contributions. He is not aware of
any termination for an employee who declined to contribute. He
does not know of any ACC employee who made political
contributions, however, he was aware that a number of the officers
of the corporation were politically active. He has never heard
of any ACC employee being reimbursed for contributions. He never
attended any political events such as a fund raiser or candidate
appearance. He has never received any refunds from candidates he
contributed to.

b6
b7C

bé
b7C
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Date of transcription 10/16/89

Oon October 5, 1989,]

| atter being advised of the ;
1dentitles of the interviewing agents and the nature of the !
interview, provided the following information: b6

b7C

She advised she is currently not employed. She was born
on| | at| | Her SSAN is

[ | She attended] |

IShe is married to| | who was emploved for less than H

LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (LSL). They havel |

She is affiliated with the Republican party. She does
not spe01flcally recall any contributions at this time, however,
she will review her records and provide copies of all political
contributions to the FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) She
does not recall making any political contributions prior to 1985.

As of a AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION (ACC)
employee, no one solicited or collected contributions from her for
political campaigns. She was never reimbursed for any political
contributions she made.

She did not know it was illegal for ACC to contribute to
federal candidates. She was aware of the $1,000 per candidate per
electio imitation on contributions as she had discussed this
with

She did not discuss political contributions with anyone b6
other than| | She does not know of any ACC employees b7C
who made political contributions. She was not aware of any ACC
employee being reimbursed for their contributions.

She did not attend any political events, such as fund-
raisers or candidate appearances while her husband was employed by
ACC. She did not receive any refunds from any candidate which she
may have contributed to.

SA and
by SA Date dictated 10/6/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Date of transcription

| . | b3
lwas interviewed at his bé
residence. Also present was| After b7c
being advised as to the identity of the interviewlng agents and
the nature of the interview, | voluntarily provided the
following informdtion:
b3
b6
b7C
Investigatiopaa 10/5/89 s Scottsdale, Arizona g # 56C—LA—101615‘@%{
b6
SA b7C
SA Date dictated 10/6/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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At the conclusion of the interview, the interviewing

agent served| lwith a Federal Grand Jury Subpoena
commanding him to fhe United States
Attorney’s Office in Los Angeles, California.

himself:

provided the following information about

Name

Race

Sex

Date of birth
Place of birth
SSAN

Home address

Home telephone #
Employment
Work telephone

b3
bé
b7C

b3
b6
b7cC

b3
bé
b7C




“

< v LSE
" "’

FD-302a (Rev. 11-15-83)

56C~-LA-101615

, On
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, Page

Continuation of FD-302 of

Education

Spouse’s name
Spouse’s employer
Children

b3
bé
b7C
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[felephone number | date of birth

was contacted at telephone numben |

pursuant to a telephone message left for SA on October 4,

1989.

b6
agreed that he would come down to the E b7c

BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) to be interviewed, however,

requested a note from the United States Attorney’s Office or the
FBI indicating that his personal subpoena would be quashed if he
agreed to an interview with the FBI. The writer advised that he
would check with the Assistant United States Attorney regarding

request. In the meantime, a tentative appointment was

scheduled for 10:15 a.mn.

[ |was_x§ggn$acted and advised that his subpoena bé

for |

would not be quashed and that there b7C

was no basls prior to an interview to quash this subpoena.

some gro

[;::::::]advised that he would consent to an interview if
nd rules

for the interview could be established. For

example,

advised that a ground rule example would be that

the United
particular

States Attorney would gquash his subpoena based on
ground rules.

[:::;;:;jwas advised that no ground rules for an
interview wou e established. | | advised that if he were
to be interviewed by the FBI and still have to respond to his
subpoena with| | then he may just as well go

the one ti
subpoena.

arrangemen

ne and make his personal appearance in response to the

was advised that this would be an agreeable

Investigation on 10/5/89 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 56C—LA-101615"§%5

by S

—_—

bé
Date dictated 10/6/89 b7cC

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBIL. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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|
y | | telephone

_ | was advised as to the
ldentity of the interviewing.agents and the purpose of the

interview at which time she advised as follows:

Investigation on 10/5/89 at Phoenix, Arizona

29D-LA-102009

File 56C-LA-101615

by

Date dictated 10/6/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned

to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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{Mount Ciipping n Space ?eflos_/.v_) L

' WASHINGTON — The House '
‘Banking Committee voted Thurs-
hairman.of
American Continental Corp; fotes:
fify about the collapse.of Trvine- -
based Lincoln Savings.and T.oan.. -
The. ‘panel, which plans four -
, hedrings beginning next week, vot-
1€d 41:0:fo. subpaéna. ‘Charles H.,
' Keating * Jr., whose' .company
- owned Lincoln Savings-ntil it was f
- seizefl by “federal: regulators; i Crawford, Califorpia savings and
. Aprilj Liicoln Savings is-expected’ . Toan
“to-bé:the most expensive S&Ebail- .
+out, with mostestimates ofthe cost -

exceeding $2 billion. o
.. American Continental is. now in 9
. bankrupteyproceedirigs, putting i

P,

viduals who: invested more tha

their money. ‘The notes were sold
.throygh;Liﬁcoln‘ﬁpaHChes n:South-

& California,

Ham: Seidman, chairman of the
Tederal Deposit Insurance ‘Corp, ;.
- Danny Wall, director:of the Of

loan commissioner;, and others.{

I Keating' 1

'fon ‘saying he had ynot decided. .
) Whetper to-appear yoluptarily. <
i Federal regulators. last month. ,
. filedva $1.1 billion ciyil lawsuit |
: charging Keating,and others with }
i fraud and racketeering. - - f
) ﬁTh&‘hearings‘arql.e}fpected,t_o«’fm

; £4s on why Wall, as chairman of

't now defunct Federal Home

, examination that turnéd:up-irregu:
! ‘l.ar'iti;éss'd@laying‘i'egufatbky«aclibn<

. from 'mid-1987 until Ia}ft April. - i

0 subpoenaed was Edwin J.

;, former Federal’Home Loan
{Board chairman, ‘and other

N

egiflators who metseithy fivesena-
“top“s.i;% April 1987, - g coe T

£ i

question whether the 23,000 ind}- !

$200- million in notes will éver séa. ;

{
{'Also_ subpoended ‘were: L, Wil
fice of Thrift Supetyision; Williafy.
ssued 'a statement |
rough a spokeésman in ‘Washing- |

f
|
4

&

!

[ Loan} Bank Board, rejected a field g
K

’ {

; e ' I@’@Iﬁe;
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{Mount Chpping in Space Below) '

A

Santq

It was the spring of 1987, and .
arles H Keat g dr. needed a
!

Federal regula ors ‘were. prepa;:-
amg 1o take. Ipvi e-based Lipcoly |
Savings andLoanawayfromKeat- | !
ingle cgmpany, American Contx- f
nen or

Ainajorally, ngcpln borrower
who$afonithe Federal Horie; Loan i
‘Bank Board,. ‘was-embroiled-in -an {
N ethics: flghtoverzhxs Hiesto Keating |

and would: soofy resign. 1
: ‘Undaunted, Keating tried to- usa"
hls . substantial ,golg‘lcal influ ige

ym Washington in: othér ways. ° ?
! He got-five US senators: toget er '
1ta twice to interrogate regulators J

I " And, the Reglst r has uncov-
| red, Keatmg wag, able to. win
bx:oad congressmnal support for -
the marihewasbacking as thenext
chalrman of the bank board ~ a

! Denver ‘husinéssman with: tiesito-a |

Lificoln bograwer whonow isi@: ey |

player in the unfolding scandalat |

the USDepartinént of Housing and

Urb o Development,

Thirty months later, .those ac-s

tloln art(la s%ﬂl in the natmnal politi- |

cal spotlight.-

On Tuesday, the Housc: Bankmg

g St

T TP

Commlttee begms a.series of hear-g
| ings:into the scandal surronnding,
the collapse of Lincoln; 84 vmgs,;
whwh wag taken.over by the gov-
rnment six morths ago.
. Insuring Lincoln's deposifors is
; expected to. cogt- US taxpaygrs| |
b ihore than: §2 bxlhon, which would:
} make it the most expensive say-|
! ings-andloan: bailout, Addition ly, 1
| .thebankruptcy of American-Cox ti- ¢
; mental:in.April leaves 23,000 inves-
tors: witl.more than $200 millionkin |
? uninsured-corporiate notes-that ap- |
i pear: to: sbe worthless, .
in Lawmakers-arelikely to:be- loqk—
" inginside the Jegislative branch as |
+ gell as the regulatory process for |
| answers. ;
i + At the heart of the. myesugatmn
,g is-how Keating was able to: get the
t ;bank ‘board 10 wait two years o ;
i jeme meoln after its San Francxs—

’$
1
11

g and Joan’s pro olams
b Mueh of the jattention will
§placed on why bem bers of .Con-
tgress went fo: bqt for Keafing.,
P thmk in the future Il give
much Tnore scru tiny in.the future
1 §when a-constituent comes.running
{saying, ‘Ineed Ju$t1ce Tt saidrSen,.
1 Johnr McCam, RAAiZ., whqse polit-
;;cal career:hias:been: stmned by his

; co .office had, cetaﬂed the savas

:f€40
:cnaracter- \566"(/4 __/0/@/\5/
y or
. 4@ . | Classification:
8 i | Submitting Office;
LSaunts Hua /?eé/mlam’- Aémc
Indexing: M 0/1//5/0"

:relationships \ngh ‘Keatingthatin-
! clude- attending. ihe two. meetings.
|, “Lthink it very obvipus that M,

‘g ressive.”
Keatmg, could Jiot.,

Keating. fas veny pohtwauy ag—

yeached’ regardmg this-report, his.!
E‘ defended. glls political sway in' theei
i ‘past.. At g press cqr;ference in
Apnl, Keatirgsssiade o bores, |
$about whether his. political conitri- ¢
ibutmns hadi bought him: influence: t

R el Do B!

e Oravee County Kegister
{Indicate page. name of
Lot /@?}49/

newspaper, |ty and slate )
es/
r ﬂ fa

La o

‘Date. /o/rb/gf
‘Edion:

itle & 4(6['/7 s }Of’l‘ﬁ
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“!}‘wgnt:t(m%ﬂle;mbst :fbrcefud

way Loan: [ cettainly hope so.” |
"%V%thﬂpolit;ips,ﬁea&lng was. vl\,e’.;.

‘to.postpane his.day of yeckoning,”
s‘ai% ng.,- Jim Leach, R-lowag a
‘member of the banking comntit-
tee, “The fgcts speak for them-
felyes. ... Congress may have-its
| qwn Watergate unfolding,"”™
}{ In early 1587, Keating's Ameri:
}.can Continental-Corp, was feeling
 regulatory heat from federal offi-

+ cials-baged:in Sap Francisco; who: |,
' were:cdlling for the:governmentto

' take control of Lincoln. . . - -
* “Keating, and .yegulators  dis
" -agreed vehemently on-the propri-
ety-of.the speculative venturesthat
Tdncoln had invested billions int
junk bonds, takeover ‘plays, land
. devlopment and luxury hotels
" When Edwin:Gray, then the
IPlease seg LING

L3

s
=

/5

L

“Fboard’s”chairman, moved::
rback the-abify
iers to.use fed

¢ He hired variotis: consultants. =

fat one time at least three former :

a4 His chief oppenient was. Philip |
Winn, 2 Denver real-estatg devel: ;>

LN
cr 4

»Ope was M. Danny Wall; ataide’}’ ~ The House commitieg’ charges” |

to-Sen. J; a#n, R-Utah, rank-
ing:thinority mermnber-of the:Senate
gg%’nking ‘Committee, Wall got the
A o . ' .

" oper.who recently -erided a’oie-’
year tour as:ithe TS .Ambass,gdo {0

<

ik, according to-press repoyts
" atghe time, ha
_.mgny of 90 members of the Hodse
. -ard Senate. v

Keating, Gray said last week,
Wwastheman WhopesWinn’s candi-
" dacy in motion, " L
i “Itwas clear that Keating'want- .
" ed'Winn as chairami,” said Gray,
ynow &Florida savings and loan ex- j
V'ecutive: “I-was quite coneerned.”"

' "The.congressional endorsements i
-for Winn. came despite liis links to.’
. MDC Holdings, @ Denver real es-
‘tate-company. Winn, who once ran-’

y euti: for gpvernor of Colorado as.a Re- '
ty-s&Lihcolnand oth- publitan, served as. a ditector of
erally insured depos- : MDClin 1985 and 1986°and: as a di-
. sits-on such ets, Kéating'exploded. |

rector on-a real estaté investment
ftrust’ managed by tMDC wuntil;

f

P
1

5

f

i

g

d the Support pflas
1 tors twide .on be

. 'tors.had uncovere

March.1988, when'he tookthe Swiss £

b . .

! thatin one Il%manth period-in 1986 |

! and 1987, Winii aﬁd”ﬁ?is associates. |
were able to get one-eighth of all

. approvalsiforacoveted: HUD.reha-

i

* bilitationi pragram. ~
¢+« '“He has.a ot of friends,” said
" Shays. . '

.. Just as Winn's fu
- forthe bankboard: s
along, Keating pull
notable political ¢
five - US senators

|
%

tile campaign ]
pot was rollirgy |
ed off his most |
oup: apei:sua;ling.*i
to lobby regula-t-
half of American

Continental.” = L
‘What the San. Francisco regula-
d about"Lincoln.
was eventually to form the basis
for:ithe charges:of mismanagement
andfraud-contained-in:a $1.1 billion
suit filed-against Keating, 'his.fam.
ily and company officers by the
government last month. - =~ 1§
-But Keating brandedithe.regula-}
Is” two-year review .of Lincoln’
00ks. as.vindictive, In assembling)
the senators, Keating — a staunch’

Republican —showed how he used!
political ties that™seemed rarely ‘
-

§o

ed to a politiciai*s. philosophy. -
His .camphigm~2ands flowed,

lcongressmen and aformer Califor- ,ambdssadorship., IO A iy L nidRaat. B
nia savings andloan commissioner | MDCwasone of Lingoln's major 1 SWifty t0fhose who would aid Keat f
AL oy SR 5 ” .1 . i Ang's cayse: 1o lef savings anaj;
10 fight the new rules. He sued jborrowers. The governmenthas al- " loans invest their federally insuted®|
ek board e A |odin asyitagainst Keating and |, FERREER S R el |
- Anfl-in November 1986, Atlanta | others:that MDChelped Amerifan chose , ‘ 13
attciney Lee Henkel was appornt- [Contifiental -book "phony prafits ' One of those tied to the right] &
’ed 5% the Reagan administrationito through.complex swaps-of praper- ;| wing Keating is California’s .top
doin Gray on the bank board. . ities. TN “"liﬁé%él Democrat, Sen. Alan Cran- |

‘Henkel quickly proposed rules . MDC recently settled charges | { ston. The senator got §47,000 -in
that would'have helped Lincoln.out ; e e oo ] campaign contributions  from. -
:of its, regulatory predicament by ! Wwith'the Securities and Exchange | f Ipaigl e .

iputting a “grandfather” clause inty CommissiGiwthdut admil
the-new rules. Tt was soonlearned] denying that it improperly booked.
profits.on:several:real-éstate. deals

ithat Henkel had ties to compan;
ithat Had borrowed more thaj §
imiflion from,. Lincoln. ' .
That bothered the’ then-chaji-
-of the Senate Banking Corn-
‘mittee,. Williamm Proxmire, - who
iasked the Justice Department to
investigate. By the end of March
Henkel had resigned. - L

t the-sanje:time, it was'obvioiis
Hat Gray would not return to the
‘bank board after his-ferm-expired
«J&ne 30, -%I%wq:men\zemerged; as the
lleading candidates to- be the pa-
tion's top savhésang;loan regula-

S0

1or.

es”

J
/

4 Commissigiwithout admitting or

. it
. B

g ~"Qching:js,coincidengewith*Mr.
ti Wing,” said Rep. “Christopher
;’5 ‘Sha 35, R.-Conn. He1ds’a membet of
"the-House Governmert:Operation
;1 Comir
ind l‘ﬂ
’}f anﬂd‘ihz
p. Wip

é

rban Development.. -
¢/t the-heart-of the a
Shays said,

§ At:a recent

ousg committee; which.at the

H
b )
“his.action involving HUD as.a pri--
'vate businessmait as.‘proper. The.

. ‘it made;, including ones with Amer- |
. ¢ icaniContinental. ~ ' ; - 1

ittee looking ifto. the scan-.
| the Department of Housing -

in, who-sefved as'a ranking -
HUD|pfficial in 1981 and- 1982, is.at |
gency’s:problem,
ce b ‘

“hearing before the -

ytime ‘did- ot knaw .of Winn’s bank
oard encounter, Winn defended

Keating.and his associates, who !
' also.donated-$850,000:to thiree voter-§
' registration .organizations, includ-":)
ing one headed by ‘Cranston’s son.
Alsq attending were spﬁat?%S’;,

| MCain; Denni§ DeConcini, ,D-*.
| Atiz; Donald Riggle, DMich: |
T and John Glenn, D-Ohjo. All five
| lawmakers, -€ach who received
I substantial political.campiagn:con-.
~tribytions from Keating, have de-
nied-any wrongdoing ifconnection i
with ithe fheeting. ‘i
?

i

t
¢

¢

The first.gathering —minus Rie- +
gle — was-held'April 2.at DeConci-
ni’s office in Washington late oné=";
1 afternoon, with Gray. Phe’seeond’, !
' one, which Cranston attended-only,” |
/| briefly, was a week later at-the -
same spot with officials from the -~
| Federal Home Loan Bank -of San™.

1 Prancisco, Keating's adversaries: *

Register was-iunadle td reach Widn. . L wenttoithe Apritd, 1987 meet-
Do Tty oumae gk Winn ™' oy with Ed Gray to get decisive i
0L turther comment. ., " L - %, action; to get-Bd ‘Gray and the |

2

bank board to .act — one way ofs
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another, sooner rather than later,” -,
Cranston said in a stgtement re-"
« leased Friday after .the Common. .
Cause lobbying group galled for a
-ethics investigation of §he five ser
ators. o , .
1., Gray revealed earlier this yeal™
ithat the senators.at thé first meet™?
ing‘had asked himte.change indus- /
‘itx;y rules to benefit Keating. A
thhugh the senators. vehementhy"
gnied this, Cranston recently did*
art about face regarding his regals«
fedtion of those meetings — admit-"!
ling that senatgrs‘may have acted j
improperly abbattha-ule change,

PP T SN e

o=
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naw RKBARNHILL et EN
Dally NewsWashington Bureau | .

l WASHINGTON — foegb{ul
ernment will expand its investi- ,

But he urged Congress to take.
adtfor w4t will assure bank ex-
;aminers are protected in the fu-'
‘turé from “political: pressures.”
"“The.impoftance. of the regula-

gation into-whether political con- 'tors’ independence cannot be:

Qtributxcms 10 Sen, Alan Cranston:

coln Savmgs and Loan,.a key reg-'
‘ulator said Tuesday. ‘

overstated: Effective supervision

and other lawmakers-were. illegal-’ .protects-the public,” he:said.
Iy furineled from assets at Lm-lq

“Staff'must be authorized to:
-carry out:its mandate of superyi-
_sion-without fear of outside infly-

“We believe that. substanual ‘rence,” ‘Seidman said.

addmonal investigation is war-::

*They are the essentlal thin,

ranted and may result in the fi l-: {blue line protecting the financial;
ing of additional-civil: actions,. m- 'system: and the taxpayer from.

cluding fraud actions,” said. L.
William Seidman, chairman of

Din o

the cheral Deposn Insuranee,
'.iEtthS Cpmmtttee.t

Cor

“We will be Jooking at every,
plece of evidence we can find-to:
determine whether or not laws
were violated with respect to po—
lmgal conmbutlons . Sexdman
ai

"Testifying before the House
Bankmg, Finance and Urban Af:!
fairs’ Committee as it opened,
earings into' the '$2billion :col-'
lapse of Lincoln Savings and"
%.oan, Seidman also said that the

deral ‘bank: ‘board- had -enough,
evidence in 1986 to take.immedi- .
ate aclion:against Lincoln.

“The House: jpane] hopgs 10, de-

'bllhon dollar insurance losses.”

ause:asked the-Senate
open "for-
é:5en-,

Ll investigation ofthg-fiv

,ators who mtervened on Lin~:

coln’s behalf with ubankmg
regulators
‘Common Cause also asked the :
:Justice Department'to: mvesugate
‘whether more thap $ 1.5 million’
dn political. contnbutxons from' .
Keatmg 10. the senators “consti-|
tuted a violation .of federal eleo-
tion.Jaws:or any other §tatutes g
The five. lawinakers.are Sens.:
yCranston, D- Calif: Denms De-~
Concmx, D-Ariz;;, John McCam,

i RsAriziy John Glenn, D-Ohlo,K .
sand Donald W Rlegle JE., D't ‘

;term“’x"n“"e why federal Tegulators;’ chh

fthc'famngz institution:and-curb;
the ‘activities ‘of Charles H, Kea-{
{tmg Jr., chairman -of meolns
iparent company;, Amencan Con-':a
tinental Corp, - t
A: central -question. is whetl;er
rCranston and four other senators
+— all of whom received cam~l
paign gnd other money. fraji:
Keating — mtervened with regu-
Hators 1o shield Lincoln from a,
fedeml takeover.
In his tesumony Tuesday,
Seidman did ‘not accuge any of
the senators of wrongdomng,

?d notactsoonertortakecontroli

- s

Qxanston sollcxted tabout $1
million in. contmbutlons from:
Keafing; including $47,000 for .

his. re-election campaign.. and; ;

t$850 000 for voterregistration,
campangns, mcludmg pne orga -
“ized by-his. son. ‘ \

iGlenn: received $34 000 in;
‘oampalgn contr:buﬂons and
$200,000-for a political commxt-i
1ee: he controlled ‘

DeConcxm received. $55 0001 1m
campaign contributiops; Riegle
collected $76,100 for his cams

east'week; the watehdo&grou? .
k

Date:
Edition:

Titte:

Character:
or
Classification:

\awdicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

DAILY NEWS ,
SAN TERNANDG, CA
Wm., OCT. 18, 1989
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U.S. TO WIDEN S&L~SENATORS
PROBE

Submitting Oftfice:

LOS ANGELES

Indexing:

paign and McCain received

I'T0; 1n. campaign. contribu-
hllOnS and $13,000-in gifts.

DeConcmx and Riegle have

since retuiped the contributions,
and. McCain repaid $13,000 for
-air transportation and other
:gtfts !
‘Glenn and Cranston havé de-
clmed to give the: money back,
saymg it-would be acknowledgmg
rimproper: ‘behavior, - ..
. In:April. 1987, the five senators
;met with federal regulators and
.pressed Lincoln’s case at the
height of a three-year mvesu a-
tion of:the failing-institution, :,
In.an unprecedented move
later, the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board transferred supem-v

. sion.-of Lincoln from-its San-

Francisco. office. to. Washmgton

-and-ordered a whole new.investi=

gation.

All five-senators: have said they
urged regulators.only to conclude
1hemmvest1gauon of Lincolnone
way.0r another ~—and did not try
1o influence its.outcome.

‘Seidman: said that an evalua-
‘tion:of the institution: in March
1986 revealed that Lincoln was.
net in comphance with..account~
,x’ng ifidards, ha*dksubstan‘ual

-ardous operauons‘,” Se:dman.
-said.. .

‘quicker action: would have pre-

! Lincoln banlout is. expected to*

‘{fiere and‘the stop'signs posted-in -

Toan losses, had xmdeqyate andi§
missing records and was speeu-ﬁ
Jating in junk bonds, he said. ™ ™}

“My staff indicaied that had .

we made such fmdmgs in-one of--

~our own institutions, we would « 0

havé-sought an immediate cease- '
and-desist order: 10 stop: the haz-

He: refused to speculate wl;eth— ‘
e the senators 1nterven£xon~:
caused the delay. But he said’

vcnted most-of the estimated loss:;
tof $1.5 billion 10 $2 billion'the§

cost-taxpayers.
“The sad.fact. about this: fallure ‘
is that the : warning signs, were'

time 10 prevent much of the loss
to:the'insurance fund;” said Rep.

" Henry B Gonzalez, D—Texas, the-,

bankmg committee chairman. .
“But the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board, instead, waved the

“institution. through the stop: Slg-‘«*

nals and lét it continue racing,’
down: the fast lane. ulntxl it 4 u
crashed,” Gonzalez said.
Gonzalez:said he has not ruledl. ;
out asking the:five senators 10 -ap- -

gt

pear before. the commitice;
Zagz 5T ﬁ%?
ﬁ? FB1/00GJ




‘ RR‘FBTLA FBIRX

DE RUEHFB #0162 30bl3

ZNR UUUUU
R le@4sz 0CT 89

FMMDIRECTBQ FBI-

0036 MRT 01676 . - - o Now | 5 usﬁ“'ag

TELETYPE ROBM’

TO FBI LOS ANGELES (56C~ LA- 10161F>QWCQQ4 SARA)/ROUTINE/ .~ .

LBI PHOENIX/R@UTINE/
BT
UNCLAS

CCITE: //0622//

SUBJECT: CHARLES KEATING, CHATRMAN, AMERICAN CONTINENTAL

CORRORATION, PHOENIX, ARIZONA; UNSUB; PRINCIPALS AND OFFICERS

* OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN (8 & L);' IRVINE, OALIFORNIA;

ELECTION LAW MATTLR D0: LO ANGEFE”-

ON OLTQBFR ?O 1989r CONG&EbﬁIONAL AFFAIR&.

EBIHQ, WAS. -

;CONTACTED BY

1

TELLPHONE NUMBER

-,
AR N
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‘ATTFNTION THAT‘H& (PAS HAYAN) HAD RECEIVED CAMPAIGN

N

_LQ?‘ PHOENIX

-

CONTRIBUTIQN“ FQQM ANERIFAN CQNTINENTAL FORPOR»

27 i W CEs

fARIZGNA PA HAYAN IS CQVCERNED ABOUT @HﬁﬁPUBLICITY WHIFH HA“u

ALREADY OCCURREB REGARDING THE' FIVE v. 5. TNATORQ &zgsrvxug.gj_f P IR

ST

CAMPAIGN LONTRIBUTIONa | SN vf"l_ V"_,;, L ,%,'f“& 35“f“‘A;' ,
ﬁ{_ - THE OFFILE or- comc ESSTONAL AFFATRS REfONTACTBm | QNf*W'iQf' — if;
‘ "orTOBER 31, 1989, AND ADVIbED HlM THAT THIb INFORMATTON WILL |
- BE EORWARDFD o THE INTEREJTED OFFICES. KTATED THAT .
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/ Date 10/19/89

i

FM FBI, 1OS ANGELES (56C-LA-101615) (WCC~4/SARA) (P)
T DIRECTOR, FBI/PRIORITY/ f / ,}5/ @57‘) /O} ZO/X ? I/\/\/ L
FBI, PHOENIX (56C-LA-101615)/PRIORITY/ // J s [o S—O /()/010/57 /2\/\)/ 1\‘
BT T
~ UNCLAS
SUBJECT: CHARLES KEATING, JR., CHATRMAN; AMERICAN CONTINENTAL
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, ARIZONA; UNSUBS; ET AL; ELECTION IAW
VIOLATION; 00: LOS ANGELES.

A = - - - 7| S "NE % B S )

RE IOS ANGELES AIRTEL TO THE DIRECTOR, DATED 9/27/89.

e
o

FOR INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU AND RECEIVING OFFICES AS

oy
—

MENTTONED IN PREVIOUS COMMUNICATIONS DURING THE WEEK OF 10/2/89,

ot
~

APPROXIMATELY 35 INDIVIDUALS WERE INTERVIEWED IN THE PHOENIX,

.
w

ARTZONA AREA. THE INDIVIDUALS INTERVIEWED WERE THOSE WHO HAD

=y
[

MADE POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS DURING THE YEAR 1985 AND 1988. THE

ot
W

INDIVIDUALS WERE ALSO ASSOCIATED WITH AMERICAN CONTINENTAL

jay
(=)

CORPORATION AND/OR LINCOLN SAVINGS AND ILOAN. APPROXIMATELY 52

[y
~3

INDIVIDUALS IN TOTALITY WERE CONTACTED OF WHICH 19 REFUSED TO BE

jw—y
(=]

INTERVIEWED. THOSE REFUSING AN INTERVIEW WERE SERVED WITH A

R =
S ©
o
o

1l - Los Angeles
(29D-1A-102009)

N
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PAGE TWO (56C-IA-101615)
FEDERAL GRAND JURY SUBPOENA REQUIRING THEM TO APPEAR BEFORE THE

FEDERAL GRAND JURY IN LOS ANGELES

ALT, INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED WERE ALSO PROVIDED WITH A FEDERAL GRAND

JURY SUBPOENA REQUESTING

THE FEDERAL GRAND JURY

IN 10S ANGELES

THE PURPOSE OF THE ABOVE INTERVIEWS WERE TO DETERMINE IF ANY
INDIVIDUALS ASSOCIATED WITH THOSE TWO COMPANIES WERE REIMBURSED
FOR MAKING POLITICAIL: CONTRIBUTIONS. INITIALLY IT APPEARS NONE OF
THE INDIVIDUALS WHO AGREED TO AN INTERVIEW WERE REIMBURSED FOR

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTION WITH ONE EXCEPTION. WHO WAS

CHARLES KEATING, JR.,

ADVISED SHE VOLUNTEERED TO MAKE A CONTRIBUTION TO THE ORIN

HATCH COMMITTEE IN 1988. AT THE TIME SHE VOLUNTEERED TO MAKE THE
CONTRIBUTION, CHARLES KEATING ADVISED HER HE APPRECTIATED IT AND
WOULD "MAKE IT UP TO HER." APPROXIMATELY A WEEK AFTER MAKING THE

CONTRIBUTION SHE RECEIVED A BONUS FROM CHARLES KEATING,

JR. DID IN FACT CORRELATE THE BONUS WITH THE FACT THAT

SHE HAD MADE THE POLITICAL CONTRIBUTION. THE BONUS AND

CONTRIBUTION WERE NEVER DISCUSSED AGAIN WITH CHARLES KEATING, JR.
MOST OF, IF NOT ALL OF THE INDIVIDUALS WHO REFUSED TO BE
INTERVIEWED ARE REPRESENTED BY AN ATTORNEY AND ARE INDIVIDUALS
WHO MAY HAVE GIVEN NUMEROUS POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS RATHER THAN
JUST ONE OR TWO CONTRIBUTIONS. THE RECORDS THOSE INDIVIDUALS AND

b3

b6
b7C
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PAGE THREE (56C-LA-101615)

THE OTHERS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED TO SUBMIT ARE FINANCIAL RECORDS
WHICH MAY SHOW A CORRELATION BETWEEN BONUSES, RAISES, AND THE
CONTRIBUTIONS MADE.

IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE, INVESTIGATION IS NOW FOCUSING
DIRECTLY ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CHARLES KEATING, JR., AND
FIVE UNITED STATES SENATORS WHO APPEARED TO HAVE LOBBIED ON
BEHALF OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND IOAN IN EARLY 1987. AS MENTIONED
IN VARIOUS NEWS ARTICLES, THE FIVE SENATORS PERSONALLY MET WITH
OFFICIALS OF THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD. ALTHOUGH AT THIS
TIME THE EXACT DETAILS AND PURPOSE OF THE MEETING ARE UNKNOWN IT
APPEARS THE SENATORS WERE VOICING VARIOUS COMPLAINTS REGARDING
THE INVESTIGATION OF LINCOIN SAVINGS AND LOAN BY THE FEDERAL HOME
LOAN BANK BOARD IN SAN FRANCISCO. IT APPEARS THAT IN THIS
MEETING AND IN A SUBSEQUENT MEETING WHICH WAS HELD THE SENATORS
WERE DIRECTLY REPRESENTING LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN AND ADVISING
THE BANK BOARD AS TO VARIOUS CONCESSIONS LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN
WOULD MAKE IF THE BANK BOARD AND ITS EXAMINERS WOULD CHANGE THEIR
PROCEDURES AND/OR EXAMINATION OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN.

IN DISCUSSING THIS MATTER WITH FBI SUPERVISOR

AND FROM THE PUBLIC INTEGRITY SECTION OF THE

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IT APPEARS AT THIS POINT IT IS ABSOLUTELY

NECESSARY TO CONTACT

IN ADDITION AT THE PRESENT TIME A UNITED

bé
b7C
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PAGE FOUR (56C-IA-101615)

STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES BANKING COMMITTEE IS MEETING TO
DETERMINE DETAILS AND INFORMATION REGARDING THE FAILURE OF
LINCOLN SAVINGS AND IOAN. THEY HAVE SUBPOENAED TO TESTIFY
VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS CONNECTED WITH LINCOIN AND THE FEDERAL HOME

bé
b7C

BANK BOARD INCLUDING IN ADDITION, THE SENATE ETHICS

COMMITTEE HAS ASKED UNITED STATES SENATOR ALAN CRANSTON AND THE
OTHER FOUR SENATORS TO DEFEND THE ACTIONS THEY TOOK IN 1987 ON
BEHALF OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND ILOAN.

HAS BEEN VERY OUTSPOKEN TO THE

PRESS REGARDING THE MEETINGS WHICH TOOK PLACE WITH THE SENATORS.

PAS PUBLICLY STATED HE FELT THE SENATORS WERE ATTEMPTING TO
PRESSURE HIM AND THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD TO ALTER THEIR
EXAMINATION. IN ADDITION, HE ADVISED THIS PARTICULAR SERIES OF
MEETINGS WERE UNPRECEDENTED REGARDING THE REIATIONSHIP BETWEEN
THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD AND THE UNITED STATES SENATE.

bé
b7C

ON 10/18/89, SA SPOKE WITH WHO

OVERWHELMINGLY AGREED TO BE INTERVIEWED BY THE FBI. AT THE

PRESENT TIME IS OUT OF THE COUNTY AND IS NOT EXPECTED TO

RETURN UNTIL 10/30/89. AT PRESENT HE HAS BEEN SUMMONED BEFORE

THE HOUSE BANKING COMMITTEE TO TESTIFYVON 10/31/89.

BELIEVES THAT TESTIMONY APPOINTMENT WILL BE POSTPONED. HAS

AGREED TO BE INTERVIEWED BY THE FBI IN MIAMI, FLORIDA, DURING THE

MIDDLE PART OF THE WEEK OF 10/30/89. WILL BE INTERVIEWED

REGARDING THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING ANY AND ALL MEETINGS HE
HAD WITH THE FIVE U.S. SENATORS IN CONNECTION WITH LINCOLN
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PAGE FIVE (56C-IA-101615)
SAVINGS AND LOAN. HE WILL BE SPECIFICALLY ASKED AS TO APPROACHES
WHICH WERE MADE REGARDING THE ALTERING OF ANY EXAMINATION. 1IN

bé

ADDITION, WILL BE ASKED TO IDENTIFY ANY OTHER EXAMINERS OR b7C

REGULATORS WHO MAY HAVE KNOWLEDGE OR WERE IN ATTENDANCE AT THE

MEETINGS WITH THE FIVE SENATORS. IS FULLY COOPERATING WITH

THIS INVESTIGATION AND IS PROVIDING COPIES OF CORRESPONDENCE
BETWEEN HE AND SENATORS CRANSTON, RIEGLE, AND MCCANE. IN
ADDITION, HE IS PROVIDING ANY AND ALL NEWS ACCOUNTS HE HAS
MAINTAINED GOING BACK TO 1986. IN ADDITION TO BEING INTERVIEWED
REGARDING THE MEETINGS AND CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING CONTACT WITH
THE FIVE U.S. SENATORS FILL ALSO BE INTERVIEWED REGARDING

HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE EXAMINATION ITSELF AND IRREGULARITIES WHICH
MAY HAVE TAKEN PIACE BY LINCOIN SAVINGS AND LOAN. AS MENTIONED
IN PREVIOUS COMMUNICATIONS THIS INVESTIGATION IS BEING CONDUCTED
IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE PHOENIX DIVISION AND IN CONJUNCTION WITH
A BANK FRAUD AND EMBEZZLEMENT CASE. REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE
PHOENIX DIVISION AND THOSE KNOWLEDGEABLE IN THE BANK FRAUD AND
EMBEZZLEMENT ASPECT OF THE CASE WILL BE PRESENT AT THE INTERVIEW

bé

WITH b7C

BASED ON NEWS ACCOUNTS OF STATEMENTS MADE BY AND THE

CIRCUMSTANCES KNOWN TO DATE REGARDING THE MEETINGS WHICH TOOK

PLACE BETWEEN AND THE SENATORS AND THE STATEMENTS MADE BY

ON 10/18/89, IT IS ANTICIPATED THE INTERVIEW WILL

GENERATE ENOUGH PROBABLE CAUSE AND PREDICATION TO INITIATE A
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PAGE SIX (56C-IA-101615)
PRELIMINARY INQUIRY INTO A FEDERAL BRIBERY CASE.

IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE, ON 11/8 AND 11/9/89, ALL
INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL FROM SANTA ANA RA AND PHOENTX DIVISION
WILL BE MEETING IN PHOENIX FOR A STATUS MEETING ON BOTH THE BANK
FRAUD AND EMBEZZLEMENT CASE AND THE POLITICAL CORRUPTION CASE.

IT IS SUGGESTED THAT SUPERVISOR FROM FBIHQ AND ATTORNEY

FROM THE PUBLIC INTEGRITY SECTION OF THE

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BE PRESENT AT THAT MEETING. IN ADDITION TO
THE INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL ALI, ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
WORKING THIS MATTER WILL BE PRESENT AT THAT MEETING. IT IS
ANTICIPATED THE EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION AND THE STATUS REPORT
GIVEN AT THAT MEETING WOULD BE MOST BENEFICIAL TO SUPERVISOR

BT

bé
b7C
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ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT

{%Hective 1011/85)

{Submit within 30 days from date of accomplishment}

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI .
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FR , LOS ANGELES
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SuU
CHARLES KEATING, Chairman;
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Field Office File Number
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D k Enter longest single concurrent sentence. ! Trial ' t t * Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Pn:etria.l Do not add concurrent sentences together. D Pretriat ¢ ' Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Diversion Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-dail. Diversion | | Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jalil,
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* — Subject 4 Subject Description Code*—
D Felony Conviction I Combined Sentence D Felony Conviction ' Combined Sentence
T T o °
T ! g Yrs’n JalIMOS ‘ YSuspenc::d YProbah:ﬁn ‘ . ) In-Jail Suspended Probation
[:l Misde. itle Section Counts | s os : s ! 0S D Misde- Title ; Section Counts  vrs | Mos ; Yrs | Mos Yrs I Mos
meanor | 1 meanor ! i
1 Totat ’ Total
D Plea Fines D Plea | . Fines
D Trial Add consecutive sentences together. D Trial N j Add consecutive sentences together
D . Enter longest single concurrent sentence. & 4 N ‘ Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
P‘_’ elna_l K . Do not add concurrent sentences together, D Pretrial : Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Diversion { ISentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. H Diversion | | Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
g Attach additional forms if reporting final judiclal process on more than four subjects, and submit a final disposition for (R-84) for each subject.
Remarks: (For every subject reported in Sections A, B, E or F above, provide name, DOB, race®, sex, POB and SSAN if available.)
On October 3, 1989, I:l was served a Federal Grand Jury Subpoena to appear
before the Grandy Jury located in Los Angeles, California.
is described as a white male, date of birth social security
i r * -~ Ty
n IN[Y NP LN 1 I3V, RSORCTETN L
account number RN FJEY MATERIA b3
2 - Bureau P s E s At LT oo N REROTL b6
L\i"\ L S Y N ‘a\‘” -1 L)-\\) /'\‘
(3> Los Angeles (WCC-4/SARA) RN S b7C
o _ ) s T A e Fed. R, Crim
(1>~ 56C LA-101615) TC L o (2., red. CLom. r.

(1 - ADMIN..STAT. FILE)
(1 PERSONNEL FILE OF SA.

2 - Bureau
2 - Field Office

* See codes on reverse si
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. U.S. Departr‘t of Justice

Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Gary A. Feess
United States Attorney

Central District of California
Los Angeles, California 90012

Attention:

ssistan nited States Attorney

Dear Mr. Feess:

Re: Charles Keating, Lincoln Savings and Loan
Association, et al.; Election Laws

This will refer to a Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
Letterhead Memorandum dated September 26, 1989, requesting
that the captioned preliminary investigation be upgraded to full
field status, and confirm the substance of our conversation on
September 29, 1989, with Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)

|of your office.

In June 1989, we recommended that the FBI conduct a
preliminary ingquiry to determine the extent to which political
contributions in large and ostensibly lawful amounts (i.e., $500
to $1,000) were reported to the Federal Election Commission (FEC)
as having been made to federal campaigns by individuals with
employment connections to either the Lincoln Savings and Loan

Association (Lincoln), or its parent company American Continental
Corporation (ACC).

This investigation has now been completed. It has revealed
that between 1985 and 1988 in excess of 100 such individuals

. made federally related political donations at the upper end of

Typed:

contribution range. Accordingly, we concur with
that there is a realistic probability that a scheme

existed within the management of Lincoln and ACC to illegally
divert large amounts of corporate assets to federal candidates,
and to conceal that activity £rom the FEC and the public by

laundering the monies involved through ACC and Lincoln employees
and their family members.

10/2/89

ACTS #8903578

Records

Election Chron.

b6
b7C

bé
b7C

b6
b7C
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As we advised you previously when we authorized the prelimi-
nary investigation of this matter, the Federal Election Campaign
Act (FECA) prohibits the donation of the treasury assets of
corporations and federally insured savings institutions to the
campaigns of candidates seeking federal office (2 U.S.C. § 441b).
The FECA also limits to $1,000 the amount which any one funding
Source may contribute to any given campaign in connection with
any . given election (2 U.S.C. § 44la), it requires that all
federal campaign committees report to the FEC each and every
contribution received that is in excess of $200 (2 U.s.cC.

§ 434(b)). The FEC, in turn, is required by statute to make
contributor information filed by federal campaign committees
available to the public (2 U.S.C. § 438(a) (4)), and to initiate
appropriate administrative enforcement proceedings to obtain
compliance with the Act's contribution limits, source prohi-
bitions and reporting requirements (2 U.S.C. §§ 437d(a),
437g(a)).

Violations of the Act are subject to administrative and
civil enforcement penalties imposed by the FEC (2 U.Ss.C.
§ 437g(a)). Violations that are committed with aggravated
criminal intent are subject to prosecution under the FECA's
criminal penalty section, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(d). Importantly,
schemes to make large and illeégal political contributions to
federal campaigns through means that are designed to conceal the
illegal nature of the underlying transactions from the FEC can be
prosecuted under general federal fraud statutes (i.e., 18 U.s.cC.
§§ 371, 1001) to the extent that one of the intended consequences
of the contribution scheme is to interfere with, or obstruct,
FEC's enforcement and public disclosure responsibilities. See,
€.9., United States v. Hansen, 770 F.2d 540 (D.C. Cir. 1985 -
opinion by Scalia, J.).

b6
We concur with AUSA that the facts of the Lincoln/ b7C

ACC matter, as they are known to date, are sufficient to serve as
the predicate for a full field investigation of this matter, to
prove violations of the FECA, and of 18 U.S.C. §§ 371 and 1001

along the lines summarized above. TFor that reason, pursuant to
9 U.S.A.M. § 2.133(h), you are authorized to request the FBI to
elevate this investigation to full field status.

The next step in an investigation such as this one normally
would be to interview each of the identified suspected conduits
to determine whether they were in fact reimbursed by any of the
subjects for contributions attributed to them in the reports
examined in the preliminary phase of this investigation. All
"conduits" identified through these interviews should be asked to
provide personal bank records and other pertinent £financial
records (e.g., deposit slips, checks, ledger entries, pay stubs,
etc.) documenting the flow of the monies involved from the




illegal funding source through their accounts to the recipient
campaign committees.

It is the standard policy of the Criminal Division not to
prosecute individuals whose only involvement in an illegal
campaign financing scheme is that they permitted their names to
be used by others to make illegal contributions -- provided, of
course, that such individuals cooperate in the criminal inves-
tigation. Accordingly, you are authorized to make offers of
non-prosecution to the suspected "conduits" whom the FBI is about
to interview, as you see appropriate. However, particular
care should be exercised not to compromise the independent
jurisdiction which the FEC possesses to seek administrative
and/or civil penalties from any person involved in this matter.
The FECA gives the FEC sole and complete jurisdiction to impose
such noncriminal sanctions (see 2 U.S.C. §§ 437d(a) (6), 437d(e)
and 437g(a)), and criminal investigators cannot compromise
the FEC's enforcement authority when making promises of non-
prosecution to conduit-witnesses.

You are also authorized to issue such grand jury process,
and to conduct such grand jury proceedings as you deem necessary
and appropriate to the successful conclusion of this inves-
tigation. However, you should consult with this office prior to
requesting a federal grand jury to return indictments charging
offenses embracing any of the election crime theories of prose-
cution summarized above, as is required by 9 U.S.A.M. § 2.133(h).

Finally, we understand that the FBI's investigation to date
has uncovered additional evidence that large infusions of Lincoln
and ACC capital may have been made through employee-conduits to
candidates running for elective office in California, Arizona
and other States. We further understand that in some instances
similar contribution patterns have been identified to political
committees engaged in ostensibly "nonpartisan" registration and
get-out-the-vote activities, which committees are believed to be
affiliated informally with holders of federal elective office.
Contributions to such recipients are not presently regulated by
the FECA. The FECA is, rather, confined to contributions which
are made "for the purpose of influencing," or "in connection
with," the nomination or election of candidates actively seeking
federal elective office. Contributions to fund "nonpartisan”
activities, such as registration and get-out-the-vote campaigns,

‘are not generally covered by the definition of the vital terms

"contribution" and "expenditure" (see 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(9) (B) (ii),
441b(b) (2) (B)) . Therefore, we would encourage the FBI to focus,
at least initially, on those suspected illegal alienations of
Lincoln and ACC capital that went directly to the campaigns of
candidates for federal office for active electioneering purposes.




Please keep us advised on the progress of this investigation,
and let us know how we can assist you further.

Sincerely,

] | | b6
- - : . b7¢C
Director, Election Crimes Branch

Public Integrity Section
Criminal Division
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AIRTEL
TRANSMIT VIA:

. 10/24/89
CLASSIFICATION: DATE: /24/

FROM: Director, FBI

\/I'Q: SAC, Los Angeles (56C-IA-101615) (WCC-4/SARA)

CHARIES KEATING, CHATRMAN, AMERICAN
CONTINENTAL CORPORATION, PHOENTX,
ARIZONA; UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES AND
OFFICERS OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND

LOAN (S & L); IRVINE, CALIFORNIA;
ELECTION IAW MATTER; OO: IOS ANGELES

Santa Anna RA, and SSA| [Phoenix Division, on b7cC
9.

Reference Los Angeles airtel (FD-761) and IHM to B ‘
[:::22;1/27/89, and telcals of _SSA FBIHQ, Ssa | bé

Enclosed for the Los Angeles and Phoenix Divisions are
two copies of a letterhead memorandum addressed to Gary A. Feess,
Acting U.S. Attorney, Central District of California,

Los Angeles, California, from the Public Integrity Section (PIS),
Department of Justice (DOJ).

As indicated in the self-explanatory enclosed
communication, the PIS, DOJ, has authorized the conduct of a full
field investigation in captioned matter to corroborate evidence
of violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA) and of
Title 18, U.S. Code, Sections 371 and 100l1. This authorization

also includes the use of the grand jury to further investigate
this matter.

Los Angeles should submit upon conclusion of this full
field investigaton, a closing IHM to FBIHQ for dissemination to
DOJ with the summary of facts developed and results of
prosecution or other disposition.

Enclosures (2)

47 -
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FBI
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
Teletype P~ Immediate [ TOP SECRET
Fassimile ] Priority [0 SECRET
[ Routine [0 CONFIDENTIAL
[0 UNCLASEFTO
B UNCLAS
. ~>PDate 11/2/89
/]

/

FM FBI, LOS ANGELES (56C~LA-10161%) (¥ ARA) (P)

TO DIRECTOR FBI (IMMEDIATE)/37& - /}’? grgi AT

FBI PHOENIX (IMMEDIATE) ,/2/4% - /0<2e S~
FBI WMFO (IMMEDIATE) 3/;? o A —
BT

UNCLAS

SUBJECT: CHARLES KEATING, JR.; CHAIRMAN; AMERICAN CONTINENTAL
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, ARIZONA; UNSUB; PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS OF
AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION; UNSUB; PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS
OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVINE, CALIFORNIA; ELECTION IAW
VIOIATION; 00: IOS ANGELES.

b6
b7C

<15
b7C

12 RE TELCALL BETWEEN SA AND SUPERVISOR
13 ON 10/30/89; TELCALL SA AND RELIEF
14 SUPERVISOR WMFO ON 11/2/89; 10S ANGELES AIRTEL TO THE
15 DIRECTOR DATED 9/27/89.
16 FOR INFORMATION OF WMFO, THIS MATTER IS BEING INVESTIGATED
17 IN CONJUNCTION WITH PHOENIX DIVISION AND IN CONJUNCTION WITH LA
18 FILE 29A-LA-102009 ENTITLED DESERT GEM: MAJOR CASE ER 24;
19 /fS/S‘C
20 1l - 29A-IA~102009
21
U 56014~ 10l set-LA- o165~ [O5
SEARCHED
Approved: | Transmitted INDEXED _p, I
(Number) SERIAL)
FILED_
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PAGE TWO (56C-LA-101615)
BF&E; OO: LOS ANGELES. DESERT GEM PRIMARILY INVOLVES THE BANK
FATIIURE OF LINCOIN SAVINGS AND ILOAN OF IRVINE, CALIFORNIA.

IN JUNE OF 1989, CAPTIONED INVESTIGATION WAS INITIATED AS A
SPIN OFF FROM THE LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN BANK FRAUD AND
EMBEZZLEMENT CASE. ALLEGATIONS IN GENERAL ARE THAT CHARLES
KEATING, JR., IS A HEAVY POLITICAL CONTRIBUTOR THROUGHOUT THE
COUNTRY AND HAD REQUIRED VARIOUS EMPLOYEES FROM HIS SUBSIDIARIES
TO MAKE POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. ALLEGATIONS FURTHER STATED
KEATING HAD REIMBURSED THOSE EMPLOYEES EITHER THROUGH DIRECT
RETMBURSEMENT OR THROUGH SALARY BONUSES AND COMPENSATION.
INVESTIGATION REGARDING THAT ASPECT OF THE CASE TO DATE HAS
INCLUDED INTERVIEWS OF APPROXIMATELY 35 FORMER EMPLOYEES OF
AMERICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION SUBSIDIARIES. 1IN ADDITION,

DURING GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS

WILL TAKE PLACE WHEREBY

TESTIFY BEFORE THE GRAND JURY. IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE,

INVESTIGATION IS NOW FOCUSING DIRECTLY ON THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN CHARLES KEATING, JR., AND FIVE UNITED STATES SENATORS WHO
APPEARED TO HAVE LOBBIED ON BEHALF OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN IN
EARLY 1987. AS MENTIONED IN VARIOUS NEWS ARTICLES, THE FIVE
SENATORS PERSONALLY MET WITH OFFICIALS OF THE FEDERAL HOME IOAN
BANK BOARD. ALTHOUGH AT THIS TIME THE EXACT DETAILS AND PURPOSE
OF THE MEETINGS ARE UNKNOWN, IT APPEARS THE SENATORS WERE VOICING
VARIOUS COMPIAINTS REGARDING THE INVESTIGATION OF LINCOLN SAVINGS

b3




PAGE THREE (56C-LA-101615)
AND IOAN BY THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD IN SAN FRANCISCO.
IT APPEARS THAT IN THESE MEETINGS THE SENATORS WERE DIRECTLY
REPRESENTING LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN AND ADVISING THE BANK BOARD
AS TO VARIOUS CONCESSIONS LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN WOULD MAKE IF
THE BANK BOARD AND ITS EXAMINERS WOULD CHANGE THEIR PROCEDURES
AND/OR EXAMINATION.

THIS MATTER HAS BEEN DISCUSSED IN DETAIL WITH FBI

SUPERVISORS AND IN ADDITION, THIS :?, .

MATTER HAS BEEN DISCUSSED IN DETAIL WITH FROM THE

PUBLIC INTEGRITY SECTION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN
WASHINGION D.C. THOSE INDIVIDUALS AND THE ASSISTANT UNITED
STATES ATTORNEYS IN PHOENIX AND IN ILOS ANGELES ALL AGREE IT IS

ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY TO CONTACT

IN ADDITION AT THE

PRESENT TIME, A UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES BANKING
COMMITTEE IS MEETING TO DETERMINE DETAILS AND INFORMATTION
REGARDING THE FATLURE OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN. THEY HAVE
SUBPOENAED TO TESTIFY VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED WITH LINCOLN

AND THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD INCLUDING IN

ADDITION, THE SENATE ETHIC'S COMMITTEE HAS ASKED UNITED STATES
SENATOR AIAN CRANSTON AND THE OTHER FOUR SENATORS TO DEFEND THE
ACTIONS THEY TOOK IN 1987 ON BEHALF OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN.

CONTACT HAS BEEN MADE WITH WHO HAS AGREED TO BE

INTERVIEWED BY REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE FBI LOS ANGELES AND

PHOENIX ON MONDAY, 11/6/89, IN WASHINGTON D.C. IS SCHEDULED




»
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PAGE FOUR (56C~-LA=-101615)
TO TESTIFY BEFORE THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES BANKING COMMITTEE

ON 11/7/89. WILL BE INTERVIEWED REGARDING THE CIRCUMSTANCES

SURROUNDING ANY AND ALL MEETINGS HE HAD WITH THE FIVE U.S.
SENATORS IN CONNECTION WITH LINCOLN SAVINGS AND LOAN. HE WILL BE

SPECIFICALLY ASKED AS TO APPROACHES WHICH WERE MADE REGARDING THE

ATTERING OF ANY EXAMINATION. IN ADDITION WILL BE ASKED TO

IDENTIFY ANY OTHER EXAMINERS OR REGUIATORS WHO MAY HAVE KNOWLEDGE
OR WERE IN ATTENDANCE AT THE MEETINGS WITH THE FIVE SENATORS.

IS FULLY COOPERATING WITH THIS INVESTIGATION AND IS

PROVIDING COPIES OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN HE AND SENATORS
CRANSTON, RIEGAL AND MCCAINE TO THE SANTA ANA RESIDENT AGENCY.
IN ADDITION TO BEING INTERVIEWED REGARDING THE MEETINGS AND
CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING CONTACT WITH THE FIVE U.S. SENATORS,

WILL ALSO BE INTERVIEWED REGARDING HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE

EXAMINATION ITSELF AND IRREGULARITIES WHICH MAY HAVE TAKEN PLACE
BY LINCOLN SAVINGS AND IOAN.

BASED ON NEWS ACCOUNTS OF STATEMENTS MADE BY AND THE

CIRCUMSTANCES KNOWN TO DATE REGARDING THE MEETINGS WHICH TOOK

PILACE BETWEEN AND THE SENATORS, IT IS ANTICIPATED THE|

INTERVIEW WILL GENERATE ENOUGH PROBABLE CAUSE AND PREDICATION TO
INITIATE A PRELIMINARY INQUIRY TO A FEDERAL BRIBERY CASE.

IN VIEW OF THE ABOVE, ON 11/5/89, SA AND SA

FROM THE SANTA ANA RESIDENT AGENCY ALONG WITH

FROM THE PHOENIX DIVISION WILL TRAVEL TO WASHINGTON

D.C. IN PREPARATION OF THE INTERVIEW. ON 11/6/89,

bé
b7C
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PAGE FIVE (56C-LA-~101615)

bé

WILL BE INTERVIEWED IN WASHINGTON D.C. ON 11/7/89, THE b7

ABOVE SPECIAL AGENTS WILL BE PRESENT AT THE HEARINGS OF THE

BANKING COMMITTEE AT WHICH TIME IT IS ANTICIPATED WILL

TESTIFY AIONG WITH CHARLES KEATING, JR.
SAC'S LOS ANGELES, PHOENIX, AND WMFO CONCUR WITH TRAVEL.
BT
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FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82)

-1 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/ 5/89

| | date of birth] | B3
was_contacted at her gesidence ror the purpose or an 1nE§TVT§WT__J b7C

[ |decided that he and | should seek

advice of counsel Yrior to allowing an interview. | |
concurred with decision and declined to be
interviewed at that time.

| | was served with a subpoena | |
and a subpoena] [the Grand Jury, Central District
of California, on| |

Investigationm 10/3/89 at SCOttSdale, Arizona File # 56C-LA-101615 /l%
N b6
SA b7C
by SA Date dictated 10/4/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
50 your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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75515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
H Director, FBI
T0 \ s tor, F Bureau Fllo Number oes_11/8/89
o]
A
L/X; J - - . Investigative Assistance or Techniqus Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA 1 0 l 6 l Waore any of the Investigative tance or tachniques listed below used In connection with accomplish-
SUB JE' CT: ' Field Office Fie Number ment being claimed? No Yes - if Yes, rate each used as folows: .
o 1 = Used, but did not heip 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING r 3 6 3 0 - 0 0 0 4 2 = Helped, but only minimaly 4 = Absolutely essentia!
MA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech Ratin 8. Eng. Secl.  Rating | 16, Photographic Rafing] 22, Telephone — Rafin
CHAI R N ’ ERI CAN Asslstance v Tago Exams Coverage 9 Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraf o Fyproan 8. Polygrash 23,450 b7C
P x - - L aslstance ssistance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [—#gwsSochSecuiy io | 5 10. Idomt Div 17. Search Waments | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xitajoint op i |- 8“"“"‘:‘ I“:""“""’ = g::““;:" 5 Gg’“p U
. Consensi 11. Informant N w Money .U
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLES Monltoring information Usage Other
(identity of other agency} (&, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 16. Survell. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFI CERS OF LINCOL X if case Involvas FISC Exams (SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual invest -
CALI FORNIA : officlal {Fedaral, State or Title ill Field Support Actlon Analysis (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; OO: LA Flekd Support Roglatars Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judicla) Process Complaints Inf i D.R les, Restitutions, or P: E Loss P d (PELP) {Explaln valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoverles Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Cade* Code* Loss Prevented
B. A ts, L S or Subp 8erved (No. of Sub).) s s
Subject Prority*
A B (] Subp l $ $
i Arreats Served
FBi Arrests - s s
FB) Locatas - Criminal
s $
Local Amests -
Local Crim, s s
FBI Subj. Resisted + Armed ]
c. Releets:at))l Hostagesor Children Located: (NumberofHostages or Children E. CivilMatters Govemment Defendant Govemmaent Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i e | Saltlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub), Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
E‘IU orty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
cdiox Selzures Judiciaf Administrative Time Frame
3 Ssuspension Years Months
’
[J Deb it O Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
] Suspension Years Months
O Dsbarment O permanent
. s istei No. of
H. Final Judicial Process: ) Judiclal District ! ] Sugja%ls
. District  State Convictlon or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Sitbject Description Code®- ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felony Canviction . Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde- 0 Misde-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parale | Tile | Section | Counts ¥rs.  Mos. | Yis: Mos. Yrs.  Mos. | O parle Title | Section { Counts Yrs. |, Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . l Revocation ,
O Probation 0O Probation
Revocation otal Revocation Eoga]
ines $ . ines §
g ";:lea? Add consecutiva sentences together. g %ﬁﬁ Add consecutive sentences together.
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add togeth Diversion Do not add concurrant sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, in-Jall.

| Attach addlllona! forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. l

d in Capil AD O o

Ldal

Remarks: (For every subject
On 10/3/89,
served with

ﬁgLos Angeles (Info)
2 - Bugesd
2 - Flald Office

0B, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN.,
(description ati

a
Grand Jury of the Centr

b3
ached), was b6
the Federal b7C

dI DISTIICEt of California.

(1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-A3

FRI/DOY
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"),FD~515(Hev.9-20-89) ‘
Accomplishment Report
(EHective 10/1//89)

¢

®

(Submitt within 30 days fram date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI
© @ ' Bureau File Number Date 1 1/8 /8 9
< \D
;_.M"‘ 4 - -— Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl S 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnveallﬂlvo uﬁmnce or tachniques listed below used in connection with accomplish.
SUBJECT: ’ Flold Oftice Fiie Number ment belng claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows: .
. 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Haped, bt oy ety 4 = s
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN | Squad or RA Number N Aot ech  Raing 8. Eno. Sect. — Rating | 16. Pholographicaling] 22, Telephons Rl §
Assistance Tepe Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL z e 9. Fyprnons 76. Polygraph 2. 060 - b7C
P N I x - Co sistance stance roup
CORPORATION, PHOE 4 oy Yo, 3. Comp 10. ident Div 17. Sewrch Wanants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA : O xia Jolnt op with: Asslstance Assistance Executad Group Il
- 4. Consensual 11. Informant 18, Show Money 26.UC
UNS UBS ’ PRINCIPLES . Monl [+] Information Usage Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL {identity of other agency) [, S'l.ss&m . 12, Eab Div 16, (ssugee,usq;: 26, vcgvg/
X if case invoives Xama 8 I-CAl
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 6. %%gl{lll’( - 13, t_fl:dbév port 20. iW“gT Team 27, \Allsua! ulnvw .
leld Sup)| ction nalysis (VIA)
CALIFORNIA; E::'::(;g (Foderel State or 7. Eng, Sect, 4. Pen 21. Tach, Agt. o et
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 00: IA Flaid Support Reglstars Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints Infc [ ts D, Recoveries, Restltutions, or P E lc Lose P, d (PELP) Wn u!un\lon In remarke)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loas Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) s s P
Subject Priority*
A 8 € lsuw 2 s s s
FBI Arrests Served
" s s $
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Armests - -
. Local Crim. $ $ $
FBI Subj. R d ; Armed S
C. ’1’""&% c):l Hostagesor ChildrenLocated: (NumberofHostagasor Children E. CivilMatters Govemnment Defendant Government Plaintit
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists : All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
————— | Settlement or Award
, Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of SubJ, Entor AEA Payment Hero
F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Administratlve Sanctions
’._.,I! o g fy Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
clliox Sefzures Judicial Adminisirative Time Frama
O Suspension Years Months
‘ ’
O oeb 1 0 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Coda® -
Time Frame
[} Suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District No. of
1 Subjects
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted *  Dismissed
Subjact 1 Subject Description Code®- ) Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
D Misda- Tn-Jal Suspended Probation | © Misde- n~Jai Suspended Probation
O Parole Titla | Section | Counts Yrs. Mos. | Yis. Mos. Yrs, Mos. | o Parole Title | Section | Counts Yis. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos,
Revocation 7 . Revocation '
Q Probation - 0 Probation ,
Ravocation Total R -Revocation Pla'
Fines $ P ines §
. g -?:l?;} Add consecutive sentences together. g Tlle;} Add consscutive sentences togather,
O Pretriat Enter longes! single concurrent sentence. O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrant sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yis. In-Jail.

I Attach additional forms if reporting finat judiclat process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjectj

Remarks: (For every subject repo

poenas;
the Federal

_District of

2 - Burday
2 - Flold Office
¢ See code:

try

California.

\ILos Angeles (Info)
(1-56C~LA~101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

ong

pe, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,

was
and

Grand Jury of the Central

b3
bé
b7C
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. o ®
EB%15 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Etfective 10/1//88)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

: Director, FBI
10 ! Bureau Flls Number Date 1 l/ 8/89
O \D(zﬂ) : - — investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: = iV\ SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnwat&lvo uﬁﬂnco or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: ! ) Fiald Office Fite Number ment being claimed? L&kNo LJ ves - if Yes, rate each used as fokows:

N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantially
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpad, but only mininaly 4 = Absolutaly fal
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. AcclgTech  Rating [ 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating | 16. Fholographic Raing] 22, Telaphons Rating, ¢

Assistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL . 2 o - Fypnosia 6. Polygreph 23,080 b7¢C
sistance sslalance stance oup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [ TETTTOTT SN 5 Gompat 10. Ident Div 17. Soarch Wamants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA : O xiamom P with: Asslstance Assistance Exacuted Group It
4. Consensual 11. Informant 18. Show Mone! 25. UC
UNS UBS H PRI NCIPLES Mi {] Information Usage Y Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) |5, ELSURA - 12. Lab Div 16. Survell. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
X if case Involves FISC Exams {SOG) Asat VILCAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI Korruption of a public 8, ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
C AL I FORN IA : officlal (Fedaral, State or Title 1) . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . {21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; Oé ¢t LA Fleld Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal P C Inf Indk D. R les, Restitutions, or Potential E Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
. Code* Code* Losas Prevented
B. A te, Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Subj.,) s s
Subject Priority* . $
A Ll C __lsubpoenas 1 s s . s
FB! Arreats Served
$ s $
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ s s
Local Arrests - .
L Crim. $
FBI Subj. Aesisted ; Armed Gocet Crim. $ s
C. Fialelts.nd?! Hostages orChildrenLocated: {Numberof Hostagesor Children E. CiviiMattors Government Defendant Government Plaintift
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrarists + All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
~—=———— | Seltloment or Award
lflsslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, ‘Enter AFA Paymant Hore
F. Salzures/Forfsitures G. Administrative Sanctions
’.’Il' operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
czfg * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frama
[ Suspension Years Months
¢
O Debarment 3 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[ suspension Years Months
(] Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District Vo . ) sﬁﬁfe%'zs
5 Distict  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . . | Subject2 Subject Description Code® -
01 Felony Conviction ' Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
a m:fg:;r In-Jail Suspended Probation o mif::(;r In~Jall Suspended Probation
o Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | VYis., . Mos, Yrs,  Mos. 2 Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . Revocation I
O Probation M 0 Probation
Revocation Total Revocation Imal
Fines § * " ines $
g %ﬁg Add consecutive sentences togeiher. 3 ;:ﬁ;? Add consecutive sentences together,
B Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent santence. 3 Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences fogethar. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. in-Jail,
I Attach additional forms if reporting final judiclal process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ecij
Remarks: (For every subject reported In Sections A, B, E B, race’, sox, ang It avallx_able POB and SSAN. b3
on 10/4/89, (description attached), was be
served with a subpoenal . . |the Federal O
Grand Jury of the Central District of California. .
jLos Angeles (Info)
e e (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (l-aAA .
* See cod - ‘
FRi/0od
(A
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: o , ®
FR-515 (Rev.9-20-89) .

siccomplishment Report -
(Eftective 10/1//89)

{Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment) .
: . Director, FBI
To ’ Bureau File Number ome_11/8/89
\:A’[W\Déﬁ PhO en i X 5 6 C"‘ LA~ l 0 l 6 1 5 ) investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: . S AC, = Ware any of the invest|gative {ance or tachniques listed below used In connection with accompiishe
SUBJECT: leld Office Fite Numbsr ment belng claimed? No Yes - It Yes, rate each used as foXows:
* 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantially
. CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Heiped, but only minimally 4 = Absolutaly essential C
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN | Squad or RA Numbar 1. Acclg Tech " Pating | 8. Eng. Secl.  Raling | 16. Pholographic Rating| 22 Talephons Ralib g
Asslstance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL . 2, Alrcraft 9. Hypnosis 186. Polygraph 23, UCOo b7C
CORPORATION ' PHOENIX ’ =0 = Assistance Assistance Asalstance Group |
3.C 10, ident Div 17. Search Warrants 24.UCO
ARIZONA H O xita Joint op with: Asslelance Assiatance Executad Group Il
4. Consenaual 11. Informant 18. Show Mone 26.UC
UNS UB S H P RI Nc I P LES Monitoring Information Usage Y Cther
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other egency) [, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survell, Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
X if case Invoh FISC Exams (SOG) Asat VI-CAP
SAVI NGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &Korruption of a pubtic 8. ELSUR -+ 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA s official (Federal, State or Titte i . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
! Local). 7. Eng. Sect, 14, Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Field Support Registers " | TechEquip )
A. Preliminary Judiclal P, Compé Informations | indi D.R les, Restltutions, or P fal E Ic Loss P ‘FELP) (Expiain valuation in remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property . . PELP
. Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
S Code* Code* Loas Prevented
8. Arrests, L y S or Subp 8erved (No. of Subj.) s s
Subject Priority*® $
A 8 [+] Qiih s l s s s
FBl Arrests Served
$ $ $
FBl Locates - Criminal
$ H] $
Local Aosts - _ .
Local Crim, $
FBI Sub). Resisted + Armed S| m—__ $ s
c. Heleais:a c):l Hostages or Children Located: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. ClvilMatters Government Defendant Governmant Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits 1 $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations _____ Convictions Amount of Sult
$ $
——————u | Sattlement or Award
. Missing or Kidnaped Children Lacated No. of Subj, Enter AEA Payment Hero
F. Selzures/Forteltures G. Administrative Sanctions
E'IO’%“Y Forfeitures Subject1 Subject Description Code® -
clliox Selzures Judiclal Administrative Tima Frame
O suspension Years Months
’
‘1 O bebarment 03 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
: Time Frame
; [ Suspension Years Months
[J Debarment . O Permanent
. H . clal Distri ' ‘ . of
H. Final Judicial Process Judiclal DI :slr ct .. . Sﬁg] 8%1 s
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
) . Subject 1 éubject Description Code*- ) . £ Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felon Conviction ' - Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
O Misda- g 0 Misde- "
meanor in-Jall Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
1 Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos. | n Pargle Title | Section | Counts ¥rs. . Mos. | Yrs, . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . I Revocatlon I
0 Probation . s 0 Probation
Revocation ;olal g Revocation Iowl
- inas $ ' ines $
0 Plea Add consacuive sentences togaiher, 1 B fea Add conseculive senlences togaiher,
- O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion . Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yis. In-Jail,
Linach additional forms If reporting final judicial process on more than two subjacts, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub}ectj
Remarks: (For every subject reported in I o, DOB, race*, sox, and It avallable POB and SSAN. ' »3
On 10/3/89, (description attached), was served be
| the Federal Grand

‘'with a subpoena
Jury of the Central District of California.

b7C

fﬁ%Los Angeles (Info) .
e e (1-56C~LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA -

* See codos ‘
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FD-515 [Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report .- -
(Effective 10/1//89)
{Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO: clor, Bureau File Number ome_11/8/89
B en 56C~LA-101615 invasigalvs ASslatance or Techniaue Used
FROM: SAC oenix Were any of the lnveallﬁtlvo uﬁmnce or tachniques listed below used In connection with accomplish.
SUBJ E' CT: ' Field Office File Numbar ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yos, rate each used as foXows: .
N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantialty
CHARLES KEATING ’ 3 6 3 0 - 0 0 0 4 2 = Helped, but only minimally 4 = Absolutely easential
AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech Rating 8. Eng. Sect. Rating [ 15. Photographic  Rafin [ 22. Telophone Ratls
CHAIRMAN, ERICAN Assistance Tapo Exams Coverage O] %= oh Reca b6
CONTINENTAL 2 Reral O Fyprosla 18, Folyoraph 23060 b7C
| - = sistance stance slance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [“Foonrs Sov secuy o 3.6 10, Tdent Dlv 17. Sewrch Werranis | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; C xitaiom pason |zt oo 75 Shenit o
- . Congens « Informan . Show Mone 6.
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Montoring information Usage Otrior
: {identity of other agency) (5. ELSUR - 12, Leb Div 10. Survel. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN, Wariw: ¥ or ELSt Leb D Surve S NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN 14 IRVI &orruption of a public 8, ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA s official (Federal, State or Title 1! Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: La Flaid Support Roglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal P Compk Inf D. R o8, Restltutions, or P lal E le Loss Pr {PELP) {Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Reslitutions Type Patentlal Economic
— Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, | , § or Subp as Served (No. of Subj) s s s
Subject Priority*
A B C Q I.r l s s s
FBI Arrests Served
o8 s $ s
Bl Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Amests - _
Local Crim, $ $
FB! Subj. Res!sted + Armed Si s
C. Ralea{; t))lHoatagu orChlldrenLocated: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Govermnment Plaintif
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists s All Other Hostage Situations _____ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
——————— | Settlement or Award
\Mlsslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub]. Entor AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
?'r operty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
C&g * Selzures Judicial Adminisirative Time Frame
3 Suspension Years Months
’ ‘
[J Debarment 0 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
O Debarment . I permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District e . Sﬁgfe%%s
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- " Subject 2 Subject Description Coda”® -
g It:delony Conviction . . Combined Sentence g lfllesl:iny Conviction Combined Sentence
isde- ! isde-
In-Jail Suspended Prabation In-Jail Suspended Probation
o g:,%?: r Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. Yrs. Mos, | ',‘;‘:,‘3,’,‘: d Title | Saction | Counts Y. Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs, Mos,
Revocation . Asvocation I
O Probation M 0 Probation
Revocation . | Total Revocation otal
Fines $ o ines $
g .ﬁ.’m Add consecutive sentances togather. o Tr?a? Add consecutive sentences together,
‘D Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence, Q Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence,
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. S 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail.

I Attach additional forms if reporting tinal judicial p

on more than two subjects, and submit a fina! diposition form (R-84) for each subjact, l

Remarks: (For every subject reporte wmnmmr
On 10/5/89,

with a subpoenai

Jury of the Central District of California.

gfiLos Angeles (Info)
2.8 “{

2 - Fleld Office

(6)

, DOB, race*, sex, and it avallable POB and SSAN.
(Aocrrintion

attached),

was served
the Federal Grand

(1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

FBI/DOY

b3
bé
b7C
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1
#2515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report

(Effective 10/1//88)
{Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Dir
TO: Irector, FBI Bureau File Numbar Date 1 1/8/8 9
3 - ~ [ igative Assist or Technique Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 1 5 Were any of the lrwm&lvt 8salatance or techniques Ksted below used in connection with sccompilsh-
SUBJECT: ’ Fleld Offics File Number ment being claimed? No Yeos - If Yes, rate each used as fokows:

N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, aubstaritiaty
CHARLES KEATING ‘ 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only minkmally 4 = Absokstely assantial
CHAIRMAN + AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1.Acclg Tech ~ Raing | 8. Eng. Soct.  Rating | 16, Pholographic Rating[ 22. Telophone ~ Raliipy 6

Assistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Reca
CONTINENTAL 2. Arcrant 9. Hyprosia 16, Polygraph 23, Uco b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, 2 Yook Secuiy No. | 3G 10, idant Div 7 ;:::::n Wi 24 3:;', '
ARIZONA H O xiae folt operation with: . (A:ulataml:;l - lAaalatanco Exscuted X Group Il
. Consens « Informant 18, Show Mone 26, UC
UNS UBS H PRI NCIPLES Monltoring Information Usage y QOther
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) |G, El'éséun - 12, !I.Eab Div 16. (Ssugce;l.A Sq'd. 26. ‘r};::éxg/
X If case involves Xams i -
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ I RVI &orruption of a public 8, ELSUR - 13, Lab Dlv 20. SWAT Team 27, Visual Invest +
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Federal, State or Title 1 Fleld Support Action Anslysls (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect, 14, Pen 21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Fleid Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judicial Precess Complaints | Informations | | D. R les, Restitutions, or Potentlal Economic Loss Prevented (PELP) ‘(Efxpllln valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recovaries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arreats, 1 , 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s p s
Sublect Priority*
A 8 C_ | subp 1 s s s
FBI Arrosts Served
s $ $
F8! Locates - Criminal
$ ] $
Local Arrests -
Local Crim, $ $ $
FB! Subj. Resisted ;s Armed S
C. qelaatsooat):t Hostagosorcmldmnl.ocated: (Numberot Hostages orChlildren E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Govemmgn; Plalntiti
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $ ~ )
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
s $ S z
—r——— | Satllomant or Award >
|Mlsslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Paymant Her ,
F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Adminlstrative Sanctions
E,r og ty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
clhox Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
4 4
O Deb O Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
: O Suspenston Years Months
0 Debarment , O Permanent
H. Final Judicla! Process: “Judicial District , . ) No, of
. Subjects e e
: District  State Conviction or Pratria! Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subjact 1 Subject Dascription Code*- . Subjact 2 Sublsct Deseription Code* -
O Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentenca
3 Misde- 0 Misda- "
meanar In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor in-Jail Suspended Probation
I Parole , | Title | Section | Counts Yrs. Mos. | Yis.'  Mos, Yrs, Mos. | o Pargle Titte | Section | Counts Yrs. | Mos.| Yrs, Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . Revocation l
O Probation * 0O Probation
Revocation Total Revocation ,]:'oga]
Fines $ i ines $
g Ploa Add consaculive senfencas Togather. g fiea Add consacutive sentences tagether.
‘D Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent santence. B Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence,
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. (n-Jall,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ecrl

Remarks: (For every subject reported

On 10/4/89,

served with @ subpoena

I Attach additional forms If reporting final judiclal process on more than two subjects,

ace’, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN,
descrintion

t

Grand Jury of the Central District of California.

A

2 - Bure
2 - Field Office

¢ See codes or

(6)

(IELOS Angeles (Info) ‘
(1-56C-LA%101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (1-aAAa

he Federal

tached),  was

b3
bé
b7C
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. FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89) . _

Accomplishment Report -
(Eftective 10/1//83) )

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: . Director, FB
To: \ g or, FBI Bureau File Number owe_11/8/89
p . - - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: Bﬂ\f“ SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnvnal'gﬂvo uﬁmnce or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: ' Flald Office Fite Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows:
: 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantialty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only minkmaly 4 w Absokutely essentlal
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech Ratin 8. Eng. Sect. ~ Rating [ 16. Photographic Rating] 22. Telephono Rall,
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN i Assistance 9 Tape Exams Covargae oll Recs bé
CONTINENTAL 2 crait 9. Fiyprons 16. Polygtagh 23066 b7C
L} ce asistance salstance Group
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, sy | 3¢ 70. Ident Div 17. Search Warrants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA H O xita Joint with: Assistance Asslslance Executed Group Il
: 4. Consensual 11. Informant 18, Shaw Mone; 25.UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monftonng Information Usage Other
(identity of other agency} . ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survel. Sqd. 28, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL entlyGf f ELst L OF Survel 5 NCAVE
SAVINGS AND LOAN ! IRVI Korruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27, Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA : official {Federal, State or Title 11l Fleld Support Action Anaslysis (VIA)
Local}. 7. Eng, Sect. 14. Pen . |21%. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 00: 1A Fiski Suppor Registrs Toch £
A. Preliminsry Judiclal P Comp Inf i Indk D.R les, Restitutions, or P lal E ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjecte) Property . PELP
Type Recovarles Reslitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
8. Arrests, Locates, § or 8ubp Servad (No, of 5ubj,) s p 3
Subject Priority*®
A 8 [+ Subp l s $ . $

FBI Arrests Served
rests - $ $ $

FBI Locates « grlmlnal

s s $
Local Asests - _
Local Crim, $ $ $
FBI Subj. Rasisted ; Armed 8
C. Holoaﬁ:a ()n Hostages or Children Located: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civll Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists : All Other Hostage Situations ____ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i ~—————— | Settloment or Award

lMlszslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Payment Here

F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Admin|strative Sanctions

E{ operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Coda* -

Cg&? * Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame

[0 suspension Years Months
‘ *
O Debarment [ Permanent
Subject 2 ' Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
O pebarment 0 permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District . ’ No, of
1 Subjects
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code’- . * Subjact 2 Subject Description Code® -
Q Felony Conviction L. Combined Sentence 8 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
O Misda- 0 Misda-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole . | Tite | Section | Counts Yes.  Mos. | Yis.  Mos, Yrs. Mos. | 1 parole Thle | Section | Counts ¥is. , Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yra, Mos.
Revocation . Revocation l I
O Probation . 0 Prob
Revocation Total | .Revocation - Eotal
Fines $ ' P ines $

g ;:%B[ Add consecutive sentences together. E,’ T:ieaﬂ Add consecutive sentances logether,

'a Pratrlal Enter longest single concurrent sentence, O Pretral Enter longest single concurrent sentence.

Diversion Do not add concutrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentancas togather.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. 8usp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
l Attach additional forms if reporting fina! Judicial process on mora than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ecl?,

Remarks: (For every subject reported i , DOB, race*, sex, and if 'avallable POB and SSAN. . b3
On 10/3/89 (descrintion attached), was served bE
with a subpoena the Federal Grand b7C
Jury of the Cent¥al District of California. i

(;}Los Angeles (Info)
2 e (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA
* See codes or ’
r81/DoJ
(6)
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FD-515 Tov.0-20-89) . ‘
Aciiinplishment Report

(Bfectiva 10/1//89)

(Submiit within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
. B
TO: Director, FBI Ty T oae_ 11/8/89
. \D PB : — — invastigative Assistance or Technique Used
M: L/ii“ SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnvolt&lvo uﬁmnce or techniques Hated below used in connection with accomplish-
g ngE. oT ' Field Office Fila Numbar ment being clalmed? No Yes - If Yes, rato each used as folows:
: 1= Used, butdidnothel 3 = Helped, substantially
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only mininally 4 = Absolulely essential
_Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech  Ratin 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating [16. Photographic FRating| 22, Telophone — Fafin
CHAIRMAN + AMERICAN .‘c o K v Tugo Exams ¢ Cochualp ¢ Toli Recs 0 b6
CONTINENTAIL 2. Arcraft - Fypnoals 16. Poiygraph 23,086 b7C
H Assistance ce slance oup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [Lrgmrrovca STV RS T (3 Gomput . |10, {dent DIv 17. Search Waranis | 24, UCO .
ARIZONA; O xiajoint i (_ssance o oo P '
. Consans « Informan . Show Monay .
UNSUBS : PRINCIPLES Monttoring . Information Usage Other
{identity of other agency) 8. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div- . 10. Survell. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (darify of ol sl Lab D} - Suvell & NCAVC
SAVINGS AND LOAN 7 IRVI &orsuption of a public 6. %ll.glilllli . 13. ll-:f:ldog port 20. iwt!AoT Team 27, th?;alagmi%ﬁ )-
. officlal (Federa!, State or : up clion y8is
CALIFORNIA; Loca(ls 7.Eng. Sect.  * 14. Pen . [21. Tach. Agt. or
- .
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O00: LA Flald Support Reglsters i Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal P Compl Infi Indy ts |0. R les, Restitutions, or Potentlal E Ic Lqas P d (PELP) Wﬂn nlt;nlon in remarks) |,
{Number of subjects) Property . PELP .
Type Recoueries 5 - Restitutions . Typo Potential Economic
Code* , Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Localss, Summonses or Subposnas Served (No. of Subj.) s s p
Subject Priority* *
A B8 [+ Q ..r 2 $ $ . $
FBI Arrests Served R .
o s $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal ‘ -
3 . $ ' $
Local Armests - . .
Local Crim, 3 $ $
FBl Sub). Reslated s Armed Summons ______
C. emi’o‘d t))l HostagesorChildren Located: {NumberofHostages orChildren E. CivllMatters Government Defendant Government Plaimiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
_ Hostages Held By Tersarists + All Other Hoslage Situations ______ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
naped Child Settlement or Award
Missing or Kid c Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forteltures G. Adnilnistrative Sanctions N
EIIO gg iy Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
cdliox Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
. 3 Suspension . Years Months
{2 Dabarment ‘ [J Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
[J Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicia! District Sﬁgie%'ts
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Dascription Code®- Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
g aq;%ny Conviction Combined Sentence g agl%ny Conviction Combined Sentence
isde- p " isde-
In-Jail Suspended Probation in-Jall Suspended Probation
] Q;%?: d Title | Section | Counts Yis. . Mos. | Vis, . Mos. Yis. Mos. o E:,Z‘,‘;’ d Title | Section | Counts Yrs, . Mos. | Yrs,  Mos. Yis, Mos.
Revocation l Revacation l
0 Probation O Probation
Revocation otal Revocation otal
o ines § Elnes $
0 T:iea? Add consecutive sentences togather. g %ﬁﬂ Add cor i togeth
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. a Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
* Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Divarsion Do not add concurrent sentences logether.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. SUSp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs, - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
l Attach additional forms if reporting tinal judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjecrl
Remarks: (For every subject e “[e name, DOB, race*, sex, and if availabla POB and SSAN, b3
On 10/3/89 de was ' bé
served wi [ and p7¢C
one | I Grand Jury pf the Central . ‘
District of California. '
{17Los Angeles (Info)
2. . . . .
2 - Flold Ofice (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA e,
* Soe codes on A
L4 174 -1-X]
(6)
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#5-515 (Rev.9-20-89) °
Accomplishment Report .
(Effactive 10/1//89)

{Submitt within 30 days from date of accemplishment)
: Director, FB
To: \ QQ or, FBI Bureau Flle Number Date 1 1/8/8 2
o .
4 (W : — - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: &= SAC P hoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the investiggtive assistance or tachniques listed below uaed In connection with accomplish- K
SUB JE' CT: ' Fiald Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows: .
* 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaX
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpad, but anly miniealy 4 = e entet
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech Rating | 8. Enp. Sect. — Raling [ 15, Photographlc Faling] 22, Telophons Ratl
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN Aulsutance Tape Exams Coverage ¢ Toll gocu bé
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcralt S Hypnools 6. Folygraph 2.1c0 - b7C
- Ass salstance ssiatance Group
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [ 7gorts ol Soourty No. 3. Gompul 16. tdent Div 17. Search Wamants | 24, UGO
ARIZ ONA ; D X If & Joint op with: ‘A:aslatantl:; - |A:olatance = ::acu;:d Sroup ]
4. Consens . Informant . Show Money 25, UC
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLES MonHoring Intormation Usage Other
{identity of other agency) [T ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Surveil. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL Ty of ol ELSt LDl Survel. S NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Korruption of a public 8. ELSUA - 13, Lab Dy 20, SWAT Toam 27, Vioual Inveat -
C AL IFORN IA : officlat (Federal, State or Title . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . 121. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0(5 s LA Field Support Registers Tech Equip
A, Prell y Judiclal P Ci Inf Ind| D. R las, Restitutions, or P lal E lc Loss P, d (PELP) (Explain vajuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveriea Restitutions Type Potentia! Economic
Code* Coda* Loss Prevented
B.A ts, L tes, & or Subp Served (No. of Sub].) s . s
Subject Priority*
A B C  |sw 1 s Py ) s
FBI Arrests Served
fos s s s
FBI Locates - Crimina)
s H S
Local Arrests - _ .
Local Crim. s $ s
£8I Subi. Resisted ; Armed s Al
C. Holoasot)al Hostages orChlidrenLocated: {NumberofHostagesorChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defoendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists : All Other Hostage Situations _______ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
e | Seltlement or Award
» Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No, of Sub), Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfeltures G. AdminlatrativeSanctions
‘{f oparty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
clg * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
¢
3 Debarment 3 Parmanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code’ -
Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
O Debarment . O permanent
H i B ' No. of
H. Finat Judicla! Process: Judiclal District ! SUgjo%ts
. ) District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismlissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . : ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code*® -
03 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentance
0O Misde- 0 Misde- n
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-dail Suspended Probation
o Parole - | Title | Section | Counts Yes. , Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. Yrs, Mos. | 0 Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation R I Revocation I
0O Probation . O Probation
Rbvocation otal . Revocation otal
nes $ . ines $
] g _!;_’!&al Add conseculive sentences together. g %&1 ‘ Add consecutive ser togeth
B Pretria Enter fongest single concurrent sentence, - Q Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, SUSp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
l Attach additional forms if reporting fina! judiclal process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject, l
Remarks: (For every subject reported in Sections A, 8 name, DOB, race*, sex, and If available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89, (description attached), was served b6
with a subp the Federal Grand . b7cC
Jury of the Centt alifornia. . ‘
¥ l;iLos Angeles (Info) |
S B orce (1-56C~LA=101615) (l~Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA '
. e x
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FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Eftective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days Irom date of accomplishment)

. Director, FBI
TO ' Bureau File Number o 11/8/89
. - - I or Technlque Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 1 5 Were any of the lnwntﬂlvo uﬁumco or techniques listed below usad In connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: ' FleMd Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yos - If Yos, rate each uaed a3 foliows:
N 1 = Used, but did not help = Helped, subetantlany
CHARLES KEATING, 3 6 3 0-0004 2 = Helped, but only mininaly 4 = Absolutely essential
RMA AM A — 1. Acclg Tech Rating { 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating | 16. Pholographic Rafing[ 22, Telephone — Rali> ©
CHAI N ’ ERI C N Asslstance Tape Exams Coverags Toll Recs bIC
CONTINENTAL 2, Aircralt o Hypnoala 78, Polyoreph 23,960
0 IX i aistance sslatance up
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [ Agents Socks Secury o | 3 Comp 10, 1dent Div 17, Search Warrants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xirajoint i | 2‘“‘““"‘:‘ "*:’“"‘""“ - g"“c”""’ S’WP i
. Consens| 11. Informant 8. Show Mone! 26, UC
UNS UB S H PR I Nc I PLES Monltoring Intormation Usage Y Other
(identity of other agency) [, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survel. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN Wiy ot LSl Lab DI Surv S NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ I RVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13, Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Federa, State or Title i1t Field Support Action Analysis (VIA)
} Local 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or -
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 6 LA Fiok: Support Regitors Toon 2o
A, Preliminary Judictal P Comp Infi D. R tes, Restitutions, or P E Loss P (PELP) (Explain valustion In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Reatitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Sub),) s s s
Subject Priority*
A B c Q l.r 2 s s s
FBl Arrasts Served
reats - $ $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ S
Local Arests -
Local Crim, s $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted + Armed S
C. nfgga«)alNosugasorchlldmnLomod: (NumberofHostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Govemment Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists : All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
Missi id d ted e | Setllement or Award

N g or Kidnaped Children L No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here

F. Selzures/Fortsitures G. Administrative Sanctions

’?,l’ °,§’§ y Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code*® -

cdlis« Seizutes Judiclal Administrative Time Frame

O suspension Years Months
¢
3 Debarment I Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Coda* -
Time Frame
O Ssuspension Years Months
O oDebarment O Permanent
. . . . No. of

H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District { Sugfe?: '

. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subject 2 Sublect Description Code* -

0 Falony Conviction Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence

o ME;’:O', In-Jdail Suspended Probation o ﬂf::or In-Jail Suspended Praobation

0 Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | ¥Ym. Mos. rs. Mos. | g Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation j . Revocation I

O Probation 0 Probation
Revocation Total . Revocation Ima’

Fines $ 3 ines §

. g %l‘?aa' Add consecutive sentencas together. g T:?; Add conseculive senlences together,

O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrenl sentence 0 Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent sen!snce
Diversion Do not add cor Y] Diversion Oo not add concurrent

Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp -2 yrs In- Jall Sentenca 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
I Attach additional forms if reporting final judiciat process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. '

Remarks: (For avery subject reported in Sections A, B, E. G, or lde name, DOB, race®, sex, and If available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/3/89, (descrintion attachad) cone be
served with—Two—=T ; one b7C
one the Federal Grand Jury of the Central
Distrrcr—or CTalifornia.
| L-Los Angeles (Info)

e e (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA ‘

* Sea codes df

FB81/D0J
<y
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FD:515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Etfective 10/1//89)

(Submiltt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO ’ Bureau Flle Number Date 1 l/ 8 / 89
: - - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Phoenl X 5 Ellcd Of:l[l;lAFu ]'; 0;} 6 l 5 Wore any of the Invest|gative ut]jtance or techniques iisted below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: o ce Fila Number ment belng claimed? No Yeos - If Yen, rate each used ea follows:

N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, subatantiaky
CHARLES KEATING' 3630"'0004 2 = Helped, but only mink ly 4 = Absolutely essantial
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. AcclgTech — Raling | 8. Eng. Sect.  Raling | 6. Photographic Rating| 22. Telephone  Rar,

Aasl Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL | 2. Alrcraft 9. Hypnosla 18. Polygraph 23, Uco b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, —mmssomrssmmyio ] Assistance Avsistance rovp
3. Comp 10. {dent Div 17. Search Warranta 24, UCO
ARIZONA : O xua folnt op with: Assistance Assistance Executed Group It '
4. Consenaual 11, Informant 18, Show Mone 26. UC
UNS UBS H PRINCIPLES Monltoring Information Usage Y Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOIL (identity of other agency) 5. ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 19. Survell. Sqd, 26. NCAVC/
X if case Involves FISC Exams (SOG) Asat VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Rorruption of a public 6, ELSUR - 13, Lsb Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
C AL I FORN I A s official (Federal, State or Title I . Flold Support Action Analysls (VIA}
Logal). 7, Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION ; 06 s LA Fleld Support Reglstrs : Toch Equip
A. Preliminary Judicial P, Complalats | Informations | Ind D. R les, Restitutions, or P lal Ei Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjscts) Property B PELP
Typa' Recoveres Restitutions Type Potential Economic
B. Arrests, L s or Sub Served (No. of Subj,) Codo Code* Loas Prevented
- - - ~ . - s $ $
Subjact Priority*
A 8 C @ bp l [3 s $
FBI Arrests - Served
$ $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
- Summons ._____ s s $
Local Amests - _ .
Local Crim, $
FBI Subj, Resisted : Armed Summons. s $
C. n"“z?a l))f Hostages or Children Located: (Numberof Hostagesor Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiti
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrarists ; All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
d 1 ted —————— | Sotllement or Award

‘Mlsslng or Kidnaped Children Locate No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here

F. Seizures/Fotfeitures G. Administrative Sanctions

q’ig iy Forfellures Subject1 Subject Description Code* -

Cddax Saizures Judiciat Administrative Time Frame

[ Ssuspension Years Months
¢ .
3 Debarment O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame

[0 Suspension Years Months
O oebarment 00 Permanent

H. Final Judlicial Process: Judiciat District o No, of

. [ - . Subjects
R District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
. Subject 1 Sub}ect Description Code*- . - Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
g a?;%r;y Conviction - Comblned Sentence g fﬁ?;%’;y Conviction Combined Sentence .
- {n-Jail Suspended Probation - In-Jait Suspended Probation

a E:,%?: rl Tile | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos, | E;’,‘Z,?;’ r' Titte | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
evocation L evocation

Q Probation N O Probation

Revocation Total = * Revocation Total
- Fines $ . X Finas $
g ?:gﬁ Add consecutive sentences togather. : g -F;:fa‘? - Aad conseculive sentancas togaiher,
O Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. O Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent sentenca.
Diversion lsJo not add concurrent senteneeszlogetlhej. i Diversion Do not add ¢ 1t santy togeth
entence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. in-Jall.
I Attach additionat forms if reporting final Judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for.epchfu_bje?l
0 )

Remarks: (For every subject reported in 1 B, race*, sex, and.ll avallaple POB and SSAN, ! " b3
On 10/3/89, (descrintion attached), was be
served with a subpoena | . _ Ithe ngere} _ b7C
Grand Jury of the Central District of California. '

{{Los Angeles (Info)
e e (1-56C-LA*101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA
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F-515Rev.9-20-89) .

'f\ccompllshmem Report -
(Etlective 10/1/189)

* San cozios )

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
. Director, FBI
To: ' Bureau File Number Date 1 l/ 8 / 89
: - - invastigative Asslstance or Technique Used
FROM: SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Waere any of the lnveat@iva uf]jlance or tachniques liated below used In connection with accomplish-
SUB JE’ CT: i Field Qffice Fie Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as folows:
N 1 = Uged, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantially
CHARLES KEATING ’ 3 6 3 0 - 0 0 0 4 2 m Helped, but only minimally 4 = Absolutely essentlal
MA AM I Squed or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech Rating [ 8. Eng. Secl.  Rating | 16. Pholographic  Rating] 22. Telephone  Hall
CHAIR N ’ ER CAN Aasslstance Tape Exams Coverage ¢ Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Aroralt 0. Fypriosls 16. Polygraph 33.UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, | fowtsSoomsmmyio ] |- e T Sewtn e aep !
ARIZONA H O «x if a Jolnt operation with: gaslsrtance - 'Asslatance . Execu;:d G:oup il
4. Consensual « Informant 18. Show Mone, 25, U
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monfoning information Usage " Other
{identity of other agency) |5, ELSUA - 12. Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL oty of alar ELS! Lab B} Survek. S5 NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA . official {Federal, State or Title I} . Flekd Support Action Analysia (VIA)
* LOCB(IS 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen . |21, Tech- Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION ; 00: LA Field Support Roglaters Tech Equip
A. Preilminary Judiclal Process Comp Infi [ D. R les, Restitutions, or P [3 Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain vatuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property B PELP
Type Recoveries Rostitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
8. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s s p
Subject Priority*
A B C_ |subp 2 s s . s
FBI Arroats Served
’ s s s
F@) Ltocates - ermlnal
$ s $
Local Armests -
Local Crim. $ $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted + Armed S
C. Fleleal.'.:a ())1 HostagesorChildren Located: (NumberofHostages or Children E. CivilMatters Govarnment Defendant Govarnment Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists _____; All Other Hostage Situations ____ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i . | Seftloment or Award
\Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Administrative Sanctions
EI! og y Forfeitures Subject1 Subject Description Code* -
nge * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
! *
[0 Debarment 1 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[J suspension Years Months
O Debarment 03 Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial District . ' No. of
i Subjscts —_—
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- i ) * Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Q Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o m:fg:t;r In-dalt Suspended Probation o m{f::‘;r In-Jall Suspended Probation
O Parole Title |  Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos, Yrs. Mos. | 1 parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . Revocatlon I .
O Probation N O Probation o
Revacation Total Revocation "I_fotal
| - Finoc $ ‘ ines $
g ;:fa? Add consecutive sentences together, g ?:?a? Add consecutive sentences fogether.
'O Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent santence. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentanca,
Divarsion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togethar,
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
l Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial procass on more than two subjacts, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. I
Remarks: (For every subject reported In Sactions A, B, E, G, or H de name, DOB, race*, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN. ‘ b3
On 10/3/89, (description attached) was , b6
served wi+t+h—rvrr—rn H e! Iand U bIC
one the Federal nd - Jury of the Central
Distrrect—or—carrrornia. ! .
. v L}
{l7Los Angeles (Info) M !
. . ,. i
oo (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA S
L {
i
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¥
FD:515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report

{Etective 10/1//89)

. -

¢

e

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI
! Bureau File Number Date l l /8 / 8 9
1 - - . Igative Ass! or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenl X S6C-LA~-1 01615 Were any of the investigative tance or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: Flekd Office Fie Number ment belng claimed? No Yes ~ Il Yes, rato each used as folows:

X 1 = Used, butdidnot help 3 m Helped, substantially
CHARLES KEATING, 3630"0004 2 w Helped, but only y 4 = Absoltely essentlal
CHAIRMAN r AMERI CAN Squad or RA Number 1. Accig Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Secl.  Rating [ 16. Photographic Rating[22, Telaphone fay 6

Assistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraft °. Hypln?ola 16. iglyg{:nph 23, gco ' b7C
CORPORATI - Asslat Asslatance slstance roup
ON, PHOENIX, [ %G5ATs Sock! y No. 3. Comput - ident D 17. Search Wanrants | 24, UCO
ARI ZONA H D X if a joint with: Assisiance Assistance Executed Group Il
4. Consensual « Informant 18. Show Money 25.UC
UNS UB S H P R I NC IP LES Monltoring Information Usage Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOI, (identity of other agency) (. E"schR - . IE.ab Div 1. ?s"évc?,"ﬁ“{" 28, Wéxgl
Invak ) xams 8 -
X if case
SAVINGS AND LOAN + IRVI &orruption of a public 8, ELSUR - . Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
C AL I FORN IA : officlal (Federal, State or Title 1l Fleid Support Action Analysls (VIA)
Local}, 7. Eng. Sect, . Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06 s LA Field Support Reglaters Tech Equip
’
A. Preliminary Judiclal P Complaints | Informations | indictments [0, Recoverles, Restltutions, or P E Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation in remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
- Code* Code* Loss Pravented
B.A 9, Locates, 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj,) s s $
Subject Priority*
A B S |subp 1 $ s $
FBI Arresta - Served
$ $ s
FBi Locates - grlmlnll
s s s
Local  Arrests - .
FB! Subj. Resiated : Armed Local Crim. $ $ $
C. Rl-ogg:!s.% t)amomgu orChlidrenLocated: (Numberot Hostages or Children E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintif
RICO - Civil Civll Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ; All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
‘Missl ( ————— | Settlsmant or Award
ssing or Kidnaped Children Located No, of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
E'fo erty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
C&gg * Seizures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
[0 suspension Years Months
[
O pebarment 0 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District . ’ No. of
. | Subjects
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- ’ Subjact 2 Subject Description Code® -
g l’\:d?s';?jny Conviction Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
m a: or in-Jail Suspended Probation O Misde- In-Jail Suspended Probation
eano| meanor
1 Parole Title | Section | Counts Vis.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos, Yrs. Mos. | 1 Parole Titte | Saction | Counts Yis. , Mos. | Yrs. Mos, Yrs, Mos.
Revocatlon . Revacation
O Probation . l O Probation '
Revocation ?_,'otal Revocation otal
QP ines $ l-l-:lnes $
0 Trig Add conseculive sentences together. g Flea Add conseculive senlences togeiher,
" O Pretrial Enter longest single cor 8Nt sentence. O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentsnce.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togather. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. 8USD. = 2 yrs, In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. SUsp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.

Remarks: (For overy subject repo;
On 10/4/89,
with a subpoena

I Attach additional forms it reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. l

dlo Ocosr P

@ name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,
I (dacrrintion

Jury of the CentraI DISTTicE of California.

@-Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Bureau
2 - Fleld Ofiice

(1-56C~LA%101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (l-AA

* See codes

(6

attached),
the Federal Grand

was

served

b3
b6
b7C

FBi1/noy
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s
*FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89) -
Accomplishment Report

(Effective 10/1//89)

~

(Submitt within 30 days from data of accomplishment)
. Director, FBI
To ' Bureau Flle Number oas__11/8 /89
: — — Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Waere any of the investigative assistance or techniques listed below used in connection with accompiish-
SUBJECT: Field Office Fiie Number ment belng claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows: .
¢ 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Holped, substantiat
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpad, but oly minnaly 4 = Aeanrers ol
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Saqusd or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech ~ Rafing | 8. Eng. Secl. — Rafing [15. Photographic ~Rating] 22. Telephone Rl 6
Asslislance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL ‘ 2. Alreraft 0. Hypnoals 18. Polygraph 23. Uco b7C
CORPORATION; PHOENIX, [—mwrswmsennie o R e M
X p . Ide . Search Warran .
ARIZONA; O xirajont operation with: gulatance lAmatanco Executed Group Il
. 4. Consonsual 11. Informant 18, Show Mon 25.
UNS UBS ’ PRINCIPLES Monlioring Information Usa:o oney s ggxer
AND OFFICERS OF I INCOL (identity of other agency) |G, EILSSéJH - 12, énb Div 19, (Ssu(l;vg)ll.qud. 26. NCAVC/
X if case involves xams ot vi-cap
SAVINGS AND LOAN 14 IRVI Rorruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13, Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CAL IFO RNI A : :fﬂcl:al (Federal, State or Title il Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
ocal). 7. Eng. Sect, 14, Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 0(5 : LA Fleld Support Registers Tech Equip
AP Y Judiclal P Complaints Informations D.R ) Restitutions, or Potential Economic Loss Prevented (I;EI.P) {Explain In )
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recovsries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loas Prevented
. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Servad (No. of Subj) s Y s
Subject Priority*
A B (4] b
Subp $ $ $
FBI Arrosts Served l
$ $ $
FB! Locates - gummu
s $ $
Local Armasts - .
L Crim, $
FBI Subj. Realstad ; Armed goon orim s $
C. Release of Hostages or Children Located: (NumberofHostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ——i All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Sult
$ $
issl Ki ad Chil Locat ~—i—=— | Setllement or Award
, Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub), Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions :
Forfeltures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
"ppory
cdliex Seizures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
’
O Deb 0 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
{J Suspension Years Months
0 Debarment 0O permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District ' No, of
1 Subjects
s District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subjact 2 Subject Description Code® -
g ;ql%ny Conviction Combined Sentence S aql%ny Conviction Combined Sentence
isde- isde-
In-Jail Suspended Probation In-Jail Suspended Probatio:
0 Parols Title | Section | Countg Yrs.  Mos. | Yis. Mos. Y5, Mos. | o paonar Title | Section | Counts Ys. . Mos. | vrs. rte Mos. Yrs. er'os.
Revocation R l Revocation
0 Probation . [w] Probathn I
Revocation ion'g:li $ Rovocation Emg.!; $
O Plea T 0 Plea - —
. O Triat Add cor 4 ] . a Trial Add cor g .
O Pretriat Enter longest single concurrent sentence. a Prelrial Enter longest single concurrent senlence,
Divarsion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Divarsion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp. = 2 yrs. In-dJall,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ecﬂ

Remarks: (For every subject p

On 10/3/89,

l Attach additlonal forms II reporting final judiciat process on more than two sublects,

UTll

with a subp

E}Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Biroau

2 - Flald Oflice
* Sen codes d

Jury of the Centrar DIStrict of California.

(1-56C~LA>101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA .

—— At 9, DOB, race®, sex, and If available POB and SSAN. b3
r(ﬂeQﬁr1ﬁ+ on attached), was served b6
the Federal Grand ; b7C
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#5:575 (Rev.9-20-89) )
Accomplishment Report .
{Etlective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
H . Director, FBi
TO i Bureau Fils Number Date L 1/ 8/89
1 - - I Ig Asalst or Technique tised
] FROM: S AC, PhoenJ. X 5 EC LA 1 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the Investjgative tance or techniques listed below used in connection with accompiish.
. SUBJECT: 5ld Office File Number ment belng clakmed? No Yo - If Yes, rate each used aa foXows:
N - 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substanitialy
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helpad, but only minimaly 4 = Absolutely essonyal
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN ‘ Squad or RA Numbor 1. Acclg Tech  — Raling | 6. Eng. Socl.  Raling | 15. Pholograpnic Rafing[ 22, Telephone  Hat
Asalatance __Tppo_Examn quel_'ago Toll Recs bé
| CONTINENTAL 2. Arcraft B, Hypnosls 16. Polygreph 23. UGO b7C
| CORPORATION ' PHOENIX ' TSR o Asal. Asalatance . Assiatance Group |
‘ - 3. Comp 10. Ident Div 17. Search Warants 24, UCO
| ARIZONA; O xita Joint op with: Assistance Assistance Exacuted Group 1)
UNS UBS : PRI NCIPLES 4, go:;ea:izual 11. :n:onna;:l 18. LS,how Money 25, g(':,
| onitoring nformation sage ther
| AND OFFICERS OF LINCOIL lidentity of other agency) [g. E'léSéJR - 12. Eab Div 19. fs"tr)vcg)"k Sq;i. 26. v:::é\xg/
| X it case involves xams 68 -
| SAVI NGS AND LOAN ’ I RVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
i CAL IFORNIA - official (Federal, State or Title I} . Field Support Action Analysia (VIA)
| ’ l.oca&. 7. Eng. Sect. 14, Pen . |21. Tech. Agt. or
| ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O0OC: LA Field Support Registers Tach Equip
A. Praliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | informations | Ind D.R les, Restitutions, or P | E Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuatlon In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . . PELP
Type Recoverles Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loas Prevented
B.A , Locstes, S or Subp. Served {No. of Subj,) s s
Subject Priority* §
A 8 C_Isunp 1 s s i s
FB! Arrosts - Served
18 $ $
FBl Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Arrests -
Local Crim, $ )
FBI Subj. Resisted ;s Armed S :n : $ s
c. ROIM&?'HOSMGM orChlidrenLocated: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. CivilMatters . Government Defendant Government Plaintiti
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations —_ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
——— {
 Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub, Settlement or Award Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
Forleitures Subject1 . Subject Description Code*® -
e
Cédo % Selzuras Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
4 ’
0 Deb 1t O Permanent
Subjact 2 Subjuct Description Code® -
Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiciat District { . ' Sﬁgi nft
. - ecls
. District  State Convictlon or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- . " Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
3 Felony Conviction ) Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o mfg:&r i in-dail Suspended Probation a mf::‘;r In~Jail Suspended Probation
o Parole , Tila ] Sectlon | Counts Yrs. | Mos. | Yrs. ' Mos. Yis.  Mos. | g Parore ‘ Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. . Mos.
Ravocatioh . Revocation
O Probation . l Q Probalion I
Revocation ofal Revocation otal
nas $ . ;lnes $
g %&? Add consecutive sentences together, T g %ﬂﬁ Add conseculive sentences together,
* 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent santence. O Pretrial Enter fongest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diverslon Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp, = 2 yrs. in-Jail. Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jall,
I Attach additional forms if raponjpg final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub[oﬂ
Rematks: (For every subjoct reported in ide name, DOB, race*, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN, b3
On 10/3/89, (description ttached), was served b6
with a subpoena the Federal Grand * b7C
Jury of the Cent¥al District of California.
l7Los Angeles (Info) 0
e o (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-aA ,
* Seo codes qn alio
FBt/DOJ
{(6)
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Y .
FiF™ 5 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report . -
{Etlectiva 10/1/88)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO ! Bureau File Number pate 11 /8 /89
: - - ! igative Assl or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l o l 6 l 5 Waere any of the Invoatiﬁﬂve uﬁ ance or techniques listad below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJ é CT: Fleid Offlce Filg Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yen, rate aach used as follows: .

- N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiatty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, but only minimally 4 = Ab Katoly 1
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Saquad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tach  Rating | 8. Eng. Sect. _ Rating | 16. Pholographic Rating] 22. Telephone Raty, o

. Assistance Tepe Exama Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL 2. Aircraft 0. ;iypnoala 18. Polygraph 23. UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX7 T s SoSommyio | |- e e
ARIZONA; 1 it a joint aperation with: Asslstance 'Aaalatanco Executad Group |l

4. Consensual 11. Informant 18. Show Mone: 25, UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monfionng information Usago Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOI, (identity of other agency) [, Ell.sscun - 12, Eab Div 10, ‘ssucr)vg,n.A Sqtd. 26. v%xg/
X It case involvas x8ms 28
SAVI NGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invost -
C ALT FORN IA . officlal (Federal, State or Title . Flold Support Action Analyais (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect, ) 14, Pen 21, Tech. Agl. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06 : LA Flold Support Reglaters . Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal Process Comp tnl Indictinents [D. Recoveries, Resiltutions, or Potential E Loss P d (PELP) (E;(plnln valuation In remsrks)
(Number of subjects) B Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code” Code* Loas Pravented
8. A te, Locates, S or Subp. Served (No. of Subj.) Py p s
Subject Priority *
A B c Q Lr l s s s
FBI Arrests « Served
$ $ 3
FBi Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local  Arests «
Local Crim.
FBI Subj. Resisted : Armed s $ $ s
C. Rolaa&t):t Hostages or Chlldren Located: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. CivilMattors Government Defendant Goverament Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations —_— Convictions Amount of Suit
$
. ——————e—. | Sollle
‘Mlsslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. otttement or Award Enter AFA Paymant Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
Ell operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Descriplion Code® -
clé?g * Seizures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
[0 Suspension Years Months
¢ .
O Deb [ Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
O Debarment 03 permanent
H. Final Judlclal Process: Judicial District . No. of
{ Subjects
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
‘Subject 1 Sublect Description Coda®- ) . ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
g fﬂ?l%ny Conviction , ¥ Combined Sentence g ;;?;%ny Conviction Combined Sentence
sce- 7 In-Jall Suspended Probation e In-Jail Suspended Proba
3 tion
o g:,%',‘:' Title | Sectlon { Counts Yrs,  Mos. | Yis. Mos, Yrs. Mos. | 31:,%?: d Title | Section | Counts Yrs, . Mos. | Yrs, pe Mos. Yrs, Mos.
Revocation . I . Revocation
O Probation ’ 0 Probation
Revocation otal Revocation otal
ines $ . lIlnes $
g %faal Add consecutive sentences fogether. g ;:?a? Add consecutiva sentences fogether,
‘G Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence, o Pretrial Enter langest single concurrent sentance,
Diversion Do not add concutrent sentences togethar, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Senlence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. S 10 yrs. - 8 yis, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,

I Attach additional forms if reporting final judictat process on more than two subects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjectj

Remarks: (For every subject repo , ide name, DOB, race*, sex, and If avallable POB and SSAN. ) 3 . . b3
On 10/4/89, (descrintion attached), was sServed b6
the Federal Grand b7C

with a subpoena i .
Jury of the Central District of California.

Los Angeles (Info) . .
2 Burett (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

2 - Flold Office

* Seo codes

)
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’ ® ®
F;7{515‘(!"‘!ev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)

(Submift within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO ! Bureau Fllo Number Date 11 / 8/89
: — — invastigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the investigative tance or techniques llsted below used in connection with accomplish-
SuB JE’ CT: ’ Fleld Office File Number ment being claimed? L3 No Yos - If Yo, rate each used as foliows: .
N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, butonly minimely 4 = Aemerans ot
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating | 15. Pholographic Rating[22, Telephone __ Rat!
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN Assistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs bé
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcralt 9. iAiyplmt):rl'a 16. l;oly;g'r:ﬁh 23, gCO , b7C
- e Asalat sslstance salstance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, T fgeisSosa Sovuty . 3. Comput 70 ident Div 17. Search Warants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; O xitajoit operation with: y 3"'“‘“"‘:; - l";""‘"‘:" . ::“":" 3’“’" I
) . Consena . Informan! 18. Show Money 25.UC
UNS UB S H P R I NC I P LES Monttoring Information Usage Other
(identlty of other agency) (. ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 19. Survell, Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN, Weryclarwr e Lab D} Survel S5 NCAVC
SAVINGS AND LOAN 14 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
C ALIFORNIA : official (Federal, State or Titla . Flald Support Action Analysla (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION:; 06: LA Field Support Reglsters Tach Equip
A. Preliminary Judlcial Process C [ Inf ind D.A les, Restitutions, or P lal E Loss P tod (PELP) {Explain valuation in
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoverles Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loas Prevonted
B, Arrests, Locates, S or Subp [ d (No. of Sub).) s s p
Sublect Priority*
A B [+] Subp 1 s s . s
FBIl Arrests Served
o s s s
FBl Locates - grlmlnal
s H $
Local  Armests -
Local Crim. s s $
FBI Subj. R d ;+ Armed S
C. Fiolnlt:d t,:mosugn orChildrenLocated: (NumberofHostages orChildren E. CiviiMatters Govermnment Defendant Govemnment Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civit Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
. ———— | Settlemant or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Paymant Here
F. Seizures/Forieitures . G. Administrative Sanctions
Ef ogny Foreitures Subject 1 Subject Dascription Code”® -
cliox Seizures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
3 suspension Years Months
‘
0 Deb t O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
[ Debarment . 03 permanant
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District ' No. of
. | . Subjects —_—
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 éub]ect Description Code’- . ’ Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence . 0 Felony " Convictin Combined Saentence
[u] mgs::ér In-Jall Suspended Probation o mfé’:ér In-Jail Suspended Probation
o Parole * | Thle | Section | Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yris, Mos. Yrs. Mos. | g Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . ' Revocation I
0 Probation : O Probation
Revocation otal . . Revocation Pm
ines § , . P ines §
2 g ?:%al Add consecutive sentences together. g T:ﬁﬁ Add consecutive sentences togather,
0 Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentence. 0O Pretrial : Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent santences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
| Attach additional forms if reporting final Judiclal process on more than two subjects, and submit a tinal diposition form (R-84) for each subjeclj
Remarks: (For every subject reportapla.Caat A Bt DOB, race*, sex, and it avallable POB and SSAN, b3
On 10/6/89, | (description —atts ched), was b6
served with a subpoena the Federal . p7C
Grand Jury of the Cent °© alifornia.
ﬁgins Angeles (Info) ~ L.
2 o (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA -
. - ide.
| F81/00.
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" -5 (Rev.9-20-89) ‘
m‘ccompllshment Report
(Etfective 10/1//89)
{Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO Irector, Bureau File Number Dato 11 / 8 / 89
: — - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenix 5 g% Otf:‘ AFu 1 03' 615 Were any of the lnvoal&ive Bspiatance or techniques listed below used in connection with accomphishe
SUBJECT: 2ld Office Fita Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows: .
¢ 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantialty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~0004 2 = Helped, but olly minkmakly 4 = Absolute!
CHAIRMAN + AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech  Rafing | 8. Eng. Gecl.  Raling | 15, Photographic Rating[ 22. Telephone Raly, o
‘ Assistance Tapo Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL 2. Akcrafi 9. Hypnosia 18, Polygreph 23. UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [rowssoossmmmn i Aeshtanco Aesatance arovp |
LA 3. Comput 10, Ident Div 17. Search Warrants 24, UCO
ARIZONA; . Asslstance Asslstance Executed Group I
’ X it a joint operation with:
UNS UBS : PRINCIPLES 4, Slom's‘er:;‘ual 11. :n:ormagl 18, Show Money 25, g?‘
n onltoring nformation sage ther
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOIL (identity of other agency) . Ellésém . 12, gab Div 10. Ssucr)vee)ﬂ.ASqd. 26. \leCAVCI
X It case Invoh Xams { 38t I-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team’ 27. Visual invest «
CALIFORNIA : official {Federal, State or Titie il Fleld Support Action Analysla (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Field Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal P Comp informations | Indi D. R , Restltutions, or Pot 1 E Loss P d (PELP) {Explain valustion in remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type. Recoverles Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code Code* Loas Prevented
B.A te, 1 tes, S or Subp Served (No. of Subj,) P P s
Subject Priority*
A 8 c Subpoenas 1 $ $ H
FBI Arrests Served
$ $ 3
FBI Locates - Erlmlnal
$ $ s
Local Armests - _
Locs! Crim, s s
FBI Subj. Resisted 7 Armed S $
C. Rel“t?& t))l HostagesorChildren Located: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. ClvilMatters Govemnment Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i hil ed ~—————— | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Childran Locat No. of SubJ, Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forleltures G. Administrative Sanctions
q{ aperty Forfeltures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
Cgé)g * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
B .
O Debarment 3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judictal District [ . Sﬂl‘)’fe%'ls
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Sublect 1 Subject Description Code*- ‘ Subject 2 Subject Description Codo® -
€3 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
O Misde- Q0 Misde-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
o Parote . | Thle | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos, Yrs. Mos. [ o Parcle Title | Section | Counts Yis. , Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation * Revocation
a grobalIO{l . =] grobam:p
evocation Total evocation ‘otal
Fines $ ines $
.g .’r’:f:, Add consecutive sentences logothar. g %ﬁﬁ Add consecutive sentences fogethar,
3 Protrial Enter | single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentance.
Diversion . Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jalil.

l Attach additional forms If reporting final Judiciat process on more than two subjacts,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjsﬂ

Remarks: (For every subject reported in Sections A, B, E, G, or H abovi

On 10/3/89]

me, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN.
(description attached), was s

erved with a subpoena

the Federal Grand Jury of the
I DIStrict or California. T
P b3
{1%Los Angeles (Info) . b6
2Bkt (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-Al . pc

FBi/D0oJ




{ SEARCHED ]
SERIALIZED ] sy b7C
Wag M,
fEC 111989

Fal — 103 AW

S0LC LA \ocul.f““/%]
C b6




3 ® @

- e
50%515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

O: Director, FBI
T i Bureau File Number oae_11/8/89

3 - - Investigative Assistance or Technlque Used

FROM: S AC, Phoenl X 5 6[% LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Waere any of the Investlgative tance or techniques iisted below used in connaction with accomplish-
SUBJECT: ‘ Ficld Office Fila Numbar ment being claimed? LA No L1 Yen - If Yos, rate each used a3 fovows:

: 1 = Used, butdidnothelp 3 = Halped, substaitiaty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only minimally 4 = Absolt ly essentlal
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Souador BANumbae | 77 Acelg Toch — Fating | 8. Eng. Sacl.  Raling [ 16. Photographic _ Rating| 22, Telephons — Faib 6

Asslistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTI NENTAL 2. élrc‘(a‘h 0. ;(y:lnoala 18, Polygraph 23. Uco b7C
CORP ORATION ’ PHOENI X ’ LAgent'a Social Security No. 3G - 10,1 d:mal;r:’ce 7 ;::lr:::nv‘;:mnm 24 S:;p !
ARIZONA: . | Assiatance " Assistance " Executad " Group Il
’ X if a Joint op with: 5 T
4. Consenaual 1. Informant 18. Show Mone! 26, UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Montorog Information Usago Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) [§. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 16. Survell. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
X iIf case Involves Fisc Exams {SOG) Asat VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruplion of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest »
CALIFORNIA s official {(Federal, State or Title W . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech, Agt, or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0(5 : LA Fleld Support Reglstars Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal P, Comp Inf Indi D.R , Restitutions, or P E Loss Pr d (PELP) (Explain valuatlion In romarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
. Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
: Code® Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Setved (No. of Subj.) s s
Subject Priority* . s .
A 8 C  lsup 2 s s - s
FBI Arrosts - Served iy 5
$ s s
FBI Locates - Criminal
s s s
Local Armests -
al Crim, $
FBI Subj. Reslated + Armed !.‘oc . $ s
c. qolon&% z)ﬂ HostagesorChildrenLocated: (Number ot Hostages or Children E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Clvil Civil Suits s $
Hostages Held By Terrarists + All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
————— | Setllament or Award
+ Missing or Kidnaped Chlidren Located No. of Subj, Entor AFA Payment Hore
F. Selzures/Fortfeltures G. Administrative Sancilons
E{oggny Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code" -
cbox Selzures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
O3 suspension Years Months
’
7 Deb 'l L1 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O Suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment . O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District . : No. of
. | Subjects —
, District  State Conviction or Pratrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- . ) ’ Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony -Conviction ' Combined Sentence | 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde. In-Jail Suspended Probatin | O Misde- in-dall Suspanded Probation
0 Parole Title | Section | Counts Vrs. | Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yis.  Mos. | g pargle Titte | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. | Mos. Yrs.  Mos.
Revocation . l Revocatlon
0 Probation : 0 Probation
Revocation otal . Revocation Total
ines $ . P Fines §
g .‘F:fa‘} Add consecutive sentences fogether. 8 T Add consecutive sentences togefher.
3 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 2 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence,
Diversion Do not add c it sent together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs., In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. SUsp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
l Attach additional forms if reporting final judiciat process on more than two subjects, and submit a fina! diposition form (R-84) for each subject. l
Remarks: (For evary subject raportad | me, DOB, race®, sex, and It.avallable POB and SSAN, b3
Oon 10/3/89, descrintion attached) was e
served with two subpoenas; one and bC
one | the Federal Grand Jury of the Central :
istrict of California.
il-Los Angeles (Info)
. B . [3 . R ,
s w (1-56C~LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) -(1-AA .
* s° &
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F(5%15 (Rev.9-20-89) ,
Accomplishment Report -

(Etlective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
O: Director, FBI
T ector, Buraau Fila Numbar pae_11/8/89
: — -— I Igative Assi or Technique Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl X 5 6 c LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the Investigative tance or techniques listed below used in tion with p
SuB JE’ CT: ' Field Otlice File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as fokows: .
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, subatantialty
CHARLES KEATING ’ . 3 6 3 0 - 0 0 0 4 2 = Holped, but only minimaly 4 = Absokutely easential
AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Secl.  Raling | 16. Photographic ~Rafing| 22. Telophone Rafi
CHAIRMAN, ERICAN Ass! Tapo Exoms Coverage o Tok ?locu bé
CONTINENTAL 2 Rt 0. Hyprodi 78 Poboreoh 23,500 b7C
X ssistance ssiatance slance oup
CORPORATION, PHOENI iy | I 10, Ident Div 17. Search Wamants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xuajont operation with: gaelstance ’ :\:dalanca : IsSxeculed Group Il
- 4. Consensual 1. Informant 8. Show Money 26.UC
UNS UB S 1 P RI NC I P LES Monitoring Information Usage Other
(identity of other agency) |5, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL X if case invoh FiSC Exams {SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVI NGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13, Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visua! Invest -
CAL IFORN IA : officlat (Federal, State or Title It . Fleld Support Action Anglyals (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: La Fleld Support Reglstars Tech Equip
A. Prellminary Judiclal P, Complaints Inf [ D.R les, Restitutions, or P lal E lc Loas Pr d (PELP) (Explaln vajuation in remarks)
{(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. A , Locates, S or Subp Served (No, of Subj.) s s Py
Subject Prority*
A 8 C_ |subp 2 s s ) P
FBI Arrests Served
$ $ $
FBl Locates - Criminal
Summons $ $ $
Local Arrests -
Local Crim, s $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted + Armed S
c. RL%?::{?& c))l Hostagesor ChildrenLocated: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Govermnment Plaintifl
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ; All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
——————— | Sattlement or Award
\ Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfellures G. Administrative Sanctions
'3‘! oﬁ rty Forfeitures Subjectt - Subject Description Code* -
cdiox Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
[
O beb Wt ] Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
1 Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District i ' No. of
Subjscts -—
X : District  State Convictlon or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 SubJect Desctiption Code*- . . Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
O Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence B Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
a mles:r?c;r In-Jail Suspended Probation e mffr?&r In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole . | JWle | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos.| Yrs. Mos. Yis.  Mos. | 1 parsle Title | Section | Counts Yrs,  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. . Mos.
Revocation ’ . Revocation | ) : l
-|. O .Rrobation . D Probation
Revocation Total . Revocation Pm
Fines $ . l Ines $
R g ;:?a? Add consecutive sentences together. g "r’r%? Add consscutive sentences together,
Q Pretrial Entar longest single concurrent sentence, O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Divarsion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
S @ 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. in-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. in-Jaif,
I Attach additionat forms if reporting final judicial pracess on more than two subjects, and submit a final dipositlon form (R-§4) for each s_ubjectl( S -
Remarks: (For every subject din.Coatl Bttt ovide name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. i b3
On 10/6/89, (description attached) was ; oo bE
seryed wit 7 one and ; ! b7cC
one Ithe Federal Gramor oury or the Central * . . i
DistTict of California. w ] }
e T
~Los Angeles (Info)
R ce (1-56C-LA%101615) (l~Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA
¢ See codos
try
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~¥D-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1/189)
(Submitt within 30 days from date ol accomplishment)
0: rector, FBI
T oi ! Bureau File Number oats_11/8/89
. - — 1 Ig Assl or Te qus Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenlx 56 C-LA-1 01 6 1 Were any of the lnwatﬁm asglatance or tachniques listad below used in with p
SUB JE' CT: ' Fiald Oftlce Fils Number ment being claimed? o Yes - !l Yes, rate each used es foflows:
N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantial,
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, bu oty mininaty 4 o pi, Substaah
RMA A M 1. Acctg Tech Rating 8. Eng. Sect,  Rating [16. Photographic  Rating] 22. Telephone Ratb 6
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN Asslstance Tape Exams Coverage Recs b7C
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraft 9. :iyplnoala 16. ioly;nlr;;‘)h 23, gco |
v = Assisl sslstance sslalance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [“wgmretoam yNo. | i3 Gomput 10, Ident Div 17, Soarch Warrants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; O xirajomt aperation with: Assiatance 'Aaolslance 1 :.xecuted Group It
4. Consensual 11. Informant 8. Show Money 25.UC
UNS UBS H PRINCIPLES Monltoring Information Usage Other
{identity of other agency) 6. ELSUR - 12, Lab DIv 16. Survell, Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFF I CERS OF L 1 NCOL X If case involves FISC Exams (SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI Korruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27, Visual Inveat «
CALIFORNIA s official {Federal, State or Title 11t Field Support Action Analysis (VIA)
tocal). 7. Eng. Sect. 14, Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06 ¢ LA Fleld Support foglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Informations | i 0. R , Restitutions, or P I € Loss P, d (PELP) (Explaln valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property ' PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, 5 or Subp Served (No, of Subj,) : P
Subject Priority*
A B C Subp 2 $ $
FBI Arrests Served
ros! s s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ s
Local  Arrests - -
Loca! Crim, $ 3
FBI Subj. Res!sted + Armed S
C. Relonts:d ¢))I HostagesorChildren Located: (Numberof Hostages orChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terorists : All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
: $ $
Childi Settlement or Award
, Missing or Kidnaped Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Hore
F. Seizures/Forfsltures G. Adminlstrative Sanctions
"."f operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
cg&?g * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O Suspension Years Months
4 ,
O peb O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
0O Debarment 3 Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District No, of
. 1 Subfects
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- - Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction . Comblned Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misda- in-Jai Suspended Probation | O Misde- tn-Jall Suspended Probation
a Parole Titls | Sectlon | Counts Yrs. Mos. | Yrs,  Mos. Yrs.  Mos. | o Parote Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos.| Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. . Mos.
Revocation . Revocation
O Probation ° . B Probation
Revocation Tolal Revocation otal
Fines $ ) " inas §
g .gfa‘? Add consecutive sentences together. S %f:, Add consacutive sentences together,
" O Pretial Enter longest single cancurrent sentenca. 3 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. ' 2 yrs. In-Jall,

and submit a final diposttion form (R-84) for each subject. I

l Altach additional forms if reporting final judiciat procass on more than two subjects,

Remarks: (For every subject reportad In Sections A, B, E, G, or H

On 10/10/89,
served with
one |

District of California.
{E%Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Buréau
2 - Fiold Office
L]

9]

the Federal

ve, provide name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,
(description attached) was

; one

and

TETITO oLy Ol CIle Cellc

al

(1-56C~LA=101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AZ

¢

b3
b6
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FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report -
{Effective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishmant)
TO: or, FBI
0 Director, Bureau File Number owe_11/8/89
b{;ﬂ‘ : - - Investigative Assi of Technique Used
FROM: L:ﬂ“ SAC, Phoenlx 5 6 c LA l 0 l 6 1 5 Were any of the Investigative uﬁlanco or techniques Hated below uaed in connection with accomplishe
SuUB JE' CT: ’ Floid Office Fie Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as folows: .
* 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Heiped, substantiaty
- CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only minimaky 4 = Absoh y
MA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech  Rating | 8. Eng. Sect. _ Rating | 15, Pholographic Raiing| 5. Telophone  Rati
CHA IR N ’ ER I CAN Assistance Tape Exams ¢ 00vorgqo ¢ Toll gocl b6
CONTINENTAL : 2. Alrcraft 9. lAiyplnomﬂs 16, :ol);graph 23, gco b7C
- —— Assisl, ssistance sslstance roup |
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, | AgntsSocm YN | |5 Gompat 10, ident Div 17. Sewch Warants |24, UCO
ARIZONA 7 0O xue Joint operation with; (A:“bm?al - lAz:alstance 5 ::ecuted Group i
4. . t . .
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Moo Informatn I
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) 8 ELSUR - 12, Lab Oiv 19. Survel, Sad. 26. NCAVC/
X if case Invoh FISC Exams {SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN r IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab DIv 20. SWAT Teem 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA : official (Federal, State or Title . Fleki Support Action Analysis (VIA}
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen ., |21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Fleid Support Roglaters Tech Equip
A. Prell y Judiclal P Complaints [ inf D.R , Restltutions, or P tal E ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain vaiuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
8. A ts, Locates, § or Suby Served (No. of Subj.) s s s
Subject Priority*
A B C Subp 1 $ $ $
FBI Arrests Served
rests - s s s
FB! Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
| Local  Arrests - .
Local Crim, s $ $
| FBI Subl, Reslated ; Armed Summons
} C. R&g&ed t):fHosugn orChiidrenLocated: (Numberot HostagesorChiidren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
‘ RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
| Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations e Convictions Amount of Suit
| $ $
i e | Seltlement or Award
+Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Paymant Here
F. Sslzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions )
q( operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
cl§§ * Selaures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
[ suspension Years . Months
4 +
1 Deb 00 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
O Debarment 0 permanent
3 : i . : No. of
H. Final Judicial Process Judicial District { SUgj e?:i s
. ) District  State Conviction or Pretria! Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence . 2 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misda- " n O Misda-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole - | Tile | Section | Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos. | & Parole Title | _Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . l Revocation ’ I
o gréobalk;ln : ju gro%&gl?pn
vocation | . evocatio T
el s . ks
.g %&a' Add consecutive sentences togsther. g %ﬁﬁ Add consecutive sentences together.
O Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. O Pretriat Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togsther, Diversion Do not add nt sent fogeth
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
l Attach additional forms if reporting finaf Judicial process on more than two sublacts, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject, l
Remarks: (For every subject reported | de name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/3/89, (descrintion rttached) r wWas served bé
with a sub the PFederal Grand b7cC
Jury of the CentraT DISTTict of California.
"
A .
{igLos Angeles (Info) ..
- (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (l-AA )
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#0.575 (Rev.9-20-89) ’ ’ ‘

Accomplishment Report - ~
{Ettective 10/1//18g)

-

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: or, FBI
To Director, Bureay File Numbor oae_11/8/89
: - - i T Assl or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenix 56C-LA-1016] 5 Were any of the l"v“'@‘" asgistance or techniques listed below used In with p
SUBJECT: Field Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate anch used as follows: .

. 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Hoelped, substantiaty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holed, bt oty minkeety 4 = Ao !
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tach ~ Rating | 6. Eng. Sect.  Rafing | 16, Photographic Raing] 22 Telephone  Rapyg

Asslatance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraft 9. Hypnosis 16. Polygraph 23, UCO b7C
CORPORAT I ON ’ PHOENI x R on Assistance Assliatance Asslstance Group |
. 3. Comp 10. Ident Div 17. Search Warrants 24. UCO
ARIZONA; O xita jolnt op with: . Malalnml:;‘ Assistance Executed Group i
. Consens 11. Informant 18. Show Mone, 26. Uc
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLES Monttoring Information Usage Y Cther
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) |§. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div- 18. Survell. Sqd. 28, NCAVC/
X if case Involves FISC Exams (SOG) Asat VI.CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CAL IFORNI A : official {(Federal, State or Title 11} . Fleld Support Action Anslysis (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . {21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0(5 : LA Fleld Support Reglaters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Inf Indh D. R les, Rastitutions, or P Ei Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
s Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of 5ubj.} s s
Subject Priority* ' $
A 8 C__Isubpoonas 1 s s s
FBI Arrests - Served ,ﬁ
* * * / \f \
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ s s \ /\/
Local  Arrests - . : =
Local Crim., s
FBI Subj. Reslsted : Amed s o $ s
C. Re'“i':& <))1 Hostages or Children Located: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. CiviiMatters Governmant Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostagae Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
———— | Seitlemant or Award
, Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Paymant Hera
F. Seizures/Forfeitures G. Administrative Sanctions
*.’Il operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
CK&? * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frama
O suspension Years Months
4
[J Debarment (3 Permanent
Subject 2 . Subject Description Coda* -
Time Frame
O Suspension Years Months
O Debarment - . B Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District . No, of
] Subjects
X . District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . . i ) Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
 Felony _Conviction . Combined Sentence £ Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o ms:r?r;r In-Jail Suspended Probation o mfg:‘;r In~Jail Suspended Probation
o Parole Title | Section | Counts | Yrs, Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. Yrs,  Mos. | 1 Parols Title | Section | Counts Yis. | Mos. | Yis. . Mos. Yrs. . Mos.
Revocation . I Revocation ,
Q Probation . 0 Probation
Revocation otal N Revocation IIOM
ines $ . P ines $
'g .?:f’a‘: Add consecutive sentences together. g T:g;al Add consecutive sentences together,
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 3 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diverslon Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
I Attach additlonal forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. I
Remarks: (For evary subject r name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/6/89 (descrintion attached) r Was served b6
with a subpoena| for the Federal Grand ' : b7C
Jury of the CentTal District of California. ~
@-Los Angeles (Info) . :
e e (1-56C~LA*101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA S




h [
e kA 106 \Q‘J{’]&D
3 ARt T bé
SERIALIZ | rites | b7C
\Wihee

DEC §11980 |
FBl — LGS AN




-

» -\#
£D:515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Etlective 10/1//88)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: r, FBI
To Director, Bureau File Number Date 1 l/ 8 / 89
e
D ; CLA- T
FROM: L (W SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the investigative as tance or techniques listed below uaed In connection with accomplish-
: ' Fleld Office File Number ment baing claimed? No Yes - If Yos, rate each used as folows:
SUBJECT: 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substarialy
CHARLES KEATING’ 3630—0004 2 - Hebed, bmonw Ink "' ‘ = Ab {? y
MA AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech  Rating | 8. Eng.Sect. Rating | 16. Pholographic Rating] 22, Telephone — Fall
CHAIR N ’ 1 : Assistance Tape Exams Coverage o Toll Recs bé
CONTINENTAL 2. Acrafl 8 Hypnosla 16. Polygroph 2.UC0 b7C
CORP ORATION ’ PHOENIX ’ Agent's Soclal Security No. 7 folance Assiatance Group |
3.C 10. ident Div 17. Search Warranta 24. UCO
ARIZONA; [J xitajontop with: . (A:ulalance : 'A:alnlanco = :xeculad Group Il
. Consensual 1. Informant . how Mone 28, UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monttorng information Usage Other _
(identity of other agency) I5. ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL ety of o ELSL Lab BF Sunve. S NCAVC
SAVINGS AND LoAN ’ IRVI &orruption ot a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visua! Invest -
CALIFORNIA; officlat (Federat, State or Titie il Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 6 LA Fleld Support Raglsters Tach Equip
A. Preliminary Judicial P Ci D. R , Restitullions, or P Ei Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks}
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B.A , Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) p p .
Subject Priority*
A B C Subp 1 $ $ s
FBI Arrests Served
18$ $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
s $ $
Local Arrests - . .
Local Crim. s $
FBI Subj. Resisted ; Armed Sommons. $
C. Rf&g:ﬁ:}j ()ﬂ Hostagesor Chlldren Located: (Numberof HostagesorChlldren E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Sults $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i —————. | Settlement or Award
, Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sibj, Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanclions
8,( operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
ng * Seizures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
. [J Suspension Years Months
! 4
[J Debarment [ Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
: 3 Suspension Years Months
() Debarmant 0 permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District No, of
I Subjects
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Coda®*- N Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
£ Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence Q Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde- In-Jail Suspended Probation O Misde- in-Jait Suspended Probation
meanor meanor
o Parole Tile | Section { Counts Yes.  Mos.| Yis.  Mos. 1S, Mos. | p parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yis. . Mos, Yrs, Mos,
Revocation . Ravocation
0O Probalion M 0 Probation
Revocalion Total Revocation Total
Fines $ ' l Fines $
g %?aal Add sentences togath g %fa? Add i I
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent semenco 0 Pretral Enter longest slngle concurrent sentenco
Diversion Do not add concutrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail.

l Attach additional forms if reporting final judiclal process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjecﬂ

AD L o

L

"

Remarks: (For evary subject reportedia.s.

On 10/3/89,

dl |uum0 DOB,

race* \ SOx,

with a subp

i SéﬁE! |
Jury of the Cent I (]

{17Los Angeles (Info)
g . :tolza;mco
* Se

allirornia.

and if available POB and SSAN
descrlptlon attached),

was

served

the Federal Graqd

(1~56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

FB1/D0OJ

b3
b6
b7C
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FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)

e

(Submiit within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI
Irector, Bureau Flle Numbor oae_11/8/89
m\‘péﬁ Phoen i X 5 6 C_ L A- l 0 l 6 1 5 investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Fiold Office Fiie Norbe Were any of the Inveatigative tance or techniques listed below used in connection with accompish-
SUBJECT: mber ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as follows: .
N : 1 = Used, but did not he 3 = Helped, suba!
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpod, butanly miniaaly 4 o s blantely
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Actg Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Sect. _Rating | 16. PholographicRaing| 22. Telophons  Rafp, ¢
CONTI NENT AL Asglstance Tape Exams Coverage Tolt Recs
2. Aircratt 9. Hypnosls 16, Polygraph 23.UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [~HowsSoousecayho ] Assistance Assiatance Group !
. 3. C 10. ldent Div 17. Search Wamants 24. Uco
ARIZONA; O xua Jolnt operation with: Asalalance Asalstance Executed Group !l
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES  Honsonne, iomain | g [
e
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOIL {identity of other agency) (G, ‘E:lLsScUR . 12, éab Div 10. ;Ssugg,llﬁqd. 26, NCAVC/
X if case involves xams st VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Koruplion of & public 6. ELSUR - 13, Lab Diy 20. SWAT Toam 27 Visual rvesi -
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Federal, State or Title it Flotd Support Action Analysia (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 0(5 s LA Fiald Support Roglsters Tech Equlp
A (l;‘nll::l.nnrz Ju:llcl:I ,Procon Compl Inly [ D. R les, Restitutions, or P Ei Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
umber of subjects) Property PELP
c‘l;)z)ee. Recovsries Restitutions c‘l"))g)e. Pﬂ;anll;l Economic
[:]
B.A , Locates, S or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s - 2 Provented
Subject Priority* $ s
2 2 S geLred 2 $ $ s
LY
FBI Arrests -
fes s s s
FBI Locates - ermlnal
$ $ s
Local Amests - _
FBI Subl. Realsted : Armed Soramonm. $ s s
C. Rolease t):moaugn orChildrentLocated: (NumberofHostages orChiidren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Govemment Plaintift
RICO - Civil Civil Sults $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ______; All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
S $
Missing or Kidn: Children Located —————— [ Settlement or Award
. ng idnaped n No. of Subj, Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Sslzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
‘if o&e y Foreitures Subject 1 Subject Dascription Code* -
clliex Salzures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
[0 suspension Years Months
*
O Deb 3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
3 Suspension Years Months
0 Debarment 3 permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District ) . sﬁg‘. oll
. acts
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
g a?l%ny Conviction . Combined Sentence g a?lgny Conviction Combined Sentance
sde- sda-
‘ In-Jail Suspended Probation In-Jail Suspended Probation
o g’;%?:r . {Titte | Section'{ Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yris. | Mos, rs. Mos. | o ‘,!‘:,%?: r Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . l Revocation l
O Probation : O Probation
Revocation ?'a' s Revaocation P'a'
nas inas §
E ;:faal Add consecutive sentences together. g -ﬂﬁj Add cunseculive sentences together,
' Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. B Pretrial Enter | single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add cencurrent sentences togsther,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. a 2 yrs. In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall,
I Attach additional torms it reporting final judicial process on more than two sublects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject, '
R H Sectlons A, B, E, G, or H above, provide name, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN, ) b3
(descrintian attached) was served with two subpoenas; b6
one and one |the Federal b7cC
Grarr JUry of the Central District of California.
I . Ly - ’ Ll
@Los Angeles (Info) ’
e e (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA v
.a
FB1/D0J
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;{!9-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
{Eftective 10/1//89)

{Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment) ‘
: Bl
TO Director, F Borons Fis Noer pae__11/8/89
ﬂr{\\g% 1 - - i Ig Assl or Techniqus Used
FROM: L SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Woere any of the investiggtive uﬁlanco or tachniques lstad below used In connection with accomplish.
SUB JE' CT: ' Fleld Offica Fite Number ment belng claimed? No Yes - f Yes, rale each used as fokows; .
. 1 = Used, but did not halp 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpod, but ony mininaty 4 = Astomes
AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech  Raling | 8. Eng. Secl,  Rating | 16, Photographic Rating[ 22, Telophone  Ratir
CHAIRMAN ’ ERI CAN Asslstance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Racs b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcrat S Fypnodls 8. Folygraph 2.0c0 b7C
- - Assi alance ssistance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [__Agent's Socta! yNo. | i= Comp 10. idnt Dly 17. Search Warrants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; D xireiom i c ual 11 f:wme 18 ::ocu::d 6 G::WP .
4. Conaens . Informant . Show Mone! 26, U
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Montoning information Usago " Other
{identity of other agency) §. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survell, Sqd. 286. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN, My ¥ ol ES Leb B Survr RCAVG
SAVINGS AND I‘OAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 6. %I‘.SL’JS! - 13, #ﬁd Dév port 20. iV\aAT Team 27. xtsual s:mﬁl?x -
loid Sup, ction nalysis
CALIFORNIA ; l?g::cag (Fodarel, Sato or 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt, or ™ ,
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O00: LA Fiald Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal P Ce Informations | indictm D. R , Restitutions, or P Ed Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
{Number of subjects) / Froperty PELP
Type Recoveries Rostitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loas Prevented
B. A s, L T of Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s s p
Subject Priority*
A B [+] Subp l $ $ $
FBI Arrest, Served
anie s s s
FBl Locates - grlm!nal
$ $ $
Local Arrests -
Local Crm, H s
FBI Subj. Resisted ; Armed S i $
C. chg:ts:at)ﬂ Hostages or Children Located: (Numberof Hostages or Chiidren E. ClviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Hald By Terrorists _i All Other Hostage Sliuations Convicti Amount of Suit
$ $
e | Setllement or Award
Misslng or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Adminlstrative Sanctions
’.’II operty Forfeltures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
c&’é? * Seizures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
] suspension Years Months
‘' ’
0 Debarment [ permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
[J Debarment . O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiciat District | . No. o'ls
R District ~ State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Data ' Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- ' Subject 2 Subject Description Coda® - ’
€) Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o mas::(;r In-Jail Suspended Probation o mias::ér In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole Title | Section | Counts Vs, Mos. | Yrs. | Mos. 5. Mos. | parole Title | Section | Counts Vs, Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs.  Mos.
Revocation ’ . Revacation ,
O Prebation 0 Probation
Revocation Total . Revocation otal
4 Fings $ o inas $
‘g .'F:ﬂﬁ Add consecutive sentences togather, g Trfa? Add consscutive sentences together.
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0O Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yis. In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8.yrs. SUSD, = 2 yrs. In-Jail,

2.
2.
en

a
of the Cent

IJnach additional forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]eclﬂ

attach

), was

the Federa

{ L-Los Angeles (Info)

L]
Fiold Office

I District of California.

(1-56C~LA*101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1l-AA

ns A, B, E, G, or H above, pravide name, DOB, race’, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,
(description

served with
1 Grand Jury

b3
bé
b7C
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o/ ED"515 (Rev.9-20-89) -

Accomplishment Report -
(Etlective 10/14/89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

: Bl

TO Director, F Bureau File Number oae__11/8 /89
{!_’) : - - Investigative Assistance or Technlque Used
FROM: m\DSAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the investigative assjatance or tochniques listed below used In connection with accomplish-
SUBJ E' CT: ' Fiold Office Fie Number ment belag claimed? No ﬁ Yes - If Yes, rate each usod as fokowa:
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~-0004 2 = Halped, bul oy vy 4 = m
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RANumber | [ Aaclg Tech —Faing | 8. $3,‘,’; Soct. "~ Rallng [16. ggetatgaaephlc Rating] 22. Telophone — Ralb 6
ecs
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraft 9. Hypnosis 16, Polygraph 23, UCO b7C
C ORP OR. ATION ’ PHOEN I X ’ 5 Asslstance Asslstance Au{aluﬁce Group |
- 3. C i ’ 10, Ident Div 17. Search Warrants 24. UCO
ARIZONA; O xiragom with: . (A:ulelam:, ” lAz;«lumm:a . ::eculed Group Il
. Consens . Informant 18, Show Mone 26.UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monfloring information Usage Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) 5. gll.ss&m - 12, éaxgn?arv 1. (Ssu(r)vg)ll.A Sq:i. 28, ‘rlqlcgg/
X if case invoh 88 -
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI Korruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CAL IFORNIA s officlal (Federal, State or Title i1t . Flold Support Action Analysia (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. t4. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or

ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06 : LA Fleld Support Reglators ) Tech Equip

A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Comp Inf i ind D. R les, Restitutions, or P ial E ic Loss P, d (PELP) ﬁhm valuation in remarks)

(Number of subjects) Praperty . PELP
Type Recovaries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, L tes, Sum or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) s s s
Subject Priority*
A B C  |sub s $ s
FB! Arrests Served l
st s $ s
FBI Locates - Criminal
J H s $
Local Arests - _ .
Local Crim, $ $ $
FB! Subj. Reslated s Armed S
C. R&Ig‘a% t)amottages orChildrenLocated: (Numberot Hostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists s All Other Hostage Situations - Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
~—r————— | Settlement or Award

v Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No, of SubJ. Enter AFA Payment Here

F. Selzures/Forfollures G. Administrative Sanctions

E"I operty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -

clé?g * Selzures Judicial Adminlstrative Time Frame

O suspension Years Months
‘
4
[J Debarment [3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment 0 permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judiclal District i . ’ No. of
: Subfacts —
District  State Conviction or Prelrlal Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . . i Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -

0 Felony Conviction , Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence

a m{asg:o.r In-Jail Suspended Probation a m;s::&, In~Jait Suspended Probation

O Parole . | file | Saction { Countg Yis. | Mos. | Yis.  Mos, Yrs. Mos. | m Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos,

o ’F’lev:c'?llon . , o gev:c“auon I ,
robation M robation
Revocation otal s Revocation ‘ Jotal s

ines . nes

g .’;3’5 Add consecutive sentences logether. g -?:gﬂ' Add consecutive sentences togsther.

0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pratrial Enter longest singla concurrent sentence.

Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yis. in-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
l Attach additiona! forms If reporting final judiclal pracess on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. I ,

Remarks: (For every subject rg din.Soctl AR e Ol DOB, race*, sax, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89, (description attached), b6
was served the b7C
Federal Grand Jury of the Cen I D1strict of California. o
ii;Los Angeles (Info) 4 '

e e (1~56C~LA~101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-An .

. Ide. ‘
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o
-515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Ellective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

. FBI
TO Director, Bureau File Number oae_11/8/89

3 - - [} igative Assi or Technique Used

FROM: SAC, PhOenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnveal@lve uﬁt&nce or techniques listed below uaed In connection with accomplish.
SUBJ E’ CT: ’ Field Offica Fie Number ment beng claimed? No Yes - I Yes, rate each used as follows:

: 1 = Usoed, but did not help 3 = Helped, subatantiatly
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpod, bl only minkeaty 4 = e ublantah
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad of RA Number 1. AoctoJech  Rating™ | &. Eno. Sact. — Raling | 16. Pholographic ~ Aisting| 22, Telopons Ratib6

Asgistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONT I NENTAL 2, Alrc!aﬂ 0. xypln?uls 16. Polygraph 23. Uco b7cC
P X » T A ssistance Assistance Group |
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [_Cgent's Soclal yNo. | I35 10, idant Div 17. Search Wanants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA: , Asslatance Asslstance Executed Qroup i
; X it a joint op with: - P
- 4. Consensual « Informant 18. Show Mone: 26.UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Montoring informafion Usago " Other
AND OFFICERS OF I, INCOL (idantity of other ) [s. Elsl.scun - 12, éab Div 16. (ssugcg)"k Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
X If case involves Xxama 8st VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Korruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Dy 20. SWAT Toam 27, Viaual lnvest -
CALIFO RNIA : official (Federal, State or Title il Fleld Suppont Action Analysis {VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION ; 06 s LA Fleld Support Raglstara Tech Equip
A. Praliminary Judiclal P Compl infy Ind| nts |D.R » Restitutlons, or Potentlal Economic Loss Prevented (PELP) (Explaln valuation In remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type. Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code Code* Loas Preventad
B, Arrests, L , 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s s
Subject Priority* s
A B C _ |subp 1 s s s
FBI Arrests Served
s $ s
FBl Locates - Criminal
$ H s
Local Arrests -
Local Crim, $
FBI Subl. Resisted : Armed Soanmons. $ $
C. Raleats:a t))f Hostagesor Children Located: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. ClvilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civit Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located “Noarso | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnape: No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfeitures G. Adminlstrative Sanctions
%r operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
ng * Seizures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
3 suspension Years Months
‘ . .
O o O permanant
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[0 Suspension Years Months
a Debarment B Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District . No. of
. Subjects
! . District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
g a?!%ny Conviction X Combined Sentence g aql%ny Conviction Combined Sentence
sde- isde-
In-Jail Suspended Probation In-Jait Suspendad Probation
a Parr _ | Tile | Section|Counts | ¥rs, Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. 15 Mos. | o poanor Tile | Section | Counts | Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs, Mos.
Revocatlon . Revocation
DO Probation : l €1 Probation
Revocation ofal Revocation Total
ines § * Finas §
g gfa‘? Add consecutive sentences together. g -‘;:f;, Add consecutive sentences together,
‘D Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent senlence, a Pretrial Enter fongast single concurrent sentenca,
Diverslon Do not add W sentences togeth Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail. Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs. in-Jail,

Remarks: (For evary subject report

On 10/3/89,

with

and submit a final diposition form {R-84) for each sub}ecﬂ

I Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects,

chlo Caall

P

a subpdena

Jury of the CentFal District of California.

Los Angéeles (Info)

2 - Bureay
2 - Fiald Oflice
* See codes of

(1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AAa

(6)

de name, DOB, race’, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN,
| {(descrintion

attached),
the PFederal Grand

was

served
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Ffiﬁ 5 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: Director, FBI
TO ' Bureau File Number Date 1 l/ 8 / 89
: — — Investigative Ass!stance or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Phoenl X 5 6? OLA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the Investigative tance or techniques listed below used In with
SUBJECT: Fleld Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rale each used as faows:
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, aubstant
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~0004 2 = Hoped, bt oy ity 4 =y dubstanlaly
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number V. Acclg Tech — 'Rating | 8. Eng. Secl.  Raling | 16. Photographic Reting[ 22, Telephone  Rallp,
Assistance Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINENTAL 2. Aroralt 9. Hypnosis 16, Polygraph 23. UCO b7¢C
CORPORATION ’ PHOENIX ¢ [ Agent's Soclal Security No. ] Asslstance Asslatance Group |
. Comp 10. Ident Div 17. Search Warrants 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xuajont with: Assistance Asalstance Execuled Group I
UNS UBS . PRINC IPLES 4. Consensual 11, :n:orrna{:t 18. Show Money 26, UC
’ Monl [V} nformation sage Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) [g. E'Lsséun - 12. éﬁb Div 19, fs“é"é,"x Sq'd. 26, \r;'céxgl
X If case invoh xams 28 -
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Korruption of & public @. ELSUR - 13, Lab Oiv 20. SWAT Toam 37, Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA: officlal (Federal, Slate or Titie I Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Loca(ls 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21. Tech, Agt, or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O0O: LA Field Support Roglaters Tech Equip
A. Prel| y Judiclal P Ci 4 Inf 0. R , Reatitutions, or P, I E: Loss P d (PELP) (Explain vajuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Typo. Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
o B Code* Losa Prevented
8. Arrests, L tes, S or Subp Setved (No. of Subj.)
Subject Priority * s $ $
A (] [+] Subp 2 $ $ s
FBl Arrests - Served
$ $ ]
FBl Locatos - Criminal
s $ $
Local Arosts -
Local Crim. $ )
FBI Subj. Resisted ; Armed S . $ $
c. nl?olg:t?&‘)” Hostagesor Children Located: (Numberof Hostages or Children E, ClvilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located ~—————— | Seltlement or Award
\ Missing ped No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Adminlstrative Sanctions
E'[ °‘§’§ nty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
cliSx Selzures Judictal Administrative Time Frame
3 Suspension Years Months
L
0 Debarment 03 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
O Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial District . No. of
| Subjects
R District  Slate Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subjact Description Code*- ’ Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction - Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
a mgs::(;r In-Jalt Suspended Probation a m:“::‘;r In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs. | Mos, 5. Mos. Yrs.  Mos. | parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Vis. . Mos, Yrs. . Mos.
Revocatlon ’ Revocation
O Probation : . 0 Probation I
Revocation Total Revocation otal
" Fines $ o P ;ines $
. g T:I.;al Add oc ve sent together. o Trig Add conseculive sentences together,
Q9 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrlal Enter longest single concurrant sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
S 10 yrs, - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,

l Attach additional forms it reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ecfj

Remarks: (For every subject repo, ABE G nebdab, ik DOB, race®, sex, andif avajlable POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/3/89, | (description attached) was bE
servy i upbpoenas; one and b7C
one the Federal G o] e Central

~Los Angeles (Info) o
2 - Bordau (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

2 - Fiold Office )
* See codes o alda.

<;fstr1ct of California.
'l
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Fl515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89) '
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
B Director, FBI
TO ' Bureau File Number Date 1 l/ 8 / 89
: - — I lg Assl or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 1 5 Were any of the Inwatlﬁﬂvo as3latance or techniques listed below used In connection with accomplish-
SUBJ E' CT: ’ Fiold Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - il Yes, rate each used as follows: .
N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helpad, substantieky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~0004 2 = Helped, but only minkmaty 4 = Absolutely essential
AMERICA Squad or RA Number T.Acctg Tech  Rating | 8. Eng. Secl.  Rafing [ 16, Pholographic  Rating| 2. Telaphone  Rall
CHAIRMAN ’ R C N Asslatance Tape Exams Coverage Tol! Recs b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Arcralt 9. Hyp'noalu 16. Polygraph 23, UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX , [ Agors SocuSooumyRo ] A e T LT
ARIZONA:; O xuajointop with: (A:aala'lunce - IA::alalance - gxeeuted Group Ii
- 4. Consensual « Informant . Show Money 25.4C
UNS UB S ’ P RI NC I P LES Monitoring Information Usage Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL {identity of other agency) 5. ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survek. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
X if case | FISC Exams {SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Toam 27. Visua! Invest -
CAL IFORNIA . officlal (Federal, State or Title 1 Flold Support Action Analysia (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Field Support Reglstera Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal P, Compt Inf i Indk D.R los, Restitutlons, or P lal Eq ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explaln valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Typo Recovsries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loas Preventad
B. Arrests, L ) S or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) s p
Subject Priority*
A B c Subp 2 $ $
FBI Arrests Served
o s s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ H
Local Arrests -
Local Crim. s s s
FBI Sub). R d ; Armed S
C. Relea:& c))moslagnorchlldmn Located: (Numberot Hostages orChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
\ e | Settlament or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Adminlstrative Sanctlons
E|’ operty Forleilures Subject 1 Subject Description Code”® -
clﬁ? * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
O Suspension Years Months
’
0O peb O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
O Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judicia! Process: Judicial District No. of
| Subjects ——
, District  State Convictlen or Pratrial Div. Data Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subjact 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde- T - 0 Misde- "
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
0 Parale Title | Sectlon | Coyntg Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs.  Mos. 15, Mos. | g Parle Title | Section | Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos, Yrs. . Mos.
Revocation . ] Ravocation l
O Probation DO Probation
Révocation Total . Revocation otal
Fines $ oy ines $
5 g ;:?a? Add consecutive sentences together. o Tr?a? Add consecutive sentences together.
a Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentenca. 1 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,

I Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each s:gb]egtj

Remarks: (For avery subject rep

On 10/4/89,

(desc

served with Two s

one
DistrICT OF California.
Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Borfau
2 - Flold Office

¢ Ses codes 0

bpoenas; one
the Federal

dedloSectione 4B E Gacliakas, provide name, DOB, race®, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,

rand Jury of the Central

(1-56C~LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA
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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

In Reply, Please Refer to
File No.

Los Angeles, California

November 13, 1989

Gary A. Feess

United States Attorney

1200 United States Courthouse
312 North Spring Street,

Los Angeles, California 90012

Attention? Assistant United States Attorney

RE: CHARLES H. KEATING, JR.;
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION

Dear Mr. Feess

This letter confirms a

nd Special Agents (SA)

AUSH and SA on October 27,1989, in which the
following was discuss

on October 26, ;f?%f and a telephone conversation between
ed:

The Center for Participation and Democracy (CPD), Los
Angeles, California, was organized in July 1987, as a California
Non-Profit Corporation, with the stated purpose of, "increasing
the participation of citizens in the democratic process,
including qualification of individuals for citizenship and non-
partisan voter registration." CPD applied for and obtained tax
exempt status from the Internal Revenue Service. According to
CPD's report filed with the California Attorney General for its
fiscal year ending May 31, 1988, CPD received contributions
totaling $1,316,914, including $400,000 from the American
Continental Corporation. The report shows that CPD expended in
its first fiscal year $570,649, for "non partisan voter
registration among low-income, immigrant and minority
communities," $320,454, for "citizenship education among low-
income, inmigrant and minority communities" and $301,088, for
management and fund raising.

United States Senator Alan Cranston has publicly
acknowledged that he solicited the $400,000 donation for CPD from

American Continental Corporati Ke
was formed by and
was the initia qFangtenwhaSwaMSOnmnmw
1

P cly acknowledge soliCiting from Reating a' $325,000

contribution to the Forum Institute and $125,.000tprUSA Votes, ~*

According to news reports, Forum Institute and USA Votes.are. . ...
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56C~LA~-101615

based in Washington, D.C., and were operated bﬂ |a
prominent Democratic fund raiser. It has also been reported that
Senator Cranston's annual public financial disclosure reports
reveal that Cranston was reimbursed for 16 trips totaling at
least $7,500 by CPD and New Dimension Resources, a group
reportedly affiliated with USA Votes.

In an newspaper article article appearing in the San
Francisco Chronicle on August 11, 1989, several former CPD
employees, were reported to have stated that CPD actually was
devoted to registering Democrats, and did not operate in a '"non-
partisan" fashion. Paid CPD staff members were allegedly
evaluated on the basis of how many Democrats they registered each
day. Consequently, some CPD employees reportedly registered
people as Democrats without telling them, or pressured people to
register as Democrats.

AUSA[:::::::::]stated that if CPD was operated in a
partisan manner, then CPD expenditures would be considered
"expenditures" under Title 2, USC Section 431(9). This would
make CPD a "political committee" as defined in Title 2 USC
Section 431(4), which would have subjected CPD to the Federal
Election Commission reporting requirements (Title 2, USC Section
'434), and limitations on contributions (Title 2, USC Section
44la, and Section 441b. Willful violations of these provisions

are misdemeanors under Title 2, USC Section 437g(d).
AUSA advised that, if it could be proven that CPD
funct as a "political committee", he would prosecute the

responsible CPD officers for criminal violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Laws.

Sincerely yours,

TAWRENCE G. LAWLER

By

Senior Supervisory Resident Agent

2%

b6
b7C

b6
b7C

b6
b7C




4

{
i
{
i

T

MrKeating-s Serwaiors

.

Mo Croong ©™ S dete e a

ings and Loan case maxkanot that the five
AL senators who have been implicated did
tFeak Senate rules, but that they didn’t—that

THE WORST thing about the Lincoln Sav-

the rules are so tolerant of seamy behavior that

hat was done in this instance falls within them
rather than without. The ethics committee will
then have an even harder juggment to make,
much as the House faced in thq Jim Wright case
earlier this year—not the nafrow question of
whether a particular rule was broken but the
broader question of whether an entire pattern of
behavior was acceptable. All the more reason
why the committee should do as has been urged
and name a strong independent counsel to leave
no doubt as to the thoroughness and integrity of
its proceedings.

The outline of the Lincoln affair is clear
enough. In the mid-1980s the high-flying Califor-
nia savings and loan was in the beginning stages
of what was to become deeptrouble with federal
regulators. The S&L’s principal owner, Charles
Keating, gave or organized the giving of hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars in campaign and
other contributions either directly to the five
senators or to political organizations in which
they ‘were interested. Various combinations of
the five—Alan Cranston, Dennis DeConcini, John
McGhin, Donald Riegle and John Glenn—mean-
whilé met with federal regulatgrs with the pur-

pose the regulators say, of havipg them back off.

The government didn’t shut Lincoln down until
this year. The current estimate of the cost of

paying off its depositors—the difference between,

its assets and liabilities—is $2.5 billion. As ever
in these matters, if the government had acted
earlier, the cost would have been less.

In a letter to the five the other day, the ethics
commiittee focused on the narrow issue of wheth-

et
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P

er their<gazticipation in meetings with represen-
tatives of the Federal Home Loan Bank.Board” to
discuss the Lincoln case had been “prompted by
... contributions” from Mr. Keating, Mr. Keating
himself walks on no eggshells on that score.
Asked earlier this year whether the contributions
had helped produce the intervention, he said: “I
certainly hope so.”

The five, two of whom (Sens. Riegle and
DeConcini) have now returned the Keating con-
tributions, have said in their defense that they
were doing no more than senators do all the time
in representing their constituents (Sens. McCain
and DeConcini are from Arizona, Mr. Keating’s
home state; Sen. Cranston is from California,
where Lincoln operated, and is a senior members
of the Banking Committee besides; Sen. Glenf is
from Ohio, where Lincoln’s parent company was
incorporated; and Sen. Riegle is now Banking
Compmittee chairman): .

t that defense—Mr. Keating in the 'guise of
a widow applying for Social Security benefits,
whom the senators had a positive duty to repre-
sent—ignores the money he gave and the trouble
he was in. This was a regulatory proceeding
aimed at ensuring the integrity of the financial
system. The issue was safety, and judgments as
to safety should not be subject to political pres-
sure; members of Congress intrude at their peril,
as happened here, and should stay away, all the
more so if the people involved have given them
large sums,

Mr. Keating bought and the evidence is strong
that these senators wittingly sold influence in a
sensitive setting where none should apply. If the
ethics committee won't in the end condemn that,
you wonder what it will condemn, and why its
name is ethics.

~ e,
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FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82) . ’ .

- -

1
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription ~11/28/89

was interviewed 1in the orrices or the

United States Attorney, United States Coy 312 North
Spring Street, Los Angeles, California. who was aware

of the interviewing agent's identity and the nature of the
interview, furnished the following information:

bé
b7C

b5
b6
b7C

o 56C-LA-10161
Investigationon 11/21/89 at _Los Angeles, California File# 58C-PX-41605

by SA Date dictated 11/22/8 9

513

b7C

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FD-302a (Rev. 11-15-83)

58C~PX-41605

Continuation of FD-302 of _

,on 11/21/89 , Page

Also p
States Attorney

resent during this i

terview was Assistant United

b5
b6
b7C

b5
b6
b7C




Sotivtind |

olhintizt )]

L 7Ll [

INDEXEY
FiLED_|

DEC

Fal—108

198¢

ANCEL

b7C



. T

el -

SEARCHED
SERIALIZED

DEC {?f

FBl — LOS ANGELY

b6
b7C



500 LA 16\ Jg’ﬂz‘/ i
Rt - . —
SERIALIZED o b . —

VoLl
BEC 181389

FBI — LOS ANGELES

b6
1 b7C




e oo

FD-515 (Rev, 2-24-86) )
ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT
' (Effective 10/1/85)
(Subinlt within 30 days from date of accomplishment) i -
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI . 10/11/89
( \% Bureau File Number Dats
./..{ v ’ X 5 6 C-LA~- l 6 l E investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: SAC, PHOENI 10 Were any of the investigative asplstance or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish
Flald Office File Number -
SUBJECT: o 6 U ment being cleimed? No Yes - !if Yes, rato sach used as fokows:
CHARLES KEATING, 3630/03 1o e danttab 3 = Hobed, minatsty
" 4 = 4 tial
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN X Sauad or BA Number T Agop Tech o | 8 E7g.Goct. — Patng [ 16. Phciographic Raing| 22, Teeghors  Fuins
C NTAL CORPORATI Assietance 8po Exema verage Toll Recs b6
ONTINE A 2, Aircraft 9. Hypnosis 18. Polygraph 23, UCO
PHOENIX, ARIZONA; i7 AgenTs Sool Secutty No j Assistance Assistance Assistance Group | b7C
— 3. Comp 10. ldent Oiv 17. Sesrch Wamrants 24, UCO
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES AND gN Kl ot oporatn vt Assletance Assistance Executed Group
OFFICERS OF LINCOLN SAV 4. aon?ter'lisual 11. :n:ormagt 18. 3how Money 25.UC
onltoring nformation sage Other
AND LOAN, IRVINE, CALIFORW&&A troherssency) [& Ecsun- 12, Lab Div 10. Survel. Sad. 6. NCAVC]
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION Bl Xt case invotves FisC Exams (80G) Asat VI-CAP
corruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Viaual Invest -
00: LA ofticlal {Federal, State or Titie Nl Fieki Support Action Analysia (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
Fleld Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Informations | Indi D. R ies, Restitutions, or Potential Economic Loss Prevented (PELP) (Explain valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property ! PELP j
Type. Recoverles Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code Code* Loss Prevented
8. Arrests, Locates, 8 or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) s s
Subject Priority* $
A B ¢ ggbp:;m ONE $ $ $
ved e
FBl Arrests -
H] $ $
FBI Locates - grimlnal
$ $ $
focal Arrests -
Local Crim. s s $
FB! Subj. Resisted s Armed Summons
C. Release of Hostages or Children Located: (Numbaer of Hostages or Children E. Civi! Matters Govemment Defendant Govemment Plaintiff
] $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists s All Other Hostage Situations Amount of Sult
o or Kidnaped Chiidren Located Settiement or Award $ $
Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial Disirict { No. of
; Sublects
| - District State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date lo Acquitted Dismissed
| Subject 1 Subject Description Code* — Subject 3 Subject Description Code*~
D Falony Conviction Combined Se'ntance D Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
| In~Jall Suspended Probation In-Jalt Suspended Probation
| 01 wisco. Thie| Secton |[Counts| Yra  Mos | Yrs | Mos | Yrs | Mos O i Title| Section |Counts| Yrs | Mos | ¥rs | Mos | Yrs | Mos
(:1d
meanor meanor
Total Total
O piea Fines $ O prea Flnes $
Add i t together. Add consecutive sent .
D Triat Enter longest single concurrent sentence. D Trial ! t e
D ntence D Enter ongest single ont
Protrial Do not add ant ser . Protrlal Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Diveraion Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Diversion Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In~Jail.
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* — Subject 4 Subject Description Code*—
D Felony Conviction Combined Sentence D Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
In-Jait Suspended Probation
In-Jail Suspended Probation
Tile | Secton [Counts| Y8 | Mos | Yrs | Mos | Yra { Mos Titl Secti c
O wmisde- O Misde o ction ounts | vrs Mos Yrs Mos Yrs Mos
meanor meanor
Total Total
D Plea Fines $ D Plea Fines $
Add consecutive sentences together. . Add consecutive sentences together.
B Trial Enter longest single concument sentence. B Trial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
l;::td:lb Do not add concurrent sentences together. Pretrial Do not add concurrent sentences together.
ersion Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Diversion Sentence 10 yrs.-8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,
I Attach additional forms If reporting final Judiclal process on more than four subjects, and submit a final disposition for (R-84) for sach subject. '
Remarks:  (For every subject reported in Sections A, B or F above, provide name, DOB, race*, sex, and POB and SSAN if avallable.)
on 10/3/89,| | white female, DOB | b3
SSAN| | was served with subpoeng Grand Jury i:
C

of the Central District of California on 10/17/80.

<.&9s Angeles (info)
(1-56C-LA~101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

2 - Field Office

[ I I € RWTTW  a - E
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FD-302 (REV. 3-K10-\82)
1

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/3 1/89

laate of birth

IWHC‘.

the nature of the investigation.

| |[was advised of the identity of the interviewing agents and

At this meeting,

Federal Grand Jurv Subvoena she had received.l

Investigation on 10/20/89 at Phoenix, Arizona

T4
File # 56C-LA~101615~ M?

lrn Lo

by Date dictated

10/31/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned

to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

b3
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FD-36 (Rev. 8-29-85)

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

FBI
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
] Teletype [] Immediate [[] TOP SECRET
[0 Facsimile ] Priority ] SECRET
[(3__ AIRTEL Routine ] CONFIDENTIAL
[0 UNCLASEFTO
UNCLAS
Date 10/31/89
TO : sac, £A(56C-LA-101615) (SARA) (P)
FROM : SAC, PHOENIX
SUBJECT: CHARLES H. KEATING;
et al;
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION;
00:LA
Enclosed for I.A SARA is
pursuant to her Federal Grand Jury
Subpoena. Also enclosed is an original and one copy of a 302 of
regarding the acceptance of this material.
provided |during an interview
conducted on 10720/89. During this interview] |I
| As such, additional questions regarding
political matters were not pursued.
A - oV i §™-
(27LA SARA (encl. 3)
2-PX
Approved: Transmitted Per

(Number) (Time)

b3
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,ﬁD-ﬁRBev.Q-ZO-BQ)

Accomplishment Report «
(Etfectiva 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

. Director, F
TO ' \ » FBI Bureau File Number Date 1 l/ 8/ 89

4 ﬁ w . - — 0 Investigative Assistance or Technique Used

FROM: SAC P hoenl X 5 6 C LA l l 6 l 5 Were any of the investigative asalstance or tachniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUB Jé CT: ' ’ Field Office Fie Number ment being claimed? No Yos - if Yes, rate oach used as fokowa: .

. - 1 = Used, but did not heip 3 = Heiped, subetantiay
CHARLES KEATING r 3 6 3 0 0 0 0 4 2 = Helped, but only minknaly 4 = Absokutely essential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad 1. Acclg Tech  Faling | 8. Eng. Sect.  Raling | 16. Profographio Rating] 22, Telephona Ralils 6

TAL Aasisiance Tapoe Exams Coverage Toll Recs
CONTINEN 2. Arraf 0. Hypnoas 16, Polygraph 23, UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [~gerssoomsomiymor]| Lot 2allance Assistance Sroup |
3. C t 10. ident DIv 17. Seerch Warrants 24.UCO
ARIZONA H 0 X if & Joknt op with: Assistance Assistance Executed Group it
4. Consensual 11, Informant 18, Show Mone 26.UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Montorng Information Usage " Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) [, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survel. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
X If case invol FIsC Exams {80Q) Assat VI-CAP
SAVI NGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27, Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA: officlal (Federal, State or Title 1t Field Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Logcal). 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06 s LA Fleld Support Roglaters Tech Equip
A. Preliminsry Judiclal P Comph Infi Ind! D.R , Restitutions, or P E te Loss P, d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjacts) Property PELP
Typo. Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code Code*® ' Loss Pravented
B. Arrests, 1 , 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s P :
Subject Priority*
A B8 € lsub 2 s Py P
FB) Arrests - Served
18 $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Asests - .
Local Crim,
FB! Subj. Resisted s Armed S Srim, $ $ $
C. 'I"'"{:d t))lHOltagn orChildren Located: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Gavemment Plalntitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists s All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
‘ $ $
s id Children ted —5———=—— | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped ren Laca No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. AdminlstrativeSanctlons
qﬁﬁ y Forteitures Subject 1 Subject Description Coda* -
Cédax Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
3 suspension Years Months
OO Debarment 3 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
i Time Frame
[J Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment I Permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiciat Distriet . ' No. of
1 Subjacts —
N District ~ State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Seantence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
‘Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
O Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence O Felany Conviction Combined Sentence
o mg’::;r In-Jall Suspended Probatlon a ﬁfg:;r In~Jall Suspended Probalion
O Parole Title | Section | Coynty Yrs.  Mos. | Yris.  Mos, Yrs. Mos. | r parole Title | _Sectlon | Counts Ys. . Mos. | Yrs, . Mos. Yrs. Mos,
Revocation R Revocation
0 Probation l : 0O Probation l
Revocation otal Revocation otal
inas $ fl:lnes $
.g ;::.ﬂ Add conseculive sentences together. g %’eaa' Add cor ive sent together,
O Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentence. o Protrial Entar longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togsther, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, [n-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,

l Attach additional forms I reporting finat Judicial process’ on more than two subjects,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjecﬂ

Remarks: (For every subject repo  — ok I...u. DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN.
On 10/3/89,i hed)

with two subpoenas;

of Californi

{descrintion was served
one and one
the Federal Grand Jury of the Central District !

a.

ﬁ}Los Angeles (Info)

2 « Bureau
2 - Fiald Office

* Seo codos on rE.

T3

(1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-Aa

FBl1/D0J

b3
b6
b7C
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'D-515%R6v.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report ~- ——
{Ettectiva 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
: D .
T0 Irector, FBI SR Nee pate__11/8/89
\w . — -— - . investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM“W SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA 1 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnvnatlﬁuve uﬁumce or techniques lated below used in connection with accomplishe
SUB JéCT' ! Fleld Office File Number ment baing claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as lokows: .
* ) 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 || 2 = Holpnd, but oy ety 4 o e, Subslani
AM Squed or RA Number V. AcclgTech — Rating | 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating | 16. Phologrphic FRGRg| 22, Tolsoions Rat
CHAI RMAN ’ ERI CAN Aulaqunco Tape Exams 00vergnoph ¢ Toll 5«:. bé
CONTINENTAL ‘ “ 2. Alrcrai ' o Hyprosa 7. Paboraah 0o b7C
- — Ass aslstance sistance oup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [Toweswaswmmte ] |- A e T S e o
.ARIZONA; "1 x1t ajolat operation with: ; 3"""“‘:; - l‘:""“":" = ::‘"’";:" - 3;"“" "
. Consen; « Informan . Show Mon .
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monkoring information Ussge " Other
(identity of other agency) [§, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 18. Survel. Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL X If case Invoh FISC Exams (SOG) Asst VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Rorruption of a public . ELSUR - 13, Lab O 20. SWAT Toam 27. Visual lnvest -
CAL I FORN IA : officlal {Federal, State or « Title It . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local). ) 7. Eng. Sect!. 14. Pen . |21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION;: 06 ¢ LA Flald Support Aaglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Comp Int i indk D.R N ﬂmom. or Potentlal Economic Loss Prevented {PELP) ('apllln valuatlon in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code® Loss Pravented
B. Arrests, L , Sum or Subp Setved (No. of 5ubJ,) P Py s
. Subject Priarity*
A B [+ Subp 2 $ s s
Served
FBI Arrests « s s s
FBi Locates - Erlm!nal
$ $ $
Local  Armests - -
Local Crim. s $ 1s
FB! Subj. Rasiated + Armed 8
C. F‘nloats:a():(Hostagosorcmldrenl.ocatod: (NumberofHostagesor Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ S
Hostages Held By Terrorists 3 All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
—e——. | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfsltures G, Administrative Sanctions
Forfeituras Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
Eropany
B % Selzures Judiclal . Administrative Time Frame
O Suspens! ~ Years Months
3 Debarment 3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
1 Suspension Years Months
[ Debarment 0 permanent
: - . . ’ No, of
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial District | ) Sugj e%ts
. - District _ State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
* Subject 1 Subject Description Code’- . . : N o Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
€ Felony Conviction . . Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
a mias:r%r In-Jai! Suspended Probation a Mfgﬁér in~Jail Suspended Probation
o-Parole Title §  Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yis. Mos. | 1 Parole Title | Section { Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Vris. | Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation ’ l Revocation
O Probation M . € Probation
R i ;mal . Revocation Plal
Ines $ N ines §
] g -’;m:,’ Add sant togeth g ?—if;} Add conseculive sentences togelher,
0 Pretral Enter longest single concurrent sentence. A Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. S 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
l Attach additional forms il reporting finat judicial process on mora than two subjects, and submit a fina! diposition form (R-84) for each subject. l
Remarks: (For overy subject re|  name, DOB, race®, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. . b3
On 10/4/89, (description at+ ched) was served bé
with two s v and one b7C
| | the Federal Glemo— Ury OrI the Central DistricE
. ,\ alilrornia.
(}}Los Angeles (Info) .
. . . .
2 (1-56C-LA*101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA .
¢ Ses codes g . T
FB1/DOJ

(R)
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A A
FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
ccomplishment Report

(Eftective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 day3 from date of accomplishment)
o: Director, FBI Bureau Fila Number ows_11/8/89
@\9& 2 -— - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM'4 SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 1 5 Ware any of the Investgative assistance or techniques Ksted below used in connection with accompiishe
SUB JE' CT: ' Fleld Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yoa, rate each used as folows: .

N . 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Heiped, substantiay
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, but only minkmaly 4 = Absolutely easential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or AA Number 1. Acclg Tech  Ratng | @. $nq. SE?‘ct. Rating [ 16. gholographlc Rating[ 22, Heghone Ratfb 6

Ass) ape Exams oversge ol Recs
CONTINENTAL 2 et 9. Hyprosla 16. Folygrapn 2.0 - b7¢C
ce ssistance sistance p
CORPORATION » PHOENIX ’ = — —_— 3.C 10, tdent Div 17. Search Warrants 24,UcCo
ARIZONA H O xiua Joint op with: Assistance Assistance Executed . Group Il
4. Consensual 11. Informant 18. Show Mone: 26. UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Mononau Intormant | Shaw Money g
(identity of other agency) 6, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 28, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN, Wy T alor LSl L Oi Suvel 5o NCAVG
SAVI NGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Inveat «
C ALIFORNI A H officlal (Federal, State or Title M Fleld Support Action Analysla (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 06 s LA Fisld Support Rogiatars Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal P Comp informations D.R les, Restitutions, or P; E Losa P d (PELP) {Explain valuatlon In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recovaries Restitutions Type Potentlsl Economic
e Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. A , Locates, 8 or Subp Servad (No. of Subj.) s s 3
Subject Priority*
A B o] Subp 2 $ $ $
FBl Arrosts Served
H $ $
FBl Locates - Criminal
s $ $
Local Arrests - .
Local Crim, s $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted : Armed 8
C. Fiolaa‘s:a ():l HostagesorChlldren Located: (NumberotHostages orChildren E. CivliMatters Govemnment Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civit Civil Suits $ ) 3
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
—e——w—.. | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Paymant Hore
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
ﬁ,! operty Forfeltures Subjact 1 Subject Description Code® - B
Cgﬁ * Selzures Judicial Adminisirative Time Frame
O Suspension Years Months
[ Debament O Pormanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[m] Suspension Years Months
OO0 Debarment 0 permanent
H. Fina! Judiclat Process: Judicial District | * sﬁg[e%’ts
' ’ District ~ State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . . Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Falony Conviction . Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentance
o mlesgr?t;r In-Jail Suspended Probation o mz;s:r?c;r In~Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole Titte | Section | Counts Yrs,  Mos. | Vrs. Mos, 1. Mos. | nparole Tille | _Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. [ Yris, . Mos. Yrs. . Mos,
Revocation B l Revocation I
0 Probation ' 0 Probation
Reévocation otal . Revocation otal
ines $ inas $
. g ";:i‘:ﬁ Add consecutive sentences together. g %'ea? Add consecutive sentences together.
D Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentence. O Pratrial Enter fongest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, SUsp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. SUsSp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall,

I Attach additional forms it reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ech

i

Remarks: (For every subject reported In Sections A, B, E, G, or H above, provide name, DOB, race®, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/3/894 description attached) was be
seryped with FUN SHppoenas; one and BT
one the Federal Grand Jury of the Central

ist¥icE of California.

(l*Los Angeles (Info) : : _
e s (1-56C~LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA e
* See codes

. 'y Ta/ Doy
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Id

el
-515"(Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Etiective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

TO: ec
o Director, FBI ) Bureau File Number owe_11/8/89
\QQ : —— - Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: dﬁ S AC, Phoenl X 5 gc':d Of:tll:,AFll :'lq' 03' 6 l 5 Were any of the Inwallﬁuvn nﬁumco or techniques iisted below used In connection with accompilsh-
SUBJECT: o ce File Number ment belng claimed? No Yos - if Yes, rate each used as folows: N
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Heiped, substantiay
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only mininally 4 = Absokutaly essontial
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Souad acBAMunbas 1. Acclg Tech — Wating | 8. Eng. Sect.  Haling | 15. Photographic  Rating] 22, Telephons  Rall> 6
CONTINENTAL Aemance Tobo Exame Covertas L
. . 2. Alrcratt 9. Hypnosis '| 18. Polygraph 23. UC
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [“agenssocursecutyrio] Ao Dby sesiance Group
’ ’ g vy 3. Comput 10. Ident Div 17. Scarch Wanants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; [ xitajomnt p with: (A:ulalan:‘ 'Awatanco‘ Executed Group i)
4. Consens 11. Informant 18. Show Mone, 25, UC
UNS UBS H PRI NCIPLES Monltoring Information Usage v Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) [, S:‘é%un - 12, Enb Div 10. f‘s“évé’,"ﬁ“." 26. \'}E(?XPCI
X if case Involves xama 8
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Rorruption of & public & ELSUR- T, Lab Div 20, SWAT Toan 27. Vistal Invest -
. officlal (Federal, State or old Support Action Analysis (VIA)
CALIFORNIA ’ Localé 7. Eng. Sect, 14, Pen 21. Tech. Aqgt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O0O: LA Flotd Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints Informations | indictments ]D. Recoveries, Restliutions, or Potential Economic Loss Prevented (PELP) (Explain valuatlon In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoverias Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. Arrests, Locates, Summonses or Subposnas Served (No. of Subl) s s s
Subjact Priority*
A 8 c Subpor 2 $ s s
orvo
FBI Arrests - s s s
FBIl Locstes - Crimina)
$ H $
Local Arests - i .
Loca! Crim, s
FBI Subl. Reslated : Armed Soout $ $
C. I}olea&cat))f Hostagesor Children Located:; (NumberotHostages or Children E. CivilMatiers Government Defendant Govemment Plaintiff
. RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Sult
$ $
——————— | Setilement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Entar AFA Paymant Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctlons
E{fé’:m Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
Cadak Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
[ Suspens Years Months
O Debarment O Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[3J Suspension Years Months
, 0 Debarment O Permanent
H. Final Judicial Procass: Judicial District ) No. of
L. . Subjects —_—
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
’Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
[«] m?::ér In-dail Suspended Probation = mffﬁér In-Jaif Suspended Probation
0O Parale Tile | Section | Counts | Yrs. Mos.| Yrs. Mos. 5. Mos. | Pt Tile | Section | Counts | Yrs.  Mos. | Yis.  Mos. | Vs, . Mos.
a gevg‘?‘glon . ' a sevl?act?tion ,
o n robation
Revocation EIOM v Revocation otal
l Ines § * l IIines $
-g %fa‘? Add consecutive sentences togsther. g %ﬁs Add consaculive sentances together.
D Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentonce. O Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentencas togsther.
Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentonce 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail.

I Atiach additionat forms if reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects,

and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ec_t.—l

Remarks: (For every subject reporadin Sastiane 4.0 £ & anii o OB, race®, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/5/89, I(descri tion =d) was b6
served with TWO Subpoenas; one and B7C
one the Federal Gramar oury of The Central
District of California.

(17Los Angeles (Info)
i;&ﬁm, (1-56C-LA%101615) (l~Accomplishments in Process) (l—AA[:::::]
* See codes b . 5:‘ [
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FL5%5 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report - -
(Effective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: ) \ Director, FBI Soreas i o . pate__11/8/89
0 ] — — investigative Aesistance or Technique Used
FHOM"G(G SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the investigative tance or techniques isted below used In with p
SUB JéCT' i Flold Otfico Fie Number ment being claimad? LZ&No L] Yos - if Yes, rate each used as fokowa: .
* 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantially
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, but only minkmally 4 = Absolutely essontial
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech  Ratin 8. Eng. Sect. ~ Rating | 16. Photographic Raling| 22, Teisphions Ra
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN Atalaahnco ¢ Tape Exams Caverage Tolk Recs bé
CONTINENTAL 2. Alroraft G, Hyprosla 76, Polyoreph 23.9C0 b7C
v e Assl ssistance stance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, ' —gmwrsscismmyre ' 5 Comp 10. Ident Div 17. Sewch Warants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xrajomp i 4. Consensual 11 .A?m"f' 18 g:“u:d 25 32’“" .
. Consen . Informan . Show Mone: .
UNS UBS 7 PRINCIP LES Monltoring Information Usage Y Other
(identity of other agency) 6. ELSUR - 12. Leb Div 19, Survell. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL {erily of ELSL b b Sunvl S NCAV
SAVI NGS AND LOAN 14 I RVI &orruption of a publie 6, ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA : officlat (Federal, State or Title ill . Flald Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng, Sect. 14. Pen . |21, Tech, Agt, or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 0(5 s LA Fleld Support Registers Tech Equip
A Preliminary Judiclal P Complaints | inf [ D. R les, Restitutions, or P | E Loss P d (PELP) (Explaln valuation In remarkes)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoverles Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* ) Code* Losa Prevented
B. Arrests, L tes, S or Subp 8erved (No. of Subj) s s Py
Subjact Priority*
A 8 C  su ) s Py s
FBl Arrests - Served
s $ s
FBI Locates - Criminal
Summons $ s s
Local Armeats - R - -
) Local Crim, s ] I's
FB! Subj, Reslated ; Amed s
C. R&gz‘s& ?mo:ugu orChildrenLocated: (NumbaerotHostages orChiidren E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil-Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists — i All Other Hostage Situations —_— Convictions Amount of Sult
$ $
i —=———— | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Hera
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. AdministrativeSanctions
qf° ty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
CZ&? * Saizures Judicial Administrative Time Frame .
3 Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment B3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[J suspension Years Months
00 Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judiciat District [ . Sﬂgj’e?:tts
. District  State Convictlon or Protrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- : ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
£ Felony Conviction . Combined Sentance O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
Misds. Tr-Jall Suspended Probation | & Misde- In~Jall Suspended Probation
O Parola Title | _Section | Counts Yes,  Mos.| Yrs. Mos. Yrs. . Mos. | 1 parote Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs.  Mos.
Revocation - l Revocation l l
0 Probation M 0O Probation
Revocation ; Pm Revocation plal
ines $ ' ines $
g ;:fa'} Add consecutive sentences together, g ?:ﬁﬂ Add cc i 1 together,
‘G Pretrial Enter longast single ¢ I{ aQ Pretrial Enter longast single cor I{
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent'sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs.-susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail, Sentsnce 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall,
| Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial process on mors than two subjacts, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjectj
Remarks: (For every subject reported in Sections A, B, E, G, or H abovs, provide name, DOB, race*, sex, and il available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89 | (descrintian attached), was served bé
with a sub na the Federal Grand b7C
Jury of the CentraI DISETict of California. '
3 .
@Los Angeles (Info)
" . . " N L.
2.80 (1-56C-LA%101615) (1l-Accomplishments in Process) (I1-Aa ) e
(LRI
* See codes on N
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“Accomplishment Report
(Etfectivo 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishmaent)
To: Director, F8I Bureau Flle Number owe_11/8/89
\9“ 4 LA Investigative Assi or Technique Used
FROM: j(h SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C-LA l 0 1 61 5 Ware any of the Invmﬁlvo asgistance or techniques listed below uaed in connection with accompiish.
SUBY E' oT ’ Field Offco Fée Number ment belng clakmed? No Yes - il Yes, rato each used as fokows:
: 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holpod, but only minimaly 4 = Absokitely essontal
' AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech  Rating | 8.Eng. Sect.  Rating | 15. Pholographic Rating[22. Telephone _ Rati
CHAI RMAN ’ ERI CAN Assistance Tape Exama Coverage Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL , 2 e o Hyprosis 7. Polyoraph s gco b7C
co stance sslsiance up
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, | 3. Comput 10, Ident Div 17. Search Warmants | 24. UGO
ARIZONA; O0 x it a joint operation with: . 3""""‘:‘ - l’“"“""’"‘:’ = ::““:" = 33’“" i
. Lonsanal « Informanl N ow Mone .
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monfonng information Usago " Other
(identity of other agency) I's. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 16. Survel. Sad. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL dontly of aler ELSL Lsb D Surve. S NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVINEcweiwdes — e rsom 13, Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Tnvest -
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Federal, State or Titte 1l Flekd Support Action Analysis (VIA),
7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; La Field Support Reglaters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary J P Comp informations | Indictments |D. Recoveries, Restitutions, or Potentlal Economlc Loas Prevented (PELP) TET(plulﬂ valuation in remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Reatitutions Type Potentlal Economic
— Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B, Arrests, Locates, Summonsss or Subpoenas Served (No. of 8ub),) s s s
Subject Priority*
A B C_|sup $ s s
FBI Arreats Served
o s s s
. Crimina)
FBI Locates Summons Py s s
Local Armrests -
Local Crim, $ $ $
FB! Subj. Reslated : Amed S
C. q""t':d ?Niosugn orChildren Located: (Numberot Hostages or Children E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits H $
; Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
|
$ $
‘ ————— | Settlement or Award
‘ Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Ener AFA Paymant Hero
F. Selzures/Fortsitures G. Administrative Sanctions
E,r operty Forfellures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
CX&? * Selzures Judiclal Administrative Timo Frame
O suspension Years Months
O Debarment O3 Pormanent
’ Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
3 Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment 3 Permanent
H. Final dudicial Process: “Judiclal Disgrict [ - . ‘ Moot
. District  State Conviction or Protrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted *  Dismissed
‘Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- | Subjact 2 Subject Description Code* -
"8 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence g Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde- . 0 Misde-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation
0 Parole Titte | Section | County | Yrs. Mos.| Yrs. Mos. | Vrs. O Parole Tilo §_ Section|Counts | Yrs,  Mos. [ Yrs., Mos. | ¥is.  Mos,
Revocation g I - Revocation l
O Probation M 0 Probation
Revacation otal Revocation P‘a'
ines $ * ines $
3 ;:gﬂ Add consecutive sentences together. 3 gﬂﬂ Add consecutive sentences together.
‘D Pretrial Enter { singla 1t sentence. O Pretrial Enter longest single cancurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togather. Divarslon * Do not add concurrent sentences togsther,
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. + 8 yrs. Susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
l Attach additional forms if reporting final judiclal process on more than two sublects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub}ecﬂ
Remarks: (For every subject repo ide name, DOB, race*, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN, - b3
On 10/3/89,' I {descrintion attachad) was orved b6
with two subpoenas; one and one p7C
[ |the Federal Grand Jury or the Central District ..
of California.
t‘fz} Los Angéeles (Info) - _
e eo (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA o
* See codes ' L -",
rai/poJ
re
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;,ggrsis (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Eftective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 daya from date of accomplishment)
TO: . Director, FBI Boren i Nommar . pate__11/8/89
\P & . — - R invastigative Assistance or Techniqus Used
FROM: fh SA Phoenlx 5 GIC LA-101 61 5 Were any of the lnwatlﬂuve uﬁhnco or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish.
SUB JE' CT: ’ Fleld Office File Number ment belng claimed? No Yes - If Yea, rate each used as fokows: .
N 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helpod, but only minimaly 4 = Absolulely essenta
RMA AMER N Squ! 1. Accig Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Sect.  Rating | 16. Photographic _Refing] 22. Teie hone  Ratrb 6
CHAI N ’ 1 CA Assistance Tape Exama 0 cuvm’ugl:p "0 Toll geca o
CONTINENTAL : 2 Kieait 5. Hyproos 8. Polygreoh 2Yeo b7cC
- - Co 88l3 { ] stance oup
CORPORATI ON ’ PHOENIX Agent’s Soclal y No. ' 3. Computer 10. ident Div 17. Search Wairants 24. UCO
ARIZONA; T X1 a joint operation with: 3“"“"‘:‘ —roaiance . g"‘““:" il
4. Consens: « Informant 18. Show Mone, 26.UC
UNSURBS H PRINCIP LES Montoring Information Usage Y Other
{identity of other agency) 5, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 19. Survel, Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL X If case Invoh FISC Exams (SOQ) Asat VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI &omuption of a public . ELSUR - 13, Lab D 20. SWAT Team |27, Visual invast~
CALIFORNIA s official (Federal, State or Title Il . Fileld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; '88: 1A Fiok Supgort Regitors Toon oo
A, Preliminary Judiclal P Comp informations | indi D. R las, Restitutions, or P 3 e Loss P, d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* . Code* Loss Prevented
B, Arrests, Locates, Sum or Subp 8erved (No. of Bub),) s s Py
Subject Priority*
A 8 [+ Subp l $ $ $
FBI Arrests - Served
h $ $ s
FBI Locates - gdmlnal
$ $ $
Local Arests - .
Local Crim. $
FBI Subj. Resiated 3 Armed S o $ $
C. qelaa&odc))f Hostages or ChildrenLocated: (Numberof Hostages orChildren E. CivliMalters Government Defendant Government Plaintiif
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ______; All Other Hostage Situations ______ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
—em—— | Seltlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subl. Entar AFA Payment Here
F, Selzures/Forfaltures . G. Administrative Sanctions
F,'l operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
cgg % | Solzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
. 0 Suspension Years Months
O Debarment 3 Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judiclal District i ! No, o'ts
. ) District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date ’ Acquitted  Dismissed
. Id
Subject 1 Subjact Description Code*- . . Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence | 8 Felony Conviction Combined Santence
 Misde- Tn-dal Suspanded Probalion | O Misde- In-Jall Suspended Probation
0 Parole | Title | Section | Counts Yra,  Mos. | Yis. Mos. Yrs, Mos. | & Parole Title | Saction | Counts Yes.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs, Mos.
Revocation . l Revocation '
0 Probation . O Probation
ReVvocation otal . Ravocation ;otal
' ines $ . . ines $
.g -ﬁgﬂ Add consecutive sentences together, g -’F:f:l Add consecutiva sentences together,
0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent sentenca.
Oiversion Do not add cancurrent sentences together, Diversion ) Do.not add cc ces together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - B yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
Unach additional forms i reporting fina judiciat pracess on more than two sublects, and submit a fina! diposition form (R-84) for each sub]ect.j
Remarks: (For avery subject report ame, DOB, race®, sex, and If availabla POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/3/89, (description attached), was served be
i he Federal Grand
with a subp _ _ | . b7C
Jury of the Central District of California.
(i}Los Angeles (Info) .
e e (1-56C-LA%101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (l—AA[::::::] )
* See codes o . o
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) ,FD-S?S (Rev.9-20-89) .

* Accomplishment Report ‘ . -

(Ettective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
To: ;;Irec‘or' FBI Bureau File Number owe_11/8/89
Py \ P . - - . Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROM: 3 6\ SAC Phoenl X 56 c LA-1 0 1 6 1 5 Were any of the lnvnt&ivc aspigtance or techniques fisted below used in with i
N SUB JE' CT: ' Fleld Offica Fiie Number maent belng clamed? No Yes - Hf Yes, rate each used as fokows:
. 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Heipad, substantiaty
CHARLES KEATING, . 3630-0004 2 = Heipsd, but only mininaly 4 = Absolutely easontial
AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Acctg Tech Rating | 8.Eng. Sect, Rating | 15, Photographic ~ Rating] 22. Telephons — Fi
CHAIRMAN ’ c I Asslatance Tape Exams Covoraulnph o Toll gm ‘b6
CONTINENTAL A |2 Aot 9. Hypnosa 6. Polygreph 23, 50 b7C
> = co sslstance saislance roup |
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [“howesSorm yNo. | 155 70 Tdont Div 17. Seaich Warrants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; EJ xit a jolnt operation with: - 3’“""‘:’ : "‘7“‘""'“ - ::"““;:" Group I
. Consens 11. Informant . Show Mone 26.UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Moniloring Information Usage " Other
(identity of other agency) 6. ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL ey Gf ol ELSL By . |[smess NCAVE
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Korruption of & public 5. ELSUR - 79, Lab DIy 20. SWAT Toam 27, Visual Tnvest -
C AL I FORN IA : official (Federal, State or Titla Il . Flald Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local), 7. Eng, Sect. 14, Pen . 121. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; ‘88: 1a Fioki upport Regtars Tooh fos
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Informations | indk D. R , Restitutions, or Potential E Loss P, d (PELP) ﬂln valuation In remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property . . PELP
Type Recovsries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
—— Cade* Code* Loss Prevented
8. Arvests, Locates, Summonses or Subpoenas 8erved (No. of Sub).) s s s
Subject Priority*
A 8 (4] Quh l s s s
FBI Arrosts Served
o Is s s
FBI Locates - Crimindl -
$ s $
Local  Armrests -
Loca! Crim, $ $ s
FBl Subj, Resisted ; Armed 8
C. qoln‘s:a t))monugu orChildren Located: (Numbaerot HostagesorChlldren E. CivilMatters Govemnment Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Hald By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations _ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
e | Settloment or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Fortsltures G. Administrative Sanctions '
q{ operty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
Cgé? * Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
£ suspension Years Months
[J Debarment ‘ O Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
3 Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment 00 Permanent
H. Final Jud!cial Process: * Judicial District ) . No. of
. | Subjects
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 éubject Description Code*- . d Subject 2 Subject Description Coda® -
O Felony Conviction B Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misda- 0 Misda-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In~Jaif Suspended Probation
O Parala Tilo | Section|Counts | Yrs. Mos.| Yrs.  Mos. | s - Mos. O Parole Tilo | Section | Counts | ¥rs.  Mos. | Vrs.  Mos. | s, Mos.
. _ Revocation . l Revocation I
[»] waaﬂ?ln . a fﬂ’roball?ln
gvocation T evocation 1l
Kot - - Foaks
g ;:gaﬂl Add cc ive sentencas togeth g T:ga? Add consacutive sentences togethar,
"3 Protrial Enter longest single c: 1t senty O Pretrial Enter longest single co! 1t sentence.
Diversion Do not add cancurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together,
! Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. Sentence 10 yrs, - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail.
I Attach additional forms if reporting tinal ]uylclal process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each s.ql;]egz—,‘ -
Remarks: (For avery subject reported in Sections A, B, E, G, or H abova, provide nam_eI DOB, race®, sox, and if available POB and SSAN. ! b3
) s e d
On 10/3/89,] {descrintion cilhedﬁg s b6
served with a subpoena the Fede - b7C
Grand Jury of the Centr alirornia.
&i}Los Angeles (Info) '
- [ . ¢ h!
R o (1-56C~LA*101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA vy
¢ Seo codes on
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FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Efloctiva’10/1//89)

(Submilit within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI
\ a i Bureau File Number Date 11 /8/ 89
4?§‘° Phoenix 56C~-LA-101615 Inveatigative Asslatancs or Technique Used
FROM: S AC, Fiokd Ollice Fie Numbor 1‘ Were any of the lnvolt&lva asgistance or tachniques listed below used in with
SUBJECT: ment being clamed? No Yos - If Yes, rate sach usad as fokows:

s - 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiaty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Hated. bt ooty oinbaaly & = Aosatel )
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Numbor T AccigTech  Gaing | B. Eng, Buct. — Ratg | 16. Pholographia Rating| 22, Teleghons — Hating
CONTINENTAL Assisiance Tape Exams Coverage Tol Reas 6

2. Alccralt 9. Hypnosls 16. Polygraph 23, UCO
CORPORATION, P HOENIX, [ Agents Socal Securly No. Assisiance Atistance Assistance Qroup | b7C
3. Comput 10. Ident Div 17. Search Warranta 24, LUCO
ARIZONA; 3 Xitajointos with: Asslatance Asslstance Executed Group i .
4, Consensual 13. Informant 18. Show Mone: 26. UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monltoring nlommation Uaage Y Oher
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL {identity of other agency) [s. E'tés&ua . 12 Iéab Div 10. &“35,‘&“" 26. Ncéch'
X if case involves xama  *° t VI-CAP,
SAVINGS AND LOAN [4 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Toam 27. Visual invest -
CALIFORNIA; officlal (Federal, State or Title It Field Support Action Analysis (VIA}
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; GO: LA Fist Suppon Regitars Toch £
A. Preliminary Judiclal P C lak Iaf [ Indk ts JO.R les, Restltutions, or P [3 ic Loss P ted (PE'LP) (Explain valustlon In remarks)
(Number of aubjects) Property PELP
. Type Recoyeries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* .. Code* Loas Provented
8, Arrests, Locat or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) ; s s
Subject Priority* 3
A 8 C Subp 1 $ $ s
FBI Arreats - Senved
$ $ $
F8I Locates - Criminal .
$ $ $ .
Local Amrosts - . ’
Locat Crim. $ $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted s Armed S .
C. Release t):iHonages orChildren Located: (NumberotHostagas orChildren E. CivilMatters Governmant Defendant Government Plaintitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
i d i Local ————— | Setllament or Award
Misslng or Kidnaped Children ted No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Administrative Sanctions !
Property Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
clox Selzures Judiclal Administrative Time Frama
[ Suspension Years Months
[ Debarment O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
1 Suspension Years Monihs
1 Debarment O parmanent
: N . No, of
H. Flnal Judicial Process Judicial District y Sugje?:ts
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code®- Subject 2 Subjaect Description Code® -
D Felony Conviction Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentenco
0 Misde- T T 0O Misde- . "
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jail Susponded Probation
Q Parole Tile } Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos, | Yis. Mos. Yis.  Mos. | O Parale Titte | Section | Counts Yis. , Mos. | Vrs. Mos. Yis.  Mos.
Ravocation I Revacation |
0 Probation O Probation
Revocation Eom Revocation Ima]
inas § S ines §
g .Pr:f:: Add consecutive sentences together. g T:?aal Add consecutive sentences together.
a Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentenco.
Diversion Do not add concursent sentances together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs, - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yis. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail.

[ Attach additional tarms if reporting fina! judicial procass on mare than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84} for each subject.

Romarks: (For every subject reportedi

IOn 10/4/89,

DOB, race*, sex, and it available POB and SSAN.
was served with a subpoena

the Federal Grand

Jury of
male, dob

31 District of California.

[::::;::]described as
5'10", 160 pounds, brown hair, brown eyes, SSAN

l#Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Bulofy
2 - Fiald Office
¢ Sae codes on

(6)

alda

(1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

b3
bé

|7b7c

.~

[ 1

" FBl/DOJ

P
-

LY




5

S G0 A _\0! L&‘.}\—ﬁg
I

[G v 5
R 10
WCC
JEC 18 1399 b6

b7C
Fal - LOS ANGTLES




” ®
FD-575 (Rev.9-20-89) -
Accomplishment Report - ‘
{Etfactive 10/1//39) ‘
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI ren T N ose__11/8/89
ﬁ‘\o : - - . Investigative Assistance or Technique Used
FROMs‘ SAC P hoenlx 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the mvontl%tivo asalstance or techniques Nsted below used in connection with accompiish.
SUBY é oT ' Field fica Fiie Number ment being cleimed? No Yos - If Yes, rate each used as fokows: .
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantialy
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helpod, but only minimaly 4 = Absotely essential
’ Squad of AA Number 1. Acclg Tech  Ratin 8. Eng. Sect.  Raling [ 16, Pholographic Raling] 23, Tel Ralin.
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN ] Acctg Tec! 0 Teno Exans |0 | 18- Bholograp 0)22. Telephone "b6
CONTINENTAL | | 2 e o Typrioss 78 Polygranh 25,460 b7C
8 ce a8lstance stance roup
CORPORATION, PHPENIX ’ Y2 I [ Compun 70, Ident Div 17. Search Werrants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; O x it operation with: n 2“"“"‘:' - I'“{‘“"‘"‘:' - :::“::“ L '
. . Consens . Informen . Show Mone: .
UNS UB S 1 P RI Nc IP L ES Monltoring information Usage Y Other
(identity of other agency) 8, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survel, Sqd. 28, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL X If case involves FISC Exams (SOG) Af?l VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN r IRVI &ortuption of a public 8. %lflsoll’l‘l‘ . 13. lﬁ‘bmog 20, iwug Team 27, Vlsualulmm;‘,-
. R officlal (Federa!, State or : old Support C Anslysls
CALIFORNIA ’ Locacls 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 00: LA Flsld Support Registers Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judicist Process Complaints Inf # 0. R , Restitutions, or P: lal E ic Loas P d (PELP) (Explain valuation in remarka)
(Number of subjects) Property . . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented -
B.A , Locates, Summ or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s s s
Subject Priority*
A 8 C_sun 1 s $ $
FBI Arresta Servad
s $ s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ s $
Local  Armests - —
Local Crim, ] $ ‘
FBI Subj. Reslsted ; Armed [ §oce Crim ¥
C. H&gi’:& t):l HostagesorChlldren Located: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. CiviiMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintitt
RICO - Civil Civil Sults $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
3 $ $
————— | Setllement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subl. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. AdministrativeSanctions
Property Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
cg&% * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame
' [ Ssuspension Years Months
[0 Debarment 0 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
X [0 suspension Years Months
[J Debagment ) B3 permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: T ’ ool
) . : District  State Conviction or Pratrial Div. Date Sentence Date ) Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Coda*- . ) . - Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence 0 Felony Conviction Comblined Sentence
2 Misde- 0 Misda-
meanor In-Jail Suspended Probation meanor In-Jall Suspended Probation
O Parole .| Title | Section | Counts Yes, | Mos. | Yis. ' Mos, Yis. Mos. | o Parole Title | Section | Counts Y8, Mos. | Yrs. , Mos, Yrs.  Mos.
Revocatlon ‘ l : Revocalion
O Probation M . O Probation
Revocation ‘otal A Revocation P'a'
ines § . - ines $
g %ﬁﬂ Add congecutive sentences together, g ;:,eaa, Add ilive sent togeth
0 Pretrial Entar longest single concurrent sentance. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single c
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall. . Sentence.10 yrs, - 8.yrs..cusp. » 2 yre. In-Jail,
I Attach additional forms it reporting finat judicial procass dn more than two subjects, and submit a finat diposition form (R-84) lor each subje?l
Remarks: (For every subject repo 9, DOB, race*, sex, and if avallable POB and SSAN. ‘ b3
On .10/4/89, (descrintion attached), was served b6
with a subp the Federal Grand - b7C
Jury of the Cent alifornia.
l‘{ Los Angeles (Info) ‘
2 e (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (l-AA

* Seo codes on o
( 6 ) - —— — —— I——— - _——
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‘S¥D-515 (Rev.9-20-89)
Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

To: Director, FBI Bureau File Number oate11/8/89
/:%\ 3 - - I Igstive Asslst or Technigue Used .
FROM: SAC Phoenlx 5 6 C LA 1 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the lnvealgtvo uﬁwnco or tachniques Histad below used In connection with accomplish.
SUB JE' CT: ' Field Office File Number ment being clakmed? No Yes - if Yes, rate ench used as foXows:
: 1 = Used, but did not hslp 3 = Helped, substantialy
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only mininally 4 = Absokately easential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech — Rating [ 8. Eng. Seci.  Rating | 16. Phologiephic Raling| 22, Telephons— Tiatinal
Assist Tapo Exams Coverage Tok Roce b6
CONTINENTAL | 2 it - Hyprosla 6. Polyareph 23. UCO B7C
] L co 3sistance asistance Group §
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, B Sy ™. 1[5 Comput 70. Idant Div 17. Soarch Warrants | 24, UGO
ARIZONA; O xira it operation with: 3"’"’"‘:; ! l‘“""’""" . ::““;:" Group I ’
4. Consens 1. Informant 18, Show Mone 26, UC
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLE S Monitoring Information Usage Y Other
{identity of other agency) [, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 10. Survell. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL ferthy of ahor ELSt Leb oF Survl 53 NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN 4 IRVI &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20, SWAT Team 27, Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Fedaral, State or Title It . Field Support Action Analysis {VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect, 14. Pen . |21. Tech. Agt, or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0(5 : LA Flald Support Registera Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Informationa | Indictments |D. Recoverles, Restltutions, or Potential Economic Loss Prevented (PELP) Waln valuation In remarks)
{(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
Code* Code* Loaa Prevented
B. A , L tes, S or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) s s s
Subject Priority*
A 8 S |subp 1 s s s
FBl Arrests Served
H $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Arrests - .
Local Crim, $ $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted ; Armed s
c. Tg::&c)amomguorchlwmn Located: (NumberofHostagesorChildren E. CivilMatters Govemnment Defendant Government Plaintiif
RICO-Clvit |-  Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists _____; All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
————————. | Setllement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub), Entor AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeitures G. Adminiatrative Sanctions
‘.’II operty Forleitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
Cﬁ * Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
] Suspension Years Months
[J ODsbarment [ Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O Ssuspension Years Months
‘
O oebarment 3 permanent
H. Final Judicial Procass: “Judicial District ;- . sﬁgj'a%‘s
District  State Convictlon or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . g Subject2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felony Conviction i Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Comblined Sentence
0 Misde- 0 Misde-
In-dail Suspended Probation In-Jail Suspended Probation
meanor | meanor
£ Parole , [ Tile | Section | Counts Vrs.  Mos. | Yrs. ' Mos. Yrs. Mos. | 1 Parole Title | Section | Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yrs, . Mos, Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . I Revocation I
0 Probation ' O Probation
Revocation otal Revocation ;l_folal
ines $ 4 ines $
Q Plea Add consecutive soniences Togather, g fiea Add consecutive sentences together,
‘D Pretrial Enter fongest single concurrent sentgnce. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence,
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent santences togather,
S 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall, Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail.
l Attach additional forms if reportlng finat judicial process on mora than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each sub}eﬂ
Remarks: (For every subject reported | e, DOB, race®, sex, and if gvallable POB and SSAN. a b3
On 10/4/89,| I (description attachec’l),l was gerve e
i deral Gran
with a subpoena | ‘ | the Fe ’ b7C
Jury of the Central District of California. i )
@'—Los Angeles (Info)
e o (1-56C~LA>=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA ,
* Ses codes d . . -
rBI/DOJ !
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£D-515Rev.920-89)

F
“Accomplishment Report - -
(Effective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30,7 ays from date of accomplishment)
TO: \ (glrector, FBi Bureau Flle Number owe__11/8/89
A1 —
Y : - - ! [ Aesi or Technique Used
FROM: SAC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA 1 0 l 6 l 5 Ware any of the Investigative lance or techniques listed below used in connedtion with accomplish-
N SUB JE' CT: 4 Fiald Office File Number ment being claimed? No Yes - if Yes, rate oach used as fokows: .
: . 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantiafy
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~0004 2 = Holped, but only minkmaly 4 = Absolutel
RMA AM N Squad or RA Number 1. fcclg Tech —Rating [ 8. Eng. Secl. Rafing |16, Photographic Rafing| 22-Tea hons Rai
CHAI N ’ ERI CA Assistance Tape Exams Covorggo 0 Tol aecs b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcraft o Fiyprosis 7. Polygrach 2,000 b7cC
— Assist aslatance salstance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [—wmresem YNo. | ot 10. Ident Oiv 17, Search Waranta | 24, UGO
ARIZONA H O xita joint with: Assistance Assistance Executed Group Il
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES  Sontonne, i S I
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOI, (identity of other agency) [, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 19. Survell. Sqd: 26. NCAVC/
GS AND LOAN, IRVI X If case Involves FISC Examsa (SOG) Asst VI.CAP
SAVI N 14 &orruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual [nveat -
CALI FORNIA : officlal (Federal, State or Title I . Fleki Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local}). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tach. Agt, or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION H 06 : LA Fisid Support Reglstors | Tach Equip
A Preliminary Judiclal Process Complaints | Informations | indh D. R les, Restitutions, or P E lc Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
{Number of subjects) Property . PELP
021":' Recoveries Roatitutions c’l;);pa Pt:,emlgrsconfrglc
. o 83 Pravenle
B. Arrests, Locates, Summonses or Subposnas Served {No, of Sub,) s s e
Sublect Priority*
A B8 (o] Subp l s [3 $
FB! Arrests Served
$ $ H
FBI Locates - Criminal
Summons [3 (3 $
Local Armests - ; '
Local Crim. $ S s
FB! Sub), Resliated s Armed S
C. ngg:i':d ?moauguorcnlldmn Located: (Numberot Hostages or Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostags Situations — Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
== | Setilement or Award
| Missing or.Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Payment Hore
F. Selzures/Forteltures G. Administrative Sanctions
|
; EII operty Forfeituras Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
C&?g * Seizures Judiclal Administrative Time Frame
[J Suspension Years Months
O oeb 03 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
[0 suspension Years Months
O Debarment LI Parmanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District : . ) s'ﬁ'gi o
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquited  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- . . . Subjact 2 Subject Description Code* -
0 Felony Conviction B Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o m&::‘;r In-Jall Suspended Probation Q ms‘g:&r In-Jail Suspended Probation
o Parole Title | Sectlon | Counts Yis.  Mos. | Yrs,  Mos, Yrs. Mos. | 1 parale Title | Section | Counts ¥rs.  Mos. | Vrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . Revocation

0O Probation . l Q Probation ,
Revocation l%tgé $ . Revocation Iﬁ:‘g's $

g -ﬂ"ﬁ Add consecutive sentences together. * g -’F:ﬁﬁ Add consecutive sentences together.,

‘O Pretrial Enter longest singla cancurrent sentence. 3 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentenca,
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togather. Divarsion Do nat add cancurrent sentences together,

-Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp: = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jall.
I Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial process'on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. '

Remarks: (For every subject repo me, DOB, race*, sex, and. if available POB and SSAN. ! b3
On 10/3/89, (description attached), was served b6
with a subpcena the Federal Grand b7C
Jury of the CentraI DISTF¥ICt of California. .

Los Angeles (Info) ‘
?gﬁ%me (1-56C~LA=101615) (1-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AZ .
* See codes on * =
FRI/DOY
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FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Ettective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: ‘ Director, FBI Bureau Flle Number o 11/8/89
< %k\bﬁ& 1 - - Investigative Asel, or Technique Used
FROM"A SAC Phoenix 56C LA-101 615 Were any of the Investjgative uﬂtancé or techniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUB JE' CT: ’ . Flold Office File Numbor ment being clumod? No Yes - If Yos, rate auch used as fo¥ows:
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Heiped, substantiaky
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Heipod, but only minimally 4 = Absolutely sssontial
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech  "Raling | 8. Eng. Secl.  Rating | 15, Pholographic Raling] 23 Te] h Rall
CHAI N ’ ERI CAN Aulaolnnco Tape Exams " 00vnr2‘:|ep "o T:lloaeg';e b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcralt 8. Hyproai 76 Polvoragh 28,500 b7C
- ~ - Ansist slatance ssistance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [~#gots oo YN | 5 Gompt 10. Idant Div 17. Sowch Warrants | 24. UGO
ARIZONA; 0 xitagpnt p with: - ‘A:sslalan:; ~ 'Az;slaunce = gxecu:d - Group Il
. Consen: . Informant . Show Mone 26. UC
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Monkoring Information Usags Y Other
{identity of other agency) S, ELSUR - 12. Lab Div 10. Survell, Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL X If case invoh FISC Exams {SOG) Asst VI-CAP
"SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI Korruption of a public ©.ELSUR - "[73.Lab bW 20, SWAT Team 27. Vioual lnveat -
CALIFORNIA : officlal (Federal, State or Titie 1 . Flekt Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . |21. Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0(5 ¢ LA Field Support Registers Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judicial Process Complaints | Inf Indk D. R , Restltutions, or P fal E Ic Loss P d (PELP) (Explain vaiuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
. Code* Code* Loss Preventad
. B, Arrests, Locates, 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) . s .
Subject Priority®
A B C g bp 2 s s i s
FBI Arrests Served
$ $ s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Amests - N A
Loca! Crim, $ $ $
FBI Subj. Resisted + Armed Si
C. '1"”?.% ¢)>1 Hostages orChildrenLocated: (Numberof HostagasorChildren E. CivilMatters Govermnment Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrarists s All Other Hostage Situations _____ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
———— | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here .
F. Seizures/Forfeitures ) G. Administrative Sanctions
e'r operty Forleltures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
ng * Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
1 suspension Years Months
i [0 Debarment 0 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code”® -
Tims Frame
N [ Suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment 01 Permanent
) : " Judicial Di _ . ' No, of
H. Final dudiclal Process Judiclal District \ Subjects
. X * District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentance Date Acquitted *  Dismissed
"Subject1  Subject Description Codo™ . : " subject2 Subject Description Code* -
1 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence ‘ O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
8 Misde. n-dall Suspended Probation 0 Misdo- In-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole - § Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos.| Yrs. Mos, Yis. Mos. | 1~ parole Titlo | _Section | Counts Yrs,  Mos. | Yis. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation . R Revocation ,
0 Probation . 0O Probation
Revocation Total . Revocation Pm
Fines $ . Ings $
. g ;:fa‘? Add consecutive sentences together. E’ g;:%a' Add consecutive sentences togathar,
D Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretral Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diverslon ' Do riot add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add cor t sent togather.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail. Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. Susp. = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
| [ Attach additiona! forms it reporting final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final dipositiont form (R-84) tor each subject. |
Remarks: (For every subject repot a-DOB, race®, sex, and Iif available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89, description atta was be
served [ 7 ole and , B7C
one the Federal Grand Jury of the Central P
| MBistrict of California.
| @.}Los Angeles (Info)
3 Fum oftce (1-56C~LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA .
* See codes on "
*B1/00y
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~ FD-515 (Rev.9-20-89)

Accomplishment Report
(Effective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)

TO:
Director, FBI Bureau File Number Date ll/ 8/ 89
. \D@ . - - investigative Assistance or Technlque Ul‘od
FROM: j '( E SAC Phoenix > S'CI; ol:!l!:'AFH :L' 03‘ 61 5 Were any of the Inveatﬁlve uﬁt&nco or tachniques listed below used in connection with accomplish-
SUBJECT: ' 2 Oifice ke Number ment being claimed? L&-No LI Yes - if Yes, rate each used as folows: .

. 1 = Used, but did not he 3 = Helped, substantial;
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~-0004 2 = Helpad, but only mln:wly = Ahs':mtety aasential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or HA Number T Acclo Tech g | 6. Eng. Sect—alng [ 75. Ehclographic. Ratig] 22, Telsghons  Falh 6

[ ] ape Exams overage oll Racs
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrcratt 9. Hypnosis 18, Polygraph 23. UCO b7C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [ fowssousocumyio | |- i e e — e |
ARIZONA; 3 xitajomt p with: " Assistance " Assistance " Executed " Group I
4. Consensual 11. Informant 18, Show Mone! 26.UC
UNSUBS ; PRINCIPLES Monttoring Information Usage Y Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (identity of other agency) |G, sll.s%un - 12, !énb Div 10, ?S"S&"'ﬁ“{" 26. ‘r;t:évc/
X it case Invoh xams 8 -CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN 14 IRVI Korruption of a public 6. ELSUR - 13. Lab OIv 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest -
CALIFORNIA: official (Federal, State or Titte il Field Support Action Analysis (VIA)
4 Loc% 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tach, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; OO: ILA Fisld Support Reglaters Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal P, Compl Infi D. R , Restitutions, or P. [ Loss P d (PELP) (Explatn valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type. Recoveries Restitutions Type Potential Economic
B. Arresis. Locates S oT 5ub Served (No- o 5051 Code Code* Loss Prevented
) ) L J i $ $ $
Subject Priority*
A 8 C _|subpoenas 2 H $ $
FBI Arresta Servad
s $ $
FBI Locates - Criminal
s $ s
Local Arrests -
al .
FBI Subj. Resistad : Armed $ocel Crim $ ¥ $
C. elea!s.%c):l Hostagesor Children Located: (NumberofHostagesor Children E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists ; All Other Hostage Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located o oTen | Setfement or Award
issing ol ped Childr No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Seizures/Forfsitures G. Administrative Sanctions
E'I operty Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
C&? * Selzures Judicial Administrative Tima Frame
] suspension Years Months
0 Deb 3 Permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
{J Suspension Years Months
O Debarment O permanent
H. Final Judicial Process: Judiclal District ' No. of
| Subjecls —
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Dale Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Dascription Code®- ’ Subjact 2 Subject Description Coda® -
0 Fetony Conviction . Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Comblned Sentence
0 Misde. n-Jail Suspended Probation | O Misde- tn-Jail Suspended Probation
o Parole Title | Sectlon | Counts Yis,  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos. | 1 Parole Title | _Section | Counts Yes. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation R l Ravocation I
O Probation . 0 Probation
Revoeation ﬁ,‘SL . Revocation i?\lg's $
I g ’?:gaal Add conseculive sentences logethar. g fr’:m Add consacutive sentences together,
a Pretral Enter longest single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add cor together. Diversion Do not add cor together.
Sentence 10 yrs, - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail, S 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail,

l Attach additional forms if reporting final Judicial proces$ on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject.—l

dde Caasl A

Remarks: (For every

, DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN,

On 10/3/837' des ) was
served with Two subpoenas; one and

one|

the Federal Grand Jury of the Central

istrict of California.
—Los Angeles (Info)

2 - Buroau
2 - Field Office

* Seo codos on re 3

e

(1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (1-AA

b3
b6
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4 0515 (Rev.9-20-89)

[

“Accomplishment Report
(Eftective 10/1//89)
(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FB! Soren Fie o pate__11/8/89
,,(F (71 . —-—T investigative Assl or Technique Used
FROM: J A\Ds AC Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Were any of the Investgative lance or techniques listed below used in connaction with accomplish.
SUB JE' cT ' Fleld Office Filo Number ment being claimed? No Yes - If Yes, rate each used as foflows:
. 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, substantlaly
CHARLES KEATING, 3630~0004 2 = Helped, but only minimaly 4 = Absolutely essential
RMA AM Squad or RA Number 1. Acclg Tech Rating | 8. Eng. Sect. ~ Rating [ 15. Photagraphic Raing] 22, Telephone  Ratin~'
CHAI N ’ ERICAN Ass} Tape Exams o Coverage Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL 3. Arcrah 5. Hypnosis 78 Folyorapn @ o b7C
- Assl salstance salatance roup
CORPORATION 4 PHOENIX ’ Agent's Social Security No. 3. Gomp 10, ident Oiy 17, Search Warant 24 UCO
ARIZONA; D xiajontos N :mm:: 1 IA ?smanfo 18 ::ecu:d 26 S: 2
. Consens, . Informan| . Show Mone: .
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLES Monitoring Information Usage Y Other
{identity of other agency) [, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 16, Survell. Sqd. 26. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL (dnlly o i Bl L O} Survl S NCAV
SAVINGS AND LOAN ’ IRVI &orruption of a public 8, %ligli'lil% - 13. 'l;ft:doév " 20. iwugT Team 27. x:?uusldlmﬁx:}"
. official (Federal, State or 0id Suppo ction il
CALIFORNIA; Loca& 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tech, Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; O0OO: LA Field Support Raglsters Tech Equip
A. Preliminary Judlcisl Process Comp Inf Indk D. R les, Restitutions, or P lal E: lc Loss P d (PELP) (Explain valuation In remarks)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recovarles Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B. A L tes, 8 or Subp Served (No. of Sub).) s s s
Subject Priority*
A 8 c Subp 2 H $ s
Served
FBI Arrests - $ s s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Armests - .
Local Crim. $ $ $
F8I Subj. Resisted + Armed Si
c. elea&edi):l:' orChlldren Located: (Numberof Hostages or Children E. ClvilMatters Government Defendant Government Plalntitf
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostags Situations Convictions Amount of Suit
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located e | Settloment or Award $ $

gor} No. of Subj. Enter AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfeltures G. Administrative Sanctions
EII operty Forfeltures Subject 1 Subject Description Code* -
cgg * Selzures Judicial Administrative Time Frame

[ Suspension Years Months
[J Debarment O permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
[ Suspension Years Months
O Debarment 3 Permanent
H i No, of
H. Final Judicial Process: Judicial District | Sugj' st(,n s
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Date Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- ' Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
C1 Felony Conviction : Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misda- " O Misde- "
meanor in-Jall Suspended Probation meanor In~Jall Suspended Probation
0O Parole Title § Section | Counts Yis.  Mos.| Yis.  Mos. Yrs. Mos. | 1 parole Title | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yrs. Mos.
Revocation i R Revocation I
0 Probation 0 Probation
Revacation Total N Revocation ;l_:olal
Fines $ . inas $
g ';I::i%al Add consecutive sentences together. g ?:fa"’} Add consecutive sentences together.
O Pretrial Enter longast single concurrent sentence. 0 Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences togalher. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentencos together.
Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs, In-Jail,
l Attach additional forms if reporting final judicial procass on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subject. l
Remarks: (For every subject reported In pame, DOB, race*®, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89, (description attached) was bé
served with Two sybpoenas; one and b7cC
one the Federal Grama JUry of the Central
Dist¥Ict of California.

Los Angeles (Info) ‘
b (1-56C-LA=101615) (l-Accomplishments in Process) (l-AA b
¢ See codas on [ .
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Pos15 (Rev.9-20-89) l

Accomplishment Report
(Eflective 10/1//89)

(Submitt within 30 days from date of accomplishment)
TO: Director, FBI S F owe__11/8/89
,ﬂ:&\bﬁfﬁ . T A Investigative Ass] or Technique Used
FROM'M SAC Phoenix - 56C-LA 10 161 5 Were any of the Investgative uﬁjtance or techniques iated below used In connection with accompish.
SUBY E' CT: ’ Fleld Office File Number ment being clalmed? No ‘L Yes - If Yes, rate each used as foXows:
H 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, subatanilay
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Holped, but only minimaly 4 = Absolutely essential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1.Acctg Tech  Rating [ 8. Eng. Secl.  Hating | 15, Pholographic Raing| 22 Telephons— Fal=
Assl: Tape Exams Coverage Toll Reca b6
CONTINENTAL 2. Alrc::m 9. :lzplna‘als 16, Polygraph 23. Uco b7¢C
CORPORATION, PHOENIX, [ WoorrsSocusocuiyto. | | Asisiance ot B T Someh Wi —ar !
ARIZONA; 01 xirajoint operation with: . 2”‘“"‘"‘:; - :“"""‘""” . g;“’“:;" Group i '
. Consens: . Informan| 18. Show Mone 26. UC
UNSUBS H PRINCIPLES M ) Information Usage Y Other
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL {identity of other agency) (G, ELSUR - 12, Lab Div 16. Survel. Sqd. 26, NCAVC/
X If case involves FISC Exams {SOG) Asat VI-CAP
SAVINGS AND LOAN, IRVI &orruplion of a public 6. ELSUR - 13, Lsb D 20. SWAT Team 27. Viaual Inveat -
CALIFORNIA : official {Federal, State or Titla . Fleld Support Action Analysis (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen . 121. Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 06: LA Fleld Support Reglsters Tech Equip
A, Preliminary Judiclal P Comp Informations | Indk D.R » Restitutions, or P E Loss P, d (PELP) (Explain valuatlon In remarke)
(Number of subjects) Property . PELP
Type Recoverles Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loss Prevented
B, A , Locates, § or Subp Served (No. of Subj.) Py p s
Sublect Priority *
A B8 c Subp 2 s (3 $
FBI Arrosts Servad
. $ $ s
FBl Locates - grlmlnal
H $ $
Local Amests - _ .
Local Crim. $
FBI Subj. Reslated ; Amed s g s $
C. l}eloats:d ‘)ﬂ Hostagesor Childrent.ocated: (Numberof HostagesorChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Government Plaintiff
RICO - Civil Civil Suits $ $
Hostages Held By Terrorists : All Other Hostage Stsations ___ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
e | Sottlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Subj, Enter AFA Payment Hero
F. Selzures/Forfsltures . G. Administrative Sanctlons
Ell operty Forfeituras Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
ng * Selzures Judicial Administrative Timo Frame
O Suspensi Years Months
O Dbeb 3 Parmanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code* -
Time Frame
O suspension Years Months
O Debarment 0 Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial Disjrict | . ) No. o'ls
District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div. Date Sentence Dale ) Acquitted  Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Dascription Code*- . ) ’ Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
[1 Felony Conviction . Combined Sentence O Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
0 Misde- 0 Misde-
meanor In-Jall Suspended Probation meanor In-Jait Suspended Probation
O Parcle - | Tile | Section | Counts Yrs.  Mos. | Yrs. Mos. Yrs. Mos. | 1 Parole Titte | Section | Counts Yrs. | Mos. | Yis. . Mos. Yis. Mos.
Revocatlon ’ R Revocation I
[l Probation . O Probation
Ravocation Total N Ravocation Pla'
Fines $ . ines §
g -?:?;; Add consacutive sentences together. g -’F:E.ﬁ Add conseculive sentences fogether.
0 Pratrial Enter longest single concurrent sentence. @ Pretrial Enter longest single concutrent sentence,
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together, Diversion Do not add concurrent sentencas together.
Sentenca 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp, = 2 yrs. In-Jail. Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs, SUSp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
I Attach additional forms if reporting finat judiclal process on more than two sublects, and submit a finat diposition form (R-84) for each subjecTI
Remarks: (For every subject reported in 8, DOB, race*, sex, and it available POB and SSAN. b3
On 10/4/89, (description 1ed) was red bé
and one . b7C
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TO: #2 ector, FBI Bureau File Number owe_11/8/89
-4 \D - i - - investig Assl or Technique Used
}:Rom.""Fh SAC, Phoenl X 5 6 C LA l 0 l 6 l 5 Waere any of the investigative tance or techniques lated below used in connection with accompiish-
SUB JE. CT: ’ Fleld Office Fiie Number ment being clakmed? No Yas - If Yes, rate each used as folows: R
. 1 = Used, but did not help 3 = Helped, aubstantiatty
CHARLES KEATING, 3630-0004 2 = Helped, but only minkmally 4 = Absokilaly essential
CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN Squad or RA Number 1. AcctgTech  Rating | 8, Eng. Soct. — Raling | 16, Pholographic Raling| 22, Tolephone— Fal=
Assl Tape Exams Coverage Toll Recs b6
CONTINENTAL 2 et o Fypnosia 16. Polygraph 23,586 b7C
I sistance ssistance salatance roup
CORPORATION, PHOENIX Rty ™ 1 13 Comp 10, Ident Div 17. Search Wanrants | 24, UCO
ARIZONA; O xiragpmnt P with: ‘A:aulatan:; - 'A:ala!um:o = :xeculed . choup i
4, n . In . Show M, 5. U
UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES Fiomonau Informant Show Money e
(identity of other agency) ['g. ELSURA - 12. Lab Div 19. Survell, Sqd. 28. NCAVC/
AND OFFICERS OF LINCOL Gy of e ELsl Lb D Sunvl NCAVG
SAVINGS AND LOAN L4 IRVI &orruption of a public 8. ELSUR - 13. Lab Div 20. SWAT Team 27. Visual Invest «
CALIFORNIA s official (Federal, State or Title M Fleld Support Action Analysia (VIA)
Local). 7. Eng. Sect. 14. Pen 21, Tech. Agt. or
ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 'O00: Ia Foki Support Registors Toch Exip
A. Preliminary Judicial Process Complainta | Inl [ D. R le9, Restitutions, or P E Ic Loas P d (PELP) —_(Explain vaiustion In remarke)
(Number of subjects) Property PELP
Type Recoveries Restitutions Type Potentlal Economic
Code* Code* Loas Pravented
B.A ts, L {as, 8 or Subp Served (No. of Subj) s Py p
Subject Priority*
A B [+ Subp 2 (3 (3 [3
FBi Arrests Served
o8 s s s
FBI Locates - Criminal
$ $ $
Local Amests - .
Local Crim. $ $ $
FB! Subj. Resisted s Armed S
C. qolaase ofHostages or ChlidrenLocated: (Numberof Hostages orChildren E. CivilMatters Government Defendant Govemment Plaintif
RICO - Civil Civil Suits H $
Hostages Held By Terrorists + All Other Hostage Situations _____ Convictions Amount of Suit
$ $
——————0. | Settlement or Award
Missing or Kidnaped Children Located No. of Sub], Entor AFA Payment Here
F. Selzures/Forfaltures G. Administrative Sanctions
'?lIO y Forfeitures Subject 1 Subject Description Code® -
CKE * Selzures Judicial Administrative . Time Frame
3 suspension Years Months
[0 Debarment 0 permanent
Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
Time Frame
J Ssuspension Years Months
O Debarment I Permanent
H. Final Judiclal Process: Judicial Digtrict . ) sﬁ'ﬁ’f o
. District  State Conviction or Pretrial Div, Date Sentence Date Acquitted ' Dismissed
Subject 1 Subject Description Code*- Subject 2 Subject Description Code® -
0 Felony Conviction Combined Sentance Q Felony Conviction Combined Sentence
o ME::‘;I In-dall Suspended Probation o mles:r?c;r in-Jail Suspended Probation
O Parole | Title | Section { Counts Yrs,  Mos. | Yrs.  Mos, Yrs. Mos. | o parale Title | _Section | Counts Yrs. . Mos. | Yrs. . Mos. Yis. Mos.
Revocation . I . Revocation I
0 Probalion 0 Probation
Ravocation otal v Revocation Pta'
ines $ . inas §
' g ‘?:Iea? Add utive sent th g -';-’:faﬁ Add conseculive sentences logether,
2 Pretral Enter ) single c O Pretrial Enter longest single concurrent sentonce.
Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together. Diversion Do not add concurrent sentences together.
Sentance 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. susp. = 2 yrs. In-Jail, Sentence 10 yrs. - 8 yrs. SUSp. = 2 yrs. In-Jall.
I Attach additional forms if raporfing final judicial process on more than two subjects, and submit a final diposition form (R-84) for each subjsct, I
Remarks: (For every subject repgriad in a-DOB, race*, sex, and if available POB and SSAN. b3
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Date of transcription 4 / 17 / 20

telephonL1 wWas advised as to cthe 1dentity o e

interviewing agent and the p%;pose of the igteﬁview. Also
present at the interview was attornev with the
firm

telephone| _ [was representing the parent

company of PHOENICIAN HOTEL, PHOENIX RESORT CORPORATTON, and was
requested to be present at the interview by advised
as follows:

Ia.:mmmmf birth is] | and
she was born in Her Social Security Account

Number is]| |

[::::]advised she began as an employee with AMERICAN

At that time, she wasl

CONTINENTAT, CORPORATION (ACC), at their mortaade companv i |

| Her office address was
2735 bkast Camelback Road, Phoenix, Arizona.

| |remainedr1n_that_ngs;tlgn_untll_thﬁm1atter part of
| |when she moved to She then
becamnd | At that
time, : ed of six to

eight answered
directly to

[did not supervise any other employees.

[ |ladvised her duties were primarily tol

|She advised the payroll was computerized and was the
same software as the payroll of LINCOLN SAVINGS AND IOAN (ILSL).

recalls in late 1986 there were approximately 80 to
160 people on the ACC payroll. This number also included
various bond representatives (reps) located in the branches of
ISL.. To the best of her knowledge, were paid
striaght salaries and no commissionbs

bé
b7C

b6
b7C

Investigationon 4/5/90 at Phoenix, Arizona File # 560-LA—101615-12¢2@5

by| Date dictated 4/5/90
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rm:mg_ths_tim.e:hTs in | she be
recalls to ACE emnlqayees. In addition, b7c
she recal located in the ISL
branches. does not believe the bond reps received any

bonuses from LSL: payroll. She is aware that bonuses were given
to the ISL branch employees and the bond reps if the branches
obtained a certain specified goal. Even though the bonuses were
paid at the same time, the ILSL bonuses came from the LSL payroll
and the bond rep bonuses came from the ACC payroll. She does not
beligye any individual was on both the LSL and ACC payrolls at
one time.

specifically recalls]| |
of ACC. _She recalls she would be contacted by either CHARLES
KEATING |or possibly one of
KEATING'S She would normally be given instructions
to simplv to a particular individual and was given
| she would then

|[recalls on occasion]|

b6
b7C

[ lrcalls thel
IE | account.
0 ACC employees and issuing ACT checks.

| |aﬂviqed occasionally she would sit in meetings with

| HARIES KEATING when they were reviewin
| at point, she may be instructed tol |
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Continuation of FD-302 of _| ,on  4/5/90 ,Page 3

In ad%ffifff ff]gr tol | she believes onel |was_the
owever, on occaslion she dOéSl

. does not recall being told the reason a bonus was
issued or a raise given.

further advised that she personally was given
bonuses primarily at Christmas time. |was never requested to

make any outside political contributiong litical
contributions ever discussed withl during the time she
was with ACC.Effftﬁhas no knowledge of any correlation between

bonuses and political contributions made by the individuals
receiving the bonuses.

| ladvised the ace checks hadl | Those
individuals |
| b6

b7C

advised prior to goinag tol | of
she believe |
is currently working in| lat ACC.

PHOENICIAN HOTEL.

[ |again emphasized all bonuses| |
| [wvere authorized by a high ranking officer. Even though
snhe| | it was never mentioned to her the
reason the bonus was beilng given. She further believes that if
the payroll records still exist, all the documentation mentioned
above should be reflected in the payroll files.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 2/15/90

[ I
L_a [ €elephone] | was advised as to the
identity of the interviewing agents and the purpose of the
interview at which time she advised as follows:

e of birth is| lana
was_born 1n Her soci ] er
is araaqiiat with
. I b6
a _de e 1nl I and obtained]| |
: b7¢
|;§ currently a fund
rals;?g consultant forl |
located at |

telephonel| |

confirmed the fact she was hired by the CENTER FOR
PARTICTPATION I CY (cpDl. inl as a
for the [isFricE — cha

Immedlately attended a trainipg session inl
The training session was fro

Upon completion of the tra ning[:::::;:]job was to find
an office location in and begin hiring people tT:;:]
ec

ultimately obtain volunteers for voter registration drives in

[ | She i immediate supervisor and the Proj
Coordinator w She recalls she was hired at
approximately per year.

the e
inteTvIEW{:::::::}EHVT§§E£:::::]that all individuals who were
working for CPD would be immediately hired as workers for the
Democratic campaign in October of 1988.

b6
|recalls during the training session they were b7C
advised the objective of CPD was to register as many voters as
possible and then to follow up with a "Get out the vote" drive.
She believes the get out the vote drive was to be handled by The
Organizing Institute which was organized and run by |
During the training all trainee's were strongly urged to not only
get signatures on the affidavits but to get telephone numbers. .
The purpose of the telephone numbers was so that at a later date
just prior to an election they could call the democrats who had
registered and encourage them to get out and vote.

Investigationon _2/6/90 at _San Francisco, California rie# 56C IA-101615 ;V%%F

by

Date dictated 2/12/90

SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Continuation of FD~802 of _ | ,on  2/15/90 ,Page 2% b7C

E:::::]advised during the training session they were told
to target & specific group of people. That group of people were
low income minorities within a certain young age range. She
believes the age range was about to 18 - 25 years old.

In addition to the above, one of[:::::::]duties after
leaving the training was to hire the various project organizers
who would in turn would attract volunteers to work at the
registration tables. She was encouraged to hire and told to have

| her project organizers and team captains hire blacks, asians and
| hispanics.

[;:;::ladvised she was ultimately fired from her position
approximately two weeks after taking the position. She was told
she was not able to attract minorities to volunteer for the
registration drives. . In addition she was told she had a bad

"att] " In_addition. she believes the CPD officials demoted
from She
en believes they hired a Filipino to take place.

advised she helieygsl lwas in charge b6

training sessions in At th ime, b7C

was th [6T TPD. She recalls quit

ﬁ or was fired after a couple of months after CPD was in operation.

It was apparent to' |that the entire strategy and
k procedures they learned in the training sessions were ultimately
to result in the registration of as many Democrats as possible.

In addition, she believes the registering of Democrats was also
to assist in bringing political power toi

She recalls the training sessions in| | were video
taped in their entirety. She believes

were two volunteers who taped the training sessions in
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| telephone| | was advised as to
the 1dentity of the interviewing agent and the purpose of the
interview at which time she advised as follows:

| advi i is 3 |
and she was born in He¥ Social Security
account number is |

[:::::]confirmed the fact she was hired bv THE CENTER FOR b6
I_PAE.’IICIBAIIQMN_DEMO.CRMI'Y (CPD) as a|'w in he
continued her empl PD until
1 L Sha was initially hired b the

1ining session

|_She recalls atiendinag a Tra
Trom at the campus
of CLI‘StEté‘Tﬁ‘EEEE‘IBs Angeles. Upon returning from the

the position of

training session
| | As her primary dutIss—wers to
€ 1In charge of th F CPD. She was to hire other
individuals to be| who in turn would then
solicit volunteers to work on the voter registration projects.

[::;::]recalls the training at Cal State East Los Angeles
was very intense and goal oriented. They advised all the
part;01papts as to the goals and the purpose of CPD. She recalls

rEhs_lndlylduals_mhn_annear@d to be in charae of the training were
| She believes

[were the originators of CPD., She believes at
a ime of CPD.

[:::;:]recalls during the training session the main goal

which was relayed to the participants was for CPD to register

approximately one million new voters. They were trained as to

how to encourage people to register to vote and how to answer

various questions the perspective registrants may have as to b6
party affiliation. They were told to use the names of various bC
well known politicians to describe a particular political party.

For example, if individuals were confused as to who were

Democrats or Republicans they were trained to state that

Democrats were KENNEDY, JESSE JACKSON, and MICHAEL DUKAKIS. They

were told to refer to Republicans as RICHARD NIXON and RONAILD

REAGAN. | further recalls a main objective of CPD was to

target and register individuals within low income minority

geographic areas. They encouraged each district office to

Investigationon 2/7/90 at Concord, California File # 56C-LA-101615'“tQE;”

by] Late dictated 2/16/90

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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maintain statistics showing how many minorities and young people
were registered to vote. They encouraged the participants to
solicit registration from minority individuals in the age group
of 18 to 25. The instructors at the training session did not
appear to be interested in having the workers register
@ndividuals outside of the parameters of low income, minority
individuals within an age group of 18 to 25.

[:::::lfurther recalls being somewhat offended due to the
?act she Is a black woman and the emphasis portrayed by the
instructors seemed to be on registering ILatinos or Hispanic
individuals. Given the fact blacks are a minority, the officials
of CPD appear to favor Hispanics and Latinos rather than low
income blacks within the desired age group. It appeared to her
the entire training procedure was geared towards registering
Hispanics within the low income areas in the mentioned age range.

g:::::]recalls upon returning from training she reported
to phe offices located at 600 Grand Avenue, Suite 310, Oakland,

California. The offices were also shared with an oraanization
calle the

fw5§‘7§fy

ental and active In CPD and in the organizing institute.

. |is currently a registeredrggmggrat and was so
during the above mentioned activities in She recalls her
rimmediai:e]supervisor with CPD was
She hPTiexes_his_tprrikory was | bé
It appeared to her that]| was b7cC

travelin e majority of the time. Most of the time as
she was on her own and made various decisions

regarding the hiring of other individuals along with decisions
concerning strategy to register voters.

[ | advised her| |in the

office was] lwas the individual who located
the office. She recalls thel biere
hire; at a monthly salary of| |
we ired out at a salaF¥y of] F——————1____J
| ilike herself, were hired at a salary of per
month. As mentioned, she was @riginallv hired as 3

| pnd then promoted to dGe to the
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originaill resigning. The! !
| primarily ha <

Office an e payroll. The were
hired to primarily encourage participation and Solicit volunteers
to work at the registration tables at locations within their
district. The organizers were also to be at the sites to
register people.

' !recalls she met withl |approximately
once a week. ring those meetings, they normally discussed the

number of people that had been registered during the previous
week and discussed in which classification those people belonged.
seemed to be interested in the numbers registered
regarding the 18 to 25 age group and what specific minorities
were registered.

emphasized that from the beginning during the
training, even though they were told the objective of CPD was a
non-partisan voter registration objective, it appeared to her the
real objective was extremely partisan. It appeared they were
interested in registering primarily Democrats. As an example,
when the number totals were compilated and more Republicans had
been registered she and her staff were then accused of targeting
the wrong type of individuals. would normally advise
them to restructure their priorities in registering voters. She
advised it was obvious to her, based on the training, the key
phrases, and targeting, that it was a partisan organi i i
at registering Democrats. She specifically recalls
encouraging her and the others to not solicit individuals who
were not in the target range.

[ | recalls in one i i i

€ry apparent based on the conversation and encouragement
their objective was to register strictly Democrats. Although she
can not specifically reiterate specific conversations or
requests, it was very apparent to_her the ultimate objective was
to register Democrats. She feels is ve
intelligent and a master manipulator. € _has never witnessed
anyone more dedicated and focused than| |

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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| |advised one particular volunteer by the name of

[was a registered Republican and on occasion would

register more Republicans and i luals than Democrats in
the target range. She recalls, would review his
statistics and would encourage] 0 make attempts to change
attitude and perspective.

It appeared and an

individu rom the Organizing Institute did
not like ey did not like hisra.:t:.‘c.J'..‘r.usisa_and.___|
requeste to change ion at which

was Working. |recall:Tf;;f:ffi:Twas producing very well in
obtaining many registration arfidavits at both the sites he
eventually worked.

She recalla anine ta Jimeh of DAITND MARTD DTZZA rrdth

at
Jattitude they

then, against her personal wishes, fired
She recalls two other individuals were fired,

ey to based on|
wanted him fired.

however for different reasons. Those individuals were fired for
a lack of production. She specifically recalls lack of
production was not a problem in the case of They
simply did not like his attitude and she believes it was due to
the fact he was paying an equal amount of time and effort in
registering Republicans as Democrats.

recalls that at the CPD offices at 600 Grand a
large sign made up of butcher paper and attached to the wall.

The sign contained headings as follows: 18 to 25, black, Latin,
white, Democrat, Republican, and other. The number under each of
those categories were changed on a daily basis. A running total
was maintained in each of the above categories. She does not
recall any sign at the headquarters which only indicated the
number of Democrats registered.

[:::;;]recalls when the affidavits were brought into the
office from the project organizers and volunteers, they were

divided into the above mentioned categories. ddition they
were instructed to xerox all the affidavits. was in

charge of xeroxing the affidavits. | |was told the purpose of
xeroxing the affidavits was to maintain records so as to, at a

b6
b7C

b6
b7C
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later date, initj " ut the vote" effort. |and the
other workers at _ ioffice were told by CPD officials
that at the completion of the voter registration drives all the
individuals would then go to work for the Democratic party in a
"get out the vote" effort. They were to later take the xeroxed
voter registration affidavits and call the Democrats whose
nunbers were listed on the affidavits and encourage them to get
out and vote.

After the afftfffiiz were xeroxed by _ |they
would then be taken by down to the office of the registrar
of voters. believes the affidavits were taken down
approximately two to three times per week. In addition, the
xeroxed affidavits would be used to telephone Democrats who had
registered to solicit volunteers for the voter registration

dri instructions to xerox the affidavits were given by

The affidavits would be placed in boxes or set
on a table available for review by anyone prior to being taken to
the registrar of voters. She specifically recalls the affidavits
were not locked up and were accessible by anyone for review. She
believes the xeroxing took place only during the beginning of
their voter registration activities and somewhat ceased as time

went on and completely stopped by the time she
resigned in

Tnl during a meeting in
| r§6meone in the group made the statement
eal purpose of CPD was to register as many Democrats as
possible. At that time,]| |[who was in attendance at
ing became very upset upon hearing that comment.
made various statements to the contrary reminding
everybody that CPD was a 501(c), tax exempt organization. She

recalls the attendees at the i =
all the| |from the orfices throughou

In addition, was required to maintain daily and
weekly tally sheets of all the statistics. The totals were then
called into the main office in on a daily basis and
computerized at that office. The next morning the headquarters
would facsimile a sheet showing all the statistics for all the
offices within Those sheets showed the number of

individuals and in what catedgories they were registered in all

CPD offices throughout]

b6
b7C

b7C
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[::;::]recalls on the tally sheets initially the order of
categories listed on the sh i e category of
"Democrats". At some pointj then changed the
order of the columns to reflect the first column to be

"Republicans". [ |does not know why the order of the columns
was changed on the tally sheets.

In conclusion, enphasized as mentioned above it
was very apparent to her that from the first day of training
throughout her employment with CPD the real objective was to
register as many Democrats as possible. This was obvious to her
even though they were told the organization was non-partisan and
the objective was to register both Republicans and Democrats. It
was obvious to her through the training procedures and the fact
that the individuals targeted were minority within a certain age
group that they were really targeting Democrats.

In addition, specifically recalls the training
sessions at Cal State East Los Angeles were video taped and she
believes those video tapes would be the possession of the
Organizing Institute.
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' Fund- -raising efforts
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&Campalgn-f‘ inance

laws flawed, say

by senator seen as
evidence of loophole

San Francisco Chronicle

Sen. Alan Cranston’s prodigious .
fund raising for a voter-registra-
tion group now under federal in-
vestigation highlights a major
loophole in  campaign-finance
laws, say critics who call the open-
ing an invitation for abuse by spe-
cial interests.

‘““The crux of the problem is the .
degree to which these contribu-
tions ... are made in order to curry
favor, gain access or special legis-
lative treatment with a member of
Congress,”’ said Ellen Miller, exec-
utive director of the bipartisan
Center for Responsive Politics.
“The research we’ve done in the
past has shown a remarkable over-

" much. In contrast, political contri-

e =

Robert Stern, an expert on political

. finance and a longtime advocate of

campaign reform. “The main
problem that many people see is

. that the money is being raised |

from people who have business .
pending before the government.”’

At the very least, Stern said,
“the appearance of a conflict of
interest is there.”

A lack of accountability feeds
that perception, critics say.

Although non-profit groups must
file reports with the IRS and regis-

ter with state regulators, there is '

“Clearly if's a loophole,”” sala\
J
\
{
1

.

|
|
|

no law requiring public disclosure !

of who makes donations, or how

butions must be publicly reported.
And while federal law prohibits

individuals from giving more than
$1,000 per election to a candidate

‘Date:

{Ingicate page, name of
newspaper cty and state )
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Edition:
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Submitting Office: Aﬁ

Indexing:

' Thi§ WeekK, after béing pressed
| by a reporter the center released |

i its most recent donor list. Among
 the contributors were banks, insur- |
ance companies, investment com- |
- panies and other businesses with |
great interest in legislation before
Congress. ‘

, Partly in response to the Keating
affalr Sen. Mitch McConnell, R-
Ky., is preparing legislation that
would deny tax-exempt status to
_ voter-registration or get-out-the- |

) vote operations connected to a poli- |
| tician.

- lap.” .
 Cranston, D-Calif., is being in-

vestigated by the Senate ethics

committee along with four other

. senators who-lobbied federal regu-

i lators on behalf of Lincoln Savings

 and Loan after accepting more

| than $1.3 million in contributions

from its chairman, Charles Keat-

ing Jr.

Of that amount, $850,000 was con-
tributed to  voter-registration
. groups affiliated with Cranston.

' In addition, Cranston acknowl-
edged this week that he raised an
additional $1.6 million — the entire |
1988-89 budget — for the Center for J
Participation in Democracy, a vot- |
er-registration group being investi- |
+ gated by the FBI and the Internal |
. Revenue Service for possible viola- .
tion of its tax-exempt status.

and bars pohtlcal-actlon comm1t-‘
tees from giving more than $5,000, |
there'is no limit on the amount of |
‘ money individuals or PACs can.
give to an organization such &s,
Cranston’s voter-reglstratlon
groups — money that is tax-de- |
ductible. |
The contributions from Keatmg ‘1
became public — and an issue —
only by accident. |
Last year, the Center for Partici- |
pationin Democracy madvertently
made public a list of major contrlb-
utors who gave money between\
June 1, 1987, and May 31, 1988, re-|
veahng a $400 000 contrlbutlon by\
the controversial Lincoln chair- |
man. ]
]
|

Other politicians besides Cran-
!'ston operate charitable or non-
! profit groups and seek contribu-
| tions from their political backers. |

Even the most severe critics see'
J some benefit in the work of such
‘ orgamzatlons

e

In addition, the center received
tens of thousands of dollars from |
companies dealing in junk-bond ip-

1Lance 11m1ts

None of that money came from
Keating, Cranston said, and he has
consistently denied any connection

between his actions in office and

money solicited for voter-registra- :

tion projects. l
But some believe his fund-rais- |

ing practices subvert campaign fi- j

e e e

vestments, an issue in which Cran-

ston was heavily involved.
Among the contributions was
$15,000 from Columbia Savings and
Loan, which the center received af-
ter Cranston backed the thrift’s ef-

have limited its ability to market
Junkbonds.

fort to block legislation that would

G6C Lo -lof g1 5 — |96K|

-

bé
b7C



FD-36 (Rev. 8-29-85) ' ‘
T e X0

FBI
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
[X Teletype ] Ymmediate [0 TOP SECRET
Facsimile ] Priority [] SECRET
K] Routine [0 CONFIDENTIAL
[[] UNCLASEFTO
A UNCLAS
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1 | FROM SAC, LOS ANGELES (56C-~LA-101615) (WCC-4/SARA) (P)Léé/ﬁ//90 4‘;347‘
2 | TO SAC, WMFO/ROUTINE, -S54 of20

3 BT

4 UNCLAS

5 CHARILES H. KEATING, JR.; UNSUBS, OFFICERS OF AMERICAN

6 CONTINENTAL CORPORATION, PHOENIX, ARIZONA; UNSUBS, OFFICERS OF )
7 LINCOLN SAVINGS AND ILOAN ASSOCIATION, IRVINE, CALIFORNIA;

8 ELECTION IAW VIOIATIONS; 00: IOS ANGELES.

9 RE TELCAL BETWEEN WMFO, SPECIAL AGENT (SA) AND
10 10S ANGELES SA ON 2/16/90.
11 FOR INFORMATION OF WMFO, ONE ASPECT OF THIS INVESTIGATION

12 | RELATES TO WHETHER TWO CALIFORNIA VOTER REGISTRATION GROUPS, THE
13 | CENTER FOR PARTICIPATION IN DEMOCRACY AND THE ORGANIZING

14 | INSTITUTE, WERE IMPROPERLY OPERATED IN A PARTISAN MANNER AND AS A
15 | RUSE TO CIRCUMVENT THE RESTRICTIONS ON CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

16 | UNDER FEDERAL ELECTION ILAW. THE TWO CALIFORNIA ORGANIZATIONS be
17 | WERE FINANCED BY FUNDS PRINCIPALLY RAISED BY U.S. SENATOR AIAN p7¢
18 | CRANSTON AND HIS WASHINGTON-BASED GROUP, USA VOTES. AMERICAN
19| CONTINENTAL CORPORATION AND LINCOLN SAVINGS AND ASSOCIATION, “:*tpgf,nrlcﬂé@
20 | CONTRIBUTED A TOTAL OF $850,000 IN 1987-1988, TO USA VOTES, SEARCHED |
21 | CENTER FOR PARTICIPATION IN DEMOCRACY, AND WASHINGTON-BASED iNDEXED
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PAGE TWO (56C-LA-101615) LOS ANGELES UNCIAS

FORUM INSTITUTE. THE FORUM INSTITUTE IN TURN PROVIDED
APPROXIMATELY ONE MILLION, ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS IN
FUNDING FOR THE CENTER FOR PARTICIPATION IN DEMOCRACY AND THE
ORGANIZING INSTITUTE.

PER REFERENCED TELCAL, LOS ANGELES SA INTENDS TO
INTERVIEW FORMER USA VOTES AND
FORMER USA VOTES IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ON
2/22/90 -2/23/90. ACCOMPANYING SA WILL BE AUSA

LOS ANGELES.

NO ASSISTANCE FROM WMFO IS REQUIRED. SAC, LOS ANGELES AND
SAC, WMFO CONCUR WITH PROPOSED TRAVEL.
BT
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To : SAC, LOS ANGELES (56C-LA-101615) Date 2/16/90
(WCC-4/SARA) (P)

b6
From BA b7C

Subject: CHARLES KEATING, JR., dba;
ET AL;
FEDERAL ELECTION IAW VIOLATIONS;
00: Los Angeles

Purpose: This is in support of a request for
authority for sa| to travel to Washington, D.C., to
interview|

the |NEW DIMENSION
RESOURCES an of USA VOTES, a fund raising
organization headed by Senator CRANSTON. CRANSTON, with the
administrative assistance of and his organization, raised
several million dollars (incIUding $850,000.00 from CHARLES
KEATING's companies) in 1987 - 1988 for supposedly nonpartisan

voter registration EroufsE principally the two California groups

founded by CRANSTO One aspect of this investigation
relates to whether the voter registration groups were operated in
a partisan manner and as a ruse to circumvent the restrictions on b3

campaign contributions under federal law. has aqrfff to be b6
v

interviewed pursuant to a proffer agreement. AUSA

Los Angeles, will also be present for the interview. b7c
| was the] | for usa
VOTES, and according to subvoenaedl |
|
Both | | may also provide information

relevant to the Phoenix/Los Angeles investigation of possible

influence peddling by CRANSTON and four other U.S. Senators (file
58C-PX-41605) .

IFI

S6C LAziolelZ g

b7C




e

— Bureay

Phoenix

Los Angeles (P)
(56C-LA—101615)

'SERI

56 LA —

4

INDE

FILE

b6
b7cC




" “ v .

U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Los Angeles, California
In Reply, Please Refer to

File No.
March 12, 1990

CHARLES KEATING, JR., CHAIRMAN;
AMERTCAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION,
PHOENIX, ARIZONA;

UNSUBS;

PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS OF AMERICAN
CONTINENTAL CORPORATION;
UNSUBS;

PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS OF LINCOLN
SAVINGS AND LOAN,

IRVINE, CALIFORNIA;
ELECTION IAW VIOIATION

Investigation in this matter is contlnulng however has
expanded to a second spin-off investigation. Initially the
1nvest1gatlon surrounded allegations of conduit contributions to
various federal politicians and subsequent reimbursement to those
conduits from KEATING and/or his organizations. That portion of
the investigation is continuing.

Information has been received to indicate the vari
ations initiated by Senator ATAN CRANSTONi | b6
and their ass001ates may be in violation o e b7cC

Federal Election Campalgn Act in that the organizations were
actually partisan in their activities rather than non-partisan
tax exempt organizations.

On February 14, 1990, a meeting was held in Anaheim,
Callfornla, to discuss the political corruptlon cases being
jointly investigated by Los Angeles and Phoenix Divisions. In

This document contalns neither recommendations nor conclusions of
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside N
your agency. . Chtappsha e
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CHARIES KEATING, JR.

atte nts working the cases, their supervisors,
and from the Public Integrity Section of the
Department of Justice. Also in attendance was]|

| _ who has been assigned
To the task force. Alsg 1n attendance Yere Assistant United
States Attorneys (AUSA) from Los Angeles and

from Phoenix, Arizona. The purpose of the above meeting

was to discuss strategy and priorities regarding both aspects of
this investigation.

. b5
was decilde:
It was decided | | b6
b7C
It was further decided thatl
. Also discussed in great detail was the investigatio
involving the tax exempt organizations initiated by CRANSTON| |
and their associates. Various priorities, objectives, an
eads were discussed concerning this investigation.
It was decided primarily three objectives must be met in
order to prove the tax exempt organizations are in violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Those elements are as
follows:
b5
b6
b7C
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CHARLES KEATING, JR.

Various former employees of the Senate for Participation

of Democracy have been interviewed regardlng the tralnlng
sessions they attended and the instructions they were glven when
recrultlng volunteers that were working on the voter reglstratlon
drives. It is ant1c1pated many more former employees will be
interviewed regarding those subjects.

being

AUSA
abov

AUSA| | Los Angeles, California, is frequently
and advised as to the results of investigation.
concurs with investigation continuing as noted

Investigation will continue in this matter.
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T FBI
’ " “TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
O Teletype O Immediate 0 TOP SECRET
[ Facsimile O Priority [0 SECRET
AIRTEL [ Routine (1 CONFIDENTIAL
COUNCLAS E F T O
0 UNCLAS
Date 3/12/90
To : Director, FBI (Attention: Criminal Investigative Division)
From : SAC, Los Angeles (56C-LA-101615)(WCC-4/SARA) (P)
Subject : Public Corruption Data Transmittal Form
1. Title: (use additional page if necessary)

o o M o0

See page two.

Re: LA FD-761 and LHM to the Bureau dated 9/27/89 and LA teletype

to the Director dated 11/2/89.
[X Enclosed are the original and three copies of a LHM for dissemination purposes.
(check if appropriate)

Office of Origin File No. 56C-L,A-1 016 1l(fyclude alpha)
O Initial submission Supplemental submission (check one)

Date opened upon SAC authority 7/2/89

Level of subject official (See codes on reverse. Use additional pages, as necessary, for

additional subjects.) None at this time.
Level Number of Subject(s)
Level Number of Subject(s)
Level Number of Subject(s)

7. Indicate which of the following investigative techniques have been utilized to date.

(check all appropriate boxes)

Code Number / Description Code Number / Description

Z1 [J Acct. Tech. Assist. Z14 [0 Pen Registers
z2 Aircraft Assist. Z15 [] Photo Coverage
Z3 Computer Assist. Z16 [0 Polygraph Assist.
Z4 [0 Consensual Monitoring Z17 [ Search Warrants Use
Z5 O Elsur - FISC Z18 [0 Show Money Use
Z6 O Elsur - Title (1l Z19 O Surveillance Squad Use
z7 O Eng. Sect. Field Support Z20 [J Swat Team
Z8 O Eng. Sect. Tape Exams Z21 [ Tech. Agent b6
29 O Hypnosis Assist. Z22 [] Telephone Toll Records B7C
Z10 O Ident Div. Assist. Z23 [0 Group |1 UCO
Z11 (A) [0 Symboled informant Z24 [ Group Il UCO
Z11(B) [0 Cooperating Witness Z25 [ Undercover - Other
Z11(C) O Cooperating Subject Z26 [J NCAVG/VI - CAP
Z12 O Lab. Div. Exams Z27 [ VIA
713 O Lab. Div. Field Support )
PP Ob(-)p - \DV\|§ —
Field Office SEARCHED lc{y
— FBIHQ '
(1 - White-Collar Crimes Section, Public Corruption Unit) INDEXE —
3 - Phoenix (56C-LA-101615) SERIALIZ
| FILED
Approved: Transmitted Per
(Number) (Time) //
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Codes for Levels of Officials

Federal Local (Continued)
Ko1 President M13 Law Enforcement Officer - command position
Ko2 Vice-President Field Office or SSRA city
K03 Cabinet Level M14 Law Enforcement Officer - command position
Ko4 U.S. Senator Non-Field Office or SSRA city
K05 U.S. Representative M15 Law Enforcement Officer - ranking officer
K06 Judge Field Office or SSRA city
Ko7 Prosecutor M16 Law Enforcement Officer - ranking officer
K08 Law Enforcement Official Non-Field Office or SSRA city
K09 Federal Employee, GS-13 and above M17 Other Elected Officials - Field Office or
K10 Federal Employee, GS-12 and below SSRA city
K11 Military Personnel, commissioned M18 Other Elected Officials - Non-Field Office or
K12 Military Personnel, non-commissioned SSRA city
M19 Public Employee (appointed) - Field Office
State or SSRA city, managerial level or above
M20 Public Employee (appointed) - Non-Field Cffice
LO1 Governor or SSRA city, managerial level or above
LO2 Lt. Governor M21 Public Employee (appointed) - Field Office
LO3 Cabinet Level or SSRA city, less than managerial
L04 Senator M22 Public Employee (appointed) - Non-Field Office
LO5 -Representative or SSRA city, less than managerial
LO6 Judge
Lo7 Prosecutor Territorial
Lo8 Law Enforcement Officer
L0o9 State Employee, managerial or above NO1 Governor
L10 State Employee, less than managerial NO2 Lt. Governor
NO3 CabinetLevel
Local NOo4 Senator
NO5 Representative
MO1 Mayor - Field Office or SSRA city NO06 Judge
Mo2 Mayor - Non-Field Office or SSRA city No7 Prosecutor
M03 Legislator (Commissioner, Council- NO8 Law Enforcement Officer
man,etc.) Field Office or SSRA city NO9 Territorial Employee, managerial or above
MO04 Legislator (Commissioner, Council- N10 Territorial Employee, less than managerial
man,etc.) Non-Field Office or SSRA
city
MO5 Judge - Field Office or SSRA city
MO06 Judge - Non-Field Office of SSRA city
Mo7 Prosecutor - Field Office or SSRA city
M08 Prosecutor - Non-Field Office or SSRA
city
M09 Chief of Police - Field Office or
SSRAccity
M10 Chief of Police - Non-Field Office or
SSRA city
M11 Sheriff - Field Office or SSRA city
M12 Sheriff - Non-Field Office or SSRA city
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8. Type of Corruption Investigated tcheck all a'ppropriéte boxes)

- Code ‘Wumber/Description Code Number/Description N/A
(A) Judicial Corruption (B) Legislative Corruption
A1 O Federal Bt [0 Federal
A2 [J State B2 [0 State
A3 O Local B3 [0 Local
A4 O Territorial B4 [0 Territorial
(C) Contract Corruption (D) Regulatory Corruption
C1 O Federal D1 O Federal
C2 [0 State D2 [] State
C3 O Local D3 O Local
C4 O Territorial D4 O Territorial
(E) Law Enforcement Corruption
E1 O Federal
E2 [0 State
E3 O Local

E4 [0 Territorial

9. Does corruption involve drug related activity? (check one) [0 Yes 3% No

10.

1.

12.

13.

Statistical Accomplishments (number since last submission)

A. Complaints - F. Acquittal -
B. Informants - G. Recoveries -
C. Indictments —_ H. Restitutions -
D. Convictions - . Potential Economic

E. —_

Pre-trial Diversions Loss Prevented

Forfeiture Provisions Utilized (check one) [ Yes Xl No

Status of Case (check one)

(0 Pending Preliminary Inquiry
XX Pending Full Investigation
O Closed

Basis for Closing (check one)

[0 U.S. Attorney Declination

O Dismissal

O Acquittal

[J Conviction

[0 Administrative by SAC (no other basis involved)

Additional Administrative Data (if needed):

See page two.
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1. Title:

CHARLES KEATING, JR., Chairman; AMERICAN CONTINENTAL
CORPORATION, Phoenix, Arizona; UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS OF
AMERTICAN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION; UNSUBS; PRINCIPLES AND OFFICERS
OF LINCOLN SAVINGS AND ILOAN, Irvine, California; ELECTION IAW
VIOLATION; 00: Los Angeles.

Additional Administrative Data:

For information of the Bureau, this matter was upgraded
to a full investigation in October of 1989 upon receipt of a

letter from Director of the Election Crimes
Branch, Public Intearity Section, Criminal Division, Department
of Justice. itemized in the letter the various

violations which could be investigated. In addition, he concurs
with facts developed as of that date were sufficient to merit a
full field investigation. | then authorized the FBI to
elevate this investigation to a full field status.

On February 14, 1990, a meeting was held in Anahein,
California, to discuss all political corruption cases being
jointly investigated by the Los Angeles and Phoenix Divisions.
In attendance were the agent i i

supervisors, . and
Assistant Un ttorneys| rom Los b5
Angeles and rom Phoenix, Arizona. bé
b7C
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss strategy and b7E

priority regarding all political corruption cases. At the above
mentioned meeting, the decision was made to]

Leads in this matter will be the following:
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It was further decided if the above investigation does
not resolve in a significant correlation to indicate the target
individuals were reimbursed then that portion of the
investigation will be terminated.

. In addition also discussed in great detail was
investigation involving the tax exempt "soft money" organizations
initiated by Senator AIAN CRANSTON, and
their associates. It appears those organizations and their
activities may have been partisan rather than non-partisan thus
violating their tax exempt status and requiring them to report to
the Federal Election Commission as an organization covered under
the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA). Leads to be conducted
in this matter are as follows:

b5
b7E

b5
bé
b7C
b7E
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Investigation is continuing in this matter.
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1
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 3 / 12/90

I Iwat: interviewed at the offices af 22

b7C
Present ror the enti ] ] ere ] nited StTr.e_s_l b7D
Attorney (%USA) | i an 'Attorqev

Present for a nortion of the interview was |

Attorngy The interview was conducted
according to the agreement dated February 22, 1990, between the
ates Attorney for the Central District of California and
| which is attached hereto. After having been advised of
Fhe Interviewi snt's identity and the nature of the
1nterv1ew,i | provided the following information:
b5
b6
b7C
b7D
58C-PX-41605 e
Investigationon 2/22/90 at Washington, D.C. Files# 56C-LA-101615 l/—&@@
b6
. b7C
by SA . : {: Date dictated 3/1/90

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FﬁI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 3/7 / 90

| was interviewed at the office of his zz
attornevgl i b7C
| The Intervliew was conducted bD
pursuant to the attached agreement dated February 22 and 23,
1990, between the i States Attorney for the Central District
of California and[ffiff:§:§§%§%?t during the entire jnterview on
rEebruaxy;zzi_lsgo, were attorneys and
Assistant Tinifed States Attorney (AUSA) |:::::::||
| |and] identified as a "reader" To
er having been advised of the interviewing agent's identity
and the nature of the interview, provided the following
information:
b5
b6
b7C
b7D

| 2/22/90
Investigationon 2/23/90

at Washington, D.C.

58C~PX-41605

by S

File # _56C-TA-101615 - ROf
bé

b7C
Date dictated 2/2 8/90

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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,Foundatlons Ald Causes,

R e - B

| By Charles R. Babcock
Washington Post Staff Wrifer

In the last few weeks, 1,775 corporation

and trade association executives around the

| country received letters asking for dona-

tions to the Dole Foundation, established by

| Senate Minority Leader Robert J. Dole (R~
Kan ) to help find jobs for the disabled.

In the coming weeks, those appeals will
be followed up by Dole and the 50 members
of the foundation’s finance committee,
many of whom are registered lobbyists and

i will be calling on their clients. Dole sees no
| problem in soliciting funds for his cause
| from groups that may have business before
Congress, according to spokesman Walt
" Riker. “We wish we could raise even more
I ‘'money from these same people, The sen-
ator’s only special interests here are disa-
' bled Americans.”
i+ The proprxet}r of members of Congress
\raising money for tax-exempt groups has
Jbeen called into question recently. It was
"disclosed last year that Sen. Alan Cranston
; €D-Calif.) solicited $850,000 from contro-
‘versial savings and loan operator Charles H,
. Keating Jr. for a non-profit organization fi-
nancing California voter registration after
Cranston and other senators intervened for
Keating with federal regulators.
U, Last month, The Washington Post re-
+ ported that an aide to Rep. Mervyn M. Dy-
| inally (D-Calif.) solicited a New York diamond
| importer for a donation to a Puerto Rican
l foundation that funded a scholarship program
| dn the congressman’s name. During the same
spericd, Dymally dropped his support for a
»ban on imported South African diamonds.

“Bothersome’ Motivations

. Sens. Dave Durenberger (R-Minn.) and
! Patrick J. Leahy (D-Vt.) recently resigned
ias chairmen of tax-exempt groups they had
created in part because of their concerns
about fund-raising, Durenberger even asked
j the Senate ethics committee to rule on the
appropnateness of any senator participating
in such orgamzatlons

-~
|
|

N ot Pohtlcs

]

Ak.i

e et

“I haveé ¢oine to beliéve that there is a
natural tendency.on the part of the corpor-
ate and association community to give con-
tributions, like PAC [political action com- "
mittee] contributions, to senators they like
and honoraria to senators in key positions,”
Durenberger said in a recent interview. “So
the likelihood those same people may have
similar motivations in contributing to a
foundation is bothersome to me.”

¢ Common Cause President Fred Werthei-
mer says public officigls should be barred
from establishing tax-exempt foundations
and institutes, however worthy their pur-
poses, because they allow members to raise

“unlimited and undisclosed sums of money
from specxal interests looking for leglslatlve
results.”

Such donations amount to another form
of political giving, he said, because contri-
. butors may not separate the public official
from his cause. Because of that possible
* dual motivation, some lobbyists refer to
such tax-deductible gifts as “twofers.”
Some officials from congressionally in-
, spired tax-exempts, including those started
"by Sens. Joseph R, Biden Jr. (D-Del.) and
Robert W. Kasten Jr. (R-Wis.), say they
avoid soliciting the member’s political sup-
| porters, Others are family foundations, by
: which members donate excess speaking
‘ fees to local charities,

" ‘1 Don’t Sell My Vote’

. Durenberger, the subject of a continuing
' investigation by the Senate ethics commit-

embers of Congress Inslst

. tee into a book promotion deal and other |

. personal dealings, said his recent troubles

' caused him to rethink his role in two foun- |

| dations he started, Americans for Gener-
ational Equity (AGE) and the Foundation for
Future Choices.

He said he has solicited Washington lob-

byxsts for contnbutxons. “On occasion some-

{Indicate page. name of
newspaper, city and state )
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| one would say, ‘Well, senator, people will |

| support you because it’s your foundation

| and they recognize this is your foundation.’

/ They said this more than once.”

i He said he was not shocked donors mxght

| be more interested in pleasing him than in

| supporting his cause. “What P'm saying is I

\ can’t live with that anymore. I'm not sur-
' prised at it. I don’t sell my vote. They can’t

* influence me. If I had 20 foundations and

they gave to every one, that’s up to them,”

Durenberger’s AGE had a budget of

about $250,000 a year when it was most

active. Its chief donors have included the

f U.S. League of Savings Institutions,

f

|

!

$25,000 over four years; Phillip Morris,
$23,000, and Exxon Corp. and Johnson &
| Johnson, $20,000 each.

! Paul Hewitt, AGE’s former executive
| director, said the major funders seemed
| genuinely interested in the group’s goal of
I questioning how to finance social and health
| benefits for future generations. Fund-rais-
| ing has fallen off recently, according to
| board member Harrison Wellford, and AGE
’. is deciding whether to disband.

| Leahy said in an interview that he re-
|

|

signed as chairman of Rural Voice, which he
founded in 1988, because he did not have
t:me to raise the funds it needed to be suc-

e —
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cessful, Its first-year budget was $165,000
and about $73,500 last year. An additional
concern, he said, was that the group “not be

. lumped in” with other foundations perceived

as being run for the political benefit of a
member.

Leahy, chairman of the Senate Agricul-
ture Committee, said he solicited a major
contribution for Rural Voice in 1988 from
Dwayne O. Andreas, chairman of Archer
Daniels Midland Corp., an agribusiness-con-
cern. ADM gave $50,000. Andreas never
asked him for a legislative favor, Leahy
said, and “I voted against” a provision that
year that would have helped the ethanol fuel
industry ADM dominates.

The Dole Foundation is the largest of the
tax-exempt groups affiliated with members
of Congress. It raises more than $1 million
a year and has donated more than $3 million
to projects to hire and train the disabled
since 1985,

Most of the money comes from corpora-
tions and trade associations which are so-
licited by Dole—who is disabled from a
World War II wound—his vice chairman
Robert Strauss, a prominent Democrat, and

 other lobbyists. Major Dole contributors

include ADM, Anheuser-Busch, the AT&T
Foundation, IBM and Marriott, Each has
given more than $100,000 to Dole’s group
over the years,

‘It Can Be a Hard Sell’

“I go after my clients,” said Dole fund-
raiser Patrick E. O’Donnell, a Washington
lobbyist. He cited Warner-Lambert, Mer-
cedes-Benz of North America and Coca-
Cola among those he solicited for donations.
“Obviously you get some political mileage
out of this,” he added. “But it can be a hard
sell. You've got to justify it to-the charity,
not the political, guy” in each company.

Dole spokesman Riker said the senator -

separates the foundation work from his po-
litical persona “by establishing a wholly non-
partisan foundation that has nothing to do
with politics. Never did. Never will.

“I understand Common Cause’s zeal to
reform,” Riker said. “But it ought to go out
and take a look at what the foundation does
for the disabled.”

Tax-exempt organizations are required to
make their tax returns public, but not their
donor lists, Many groups, such as the Dole
Foundation, disclose contributors anyway.

The Foundation for Change, which was
started in 1988 by Biden, grew out of an
idea to do a poll on problems in civil litiga-
tion in U.S. courts, according to Mark Gi-
tenstein, a former Biden staff aide who is its
executive director,

T s

'$150,000 the foundation raised last year, the;

‘Members could then tell sponsoring groups

D e
= ~ ﬁa?z L

“There was no way the Rules Committee
was gomg to give money to Judiciary [where
Biden is chairman] todoa poll, so we set upt
the foundation to raise it,” he said. Of theé

{Indicate page. name of
‘newspaper. city and state )

largest contributions were $25,000 each
from the Association of Trial Lawyers of
America and two -corporations, Gitenstein;
said. The main expense was $56,000 to the ;
Louis Harris polling organization.

Biden and the foundation’s vice chairman;
Sen. William S, Cohen (R-Maine) did not
raise any of the money, Gitenstein said.
“We've tried to be circumspect,” he added.
“We don’t pay for Biden’s travel. And this
wasn'tset up-to get publicity for Joe Biden.”

Avoiding the Senators’ Donors
Herman Pirchner, the secretary-treasur-

‘Date:
"Edition:

{Character;

! or
Classification:

Submitting Office:

er of the Legislative Studies Institute
started last year by Kasten, is a fund-raiser
for the senator and other politicians. He
said a small part of the $250,000 raised last
year probably came from Kasten political
supporters. “But we made a conscious pol-
icy decision not to” systematically solicit the
senator’s donors, he said.

Kasten limits his fund-raising aid to sign-
ing a solicitation letter, Pirchner added.

Indexing:

The largest donation last year was $50,000 |
from the Bradley Foundation in Milwaukee,
“which I solicited,” the fund-raiser said. 1
The institute hopes to raise $500,000 '
this year. It holds 42 months of classes for
a dozen students who want to work in Con-
gress. They pay $1,500 tuition and hear
lectures from prominent current and for-
mer government officials, including Kasten.
Sen. Jake Garn (R-Utah), while he was |
chairman of the Senate Banking Commit- |
tee, allowed the University of Utah to use
his. name to solicit donations for the busi-
ness.school’s Garn Institute of Finance, The
contributors have been a who's who of fi-
nancial institutions whose interests are af-
fected by the committee’s legislation,
The recent House ethics reform to banv
members from keeping honoraria as pef~
sonal income after this year may boost the
creation of more personal foundations.

&R

to send speaking fees to such a foundation.

Rep. Glenn M. Anderson (D-Calif)) has
done just that for years. In addition, he do-
nates other personal money to the founda-
tion and raises some in.local Long Beach
area fund-raisers, according to foundation
official Linda Bobb. Another Anderson aide
said since the honoraria rules changed a few
months ago, “three or four” other House
members have called asking how to set up<a'
similar tax-exempt group. n.
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Memorandum

SAC, LOS ANGELES (56C-IA-~101615) Date 4/10/90
(WCC—-4/SARA) (P)
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From SA

Subject: CHARIIES Ho I{EATING, JR', ETC.
FEDERAL ELECTION ILAW VIOLATIONS
00: IOS ANGELES

ol _ | s appeared before the Federal Grand
Jury for the Ce ia, Los Angeles,
California, to pursuant to Federal

Grand Jury subpoenas] |

b3
b6
b7C

Coa La (o 1 S = 03

2> - Tos Angeles

GRANDJURY?\A;&TEW AL - Disseminate bé
Only Pursuant t0 Rule 6(r), i
Fed, R, Crim, £,




56C~-LA-101615

and SA|

The Grand Jurv apvointed sal | sal
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By BROOKS JACKSON

‘ Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL |
WASHINGTON~When Republicans lost
control of the Senate in the 1986 elections,
: Sen. Alan Cranston thanked donors to a $4

1to elect Democrats.
. “Your support was a major factor in
‘helping us to realize this historic victory,”
'the California Demo- ‘
icrat said in a confi- '
‘dential memoran-
'dum.
" Under law, cam-
,paign donations are
i strictly limited and
,Imust be fully dis-
L closed. But Sen.
1 Cranston had taken
" in donations as large
as  $400,000 while
promising anonym-
\ ity fo the donors,

who included busi-
ness executiveswith ————

\l interests before the Banking Committee, of

i which Sen. Cranston is a senior member.

, Many givers wrote their contributions off
_as deductions on their federal income-tax
ireturns.

i Sen. Cranston had exploited an area
ithat the campaign-finance laws apparently
fail to cover—tax-exempt charities that
register voters, in this case poor and mi-
nority voters, who are mostly Democrats. '
The senator says this had a laudable ef-
fect—getting people to the polls. ““I was de-

| termined not to have everything depend

| upon TV and money,” he said in an inter- .

: . View,

1 The Cranston operation was modeled in
| part on Republican efforts in 1984 to use
| tax-exempt groups to register evangelical
1 Christians and to get overseas military
' personnel to vote by absentee ballot. Inter-
nal Revenue Service regulations allow the
use of tax-deductible money to sign up
. voters in promising neighborhoods or de-
mographic groups, so long as canvassers
don’t ask in advance which party or candi-
date the potential voters favor.

But documents obtained by The Wall '

. Street Journal suggest Sen. Cranston used

| the charities as an avenue for what in ef-

fect were concealed, tax-deductible elec-

, tion contributions from lobbyists, corpora-

- tions, labor unions, business executives
and rich individuals. ‘
| The discovery last year that savings-
, and-loan owner Charles Keating Jr. had
+ given $850,000 to three voter-registration '
groups in which Sen. Cranston was in- |
volved helped bring the Keating affairtoa °
boil and could damage any re-election ef-
fort by Sen. Cranston, whose term expires ‘
in 1992. ‘

'Cranston’s Use of voter-Registra
Tobenefit Campaign Highlights Gray Legal

7 L! C:IFO

million fund-raising drive he had organized

" Junk-Bond Comfiection

with or without Mr. Keating. Undeclared-
gifts benefiting Sen. Cranston from 1985
" through 1988 also included:
’ —$§25,000 from Drexel Burnham Lam-
bert—which the senator solicted directly
from junk-bond impressario Michael Mil-
ken. The senator later sided with Drexel on
the Banking Committee against legislation
to curb purchase of high-risk bonds by fed-
erally insured thrifts, and joined other Cal-
ifornia lawmakers in petitioning the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission to leave
Drexel’s junk-bond operation in Beverly
Hills;
—3$25,000 from the law firm of John

. Camp, a Washington lobbyist for Sears, -
Roebuck & Co.’s banking interests, with
whom the senator lined up by leading a
successful effort to weaken legislation reg-
ulating limited-service banks;

—$25,000 from a foundation controlled
by S&L mogul David Paul of Miami-based
% CenTrust, which was Florida’s largest

z
|
!
1
)

thrift before its ailing junk-bond portfolio .

caused it to crash;
—$15,000 from California’s Columbia
. Savings, the single biggest thrift-industry
customer for Drexel’s junk bonds. ]

Much of the money to the voter-regis-
tration charities was from wealthy liberals
sympathetic to enfranchising the down-
trodden and to Sen. Cranston’s stands for

' nuclear disarmament and protecting the
environment. Joan Kroc, widow of the
founder of the McDonald’s hamburger
chain, gave $400,000 in 1986 and $150,000 in |
1988. Department-store heir Frederick
Field gave $217,000 to three different

* groups. Singer Barbra Streisand was an-
other heavy donor.

But other donors included the political- -
action committees of the Association of
Trial Lawyers of America ($200,000) and
the Teamsters union ($100,000), the Gallo
winery  ($200,000), soybean magnate
Dwayne Andreas ($50,000), and several la-
bor unions, including the Sheet Metal

Workers ($75,000), Hotel and Restaurant
Employees ($50,000), and the Service Em- '

ployees ($40,000). .
In all, 75 donors gave a total of $4.1 mil-
lion in the 1986 elections, according to
memos by organizers. Sen. Cranston solic-
ited several million more in donations for
the 1988 elections.
~ Promises of Anonymity
Donors were promised anonymity. In
| one memo dated Sept. 24, 1986, the senator
, said: “Remember, in addition to being tax
| deductible, these contributions may be un-
| limited in amount and need not be publicly
, reported.”

e

* AmericaVotes, and was later renamed |
| USA Votes for the 1988 elections. The in-
. tent of the AmericaVotes was explained by

tion Charities

But a scandal may have been inevitable |~———

+ partly by accident. Mr. Keating’s gifts

—
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Many donations did become Kmnown,

were discovered by California savings-and-
loan examiners going over his company’s
books. Later, California officials released
to several newspapers some tax docu- |
ments—containing more donor names— |
that they now say were supposed to remain
confidential. This newspaper obtained
names of additional donations because of
another bureaucratic error. And one tax-
exempt group voluntarily released a list
of its donors. But Cranston associates
won't release a comprehensive donor list,
saying they must honor the promises they
made.

The 1986 effort to raise tax-deductible
money to elect Democrats was dubbed ’

=

its manager Robert Stein in a 1986 memo: |
“‘As Democrats, we are frying to regain
control of the Senate, to increase our ma-
jority in the House of Representatives and, |
in general, to help strengthen the capacity
of state and local groups to motivate
voters favorable to Democrats this year

and in 1988.” )
AmericaVotes concentrated its efforts

in 1986 on states where close elections were
expected. Mr. Stein’s memos say he made !
the choices with help from the Democratic
House and Senate campaign committees,
underscoring the partisan intent of the or- |
ganizers. Funds went to about 60 voter pro- |
grams in 13 states. Mr. Stein’s memos say

[V —
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the monéy Was used not only to register

7 minority voters, but to push environmental

i

|
|

1

b
1

and farm issues where-that would be help-
* ful to Democratic Senate candidates.
In North Dakota, where Democrat Kent
' Conrad defeated GOP Sen. Mark Andrews
by 2,135 votes, the AmericaVotes effort in-
vested $100,000, according to a Stein
1 memo. That included $50,000 to the non-
! profit Dakota Resources Council for what
Mr. Stein described as “sophisticated edu-
* cation and GOTV [get-out-the-vote] cam-
“ paigns.”
. ‘Here, There and Everywhere’
One Dakota Resources publication at-

| tacked Sen. Andrews for casting an “anti-

farmer vote” in favor of “lower market
prices for our farm commodities.” A for-

- Iner Andrews aide, Jacqueline Balk-Tusa,

recalls that Dakota Resources hadn’t been
much of a factor before the 1986 campaign.
“All of a sudden they were here, there, ev-
erywhere,” she says. ‘“They got people out
to vote who had never voted before.” In
the midst of the campaign, Bismarck,

' N.D., lawyer Myron Atkinson complained
' to the Federal Election Commission that

Dakota Resources was engaging in illegal
campaign activities. The FEC declined to
| investigate the complaint.

Mr. Stein also described AmericaVotes
money as possibly decisive in Washington
| state, where Democrat Brock Adams de-
. feated Republican incumbent Sen. Slade

Gorton by 2% of the vote. A major issue in
the race was Adams’s opposition to a nu-
' clear-waste site. ‘“More than $40,000 was
i invested in education and GOTV programs
' conducted by peace and environmental

© groups,” Mr. Stein wrote. That was part of
a total of $100,000 that AmericaVotes
claimed to have funneled into the state, ac-
cording to the memo.
“Senator-elect Adams attributes his vic-

e — -

—
| tory to the partlsan and nonpartlsan efforts

de51gned to increase voter turnout,” Mr.
| Stein’s memo said.
By far the biggest chunk of tax-dedueti-

i ble money—$600,000 according to the Stein

memo-—aided Sen. Cranston’s re-election.
Mr. Stein said it seemed to be the differ-
ence between victory and defeat. *‘In Cali-
fornia, black turnout in Los Angeles and

overwhelming voter support for Cranston
on the toxics [ballot] initiative appear to -

have been determinative for him,” he
wrote. Mr. Stein said some of the same do-
nors also gave a total of $300,000—non-de-
ductible—directly to the California Demo-
cratic Party for a drive to get voters to the
polls.

Sen. Cranston won by fewer than 105,000
votes, and Mr. Stein said the combined ef-
forts of the party and the tax-exempt
groups got at least 160,000 voters to the
polls. “Campaign officials believe that
they were indispensable ingredients of his

victory,” Mr. Stein wrote. He said later the |

word “indispensable” came from Mr.
Cranston.

Sen. Cranston denies that. ‘I don’t think
the [tax-exempt ] registration had anything
to do with my election,” he said in an in-
terview. He concedes that the party’s voter
drive, using money he solicited, was “im-
portant” to his victory. It was to the state
party that Mr. Keating directed an $85,000
contribution, which the senator says he as-

sumes he or an aide must have solicited. |

This so-called soft money (governed by

state rather than federal campaign laws) |

came from corporate funds, which would

{indicate page. name of
newspaper city and state.)
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have been illegal if given directly to the

Cranston campaign.

When it came to tax-exempt groups, |

Sen. Cranston routed some donations
through his Capitol office. ‘“The checks
should be made payable to ‘California Cen-
ter for Voter Education and Participation’
and sent to me at the Senate,” he told one
donor in a letter. “Keeping my Senate seat
in the Democratic column may be pivotal
to our regaining control of the Senate,” he
wrote.

That group reported spending $306,000,

" jointly.

but the senator says, ‘It didn’t raise much
money, and didn’t work very effectively.”
Renamed the Western Center for Voter Ed-
ucation, it disbanded after the 1986 election
and was succeeded by another tax-exempt
group, the Center for Participation in De-
mocracy, 1mt1ally operated by Sen. Cran-
' ston’s son Kim in a house the two own

i Both the Senate Ethics Committee and
a federal grand jury in Los Angeles are

looking-into the tax-exempt groups But at- |
torneys for Messrs. Cranston and Stein say |
the groups observed all the proper proce-
dures required to qualify as non-partisan

charities.

The Senate may soon consider a meas- '
ure to tighten the rules. Republican_Sen. .
Mitch McConnell of Kentucky is pressing a

bill that would prevent candidates for fed-
eral office from raising money for tax-ex-

" empt voter-registration groups.
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Keating, assd¢iétes fireld

from Phoenix jobs

e ao b, o

C———

——

By Lisa Morrell and Andy Hall
Arizona Republic

1 PHOENIX Before dawn
ZThursday, more than 50 federal

rift managers, FBI agents and

rivate security guards ousted
Charles H. Keating Jr.’s regime
from their.*haven of peace’’ at The
Phoenician resort and the Crescent
Hotel.

The action by the Federal Depos-
it Insurance Corp. broke Keating’s
last hold on his Lincoln Savings
and Loan, which regulators seized
. in April. A Lincoln subsidiary owns ,
a majority stake in the hotels.
© In other action:
W It was reported.that Sen. Alan
Cranston’s top banking-affairs
aide took a trip partly paid for by
Keating within a week after Cran-
ston first interceded with federal .
“regulators on behalf of Lincoln.
B The federal savings-and-loan
regulators accused of delaying
Lincoln’s takeover for two years
ruck back at the nation’s top se-
urities regulator, who criticized
their handling of the collapse.
Y Keating and 23 employees were

fired from theif jobs at The Phoeni- -
cian tesort, a 605-room golf, fennis |

and spa compléx sunk into Camel-
back Mountain in Phoenix, and
from the 344-room Crescent Hotel
in north Phoenix. The hotéls em-.
ploy about 1,500 people. =

= ‘

ners in the hotels agreed to t

. federal officials and

R e e

st

The fired employees included
Keating’s wife, Mary Elaine Keat-
ing, two daughters and two sons-in-

law.

Keating drew no salary as
ager of the Phoenician, but he gon-

tinues to receive a '$500,000-a-ylear
salary as chairman of American
_Continental Corp. of Phoehnix, Lin-

coln’s former owner: He is sched-
uled to testify Tuesday before the

House Banking Committee in its '

investigation of the $2 billion col-
lapse of Lincoln.
After Keating’s Kuwaiti parf-

management coup, about a doz¢n
more than
support personnel
Phoenician at 1:30 a.m. Thursday.

They sealed off “‘sensitive’ ar-.

eas, such-as the éontrol room for
computer operations and thé exec-
utive offices, said Herbert Chin, a
government official who is over-

‘seeing the management change.

Locks were changed -on the office
doors, including those of fired em-
ployees. . ;f
., Messengers delivered l,ettex} to
the homes of the fired employegs at
about 2 a.m. Thursday, telling
them they no longer had jobs. The

‘employees were Keating family

members or transplanted Ameri-
can Continental workers who “are

not professional’ HOTE! >people,”

SE==ghin said.
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A:Melvin McDonald, an Seeer==2pfficials.

ney for American Continental, said-
Keating spént many of his days at_
The Phoenician, working on busi-
ness matters. He said the loss of
the hatels would hurt Keating. ‘
© “There’s no question that was,
his life,” McDonald said. “He
loved that resort. That was to he:
and his family a haven of peace. It

was a culmiration of a dream. Ev- -

ery feature, every touch there, em-,
bodied their creativity.” ‘

McDonald lambasted the federal
officials’ tactics. “Rather than go
like'gentlemen-in the middle of the
day, they went like storm troopers
in the middle of the night. . ;
“It was literally a coup d’etat.”
Mark Randall, managing agent
for the FDIC which oversees-Lin-
coln; said the timing Wwas chosen
‘because “both hotels are full and
wurjprimary concern in.doing this
'wag to minimize disruption to the
patfons of the hotel.”
Meanwhile, Knight-Ridder
Newspapers reported that Cran-
stonr aide Carolyn D. Jordan took a
trip partly paid-for by Keating

within a week after the senator
first contacted fédéral regulators

.in 1987 on Lincoln’s behalf.
In'March, Jordan saidurged Cal-

The Senate ethics committee and
the Justice Department are repors-
edly ready to open a formal invest}-
gation of the actions of Cranstg
and, four other senators who mit
with regulators on Keating’s be-
half. Keating generated about $1.4
million in contributions to the sena-
tors and their favorite causes.

‘The otheér senators involved are
Dennis DeConcini, D-Ariz.; Donald
Riegle, D-Mich.; John McCain, R-
Ariz.; and Jolin Glenn, D-Ohio.

Jordan’s 1987 trip from Washing-
ton to Phoenix was taken. with
Cranston’s approval, the $ena or
said through a spokesman. :

The timing of the trip followed
almost immediately the beginning
of what became a two-year cam-
paign of lobbying federal reguia-
tors by Cranston on Keating’s be-
half.

Jordan said her trip was ar-
ranged by James Grogan, a for-
mer aide to Glenn, who has served
as Keating’s top lobbyist on Capitol
Hill. It was ‘Groganwho delivered
$200,000 from Keating’s corpora-
tion to a campaign fund controllgd

by Glenn. .~ i,

Records filed by Jordan ldst
year with: the Senate ethics coin-

ifornia Savings and Loan Commis-

mittee show the lodging for her
! eight-day" trip was paid by Keat-

port Keating’s last-ditch pro D05al..ming’s American Continental Corp.

sioné'i( William Crawford to sup-

to sel} Lincoln, according to™state

— the parent firm of his S&L. -
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By Jonathan Lansner
The Register ===

California savings-and-loan reg-
ulators acknowledged Thursday
Fhat in October 1987 they withdrew
fn order barring Lincoln Savings
jand Loan from making some risky
nvestments after Lincoln’s parent
, company complamed that it would
have ‘to tell investors about the °
sanction. :

! The orfder alsc chided Lincoln for

; its “unsafe and urisound” business

practicés, which can be grounds

for a federal takeover. ‘

Department of Savings and Loan

Commissioner William Crawford

i said he rescinded the order after

I Lincoln’s parent company, Ameri-

. can Continental Corp.,. privately

i i agreed that Lincoln would comply
v ' with the order’s demands.

] “We got everything we bar-

gained for,” Crawford said.

| However, a memo, written by

federal regulators in San Francis-

~ co in February 1988 said: ‘“Lincoln

i hasnot complied with the terms of'

its letter. It has failed to file the
requisite information.”

The withdrawal of the order is
thé second ,admission by the de-
paftment in recent weeks that

American annnen@I Corp. was'
able to change the course of regula-’

Copping » Spdce Beg .,

egulators boweql
O Lincolis wishes

tory matters after lobbying efforts.

In both cases, Kez=S&muelian,
Gov. George Deukmejian's top po-
litical fund-raiser, lobbied the de-
partment as American Continen;
tal’s attorney. Company officialf;
gave $75,000 to Deukm,e;uan s 198»
re’elecuon campaign.

Two weeks ago, Crawford admit*
ted that iri December 1985 he ended
plans to impose strict industrywide
rules that would restrict Lincoln’s
. speculative ventures after Ameri-
can Continental intervened.

Insiiring Lincoln’s deposits is ex-
pected. to cost US taxpayers more
than $2 billion. The bankruptcy of
American Continental has made
worthless more than $200 million in
uninsured notes held by about
;23,000 small investors.

Those investors are suing th
state, the company and several
other defendants to recoup thelu‘
.money. I

Ron Rus, an Orange lawyer rep—
resenting the investors, said with-
drawing the order prevented the
public from discevering important
* information about the true finan-
cial condition -of Ametican Conti-
nental’s largest asset, ‘Lincoln.

“If the stﬁte hg(li folll())wed
mgh, rather an eing
swaved. it would h&sss5aved a lot
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of little old people millions of dol-

lars,” Rus said. 2smmes

« Lincoln was one of the leading

. savings and loan’s in taking advan-
tage of deregulation. It shunned
. the industry’s traditional mort-

© gage business to invest its deposits -
in raw land, luxury resorts, resi- ;
dential developments and junk !

bonds.

The order that Crawford pro- f
posed in October 1987 would have i
prohibited Lincoln from additional i
investments in undeveloped land, .:
- :ioans on such property or commer-

Jcial loans larger than $500,000.
‘L But the company quickly object-
§d, said Crawford and his chief as-
sistant, William Davis. American
Continental’s major concern, the
regulators said, was that the com-
pany would be forced to disclose
the order to investors. .
““They said, ‘We’d be hurting our
company,*”’ Davis recalled.
Crawford said the company sug-
gested substituting a lette} from
Lincoln promising to do what the
rder required. | .
1 “You'll get everything you
yant,” Crawford récalled Ameri-
‘can Continental officials saying.

" Crawford said oné reason he ‘wouldhave hurtLincoln. Crawforg
agreed to the request was that his
staff believed Lincoln could con-

. est the action in court and win.

smong the legal firepower with

AT oap et oot

which Ame ntinental con-
fronted the department was Sa-
muelian, the managing partner of
a large Los Angeles law firm. ;
Another lawyer with Samu
lian’s firm, Franklin Tom, wrofe
Lincoln’s response to the ordef,
Crawford said. ’ ’
Tom and the law firm also are
defendants in the suit brought by
American Continental investors.
They claim that Tom, a former
Department of Corporations com-

~ missioner, improperly used his in-
¢ fluence to get his old agency to ap-
< prove the sale of those notes.

muelian and Tom, said there wals
nothing improper in Samuelian’
involvement in fighting the orde
Draper was unaware of Tom’s in-
volvement. ' .

* Samuelian also was involved in a
November 1985 meeting where sev-
eral influential Republicans — in-
cluding Assemblyman Patrick No-
lan, R-Glendale, author of the 1983
savings-and-loan deregulation bil}
— persuaded a trade group to drop
its support for a rule change tha

Robert Draper, a lawyer for S%

then withdrew the proposed
change.
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Cranston defends
Lincoln iobbying;
panel plans probe

By Jeff Weir
The Register

The same day Sen. Alan Cran-
ston issued his first detailed de-
fense of his involvement with the
former owner of Irvine-based Lin-
coln Savings and Loan, the Senate
Ethics Committee was reported to
be ready to open a formal investi-
gation of the five Senators accused
of intervening improperly on be-
half of the institution. '

AsSenate official told the New
YorR Times on Thursday that the
comrhittee would meet this after-
noonjand is expected to order a
“preliminary inquiry” into Cran-
ston, D-Calif.; Dennis DeConcini,

e e————————— ]
M OUSTED: Charles Keating Jr. is

ousted from ‘haven of peace’/16
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B REVOKED: Regulators say they
withdrew safe-investment order/16

D-Ariz.; John McCain, R-Ariz.;
Donald W. Riegle Jr., P-Mich.;
and,John Glenn, D-Ohio.-

THe committee previously asked
the five senators to réspond to. ac-
cusagions that they improperly in-
tervened with regulators after re-
ceiving large campaign contribu-
tions from Lincoln’s top officer,
Charles H. Keating Jr.

Two senators already had re-

Please see CRANSTON/16
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ston issued his response Thursday.

Cranston, attempting to defuse
.»the politi ror over his involve-
ent de that he tried on Keat-
;mg s behau to prevent regulators
‘;from seizing the savings and loan.
- Cranston, whose links to Keating
H have exposed him to widespread
.eriticism, also told the Senate Eth-
‘rics Committee that he did nothing
';uhethlcal or improper in asking
» fezieral regulators to either crack
‘down on Lincoln or leave the insti-
<Ftution alone in April 1987, when San
‘r ‘Biancisco regulators wanted to
»pshut the savings and loan down be-
: “cause of Keating’s penchant for
r rlsky real estate investments.

- ‘Regulators delayed the seizure
ﬁ'»of Lincoln for .two years, during
w which Keating’s American Conti-
4» »tiental- Corp. sold $250 million of
s new—worthless junk bonds to 23,000
j?;nvestors through Lincoln’s of-
ﬁ: ‘fices..

I am not respon51ble for loss of
" taxpayer funds through a delay in

‘ “v shuttmg down Lincoln or the losses
X »of innocent ‘California bond inves-.

tors,” Cranston said in a letter to

’ ‘~_ + the Ethics Committee. “Inever at-
4 v tempted.to derail any mvest1gat10n
e -, +0f wrongdoing at Lincoln.”

JIn an accompanying letter,
uk Cranston s lawyer, William Tay-
#:lor, urged the committee to drop its
;‘fprobe of Cranston’s relationship
t§ with Keating on grounds that his
1o Contacts with' regulators violated
“t-tio ethical rules of the Senate.

. 4+ “When all is said and done, the

~§ ‘Critical and undisputed fact is that
»-Sen. Cranston received no pérsonal
gam from Charles Keating or any.
iiﬁ*grgamzatlon he owned or con-
i trolled,” Taylor said. “The com-
T fnittee should determine that no
& “firther ,action against Sen. Cran-
¥ $ton is warranted ”
’l* ¢ 'The Apr11 collapse of Lincoln, ex-
\*gf?ected to trigger a $2 billion bailout
s“from taxpayers, is being-investi-
s gated by the FBI and the Securities

i and Exchange Commission, and by

« federal banking regulators, who
% aresuing Keating for $1.1 billion i in

B damages.

i The House Banking Committee,
% in addition, has conducted five
{ highly publicized hearings into the
% ‘Lincoln affair, during which wit-
% nesses have blamed banking regu-
% lators and Keating’s political:cio-

“Lincoln. .

f*’*" The Senaté Ethics Committee
< last month launched its inquiry
% into the coriduct of the five sena-
14 tors, acting in response to a re-
¥ quest from Compnon “Causé. To-

. @ gether, the five have' received

s more than $1.3 million from Keat-
ing, either directly to their cam-
paigns or, in Cranston’s case, fo
voter-registration drives working
on his re-election campaign.

Sueer=Mlanes, a Common Cause
vice president. said the ethics co-

-

4 nies for delays in cracking down on .

vestigation jiist because Cranston
says he dldn t violate Senate rules.

“The pubhsheflggorts on this

matter raise que that need to
be resolved in a way that is credi-
ble,” Manes said. “The only wgy
that can occuris with an mvestlga-
tion conducted by an outside coun-

. sel to ensure its independence. Aﬂde

the -questions are serious enouéh
that they require a full-scale Eth-
ics Eommittee investigation.”

Cranston’s primary accuser, for-
mer bank board Chairman Edwin
Gray, told the House Banking
Committee last week that Cran-
ston and the other senators abused
their power in 1987 when they at-
tempted to interfere with his dé-
partment’s investigation of Lin-
coln’s finances.

He also said Cranston lied about
the extent of his lobbying-on behalf
of Lincoln, lobbying that continued
this year when Cranston contacted
Gray's successor, M. Danny Wall,
about a proposed sale of Lincoln to
a group headed by former con-
gressman John Rousselot.

“Mr. Gray simply does not know
what he is talking about when he
says that it is unethical or even
criminal for a member of Congress
to express concern about or urge
delay or retraction of a federal
‘agency regulation,” Taylor said.

The lawyer said he would not at-
tempt “to take issue with every

'insult flung at Sen. Cranston by

misinformed pundits or discredit-
ed former bureaucrats.”

In a six-page defense, Cranston
told the Ethics Committee that his
inquiries on behalf of Lincoln
“were totally consistent with inqui-
ries I have made for other.constitu-
ents with credible complaints
about thexr treatment by a feder ]
agency.” i ]

At the time of his meeting wit]
Gray in 1987, Cranston said he onl
knew that the bank board had been
examining Lincoln’s books “for
what seemed like an unreasonable
and perhaps  unprecedented

‘amount of time.”

““The problem as coriveyed-to me
... not only by Mr. Keating but also
‘by {economist Alan) .Greenspan
.and Arthur Young & Co., was that
federal examiners hore substant1a1

‘responsibility for creating a most

destrictive and irrational state of
limbo for this institution, and that
the (bank board) needed to act
promptly,” Cranston said.

"] believe it is éthically proper to
urge the head.of a federal bureau-
cracy to act promptly.and fairly on
matters affecting a constituent}
When'my conduct is fairly evaluat}
-ed, based on what I knew at that
time, I believe you will conclude
that I was not attempting to help
Mr. Keating or his companies
iavade the requlrements of the
aw E
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By Chris-Knap

The Register T
SACRAMENTO — Staté Corpo-

ratigns Commissioner Christine

Bender had a “stack of critical
information” from regulators
about American Continental but
approved its bond-sales request
based ofi information provided by
the company’s lawyers who also
wqre her former bosses, accord-
Ing to_her testimony and public
doduments.

ose lawyers were Karl Sa-
muelian, a gubernatorial fund-

utL
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] SPECIAL COUNSEL: Robert
Bennett called tough but fair/A19

B LINCOLN: Ties to Drexei one
focus of Justice, SEC probes/N1

]
raiser and Bender mentor who*
had employed her at his Los An-
geles law firm; and Franklin
Tom, her former boss at the Cor-
porations Department and for-
mer colleague at Samuelian’s
law firm.

Eleven months after Bende

approved the sale of the unirﬁ
‘sured debentures, Americhn
went bankrupt, leaving 23,(00
consumers holding $200 million'in
worthless paper. Irvine-based
Lincoln Savings and Loan, the
American subsidiary where most
of the bonds were sold, was seized
by federal regulators the follow-
ing day.

Although Bender has repeateg-
ly defended her actions, Depart-
ment of Savings and Loan and
Department of Corporations doc-
uments obtained by the Register
show that she and other top offi-
cials, before their May 26, 1988,
decision, had: .

M Talked at least four times
with officials from the Securities
and Exchange Commission, who
expressed_concern_ that Amer}-

can Continental was inflating th e
worth of the assets listed on i I FE 1000
financial statements. ) R

M Received a half-inch thick
1987 Federal Home Loan Bank
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Bqéﬂ‘i’ report that detailed “sub-
stantial problems” at Lincoln Sav-

é

Johnston noted that Bender and
other corporations officials Sy
‘acknowledged that they saw the

ings, including insider loans, sisky{~Fegulators’ reports, but chose not/

Investments and questionable ac-
gounting practices.

M. Received briefings from De-
partment of Savings and Loan reg-
ulators who doubted the value of
American holdings. On May 18,
1988, seven thrift regulators met

with five corporations regulators
and “expressed serious doubts’
about the ability of (American) to
service the debts being created”|
by the bond sales.

_ B Received a memo from a se-
nior examiner in their own depart-
ment questioning the value of
American’s assets and the correct-

ness of its balance sheet. Another
carporations official said during
the May 18 briefing that the bond
sale “‘laoks like a Ponzi scheme.”
" Bender has refused for more
han a month to be interviewed by

e Register. But in her testimony

ednesday before an Assembly
banking committee, she insisted
that she did the right thing.

““The Federal Home Loan Bank
Board never provided us with any
useable evidence,” Bender said.
““The Department of Savings and
Loan ... did not provide sufficient
objective evidence to support a
finding against American Conti-
nental. No staff récommendation
was ever overruled.

‘“Allegations of influence ped-
dling ... are totally false.”

But Patrick Johnston, D-Stock™
ton, chairman of the Assernbly
banking committee investigating

to rely on them. ;

“I think what happened in this
case was due to the pervasive ef-
fects of a high pressure, well-con-
nected individual named Charlie
Keating,” Johnston said.

“(Corporations officials) felt
they needed a case that was so air-
tight that no one would second-
guess it — particularly the lawyers
she (Bender) had worked with.”

Department of Corporations
memos charting the decision-mak-
ing process show that corpora-
tions' regulators. talked with doz-
ens of state and federal regulators,”
turning up reams of information
indicating that American was in-
flating the value of its assets.

Because the bonds that Ameri-
can sought to sell were uninsured
and subordinate to the firm’s other
debts, such information was cru-
cial.

But corporations’ regulators
fretted that none of the other regu-
latory agencies had taken action.

“No drastic steps have been tak-
en against Lincoln Savings and
Loan Association,” noted an April
7, 1988, memo from Senior Exam-
iner Ken Endo to Senior Corpora-
tions Counsel Robert Rifkin.

Endo raised a number of ques-
tions about American in his memo,
noting that the company’s balance
sheet overvalued some invest-
ments by $155 million and included
others, such as junk bonds, that
were not sound

Lincoln’s collapse, strongly.criti- _ American's income-earning asse

‘week. ‘ -

“I find it shocking that stack of
critical information: would be
tossed aside in favor of'the repre-!
sentations of a well-connectéd law-
ver for (Am®rican Continerital
ch_igf Charles) Keating,” Johiiston
said.

1cized Bender in an interview l'a‘st‘i-

=

investments.
were $1 billion less than its debt‘{s,
he reported. 1|

“These were questions he had
and concerns he had,” Bender tes-
tified. “We certainly did not ignore
Mr. Endo’s memo.” She said Sa-
muelian and Tom were asked to
respond to those and other con-
cerns.

According to a March 13, 1989,
Department. of Corporations

i
Ml

memo, __former Commissioner
Tom, who had taken over Alers
can’s case file, called or met with
top corporations officials eight
times between March and April of
1088, Samuelian met with Bender
and Otmess vnce in March 1988.
Tom’s public testimony indi-
cates that there were other con-
tacts as well. He testified that he
contacted Senior Corporations
Counsel Ronald Carruth on March
24, 1987, and Assistant Commis-
sioner Jerry Baker one day later.
Johnston has said those contacts
violate state conflict of interest
laws. )
In a final meeting May 23, To
‘brought Robert Kielty and Andy
Liggett, chief counsel and.chxef £i-
nancial officer of American, to
meet with Assistant Comimissioner
Baker and other corporations offi-
cials. .

Three days later, the depart-
ment granted American permis-
sion to sell $200 million worth of its
subordinated debentures. The firm
declared bankruptcy April 13, 1989.

During the Assembly pommlttgae
hearings on that decision, Chair-
man Johnston was incredulous at

he decision Bender reached. 7
It seems to me that what ¥
id was took the warnings offerefl
your Own subordinates a
asked Mr. Samuelian and Mr. Tom
to present a response. Once that

e
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was presented by representatives
_of the parént corporation ... you
accepted it,” he said.

“Mr. Johnston, when concerns
are raised I don’t know what else to
* do other than ask for answers and
explanations,” replied a clearly
frustrated Bender.

Bender pointed out that Ameri-
can’s response was made under
penalty of perjury, and contained
audited financial statements from
the accounting firm of Arthur
Young and Co.

Those accounting statements
have since been challenged by at-
Mtorneys for the bond purchasers,

ho charge that Arthur Young

artner Jack Atchison, later hired
by Keating for a $1 million salary,
did not use proper accounting prin-
ciples.

“You relied on Arthur Young but
not on the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board or the Department of
Savings and Loan,” Johnston said.

“We consulted with them, but
this is a company that had positive
net worth and substantial earn-
ings. I don’t think we could have

. determined they were about to go
over the cliff,” Bender said.

But the Department of Savings

d Loan did make that determi-
nhtion less than one month later,
based on the same information
available to the -Department of
Corporations. .

Thrift regulators, using informa-
tion obtained from ~Atherican’s
quarterly reports to the Securities
and Exchange Commission, dis-
puted American’s audited state-
ments.

“(American) has failed to dem-
onstrate its capacity and ability to
service and redeem the proposed
new issuance, except possibly by
refinancing,”” Assistant Savings
and Loan Commissioner Robert
Morris wrote Lincoln on June 10,
1988.

The Savings and Loan Depart-
ment said Lincoln could not sell the
bonds from its branches after July
31, 1988.

“Unfortunately, we didn’t have
the power to halt the bond sales,”
Chief Deputy Savings and Loan
Commissioner William Davis said
Friday. ‘“The only action we were
authorized to take is to stop them
from selling at Lincoln offices.”

American continued to sell the
securities from offices set up near
the Lincoln branches. According to
the bondholders suit, many of the
purchasers were elderly or His-
panic consumers who did not real-
ize they were purchasing unin-
sured ‘‘junk bonds.” :

The Department of Corporations
continued to search for “useable
evidence” that would allow them
to halt the bond sales.

Marvin Goldsmith, the assistant

attorney general representing
Bender and other corporations offi-
cials, said it is unreasonable to ex-
pect the Department of Corpora-
tions to have looked beyond the au-
dited statements. ,

“The entire financial world re-
lies on audited financial :state-
ments,” he said. *“The issue is did
American mislead the auditors or
were they in collusion with the au-
ditors. If you're saying it’s appro-
priate for the Department of Cor-
porations to go behind the account-
ing statements ... you’re asking for
an impossible task.”

But Johnston said there was suf-
ficient information to question the
audited statements.

“When you look at the' weight of
reports the regulators had and the
reports by Lincoln and its attor-
neys, I would assume that the com-
missioner would have to take into
account that some day there would
be a day of reckoning if these re-
ports were wrong.”

Johnston said his committee is
studying whether the Department
of Corporations should be given
more authority, but his gut reac-
tion is that the law was not the
problem.

“For government to work y
have to invest some discretion i
regulators,” Johnston said. ‘‘But
would also hope that regulators
would have some backbone.”
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| Cranston

inquiry
Intensifies

- Ethics panel hires
independent counsel

By MARK BARNHILL
|‘ Daily News Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON - The Sen-
. ate Ethics Committee hired an
\ mdependent counsel Friday to
. review the conduct of Sen. Alan.
Cranston and four other senators
who met with regulators on be-
half of former Lincoln Savings
head Charles H. Keating Jr.
Cranston, in a statement re-
leased by his office Friday night,
pledged to cooperate but asserted
that he had done nothing wrong:
“I did not violate any laws,
ethical standards or rules of the
Senate,” Cranston said. “But the
decision about refaining outside
| counsel properly resides with the
Ethics Committee and the com-
| mittee, having made that deci-
sion, can be assured of my ut-
most cooperauon »

The committee appointed
Washington lawyei Robert S.
Bennett to help determine wheth-
a N 3
@111% is inf)»ugh evxd;:‘ﬂgq’_t%

¢

)

‘ .
m”\ .,

’ ! /‘
?»pcn formal ClthS proceedmgs
! agamst fhe lawmakers. ~
‘ At issiie js whether Cranston and 4
. the other four lawmakers, who to- {
gether received $1.3 million in po-
titical contributions from Keating,
, exerted inmipr dper ‘pressure to delay
" regulatory.action: 'agamst the failing
Cthrift, .

“The action does not suggest in |-
any way that the committee has
found any indication of wrongdo-
ing, or that a violation of any rule
or law has occurred,” the ethics
panel said in a statement.

The independent counsel will as-
sist “in obtaining and analyzing ad-
ditional information” that the com-
mittee will use ‘“to determine
whether additional procedures are
warranted” against the five sena-
tors, the statement said.

In addition to Cranston, the
others are Sens. Dennis DeConcini,
D-Ariz.; John McCain, R-Ariz.;
John Glenn, D-Ohio; and Donald
W. Riegle Jr., D-Mich.

All five senators have denied any
wrongdoing in the Lincoln Savings
case.

The committee also asked Ben-
nett to evaluate a complaint that
Sen. Alfonse M. D’Amato, R-N.Y,
violated Senate rules in connection
with the federal housing scandal. |

On Thursday, Cranston had
urged the committee to close the
matter without further action. But

- on Friday, Cranston said in his

‘ statcmem that Bennett’s appoint-

| ment “will further promote confi-
derice in the Senate’s process for re-
viewing the conduct of its
members.

{ “l am confident the outside

b,

| counsel will concur with our view
] that my conduct was entirely prop- °
| er,” Cranston said.
w Based on the independent .coun-
sel’s report, the ethics committee
| will decide whether to formally |
| open a three-step procedural action
against the senators.
The j_nrsi step 1S a “pgliminary
mquxx ST+ delcrmm
o L.,-ﬂ-{:
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there i$ B “reason to believe” that
rules violations occurred.

The nexf step would be an “in-
itial review” to determine wheth-
er there is “substantial credible evi-
dence” of violations.

The final step is a full investi-
gation to ‘decide if there is “clear
| and convincing evidence” that

standards were violated, and
whether discipline should be rec-
ommended to the Senate.

The ethics committee, respond-
ing to a complaint by the watchdog
group Common Cause, asked the

. senators last month to explain why
they met in 1987 with regulators
who wanted 1o close down Lincoln
Savings and Loan.

The FBI has questioned some
federal officials about the Lincoln
| situation, and according to several
| published reports the Justice De-
' partment is considering a possible
inquiry into whether the senators
violated any laws.

Examiners for the Federal Home
Loan Bank Board in San Francisco
were investigating Lincoln’s fi-
nances in 1987 when Keating com-
plained that he was being targeted
unfairly,

Cranston, McCain, DeConcini
and Glenn 'met with then-Bank
Board Chairman Edwin J. Gray on
. April 2; 1987, and those four sena-

tors plus Riegle met a week later
with regional officials from the
i board’s San Francisco office.
Cranston and DeConcini also
| phoned Gray’s successor, M.
' Danny Wall, last spring to endorse
' Keating’s attempt to sell Lincoln
| before regulators. obtained a court
 order to seize it.

The government finally seized

l Lincoln last April, the day after its
| parent American Continental Corp.
| filed for bankruptcy protection.
| Federal officials estimate that the
| Lincoln failure will cost taxpayers
| at least $2.5 billion and be the most
 expensive savings-and-loan failure
'in history.

Cranston has said that his actions
have been misrepresented by the

coln,” he said in a letter to the eth-

being treated fairly.

ed.

* associated with Glenn,

including Edwin J, Giay}, former
chairman of the Federal h?me |
Loan Bank Board.

Gray told the House Banking |
Committee last week that the sena-
tors pressured him to ease restric-
tions on risky Lincoln investments,
in return for a ‘‘quid pro quo”
agreement from Lincoln to increase
its mortgage lending.

A month after the meetings, the
Lincoln case was transferred to
Washington and a new investiga-
tion ordered — delaying action
against the failing institution for
two years.

Cranston acknowledges that he
urged regulators to wrap up their
lengthy investigation of Lincoln,
but he denied that any deal was
offered.

“I never attempted to derail any
investigation of wrongdoing at Lin-

ics committee released Thursday.
He said that he simply was try-
ing to ensure that his constituents
— including 740 Lincoln employ-
ees and 14,000 depositors — were

Cranston also has denied that his
meeting with regulators was linked
1o political money he solicited from ||
Keating — including at least
$35,000 for his 1986 re-election
campaign, $85,000 for the Califor-
nia Democratic Party and
$850,000 for three voter-registra-
tion drives that Cranston support-

Keating said at a press confer-
ence last April that his contribu-
tions were intended to win politi- |
cal influence. The five senators are
all powerful members of the Senate
Banking Committee.

In addition to the contributions
to Cranston, Keating gave $76,100
to Riegle; $48,100 to DeConcini;
$112,000 in contributions and
$13,433 in gifts and travel expenses
to McCain; $34,000 to Glenn and
$200,000 to a political committee

Like Cranston, the other four
senators all restated their innocence

]p?ess arid government regulators,

on Friday. T o

panme————
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L] Teletype [0 Immediate [0 TOP SECRET
Ll Facsimile ] Priority [1 SECRET
O O Routine Cl CONFIDENTIAL
[0 UNCLASEFTO
] UNCLAS
Date 2/2/90

TO SAC, SAN FRANCISCo U “[40 i Ot
BT
UNCLAS

SUBJECT: CHARLES KEATING, JR.; ET AL; ELECTION LAW VIOLATION; 0O:
IOS ANGELES.

RE TELCALL BETWEEN SA |AND RELIEF SUPERVISOR

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION, ON 2/2/90.

FOR INFORMATION OF SAN FRANCISCO, THIS MATTER IS BEING
INVESTIGATED IN CONJUNCTION WITH PHOENIX DIVISION AND IN
CONJUNCTION WITH LA FILE 29A-LA-102009 ENTITLED DESERT GEM; MAJOR
CASE NUMBER 24; BF&E; 00: I1OS ANGELES. DESERT GEM PRIMARILY
INVOLVES THE BANK FATIIURE OF LINCOLN SAVINGS. IN ADDITION, TWO
SPIN-OFF CASES HAVE RESULTED FROM THE ABOVE TWO MATTERS. THOSE
CASES ARE 58C-PX-41605 ENTITLED SENATOR ALAN CRANSTON; ET AL;
CORRUPTION OF FEDERAL PUBLIC OFFICIALS - LEGISIATIVE; 00: PX/IA

AND 194A-IA-108012 ENTITLED |

ET AL; CORRUPTION OF STATE

AND LOCAL POLITICIANS - STATE LEVEL; 0O: IOS ANGELES.

CAPTIONED MATTER UNDER 56C-LA-101615 MAINLY CONCERNS

FM SAC, IOS ANGELES (56C-LA-101615) (WCC-4/SARA) (P) L4 2[2[%0 <2

b6
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PAGE TWO (56C~LA-101615)
POTENTIAL CONDUIT CONTRIBUTIONS INVOLVING CHARLES KEATING, JR.,
REIMBURSING VARIOUS EMPLOYEES FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO FIVE PROMINENT
UNITED STATES SENATORS.

THE MATTER INVOLVING SENATOR AIAN CRANSTON AND OTHERS, 58C-
PX-41605, IS MAINLY CONCERNED ABOUT POTENTIAL BRIBERY OF THE FIVE
PROMINENT UNITED STATES SENATORS IN RETURN FOR THEIR INFLUENCE

WITH THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD ON BEHALF OF CHARLES
KEATING, JR.

THE FINAL MATTER REGARDING

194A-IA~108012, INVOLVES POTENTIAL

BRIBERY AND/OR EXTORTION OF AND HIS INVOLVEMENT WITH

CHARLES KEATING, .JR.

FOR INFORMATION OF SAN FRANCISCO, ONE ASPECT OF THE ABOVE
MENTTIONED 56C MATTER INVOLVES TAX EXEMPT NON-PARTISAN VOTER
REGISTRATION GROUPS WHICH WERE INITIATED BY SENATOR ALAN CRANSTON
AND HIS ASSOCIATES. INVESTIGATION HAS DETERMINED THOSE GROUPS
CONDUCTED VOTER REGISTRATION DRIVES IN BOTH SOUTHERN AND NORTHERN
CALIFORNIA. INVESTIGATION HAS IDENTIFIED TWO FORMER EMPLOYEES OF
THE CENTER FOR PARTICIPATION OF DEMOCRACY WHO ARE WILLING TO
DISCUSS THEIR INSTRUCTIONS ON VOTER REGISTRATION WITH THE FBI.
APPOINTMENTS HAVE BEEN MADE ON 2/5 AND 2/6 IN SAN FRANCISCO TO
INTERVIEW THOSE INDIVIDUALS. THE OBJECTIVE OF THAT MATTER IS TO
DETERMINE IF THE "VOTER REGISTRATION GROUPS" WERE ACTUALLY
PARTISAN ORGANIZATIONS CONDUCTING PARTISAN ACTIVITIES. IF THEY
CONDUCTED PARTISAN ACTIVITIES IT WOULD BE IN VIOLATION OF THEIR

TAX EXEMPT STATUS AND REQUIRE THEM TO BE REGULATED UNDER THE

bé
b7C
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PAGE THREE (56C-IA-101615)
FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT.

IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE, INVESTIGATION HAS IDENTIFIED ONE

hHO CONDUCTED AN APPRAISAL

OF PROPERTY IN PALO ALTO AND LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA, BELONGING TO
SENATOR AIAN CRANSTON. IT IS BELIEVED THIS PROPERTY WAS
APPRAISED FOR THE PURPOSES OF OBTAINING A IOAN THROUGH LINCOLN
SAVINGS AND LOAN. AN APPOINTMENT HAS BEEN SCHEDULED WITH

ON 2/5/90 IN LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA.

IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE, INVESTIGATION HAS DETERMINED AT

THE TIME

IT APPEARS

MAY HAVE NEEDED INFORMATION REGARDING THE ACTIVITIES

OF DURING A SPECIFIC PERIOD OF TIME. HAS

AGREED TO AN INTERVIEW WHICH HAS BEEN SCHEDULED THE AFTERNOON OF
2/6/90 IN WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA.

DUE TO THE COMPLEXITY AND SENSITIVITY OF THE ABOVE CAPTIONED
INVESTIGATIONS, THE ABOVE INTERVIEWS WILL BE CONDUCTED BY CASE

AGENTS AND FROM THE SANTA ANA
RESIDENT AGENCY, 1OS ANGELES DIVISION.

IN VIEW OF THE ABOVE, SPECIAL AGENTS AND

WILL ARRIVE IN SAN FRANCISCO AT APPROXIMATELY 8:30 A.M. ON 2/5/90
TO CONDUCT THE ABOVE INTERVIEWS. IT IS ANTICIPATED THEY WILL BE
RETURNING TO ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, THE EVENING OF 2/6/90.

SAC'S LOS ANGELES AND SAN FRANCISCO CONCUR WITH THE TRAVEL.
BT
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WS g,

Date of transeription 2/15/90

ori inallyy[;;:::]was hired as a at a salary of
[:::i::1a month and later, during BAis last six weeks of
P LoyT

On February 6, 1990,] date of birth
o) i | Social
Secu current residencqd |
residence telephone| work
Telephone| [ was interviewed at the Mark Hopkins Hotel

in San Francisco, Calitornia. After being affifffjgf the agents!
identities and the purpose of the interview, rovided the
following information concerning his employment at the CENTER FOR
PARTICIPATION IN DEMOCRACY (CPD).

was hired by CPD in| | and
continued To work for that organization until|

nent, as a for a month. During his
employment wi i "ge 03
Later: |
O ensure

:

|[was in charge of]

CPD did not have a "bounty" system, i.e., no pay per
votes i instead, relving on a monthlv salary f ir
t was the| and|
| for CPD. considered

lividuals his immediate supervisors.

[:;;::]denied that he was required to reregister and did

opinion, there was no doubt that CPD was a pa
IZation formulated to register Democratic voters.
stated that the age group and geographic areas they ta
would ensure a high Democratic registration. In fact, 70 to 80
percent of those registered registered as Democrats.
and considers him

[;;;;;Jis familiar with

a personal but distant friend. | Utation of wanting
to arque about anything. Consequently is not surprised
thaggii;;;:;;;]had made several statements to the press

con

not knOﬁ of anybody that was required to do this. However, in

Investigationon _2/6/90 at _San Francisco, California rie # 560-LA—101615“\CTH

_ ﬁ Date dictated 2/12/90
s do 8 neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned

by

Thi

to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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56C-LA-101615

b6
Continuation of FD-302 of i ,On  2/6/90 ,Page 2% b7C

During the registration drive by CPD, the number of
voters registered would be put on butcher-type paper at the end
of each day. There was a separate category for Democrats,
Republicans, others, including age group and ethnic group. Also
during the registration drive, the six or seven teams that made
up CPD would c:?fﬁte against each other for the number of voters

signed up. denied ything other than a "hand clap"
was given to i i i Y
stating that he

therefore, is very aware of the percentage of Democrats to
Republicans being registered by CPD.
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On February 7, 1990.l

identitwy A4

1l

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transeription 2/12/90

|(protect

SociaT Secnrifyvz mnmb

the purpose oé the
following information o

address

Agents

of the FEDERAL BUREAU OF

inte

P
| 7 Y Special
hNVESTIGKTIUN“f:;;;r :elng a;v's
rvieul E

gents' identities and
rovided the

PARTICIPATION IN DEMOCRACY (CPD) :

employment with the CENTER FOR

Investigationon 2/7/90

at

by __ SAs|

[he

File# 56C-LA-101615 ’“léf@

Date dictated 2/14/90

This dd

r conclusions of the FBI. It

to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

is the property of the FBI and is loaned

bé
b7C
b7D

bé
b7C
b7D

bé
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Continuation of FD-302 of _ | ,on  2/7/90 ,Page 3%
b6
b7C
b7D
The interview concluded wi |stating that

would be happy ontinue to coopérate with the FBI but
would request tha identity remain protected.
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\ FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 2/15/90

[:::::]'téIépﬁonel i was advised to the identity of the
interviewing agents an e purpose of the interview at which

time he advised as follows:

. advised a iti i i
resides 1s

telephone [d2Es of birth is| | bé
and he was born in| | His social b7c
security account number is| |
[ |confirmed the fact he w?;kgg_ﬁgr_;?e Center
for icipation in Democracy (CPD), from throuah
He was initially hired as a |
TO| to assist in voter reqgistration drives, UHe

rmgs_refgrred for that position by of his,

| lagvised dquring the week he would| |
| to conduct voter

n drives. On the weekend he would] |
| iand actually go to various assigned sights and
coordinate the voter registration activities. He would further
give many training sessions to the volunteers making sure they

were knowledgeable enough to conduct the voter registration b6
drives. b7C
— iqi i the
| e was 1nitcially
Per hour.

! advised he had been a political volunteer many
times before, however, felt that a major difference between his
prior involvement in political activities and his involvement
with CPD was the vast resources and information which was
accessible to CPD. Never before had he seen such detailed
information regarding voter registration, voting records, voting
history and voting demographics.

b6

advised he initially attended a four to five L70

day training session in which he and others were educated on the
goals and purpose of CPD, and advised as to various methods,
procedures and strategy to register voters. They were told at
the training sessions that a specific group of individuals were

Investigationon 2/6/90 at San Francisco, California Fie# 56C LA—101615"l7E25

by Date dictated 2/12/90
DA
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to be targeted.| described that group as young,
minority, low income individuals. In addition, they were
encouraged to recruit Democratic volunteers to man the voter
registration sights.

[:::;:;:;:]advised due to his past political experience
he was somewhat familiar with 501(C) Tax Exempt Organizations
like CPD. He realized those orgarizg;igns_aﬁe required to be non
partisan in political activities. felt CPD was
definitely a partisan organization with a main objective to
register as many Democrats as possible. He felt the fact they
were targeting low income young individuals assured them a
Democrat registration. In addition, they were trained to use
various buzz words when people asked questions as to what party
they should register. Those buzz words were designed to
encourage people to register Democrat. He felt it was partisan
in that they were trained to mention positive and popular
Democrat leaders and to mention Republican leaders who had
obtained a bad reputation.

|further advised he is a registered Republican
and always has been Republican. When he first arrived at CPD,
they required all individuals to re-register. He specifically
recalls filling out the affidavit and checking the Republican
box.

Some time after he re-registered he received his

registration card in the mail, which indicated he had registered

Democrat. This was very disturbing to him and he contacted the

registrar of voters and requested a copy of his original b6
affidavit. He then received a copy of his original affidavit in b7C
the mail and immediately observed that the Republican box he had
checked had been crossed off and a new checkmark had been made in
the Democratic box. In addition, someone had placed his initials

by the Democratic box, indicating the change. | |stated
he definitely did not change his registration affidavit nor did

he write his initials ocratic box to indicate the
change was being made.i deised someone else had
changed his registration affidavit and forged his initials by the
Democratic box.

|advised upon filling out the registration

affidavit he 1 o one of two of his
supervisors, He then never saw his
affidavit agaim.

b6
b7C
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advised he was further disturbed with the
entire CPD Program due to the fact they appeared to be cbsessed
with locations which were weak in Democrat registration. They
then assigned various sights to be manned with registration
tables that were low in Democratic registration.

[:;:::::::]advised in he was fired by his
immediate Superviso He feelg |was

acting against her own wishes, however was Fforced to fire him by
the officials above her. He feels he was fired due to the fact
he asked to many questions and made waves regarding a potential
violation of the 501(C) Status. He felt he was fired for
"political reasons" due to the fact he had higher numbers when it
came to voter registration.

hdvised based on his cbservation of the photo
registration cards turned in during the time he was employed by
CPD, and the fact the registration numbers were posted he feels
that approximately 90% of all those registered were registered
Democrats and 10% were Republican and other parties. Again he
emphasized the strategy and CPD Program was very obviously
designed to register predominantly Democrats.

In addition to the above, he advised in the offices of
CPD, in which he worked, there was a large board or a large piece
of butcher paper on the wall which had a running total of
registered Democrats. | |does not believe the board
contained totals of any other registration group besides
Democrats. He believes this total was changed on a weekly basis,
probably on Sunday evenings.

|advised on one occasionl |
who was In charge of a company called |
and apparently was very involved in CPFD, showed up at the offices
to view the activities. In addition, from time to time the
regional field coordinator] |would appear at the
offices and at voter registration sights.

bé
b7C

bé
b7C
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In addition to the above,[:::::::::]provided copies of
the following documentation:

1. One blank voter registration affidavit

2. A cozf of a voter registration affidavit ngmber[::::]

dated April 29, 1988 i
1davit had been executed by,
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Payment Schef'me at S&t

By JAMES S. GRANELLI"

Jind RONALD J. OSTROW
IMES STAFF WRITERS

FBI agents are quesuomng for-
mer officers and employees of
Irvine-based Lincoln Savings &
Loan to determine if top executives
were paid.excessively high salaries
with the understanding they would
contribute some of that money to
political candidates, sources famil-
iar with the federal investigation
said.

#' The inquiries involve a larger
number and broader group of peo-
ple than previously reported, the
sources said. It was reported earlier
this week that the FBI has quizzed
state and federal regulators about
their knowledge of any scheme to
funnel corporate assets to political
campaigns.

Creditors who lost millions of
dollars in the April collapse of
Lincoln and bankruptcy of its par-
ent firm, American Continental

rp. in Phoenix, have claimed in
ltwsuits that political donations

elped American Continental

Chairman Charles H. Keating Jr.

wield influence over regulators
and keep the S&L alive about two
years beyond the point it should
have been seized.

“There's no question there’s an
extensive investigation going on,”,
said Bradley J. Boland, an Ameri-
can Continental spokesman. “At

least 30. people we know of have
been interviewed by the FBI But
they all told us that they said their
contributions were purely volu
tary and that they were not reim
bursed at all.”

Campaign contributions are ex
pected to be one of the topics at'a
hearing today before the House
Banking Committee, which is in-
vestigating what could become the
costliest failure in thrift history.
Taxpayers are likely to pay $1.1
billion to $2 billion to repair the
damage.

An American Continental

‘spokesman vehemently denied

that executives were paid high
salaries for the purpose of financ-

_ing political contributions and cir-

cumventing campaign laws that
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limit contnbutlons to $1,000 Qg___}msquoted

person. -

He also demed there was', pres-
sureon any einployee to-contribute
money to politicians, tHough Keat-
ing: encouraged them to. support
the candidates of. their choice;.

Keating and. about 75 family |

members, employees and: busmess

Bl -

PR

¢

rawford also sald an ‘FBI docu-
ment: referrmg to his' conversatxon
w1th -a Lincoln-exécutive contamed

f substantial eprors. “I doit’t khow
! that there ‘was any’ order’ to pay

. anything-to anyone, and o abso-

7
4
2

-

dssociates contributed more . than !

* $700,000 in campaign contributions

to 37 politicians. More than
$300,000 of that went to-Sen. Alan

“ranston (D-Calif.) and four other
[0.S. senators, all of whom inter-
Yened with federal regulators on
Jpehalf of Lincoln.

In addition, Cranston solicited
$850,000 from Keating for three
voter registration groups, includ-
ing one headed by Cranston’s son,

_ Kim.

One of the witnesses expected to
testlfy today before the Banking
Committee had been quoted in a
newspaper report earlier this week
as saying Linc¢oln laundered cam-
paign funds illegally. But the wit-
ness, William J. Crawford, com-
missioner of the state Départment
of Savings and Loan, said he was

lute: suggestlon that executives had
to make Contributions,” he’ sald'

Crawford said thab if asked, he.
would explain to the: Bankmg Com-
mittee what he knows about €m-
ployee contributions. to pohflcal
campaigns.

Employees and executives inter-

. viewed shortly after Lincoln’s ¢ol-
lapse said then that they wer
never pressured into making con-}

. tributions, though they sometimpes}
arrived at work to find solicitatien
from political or relxglous group'
on their desks., . -

“We cah categorlcally deny Lhat
people were paid in order to make
campaign contributions,” .the
American Continental spokesiman
said. “They were not reimbursed
and not forced to do it. Any
campaign contributions made by
employees was made absolutely
voluntarlly

USRS A




F-350 sRev. 5-8-81)

4

!

(Indlcatc page. name of

e S""”‘“}’z‘?ﬁh}"&imiéww s

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

By: Jeff Weir
‘The'Register

o WASHINGTON

cou]d :eavesdrop-on. théir’ strategy

theift’s tangled finances.

txgaﬁon, \mlght help -éxplain. why

Lincoln’s - dwner, Charles H., Keat-
. ing Jr., always seeinéd to be one
| stép.ahead of the regulatots who.
I: wanted:to; close*meolmml%W rthe ‘
' witnesses said, .« .
Representahves
' “séized; by regtilators i Aprik; ﬁzem-"
* phaticallydenied-any: knowledge of
thes tampesed lirie. ..

Hie: wetre suspicious:of: what was

TR et e e e e -

mlssloner of: the’Cahforma Savmgs'

" House Bankmg Commrttee “They

i thinking, When weaskedfor isome-
©thing; they’d ‘have

| - ready. We ‘wondered how ~they:
§ e could suppIy the- answers sofast.’”

|’ fice that Liricoln had dedicated: to
b 'therstaterexammers whorwere: GO
{ tinually * gomg ‘OVEr: meoln S

* gators ‘after. the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corp selzed meoln on
April 14.
“We felt they had some kind: of’
specxal mtelhgence, "Deputy Coin-
. missioner ‘William:  Davis. said. "
r“They alwayS‘ seemed t6_ know:

W lretapped
L ; e....._,B:ds unclmltnesses said;fdexing:

Califortia.
- thrift regulators testlfled Thurs- *
dafF that their private telephone
) :lme at Lincoln Savings.& Foan. had |
been wired: g Lincoln employeesﬁ ‘

talks. .about the Irvine-based -
BHe disclosure of a. *potentlally

bugged line, which was immedi- *
atély referredito:the FBI for inves: .

of 'me ol

P gomgon,” William-Crawford, con=
. and*Loan DPepartment, told the
' seemed to kdow what we were

‘ answer‘ i

The: Higged fine; set up: i an: of-x

-'bopks, .was discovered: by 1nvest1-‘ ;
r don’t; know the-. answer;”"
i
!

| which has heaid many tales. from |
| sures- .and bullymg ttactics that

rdo:be‘foi:e‘we‘ ’
KhbettadAAd

» i o AR

e ——
8’
=g
a
Vb
=3

I |_gate,””

e

on: 10171

Tntle \,{_0{7(’9‘& &Q/L ﬂU/f
ﬂu\m Lincoln 1415
Character W

Classification

Submitting Of:ﬁce: 5&&(/% - \ B\'\J) ‘

Uk colny o

how Tong the phone line had' been

tnpromlsed 27 op Whether
. any-
oneg’*ever eavesdropped ‘01 th fr
conversatrons

“‘Chavetalkedito corporatemyk
~agemenf and: they hzlxjre tg?én
they HEver- atithorized .op ‘particis
pated in. any; buggmg or phone-
i L

& s ««n,w —
v

a~,=-....,

tampermg aof any?kmd i Sald Keat -
ing’s-lawyer, Leohard, Bickwit) "
* He addé ‘W1thout proyldlng‘-ex
am;gles thai; “Fhe hearmgs have
['been; Tiddled frofm the -start with':
!'factiial’ inaccardcies. These have
become S0 pervasive “that they
. may‘well - undermme the: commlt-A
tee’s purpose m holdmg the hear-
ngs (o

i The heamngs whlch resumel

nextweek, were calledito. ‘unravela
[ mystery that wilk cost- taxpayers.’
| huridreds. of miilions -of dollars:
E why regulators deIayed; taking ac- ‘
! tion; ‘agarist meoln fortwo- years,
f desplte' havmg ev1dence of its; un-~,
.soundi nvestment*practrces%m 1987
l “That’s the $64 giestion;" said:.

i Wllham Black acting dlstnct
| courisel'for: the: Off 1ce of Thrife: Su-f
; pervision i San Franmsco “Why
: did‘the bankboard:do what it did? I F

The Hotise: Bankmg Comm1ttee, q
 regiilators.about the: political pres- ]

Keatmg aIlegedly ised: to thwart
their: 1nvest1gat10ns took the news
of the bug i stnde, -

,,,,, 1l tithes before ithé: hegr»-
ings, GdnzalezeeharactemZed the"

meoln case es-uae..‘émlm-Water--,

r

b

‘f .+ Thé. régulatofs . @lso testified
h ‘Keatirg;, that ‘they started usmg

4 Co. N to

. 'were discovered Iate AprLI 2L, &

wcommlttee Butwhemnvestzgafors*
returned £0.1]

. }that one: oﬁth 8 two»tampened lines

e Sy ey r Ny pemse g

Thursday that"{he examiners: at
. Lincoln: were st concernéd about
potentlal leaks. of - mformatlon 0

. pay telephones instead’ of théj
i phones at Lincoln’s ‘headquarters,
toitalk to superiorsin San Franms-

After the: takeoveri mvestlgators
-sweptthé premisesfor phare taps.
and -other électronic’ listening de-
vices. Two tampetred: jphone lines:

E day‘accordmg dentla]
:report that wds eleasect to! ithe

ncoln-to-conduct furs |
., ther tests’ April:23, they. dlscoyer

ha&b‘sew

fr——

HIE ey
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iBy «Jonathan Lansner
'The: Reg:ster

i WASHINGT@N — Cé
]saw gs-and:loai regulators said

/inyey
}me In. Savmgs and ‘Loan’s, then-

Itration d¥ive lifiked ‘to- Sen. Alan
i ! Cranston of California.

5 Ini. testimony ‘before’ the Houset
;Bankmg Cominittee; . ‘regulato

fbased Lincoln: was ‘beihg strippéd
Lof assets by its: parent Amemcnn

Tue ay’thatthey askedttie PBEta|
tigate a $400,000 ‘donatiofi: by

iparent company to & voter-regls-‘

.~ can:Continental stock from compas;

| . eight thp, executweswereépald mi
\said they suspected ‘that: Irvine-| 11988, ;

I

.Oontmental Cm:p and® the eompa-

~ /|l dence of * overwhelmmg fraud o V

specifically citing an .estimaled |
- $34 millio} the Keating fanlily |
made onl) salaries, bonuses. An
stock saleb-fr ‘
nies. i '

The. Regxster reported in July
that federal officials believed Lmq
coln. was put on the hook for a
$15° mﬂhon«loamused tobuy: Amerp

ny insjders, and that Keatingfand

lions. il 'salaries: in 1988, . '
“It ik there’s-a.track recoiid: of
mass1ve d1s51pat10n .of asset "
Please sée LINCOLMIZO

‘: ny: pres1dent,x Chatles, Keatmg Jr.
¢ - Regulators also suspected that
] Keatmg was using:insured: deposxt&
|t buy political influence. ™~
!+ The donation that caused state
i regulatorstocallin the:FBFin July {4
| was the:;payment in February 1958
; ¥by the Phoenix:based Armiérican.
{ {Continental to. The-Center-fof Par-
B trclpatlon in Democracy, a voter-
I Pregistration drive sponsoréd: by
; ' Crariston.and run:atthe: tlmerby hlS
! son, Kinmy. -

', Dufingthe: third day of testnno-

‘tal 0 ficials have demed wrongdo
,zmg

failure: testifl

8,

, one federal regulator who.was:
2§ued nf tori ig;e the Lincoln } would’ make” it the costhest sav
%d“ﬁ t'hie-found - ev1— ngs-and loan fajlure m ithe:’ T

. A i

isyincovéred:the:§400,000: contribuys
- !
!

!

e

thetompany’s 'bookslast year, "The|
départment gave the mformatlon
ito. criminals inyestigators because
its-agency had no: expértise'in: the,
area of political practices, '’

pag

‘his boss illiam Davis, the. de.
h’m’e‘ﬁ?"g chief- depuMcﬂ
{their discoveries “toghot.”

fR1chard Newsom ‘the Senior ex:
,ammer for the state agency ‘tha
discqvered the donation, told th
omrpittee Tuesday.

~ Keluti 1g-and-American. Contmen

Thé House- commlttee is mvesn
gatmgxthe«Apnl l:ollapse of: meoln
and whether-political mterventlon
helped extend Amerrcan Contmen—
fal Corp 's controL of the savmgs1
and loan. :.

Insm'mg meoln S: deposn“s could
cost more- than $2' billion, whicl

on’§ hlstory. .
wsomexplamethhat'hwagen-

1omg.as part: of its exammatlon of

Newsom.told ithe: committee’ that

-
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" S sraBerof the ‘Sen s AP 7 g K ey nel tepeppress oeapd Tﬂ'?”diﬁasN"eWﬁnivgﬁ"sﬁ
rCrafigton, & merber iof the Sen-) ™ He said Keatingispoke openty-oti=Aecording to:-Newsom's
Ea’r Eéﬂ%&%ﬁg?&mmiﬁee, alsg’ g-rhls political influence and ‘made| iny, what concérned fegula
| |

flted federdl regulators.in Aprillf -the “amazinig’ claim that the:tax- {about the $400,000 contribitio
afking them to consider-a resciie)

. . 3% 4 . A LN IR LR ) - .. + . .rdup‘v
payets would be:stuck with $2'bil-: the;voter-registration gro pwW
i 1 a?iffeil’r‘gbvgﬂoutaéoS'tseunles.sﬂietwetg 5 . 'Itsfsxze,.rgpreseg@g%%%%;
sold'hy Anerican-Continentalto-a* phrmitted. to stay in business. * | 9h‘§9k‘9f"'the:9°mp,?g§' fflé!gfoﬁpfs,
leroup'headed by former Rep. Johit| - “jNewsom said the $255 million-ir in £tal ﬁgonagogi i?écﬁons group’s
{Rousgelot, .a Repiiblican from the| bonds ‘1881‘19@1‘4“??‘ﬁmsmcanﬂgl%%% "i$-1": mil on in collections for
Eﬁosﬁ’ geles.area. "|' ilental . .through its . Lincoltiyear: . 4
| _Theg

pjan that would Hiave seen Lincoln

"
"

- , ol FOE St I . o1 51l 2
oranking membersofthe| ~branches were nothing but “a} ‘M. That thet V?E‘E’Idffé ; ”%?-32
‘House}Bankinig Committee; Chair-| “'scam® because there WQ? A go ‘group ‘S“cm_’%%’;m%p Califorhia
‘man ‘Henry Gonzalez, D-Texas,; ghance the money ever would be’-Reyn o Cout justice and an attor.
'and Rep. -Chalmers Wylie, R-Ohio, |  yepaid, . ypreme k‘?u t fJ rthe New York la
havesaidthey turted downsimilar| " py o bonqs, now worttiless, were [hiey working for the New York law
‘requests to-call regulators ombe-l' . okoced "y 23,000 Lincoln cus- tal's regulatory matters, |
thélf\of' the Rousselot deal. | toniers, marnyof themretirées:who | - ’T%;tithéladdﬁessnsediﬁwh
'~ A-Cranston Spokesman, MUrtayll ooty assumed that the bonds, | roui) is & property owned by the
Flander; said he was. unaware of {ike:regulai-deposits; wereinsured i%ransfdn tamily that also housed
jany criminal probe into the donay sy the Federal government. ,__cfanston, famy et 890 B HE
tion, part.of a series of WS 0o *y o erican Continental filed T0F i aftonts
tween the senator and the compar: vy a5 et T s otection: ) e That the group. was swap-
iny. Flander said ghe¥gr§1‘;§0§‘;' April, the day before Lincoln was) pise funds with two: othér Cran-
;w;gongd,omg on exther ¢ -1 \taken.over by federal regulators. |sroridinked political groups, the
.E%\ti/'héti‘,\;lanshas:saidf»itthatchérlet ;. The Resolytion Trust Corg., oyl

nofi: Ot}lm' ,;nsﬁtﬁtgiaﬁ% ;%%Q;g%nizv
‘ ‘ i s reg-+. | ‘disposing -of 'hundreds -of failed;fing Institute, which'had Rep. Nan-
; is(Ze;;al_‘l'(fOK suPPotrgmg ?té‘fg%% ’g_’gé%%ggﬂginsuredzs&lus,[1}?Sv.ff,119di§: ¢y Pelost, D-San Fr-ancgsgo, as a
fstration) gI‘t* o to% }v:lh%n’ftonti’ $1.1'billion civil suit against Keat-|dirgctor. it Coateten. seat
judgment At-was der said, refer+|  ‘ing and -other cotporate fo}gejrs; M. That Kifm Cranston St
one person,” Flan erl‘?-t';ﬁ"n o} andinsiders in:an effort to.recover James. Grogan, a former }iu e t
ring to Cranston's. soboitafior oy 08 e e T oo, John Gletin, D-Ohio, w e
$8505000fn0§11$eaﬁng for t G,Vf’r‘-vt L Nocriminabchargesha,ve(beento ;Workfon AmetlcanCOntlnenta

" ' ‘filed, rbl.lt the FBI isfcondugtmg an‘a‘s an attomey” a ‘thank;ym:y ;note.

ler:réeistration.campaign. . " ; A 4
[ Also, A& Cranston “aide «chlle;dy investigationsof Lincoln in.Atizona lfor the.donation. ~  ~ -
sState regulators this’ past.spring! _apd Califoiniai .~ * . - .| Cranstoriwas.ong of five US.semn
abolit the state's part in thesales * .- John:Meek,-a federal S&L. éxam-< atots, including. Glenn, who met}
. ‘process. Regulator Davis said 0il§ - iner -based in -Chicago, said he; twice with federal régulatots in
one-fther ‘US senator, Dennis De: found**‘overwhelniing evidence’ of [April 1987 about Lincoln, just be-
Conglnt, D-Ariz. had ever'contadti fraud when he was called into the: reregional federal exarniners'in
ed his agency about any -savings Lincoln case-last fall. . \§an Frantisco recommendedysa
and ¥an. DeConcini, who also.al Meek said that fromsearly 19850 lgovernmelit tdkeqverof the sjv-|
 tended the five-senator meetingh\'. ‘1ot 1988, the Keating family gotat & gs:and19aii. Aierican Continpn:| |
- 1987, also. inquired.in April about least $34 million4n salaries, bonus- tal, whosé officials contribute 10
Lincoly.” = -~ D es-anid.stock sales:from the-failing the campaigns:of all.five:senafors;
 The othet:senatorswhointerceds . compaiites. He said five execu~ did ot ToseLiincolmyntil Apzjl1989.
edwere John-McCain; R-Ariz, and}" tives, including Keating, his som, [ -~
 Donald Riegle, D:Mich., chaifmatil’ ‘Ghailes TiI,. and his son-in-law;,
of theSenate Barking Commiittee:| . . Rybert Wuralbacker, were: deavi-
The Senate ethics comimittee Has!' < ing salaries and bonuses of more:
asked the five senators to expldinl’ than §1 million a year each. £ o
' their actions dn ‘the: Lincoln p 0/ Investigators found that An eri-| -
ceedings.. ' ' can-Continental had other stljsid-
. iariegistreBahanias andPandina;| -

B e .

—

‘Keating, a:;Phoenix businessman ima
and former. Cincinnati lawyer, is\' that do not appear on the comipa- |
scheduled: fo. testify Tuesday ibe-’yi ny’s. organization -chart.
fore the House committee. = {u.7"." S e e it
- So reluctaiit were regulators ir
‘Wyshington. to move .on- Lincoln
- that House Bailkiig® Compmittee
icrian Henry Gonzalez, D-Tex
asyhas asked Presidefit Bush o
fire' Danny Wall..as-director of the :”
Office of 'Fhrift Supervision. . .+ - ?
. At one. point, ‘Wall transférred '
‘supervison.of Eincoln:froxir.the:San
- Francisco office 'to: tiore sympas e o
thetic tegulatofs: in Washington. | : : . ,}‘L
. grev;fom' said he ‘cOnsidetsl-the , Tl 2
- -federdl investiggtionsof Tincoln 3
| ihitewash . Tt RO B

e

R

.
b




FD-350 (Rey, 5-8-81)

) C £
''n g é . Ot cter
(Indicate page, ngmn of ’a“'#}/ € 157ey
newspaper, crty and state.)

Sautd ’74/ (s /;-Forma

{Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Date: [}} ! /8'4/

Edition:

Title: /Memo a // /In(o.///) 5}_[\
Workere Jo Mmale/‘ac/ political
Lonti D tiosts

Character O/é/ {
Classnfncauon \jré és- 4/71 —/

Submitting Office: Szm +2 /g Resiclat
Agency — JA. Diviston

Savmgs and

dered through: e
fa:led \hrift, the X
ly N L
! The : egatmnsu ere 1 eb
iregulators investigating ‘the $2

£, Keating Jr chalrm n-ofLii
,qun s parent. .company, .

' Zontinental Corp.

YA formier -officef of T
rSavmgs has ddmitted
mg an mflatec[ sala

iy hzlegl
of 4Chai' és Keat.

k Board~and

| the Federal Deposxt Insurance

ibillion' collapse of Lincoln, and | x A
’the mformatlon has ‘been: for- | |

Indexing:

(

A0 /B 1k

MR ~ lg;)\tD b6

SLE RETIE ISLLU

[ b7C

; -A"‘"'g71990 ;

Fal = 103 p0ELY

e e VT

FBl/DC




. YT LRACH; LWz gy =
( ¢ Committeememberff, jeto.de:
{ terminewhy fedérabireguiators;did -

; not ‘act sooner to take control -of

18

v . - == |-Lincoln, which ,go%efnmeng 9f£i‘l.
i Corp. e s atior: ' -clalsbelieved-as-éarly as1986:t0:be
s—Neither Keating nor ol 08"\ spiraling toward insolvency. .
ney, A. Melvin, McDonak T 1 TA central question is whether
g turned phone :calls see_k}n g com- i ‘Sen. Alan 'Cranston, D-Calif., and
! ment. ‘ 1 4 N
William. Crayford, director 0f | fouriother lawmakers who toge b
the California Department of Sgv- | e,rfrﬁceixted:mcre than $1.3 millidn
' ings-and, Loan, said-that a forimer - in contributions. aiid other morey-
high-ranking official at the failed } through - Keating intervened im-
thrift revealed details of the.ar- |- propeily with regulators to shield
rangement to himin April. ' I Tincoln from a federal takeover.
The of_f,iélal»i‘eQELV?(,ifa ssubstan |y foir other lawmakers are
tially inflated salary’ ?9‘3“""?5"?? Seiis. Dennis DeConcini, D-Ariz.;
rected both to make political con- \ - gohn NeCain, R-Ariz.; John Glenn. .
tributions in his own name and 04 b.ghio; and Donald W. Riegle Jr.,
“reimburse other employees Who: | H.pfich. R _
were-ordered to-contribute, Craw="{ ~ I April 1987, the Senators met

ford-said. . .’ e withe éfe(‘]i:?irall régulators and
““The company was payifig for = Dressed "Lincoln’s case' at. the.
t'h'é.lr g%lftgcall’ '~c%ntﬁbu%ons" and:, heightofathree-year investigation |.
laundering the money,” he said:, of the failing Institution, o
“Thepolicy wastoinflate salaries. ¢~ In-an-unprecedented moveiate},
He'd:get aphoniecall and:someone: thie Federal Home Loan Ban ;

- would'say: “You write a .check.’ ", ‘Board tranisferred supetvision .of!
The-phone calls were placed by: Lincoln:from itsiSan Francisco of-|
“peoplehigh upiiutheiorganizatiori fice to Washington and ordered a,
.. subordiriates -of Keating,” and' ‘Whole nei investigation. ‘

et e g

10t by Keating himself, Crawford). Al five senators have said that
‘ :itd?y" catng R I theysurged regulators:only to.con-
1 Grawford confiriied that thesofs clude:their investigation:gf Liricoln
#icial was Ray Fidél, former prisii onéwayorthe othéranddidnottry
“dent and chief ‘executive-pf Bl ' nfluence its outcome, -
jcoln. Crawlord- said that’ Fidell DUt fhe watchdog group Com-
called him after fedefal officials TI0% Cause last week asked the
L gads iffol of Lincolm i Anril . Senate Ethics Committee to:inves:
‘seized-conffol of Lincolm in April. tigatd; -and. called ori tha Justio
{41 thirik Ray Fidel is.a cléan-cut D53td; and called o the Justice

+1a¢l 15-a-clean-cu tment to detérmine whether

eyt e 2 o e

f.g'uy‘,,’"Craw'foxf'_d'%id. “He;;l}g’d \as%‘qup“ R
P e and s ol ottt oo
Fidel declined to: be interviewed]: el%%’ggt‘ff,eé’a v;qlgﬁop of federal
last week, saying, “The jwar- is guté,s;,-,!‘: aws or -any-other- stat-
;among‘other‘peo‘plexIwangqto§tay A U
jout of it.”* * - : .-'Gr_a;nston.§qhg1ted.»:~;1eqr1y‘3_;1 il
" FDIC Chairman L. Willigm: Sejd: ;!10!1‘ll_Ifgontr;bu_t;QhSEftfomlKgaitigg o
rian told'the House-Banking Com- | including $47,000:for his re-election
imittee last week that his-agericyis’ campaign,$85;000.to the California .
investigating . whether Lincdln Democratic Party and:$850,000 for |
funds were illegally used:for cam: j three voter-registration drives.
paign.contributions:to-buygolitical .| ‘Glenn received $34,000° i cam- -
influence. : ;| paign contributions .and $200,000.”
»":Seidman would not provide de-] for apolitical comitiittee he con-

.taiIS‘o"ﬁtheigquiny;“bugxsaidi%nvegtiﬁ trolled; o ‘
gators ‘“‘will be looking at’ everyj - ‘DeConcinit received $55:000: iri:
piece of évidence we. catijfind to) campaign . contributions; Riegle
determine whether or not laws/collected $76,100:for his campaign;
wereviolated:with respectto:politiy and McCain received $110,000: 1n "
cal contributions.” . 4 &ampalgn Contributions. - and
i The. barking committegiopened;$13:000 in gifts: -~ Y
fl‘earings’(l'asﬁ’;Weék?int(ﬂtheé-‘!mom - DeConicini-and:Riegle since’hiaves
failire, which is expectedito c08f-votimed: the “contributions,” and,
federaltaxpayersmore than$2bili ieCain repaid $13:000° for aird,
lion-and watidescribed as, thebigy sransportation. and ‘other gifts,
L : gst;b’an’k‘hexst.-m,hlstgr;A-_ fi-.,-k; 8P{ Glen: alnd?Ci’anStomfhangfdeglineq; ,
- 77 togive back the money, saying it
. L '+ -, bweuldbean-admission of improper -

s o

s

.+ “Thehavior, . .. T
. ButMurray Flander, Cranston’s
7X © |Dress spokesmany.said that Cran:
St would: geconsider. -

e
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! & WITNESSES‘ TestlmonyJ il

1etic:

detail:Lincoln’s. downfall/A14 o

WASHINGTON Four years’z M Co

L agﬁ aproud confldentand:poh"‘u-;

as his meorn Sa,vmgs( and Loafr
in Irvine. -

I 13/burnmg downithe: housezto
oast-thepiz —that’s what these
‘egulations’ are!” Keating told

. the House Subcommlttee omOom—

P Ll e

regulatioris.that hmlted)t'he Teal-
estateinvestments-of thmfts'such .

brace for mote toug':‘:tlmes/c‘\l

~ fmerce, ansumer and. Moneta 4 ‘.
Affairs. “To éarn.money, inmy -
. ‘opinfon, msessentlalto‘be dereg-

irlated:™
~ With that tmumphant appear-
ance, Keating— thePhoemxmﬂ

Jionairewhohad:political: ;alliesdn .
'Cofigress and :the White House, ,‘; f

and enthuslastw backmg fro

economlsts su,ch as- Ala Green—““",‘

,:seatmg heacls back to face}f
| Congress:

,span — put federal regulators:ofi -
notice that he would fight: their -
Aattempts, to place “dsuicidal’™ ii- -
vestment restnctwns. on savings: .

and Ioans.

On Tuesday, a dramatlcally !

. of tes‘tlmony before many of the |

225 . lawmakets who readily

"backed ‘his antl-regulatlon ,pltch '

e 107

T T,

PRI M-

CARUDTSr e PRIV PR L

bé
b7C




/7@(/" LT W re

o Washmgton, however, have Te:.
e peatedly dismhissed; the: testlmony

EETaRY

FROM. ¥ g
who-figutatively burned down the
‘house of Liticoln Savings and sad-
dled taxpayers. with a '$2:5 billion
debt;(the costliestss savmgs and-loan
barlout in-history.

Keatmg, subpoenaed to testlfy
before‘the Housé: Bankmg,Commlt-
tee, is the lead witness in an all-
‘star- hneup of - regulators and busi:;
néss associates who partxmpated
-on:one:side ofanother, ivwhatlaw-
-thakers:now describe-asthe “‘deba- -
clesof Lincoln Savings.” =

Hislong- anticipated appearance
Tuesday should cap four weeks of
commiittee. earings on'what some:
commi ittee: members have called

“the looting .of Lincoln Savmgs ”
Accordmg -to:members ofthe. com: |
nijttee,-the case hmges onfegula--
~ tory mistakes, polifical influence:"
peddlmg, and Keating’s. greed:
: “Thl theiblggest*bank ‘heist:in:
ai

Rep Jim Leach R-|

Desplte A history of outspoken-
. ness — Keafing flatly- acknowl--
'; . edged Iast:spring'that e expected

" the recxplents of ‘his- numerous.:
campalgn :contributions to. use
; theu‘ influence on his. behalf —

' Keatmg is. expected. to’ réfuse to’
testlfy Tuesday-on. grounds'thathls
statements.mlghtmcmmmate him:

Keatlng hag-refiised-to: comment
on; the ‘hearings. His lawyers in.

against Keating: as-“tiddled’ withi-

- inaccuracies’ that were “too .out-
©landish?* to rébut, W

‘ Federal : regulators sexzed Lm—

- ¢olti Savings oii: April 14, ohe day

after Keatiig:put meoln §:.COEPO- |

- rate parent,tAmemcan Contirieiital

In September, the: Resolutlony Trust
Corp filed:a:$1. 1 billion racketeer-:
mg ‘and: fraud awstit: agamst Keat-
ing, his relatlves» and’ various Lm-

colmexecutr@s*““‘" . i e

-

By crlml-“l

“'Fhe suit, accqirpan
‘eating by

trial. investigations of "
b the F'BI, US.Attorney’s Office;.and’
i Secuntres~and Exchange: :Commis-
! sfon; allégedthat Americari-Conti:
" hental drained millions, of dollars:
ffx:om Eincoln.. throtigh. forged ace
' counting,: phony'land deals and m~
} ' gider loans. -
. "The House Bankmg Commltteel
l fs trymg to-determine: why" “federal
ilators- ‘waited' until April. to
ta action against Lincoln' wh
’they had ample evidence as far-
+ back as: 1987 of the thrift’s shaky
flnanmal ‘condition.’ - ‘
So ‘far, most of the sworn: testi-
[:mony- suggests that M- - Daniiy

Wall who became chau:man of the

e S e .1,

P e s 1]

= ederal Home LoanBank B‘oard1 X
| "July 1987, pulled the plug: on: hik/
! fown mvestlgators by reJectm \
;" their r_ecommendanons to, seize;
* Tincoln. He then took the: unprece-
" dented move-of transferring juris-
' drctlon of Lincoln’s:case. from the |
- ‘Sari Francisco office to the bank
‘board’s headquarters- ifr Washmg—‘
: ton, and ordered his staff to work;
i out air. amlcable settlement wrth
Keating. .=
The delays gave Keatmg more
' ytime' ‘to: run- up: ‘Lincoln’s losses,]
. 'whilé paying- hlmself a $2 million]
; salary ‘The delays :also’ allowed
Keatirig, to launch. new- ventures,
‘ »mcludmg’thessale of $200zmllhon it
‘noOw.-wirthless: junk: ‘bends to- more
thati 23,000 California investors. |
. “Clearly, we were shot In the
back by the batik board.as we-bat:
: ‘tled toprotect | the taxpayers from-
Lincoln Savmgs, said William
Black, regional counsel: for~the Of-
fice of Thnft Supervision. in. San’
" Francisco.““There are-two. conclu-:
‘sions:to:draw:from- the Lincoln-de--
| bacle: Flrst it need riot have hap—

L T STE

e g

not ‘have hap-

= om wa.

=

. pened if the ' ‘bank “hoatd had
' showed any: ‘backbone. Second, fu
ture Linicolns. can: still happen: be.
* .causé the same -folks -are still in
| ‘¢harge of: regulatmg thr1fts.”, .
i Wall, scheduled-to testlfy ‘before |
the committeé Nov..21;hasirépeat |
'edly accused the: commrttee:of {ry-
! ing'to-make: hiri the- scapegoat for
_ mistakesthat: werexmadedbyf many’
offlcrals, inchiding the. politicians
* who lobbied: on Keating’s behalf.
Wallt alsosald he-only tried:to;give |
| Keating; the:same-due process. that.
| he would:; gwe fo-other owners of
' froubled-savings apd loans.
b sYou.don't have fo. be a: rdcket
ll' scientist to-see that' there is-culpa-
blhty in Washlngton‘ " sdid: Leach,
l the Congressman.
i .. As a sidelight to the regulatory
| . the banking cominittée.
» al§oisiprobingthe: netwotkiof; polit-i
"“jcal coftacts:that Keatiiig, 66, ma-=|
v mpulated stostiwart the: crackdown
© ot Lincoln, accordmg ito the Tegu-
- Jators-who. testlfled durmgvthe‘p st
:'three weeks. |
Tn.a city that thnves ofl polmc L
mtrlgue, ‘the: subplot of »Keatmg‘is |

: mﬂuence peddlmg has nbecome a,
- friost more important tha; unray
eling the regulatory whodumt
meoln Savings. o
To date, ‘the: reputatlons of f1".e
! US: senators; including: Democrat:
- Alan. ‘Cranstor: of California, and’
. several rankmg ‘mémbets: of ‘the-
i House have been: sulhed by-disclo-
. sures: ‘of the' campaign contribi-
, ,txonsy they took from Keatmg, ‘and

, Cranston, who sohc1ted nearly
; $900;000: mxcampalgnecontrlbutlons
| ".from Keatuig and his’ ‘assoCIAtes,:
" ongmally 'defended ‘his. actions as.
| partofialawmaker’snormalichore’
| “.of. representmg constititents. Butm
" recent weeks; he ot only* has-acs
, ~knowledged the “stupldlty” of-aid: |
| ing: Keatmg,buthas vohlnteenedto :
' .cooperate with.a Seriate: eth }cs’
; commlttee mvestxgatlon oﬁhls con—
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! Know” © - ’
... The web of K tmg contacts,
b moreover, ‘has widened-each weel(
as the names. of other politicians, |
! including some members of the|
\bankmg\commlttee, havesurfaced \
as panhcxpants in Keating's bid-to
‘keep reguldtors-at bay: 1
" One-of-those is. Doug Barnard a .
xGeorgla Democrat who- re(;ewedw
}$20:000 from ‘Keating in 1985 andf !
f198 and; who. discussed Lincoln’sy:
i tro bles with. then‘bank . boardj
; Ch itmanr Edwin 'Gray i 19863}

22 wo

e \...s*f:v!v:éw e

» Batnard; ironically, ,premded:ove j E

I the ;February 1985. subcomnmittee|
. ‘hearing ii which: Keatmg charged:
’nthat increased regulation. would{.
+ “‘purn:downthe. house” Loﬁ the: tlmft
. ,mdustry. ‘
Another commlttee memberj

,‘ 'lmlged ‘to Keating — -andwho: has .
' been consplcuously ‘absent from
‘ the first three hearings.on Lincoln’
. — is. Frank Annunzio, an Iilinois {
. Democrat who wrote a. Keating:.
{ backed, resolution 4in. 1985 that
\ urged Gray‘torelentonihis-assault -
; of the deregulated savings and.
i 1oan; i loan industiy; Thé s_olutmn* was:]

Rt KPP |

~- -

e

sxgned by mbens .of .Ggn-~
gress. -

Athlrdfcomrmttee -meiibet;Car~ §

roll Hubbard Jr., D-Kentucky,.also

, have -enabled’ Keatmg to sell the

lt 2 Vi &

e i el

' ‘cldim’ Keating as -.a. vconstltuent

- alsq asked ‘Wall to consider the ¥
buyoutproposal When Wallrejeet-| .
. ed the bid, Keating put Amer;gan o
Contmental and:-its. subs1dlarxes 1

i rmto bankruptcy. ‘

PN

» of many ;pohtmlans, the hearings.
- have made'a star-out. of the-chair-

', inan;, Rep. Henry.Gonzalez, D D:Tex- |

as. Uilike'the:senators who: accept~*

4 ed inore: thar $13 mrlhon from,.

! Keating, Gonzalez is -a finangis
Torierwho: refuses.to: takehononafn-
_uins. or nonéy from pohtlcal’ac-
tlon‘commlttees A
K Gonzalez ‘has doggedly pursued

ing wheritie waseiding: high-asione

benefactors in: the COuntty. wav
Keatinig, who, once-boasted ‘that
he had: spetit $50. thillion. fighting

family ‘$34 million. i - ‘the - three
years preceding Ainerican Conu-
ental’s bankrup;cy;,w_. P,

institutiorr and get out from under |
thevnegulators who wanted to.close’ |

; the Lincolnv-investigation, .éven. at §
the: risk of .eribarrassing pohf.lcal '
colleagues who-didfavorsfor-Keat- 7}

‘;} has ties fo- Keatmg, In.April, Hub- |
* bard urged Wall to support a res- }
“cue- plan for Liricoln that would -

Cranston and Sen Dennls e b
Concnn, D-Ariz., both:of‘whomvcan N

! ‘While tarnishing-the réputations' [

of the most’ fnee-spendmg xpohtldal -l

regulators, paid himself and-his |

C

A In1986, Keatmgpald $ImiTsa:
‘his son;- Charles 111, for serving %
American Contmental’s top feal-
estate executive. The year‘beﬁqr;e, -
his.sonhad worked-as:abyshoy jima
restaurant. In-1988.— while. Amerx-
- ean: Contmental ‘was losmgrmohey
i ‘Keating’s 'son-earned $1.4 il §
o, whﬂe Keatmg s, sansinslaw
'lobert Wurzelbacker - was ‘paid . i
'. 1.2;million, Another son-ifi-law:
obert - Hubbard‘ Jt., " received ¥
$570 000 in salariés &nd bonnees, B
‘ ‘accordmg ‘to- documentS‘ flled w1th 5
the ‘comphittee. 3

In addition to takifg care s“hls {1 :
. family withamoney that the: federal
government said ‘was 51phoned ;
from Lincoln} Keating took: caneoﬁ 3
business associates.’ .
. According to the regulators Who .
have sifted through 'Lincdln’s .
books, Lincoln paid $17 million: it S
finder’s fees to a Swiss bank 1hatw
' lined:up-ar$170 million- mvestntllant '
by the Kuwam govemmen
American Continéntal’s. ' Ari
hotels. Lincoln also bought .a.imi
* nority ‘share for ‘$18 :million ‘jif-a
. Netheflands Antilles bark- ,that:
v provided down. paymentsrfor many

wH

" of meoln s real-estate dealsam -

. \4
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Inesses will detail downfall of Lincoln .
Ewonamah:uansﬁér ¢ . . MeCain,ReAtiz; DonaldRiegle, B:Mick,, and month hefore he left oifice; Taggart also-ap,
pd-JetPweir ~ T o T - John Glent, D-Ohio —improperly urgedshim ~;proved Lincoln’s request to: L $800-milligny
eRegister. . 0L LT “andhisstaff af tivo meetings in April 198710, to, Stibsidiaties for-direct real-estate:invests
L e e ) f‘,ma,.ke,nule‘suchanggs‘faVOi!able‘*to Lincoln. - ment§zv'~4' IR IR
WASHINGTON == Even if:Charles. H. Keat-, . Those meetings occurred at the samé time: In.January-1985; Taggart wenttowork foi &)
g Jr. refuses to' testify before thé House that Gray’s examiner&in San Francisco-were San: Diego financial firm. that ,Sub-S,%qe@n?%Y:
king Commnitee ‘on Tuesday, the other ' ‘recbmméndihgbl,_in@oln’s:takegveg,’Zrhe,‘senae sold nearly 20 percent of its stock ta. Lincoln
heduled-witnesses are expected to provide fors, acting -on information fEom Keating’s for-$2.9:million. And.in August 1986; Taggar

T
4 1 i

‘ N ) . b

. O

Ly N RS

> A N3 i
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FN

enty of fiteworks:aboutthe downifall of Lin- - accountants, -also .confronted Gray gbout compléined-about Gray's crackdown on the
In Savings.and Loan, . - .- . x - “Keating’s claims of harassmeit from-regila: »lnvéstmen.t::y}”acgge%?Qfsaymgﬁiéndf1°%nsjmi
e most damaging testimony, especially fors. - ', . .. Lo o letter to White House chief of staff Donald
°‘the;p‘olit‘idf_ainSWhgvdi_‘djrKeatixfgf'sabidding,, - Tuesd; y'sthearing.also willfeature testimo-  Regan, according to documerts supplied to
ould'come from Edwin ‘Gray, the former 1y from three nien wi o.assisted in"Keating’s the commiittee.. ey e
deral Homé Loan Bank Board'chairmar -battle-against fegulators:, =~ - . - The House Bainking ‘Commiittee hearings
0 ‘was. Keating’s. primary nemesis in.the /M ‘Jack Atchison, whosin 1987 ¢é

ifiedithe -originally were: scheduled to .conclude this

B . Audit of American Conitifiental;. of whichiL. vee C-wittl- testimony from: ‘Wall. Now, bex

Gray rai the- iation’s savings anid loans' " coln Sa 3 ry.. chisonthen —calise of thie growing nationwide ",“%3”95" n
rinig. an-era of deregulation that allowed wenttowork for Keating:in 1938 at-a salary of * . the Lincoln-¢ase; the hearings have been-ex:
: oln, based ify Itvine; nearly $imilliort a year: Heisalsottieperson. ‘tended for af least two, mor ?.We?-lg»‘[ .
Eolfgq-‘t,i'aditiorial%‘hbmézmdrtgages.fdp’fhigh- ‘ whoi:alleg‘,edly;pe'gzs’ugded.'the;ﬁfive':Senatgits.‘to‘» L nS,qpxe,qf:thq?mqst:.@recgylctgm&0 ﬁ&;gco “hi
K Investments in" real ‘estate and jufik. confront Gray andihis.staffal out-the-alleged ~ demise, theSouthetri Californians who'bought
. e e . régulatory harassment of Lincoln, ., ~American Continental junk bonds at Lincoln,
[hen Sray attempited 16, cfack down o M Atlanta attorney Lee Honlkel, who'was. only .fo have itheim rendered worthless, Y.
se-practices in 1985, he notonly incurred "put on the three-pérson Fedéral‘Home Loan, American Contment,alassbanknupiey-gqur, e
ving end of hostile commuitications from: - House.at Keating’srequest. HenKel, whohad = But the' House Baiikin Cog;nnﬁiiyw%,et
utions and gifts from, Keating,  inmediately proposedirules that wouid havé - Sehatesethics commitfee-has daimched an i
calls ‘and notes. A€ received: from politi: . realestafe inyestments. ' Henkel. resigned. . Kedting in 1987, Fedéral prosecutors; tean-.
fired by the:Reagan Admiinistrafion. Gray ~ of h botrowings from Lincoln, = ‘Savings. for. possible criminal indictments
ans of oustinghim frori the bank board. savings. and loan . commissiorer, - who “ap- ‘Lhope-Congrésslearns'something:frompall
ray said five' senators. — Alan Cranston, proved Amerjcan Contiiental’s ptirchase-6f -of this,” said ‘Rep. Christopher -Shays,. Re

d-1980s. . -, fwhic - week.with- téstimony ‘from ‘Wall. Now,, be-]
vings-Was a stbsidiary. Atchison-ther

titutions such as.Liné ) ¢
o 1
ating’s wrath, but found himself on.the re- ; Bank Board:in Noveinber 1986. by the White « ..ing, are-scheduled to testify,
makers-who-had received carpaigii. con- ‘borrowed more:than $60.millionfromLincoln, . have-the'last word on‘the Lircoin:
v addition 16-telling the-committee about . allowed: Tincoli o increasg:its. speculative . formal:probe:of the five-senatoiswho helped
15 Gray-has.said:that Keating tried'to gét from the:board-in:April 1987, afterdisclosure - while, aré reyiewing the downfall of Lincoln;
). said Keating once-offered-him:a job.asa> ~ ‘W Larty Taggart, .California’s -for: ner . against Keating: and:some of his associates;”
alif., -Dennis DeConcini, D-Ariz., .John - 'Lificoltt ifrearly 1984, In December 1984 one’  Conn.
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l . ByJerry Knight

+ Washington Post Staff Writer

Thrift executive Charles H. Keat-
ing Jr. is resisting testifying this week
before the House Banking-Committee
about the collapse of his Lincoln Sav-
ings and Loan in California, the indus-
try’s most costly failure.

Keating has been scheduled for
more than a month to appear before

this weekend the government had
been unable to serve a subpoena com-
pelling him to appear, sources said.

A lawyer representing Keating
asked to postpone the testimony, but
f so far Banking Committee Chairman
-Henry B. Gonzalez (D-Tex.) has not
“ruled on delaying the testimony.

Federal regulators have sued Keat-
ing, charging bank fraud and racke-
teering and demanding $1 billion in
damages:from Keating, his family and

".associates for allegedly looting the
thrift in Irvine, Calif.

He is the target.of a criminal probe
by a federal grand jury in Los Ange-
les, the Securities and Exchange
Commission is questioning stock and
bond transactions at Lincoln, and the

~ Senate-Ethics Committee has begun a

ties with- prominent senators. Keat-

nocent and expects to be vindicated.
" Two weeks ago it was revealed

that the telenhane in the Lincoln of-

the committee tomorrow, but as of’

preliminary inquify into his. political .

ing's lawyers responded that he is in- -

iMouat Cypoing @ Space Becw, -

| Thrift ;'Exé.cutiiv‘e ﬁeSists .
}i:Testifying on S&L Failure

fice used by the S&L examiners had
been bugged, its wiring altered so
conversations could be heard in offic-
es of Keating's subordinates.

Last week, the examiners told of
finding that American Continental
Corp. of Phoenix, the holding compa-
ny that owned Lincoln, had a subsid-
iary in Panama that did not show up
on its organizational chart or reports
to sharepolders.

One ¢xaminer, who questioned
pa};ment§ by ACC to a Panama com-
pany, said ACC executives told .him
the funds went to a financial consult-
ing firm that had been hired to give
investment advice. Later, another ex-
aminer found records indicating ACC

.owned a company in Panama. It was

only when the two auditors compared
notes that they discovered the pay-
ments were being shifted from ACC
in Arizona into ACC’s Pananja entity.
Regulators also are seeking infor-
mation about a transaction involving a
Lincoln affiliate in the Bahamas and
miillions -of dollars in apparent losses
in foreign ctutency trading by Keat-
ing’s companies.
~ Examiners told the Gonzalez com-
mittee thht a van equipped with a pa-

 per shredder was seen parked outside

ACC’s headquarters days-petore Lin-

coln was seized by the government in-

April. Witnesses sdid there were
bulging bags of shredded paper in the

*van, which was labeled Mobile Docu-
. ment DestizztiSizCenter,
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[Swte puiicd
;._" to Lincoln
controversy

Attorney General’s Office

accused of blocking order -

By JAMES W. SWEENEY -

! Daily News Sacramento Bureau

" "SACRAMENTO — The
- state Attorney General’s Officg
blocked a regulatory order that
“wonld have dropped an.atom--~
1c bomb” on junk bond sales by
éollapsed Lincoln Savings, .ac-
Gording.to testimony .at a Iegis:
lative hearing Wednesday. "
» Richard-Newsom, a state:De~
paftment of Savings and. Loan
.éxammner, said thattheordér
would“have d isclosed. insider
fiading violations by Lificoln-
‘pificials-and halled ‘the sale of
niorg'than $10 million in now-.
worthless bonds.

I e, e

federal regulators in April. -
attorneys for the Savings and
tory order.

“would pursue whatever-action

asked. whether the department
was sufficiently sure of its facts.”

&

vestigation last week into wheth-

‘ployees sold uninsured securities
40 23,000 Californians without.a
license. J

~ Newsom’s testimony came
during a three-héur hearing by
the Assembly Finance and Insur-
anice Comrnittee, chaired by Pa-
trick Johnston, D-Stockton.
Other developments at Thurs-
4ay’snearing included:™™ "

Ta said that the Decem- |junk bonds -through
‘ber 1988 order was scaled back at {branches.

the request of the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Office to cover only unsafe
loan practices and that Lincoln
continued to sell the uninsured
junk bonds until it was seized by

Attorney General John Van de
Kamp denied that his depart-
ment ignored the request, saying

Loan Department -decided on
their own to remove the insider-
trading language from the regula-

In a written statement, Van de
Kamp said that his office told the
Savings and Loan Department it
the department chose to file, but

Van de Kamp, 'who is seeking
the Democratic nomination for
gavernor, openéd a criminal in-’

¢er. Lincoln Savings and Loan em-

B Former state Corporations
Commissioner Frankling_rﬁ"’i"é'g-
tified that he contacted. his for-
mer deputies on behalf of Lin-
coln a few weeks after leaving
office, an apparent violation of
state lobbying regulations. John-
ston said that he will-ask the Fair
Political Practices Commission
to investigate Tom, now a Los’
Angeles attorney.

B Los Angeles attorney Karl
Samuelian, chief fund-raiser for
Gov. George Deukmejian, said
that he helped arrange a meeting
with a top administration official
where Lincoln owner Charles H.
Keating Jr. asked the state to re-
lax its investigation. Keating, his __
company and his business associ-.

. ates have contributed more than :....

$200,000 to Deukmejian and the.
state Republican party through
Samuelian.

W California Corporations
Commissioner Christine Bender,’
a former law partner of Samue-:
lian and Tom, said-that she did

- not consider warnings about Lin- ..

‘coln from state and federal sav-..
—ngs and loan regulators suffi-;

CieTit 1o Téject its propdsar1o sel
its 29

spring, Lincoln sold about $200'
million worth of the uninsured
bonds issuéd by its parent com-

pany, American Continental.

Corp. of Phoenix, Ariz. t022,000.
mostly elderly customers.

Those bonds — formall
known as subordinated deben-
tures, meaning all other debts
must be paid ahead of them —
became virtually worthless when
American Continental Corp. de-
clared bankruptcy the day before-
Lincoln was seized.

Unlike regular deposits, the
bonds are not covered by feder-
al insurance.

Newsom, the state savings and-
loan examiner, said that he dis-|
covered “flagrant, unsafe lending
practices” as well as violations of
federal insider trading laws when
he audited Lincoin in 1988.

Testifying before the Assembly
Finance and Insurance Commit-

1.only new-cash in the final

- |used to buy back company. stock:
Before it was shut down last|held by Keating and other offi-;
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troit...... B wx_w st -The.Savings and’Loan,Depart-
ewsom said that Lin'cdln‘n'_féﬁﬁé'é one of two statg-agen- -
funds were used to finance-deals cies involved in investigations of
structured to personally benefjt Lincoln and the sal¢ of American
Keating and other officials and - Continental Corp. bonds through
that funds from bond sales — the Lincoln branch offices.:
weeks' The other is the Corporations.
before'seizure of Lincoln — were: Department, whose head was
sharply criticized by Finance and
Insurance Gommittee chairman
cials, “Johnston for approving the -
" Both the unsafe loans and the bonds sales: beginning in 1987
securities-fraud allegations were and renewihg the authority in
included in a proposed cease- 1988 .
and-desist order that Newsom- Bender said that she was aware
submitted to Savings and-Loan of critical ‘ﬁep_qrts by state and
Department attorneys in No-'federal reghlators,:but noted that
vember 1988. the Federdl Home Loan Bank
Had the-order been issued, he Board in Washirigton had over-
said it “would have dropped an ruled the report of its San Fran-
atomic bomb” on the bond sales. cisco branch and ordered a new
But, Newsom testified that he investigation. o
understood that the securities- . “A regulator, the commission-
fraud allegations were deleted ‘er, weiglted the recommenda-
from the order after a deputy at- tions of the. Federal Home Loan
torngy general questioned wheth- Bank Board and the state Savings
er thérg was sufficient evidence and.Loan Department and ac::

to defend the order in court. cepteaie fecommendations'ora’
Van de Kamp denied that con- very influential law firm and a

tention in a written statement, Phoenix corporation,” Johnston
and deputy Attorney General told réporteis after'the hearing.

R.H. Rehm said that Savingsand  Noting the ties between Bender
Loan Départment attorneys and her former law -partners Sa-
called him with concerns about muelian.and Tom, Johnston said
the securities-fraud allegation,  that Keating “shrewdly used the

tee, Newsom said that he found
“outright theft of $20 million fol-
lowgd by lzing tt>° ls?arehﬂolcdgls:
in the purchase by Keating of the
plusn-rorichatrain Hotﬁgm‘ 'Dé-!

who placed the-call to Rehm, }in \
.could not be reached for com-}10.

Shirley Thayer,-the Sayings érig'ht kind of lawyers and lob-.
snd“Toan Department attorrgy byists to make himself a big man
3 Washington and Sacramen- .

ment. But Savings and Loan' Bender replaced Tom as cor-
Commissioner William J. Craw- porations commissioner in Feb-
ford said that he supported the ruary 1987 when he; returned tos+
decision to scale back the regula- the Samuelian law firm. Within
tory order. e the next three weeks, he made
two phone calls to -Corporations
Department officials on behalf of —




~Lom. said the calls — one seek-

gttt =,

ing transfer of the Lincain-Tile
from San Franciscosto Los An-
geles and the other asking for an
expedited decision :on allowing
the bond sales.— were procedur-
al and not substantive,

But Johnston said that they
violate a. state regulation barring
Corporation Department offi-
cials from lobbying their former
agency for one year afler resign-
ing, adding that he will refer the
case {0 the FPPC. ===ts=o
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 WIDENS TO INGLUDE
SIGNING OF VOTERS|

HE SOLICITED FOR DRIVES

- F.B.l. Investigating Charges
. That Registration Groups

ﬁ Sought Out Democrats
l

,‘ By RICHARD L. BERKE
! Special to The New York Times

LOS ANGELES, Dec. 5 — The inquir-

ies into Senator Alan Cranston’s con-

. tacts with Charles H. Keating Jr., who
headed a savings and loan institution
| that failed, have now focused attention {
on the activities and financing of three
voter-registration groups backed by
the California legislator.

. Federal law-enforcement authorities
say they are examining whether em-
ployees of two of the organizations j
were instructed to register more
Democrats than Republicans, as iem-
ployees working for one of the groups
have said recently. This would amount
to a violation of the tax-exempt status
that the groups enjoyed based on their
nonpartisanship.
Both Mr. Cranston and his son, Kim,
the unsalaried operator of one of the
groups, denied in interviews here that
the organizations violated their char-
ters by seeking to enroll a dispropor-
tionate share of Democrats.

Cranston Denies Wrongdoing

Senator Cranston, the Demuocratic
whip, who is one of five Senators whose
ties to Mr. Keating are being examined
by a special counsel retained by the
Senate Ethics Committee, also denied
that the tax-exempt committees were
organized to pile up contributions from

corporations.
But the inquiries into the three
groups illustrate the trouble that Mr.
Cranston, known for his fund-raising
prowess, now faces in his home state
| with both public interest groups and
with Federal investigators.

f Common Cause, a lobbying organiza-

| tion in Washington, and other associa-
) tions that examine campaign finance
;  matters are citing Mr. Cranston’s ac-
I tivities as a case study in how nonparti-
/ san groups are used to collect political
money from financial sources that are
restricted in how much they can di-

Continued on Page Al16, Column 1

— ®
CRANSTON INQUIRY |

Mr. Keating’s savings-and-loan busi- |
nesses and from supporters in other

~monprofit charitable or educational

rectly donate to a campaign. ’

Moreover, the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation is interested in the groups|
because of the large amounts of money
flowing to them from major donors, in-,
cluding Mr. Keating and his associates,
.according to Federal law-enforcement
:officials.

Documents Sent to F.B.I.

The officials, speaking on condition

‘of anonymity, said that the F.B.I be-
came interested in the voter-registra-
tion groups after California banking
‘regulators sent them documents last
July that showed how successful the or-
ganizations were in raising money.
. The bureau, as well as the Securities
and Exchange Commission, has been
investigating Mr. Keating’s failed busi-
ness, the Lincoln Savings and Loan As-
sociation, and the Senate ethics com-
mittee is looking at what motivated the
five Senators to help Mr. Keating in his
troubles with Federal regulators.

Federal law-enforcement officials
said one reason the F.B.I was particu-
larly interested in the Cranston-affili-
ated organizations was the sums in-
volved: Mr. Keating or his company
gave the groups $850,000 in late 1987
and early 1983, far more than the
.money he channeled to benefit the
other senators’ contests. That does not
include $47,000 in direct campaign con-
tributions from Mr. Keating or his as-
sociates to Mr. Cranston’s 1986 re-elec-
tion campaign, and $85,000 for a Cali-|
fornia Democratic voter drive that
largely benefited the Cranston organi-
zation.

The other Senators linked to the Lin-
coln case are Dennis DeConcini, Demo-
crat of Arizona, who received a $55,000
campaign contribution; John McCain,
Republican of Arizona, whose cam-

' paign got $112,000; Donald W. Riegle
Jr., Democrat of Michigan, who re-
«ceived $76,000, and John Glenn, Demo-

nicrat of Ohio, who got $34,000 for his
.campaign and $200,000 for a political
action.committee he controlled.

Other politicans have established

' foundations that rely on donationsl

\
from their political supporters. But Mr. |
Cranston, who describes registration“
as a “driving force” in his political ca- |
reer, has been the most successful with
his voter groups. He raised roughly $7 \
million for as many as 30 voter groups |
in the 1988 campaign, his aides say. |

In an interview last week, Senator
Cranston said he had aggressively so
| Hicited contributions for the groups
from many longtime political and
financial supporters, including Mr)
Keating, with whom he met in Phoenix,
where the Lincoln thrift’s parent com-
pany, the American Continental Corpo-
ration, is based. But the Senator in-
sisted there was never a “quid pro
quo” with donors seeking his influence
on senatorial business, |

‘Not My Responsibility’ |

Asked whether some donors were,
less interested in voter registration
than in currying favor with him, Sena-
tor Cranston replied: ““It’s not my re-
sponsibility to figure out what’s in

T Date: l&/b/i??
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somebody else’s head w ey’ ¢
: S when g

mal,{mg contributions. As long ;}sletslll oy

don’t ask for a %4

ceptable behavior.”

Fred Wertheimer, president of Com-

mon Cause, whi
officials to invels(g1 called upon Federal

his contributions, sai
r ons, said that -
st}c;n registration groups ‘!opgllleucpr?l:le
| 1‘;15 eorlgogg;stté(ﬁl 1as to how people can
‘ di§1_hclosed ways?”p public officials in un-
e three groups regj
gistered
gf:]gggtfso Ifmd l1{'elied greatly cl;gulsvtllxy
making solicitati |
Senator collected vi v Al the
‘ ] virtuall
;netl)g:% ;ggdh::s son’s group, tge Egs grlﬁ
, - enter for Participation i
!I?Jciénocracy and for the Forurr)re:nI(:lI;tli13
, @ Washington-based group that |

quid pro quo, that’s ac-|

gate Mr. Keating and (|

- = =

e YT

I;oyees ot the refgistration groups and
would seek workers' payroll records.

Senator Cranston said the groups
. were as vigorous-in registering Repub-
licans as in registering Democrats. He
acknowledged that for voter drives, the
group. selected. poor and minority
neighborhoods, which were roughly 70
percent Democratic, but noted that

proper.” ¥

«1t was carefully done in accordance
with legal requirements,” he said.

Registration groups are permitted to
select communities with more poten-
tial voters in a particular party, but
they are not allowed to use coercion or
fraud to build up one party’s voter
| rolls.

operated in 13 states. Both organiza-~

|

S ]

L".
tions are listed by the Government as |
| charitable, thus donors receive tax ex- |
emptions on their contributions. '
The third group, USA Votes, is also ‘
based in Washington and mobilized |
registration drives in several states. It |
is not tax exempt. The center and USA ‘
Votes paid for extensive fund-raising ]
|

;lri%)fs Mr. Cranston made on their be-
alf.

While it was not required, American
Continental filed records with the state
of California showing that American
Continental gave $400,000 to the Center
for Participation in Democracy in 1988. |
It was by far the largest single contri-
 bution of the $1.4 miilion in donations |
that the group collected. !

In addition, American Continental’s |
contribution schedule shows that the 1
$400,000 was the largest single contri-
bution the company made that year to |
any foundation or political organiza- |
tion, Another $325,000 went to -the
5orum Institute and $125,000 to USA |

otes. |

Operations to Be Suspended |

The board of the Forum Institute re- |
cently voted to suspend its registration I
operations beginning Jan. 1 because of
the adverse publicity involving Mr.
Cranston and Mr. Keating. “They felt
like fund raising would be very difficult
under the present circumstances,”
said William H. Jeffress, a lawyer for
rhe group.

| For the same reason, the Center for
‘\Participation in Democracy has effec-
tively stopped raising money and the
»board plans to meet soon to discuss
'whether to disband, said Cruz Reynoso,
a former California Supreme Court)
Justice and the group’s current chair-
man.

\ One of the law-enforcement officials
said he had seen information suggest-
ing that the Center for Participation in
Democracy, was partisan in nature,
which would violate its tax-exempt
status.

“We want to establish what the real
purpose of these voter registration
groups was,” said the official, who
ladded that Federal authorities would
soon begin questioning donors and em-

Concern About Registration

Dino Blackburn, who 'registered
voters in Oakland, Calif., for several
weeks in 1988 for the Center for Par-

ticipation in Demaocracy, said he grew

violation of the g

ing a particular candidate.

crats.””

identified.

Kim Cranston, who founded the cen-
ter in 1987 and is now chief of .staf_f to|
Leo T. McCarthy, the California Lieu-
tenant Governor, described Mr. Black-
burn.and other critics as among ““a few

disgruntled former employees.”’

He said there was no effort by the
| group’s officials to improperlx ) slant
registration toward Democrats. ‘I per-
sonally went to three of the Jarge t‘r‘am-
ing sessions,” Kim Cranston said, “and
told people what it meant to be nonpar-

e

tisan.”
Unaware of F.B.I Inquiry

| serutinizing the voter groups.

1 All five

which is based in Irvine,

such selecting was “perfectly legal and

il While he was aware of a broader
'| g.B.1. investigation of the five Sena-
| tors, Senator Cranston said he had not
been aware that officials were closely
He said

the only contact he had had with the
F.B.I. came several months ago when
he telephoned the bureau director, wil-
liam Sessions, 10 oéferltlis a?51§tar}g§ ;n
inquiry related to Lincoln Savings.
N five. Senators met with thrift
| regulators in an effofrt Ifpat tlielzggg et:x:
er of Lincoin )

Federal takeov L Coneo
Cranston was able to collect so much|
Lmore money because of his nonparti-

sangroups. - —— —-——

!
|
|

concerned with its emphasis on Demo-

| crats. Workers, he said, were told to!

frequently cite the name .of the Rev.

| Jesse Jackson in encouraging blacks to \

register. If that were true, it couldbea |
roup’s tax-exempt

status, which prohibits it from promot-

Mr. Blackburn, 2 Republican, said
the group kept a running tally of how
many Democrats each worker'reggs-
tered. “They kept score,” he said.. “It
' was clear that they only wanted Demo-

Other former workers of the group
, offered similar views but refused to be |

- ——,

- | official.”’
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[ "WHilé the donors wére limited in how!
| much they could give to Mr. Cranston’s

could give as much as they wanted to
his registration projects, get a tax de-
duction from two of the groups and not
be subjected to Federal regulations re-
%umng that the donation be made pub-
ic.
Robert M. Stern, co-director of the
Cghforpla Commission on Campaign
Financing, a private research organi-
‘zatlon here, called voter registration
‘a very laudable goal,” but added that
Ee was troubled by the suggestion that
the money was given was not good
government but to influence a public

Senator’s Role Is Cited

_Several major donors said in inter-
views that they gave money becausel
they believed that registering voters
was an important cause. Yet some ac-

l_mpwledged that Mr. Cranston’s in-

labor groups,|.
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Jated group, the Western Center for

T ———

more attractive, and said they would"
not have given to the groups had the
Senator not approached them. '

. Broups in 1988, George B,
Gould, legislative director of thg Na- |
tlopal‘ ‘A’ssociation of Letter Carriers, |
Said: “I’'m not going to kid you, Alan’s |
Involvement was a two-fer for us: He’s |
€en a good vote, a good friend legisla-
tively. But this was a good program,’ !
nor. Keating is not the only donor to |
the voter groups that Mr. Cranston has ¢

|

Fund-raising
skills now seem
more burden
than blessing.

sought to assist. In each case, Mr. .
Cransten has emphasized, he was only .
trying to help a constituent. ‘
_In another example, the investment |
firm of Drexel Burnham Lambert Inc,
gave §25,000 to another Cranston-affili-

Voter Education, according to Califor-
ma state records. The money was so-
licited from Michae] Milken, who was
head of the firm’s junk bond depart-
ment but has since been indicted on in-
Sidertrading charges,

-

volvement made contributing much -’

'
'

i

1| Asked why his uni ;
one of the seesS, Union gave $25,000 to |

[Mr. Cranston and Someé other mem- |

@ Vaje 2

{Indicate page, name of
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bers of the California delegation in
Congress helped to lobby the Securities
land Exchange Commission into aban- b .
doning its effort to force Drexel Burn- |/ Date:
ham to move its junk bond department {  Edition:
from Beverly Hills to New York. . .
An affiliate of another Cghfomxa :
thrift group, the Columbia Savings and
Loan Association, gave §15,00Q to the
Center for Participation in Democracy
in 1988, The previous year, Mr. Cran-
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. The Forum Institute

Association . . -
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*. * in Beverly Hills, Calif.
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1. Big Contributor

[
1

S American Continental Corp.

. Association of 'Ir'riaIA Lawyers of America $100,000 Liz Claibo
. Internationai:Brothertiood of Teamsters $100,000 ° Bz
| . Sheet Metal‘\&g}?éré"iniemathﬁql
- Western Center for Voter Education
' HotelEmployees-anc-Restautant . -

Employees lﬁtern}gﬁq@iﬂhiqp |
. The Gersten Co., a developer based

828000,

Allen &Oorﬁpany S

U T . ¢ M i O
N i o 5 ST ke o e Hon owel B 2 S N - N
e T T e me A e .

T s I S
N N N ¢
(AN N
§ ey

- Donorswho-gavé $15,000°or fribresin, 1 é&a»iézbiﬁé\‘beht'érffdr'égrﬁci
“ registration group;operated By Senaiopﬁlaﬁ.\prénsgon’s' : ¥

L $100,000 " Sullan Burke;

ston had played a role in Senate pas-

!
1
sage of an alternative to a proposed ;Charag:ter:
1

or
Classification:
Submitting Office:

amendment, opposed by Columbia, to
[ limit thrift investment in junk bonds.

i Several donors commended Mr.
'Cranston’s registration efforts. “The
!' Senator has not been a supporter of the

‘0il industry over the years,” said Al-
|bert Greenstein, a spokesman for
ARCO, which gave $20,000 to one of the
voter groups in 1988, . .
i , “But we felt that voter registration
t was an issue that crossed party lines.
| We felt that this committee would be .
effective,’”” Mr. Greenstein gand:
Asked about the inquiries into the
Ivoter groups, Kim Cranston ‘m.51sted:
“People are trying to read ulterior mo-
! tives in the whole thing. What my moti-
yvation was, what my father’s motiva-

Indexing:

|tion was, was pasis:ally to increase citi-
izen participation.’
" S
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be ‘defensive over

his entanglement
1ith Charles H. g

Keating Jr., on
Veﬂne.sday angrily accused the FBI of
arboring Jpolitical motives for report-
dly probing three voter registration
toups that were backed by the law-

er and
i_x:if‘t_:. executive,

-~ . ! Discipline sought
“Sen. Alan Cranston, increasingly on!

received funds from the

PR |
| on by. Democrats,” he said.
pil . —

In the letter to Sessions, Cranston’s
lawyer demanded that the bureau dis-
cipline the government source of the!
Times report.

“These ‘anonymous’ federal law en-
forcement officials are behaving ex-
traordinarily improperly and are moti-
vated, we believe, by political rather
than law enforcement objectives,”

‘.’,{E a let}:er sent to FBI Director Wil-
it Sessions, the Democratic senator,
:Manded an investigation into the
wree of leaks for a New York Times!
ticle Wednesd i
reau is scrutinizing the activities of
e ‘groups, including one headed by
‘anston’s son, Kim.

»Jt makes my blood boil to see at-

e mud,” Cranston told Teporters
. his campaign headquarters in
tentwood. i
Cranston denied assertions attribut-'
|l to FBI sources that two of the

m-partisan groups may have violat:edi1

eir tax-exempt status by deliberately

gistering more Democrats than Re-g

tblicans. He also called on the FBI to
vestigate a host of Republican-fi-'
nced voter registration groups and
her organizations with GOP sympa-
ies, including Moral Majority and
nerican Coalition for Traditional
dues.

“If we are going to have even-hand-'
justice, if we are going to have an
3I we can respect, I suggest they look
‘0 these activities carried on_b e-
blicans as well as activities carried’

ay that reported the ;

wrote attorney William W. Taylor IIL.

A spokesman for the FBI, while re-
fusing to comment on the reported
probe, denied that any of the agency’s
u(xivestigations are politically motivat-
ed.

“The FBI has had a long history of
being non-partisan in their investiga.-*l
tions and I assure_vou_any investiga-
tion undertaken is being done so in a
nof-partisan manner,” gai ilton
Ahlerich, the bureau’s assistant direc-
tor for public affairs.

Quoting the unnamed federal au-
thorities, the Times said the FBI is
investigating two of the voter registra-
tion organizations — including the Los .
Angeles-based Center for Participation |
in Democracy headed by Kim Cran-
ston — to determine if employees were
ordered to register more Democrats
than Republicans.

Large donations

The FBI is also interested in all
three groups because of the large
amounts of money they received from
corporate donors, including Keating’s
fajled Lincoln Savings & Loan Associa-
tion, according to The Times The Gth-
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organizations are the Forum Insti--
:11.1 and USA Votes, both based in
Washington.

Forum Institute, which plans to
cease operations in January, and the
Center for Participation in Dgn}ocracy,,
no longer active in fund-raising, are
tax-exempt.

Cranston acknowledged that he so-
licited money for the groups from
Keating, but denied being asked for or
granting any favors in return. Keating
is believed to have donated $850,000 to
the organizations’ registration drives in
late 1987 and early 1988.

“He and others had a capacity to
give and had a record of giving to
public causes,” Cranston said. “Mr.
Keating had contributed to Mother
Teresa, he had contributed to anti- .

pornography activities.” ——
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' By RALBHx FRAMM@LIN@

and CARL INGRAM
| ’I‘IMES‘STAFF WRITERS

4 SACRAMENTO—The state's
{ Fait Political Practices Commis:’
! sion ‘has' opened' an investigation

tho whether two  appointées of
- Gov. George Deulkmejian—includ-.
“ing Corporations Commigsioner
Chiristine W, Bender-—vwlated
confhct-of interest laws in conx
nectlon with the troubled: meoln
Savmgs & T.oan, it ‘Wwas learned
' Wednesday. .

CIn addition, the - ‘commission: 4§

ymvestlgatmg whether Deukme_u-
Lan’stop political ‘fungd: raiser, Los,

xAngeles attorney Karl M. Samue-

han, violated the law by failing to
‘régister as a’ lobbyist. wheh he
. contacted Bender and othér state|’
officials. .on' behalf of Charles H.
'Keating Jr., .chairman of Lincoln’s
parent company, sources' said.

! They érlaarent firm,. Amerjcan: Con-

‘tment ‘Corp., early last year. se+|
.cured:: statehaf)’i)“fb'i"/al for the issus

+ance of fnore thaty $200. mllhon in’
Tigh-risk bonds,

{ “We are,looking into alleged|

s violationis of 'the Political Reform|

rAct in connection: with Liricoln;™

‘said FPPC ispokeswoman ‘Sandra!

‘rate.

It waslearned, however, that' the
“allegations before the FPPC gréw]|
out of a légisiative hearing last
‘week il which Samiielian; Berider ]
and: her predecessor as corpora-’
‘txons «commissioner,  .attorney|:
.Franklin Tom, explained their,
‘Folegiin‘the; L1ncoln controversy..

Jfor Samuelian’s Taw firm ‘bheéfore:
their: .appointinent by Deukmejlan
'tg théir public posts. Ini February;
11987, Tom resigned-as commiission-’
“érand: ‘teturned to-the law firm. He |
was.succeeded: by Bender, his: dep-.
uty.

Within Weeks of‘ his depanture,
Tom contacted hrs former agency’
to request that files for Lincolir's |
parent .company; American. Conti-
“nental Corp: of" Phoemx, be'moved,|
from San:Francisco-to-T.os. Angeles
;and.that. matters before the coms=

{
3

}mlssmner xnvolvmg the firm be

*Michioku.. She declined. to: elabo--§

g Both Tom. and Bender wotked:}

PC Probe Focuses o3| -
coln Savings Case |

——[ ’A»year later; Tom. and‘Sﬂuehan

i met Wi enderandiher.assistants

fto seek approval for American.

Continental to .continué selhng
.morethan:$200 million in high-risk
Abonds to. investors, most of them
‘Sotithern Californiaretirees. Behd -
ér-approved-the request to:sell the:
-debentures. More than: 225000 in-
vestors. bought the borid, whlch
:became worthless. with the flrms
‘bankrupteyin: April..

- Public, records filed, by Bender
-state fﬁalz she- recelved

$515 in gifts from Samuelian’s 5 ‘lan
f1rm it the year preceding
decxsmn, including a. $350 “lun-
lcheomin. my ‘honor” in: May, 1987; a:

,dinner for herself and her husband
inydJune. ”

-State law says. that no state.
:administrative official shall partic-:
1pate in a governmeéntal .décision’

“iti. which he knows or ha§ feason.
1o know he Has a fmanclal intér--
est” The law further defines fi<|;
‘nancial interest. 4s- any: source of] ¢
incothe; including: gifts, totaling |
, :$250 or more 12 months prior:to the:
ldécision being made, *
% . It ¢ould. not ‘be deteiniined: late
Wednesday whether the gifts. are; ;
part of the FPPC 1nvest1gat10n

Bender could not beé reached-for|;

|icorhment late Wednesday, but in’

iafyearlier interview she said- that
:she did not..agree with the notion:
1that she should sever - all her tles
| withiherformer:law firm;

;; “The idea that. we would’ never
again- speak to:péoplé we've-known
‘before’ we've become public -offi-
cialy 1sn’t reahstlc," Bénder: sald

Two Contacts

“During last. week’s leglslatlve
hearmg, ex-commissionér Tomi
‘concedéd that ‘he contacted his
forimer -agercy twice to discuss
‘American. Continental ‘Corp. mat-
ters just weeks after he left to.go:
back to work: for:Samuelian’s firr:
‘But. he 'said that. those contdcts
were: mmxsterxal”—-and not violas
itiong- of rules that rprohxblt a-¢oms:
fmlssmner from representmg firing

tbefore. hi former agency for 12
lmonﬂi’s

2dited.

ST e e amslsimonstem,

HEXDI

. N

N PP LA -

$15 lunch in June, 1987; and a. $150 :

jcontacts were within' the staté’s

] Samuehan and ‘Tom, said late

: ,rules

:; t?‘ " s;« ons
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“ o during the heéaring  attér-:
néw’?s'a'?n'ﬁ‘éhan deriied reports thatt
the “lobbied” -Bender and her de-
,partment to give approval for the:
bonds in March;. 1988—an. activity:
‘covered by the poht1ca1 reform. act
‘and. requiring public dlsclosure of
‘the.contacts,

Samuehan, who” sald he was
‘hlred a$ an,attorney by Keating: in:
1985, described his.discussions:with:
Bender ‘and hér subordmates as:
meetmgs to: “represent a client-as-a:
flawyer M

-"The. 1ssue before the FPPC
however, is whether ‘Samuelian’s

~definition.-of lobbying; The- Tlmes
has léarned.

t Robert 'S. Draper, attorney for,

rWednesday that hé was unaware
iof the’FPPC. mvestlgatlon but.said
‘that his:clients.did not v1olate staie

Staff wrlter Paul Jacobs contrlbuted
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IRS Probing —
Cransten Voter
Sign_—Up Groups

By PAUL HOUSTON

and ROBERT L. JACKSON
TIMES STAFF WRITERS

WASHINGTON-—The
Internal Revenue Service
is investigating whether
voter registration groups
that received millions of
dollars solicited by Sen.
Alan Cranston (D-Calif.)
violated their tax-exempt
status by engaging in par-
tisan activity, law enforce-
ment sources said Wednes-
day. Ce
IRS auditors in Los An-
geles are looking into alle-
gations that the ostensibly
nonpartisan groups placed
undue emphasis on regis-
tering more Democrats
than Republicans. Possible
violations would be civil,
not criminal, said the
sources, who requested an- |

Geemp—)

onymity. v, e
%ge main group, the Center for

Participation in Democracy, has
been operated by Cranston’s son,
Kim, in Los Angeles.

. Cranston, who has come under
fire for soliciting contributions
from the owner of failed. Lincoln
Savings & Loan of Irvine, reacted
angrily to a reference to his son in
a New York Times report saying
that the groups were being investi-
gated by “federal law enforcement
authorities.”

“It makes my blood boil to see
attempts to smear my son and drag
him into the mud,” Cranston said in
a statement that he read at a news
conference in Los Angeles. “I
know personally from Kim of the
exquisite pains he took to ensure
that registration drives he was
associated with were legal, proper
and bipartisan.”

ranston called on F'BI Director
William S. Sessions to find out
who had leaked word of the inqui-
ry. Cranston’s attorney, William
W. Taylor III, suggested in a letter
to Sessions that the anonymous
sources were “motivated . .. by
olitical rather than law enforce-
ment objectives.” ——lmt

It had been reported earlier that
the FBI is conducting 3 separate’
criminal review of intervention by |
Cranston and four other senators
on behalf of Lincoln S&L owner
Charles H. Keating Jr., who con-
tributed heavily to their campaigns
as well as to the voter groups.

Cranston solicited $850,000 from
Keating on behalf of three” voter

registration groups at about the.
same time that the senator met

with federal officials in 1987 to
discuss regulatory actions involv-
ing * Lincoln. Cranston has also
received $47,000 in direct cam-
paign contributions from Keating. -

The other senators who partici-
pated with Cranston in the sessions
with regulators—Dennis DeConci-

ni (D-Ariz.), John McCain (R-
Ariz.), John Glenn (D-Ohio) and

Donald W. Riegle Jr. (D-Mich.)— |

received a total of about $475,000 in
contributions from Keating.

The question of whether the five
senators performed favors in ex-
change for Keating’s donations is
being investigated by the Senate
Ethics Committee, at the request of
Common Cause, a citizens’ lobby-

ing group, -~ - o .
__“Tnme government seized Lincoln
last April, more than two years
after regional S&L regulators had
advocated a federal takeover. Its
financial collapse will cost taxpay-
ers an estimated $2 billion or more,
making it the most costly thrift
failure ever. . .

Cranston has raised a total of
more than $7 million in recent
years for six voter registration
groups; of which five are tax-ex-
empt.

The IRS inquiry focuses on indi-
cations detailed by The Times in
October that the five tax-exempt
groups backed by Cranston might
not have lived up to their nonparti-
san label.

Interviews, public records and
even some of the working docu-
ments of the groups showed that
special pains were taken to register
voters who would be likely to vote
Democratic. .

IRS officials have said that it is
permissible for groups to concen-
trate registration activities in cer-
tain areas as long as people are not
pressured into signing up with one
party over another.

Cranston has acknowledged that
his groups targeted areas likely to
produce large numbers of new
Democratic voters, but he has in-
sisted that potential Republican
voters were not turned away.

Date: THURS., DEC. 7, 1989
Ecition: DAILY ©PGS. Al & A26
Titte: TRS PROBING CRANSTON
VOTER SIGN~UP GROUPS
Character:
* or
« Classificaton:  80-33B

Submutting Office:

LOS ANGELES

Indexing:

In a 1986 letter soliciting funds
for the first of his taX~exempt
groups, Cranston cited “keeping
my Senate seat in the Democratic
column” as the first of four issues
of “great national significance” at
stake in the 1986 elections.

“Terrie Monaghan, a former busi-
ness manager at the Center for
Participation in Democracy, said
that leaders of the group “got upset
if too many Republicans” were
registered.

enter leaders expected that

Democrats would make up
about three-quarters of the names
that each worker collected, said
Monaghan, herself a Democrat.

Carl Pope, a member of the
group’s board, said that about 70%
of the 233,000 voters that the group
registered last year were Demo-
crats,

Kim Cranston, a top aide to
California Lt. Gov. Leo McCarthy,
was on vacation Wednesday and
could not be reached for comment
on the IRS inquiry.

Staft writers Keith Love and Ken-
neth Reich in Los Angeles contylbuted
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 12/21/89

| _
[ [telephone provided the followling

information:

He has been reading in the newspapers about the
involvement of United States Senator AIAN CRANSTON in the
registration of voters in California that are members of the
Democratic Party.

For_ three weeks before the November, 1988 Presidential

election he, registered voters in Desert Hot Springs,
California. e was registering the voters -for the Republican
Party. He learned that there were people in Desert Hot Springs b6
that were registering voters at STATER BROTHERS and VON'S grocery b7C

stores. They displayed a Democratic Party sign on their table.

checked with the Riverside County Registrar of Voters and
was told that they could display a Democratic Party sign at their
tables.

E:::;:::gzas told by two people that the people
registering for the Democratic Party would only register the
people as Democrats. One man Whoﬂﬁff:ffffftered by the Democrats

as a Democrat was re-registered b because the man wanted
to be registered as a Republican.

[::::;;:]said he thought this was improper that
Democrats wou only register voters as Democrats.
believes that the Democrats were being paid $3.00 per name

registered. He believes this money was coming from the
Democratic Party.

Telephonically ;7€z
Investigationon 12/18/89 at _Palm Springs, California EMe#jﬁQc-LHL-AW%/J‘./»

b6
b7C

by SA Date dictated 12/2 1/8 9

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Date of transcription ~1/2/90
mrSIWMumﬂ—ll
I [Throuoh their atfornev.] |J
provided| [included,
among [the following:

b3
bé
b7C

GRAND JURY MATERIAL
DISSEMINATE ONLY PURSUANT
TO RULE 6 (g}, Fed,, R. Crim. P,

Investigation on

File# 56C-I1A-101615" ‘7;

12/26/89 at _Santa Ana, California

by SA

b6
b7C

Date dictated

12/26/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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A FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 1/3/90

Pursuant to a Federal Grand Ju sub oena.|

[ provided |
| These
| among others, the following:
b3
bé
b7C
GRAND JURY MATERIAL
DISSEMINATE ONLY PURSUANT
TO RULE 6 (ﬁ)ﬂ fngc‘j!; f:‘f: Crim. P‘t
Investigationon 12/27/89 at Santa Ana, California File# 56C-LA-101615 ‘l 7@
by SA Date dictated _12/26/89

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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On January 3, 1989, Spec
| appeared at

and|

1

Date of transcription

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

1/4/90

lal Agents (SA)|

met with Attorneys|

located at]
| At this Time the sbove agents
Both
attornevs identified themselves as attornevs for the law firm of
telephone

| lsaid he is representing]

The purpose of the above mentioned meeting was to review

a Federal Grand Jury Subpoena, which was submitted to

| advised | |l 11

requested by the government.

on December 14,

1989J |
s willing to fully cooperate and produce

Wantedrtg_kngu_what
obtain

lare being redquested so as to

to the

government.

then provided the following|

Investigation on l/ 3 / 20 at

by

T}

Los Angeles, California

b3
b6
b7C

File# 56C LA-101615 "'1*757

Date dictated

to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

1/3/90

nclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
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Date of transcription _1/8/90
Pursuant to a Federal Grand Jury subpoena ,I |

[Eelephone] |provided copies of
| The copies included, among

others, the rfollowing:

b3
b6
b7C
G IAND JURY MATERIAL
VISSEMINATE ONLY FPURSUA
TO RULE 6 oF o
_ (e}, Fed,, R. Crim. P
Investigation on _12/28/89 ot _Santa Ana, California File # _56C~LA-101615 - | 76
b6
b7C
o d Date dictated 12/ 2 8/ 89 ‘

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned
to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription

1/8/90

Pursuant to a Federal Grand Jurv subhoena [ |

provided

|_t|['he

included, among others, the rollowing:

ID JURY MATERIAL
1

i %
DISSEMINATE ONLY PURSUANT

It
Yol NI N AT A |
TO RULE 6 (&, req,

R, Orim. &

Investigationon 12 / 28/89 at Santa Ana ) California
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