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REPORT

REVIEW NoO. 11-6574

The Board of the Office of Congressional Ethics, by a vote of no
less than four members, on April 29, 2011, adopted the following
report and ordered it to be transmitted to the Committee on Ethics
of the United States House of Representatives.

SUBJECT: Representative Jean Schmidt

NATURE OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION: Representative Jean
Schmidt may have received free legal services that are considered
gifts under House rules. Since 2008, three lawyers for the Turkish
American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”) have represented her in
various legal matters related to a complaint that she filed with the
Ohio Election Commission against Mr. David Krikorian, a chal-
lenger to her congressional seat.

The Turkish Coalition of America (“T'CA”) has paid the TALDF
lawyers a total of approximately $500,000 for the legal services pro-
vided to Representative Schmidt during the past three years. TCA
currently pays the lawyers to represent her in an ongoing defama-
tion suit that she filed against Mr. Krikorian in Ohio state court.
Representative Schmidt has not paid for any of the legal services.

If Representative Schmidt accepted free legal services without es-
tablishing a legal expense fund, she may have violated House rules.
She also may have violated House rules and federal law by not in-
cluding the free legal services as gifts on her financial disclosure
statements.

RECOMMENDATION: The Board of the Office of Congressional
Ethics recommends that the Committee on Ethics further review
the above allegations because there is substantial reason to believe
that Representative Schmidt: (1) accepted legal services from
TALDF without establishing a legal expense fund; and (2) failed to
report the legal services on her financial disclosure statements for
calendar years 2008 and 2009.

VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE: 6

VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE: 0

ABSTENTIONS: 0

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OR STAFF DESIGNATED TO
PRESENT THIS REPORT TO THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS:
Omar S. Ashmawy, Staff Director & Chief Counsel.
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CITATIONS TO LAW

Review No. 11-6574

On April 29, 2011, the Board of the Office of Congressional Eth-
ics (the “Board”) adopted the following findings of fact and accom-
panying citations to law, regulations, rules, and standards of con-
duct (in italics). The Board notes that these findings do not con-
stitute a determination that a violation actually occurred.

I. INTRODUCTION

1. In 2008, the Turkish Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”) began
providing legal services to Representative Schmidt in connection
with a complaint that she filed against Mr. David Krikorian before
the Ohio Election Commission.

2. In 2009, TALDF continued to provide the legal services at no
charge to Representative Schmidt. In September 2009, Representa-
tive Schmidt requested a written advisory opinion from the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Conduct (the “Committee”)! con-
cerning payment of the legal services. She did not request a written
opinion prior to accepting the legal services.

3. In February 2010, the Committee on Ethics wrote an opinion
advising Representative Schmidt that she could pay for the legal
services by either establishing an approved legal expense fund to
pay for the legal services or using campaign funds. The opinion was
based on the facts that Representative Schmidt presented to the
Committee. The letter from the Committee expressed its under-
standing that Representative Schmidt was awaiting a bill from the
TALDF lawyers and that the legal services had not been paid.

4. Apparently, relevant information concerning the nature of the
payment of the legal services was not provided to the Committee.
For example, it was not disclosed that the Turkish Coalition of
America (“TCA”) had already paid the TALDF lawyers approxi-
mately $300,000 for Representative Schmidt’s legal services at the
time of the advisory opinion. TCA paid the expenses for Represent-
ative Schmidt since 2008 and continues to pay for legal services in
2011.

A. SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

5. The Board finds that there is substantial reason to believe
that Representative Schmidt violated House Rule 25, clause 3 by
accepting legal services from TALDF, which the TCA paid for prior
to her receiving approval from the Committee of a legal expense
fund.

1The Committee on Standards of Official Conduct was renamed the Committee on Ethics in
the 112th Congress.
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6. The Board finds that there is substantial reason to believe
that Representative Schmidt violated House Rule 26, clause 2 and
the Ethics in Government Act by failing to report the legal services
that she received from TALDF as gifts on her financial disclosure
statements for calendar years 2008 and 2009.

B. JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

7. The allegations that are the subject of this review concern
Representative Jean Schmidt, a Member of the United States
House of Representatives for the 2nd District of Ohio. The Resolu-
tion the United States House of Representatives adopted creating
the Office of Congressional Ethics (“OCE”) directs that, “[n]o review
shall be undertaken . . . by the board of any alleged violation that
occurred before the date of adoption of this resolution.”2 The House
adopted this Resolution on March 11, 2008. Because the conduct
under review occurred after March 11, 2008, the OCE has jurisdic-
tion in this matter.

C. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

8. The OCE received a written request for a preliminary review
in this matter signed by at least two members of the Board on Jan-
uary 24, 2011. The preliminary review commenced on January 25,
2011.3 The preliminary review was scheduled to end on February
23, 2011.

9. At least three members of the Board voted to initiate a sec-
ond-phase review in this matter on February 22, 2011. The second-
phase review commenced on February 24, 2011.4 The second-phase
review was scheduled to end on April 9, 2011.

10. The Board voted to extend second-phase review for an addi-
tional period of fourteen days on April 5, 2011. The second-phase
review ended on April 23, 2011.

11. Representative Schmidt submitted a written statement,
under Rule 9(B) of the OCE’s Rules for the Conduct of Investiga-
tions, on April 25, 2011.

12. The Board voted to refer the matter to the Committee and
adopted these findings on April 29, 2011.

13. This report and findings were transmitted to the Committee
on May 18, 2011.

D. SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

14. The OCE requested and received documentary and, in some
cases testimonial information, from the following sources:
(1) Representative Schmidt;
(2) Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff;
(3) TCA President;
(4) TALDF Lawyer 1,
(5) TALDF Lawyer 2; and

2H. Res. 895, 110th Cong. § 1(e), as amended (the “Resolution”).

3 A preliminary review is “requested” in writing by members of the Board of the OCE. The
request for a preliminary review is “received” by the OCE on a date certain. According to the
Resolution, the timeframe for conducting a preliminary review is thirty days from the date of
receipt of the Board’s request.

4 According to the Resolution, the Board must vote on whether to conduct a second-phase re-
view in a matter before the expiration of the thirty-day preliminary review. If the Board votes
for a second-phase, the second-phase begins when the preliminary review ends. The second-
phase review does not begin on the date of the Board vote.



(6) TALDF Lawyer 3.

II. TALDF LEGAL SERVICES PROVIDED TO
REPRESENTATIVE SCHMIDT

A. LAW, REGULATIONS, RULES, AND STANDARDS OF CONDUCT

Gifts

15. Pursuant to House Rule 25, clause 5(a)(1(A)(E), “[a] Member
. of the House may not knowingly accept a gift except as pro-
vided in this clause.”

16. Under House Rule 25, clause 5(a)(3)(E), the gift rule exempts
“a contribution or other payment to a legal expense fund established
for the benefit of a Member, officer, or employee that is otherwise
lawfully made in accordance with the restrictions and disclosure re-
quirements of the [Committee].”

17. The Committee’ Legal Expense Fund Regulations provide that
“Injo contribution shall be solicited for or accepted by a Legal Ex-
pense fund prior to the Committee’s written approval of the com-
pleted trust document (including the name of the trustee).”5

18. “Pro bono legal assistance for other purposes shall be deemed
a contribution subject to the restrictions of these regulations.” ¢

Financial Disclosure

19. Under House Rule 26, “the provisions of title I of the Ethics
in Government Act of 1978 shall be considered Rules of the House
as they pertain to Members, Delegates, the Resident Commissioner,
officers, and employees of the House.”

20. The Ethics in Government Act provides that “[le]Jach report
filed pursuant to section 101 (d) and (e) shall include a full and
complete statement with respect to the following . . . The identity
of the source, a brief description, and the value of all gifts aggre-
gating more than the minimal value as established by section
7342(a)(5) of title 5, United States Code, or $250, whichever is
greater, received from any source other than a relative of the report-
ing individual during the preceding calendar year . . . .”7

B. TALDF HAS PROVIDED LEGAL SERVICES TO REPRESENTATIVE
SCHMIDT FOR NEARLY THREE YEARS

5Memorandum from Committee on Standards of Official Conduct to All Members, Officers,
and Employees Regarding Legal Expense Fund Regulations, dated June 10, 1996 (“Legal Ex-
pense Fund Regulations”) (Exhibit 1 at 11-6574—0003).

6]d. The Legal Expense Fund Regulations allow the acceptance of pro bono legal services
under the following limited circumstances: “to file an amicus brief in his or her capacity as a
Member of Congress; to bring a civil action challenging the validity of any federal law or regula-
tion; or to bring a civil action challenging the lawfulness of an action of a federal agency, or
an action of a federal official taken in an official capacity, provided that the action concerns a
matter of public interest, rather than a matter that is personal in nature.” Id.

75 U.S.C. app. 4, §102(a)(2)(A).



TALDF in General

21. TCA created TALDF in late 2007 or early 2008.8 The pur-
pose of TALDF is to protect the legal rights of Turkish Americans.®
TALDF works primarily on defamation and free speech matters.10

22. TALDF provides legal services to its clients on a pro bono
basis.1! The entity is funded by the TCA.12

23. If there is a legal matter in which the client is awarded mon-
etary damages, the money is divided between the client and the
TCA.13 The TALDF lawyers do not receive any portion of a damage
award.4

24. TALDF has two lawyers in Washington, DC: TALDF Lawyer
1 and TALDF Lawyer 2. TALDF Lawyer 1 is employed at the law
firm of Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.’®> TALDF Lawyer 2 is em-
ployed at the law firm of Saltzman & Evinch, P.C.16

25. TALDF Lawyer 3 is local counsel in Ohio for Representative
Schmidt and is employed at the law firm of Chester, Willcox &
Saxbe.1?

26. The TALDF lawyers are similar to independent contractors
for TALDF.18 Each law firm bills TCA an hourly rate for legal serv-
ices performed on behalf of TALDF.1® TCA pays for the services.20

27. TCA retained a registered lobbyist in 2008 until the lobbyist,
George Hochbrueckner, terminated the registration effective De-
cember 31, 2008.21

28. The TCA President told the OCE that he is the head of TCA’s
congressional outreach group.22 He spends approximately fifty per-
cent of his time working on congressional outreach, which involves
meeting with Members of Congress to discuss the Armenian geno-
cide resolution and Greek and Turkish issues.23

29. The TCA President told the OCE that he has not registered
as a lobbyist because he only educates legislators.24

8 Memorandum of Interview of TALDF Lawyer 1, March 28, 2011 (“TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI”)
(Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0006); Memorandum of Interview of TCA President, April 8, 2011 (“TCA
President MOI”) (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

9TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0006); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11—
6574—0012).

10TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11—
6574—0012).

11TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11—
6574—0012).

12TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11—
6574—0012).

13TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007).

14]d.

15]d. at 11-6574—0006.

16 Memorandum of Interview of TALDF Lawyer 2, March 28, 2011 (“TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI”)
(Exhibit 4 at 11-6574—0016).

17TALDF Lawyer 3 Response to OCE Request for Information, dated February 11, 2011
(“TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response”) (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574—0020).

18 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0006).

19]d.

20]d.

21 George J. Hochbrueckner & Associates, Inc. Lobbying Report for TCA dated January 15,
2009 (Exhibit 6 at 11-6574—0027).

22 TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0011-0012).

23]d. at 11-6574—0011.

24]d at 11-6574—0012.
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TALDF and Representative Schmidt

30. Since 2008, TALDF has provided legal services to Represent-
ative Schmidt related to various legal matters between her and Mr.
David Krikorian.25

31. In 2006 or 2007, Mr. Krikorian visited Representative
Schmidt’s congressional office in Washington, DC.26 He came to the
office to meet with Representative Schmidt to request her support
for the Armenian genocide resolution.2?

32. According to Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff, Mr.
Krikorian became belligerent because Representative Schmidt
would not commit to voting for the resolution.28

33. In November 2007, the TCA President first met Representa-
tive Schmidt when he overheard her discussing the Armenian
genocide resolution at a campaign fundraiser at the Capitol Hill
Club in Washington, DC.29

34. He introduced himself and offered to provide her with infor-
mation about the Armenian genocide issue.39

35. The TCA President told the OCE that he saw Representative
Schmidt frequently in 2008 as she attended various TCA events
and events with the TCA political action committee.31

36. During the same period in 2008, the TCA President believes
that he spoke with Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff at least
once per month.32

37. Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff explained to the OCE
that he first met the TCA President when the TCA President vis-
ited Representative Schmidt’s office to lobby him on the Armenian
genocide resolution.33

38. In 2008, Mr. Krikorian ran as an independent candidate
challenging Representative Schmidt for her congressional seat.

39. The TCA President recalls that in late spring of 2008, Mr.
Krikorian circulated an email that criticized Representative
Schmidt for attending campaign fundraisers with Turkish Ameri-
cans.34 The TCA President was furious about the email and there
were internal discussions at TCA about whether TALDF should
take any legal action in the matter.35

40. During the week before the November 4, 2008 election, Mr.
Krikorian placed pamphlets on cars outside of Representative
Schmidt’s church that accused her of various activities, including

25TALDF Lawyer 1 Response to OCE Request for Information, dated February 14, 2011
(“TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response”) (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030); TALDF Lawyer 1 Legal Serv-
ice Invoices (“TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices”) (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer
2 Response to OCE Request for Information, dated February 17, 2011 (“TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI
Response”) (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574—0059-0063); TALDF Lawyer 2 Legal Service Invoices
(“TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices”) (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Re-
sponse (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574—0022-0025); TALDF Lawyer 3 Legal Service Invoices (“TALDF
Lawyer 3 Invoices”) (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-0161).

26 Memorandum of Interview of Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff, April 6, 2011 (“Chief
of Staff MOI”) (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574—0163).

z;]g. at 11-6574—0164.

I

29TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).
301d.

311d. at 11-6574—0012—-0013.

32]d at 11-6574—0013.

33 Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574—0165).
34]d at 11-6574—0164.

35TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0013).
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accepting “blood money” from the Turkish Government to deny the
Armenian genocide.36

41. On November 3, 2008, TALDF posted on its website a state-
ment that it “requested the Attorney General of Ohio, Nancy H.
Rogers, to open a criminal investigation under Ohio law into signa-
ture Armenian verbal thuggery employed by Armenian American
independent candidate David Krikorian against Representative
Jean Schmidt.” 37

42. TALDF Lawyer 1 remembered that his first meeting with
Representative Schmidt about providing legal services occurred in
her congressional office in late November 2008.38

2008 Legal Services

43. According to the TALDF lawyers, TALDF first provided legal
services for Representative Schmidt in her case against Mr.
Krikorian before the Ohio Election Commission.3® She alleged in
the case that Mr. Krikorian made false statements about her dur-
ing the 2008 campaign that violated the Ohio state law prohibiting
unfair political campaign activities.40

44. The TALDF lawyers began working on this matter in late
2008.41 The lawyers billed their legal services on behalf of Rep-
resentative Schmidt to TCA.42

45. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2008
was approximately $3,905.43

46. TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the legal services per-
formed on behalf of Representative Schmidt.+4

2009 Legal Services

47. In early 2009, the TALDF lawyers prepared Representative
Schmidt’s complaint for the Ohio Election Commission matter,
which they filed on April 29, 2009.45

48. The lawyers filed an additional complaint with the Ohio
Election Commission on behalf of Representative Schmidt on July
21, 2009.46

36 Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574—0164).

37TALDF Requests Criminal Investigation in Ohio, November 3, 2008, http:/ /www.taldf.org/
ohio.html (Exhibit 14 at 11-6574—0172).

38 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007).

39TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030); TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Re-
sponse (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574—0060-0061); TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response (Exhibit 5 at 11—
6574—0022-0023).

40 Jean Schmidt v. Mr. David Krikorian, Ohio Election Commission Case No. 2009E-003,
April 29, 2009 (“Initial OEC Complaint”) (Exhibit 15 at 11-6574—0175-0178).

41TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Ex-
hibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-0075).

42TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to
TCA and TALDF Lawyer 3 sent his bills to TALDF. See TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8
at 11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0075);
TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-0161). TCA paid the bills. TCA Presi-
dent MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

43TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Ex-
hibit 11 at 11-6574—0076-0077).

44TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

45 Initial OEC Complaint (Exhibit 15 at 11-6574—0175-0178).

46 Jean Schmidt v. Mr. David Krikorian, Ohio Election Commission Case No. 2009E-012, July
21, 2009 (Exhibit 16 at 11-6574—0180-0182).
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49. On October 1, 2009, the Ohio Election Commission found in
favor of Representative Schmidt, concluding that Mr. Krikorian
made false statements about her.4”

50. In 2009, the lawyers also represented Representative
Schmidt in Mr. Krikorian’s appeals of the Ohio Election Commis-
sion decision.48

51. The TALDF lawyers billed their 2009 legal services on behalf
of Representative Schmidt to TCA. 49

52. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2009
was approximately $289,280.50

53. TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the 2009 legal services per-
formed on behalf of Representative Schmidt.51

2010 Legal Services

54. On February 21, 2010, the TALDF lawyers filed a Motion for
Leave to file an Amicus Brief on behalf of Representative Schmidt
in a federal lawsuit that Mr. Krikorian brought against the Ohio
Election Commission in the Southern District Court of Ohio.52 The
suit challenged whether the Ohio Election Commission had the
right to make its findings in the 2009 matters concerning Rep-
resentative Schmidt.?3 Representative Schmidt was not named as
a party to the lawsuit.54

55. The TALDF lawyers later filed an amicus brief on behalf of
Representative Schmidt in the case.55

56. On June 8, 2010, the TALDF lawyers filed a defamation law-
suit on behalf of Representative Schmidt against Mr. Krikorian.
Representative Schmidt seeks $6.8 million dollars in damages.56

57. Mr. Krikorian’s federal lawsuit against the Ohio Election
Commission was dismissed on October 19, 2010.57

58. The TALDF lawyers billed their 2010 legal services on behalf
of Representative Schmidt to TCA.58

47 Letters from Ohio Election Commission to Bruce Fein, dated November 13, 2009 (Exhibit
17 at 11-6574—0184-0187).

48TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030); TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Re-
sponge (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574—0061); TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574—
0023).

49TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to
TCA and TALDF Lawyer 3 sent his bills to TALDF. TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at
11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF
Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-0161). TCA paid the bills. See TCA President
MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

S50TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0044);TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0066—-0069); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0078—
0116); TCA Legal Expenses for 2009 and 2010 (“T'CA Legal Expenses”) (Exhibit 18 at 11-6574—
0189).

51 See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

52 David Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission, et al., S.D. Ohio Civ., Motion of Amicus Cu-
riae Jean Schmidt for Leave to File an Amicus Brief in Support of Defendants’ Opposition to
Plaintiff's Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, dated February
21, 2010.

53 TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574—0062).

54[ .

56]1d.; Jean Schmidt v. David Krikorian and Krikorian for Congress Campaign Committee,
Court of Common Pleas Clermont County, Ohio, Case No. 2010 CVC1217, June 8, 2010 (Exhibit
19 at 11-6574—0191-0223).

57TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574—0062).

58 TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to
TCA and TALDF Lawyer 3 sent his bills to TALDF. TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at
11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF

Continued
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59. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2010
was approximately $205,401.59

60. TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the 2010 legal services per-
formed on behalf of Representative Schmidt.60

2011 Legal Services

61. Representative Schmidt’s defamation lawsuit against Mr.
Krikorian continues in 2011.61

62. The TALDF lawyers are currently providing legal services
and TCA is paying for the legal services.%2

C. REPRESENTATIVE SCHMIDT RECEIVED AN ADVISORY OPINION FROM
THE COMMITTEE IN 2010

63. Representative Schmidt did not request an advisory opinion
from the Committee prior to the TALDF lawyers providing her
legal services in 2008.63

64. Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff told the OCE that he
spoke with staff at the Committee in early 2009 about how to pay
for the legal services.64

65. On August 31, 2009, Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff
was deposed in the matter before the Ohio Election Commission.
He was asked whether he had “made some kind of filing with the
House Ethics Committee that would allow the Turkish American
Legal Defense Fund to fund this legal action against Mr.
Krikorian.”65 Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff answered
that he had not made such a filing.66

66. On September 17, 2009, Representative Schmidt wrote a let-
ter to the Committee “to seek guidance regarding the payment of
legal fees associated with a case in which my campaign and I are
now involved.” 67

67. On January 21, 2010, Representative Schmidt amended her
request for guidance “due to changed circumstances” since the
original letter.68

68. On February 26, 2010, the Committee provided Representa-
tive Schmidt with an advisory opinion. The scope of the advice is
limited to payments for two legal matters, which are “legal work
already completed during the [Ohio] Elections Commission pro-
ceedings, and future legal work on [Representative Schmidt] behalf
in the appellate case in Ohio Court.” 69

Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0117-0161). TCA paid the bills. See TCA President
MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

59TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0045-0057);TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0070-0072); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0117—
0161); TCA Legal Expenses (Exhibit 18 at 11-6574—0189).

60 See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

61TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030).

62]d.; See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

63 Representative Schmidt MOI (Exhibit 13 at 11-6574—0169); Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit
12 at 11-6574—0165-0166).

64 Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574—0164).

65 %eposition of Barry P. Bennett, dated August 31, 2009 (Exhibit 20 at 11-6574—0247).

661

67 Letter from Representative Schmidt to Chairwoman Zoe Lofgren, dated September 17, 2009
(Exhibit 21 at 11-6574—0270).

68 Letter from Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner to Representative Schmidt, dated
February 26, 2010 (“Advisory Opinion”) (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574—0273).

69 Letter from Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner to Representative Schmidt, dated
February 26, 2010 (“Advisory Opinion”) (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574—0274).
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69. The Committee advised that “the establishment of a legal ex-
pense fund and the use of campaign funds are both permissible op-
tions for payment of legal expenses in connection with both past
and future proceedings, subject to the limitations [in the advisory
opinion].” 70

70. The Committee also advised that “before you may begin ac-
cepting or soliciting for donations to cover past and future legal ex-
penses as described above, the Committee must approve your pro-
posed trust agreement.” 71
D. RELEVANT AND MATERIAL INFORMATION MAY NOT HAVE BEEN PRO-

VIDED TO THE COMMITTEE CONCERNING THE NATURE OF THE LEGAL
SERVICES

71. The advisory opinion from the Committee to Representative
Schmidt states that the “Committee will take no adverse action
against you in regard to any conduct that you undertake, or have
undertaken, in good faith reliance upon this advisory opinion, so
long as you have presented a complete and accurate statement of all
material facts relied upon, herein, and the proposed conduct in
practice conforms with the information you provided, as addressed
in this opinion.” 72

72. In the advisory opinion, the Committee also reserved the
right to rescind, modify, or terminate the opinion: “However, the
Committee will rescind an advisory opinion if relevant and mate-
rial facts were not completely and accurately disclosed to the Com-
mittee at the time the opinion was issued.” 73

73. Pursuant to the advisory opinion, “[t]here is no restriction
under the Committee’s Legal Expense Fund Regulations that
would bar the establishment of such a trust fund to pay past legal
expenses, so long as no solicitation or receipt of donations occurred
before the Committee’s written approval of the trust agreement.” 7

74. The advisory opinion relies on facts that Representative
Schmidt and her staff provided concerning the prior payments of
the legal expenses.

TCA Paid for Representative Schmidt’s Legal Services Prior
to Written Approval of a Legal Expense Fund

75. In the advisory opinion, the Committee indicated that it was
under the impression that Representative Schmidt’s attorneys had
worked approximately 200 hours and have not billed Representa-
tive Schmidt or received any payments for their services.?>

76. The advisory opinion mentions that “[t]o date, Mr. Fein esti-
mates that 200 hours have been worked by the attorneys in your
case, but you have not yet been billed as you are awaiting this
Committee’s guidance regarding the permissibility of the proposed
options for payment of legal expenses in this matter.” 76

77. The following relevant and material information appears not
to have been provided to the Committee as of the date of the advi-
sory opinion: (1) Representative Schmidt’s lawyers had worked

70]d. at 11-6574—0273.

71]d. at 11-6574—0277.

72]d. at 11-6574—0279.

3]d.

74]d. at 11-6574—0277(emphasis added).
75]1d. at 11-6574—0274.

761d.
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more than 500 hours in her cases; 77 (2) Representative Schmidt’s
lawyers sent their bills to TCA; 78 and (3) TCA had paid Represent-
ative Schmidt’s lawyers approximately $293,000 for services re-
ceived in 2008 and 2009.79

78. The President of TCA told the OCE that TCA pays all of the
legal expenses for TALDF from its general operating account.80

79. The TALDF lawyers are employed by separate law firms.81
Each law firm submits its legal bills to TCA.82

80. TCA pays for the legal fees and expenses for each attorney
performing legal services for Representative Schmidt.83

81. TALDF provides free legal services to all of its clients.8¢ TCA
pays the TALDF lawyers for their services.85

TCA Has Not Sought Reimbursement from Representative
Schmidt

82. TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 explained to the
OCE that they never send bills to TALDF clients.8¢ TCA pays for
their legal fees.87

83. TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 told the OCE that
they were under the impression that they were providing their
legal services at no cost to Representative Schmidt.88

84. TALDF Lawyer 1 testified in a deposition during the matter
before the Ohio Election Commission that he told Representative
fS‘chmidt and her campaign that “we would not charge them legal
ees.” 89

85. The TCA President told the OCE that he does not bill any-
one for the payments that TCA gives to TALDF.?0 TCA has never
sought reimbursement for such expenses.9!

86. The TCA President explained that he has not had conversa-
tions with Representative Schmidt about payments for the legal
services.92

77TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0044); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exh';bit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0069); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0076—
0116).

78 TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to
TCA and TALDF Lawyer 3 sent his bills to TALDF. See TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8
at 11-657—0033-0057) TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF
Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-161).

79TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0044); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exhi)bit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0069); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0076—
0116).

80 See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

81TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0006); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at
11-6574—0016); TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574—0020).

82TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to
TCA and TALDF Lawyer 3 sent his bills to TALDF. See TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8
at 11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072);
TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074-0161). TCA paid the bills. See TCA
President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

83 See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

84 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007).

85]d.; TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574—0017-0018); TCA President MOI (Ex-
hibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

86 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at
11-6574—0017-0018).

87TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

88TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—007—-008); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit
4 at 11-6574—0018).

89 Deposition of Bruce Fein, dated August 31, 2009 (Exhibit 23 at 11-6574—0310).

ZO TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

1
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87. Representative Schmidt told the OCE that TALDF did not
offer to provide her free legal services and that she discussed the
possibility of a contingency fee, but that option was not pursued.?3
Her statements are not consistent with the statements of the
TALDF lawyers and TCA President about payments for the legal
services.

E. TCA HAS PAID APPROXIMATELY $500,000 TO THREE LAW FIRMS FOR
THE LEGAL SERVICES PROVIDED TO REPRESENTATIVE SCHMIDT

88. The TALDF lawyers provided the OCE with statements for
legal fees and expenses that they billed for Representative
Schmidt’s legal matters from 2008 through the December 2010.94

89. Based on these invoices, the lawyers charged legal fees and
expenses totaling approximately $498,587.95

90. According to the lawyers, they have received payment for the
fees and expenses.?6 According to the TCA President, TCA paid for
these expenses.97

91. Representative Schmidt’s defamation suit against Mr.
Krikorian is ongoing in 2011 and the TALDF lawyers are rep-
resenting her in this matter.98

92. Representative Schmidt has not received any invoice for
these services and TCA never intended to send her an invoice for
these services.?2 TCA paid for the services out of its general oper-
ating budget in the same manner that it pays for all TALDF cli-
ents.100

F. REPRESENTATIVE SCHMIDT ACCEPTED ADDITIONAL LEGAL SERVICES
AFTER RECEIVING THE ADVISORY OPINION

93. As mentioned above, on February 26, 2010, the Committee
provided Representative Schmidt with a written opinion advising
that she could pay for the TALDF legal services by either estab-
lishing a legal expense fund or using campaign funds.

94. With respect to establishing the legal expense fund, the Com-
mittee advised Representative Schmidt that “[n]o contribution may
be solicited for or accepted by a fund prior to the Committee’s writ-
ten approval of the completed trust document and the trustee.” 101

93 Representative Schmidt MOI (Exhibit 13 at 11-6574—0169).

94TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074—
0161); TCA Legal Expenses (Exhibit 18 at 11-6574—0189).

95 TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574—0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices
(Exhibit 10 at 11-6574—0065-0072); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574—0074—
0161); TCA Legal Expenses (Exhibit 18 at 11-6574—0189).

96 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007—0008); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit
4 at 11-6574—0017).

97TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

98 TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030).

99TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0013); TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11—
6574—0007).

100 TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574—0012).

101 Advisory Opinion (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574—0275). Under the Legal Expense Fund Regula-
tions, pro bono legal services are considered to be contributions to a legal expense fund and
thereby cannot be accepted without the Committee’s written approval of the trust document.
Legal Expense Fund Regulations (Exhibit 1 at 11-6574—0002—-0004). The Legal Expense Fund
Regulations allow the acceptance of pro bono legal services under the following limited cir-
cumstances: “to file an amicus brief in his or her capacity as a Member of Congress; to bring
a civil action challenging the validity of any federal law or regulation; or to bring a civil action
challenging the lawfulness of an action of a federal agency, or an action of a federal official
taken in an official capacity, provided that the action concerns a matter of public interest, rather
than a matter that is personal in nature.” Id. at 11-6574—0003.
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95. After receiving the February 26, 2010 advisory opinion, Rep-
resentative Schmidt did not submit a request for approval of a
legal expense fund until July 19, 2010.102

96. On June 8, 2010, Representative Schmidt filed a defamation
lawsuit against Mr. Krikorian seeking $6.8 million in damages.103

97. The TALDF lawyers represent her in this matter and TCA
pays their legal fees.104

Request for Approval of Legal Expense Fund

98. On July 19, 2010, Representative Schmidt wrote a letter to
the Committee requesting approval of a legal expense fund.195

99. On August 11, 2010 Representative Schmidt requested that
the Committee approve a contingency fee agreement in connection
with the $6.8 million defamation lawsuit.106

100. She also requested permission to use a legal expense fund
to pay for legal services that the TALDF provided in connection
with the amicus brief filed in Ohio federal court in February 2010.

Request for Approval of Contingency Fee Agreement

101. On August 26, 2010 the Committee requested that Rep-
resentative Schmidt provide a copy of the proposed contingency fee
agreement for the defamation lawsuit.107 Although the lawsuit was
filed on June 8, 2010, the proposed contingency fee agreement is
dated August 26, 2010.198 Based on the information before the
OCE, a final contingency fee agreement was not executed.

102. TALDF Lawyer 1, who signed the August 26 proposed con-
tingency fee agreement, told the OCE that the TALDF legal serv-
ices for the defamation suit are not part of a contingency fee agree-
ment.109 The services are provided pro bono similar to the other
legal services TALDF has provided to Representative Schmidt.110

103. He explained that he and the other lawyers will not receive
any part of a monetary judgment from the defamation suit. If dam-
ages are awarded, half of the award is for Representative Schmidt
and the other half is for TCA.111 The TALDF lawyers are paid
whether or not there are damages awarded in the matter.

104. As result, the TALDF lawyers’ payment is not contingent
on the outcome of the case. TCA pays the lawyers based on the
hours billed for work on Representative Schmidt’s matter.112

102 etter from Representative Schmidt to Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner, dated
July 19, 2010 (“Request for Legal Expense Fund Approval”) (Exhibit 24 at 11-6574—0389).

103 Jean Schmidt v. David Krikorian and Krikorian for Congress Campaign Committee, Court
of Common Pleas Clermont County, Ohio, Case No. 2010 CVC1217, June 8, 2010 (Exhibit 19
at 11-6574—0191-0222).

104 TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574—0030; TCA President MOI (Exhibit
3 at 11-6574—0012).

105 Request for Legal Expense Fund Approval (Exhibit 24 at 11-6574—0389).

106 etter from Representative Schmidt to Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner, dated
August 11, 2010 (Exhibit 25 at 11-6574—0391-0392).

107 Email from Heather Jones to Joe Jansen, dated August 26, 2010 (Exhibit 26 at 11-6574—
0394).

108 Proposed Contingency Agreement between TALDF and Representative Schmidt, dated Au-
gust 26, 2010 (Exhibit 27 at 11-6574—0396).

109TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574—0007-0008).

110]d. at 11-6574—0007.

1174
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G. REPRESENTATIVE SCHMIDT DID NOT DISCLOSE THE LEGAL SERVICES
SHE RECEIVED ON HER FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENTS FOR CAL-
ENDAR YEARS 2008 AND 2009

105. Representative Schmidt filed her Calendar Year 2008 Fi-
nancial Disclosure Statement on May 13, 2009.

106. Representative Schmidt answers “No” to the question “Did
you, your spouse, or a dependent child receive any reportable gift
in the reporting period (i.e., aggregating more than $335 and not
otherwise exempt)?” 113

107. Representative Schmidt filed her Calendar Year 2009 Fi-
nancial Disclosure Statement on May 15, 2010. On July 15, 2010,
she amended the filing.

108. In the original and amended statements, Representative
Schmidt answers “No” to the question “Did you, your spouse, or a
dependent child receive any reportable gift in the reporting period
(i.e., aggregating more than $335 and not otherwise exempt)?” 114

ITI. CONCLUSION

109. The Committee issued detailed guidance explaining the
steps that Members must follow to solicit or receive donations to
pay legal expenses.115

110. The Legal Expense Fund Regulations require that a Mem-
ber first receive approval to establish a legal expense fund before
receiving cash or in-kind donations (e.g., pro bono legal services).116

111. The Legal Expense Fund Regulations state that pro bono
legal services are contributions to a legal expense fund and cannot
be accepted without the Committee’s written approval of a legal ex-
pense fund.117?

112. For example, the Committee recently responded to a Mem-
ber’s request for approval to accept pro bono legal services.118 The
Committee advised the Member that “it would not be permissible
for you to solicit or accept pro bono or reduced-fee legal representa-
tion in connection with the ongoing disciplinary proceedings, absent
the establishment of a legal expense fund for such purpose.” 119

113. In this review, TCA and TALDF told the OCE that legal
services were provided to Representative Schmidt on a pro bono
basis.

114. TCA has paid approximately $500,000 to three law firms for
legal services provided to Representative Schmidt in 2008, 2009,
2010, and 2011.

113 Representative Schmidt Amended Calendar Year 2009 Financial Disclosure Statement,
dated July 15, 2010 (Exhibit 28 at 11-6574—0398).

114 Representative Schmidt Amended Calendar Year 2008 Financial Disclosure Statement,
dated May 13, 2009 (Exhibit 28 at 11-6574—0398); Representative Schmidt Amended Calendar
Year 2009 Financial Disclosure Statement, dated July 15, 2010 (Exhibit 29 at 11-6574—0411).

115Legal Expense Fund Regulations (Exhibit 1 at 11-6574—0002); House Ethics Manual 63—
65i16 Id.

117]d. The Legal Expense Fund Regulations allow the acceptance of pro bono legal services
under the following limited circumstances. See supra note 101.

118 Letter from Chair Zoe Lofgren and Ranking Member Jo Bonner to Representative Charles
B. Rangel, dated October 29, 2010 (Exhibit 30 at 11-6574—0432). The Board notes that this
advisory opinion to Representative Rangel was issued only to him and cannot be relied upon
by any other individual or entity. The letter is cited here only as an example of the application
of the ;egal Expense Fund Regulations.

119[ )
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115. Representative Schmidt did not receive permission from the
Committee to establish a legal expense fund prior to accepting the
legal services. Representative Schmidt told the OCE that she has
submitted a request to the Committee for approval of a legal ex-
pense fund.

116. The Board is not aware of the status of Representative
Schmidt’s request for approval of the legal expense fund. However,
even if a legal expense fund is approved, TCA has already paid for
the legal services and does not seek reimbursement.

117. In conclusion, the Board finds that there is substantial rea-
son to believe that Representative Schmidt violated House Rule 25,
clause 3 by accepting legal services from TALDF, which TCA paid
for prior to her receiving approval from the Committee of a legal
expense fund.

118. The Board also finds that there is substantial reason to be-
lieve that Representative Schmidt violated House Rule 26, clause
2 and the Ethics in Government Act by failing to report that she
received legal services from TALDF as gifts on her financial disclo-
sure statements for calendar years 2008 and 2009.

119. For these reasons, the Board recommends that the Com-
mittee further review the allegations described above concerning
Representative Schmidt.
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394 HOUSE ETHICS MANUAL

Legal Expense Fund Regulations

MEMORANDUM TO ALL MEMBERS, OFFICERS, AND EMPLOYEES!
From: Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
Nancy L. Johnson, Chairman

Jim McDermott, Ranking Democratic Member

Date: June 10, 1996

The new gift rule exempts “a contribution or other payment to a legal
expense fund established for the benefit of a Member, officer, or employee that is
otherwise lawfully made in accordance with the restrictions and disclosure
requirements of the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct,” as long as the
contribution is not from a registered lobbyist or an agent of a foreign principal
(House Rule 25, clause 5(a)(3)(E)). In light of this new rule, and pursuant to its
authority there under, the Committee hereby issues regulations explaining its
“restrictions and disclosure requirements” for legal expense funds. The regulations
set forth below supersede the Committee’s prior policies under the old gift rule? and
take effect as of July 1, 1996. The prior policies remain in effect until that date.

Legal Expense Fund Regulations

1. A Member, officer, or employee who wishes to solicit and/or receive donations,
in cash or in kind, to pay legal expenses shall obtain the prior written
permission of the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct.?

2. The Committee shall grant permission to establish a Legal Expense Fund
only where the legal expenses arise in connection with: the individual’s
candidacy for or election to federal office; the individual’s official duties or
position in Congress (including legal expenses incurred in connection with an
amicus brief filed in a Member’s official capacity, a civil action by a Member
challenging the validity of a law or federal regulation, or a matter before the
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct); a criminal prosecution; or a
civil matter bearing on the individual’s reputation or fitness for office.

U These regulations have been updated in several respects, including to reflect certain
Committee policies established after the regulations were originally issued, and the renumbering of
the House Rules that occurred at the beginning of the 106™ and 107% Congresses.

2 See House Ethics Manual, 102d Cong., 2d Sess. 49-50 (1992).

% ["ermission is not required to solicit and/or receive a donation in any amount from a relative
or a donation of up to $250 from a personal friend.

11-6574_0002
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The Committee shall not grant permission to establish a Legal Expense Fund
where the legal expenses arise in connection with a matter that is primarily
personal in nature (e.g., a matrimonial action).

A Member, officer, or employee may accept pro bono legal assistance without
limit to file an amicus brief in his or her capacity as a Member of Congress; to
bring a civil action challenging the validity of any federal law or regulation;
or to bring a civil action challenging the lawfulness of an action of a federal
agency, or an action of a federal official taken in an official capacity, provided
that the action concerns a matter of public interest, rather than a matter that
is personal in nature. Pro bono legal assistance for other purposes shall be
deemed a contribution subject to the restrictions of these regulations.

A Legal Expense Fund shall be set up as a trust, administered by an
independent trustee, who shall oversee fund raising.

The trustee shall not have any family, business, or employment relationship
with the trust’s beneficiary.

Trust funds shall be used only for legal expenses (and expenses incurred in
soliciting for and administering the trust), except that any excess funds shall
be returned to contributors. Under no circumstances may the beneficiary of a
Legal Expense Fund convert the funds to any other purpose.

A Legal Expense Fund shall not accept more than $5,000 in a calendar year
from any individual or organization.

A Legal Expense Fund shall not accept any contribution from a registered
lobbyist or an agent of a foreign principal.

Other than as specifically barred by law or regulation, a Legal Expense Fund
may accept contributions from any individual or organization, including a
corporation, labor union, or political action committee (PAC).

No contribution shall be solicited for or accepted by a Legal Expense Fund
prior to the Committee’s written approval of the completed trust document
(including the name of the trustee). No amendment of the trust document is
effective, and no successor or substitute trustee may be appointed, without
the Committee’s written approval.

Within one week of the Committee’s approval of the trust document, the
beneficiary shall file a copy of the trust document with the Legislative
Resource Center (B-106 Cannon House Office Building) for public disclosure.

11-6574_0003
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13.  The beneficiary of a Legal Expense Fund shall report to the Committee on a
quarterly basis, with a copy filed for public disclosure at the Legislative
Resource Center:

a) any donation to the Fund from a corporation or labor union;

b) any contribution (or group of contributions) exceeding $250 in a
calendar year from any other single source; and

¢) any expenditure from the Fund exceeding $250 in a calendar year.

The reports shall state the full name and street address of each donor,
contributor or recipient required to be disclosed. Beginning October 30, 1996,
these reports shall be due as follows:

Reporting Period Due Date
January 1 — March 31 April 30
April 1 — June 30 July 30
July 1 — September 30 October 30
October 1 — December 31 January 30

14. Any Member or employee who established a Legal Expense Fund prior to
July 1, 1996 shall make any necessary modifications to the trust document to
bring it into compliance with these regulations and shall disclose the trust
document with his or her first quarterly report of the 105th Congress on
January 30, 1997. Reports of receipts and expenditures shall be due
beginning October 30, 1996, as stated in paragraph 13, above.

Use of Campaign Funds for Legal Expenses

This Committee has stated (in Chapter 4 on campaign activity) that Members
may use campaign funds to defend legal actions arising out of their campaign,
election, or the performance of their official duties. More recently, however, the
Federal Election Commission (FEC) issued regulations defining impermissible
personal uses of campaign funds, including using campaign funds for certain legal
expenses. Any Member contemplating the use of campaign funds for the direct
payment of legal expenses or for contribution to a legal expense fund should first
contact the FEC.

11-6574_0004
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CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW

INRE: TALDF Lawyer 1

REVIEW No.: 11-6574

DATE: March 28, 2011

LOCATION: Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036
TIME: 10:00 a.m. to 10:45 a.m. (approximately)
PARTICIPANTS:  Kedric L. Payne
Paul J. Solis

SUMMARY': The OCE requested an interview TALDF Lawyer 1, who is an attorney with the
Turkish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”), on March 28, 2011, and he consented to an
interview. TALDF Lawyer 1 (the “witness”) made the following statements in response to our
questioning:

1. The witness was given an 18 U.S.C. § 1001 warning and consented to an interview. He
signed a written acknowledgement of the warning, which will be placed in the case file in
this review.

2. The witness explained that TALDF is a unit of the Turkish Coalition of America
(“TCA”). The witness believes that TCA was established in 2005 or 2006 and TALDF
was established in 2007 or 2008.

3. His firm, Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc. is his current employer. TCA pays the firm for
the work that the witness performs on behalf of TALDF. The witness explained that he
is more like an independent contractor with TALDF.

4. TALDF was created to protect the legal rights of Turkish Americans and focuses on free
speech cases. TALDF receives various requests from individuals requesting legal
services.

5. The witness screens potential cases and determines if the cases are consistent with the
TALDF mission.

MOI - Page 1 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

11-6574_0006
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Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

6. The witness told the OCE that a case usually aligns with the TALDF mission if it
supports Turkish Americans being able to participate in open public discourse and
protects Turkish Americans from any type of discrimination.

7. TCA funds TALDF. As a result, the witness’ law firm bills TCA for the hours he works
on behalf of TALDF and TCA pays the law firm. There is no retainer agreement and the
bills are based on the amount of time the witness spends working on a matter.

8. TALDF provides legal services at no charge to its clients, on a “pro bono” basis. The
witness stated that its customary to think pro bono, although TCA and the client may
share damage awards in a specific case.

9. Ifthere is a legal matter where a TALDF client wins a monetary judgment, the money is
divided between TCA and the client. Neither the witness nor his TALDF colleague
receives any portion of monetary damages awarded in a legal matter.

10. Examples of TALDF clients include a professor who has a defamation suit and a student
who has a civil rights case.

11. TALDF has not represented any federal, state, or local or public official other than
Representative Schmidt.

12. The witness believes that he first met Representative Schmidt in November 2008.

13. He first learned of Representative Schmidt from Lincoln McCurdy, who is the President
of TCA. Mr. McCurdy told the witness that Representative Schmidt was interested in
filing a complaint with the Ohio Election Commission against David Krikorian, The
witness does not know who initiated the contact between Mr. McCurdy and
Representative Schmidt.

14. Near the end of November 2008, the witness met with Representative Schmidt in her
Washington, DC office to discuss the complaint. He believes that her current Chief of
Staff, Joe Jansen and her former Chief of Staff, Barry Bennett attended the meeting. The
witness believes that Joe Jansen was acting as her lawyer at the time. At the meeting,
they discussed filing a case with the Ohio Elections Commission.

15. The witness explained that TALDF s legal services were provided at no charge to
Representative Schmidt and that was his understanding at their first meeting.

16. Although the complaint was discussed in November 2008, it was not filed until April
2009 because TALDF was waiting for “ethics” approval.

MOI - Page 2 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

11-6574_0007



29

CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

17. The witness did not know at the time whether “ethics” approval meant approval from a
congressional entity or the Federal Election Commission. He did not know what aspect
of the representation had to be approved.

18. In April 2009, Mr. Bennett told the witness that ethics approval had been received and
action could be filed because it was approved by ethics.

19. The witness had been working on the case while waiting for client approval.

20. The witness hired Donald Brey as local counsel for the Ohio Election Commission
matter. The witness told the OCE that Representative Schmidt referred Mr. Brey to him.
TCA pays Mr. Brey’s legal fees.

21. TALDF represented Representative Schmidt in matters involving Mr. Krikorian’s appeal
of the Ohio Election Commission decision, an amicus brief in federal court, and a
defamation suit against Mr. Krikorian. Representative Schmidt was alerted to all of these
actions.

22. With all of these matters, the witness understood that TALDF was providing pro bono

services to Representative Schmidt. Further, there was no written agreement for scope of
services to be provided to Representative Schmidt.

23. He considered each of the matters to be related to the Ohio Election Commission
complaint that was discussed in the first meeting of November 2008. The defamation
suit was contemplated at the time of the Ohio Election Commission complaint and at
other times during discussions with Representative Schmidt.

24. The witness stated that the legal services for the defamation suit are not part of a
contingency fee agreement. The services are pro hono like the other services provided.
However, there is an understanding that if there is a monetary judgment, it will be equally
divided between Representative Schmidt and TCA. The witness will not receive any part
of a monetary judgment.

28

n

. When asked about a complaint that Representative Schmidt’s campaign filed before the
Federal Election Commission against Mr. Krikorian in 2009, the witness said that he was
not involved in this matter.

26. Mr. Bennett mentioned a legal trust fund to the witness, but the witness “does not care
one way or the other if a fund pays for the legal expenses.” He will not receive the
money, but it will reimburse TCA. The witness stated that the back and forth with ethics
lawyers over a legal trust fund was “not an inflection point” in the battery of litigation.

MOI - Page 3 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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This memorandum was prepared on March 29, 2011, based on the notes that the OCE staff
prepared during the interview with the witness on March 28, 2011. I certify that this
memorandum contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on March 28, 2011.

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel
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CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW

IN RE: President of Turkish Coalition of America (“TCA”™)
REVIEW No.: 11-6574

DATE: April 8, 2011

LOCATION: Turkish Coalition of America

1025 Connecticut Avenue
Washington, DC 20036
TIME: 2:10 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. (approximately)
PARTICIPANTS:  Kedric L. Payne
Paul J. Solis

SUMMARY: The OCE requested an interview with the President of the Turkish Coalition of
America (“TCA”), on April 8, 2011, and he consented to an interview. The TCA President (the
“witness”) made the following statements in response to our questioning;

1. The witness was given an 18 U.8.C. § 1001 warning and consented to an interview. He
signed a written acknowledgement of the warning, which will be placed in the case file in
this review.

2. The witness told the OCE that was involved in creating TCA with Dr. Yakin Ayasya.
TCA was created in February 2007.

3. TCA is a 501(c)(3) organization that is intended to educate the general public about the
Turkish American community; empower the Turkish American community; and bridge
gaps between the general public and the Turkish American community.

4. The organization is divided into several groups: Capitol Hill outreach; community
outreach; scholarship program; and the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund
(“TALDF”). TCA is also involved in organizing trips for Members of Congress and it
has a political action committee.

5. The witness is the head of the group involved in Capitol Hill outreach. The group also
has one full-time employee and one part-time employee. The witness told the OCE that
he spends about 50% of his time working on congressional outreach.

6. This group works with the Turkish Caucus, which is comprised of Members of Congress.
The Capitol Hill outreach group encourages Members to join the Turkish Caucus and it
provides educational materials to Members concerning Turkey.

MOI - Page 1 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

7. The Capitol Hill outreach group meets with legislators concerning the Armenian
genocide resolution. The group also meets with legislators concerning Greek and
Turkish issues.

8. The witness told the OCE that no one in TCA’s Capitol Hill outreach group is registered
as a lobbyist. He explained that he is not registered as a lobbyist because he only
educates legislators.

9. TALDF was created in late 2007 or the beginning of 2008. The entity was created
because Dr. Ayasya wanted an organization to help Turkish Americans that were victims
of discrimination.

10. The witness described TALDF as an anti-defamation entity. TALDF becomes involved
in legal matters when the lawyers identify a case and decide to accept it or when Turkish
Americans request TALDF’s legal assistance.

11. The TCA funds TALDF. The witness approves all TCA payments to TALDF and
controls the TCA budget.

12. These approvals include all payments to TALDF lawyers Bruce Fein and David
Saltzman.

13. The money that TCA uses to pay TALDF comes from TCA’s general budget. The
witness told the OCE that the TCA does not seek any reimbursements or payments from
TALDF clients. TCA also does not solicit funds from any other sources to pay for
TALDF expenses.

14. The witness is involved in pre-approving new TALDF legal matters. He attends
meetings about new matters. The approval decisions are done by a consensus of the
witness; Guler Koknar, TCA Vice President; Bruce Fein; David Saltzman; and the TCA
Chairman Dr. Ayasya. This group meets approximately four times per year to make
decisions on new matters for TALDF.

15. The witness believes that he first met Representative Jean Schmidt in November 2007 at
a fundraiser for Ohio Republicans at the Capitol Hill Club. He attended the fundraiser
because the TCA PAC made a campaign contribution for the event.

16. During the event, he overheard Representative Schmidt discussing the Armenian
genocide resolution. He introduced himself and explained to Representative Schmidt that
he worked for TCA. He offered to provide her with material concerning the Armenian
genocide issue.

MOI - Page 2 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

17. The witness told the OCE that Representative Schmidt collected information from
sources representing all sides of the Armenian genocide issue and independently decided
that she could not support the resolution. He believes that she publicly stated that she
could not support the Armenian genocide resolution in December 2007.

18. He believes that near late spring 2008, he received an email, possibly from a Turkish
American. In the email, David Krikorian criticized Representative Schmidt for attending
campaign fundraisers with Turkish Americans. This email had been sent to various
recipients and the witness is not sure who sent it to him.

19. The witness was furious when he read this email because it made him feel that Turkish
Americans could not participate in the political process like everyone else without being

criticized.

20. He recalls that in the summer of 2008 there were internal discussions at TALDF about
whether they should take any legal action in the matter.

21. The witness is not certain if he approached Representative Schmidt and offered TALDF
services or if she asked him whether TALDF could provide services.

22. He told the OCE that he saw Representative Schmidt a few times after he received the

Krikorian email and they discussed news about Mr. Krikorian. During these discussions,
the witness may have mentioned TALDF to Representative Schmidt.

23. He saw Representative Schmidt frequently in 2008 because Representative Schmidt
attended TCA events. Also, the TCA PAC was involved in events with Representative
Schmidt.

24. The witness also spoke with Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff, Barry Bennett, at
least once per month in 2008 and they discussed the Krikorian matter.

25.

i

The witness recalled Mr. Bennett asking him something about payment for legal services.
He explained that he either told Mr. Bennett to reach out to Bruce Fein or he may have
told Bruce Fein to reach out to Mr. Bennett. When asked if Mr. Bennett discussed a
contingency fee with him, the witness stated that he did not recall that he did.

26. The witness told the OCE that before TALDF could proceed with assisting
Representative Schmidt with filing the complaint with the Ohio Election Commission,
Mr. Bennett mentioned something about “ethics.”

27. He was not involved in any further discussions about payment for the legal services and
never talked to Representative Schmidt about payment for services.
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Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

This memorandum was prepared on April 11, 2011, based on the notes that the OCE staff
prepared during the interview with the witness on April 8, 2011. I certify that this memorandum
contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on April 8, 2011.

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel
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CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW

INRE: TALDF Lawyer 2
REVIEW No.: 11-6574

DATE: March 28, 2011
LOCATION: Saltzman & Evinch, P.C.

655 15" Street, NW

Washington, DC 20005
TIME: 2:05 p.m. to 2:45 a.m. (approximately)
PARTICIPANTS:  Kedric L. Payne

Paul J. Solis

SUMMARY: The OCE requested an interview with TALDF Lawyer 2, who is an attorney with
the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”), on March 28, 2011, and he consented to
an interview. TALDF Lawyer 2 (the “witness”) made the following statements in response to
our questioning:

1. The witness was given an 18 U.S.C. § 1001 warning and consented to an interview. He
signed a written acknowledgement of the warning, which will be placed in the case file in
this review.

2. The witness is a principle at the law firm of Saltzman & Evinch, P.C. He has been
employed with the firm since 1993.

3. He provides legal services to the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”).
The services include informing Turkish Americans of their legal rights and reviewing
requests for legal representation from Turkish Americans. This litigation part of the work
is what the witness does most of the time for TALDF.

4. The TALDF selects legal matters based on whether the cases are within its mission. Also
approval from the Turkish Coalition of America (“TCA”) was needed before TALDF
could accept a legal matter.

5. The witness told the OCE that he is a junior litigator for TALDF and Bruce Fein is the
senior litigator.

6. The witness has been with TALDF since it began in 2008.
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Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

7. He believes that TALDF’s first litigation matter was a complaint that was filed on behalf
of Representative Schmidt against David Krikorian in early 2009,

8. The witness explained that he bills TCA for his legal services, quarterly based on the
number of hours worked and TCA then makes payments to Saltzman & Evinch, P.C.
The hourly rate is a negotiated hourly rate.

9. He believes that he first became aware of the matter involving Representative Schmidt in
January 2009, when he received a phone call from Bruce Fein. On the call, Mr. Fein told
the witness that the president of TCA, Lincoln McCurdy, had a conversation with
Representative Schmidt about TADLF representing her in the matter.

10. The witness first met Representative Schmidt in the spring of 2009 at a meeting in her
office. He was in her office to meet with her then Chief of Staff, Barry Bennett. The
witness told the OCE that Mr. Bennett was the main point of contact for Representative
Schmidt’s office.

—
—

. During the spring of 2009, the witness began drafting an outline of a complaint against
Mr. Krikorian to be filed with the Ohio Election Commission (“OEC”), and then waited
for approval from Representative Schmidt and TCA. TCA approved the draft complaint
in February 2009.

12. The witness stated that it was his impression that TALDF was waiting to file the
complaint because Representative Schmidt was seeking approval from the House Ethics
Committee. The witness told the OCE that he believed ethics approval was needed to
determine if Representative Schmidt could be a plaintiff in a matter and if the legal
services could be provided at no charge.

13. The witness stated that at the time, February 2009, TALDF expected no money from
Representative Schmidt.

14. TALDF filed the complaint with the OEC in April 2009 after Mr. Bennett told Mr. Fein
that ethics approval had been received. Conversations about ethics issues did not
continue after this point.

15. There was no written retainer agreement outlining scope of representation for
Representative Schmidt. TALDF does not usually enter into written agreements with
clients expect in one case.

16. After the OEC issued its decision, Mr. Fein then told the witness to gather his invoices
for the legal services because Representative Schmidt may reimburse for the expenses.
However, Representative Schmidt’s office never requested the invoices.
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Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

17. Once fully engaged in the legal matters, TALDF often interacted with Representative
Schmidt’s Chief of Staff.

18. The witness’ involvement in the other matters concerning Representative Schmidt began
to diminish. He told the OCE that in connection with the OEC complaint, the TALDF
assisted Representative Schmidt with legal matters related to Mr. Krikorian’s attempt at
appealing the decision, an amicus brief, and a defamation suit.

19. According to the witness, TALDF understood that all of these legal services were
provided on a pro bono basis.

20. He also explained that the defamation suit had been contemplated since the initial
conversation about filing the OEC complaint. The suit was not filed until 2010 because
TALDF was monitoring Mr. Krikorian’s response to the OEC decision.

2

—

. The witness did not assist Representative Schmidt with the complaint that her campaign
filed against Mr. Krikorian before the Federal Election Commission in 2009.

22. The witness was shown an email concerning “Lawyer Hours on Jean Schmidt Related
Litigation”, (Schmidt 0015). He explained that the hours included in the email were
estimated projections of hours that he would spend on the legal matters. He told the OCE
that these hours did not reflect actual hours worked.

This memorandum was prepared on March 31, 2011, based on the notes that the OCE staff
prepared during the interview with the witness on March 28, 2011. 1 certify that this
memorandum contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on March 28, 2011,

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel
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Chester Willcox & Saxbe, LLP
65 East State Street, Suite 1000
Columbus, OH 43215

;

W

k I wmain: 614.221
i FAX: 614.220.4012

WWW.CWSLAW.COM

DONALD C. BREY
pirecT: 614,334 I
IR cwslaw.com

February 11, 2011

Omar 8. Ashmawy

Staff Director and Chief Counsel
Office of Congressional Ethics
425 3rd Street, SW. Suite 1110
Washington, DC 20024

Re: January 27, 2011 Request for Information
Dear Mr, Ashmawy:

Pursuant to your January 27, 2011 Reqguest for Information, enclosed find a CD
contatning the following documents (in Tiff format):

Bates Number . Documents

DCB_OCE — 0001 through 0002 DCB February 11, 2011 Cover Letter

DCB_OCE - 0003 through 0006 Brief Description of Legal Matters

DCB_OCE - 0007 Request for Infermation Certification
DCB_OCE — 0008 through 0009 Ledger History

DCB_OCE ~ 00010 through 00095 Redacted Copies of Invoices

On February 2, 2011, | spoke with Investigative Counsel Kedric Payne, who
stated that your office is only interested in our redacted bills and the evidence of what
we were paid for our legal services. Thus, we have redacted from the bills produced the
detailed description of the work performed,

While there are many pleadings, transctipts and exhibits that are in the public
record in the cases in which | have represented Jean Schmidt, my understanding is that
you are not seeking those documents, but only the documents showing the cost and
payment for the legal services provided by us.

DCB_OCE - 0001
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Omar S. Ashmawy
February 11, 2011
Page 2

Please let me know if | can be of further assistance to your office.

ry truly yours,

ey

Donald C. Brey ;

DCB_OCE - 0002
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF LEGAL MATTERS

Since 2008, Donald C. Brey and his law firm have appeared on behalf of Jean Schmidt
before: (1) the Ohio Elcotions Commission (and administrative appeals from the OEC); (2)
foderal coutfy and, (3) Ohio Common Pleas Court. All of these appearances rclated to Jean
Schmidt’s efforts to protect herself against David Krikorian’s decision to knowingly and
recklessly disseminate falsehoods about Jean Schmidt.

1. The Ohio Elections Commission False Statement Cases. -

Two days before the November 4, 2008, general election (at which Jean Schmidt was
standing for reelection to Congress), David Krikorian disseminated fliers — including at the
patking lots of the church where Jean Schmidt worshiped — in which Kiikorian said that Jean
Schmidt was “taking money from a foreign government [Turkey] that is killing our soldiers”,
that “Jean Schmidt has taken $30,000 in blood money from Tuskish government sponsored
political action commiitees to deny the slaughter of 1.5 million Armenian men, women and
children by the Ottoman Government during World War I17, and that “This information is public
record and can be found on the Federal Elections Commission data base” [as this statement
references facts that support the statements that Turkish government sponsored political action
comumittees donated $30,000].

Jean Schmidt filed two Complaints before the Ohio Elections Commission regarding
these statements, pursuant to Ohio Revised Code Section 3517.21(B)(10), which makes it a
violation to “[plost, publish, circulate, distribute, or otherwise disseminate a falsc statement
concerning a candidate, either knowing the same to be false or with reckless disregard of whether
it was false or not, if the statement is designed to promote the election, nomination, or defeat of

the candidate™. The Complaint in OEC Case No, 2009E-003 was filed on April 29, 2009. The
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Complaint in OEC Case No. 2009E-012 was filed on July 21, 2009. The two cases were
consolidated and tried togethet.

The two consolidated Ohio Elections Commission cases were hard fought. David
Kiikorian was represented by experienced Ohio clection and first amendment lawyers, as well as
by prominent lawyers based in Los Angeles and Washington, D.C.. After months of discovery
(including depositions in Ohio, Washington D.C, and Kentucky), motions, procedural arguments
and two [ull days of trial, the Ohio Elections Commission unanimously found that each of the
above quoted statements were false and that there was clear and convincing evidence that David
Krikorian had lied by making them in violation of R.C. 3517.21(B)(10). That is, the Ohio
Elections Commission unanimously found, by clear and convincing evidence, that David
Krikorian falsely accused Jean Schmidt of directly or indirectly receiving money from the
Turkish government, either knowing that these statements were false, or with reckless distegard
of their truth or falsity (which is the standard of New York Times v. Sullivan (1964), 376 U.S.
254).

David Krikorian’s administrative appeals of these two Ohio Elcctions Commission cases
to the Franklin County Common Pleas Court (Schmidt v. Krikorian Franklin County C.P. Case
Nos. 09CV-11-17707 and 09CV-11-17709) were subsequently dismissed, and David Krikorian
chose to forgo any appeal of the February 25, 2010, Judgment Entry of the Franklin County
Court of Common. Pleas dismissing his appeal from. the Obio Elections Commission’s findings
that he lied about Jean Schmidt.

2. Krikorian’s Federal Court Action
Instead, David Krikorian filed a federal lawsuit (Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission

et gl. Southern Dist, Ohjo Case No. 1:10-CV-103) in which David Krikorian challenged the Ohio
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Elections Commission’s right to make findings against him for lying about Jean Schmidt.
Originally, David Krikorian filed his federal lawsuit in the Northern District of Ohio under a
different case number. But this transparent attermpt to “forum shop” resulted in the Northern
District promptly transferring the matter to the Southern District of Ohio.

This federal court action was, in effect, an attempt 1o use the federal courts to void the

Ohio Elections Commission’s findings that David Krikorian had knowingly and recklessly led

; about Jean Schmidt. While David Krikorian did not name Jean Schmidt as a party, we filed

amicus curiac briefs on behalf of Jean Schmidt responding to the merits of David Krikorian’s
claims, and urging the court to dismiss Krikorian's lawsuit on Younger abstention grounds.

On QOctober 19, 2010, Judge Susan Dlott dismissed David Krikorian's federal lawsuit.
3. The Ohio Common Pleas Court Defamation Action

In an ideal world, after the Ohio Elections Commission Complaints were filed, or at least

after the Ohio Elections Commission found probable cause that David Krikorian had lied, David
Krikotian would have ceased his lies about Jean Schmidt receiving moncy from the Turkish
government or its agents. Unfortunately, Jean Schmidt’s hopes that the Ohio Elections

Commission cases would deter David Krikorian from continuing his defamations of Jean

i
1
1
1
i
i
i
]

Schmidt were dashed by David Krikorian’s decision to repeatedly state that he “stand[s] by all of
the statements that [he] made” about Jean Schmidt, that Jean Schmidt “is a paid puppet of the
Turkish government involved in their denial campaign to suppress the truth about the Armenian

genocide”, that “Schmidt is bought and paid for by the Turkish lobby”, that “the Turkish

government is behind those contributions” and the like. Thus, on June 8, 2010, about a month
before the statute of limitations would have expired on the earliest of Krikorian’s republished

statements, a defamation complaint was filed in State Court regarding these defamatory
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; statements. Schmidt v. Krikorian, Clermont County (Ohio) Common Pleas Court Case No.
2010-CVC-1217 is a continuation of the two Ohio Elections Commission cases and the Federal

i case in that it also involves efforts by Jean Schmidt to obtain redress for David Krikorian's lies

about her or efforts by David Krikorian to continue to publish these lies with impunity.

;
i
] : 4845-0362:2920, v. |
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Clerk of the House of Representatives Secretary of the Senate

| Legislative Resource Center Office of Public Records |
B-106 Cannon Building 232 Hart Building H
Washingtan, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20510
hup:flobh house gov btep-é/sww senate, govitobby

LOBBYING REPORT

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5) - All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name  |v] Oreanization/Lobbying Firm ] Self Employed Individual

George J. llochbrueckner & Associates. Inc

2. Address ! | Check if different than previously reported
Addressl  Private Road, Edgemere Park Address2 P.O. Box 637
City Laurel Stale NY Zip Code 11948 - Country  USA

3. Principal place of business (if different than line 2)

City State Zip Code - Country
4a. Contact Name b. Telephone Number ¢. E-mail 5. Senate ID#
"1 International Number
Mr George Hachbrucckner 631) 29s- N 18375-1003542
7. Client Name i Self [} Check if client is a state or local govermmnent or instrumentality 6. House JD#

Turkish Coalition of America

322940037

TYPE OF REPORT 8 Year 2008 QI (-3 1 Qui-enn ] Q3 (o3 1 Q4 oi-1231) Y]

9. Check if this filing amends a previously filed version of this report —]

10. Check if this is a Termination Report V] Termination Date 12/31/2008 11. No Lobbying Issue Activity

INCOME OR EXPENSES - YOU MUST complete either Line 12 or Line 13

12. Lobbying 13. Organizations

INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting period | EXPENSE relating to fobbying activities for this reporting period

was: were!

Less than $5.000 i Less than §5.000

$5.000 or mote Y $ 10,000.00 $5.000 or more s

Providc a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $10,000, 14. REPORTING Check box to indic:j\te expense

of all lobbying related income from the ciient (including all accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying

A 7 "] Method A. Reporting amounts using LDA definitians only
activities on behalf of the client).

Method B. Reporting amounts under section 6033(b)(8) of the
Internat Revenue Code

Method C. Reporting amounts under section 162(e) of the Intcroal
Revenue Code

Signature + | | Date 0171572009

Printed Name and Title George J. Hochbrueckner, President

ve.0.ie Page 1 012
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Registrant George 1. Hochbrueckner & Associates, Inc Cliest Name  Turkish Coalition of America

LOBBYING ACTIVITY. Select as many codes as necessary to reflect the general issue areas in which the registrant
engaged in lobbying on behalf of the client during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Add additional page(s) as necded.

15. General issuc area code \ EDU iiEducaticn 7 T lane per page}

16. Specific fobbying issues

Turkish-American issues.

17. Housc(s)rofﬁCongress and Federal agencies Check if None

LiS. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. U.S. SENATE

18. Name of each individual who acted as a lobbyist in this issue area

Fisst Namo Last Name Suffi Covesed Official Position (if applicable) New
iGeorge Hochbrueckner U.S. Congressman 1987-1994 |
; T - - e RSN S -
L . — AL _ — i
o =
) o Ui
a 7 - o ol
]
[
i e
i Hi
H . H 1
19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on line 16 above Check if None
| |
1
i
" J
Printed Name and Title George J. Hochbrueckner, President
v6.0.1c Page 2 0f2
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Fehruarvy 14, 2011

Omar 8. Ashmawy

Staff Divector and Chief Counsel
Office of Congressional Ethics
428 3¢ Street, SW, Suite 1110
Washington, 3.0, 20024

Re: REGUEST FOR INFORMATION
Doear My, Ashmawy:

My response to your January 27, 2011 Reqguest for Information in the tiue
frame 2008-present is as follows:

1. TALDE bhas provided legal services (o Representative Jean Schmidy
concerning a Complaint she filed with the Ohio Elections Commission under
Obio law alleging intentional misstaternents of fact to affect the outcome of
her congressional race in 2008 by opponent David Krikorian, The case was
adjudicated over fwo days of hearings iu 2009 in favor of Schmidt on three
counts of intentional false statements,

2. TALDF provided legal services to Schoidt in the appeal of the QECH
decisions to the Ohio Cowmt of Comuwon Pleas, which concluded in hey favor,

3. TALDYEF provided legal services to Schwidt zs amicus curiae in opposing
David Krikorian's suit against the Ohio Blections Commission in 2010 in the
inited States District Cowrts for the Northeen and Southern Districts of
Ohio challenging the constitutionality of the QEC and its three zulings
against Krikovian. The U.S. Distriet Court for the Southern District of Ohio
ultimately dismissed the suit.

4. TALDF has provided legal services to Schimidi in her pending defamation
suit against David Kxikorian and the Krikorian for Congress Committes in
the Ohio Court of Comuon Pleas, Clermaont County. Varicus motions remain
outstanding.

. The costs of TALDI"s legal sexrvices, enurgerated above and provided by me,
are attached as Exhibit 1.

[l

Please alevt me if you need anything forther.

TALDF 0001
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Sincerely,

BRUCE FEIN
Senior Counsel
TALDF

TALDE 0002
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036
INVOICE
lanuary 29, 2008
Lincoln McCurdy

Re: Legal Services

T

t

January 7: 8 hrs, .

Cost per hr: $400.00

Please make payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

TALDF 0004
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

February 25, 2009
INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy

Turkish Coalition of America

RE: Legal Services

Feb. 9

8hrs.

Feb. 13- -8
hrs.

Feb. 19- -4 hrs.

Cost per hr: $400.00

please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDF 0005
11-6574_0034



63

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services (March 2009}

March &
8 hrs.

March 13- -6 hrs.

March 19- <4 hrs.

Cost per hour-$400.00

Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.
Many thanks.

Bruce

TALDF_ 0006
11-6574_0035
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE

Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services {April 2009)

April 4: 8 hrs.

Aprif 10: 3 hrs.

Cost her hour: 5400.00

TALDFE 0007
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund
INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services {April 28-May 2009)

May 6: 1 hr.

May 13-12 hrs,

May 14: 12 hrs. o }

May 15: 8 hrs.

May 18: 3 hrs. [

May 27: 4 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

Please make check out to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.

Bruce

TALDF 0008
11-6574_0037
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy
Re: Legal services {June 2009}

1. June 4-5-10 hrs L

™

3. June 15-4 hrs. - 3

5. June17-2 hrs.* -

e

11. June 29-8 hrs. s

Cost per hour-$400.00

Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.
Many thanks.

Bruce

TALDE 0009
11-6574_0038
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund

Lincoln McCurdy
RE: Legal Services-July 2009

July 1-12 hrs

July 9-8 hrs.
July 10-8 hrs.

July 17-8 v

July 27-4 hrs. .

Cost per hour: $400.00

Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Assaciates, Inc.

TALDE 0010
11-6574_0039
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy
RE: Legal Services (August 2009)

August 6-4 hrs.
August 7-4 hrs.
August 8-8 hrs.

August 10-4 hrs. S e e
August 12-4 hrs.
August 14-8 hrs.

August 21-5 hrs i e
August 22-8 hrs,
August 23-8 hrs.
August 24-8 hrs.

August 28-8 hrs.
August 30-4 hrs.
August 31-8 hrs,

Cost per hour: $400.00
Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDF 0011
11-6574_0040
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE

Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services (Sept. 2009)

Sept.1-8 hrs. |

Sept. 2-8 hrs

Sept. 3-8 hrs

Sept. 24-8 hrs.

Sept. 26-8 hrs.

Sept. 28-8 hrs. L i

Sept. 29-8 hrs.
Sept. 30-8 hrs.

Cost per hour-$400
Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Assoclates, Inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDE 0012
11-6574_0041
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
1025 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036

INVOICE

Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America

RE: Legal Services {October 2009)

Oct. 1 12hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

Please make check out to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDF_ 0013
11-6574_0042



INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services

November 29-4 hrs.

November 30-2 hrs.

December 9-8 hrs.

December 10-4 hrs. ’

¥

A

!
WM

L

December 19-8hrs.

December 20-8 hrs

e

71

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

TALDF (0014
11-6574_0043
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December 22-6 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0015
11-6574_0044
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE

Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services (January 2010)

o - 1
— t —
[ —
ang.
January 18 ° )
8 hrs.

F K4
|

J—anuary 21-

-8 hrs.

r___,,, _

L r

January 23-] .

B 8 hrs.

January 24- - . 8
hrs,

January 26-

8 hrs.

January 28- ' =6 hrs.

January 29- 2 hrs.
Cost per hour: $400.00 o ’

—
-

Please make check to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

TALDEF 0016
11-6574_0045
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

. %
INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy h
Re: T.egal Services (Feb. 2010)

February 1:

-4 hrs.

Fadnedetn Lo
-4 hrs.

February 3: 2
hrs.

Tebruary 9:

-4 hrs,

February 10:
-0 hrs.

February 11:
8 hrs.

Febroary 16:
15 minutes.

February 16:

20 minutes.

§
r - ¥
ir' o o

v—s—md

TALDF 0017
11-6574_0046
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February 17: —
’ 25
minutes.
February 17:
. 20

minutes.

— — T

- —

F ) ’

W

I

February 18:

30 minutes.

Feb. 18: 5
.~ 15 minutes.

February 18:
4 hrs.

February 19: .
10 hus.
February 20: -8 hrs.

—— —
February 21: ,
20 minutes.

February 21: -90
minutes

- S
Y |
February 25: 1 . o -i hr.

February 26: . W
20 minutes.

TALDE 0018
11-6574_0047
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Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0019
11-6574_0048
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

BILLING STATEMENT: FEB-MARCH 2010

4. March 1:
1.25 hrs.

6. March 2:
4 hrs.

7. March 3: 7 hrs.

TALDFE 0020
11-6574_0049
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Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0021
11-6574_0050
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund Billing Statement
April 2010

—_ )

5. April 16:

2hrs.

7. Apdl19 ¢

4 hrs.
8. April 20
-4 hrs.
! )

10. April 22: o

-2 hrs.
11. April 23: 4

hts.

12. April 26:

-4 hrs.

14. April 28:
8 hrs.

Cost her hour: $400.00

TALDE 0022
11-6574_0051
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND BRUCE FEIN BILLING STATEMENT
MAY 2010

8 hrs.
2. May5, 2010: 8 hrs.

1. May4, 2010:

i
4. May 10, 2010:
-6 hrs.
5. May 12, 2010: R

6. May 13, 2010:
-8 hrs.
7. May 14, 2010:
-8hrs.
8. May 19, 2010:
o 4 hrs.

{
10. May 24, 2010:
4 hrs.
11. May 26, 2010:

hrs.
12. May 28, 2010:

2 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDE 0023
11-6574_0052
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund

Bruce Fein’s July, 2010 Billing Statement

" A - - 1
I - S e
! L e
July 7: T
Lhr.
i P _
- I 1 -
i

r

[ 77
‘r; ‘:h: RN -~

T AN
Cost per hour: $400.00
Please make check 1o: sruce Fein & Associates, inc.
TALDF 0024

11-6574_0053



TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
BRUCE FEIN BILLING STATEMENT SEPTEMBER 2010

s —

— _ T B |
e R A S R P A OB
'
o o !
L— - 7
] ¥
‘-—-ﬂm,i ’
e oo T il
Sept. 20:
-8 hrs.
Sept. 26:
-8 hrs.
Sept. 27: 6 hrs,
» L
Sept. 29
- ! 4 hrs.
S - f #‘d
Cost per hour: $400.00
TALDE 0025

11-6574_0054
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
BRUCE FEIN’S BILLING STATEMENT FOR OCTOBER 2010

3. October 11:

-8 hré.
4. October 12: ¢

-8 hrs.
5. October 19:

i

i . 6 hrs.
6. October 20: .

- . 6 hrs.

-
, . 4

; e [
.
. — B

10. October 27: . 1hr
11. October 28: T

-8 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0026
11-6574_0055
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Bruce Fein’s Billing Statement for the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund

November 1:

November 2: .

November 2010

8 hrs,

November 15:

November 16:

November 18:

Cost per hour:

WNovesvoe 14,

$400.00

j:S hrs.

5 e
SRR

-8 hrs.
1 hr.

TALDE 0027
11-6574_0056
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Bruce Fein’s Turkish American Legal Defense Fund Billing Statement

December 2010

2 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDE 0028
11-6574_0057
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EXHIBIT 9

11-6574_0058
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SALTZMAN & EviNcH,

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

METROPOLITAN SQUARE

655 Fureent StrEET, NW

F Strepr Lopsy, Surme 225
Wassingron, DC 20005-5701

receesone 1202 637 R
PACSIMILE  (202) 637-9876

February 17, 2011

Mr. Omar Ashmawy, Staff Director and Chief Counsel
Office of Congressional Ethics

United States House of Representatives

425 3" Street, SW

Suite 1110

Washington, DU 20024

P.0. Box 895
Washington, DC 20513-0895

P.C.

Davip S, Savrzman
Gonay Evirnen (Oving)

oy Ner
I & T ursaaw Ner

WWiw. TURKLAW. NET

Rer  Request for Information; Legal Services to Rep. Jean Schmidt

Dear Mr. Ashmawy:

Enclosed please find all information in my possession relevant to your request

for information of January 27, 2011.

Tspoke on Janue
that your office is interes

28, 2011 with Investigative Counsel Kedric Payne, who stated
d in evidence of what my firm or [ was paid for legal services

on Rep. Schmidt's behalf. Thus, we have redacted from the invoices produced
descriptions of the work performed. As the invoices also indude indormation

pertaining to numerous matters unrelated to Rep. Schmidt, such information has also
been redacted. The invoices tally 87.5 hours of legal services on Rep. Schmidl's behalf,
billedt at an hourly rate of $325. Please understand that 1 have done additional, though
not substantial, work on Rep. Schmidt’s matters but have not yet submiited invoices for
payment.

Twill also submit this information via electeonic mail in a pdf file to Mr. Payne,
as he and I discussed by telephone earlier today.

Please advise me if | can be of further assistance to your office.
Sinedrely,
> 0

F S S ]
= —

- . ™ a

David Saltzman

Salt_001
11-6574_0059
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Brief Description Of Legal Matters on Behalf of Rep. Jean Schmidt

Since 2008, David Saltzman and his law firm have provided legal services on behalf of
Jean Schmidt in her actions before: (1) the Ohio Elections Commission (and administrative
appeals from the OEC); (2) federal court; and, (3) Ohio Common Pleas Court. All of these
related to Jean Schmidt’s cfforts to protect and preserve her reputation against falsehoods
disseminated by David Krikorian, twice a congressional candidate in Ohio’s second district.

1. The Ohio Elections Commission False Statement Cases.

Two days before the November 4, 2008, general election (at which Jean Schmidt was
standing for reelection to Congress), David Krikorian disseminated fliers — including at the
parking lots of the church where Jean Schmidt worshipped — in which Krikorian stated that Jean
Schmidt was “taking money from a foreign government [Turkey] that is killing our soldiers”,
that “Jean Schmidt has taken $30,000 in blood money from Turkish government sponsored
political action committees to deny the slaughter of 1.5 million Armenian men, women and
children by the Ottoman Government during World War II”, and that “This information is public
record and can be found on the Federal Elections Commission data base” [as this statement
purports to reference facts that support the statements that Turkish government sponsored
political action committees donated $30,000].

Rep. Jean Schmidt filed two Complaints before the Ohio Elections Commission
regarding these statements, pursuant to Ohio Revised Code Section 3517.21(B)(10), which
makes it a violation to “[plost, publish, circulate, distribute, or otherwise disseminate a false
statement concerning a candidate, either knowing the same to be false or with reckless disregard
of whether it was false or not, if the statement is designed to promote the election, nomination, or

defeat of the candidate”. The Complaint in OEC Case No. 2009E-003 was filed on April 29,

Salt_003
11-6574_0060
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2009. The Complaint in OEC Case No. 2009E-012 was filed on July 21, 2009. The two cases
were consolidated and tried together,

The two consolidated Ohio Elections Commission cases were hard fought. David
Krikorian was represented by experienced Ohio election and first amendment lawyers, as well as
by prominent lawyers based in Los Angeles and Washington, D.C. After months of discovery
(including depositions in Ohio, Washington D.C. and Kentucky), motions, procedural arguments
and two full days of trial, the Ohio Elections Commission unanimously found that each of the
above quoted statements regarding Rep. Schmidt were false and that there was clear and
convincing evidence that David Krikorian had lied by making them in violation of R.C.
3517.21(B)(10). That is, the Ohio Elections Commission unanimously found, by clear and
convinecing evidence, that David Krikorian falsely accused Rep. Jean Schmidt of directly or
indirectly receiving money from the Turkish government, either knowing that these statements
were false, or with reckless disregard of their truth or falsity (which is also the sta.ndafd for
public figure defamation in New York Times v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964)).

David Krikorian’s adnﬁinistrative appeals of these two Ohio Elections Commission cases
to the Franklin County Common Pleas Court (Schmidt v. Krikorian, Franklin County C.P. Case
Nos. 09CV-11-17707 and 09CV-11-17709) were subsequently dismissed, and David Krikorian
chose to forgo any appeal of the February 25, 2010, Judgment Entry of the Franklin County
Court of Common Pleas dismissing his appeal from the Ohio Elections Commission’s findings
that he lied about Jean Schmidt.

2, Krikorian’s Federal Court Action
Instead, David Krikorian filed a federal lawsuit (Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission

et al. Southern Dist. Ohio Case No. 1:10-CV-103) in which he challenged the Ohio Elections

Salt_004
11-6574_0061
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Commission’s right to make findings against him for lying about Rep. Jean Schmidt, Originally,
David Krikorian filed his federal lawsuit in the Northern District of Ohio under a different case
number. But this transparent attempt to “forum shop™ resulted in the Northern District promptly
transferring the matter to the Southern District of Ohio.

This federal court action was, in effect, an attempt to use the federal courts to void the
Ohio Elections Commission’s findings that David Krikorian had knowingly and recklessly made
false statements about Rep. Jean Schmidt. While David Krikorian did not name Rep. Schmidt as
a party, we filed amicus curiae briefs on he bebalf responding to the merits of David Krikorian’s
claims, and urging the court to dismiss Krikorian’s lawsuit on Younger abstention grounds
(Younger v. Harris, 401 U.S. 37 (1971)).

On October 19, 2010, U.S. District Judge Susan Dlott dismissed David Krikorian’s
federal lawsuit.
3. The Ohio Common Pleas Court Defamation Action

In an ideal world, after the Ohio Elections Commission Complaints were filed, or at least
after the Ohio Elections Commission found probable cause that David Krikorian had lied, David
Krikorian would have ceased his lies about Rep. Jean Schmidt receiving money from the Turkish
government or its alleged agents. Unfortunately, Jean Schmidt’s hopes that the Ohio Elections
Commission ruling and written reprimands would deter David Krikorian from continuing his
defamations were dashed by David Krikorian’s decision to repeatedly state that he “stand[s] by
all of the statements that [he] made” Rep. Schmidt, that she “is a paid puppet of the Turkish
government involved in their denjal campaign to suppress the truth about the Armenian
genocide”, that “Schmidt is bought and paid for by the Turkish lobby”, that “the Turkish

government is behind those contributions™ and the like. Thus, on June 8, 2010, about a month

Salt_005
11-6574_0062
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before the statute of limitations would have expired on the earliest of Krikorian’s republished
statements, Rep. Schmidt filed a defamation complaint in State Court regarding these statements.
Schmidt v. Krikorian, Clermont County (Ohio) Common Pleas Court Case No. 2010-CVC-1217
is a continuation of the two Ohio Elections Commission cases and the Federal case in that it also
involves efforts by Jean Schmidt to obtain redress for David Krikorian’s lies about her or efforts

by David Krikorian to continue to publish those lies with impunity.

Salt_006
11-6574_0063
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EXHIBIT 10

11-6574_0064
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RRe T A

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF Fees for September 1 - December 15, 2008

INVOICE
David S. Saltzman . U.5. Soc. Sec. No. [INEGNG
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm's Employer Identification No NN

Time: [[lhes. @ $325/mr. = S (Avy. David Saltzman)
Expenses: [N
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss I

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15" $t., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

David S. Saltzman

Salt_007
11-6574_0065
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RRRGRTA

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF April 1, 2009 — June 30, 2009

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman U.S. Soc. Sec. No. [ INTGN
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

(May 1 — May 31:

. (1.0 br.) (June [ — June 30:

Time: [l brs. @ s325/0r. = SHEM (Atty. David Saltzman)
Expenses: | (s5.00).
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss IR

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15% St.,, N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, BC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

David $. Saltzman

Salt_008
11-6574_0066
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AT 2
LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF July. 1, 2009 - Sept. 30, 2009

INVOICE

David 8. Saltzman U.S. Soc, Sec. No.
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm's Employer Identification No.

For: {July 1-July 31:

(32.0kss),

Time: [lbes. @ $325/mr. = $- (Atty. David Saltzman)

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss I

Please remit via mail to the Saitzman & Evinch PC at 655 152 St., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

; 4
——
4

David S. Saltzman

Salt_009
11-6574_0067
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MERGRTA
LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF Oct. 1, 2009 — Dec. 31, 2009

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman U.S. Soc. Sec. No. [INNEGNGEGG
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm's Employer ldentification No.

lov 1 — Nov 30:

Time: [l bes. @ $325/me. = SHNEII (Atty. David Sattzman)

Expenses: $69.1

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss I

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15 8t., N.W_, Suite 225-F,
‘Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

Salt_010
11-6574_0068



101

let——

David 8. Saltzman

Salt_011
11-6574_0069
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RERGNTA - -

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF Jan. 1, 2010 — March 31, 2010

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman U.S. Soc. Sec. No. [N
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm's Employer Identification No.

Time: {lltes. @ $325/br. = S (Atty. David Salizman)

Expenses: (none)

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: vss I

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15° St., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

Salt_012
11-6574_0070
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[

|

il ——

David S. Saltzman

Salt_013
11-6574_0071
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MERGNTA

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

To:  Mr. G. Lincoln McCurdy
Turkish Coalition of America, Inc.

Re:  TALDF April 1 - June 30, 2010

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman U.S. Soc, Sec. No. [INEGNGNEG
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

Time: [l brs. @ $325/0r. = SHEI (Atty. David Saltzman)

Expenses: (none)
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss I

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15" St., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

David S. Saltzman

Salt_014
11-6574_0072
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EXHIBIT 11

11-6574_0073
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Inquiry: General - Ledger History
Cllent: 13292 - TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Matter: 24 - Schmidt v. Krikorian User: DWR
Type Bill Date Cash / PPD Fees Expenses | Surchg/Tax/Int | A/R Balance
1 [Bill 112858(01/15/2009) 0.00 915.001 0.00 0.00] 915.00
2 |Bill 114023(02/13/2008] 0.00) 0.0 0,00 0.00 915.00
. 3Bl 114189]03/17/2009] 000 6400 0,00 0.00 §60.00)
! | 4 Joash | ~112868]04a/2008) 916.00 816000 T 0.00 0.00 65.00
5 _|Cash 114189]0413/2009) 65.00) 65.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00
o [e fm 114885]04/13/2009] 0.00  1,170.00] 0.00 13.73 1,183.73
j 7 |8l 115628:05/15/2009] 0.00] 1,852.50 38.34| 0.00| 3,074.57
j P 117002/ 06/15/2009] 000]  5720.00 4.50] 17,85 8,616.62
I [9 [cash 114895 ( 147000 1,170.00 0.00 0.00 7.646.62
1 10_|Cash 116628,07/06/2008] __ 1,890.84] ___ 1,862.50) 38.34 .00 §,756.78
I 31 [cash 117002{07/06/200 13.73) 9.29 4.50) 0.00 5,742.05
! T2 Jeil 117108(07/16/2009] 0.00[  5,070.00) 106.52] 0.00 10,918.57
13 [Bil 117933{08/14/2008) 000| 20,835.50] 543189 8566]  86,271.72]
14_[Cash 117002j08/7i2008_ 5,710.77| 577077 0.00 0.00 29,560.95
18~ [Cash "~ 117109{08/17/200" 177681 1069.29] 10662 “o00|  2rreha4
16 [Cach 117083[0817/2008 _ 8,431.99 To00|  BA31SE 0.00] 2435315
17_|Bil 118673[09/10/2009] 0.00] 3686700 1,345.01 61.01 62,616.17
18_[Bil 118254/ 10/15/2008] 0.00] 30,132.60)  4,038.59 362.54 97,160.80
19 |Bill 120356/11/13/2009] 0.00 5,316.50 5,388.81 936.72 108,781.83
20 |Bil 120865] 121112009 0.00 §10.00[  1,199.89) 1448.26]  112,351.01
21 [Cash 114895(01/11/2010] 13.73 0.00 000 13.73|  112,337.28
22 [Cash 117002[01711/2010) 17.55 0.00 0.00) 17.85]  112,319.73
23 |Cash 117108[01/172010] 340071 _ 3400.71 0.00 0.00] _ 108,919.02
24_[Cash 117933[01111/2070]_ 20,921.16] _ 20,835.50 0.00 85.66 87,097.86
"5 [Cash 118673/01/11/2010] _ 38,263.02] _ 36,867.00] _ 1,345.01) 51,01 49,734.84
26_[Cash 110254 [01H /2010 94,594.63| _ 80,162.50] _ 4,038.69 363,54 15,200.21
27 |Cash 120856.01/11/2010_ 11,641.03] __ 6,316.60] _ 5,088.81 636.72 3,650.18
| [ 28 |Cash 120855[01711/2010] __ 3,659.18 §10.00[  1,199.89 1,449.29) 0.00)
1 29 [Bil | 121316[01/16/2010) 0.00]  1,202.50 1260 0.00 1,203.76
30_[Bil 121986]02/12/2010] 0.00]  10,184.50 201.64, 0.00) 11,669.80
| [31 e — 12267803/12/201 0.00[  9,535.50) 310.88 18.06] 2152434
(82 [Cash | t2i3{8|c: 1 1,203.76]  1,202.50] 1.26 0.00]  20,320.58)
i [ 33 [Cash T 121986]0413/2010] 10,456.14]  10.164.50 291.64 .00 §,864.44
| [ 34 [cash 122678/04/118/2010] _ 6,864.44] _ 9,635.50) 310.88 18.08) 0.00
1|35 B 123392[04119/2010 000| _ 2,632.50] 122.12 0.00] 2,754.62
36_[8iIl 124114]05114/2010) 000 1,178.60] 20.70 0,00 3.948.82
a7 |Cash _ 123392106/07/201 275482 263250 12212 0.00 1,194.20
36 [BI | 124874.06/19/2010] 000 260005 5127 41.32 3,886.79)
39 [Cash 124114.08/26/2010___ 1,194.20] _ 1173.80) 20.70 0.00 2,602.59
a0 [Nl 125608, 67/16/2010] 0.00[  2,406.00] 495.74] 0.00 5,693.33
21 _|Cash 12497408/04/2010,__ 2,651.27]  2,600.00 51.27 0,00 2,942.06
42_|Cash 125608(08/042010 249.47 0.00 249.47 " 0.00 2,692.59)
{723 _[Cash O10]  2651.27|  2,40500] 24627 0.00 41.82
44 |Ad) 124674]08/11/201 0.00 0.00 0.00 41,57 0.00
45 B~ | 12ees|teiareolg 0.0 877.50 4.96 0.00 862.46
46_[Bil 127133|09/13/201 0.00 130.00) 49.44 0.00 7,061.90
47_|Cash 126852[Co/307201 862.46 877.50) 4.96] 0.00 179.44
48_[Bill 128317/10/14/201Q 0.00]  §,755.00) 481.62| 0.00 10,413.96
48_|Cash 127138 11/01/2010) 17944 130.00] 49,44 " 0.00) 10,234.52
[ 50 [Cash | 1i28a17[T1/07/2010) 10,234.52]  9,753.00 481,62 .00 0.00
| 51 |8il 128728]11/11/2010 0,00 11,358.50 189.30 0.00] 11,667.80
52 |Bil 129453 12/10/201 0.00]  18686.50]  1.331,06 000 31567766
53 _|Bil | 130854[01/17/2011 0.00] _ 4,830.00) 90.62 473.66 36,971.84
54 [Cash | 128728|c2/02/2011, _ 11,567.80]  11,358.50 199,30 000]  26414.04

Page: 1

DCB_OCE - 0008

11-6574_0074




Inquiry: General - Ledger History
Client: 13292 - TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Matter; 24 - Schmidt v, Krikorian

108

— . User: DWR

From bill #112858

Comment

From blll #114023

[From bil #114168 o
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bill #114888

From bill #115628

From bill #117002

~|[TURKiSH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bill #117109

From bill #117933

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

| TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Frem bill #118573

From bill #119254
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law .
Telephone 614/ 65 Esst State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 Fax 614/221-4012

January 15, 2009

Billing 12/31/2008
invoice# 112858 DCB ;
QOur File 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN :
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $0.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $0.00
Total Fees 915.00
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $915.00
TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT $915.00

DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE {1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES
OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

I ' RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0010

11-6574_0076
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law .
Tolephone 614l 65 East State Steect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 F.EJX No. 314422499

January 15, 2009
Billed through ~ 12/31/2008
Invoice Number 112858

Our file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

G/O BRUGE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., S8UITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 REDACTED

Schmidt v. Krikorian
Balance forward as of invoice  January 1, 1900 $0.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $0.00

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 3.00 hrs 305,00 /hr $915.00

. 3.00 hrs $915.00
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 915.00
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE $915.00
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $915.00

DCB_OCE - 0011

11-6574_0077
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P,

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 6!4_ 65 Bast State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 Fax 614/221-4012

February 13, 2009

Billing 01/31/2009
Invoice# 114023 DCB
Qur File 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $915.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid) $915.00
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $915.00

DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANGES
OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0012

11-6574_0078
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telgphone 614 65 Bast State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213

February 13, 2009

R.EIL No. 31-4422499 ,

Billed through ~ 01/31/2009
invoice Number 114023

Our file# 13292

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/C BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONMEGCTICUR AVE., N\W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  January 15, 2009
Payments received since last invoice
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid)

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid)
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2009, THE FIRM
INCREASED THE PRICE OF PHOTOCOPIES
FROM $.15 TO $.18. THIS PRICE CAPTURES
ONLY OUR ACTUAL COST AND APPLIES TO
BLAGK AND WHITE AND COLOR GOPIES,

$915.00
(0.00)

$0.00
$915.00

$915.00

00024

$915.00

DCB_OCE - 0013

11-6574_0079
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Tolopone 614l 65 Enst State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 Fax 614/221-4012

March 17, 2009

Billing 02/28/2009
Invoice# 114189 DCB
Qur File 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD .$915.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid) $915.00
Total Fees 65.00
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $65.00
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $980.00

DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES
OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0014

11-6574_0080
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" CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.LP.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 614 65 Nast State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohioc 432154213 E.RI No, 31-4422499

March 17, 2009

Billed through  02/28/2009

invoice Nutmber 114189

Our file# 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

C/Q BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 Hfﬁ ﬁ 57Eﬂ
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  February 13, 2009 $915.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $915.00

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C, 020 brs  325.00 /hr $65.00
: 020 trs $65.00
j TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 65.00
: TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICGE T $65.00
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid) $915.00
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §980.00

DCB_OCE - 0015

11-6574_0081
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DUE UPON RECEIFT

CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 614/_ 65 East State Streot Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 Tax 614/221-4012

Aprif 13, 2009

Billing 03/31/2009

Invoice# 114895 DCB

Qur File 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR .
1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036
Schmidt v. Krikorian
BALANCE FORWARD $980.00 :
Payments received since last Invoice (0.00) ;
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $980,00 !
Total Fees 1,170.00
late Payment Charge 13.73
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,183.73
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $2,163.73

LATE PAYMENT FEE {1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES

OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE,

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0016

11-6574_0082
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 614 65 Past State Strect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 F.RI No. 314422499

April 13, 2009
Billed through ~ 03/31/2009
Invoice Number 114895

Our file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT S8CHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 ﬁgﬂﬁgﬁg
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  March 17, 2009 $980.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $980.00

DCB_OCE - 0017

11-6574_0083
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13292 00024 Invojce# 114895 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

‘ DCB BREY, DONALD C. 3.80 hrs 325.00 /hr $1,170.00

360 hrs ~ 81,470.00
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,170.00
LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 13,73
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $1,483.7%
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $980.00
TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §2,16373 \

DCB_OCE - 0018

11-6574_0084
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 614/l 65 Bast State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213

. May 15, 2009
Billing 04/30/2009
Invoice# 115628 DCB
Qur File 13202 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036
Schimidt v, Krikorian
BALANGE FORWARD $1,183.73
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $1,183.73
Total Fees 1,862.50
Total Expenses 38.34
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,890.84
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $3,074.57

DUE UPON RECEIPT

Fax 614/221-4012

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES

QVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE,

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0019

11-6574_0085
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 6 14_ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 F.EI No. 31-4422499

May 15, 2002
Billed through 04/30/2009
Invoice Number 115628
Our file# 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/0 BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR
10256 CONNECTICUR AVE,, N.W,, SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DG 20036 ﬁfﬂﬁg Z' fﬁ

Schmidt v. Krikorian . \

Balance forward as of invoice  April 13, 2009 $1,183.73

Payments received since last invoice (0.00) ; ‘
' Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $1,183.73 !
| ;
!
|
|
|
EXPENSES
04/30/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 38.34
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $38.34

DCB_OCE - 0020

11-6574_0086
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13292 00024 Invoice# 115628

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 570 hrs
570 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid)
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

325.00 /hr

$1,890.84

$3,074.57

Page 2

$1,852.50

$1,852.60

1,852.50
38.34

$1,183.73

DCB_OCE - 0021

11-6574_0087




Telephone 614/

121

CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Atrorneys and Counselors at Law

June 15, 2009

Billing
Invoice#
Our File

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD
Payments received since last invoice
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid)

Total Fees

Total Expenses

Late Payment Charge
TOTAL NEW CHARGES

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

DUE UPON RECEIPT

65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213

05/31/2009
117002 DCB
13202 00024

$3,074.57
(0.00)

$3,074.57

5,720.00
4.50
17.55

$5,742.05

$8,816.62

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES

OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

TFax 614/221-4012

DCB_OCE - 0022

11-6574_0088
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 614 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 R.EL No. 31-4422459 l

June 15, 2009
Billed through ~ 05/31/2009
Invoice Number 117002

Our file# 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE,, N.W,, BUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

REDACTED

Schmidt v, Krikorian

Balance forward as of involce  May 15, 2009 $3,074.57
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $3,074.57

DCB_OCE - 0023

11-6574_0089
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13292 00024 Invoice# 117002

REGACTED

EXPENSES
05/31/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD G, 17.60 hrs 325.00 /hr
17.60 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

_ LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid)
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

Page 2

4.50

$4.50

§6,720.00

$5,720.00 \

5,720.00
4.50
17.85

$5,742.05

$3,074.57

$8,816.62

- DCB_OCE - 0024

11-6574_0090
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 614/l 65 East State Strect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213

Fax 614/221-4012

July 15, 2009

Billing 06/30/2009
Invoice# 117109 DCB
Our File 132092 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASBHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v, Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD

Payments received since last invoice
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid)

Total Fees
Total Expenses
TOTAL NEW CHARGES

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

DUE UPON RECEIPT

$8,816.62
(3,074.57)

$5,742.05

5,070.00
106.52

$5,176.52
$10,918.57

LATE PAYMENT FEE {1.5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES

OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

RETURN TH!S PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0025

11-6574_0091
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P,
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 614- 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohie 43215-4213 F.EI No. 31-4422459

July 15, 2009

Billed through ~ 06/30/2009
Invoice Number 117109

Our file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR |

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DG 20036 Hfﬁﬁ{: T ED

Schmidt v. 