AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

House Calendar No. 69

REPORT
112-195

112TH CONGRESS
1st Session

} HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES {

IN THE MATTER OF ALLEGATIONS
RELATING TO
REPRESENTATIVE JEAN SCHMIDT

REPORT

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

Aucust 5, 2011.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed




IN THE MATTER OF ALLEGATIONS RELATING TO REPRESENTATIVE
JEAN SCHMIDT



House Calendar No. 69

REPORT
112-195

112TH CONGRESS

1st Session } HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES {

IN THE MATTER OF ALLEGATIONS
RELATING TO
REPRESENTATIVE JEAN SCHMIDT

REPORT

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

Aucust 5, 2011.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
67-754 WASHINGTON : 2011

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office,
http://bookstore.gpo.gov. For more information, contact the GPO Customer Contact Center,
U.S. Government Printing Office. Phone 202-512-1800, or 866-512—-1800 (toll-free). E-mail, gpo@custhelp.com.



COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

JO BONNER, Alabama LINDA T. SANCHEZ, California
Chairman Ranking Member

MICHAEL T. McCAUL, Texas JOHN A. YARMUTH, Kentucky

K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Texas DONNA F. EDWARDS, Maryland

CHARLES W. DENT, Pennsylvania PEDRO R. PIERLUISI, Puerto Rico

GREGG HARPER, Mississippi JOE COURTNEY, Connecticut

REPORT STAFF

DANIEL A. SCHWAGER, Chief Counsel/Staff Director
DEBORAH SUE MAYER, Director of Investigations
KELLE A. STRICKLAND, Counsel to the Chairman

DANIEL J. TAYLOR, Counsel to the Ranking Member

THOMAS A. RUST, Senior Counsel

1)



LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS,
Washington, DC, August 5, 2011.

Hon. KAREN L. Haas,
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REPORT

112TH CONGRESS
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 112-195

1st Session

IN THE MATTER REGARDING ALLEGATIONS RELATING
TO REPRESENTATIVE JEAN SCHMIDT

AugusT 5, 2011.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

Mr. BONNER, from the Committee on Ethics,
submitted the following

REPORT
I. INTRODUCTION

The Committee on Ethics submits this Report pursuant to Rule
X1, clause 3(a)(2), of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives
(House Rules), which authorizes the Committee to investigate any
alleged violation by a Member, officer, or employee of the House of
Representatives, of the Code of Official Conduct or any law, rule,
regulation, or other standard applicable to the conduct of such
Member, officer, or employee.

Since the spring of 2009, Representative Jean Schmidt has been
involved in litigation regarding statements made about her by
David Krikorian, an opponent in her 2008 re-election campaign.
That dispute has involved proceedings before an Ohio state agency,
in Ohio state court, and in federal court.

In a letter dated September 17, 2009, Representative Jean
Schmidt first sought guidance related to payment of legal services
provided to her in the state agency and state court proceedings by
lawyers associated with the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund
(TALDF). On February 26, 2010, the Committee provided guidance
on the possible use of a legal expense fund or of campaign funds
to pay for legal work already completed in those proceedings. The
Committee’s letter did not formally approve a legal expense fund
pursuant to the Committee’s written guidance on legal expense
funds, because Representative Schmidt had not yet asked the Com-
mittee for such approval.

In letters dated July 19, 2010, August 9, 2010, and August 11,
2010, Representative Schmidt sought approval from the Committee
of a legal expense fund, a contingency fee arrangement, and further
guidance related to payment of legal services provided to her in the
state agency and state court proceedings, as well as a federal court
proceeding. Since first seeking the Committee’s guidance, Repre-
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sentative Schmidt has worked in good faith with the Committee’s
Office of Advice and Education to resolve any outstanding issues
regarding the payment of legal services to the lawyers associated
with TALDF.

On May 18, 2011, the Committee formally received a referral
from the Office of Congressional Ethics (OCE), recommending fur-
ther review of allegations that Representative Schmidt: “(1) accept-
ed legal services from TALDF without establishing a legal expense
fund; and (2) failed to report the legal services on her financial dis-
closure statements for calendar years 2008 and 2009.”! Upon re-
ceipt of OCE’s Report and Findings (Report and Findings), the
Committee sent a copy of the Report and Findings to Representa-
tive Schmidt and offered her an opportunity to respond. Represent-
ative Schmidt submitted a response to OCE’s Report and Findings
on May 27, 2011.2 On July 1, 2011, the Chairman and Ranking
Member of the Committee jointly decided to extend the Commit-
tee’s review of the OCE referral regarding Representative Schmidt
pursuant to House Rule XI, clause 3(a)(8)(A), and Committee Rules
17A(b)(1)(A) and 17A(c)(1). Unless the Committee voted to empanel
an investigative subcommittee, those rules required the Committee
to release OCE’s Report and Findings no later than August 16,
2011.

The Committee conducted an independent investigation into the
matters in the OCE referral pursuant to House Rule XI, clause
3(b)(1)(B)({i), and Committee Rule 18(a), which authorize the
Chairman and Ranking Member to jointly gather additional infor-
mation concerning an alleged violation by a Member, officer, or em-
ployee unless and until an investigative subcommittee has been es-
tablished.

Based on the Committee’s investigation and nearly two years of
guidance to Representative Jean Schmidt through the Committee’s
Office of Advice and Education, the Committee voted unanimously
on August 1, 2011, to resolve the issues surrounding Representa-
tive Schmidt’s outstanding requests for guidance from the Com-
mittee and the allegations regarding Representative Schmidt by
OCE, by issuing a letter to Representative Schmidt and releasing
this Report.? The Committee further determined that it was appro-
priate to publicly release OCE’s Report and Findings, along with
Representative Schmidt’s response to the Report and Findings,
through this Report.

With respect to Representative Schmidt’s request for guidance
from the Committee, the Committee in its guidance, issued contem-
poraneously with this Report, approved the use of funds from the
Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust to pay legal bills incurred in
connection with her complaint before the Ohio Elections Commis-
sion and the defamation action, subject to certain restrictions dis-
cussed below. The Committee denied the use of funds from the
Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust to pay legal bills incurred in
connection with amicus briefs filed in Krikorian v. Ohio Elections

1Report and Findings in the Matter of Representative Jean Schmidt, OCE Review No. 11—
6574, May 18, 2011. A copy of OCE’s Report and Findings is attached as Appendix A to this
report.

2 Letter from Representative Schmidt to Committee, May 27, 2011. A copy of Representative
Schmidt’s response to OCE’s Report and Findings is attached as Appendix B to this report.

3Pursuant to Committee Rule 3(j), the Committee will not release any of its letters to Rep-
resentative Schmidt at this time.
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Commission. Additionally, the Committee has determined that
Representative Schmidt’s use of campaign funds to pay for the
Ohio Elections Commission matter, the defamation action, and the
amicus briefs filed in Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission
would not violate House rules, subject to certain restrictions dis-
cussed below. However, the Committee advised Representative
Schmidt to consult with the Federal Election Commission (FEC)
before using campaign funds for any of these purposes. Finally, the
Committee denied permission to enter into a so-called “contingency
fee” arrangement.

With respect to the referral from OCE, it appears that, based on
the evidence examined by the Committee, unbeknownst to Rep-
resentative Schmidt or the Committee, Representative Schmidt’s
lawyers were not employees of TALDF, or the related entity, the
Turkish Coalition of America (TCA), and were not planning to send
her a bill for attorneys’ fees at the conclusion of the matter, but in-
stead her lawyers were outside counsel to TCA who have sent
monthly bills to TCA for their TALDF-related legal representation
of Representative Schmidt, which TCA has paid on an ongoing
basis. According to OCE’s referral, between 2008 and 2010 TCA ac-
tually paid the TALDF lawyers approximately $500,000 for legal
services provided to Representative Schmidt. Neither the Com-
mittee nor, according to the evidence, Representative Schmidt was
aware of these payments when the Committee provided advice to
Representative Schmidt regarding her options for paying legal fees
in the various proceedings.

Despite Representative Schmidt’s apparent lack of knowledge of
this arrangement, it was in fact improper and constituted an im-
permissible gift from TCA to Representative Schmidt. Thus, the
Committee has decided that it will not dismiss the allegations in
the OCE referral. However, the Committee does not see the need
to empanel an investigative subcommittee at this time. The Com-
mittee does not believe that further fact-gathering is necessary,
and, given the evidence that Representative Schmidt lacked knowl-
edge of the arrangement, the Committee does not believe that any
sanction is necessary. In addition, the Committee notes that Rep-
resentative Schmidt has been working in good faith with the Com-
mittee since 2009 to ascertain the appropriate means by which to
pay her attorneys.

However, Representative Schmidt must disclose and repay the
improper gift. Thus, Representative Schmidt must ensure that TCA
does not pay for any further legal services on her behalf, and,
subject to the guidance below, Representative Schmidt must pay,
from a permissible source, the lawyers associated with TALDF for
all legal services they performed on her behalf; Representative
Schmidt must also amend her annual Financial Disclosure State-
ments for calendar years 2009 and 2010 to disclose the gifts from
TCA; and finally, Representative Schmidt must disclose the re-
maining unpaid legal fees from TCA as liabilities on her future Fi-
nancial Disclosure Statements, until the lawyers associated with
TALDF have been repaid in full, for all services provided, including
those they originally billed to TCA.
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II. BACKGROUND

Based on OCE’s referral, the Committee’s independent investiga-
tion, and nearly two years of guidance to Representative Schmidt
through the Committee’s Office of Advice and Education, the fol-
lowing is the background on this matter.

A. LITIGATION INVOLVING MR. KRIKORIAN

Representative Schmidt currently represents the 2nd District of
Ohio. In the 2008 general election cycle, Mr. David Krikorian ran
for her congressional seat as an independent.# In the final days of
the 2008 election cycle, Mr. Krikorian distributed materials accus-
ing Representative Schmidt of accepting a $30,000 bribe from the
Government of Turkey in exchange for denying the genocide of Ar-
menians in Turkey during World War I. The campaign materials
also called for Representative Schmidt’s immediate resignation
from her congressional seat and/or her defeat at the polls in the
2008 general election. Representative Schmidt was reelected in the
November 2008 general election.

Shortly after the 2008 election, Representative Schmidt was con-
tacted by Mr. Bruce Fein and Mr. David Saltzman, who introduced
themselves as lawyers with TALDF.5 At that time, Mr. Fein and
Mr. Saltzman offered to represent Representative Schmidt in a
lawsuit challenging Mr. Krikorian’s claims about her. At that time,
Representative Schmidt expressed some interest in Mr. Fein and
Mr. Saltzman representing her, but she stated that she wanted it
to be done on whatever terms were consistent with the House eth-
ics rules.® At some point, Mr. Fein suggested using a contingency
fee arrangement, in which the lawyers associated with TALDF
would not charge Representative Schmidt for legal services, but she
would split the proceeds of any damage award that resulted from
their representation.” However, Representative Schmidt and the
lawyers associated with TALDF never came to a final under-
standing of how she would pay for their legal services.

In April 2009, Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman filed a complaint on
Representative Schmidt’s behalf against Mr. Krikorian with the
Ohio Elections Commission.®8 The Ohio Elections Commission has
jurisdiction over false campaign statements under Ohio law.® Rep-
resentative Schmidt filed the complaint as a candidate and used
her campaign committee address.l® The complaint sought: (1) a
finding by the Ohio Elections Commission that Mr. Krikorian vio-
lated Ohio law by making false campaign statements; (2) a public
reprimand of Mr. Krikorian; and (3) any other appropriate relief.11

On August 31, 2009, Mr. Fein was deposed in the Ohio Elections
Commission matter.12 Later that day, Representative Schmidt’s
then-Chief of Staff, Barry Bennett, was also deposed in the Ohio

4 Complaint, 43, Jean Schmidt v. Mr. David Krikorian, Ohio Elections Commission, 2009E—
003, April 29, 2009 (Ohio Elections Commission Complaint).

5Transcript of Interview of Barry Bennett, at 5 (Bennett Tr.).

6 Transcript of Interview of Bruce Fein, at 15 (Fein Tr.).

7Fein Tr. at 31.

8]1d. at 16.

9 See Ohio Rev. Code §3517.21.

10 Qhio Elections Commission Complaint.

1174

12 Déposition of Bruce Fein, August 31, 2009 (Fein Deposition).
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Elections Commission matter.’3 Lawyers representing Mr.
Krikorian asked Mr. Fein and Mr. Bennett about the arrangement
for payment of Mr. Fein’s and Mr. Saltzman’s attorneys’ fees for
representing Representative Schmidt. In response to the question
of whether TALDF had charged Representative Schmidt’s cam-
paign for legal services to her, Mr. Fein stated, “The answer is no.
We stated that we would do this and we would not charge them
legal fees.”1* Mr. Bennett was asked if there was an “ethics issue
associated with [TALDF] paying for Ms. Schmidt’s legal fees?”15
Mr. Bennett responded, “No, not that I'm aware of.” 16

According to Committee records, Mr. Bennett first called the
Committee on or around September 10, 2009, to ask the Commit-
tee’s guidance regarding the payment of legal fees incurred on Rep-
resentative Schmidt’s behalf in the course of pursuing the com-
plaint against Mr. Krikorian before the Ohio Elections Commis-
sion.17 In that telephone call Mr. Bennett discussed a possible con-
tingency fee agreement.18 Committee counsel asked Mr. Bennett if
Representative Schmidt had considered using a legal expense fund,
and Mr. Bennett said that this was the first time he had consid-
ered it.1® Committee counsel instructed Mr. Bennett that Rep-
resentative Schmidt should submit a letter to the Committee to get
formal guidance on these issues.29 Representative Schmidt first
submitted a letter to the Committee on September 17, 2009, seek-
ing formal guidance.2!

In October 2009, Representative Schmidt received a finding of
fact from the Ohio Elections Commission that there was clear and
convincing evidence that Mr. Krikorian made false statements with
malice.22 Mr. Krikorian filed an appeal in Ohio state court seeking
to overturn the administrative ruling by the Ohio Elections Com-
mission, which was denied. On October 8, 2009, Representative
Schmidt’s office responded to requests from Committee counsel by
providing the Committee with information related to her Sep-
tember 17, 2009, request.23 These materials included a letter in
which Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman stated that they “have agreed
to represent [Representative Schmidt] as attorneys . . . for a contin-
gency fee of one-third of any recovery, plus out-of-pocket ex-
penses.” 24 Mr. Bennett believed it was unlikely that a contingency
fee arrangement would be approved, and understood from his con-
versations with Committee counsel that it appeared that the Com-
mittee had not previously approved a contingency fee arrangement.
Representative Schmidt subsequently amended her request to omit
the request for approval of a contingency fee arrangement.

On January 21, 2010, Mr. Krikorian filed a civil suit in federal
court against the Ohio Elections Commission that challenged the
constitutionality of Section 3517.21(B)(10) of the Ohio Revised
Code, which prohibits a candidate from making “a false statement

13 Deposition of Barry Bennett, August 31, 2009 (Bennett Deposition).
14Fein Deposition at 60.

15 Bennett Deposition at 49.

164

gggmmittee Telephone Inquiries Log, September 10, 2009, 3:11:17 p.m. (Sept. 10 Phone Log).
19 Bennett Tr. at 6-7.

20 Sept. 10 Phone Log.

21 Schmidt Letter to Committee, September 17, 2009.

22 Email from Barry Bennett to Committee counsel, October 2, 2009.

23 Letter from Barry Bennett to Committee counsel, October 8, 2009.

24 Letter from Bruce Fein and David Saltzman to Representative Schmidt, undated.
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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.”25> Mr. Krikorian also contended the statute is pre-
empted by the Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971 (as amend-
ed). He sought a declaratory judgment that the Ohio statute is un-
constitutional and an injunction against its enforcement against
him. Representative Schmidt was not a named party to this federal
court case. On January 29, 2010, Representative Schmidt filed an
amicus brief in the federal court action in support of the Ohio Elec-
tions Commission.26 The brief was prepared for Representative
Schmidt by the lawyers associated with TALDF.

On February 26, 2010, the Committee sent a response to Rep-
resentative Schmidt’s September 17, 2009, letter.27 This letter pro-
vided guidance on the possible use of a legal expense fund or of
campaign funds to pay for legal work already completed during the
Ohio Elections Commission proceedings and future work on Rep-
resentative Schmidt’s behalf in the appellate case in Ohio state
court. The Committee’s letter did not formally approve a legal ex-
pense fund pursuant to the Committee’s written guidance on legal
expense funds, because Representative Schmidt had not yet asked
the Committee for such approval. The letter noted Mr. Krikorian’s
civil suit in federal court against the Ohio Elections Commission,
but stated that Representative Schmidt was “not a named party to
this federal court case and [did] not anticipate any involvement in
that separate litigation.” 28

On June 8, 2010, lawyers associated with TALDF filed a defama-
tion action on Representative Schmidt’s behalf against Mr.
Krikorian in the Ohio Court of Common Pleas.29 Representative
Schmidt’s complaint in the defamation action alleges that Mr.
Krikorian made defamatory statements similar to those made in
the campaign and republished the defamatory statements made
during the campaign when interviewed by Asbarez.com in June
2009.30 Representative Schmidt alleges he made further defama-
tory statements in The Armenian Reporter and The Armenian Mir-
ror-Spectator in August 2009 and again in a televised interview in
September 2009.31

On July 13, 2010, Mr. Krikorian filed a complaint regarding Rep-
resentative Schmidt with the Office of Congressional Ethics. Mr.
Krikorian asserted that Representative Schmidt’s acceptance of
legal services from the TALDF attorneys may have violated the
House gift rule, and alleged possible violations of the Ethics in
Government Act, the False Statements Accountability Act, and
other House Rules. In the complaint, Mr. Krikorian stated “while
purely an estimate on my part, I believe the total fees and ex-
penses associated with the OEC Action exceeded $200,000 and may
have ranged up to $500,000.” The complaint also stated that pub-

25 Complaint, Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission, 1:10-cv—00720-TSB (S.D. Ohio Jan.
21, 2010).

26 Amicus Brief, Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission, 1:10-cv—00720-TSB (S.D. Ohio Jan.
29, 2010).

27 Letter from Committee to Representative Schmidt, February 26, 2010.

28]d. The Committee had not been previously aware that Representative Schmidt’s intention
to participate in the federal court matter had changed.

29 Complaint, Schmidt v. Krikorian, et al., 2010—cvc—1217 (June 8, 2010).

30]1d.

31]d.
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licly available records showed no payments from her campaign for
the legal services or the establishment of a legal defense fund.

On July 19, August 9, and August 11, 2010, Representative
Schmidt wrote letters to the Committee seeking approval of the
Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust. She sought to use the fund to
pay for legal expenses incurred in the Ohio Elections Commission
matter and the federal court litigation to which she was not a
party. Representative Schmidt also resubmitted a request for ap-
proval of a contingency fee arrangement to pay for the defamation
action.

On September 27, 2010, Mr. Fein filed a motion to be admitted
pro hac vice in the Ohio Court of Common Pleas for Representative
Schmidt’s defamation action.32 On October 22, 2010, the defend-
ants in the defamation matter filed a legal brief opposing Mr.
Fein’s admission pro hac vice.33 In the opposition brief, defendants
asserted that Mr. Fein was a “necessary witness” in the matter,
and had potentially perjured himself, because:

Mr. Fein testified under oath that the Turkish American
Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”)—an entity that is part of
the Turkish Coalition of America (“TCA”)—was paying
Plaintiff Schmidt’s legal fees during the pendency of the
Ohio Elections Commission that serve as a basis of this in-
stant case.34

The opposition brief further asserted that Mr. Fein may have a
conflict of interest in the case because “it is also very likely Mr.
Fein advised Plaintiff Schmidt that their arrangement regarding
not charging her, her congressional office, or her campaign was
perfectly legal without any disclosure.” 35

Representative Schmidt’s lawyers filed a reply brief in the matter
which asserted that “Mr. Fein’s statements during his deposition
were accurate and consistent with the information available to him
at the time they were made.” 3¢ The reply brief further stated that
“Mr. Fein has testified under oath that he never provided free legal
services to plaintiff.” 37 Instead, the brief stated that “[t]he Turkish

Coalition of America . . . has consistently funded Fein’s represen-
tation of Jean Schmidt as senior counsel at the Turkish American
Legal Defense Fund . . . for the duration of her several legal ac-

tions against Defendant Krikorian.” 38 Finally, the reply brief stat-
ed that “Mr. Fein did not advise Plaintiff Schmidt rules [sic] gov-
erning the receipt of free legal services by members of Congress.” 39

Following oral argument, the Ohio Court of Common Pleas
issued an order denying Mr. Fein’s motion.40 As part of its support
for this ruling, the court stated:

32 Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice for Bruce Fein of Bruce E. Fein & Associates, Inc.,
Schmidt v. Krikorian, et al., 2010—cvc—1217 (September 27, 2010).

33 Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice for Bruce Fein of Bruce
E.g;%n & Associates, Inc., Schmidt v. Krikorian, et al., 2010—cve—1217 (October 22, 2010).

. at 4.

351d. at 7.

36 Reply Memorandum of Plaintiff Jean Schmidt in Support of Motion for Admission Pro Hac
Vice for Bruce Fein, Schmidt v. Krikorian, et al., 2010-cvc-1217 (November 11, 2010), at 13.

37]d. at 14.

38]d. at 14-15.

39]d. at 14.

40 QOrder, Decision and Entry Denying Plaintiff's Motion to Admit Pro Hac Vice Bruce Fein,
Esq., Schmidt v. Krikorian, et al., 2010—-cve-1217 (April 4, 2011).
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First, the defense has raised a material issue as to who(m)
is paying for the legal fees for Plaintiff Schmidt during the
pendency of the Ohio Elections Commission [sic]. In an
earlier deposition, Attorney Bruce Fein said that the Turk-
ish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”) was paying
for Schmidt’s legal fees, and Plaintiff Schmidt denied that
same statement. The issue of who is paying for these fees
is material in regards to the matter before the Court.41

The Committee was unaware that Mr. Krikorian had opposed
Mr. Fein’s appearance in the case or of the basis for his objection.
The Committee learned these facts in the spring of 2011 from news
reports.

None of the lawyers associated with TALDF have submitted any
bills to Representative Schmidt for any of the matters in which
they represented her.#2 This was true even with regard to the five
months that the lawyers associated with TALDF represented Rep-
resentative Schmidt before she sought the Committee’s guidance on
how to pay for their legal services.#3 Mr. Bennett told the Com-
mittee that before Representative Schmidt initially sought the
Committee’s guidance in September 2009, she had intended to pay
for her legal bills using campaign resources once the matter was
complete.** While this appears to be potentially inconsistent with
Mr. Bennett’s deposition testimony in the matter before the Ohio
Elections Commission,4> he told the Committee that Representative
Schmidt’s practice in prior matters before the Ohio Elections Com-
mission was to pay legal expenses at the end of the matter using
campaign funds.#¢ No written fee agreement had been entered into
by Representative Schmidt’s campaign for payment of the legal fees
as of September 2009.

B. OCE AND COMMITTEE INVESTIGATIONS

OCE commenced its initial review of this matter on January 25,
2011.47 OCE voted to initiate a second-phase review on February
22, 2011, and voted to extend the second-phase review on April 23,
2011.48 OCE voted to refer the matter to the Committee on April
29, 2011, and transmitted its Report and Findings to the Com-
mittee on May 18, 2011.4° Upon receipt of OCE’s Report and Find-
ings, the Committee sent a copy of the Report and Findings to Rep-
resentative Schmidt and offered her an opportunity to respond.
Representative Schmidt submitted a response to OCE’s Report and
Findings on May 27, 2011.5°

The Committee conducted an independent investigation into the
matters in the OCE referral pursuant to House Rule XI, clause
3(b)(1)(B)({i), and Committee Rule 18(a), which authorizes the

41]d. at 3.

42Schmidt Letter to Committee, May 27, 2011.

43Fein Tr. at 17.

44Bennett Tr. at 7.

45 Bennett Deposition at 49 (“Q. And there’s no ethics issue associated with Turkish American
Legal Defense Funds paying for Ms. Schmidt’s legal fees? A. No, not that I'm aware of.”). See
below on pages 11-12 for a further discussion of this potential inconsistency.

46 Bennett Tr. at 17.

47 Report and Findings In the Matter of Representative Jean Schmidt, OCE Review No. 11—
65;7841,dMay 18, 2011.

50 Schmidt Letter to Committee, May 27, 2011.
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Chairman and Ranking Member to jointly gather additional infor-
mation concerning such an alleged violation by a Member, officer,
or employee unless and until an investigative subcommittee has
been established.

The investigations by OCE and the Committee revealed that
TALDF was first formed around 2007, but it is not an independent
corporate entity.5! Instead, TALDF is under the umbrella of TCA.52
TCA is an Internal Revenue Code section 501(c)(3) organization,
which has employed registered federal lobbyists under the Lob-
bying Disclosure Act in the past.53 Lawyers associated with TALDF
have represented between six and twelve clients in TALDF-related
matters since its inception in 2007.5¢ The lawyers associated with
TALDF have had retainer agreements with each of these clients,
except for Representative Schmidt.55

Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman are the primary attorneys associated
with TALDF.56 Occasionally, TALDF will use additional lawyers, if,
for example, the representation requires local counsel.5” Mr. Fein
and Mr. Saltzman used local counsel in their work for Representa-
tive Schmidt.58 Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman are not employees of
TALDF or TCA, and they do not receive a salary from either enti-
ty.59 They each work for their own law firms: Bruce Fein & Associ-
ates and Saltzman & Evinch, P.C., respectively.60 This appears to
be inconsistent with the statement in the reply brief supporting
Mr. Fein’s admission pro hac vice that Mr. Fein was a “senior coun-
sel at the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund.” 61

Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman have never charged the people whom
they have represented in their TALDF-related matters for their
legal services.®2 Instead, Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman send monthly
bills to TCA for their TALDF-related legal work through their re-
spective law firms.63 This is the standard arrangement for all
TALDF-related legal work.6¢ Occasionally, Mr. Fein and Mr.
Saltzman will enter into what Mr. Fein described as a “contingency
fee arrangement” with the people whom they have represented in
their TALDF-related matters.6> Under these agreements, TALDF
and the individual represented by Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman
agree to split the proceeds of any damage award received as a re-
sult of a lawsuit brought by Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman.6¢ Because
TALDF is not a separate corporate entity, its portion of any award
would go to TCA.67 In this context, however, the phrase “contin-
gency fee” is a misnomer as Mr. Fein’s and Mr. Saltzman’s receipt
of their fees is never contingent on the outcome of a matter, but

51Fein Tr. at 3.

‘32]d

53 Lobbying Disclosure Act filings reflect individuals reg'lstered to lobby on behalf of TCA in
2008, but that registration was terminated as of December 31, 2008

54Fein Tr. at 6.

55]d. at 12-13.

56 Id. at 3.

57]d.

58 Id.

59 [d.

60]d. at 4.

61]d. at 14-15.

62]d. at 9.

63]d. at 4.

64]d. at 5.

65]d. at 8.

66]d. at 9.

671d.
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would be paid as billed by Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman on an ongo-
ing basis, regardless of the result of the action.6® It was this ar-
rangement that Mr. Fein suggested to Representative Schmidt in
2009,89 and for which Representative Schmidt sought Committee
approval. The Committee did not understand the nature of the mis-
named “contingency fee” arrangement until its interview of Mr.
Fein following the referral of the matter by OCE.

Both Representative Schmidt and Mr. Bennett told the Com-
mittee that she was never made aware of this payment arrange-
ment with TCA, and Mr. Fein confirmed that he never discussed
the payment arrangement with Representative Schmidt or any
member of her staff.”0 Thus, the evidence suggests that Represent-
ative Schmidt did not have knowledge of the details of TCA’s finan-
cial relationship with Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman, or the fact that
the contingency fee proposal did not actually cover the lawyer’s
fees, at any time prior to the Committee’s discovery of the relation-
ship following the referral of the matter by OCE. The fact of the
payment arrangement was material to the Committee’s guidance
on this matter, and if the Committee had given Representative
Schmidt guidance without being aware of this arrangement, the
guidance would not have been correct or binding on the Com-
mittee.??

Mr. Bennett told the Committee that he never viewed a contin-
gency fee arrangement to be a realistic possibility.”2 Instead, Mr.
Bennett stated that in Representative Schmidt’s prior matters be-
fore the Ohio Elections Commission, the ordinary practice had been
for the law firm representing Representative Schmidt to not pro-
vide monthly or quarterly bills, but instead to submit one bill at
the end of the proceeding.”® Mr. Bennett stated that he had no rea-
son to suspect that the billing arrangement for this matter would
be any different.”4+ This appears to be inconsistent with Mr. Ben-
nett’s deposition testimony in the matter before the Ohio Elections
Commission.”> However, during the Committee’s independent in-
vestigation, he explained that he never meant to imply that Rep-
resentative Schmidt was not planning to pay the lawyers’ fees.”6
Instead, Mr. Bennett stated:

No. I take from [the deposition testimony] that [TALDF]
were clearly covering costs, like any law firm would cover
costs. And then you get a bill. You know, every lawyer I
know gets paid every 2 weeks whether or not his client has
paid or not. So I take that to mean yes, you know, they
are covering these costs or whatever, and they are going
to bill us for them. Now it’s illogical that I could ever think
that they were going to do this for free . . . [blecause it

68 Id.

69]d. at 31.

70Fein Tr. at 17-18; Bennett Tr. at 17.

71See House Comm. on Standards of Official Conduct, In the Matter of the Investigation into
Officially Connected Travel of House Members to Attend the Carib News Foundation Multi-
national Business Conferences in 2007 and 2008, H. Rep. 111-422, 111th Cong., 2d Sess. 2
(2010).

72Bennett Tr. at 19.

731d. at 5.

74]d.

75 Bennett Deposition at 49 (“Q. And there’s no ethics issue associated with Turkish American
Legal Defense Funds paying for Ms. Schmidt’s legal fees? A. No, not that I'm aware of.”).

76 Bennett Tr. at 22.
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would clearly be either use of House money to furtherance
[sic] your official capacity, an illegal campaign contribu-
tion, or some hybrid of both.?7

III. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

Following the Committee’s investigation and nearly two years of
guidance to Representative Jean Schmidt through the Committee’s
Office of Advice and Education, the Committee reached the fol-
lowing findings and conclusions.

A. COMMITTEE’S RESPONSE TO REQUESTS FOR GUIDANCE

Based on Representative Schmidt’s statements to the Committee,
the evidence gathered by OCE, and the Committee’s independent
investigation, the Committee approved the use of funds from the
Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust to pay legal bills incurred in
connection with Representative Schmidt’s complaint before the
Ohio Elections Commission and the defamation action, subject to
certain restrictions discussed below. However, the Committee de-
nied the use of funds from the Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust
to pay legal bills incurred in connection with amicus briefs filed in
Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission. Additionally, the Com-
mittee has determined that Representative Schmidt’s use of cam-
paign funds to pay for the Ohio Elections Commission matter, the
defamation action, and the amicus briefs filed in the Krikorian v.
Ohio Elections Commission matter would not violate the House
rules, subject to the restrictions below. However, the Committee
advised Representative Schmidt to consult with the Federal Elec-
tion Commission before using campaign funds for any of these pur-
poses.”8 Finally, the Committee denied permission to enter into the
so-called “contingency fee” arrangement.

1. Legal Expense Trust Fund

a. Legal background

Under a provision of the gift rule, a Member, officer, or employee
may accept “a contribution or other payment to a legal expense
fund established for the benefit of [the official] that is otherwise
lawfully made in accordance with the restrictions and disclosure re-
quirements of the Committee on Ethics.” 7 Under the Committee’s
Legal Expense Fund Regulations (LEF Regulations), a Member
may not receive or solicit donations to such a fund without prior
approval of the trust agreement by the Committee.8°

Under the Committee’s LEF Regulations, a fund may be estab-
lished only when the legal expenses arise in connection with one
of the following matters:

e The individual’s candidacy for or election to federal office;

e The individual’s official duties or position in Congress (in-
cluding a matter before the Ethics Committee);

e A criminal prosecution; or

71d.

78The legal services provided by the lawyers associated with TALDF were not provided on
a pro bono basis, and were not contingent on the outcome of the case. Thus, the Committee does
not express an opinion on whether the services could be provided on a pro bono basis or under
a contingency fee agreement, as the underlying facts would not support either arrangement.

79 See House Rule 25, clause 5(a)(3)(E). See generally 2008 House Ethics Manual at 63—65.

80 LEF Regulations {1, 11.
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e A civil matter bearing on the individual’s reputation or fit-
ness for office.8!

The Committee will not grant permission to establish a fund
when legal expenses arise in connection with a matter that is pri-
marily personal in nature, such as a matrimonial action.82 The
rules governing the operation of a legal expense fund include:

e No contribution may be solicited for or accepted by a fund
prior to the Committee’s written approval of the completed
trust document and the trustee; 83

e A fund must be established as a trust, administered by a
trustee who is entirely independent of the Member and has no
{)amily, business, or employment relationship with the Mem-

er; 8%

e Trust funds may be used only to pay legal expenses, or the
expenses incurred in soliciting for or administering the trust; 85

e A fund may not accept more than $5,000 in a calendar
year from any individual or organization, but, in accordance
with the gift rule, no contribution may be accepted from a reg-
istered lobbyist or foreign agent; 86

e Excess funds must be returned to the contributors;87 and

e A fund may not pay for legal services for anyone other
than the named beneficiary except with the Committee’s writ-
ten permission. Written Committee permission is also required
for any amendment of the trust document and any change in
the trustee.88

Once a legal expense trust agreement has been approved by the
Committee, the Member must file an executed copy with the Legis-
lative Resource Center of the Office of the Clerk, for placement on
the public record.®® In addition, Members must file quarterly re-
ports on the public record regarding certain contributions and ex-
penditures under the LEF Regulations.90

b. Analysis

The trustee named in the agreement for the Jean Schmidt Legal
Expense Trust is Mr. Larry Neuman, Esq., of Cincinnati, Ohio. Ac-
cording to Representative Schmidt’s representations to the Com-
mittee, Representative Schmidt has no family, business, or employ-
ment relationship with Mr. Neuman. Representative Schmidt’s rep-
resentations to the Committee further indicate that the trust funds
will be used to pay legal expenses incurred in connection with a
legal action directly related to Representative Schmidt’s candidacy
for federal office in 2008 and matters bearing upon her reputation
and fitness for office. Recital A of the trust agreement indicates
that the purpose of the Legal Expense Fund is to pay expenses in-
curred in connection with Representative Schmidt’s official duties
and position in Congress and matters bearing on her reputation
and fitness for office. Pursuant to Representative Schmidt’s cor-

81LEF Regulations 2.
82LEF Regulations (3.

83 LEF Regulations {11.
84 LEF Regulations {{5-6.
85 LEF Regulations {7.

86 LEF Regulations {{8-9.
87LEF Regulations 7.

88 LEF Regulations {11.
89 LEF Regulations {12.
9 LEF Regulations 13.
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respondence with the Committee, it is the Committee’s under-
standing that the specific purpose of the trust is to pay legal ex-
penses that Representative Schmidt incurred by filing a complaint
with the Ohio Elections Commission regarding false campaign
statements and her amicus filing in Krikorian v. Ohio Elections
Commission.

The Committee therefore approved the use of funds from the
Jean Schmidt Legal Expense Trust provided by Representative
Schmidt to pay for the legal expenses incurred in filing the com-
plaint before the Ohio Elections Commission and the appeal of that
decision in the Ohio state courts.

The Committee denied the use of funds from the Jean Schmidt
Legal Expense Trust to pay for legal costs incurred filing amicus
briefs in the federal court action. At its core, Mr. Krikorian’s legal
action was a constitutional challenge to a state statute. Mr.
Krikorian wanted permission to utter any statement regarding any
opponent in the course of an election campaign because he viewed
it as political speech. As Representative Schmidt noted in the Com-
plaint in her defamation action, Mr. Krikorian also made controver-
sial statements regarding his opponent during the course of the
2010 Democratic primary campaign. If Mr. Krikorian’s case had
survived, the Court would ultimately have decided if the statute
was constitutional and if it was preempted by federal law. Rep-
resentative Schmidt’'s 2008 election and the statements Mr.
Krikorian made about her were only relevant in this matter as fac-
tual background, and they were not part of the core legal issues to
be decided. As a result, the legal expenses related to this matter
were not incurred adjudicating matters in connection with her can-
didacy for office, her official duties, or her reputation and fitness
for office, and a legal expense trust may not be used.

Representative Schmidt’s defamation action is related to her elec-
tion for office and reputation and fitness as a Member of Congress.
As a result, Representative Schmidt met the first criterion to use
a legal expense fund under the LEF Regulations and House Rules.
There is, however, a challenge to using a legal expense fund to pay
expenses related to the defamation case in that Representative
Schmidt is seeking monetary damages in her personal capacity.
Seeking monetary damages makes it appear as if the suit is per-
sonal in nature. The Committee believes this defect can be cured.

The Committee will approve Representative Schmidt’s use of a
legal expense fund to pay for expenses related to the defamation
action under the following conditions: (1) any damages award will
first be used to defray the cost of litigation; (2) any remaining dam-
ages award will be used to repay donors to the Jean Schmidt Legal
Expense Trust; (3) any additional amount will be donated to a non-
profit organization organized under §501(c)(3) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code; and (4) Representative Schmidt represents to the Com-
mittee in writing that she will receive no direct or indirect financial
benefit from the lawsuit.9!

In accordance with paragraph 12 of the LEF Regulations, Rep-
resentative Schmidt must file a copy of the executed trust agree-
ment with the Legislative Resource Center (B—-106 Cannon House

91 See Federal Election Commission, AO 1997-27, at 3 (February 23, 1998). “For example, to
the extent that the effect of the charitable deduction would provide more that 100 percent offset
to the additional taxable income, that part of the deduction may not be taken.”
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Office Building) within one week of Committee approval. In accord-
ance with LEF Regulation 13, Representative Schmidt (not the
trustee) is responsible for filing quarterly reports with the Com-
mittee regarding certain receipts and expenditures. The original
version of Representative Schmidt’s quarterly reports must be filed
with the Committee and a copy must also be filed with the Legisla-
tive Resource Center for public disclosure. In addition to the quar-
terly reports, any contributions of more than $350 in a calendar
year from a single source (other than a relative) must also be dis-
closed on Schedule VI of Representative Schmidt’s annual Finan-
cial Disclosure Statement.

2. Campaign Funds

a. Legal background

The Committee has long advised Members to consult with the
Committee prior to using campaign funds for legal expenses to en-
sure that the legal services are ones that the Member may properly
{)ay with campaign funds. House Rule 23, clause 6, provides as fol-
ows:

A Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner—

(a) shall keep the campaign funds of such individual sepa-
rate from the personal funds of such individual,

(b) may not convert campaign funds to personal use in excess
of an amount representing reimbursement for legitimate and
verifiable campaign expenditures; and

(c) except as provided in clause 1(b) of rule [24], may not ex-
pend funds from a campaign account of such individual that
are not attributable to bona fide campaign or political pur-
poses.

While the rule permits the use of campaign funds for “bona fide
campaign or political purposes,” it does not include a definition of
that phrase. The Committee has long advised that Members have
wide discretion to determine whether any particular expenditure
would serve such purposes, provided that the Member does not con-
vert campaign funds to personal or official uses (other than as per-
mitted by House Rule 24, clause 1(b)).?2 Put another way, the rule
is not interpreted “to limit the use of campaign funds strictly to a
Member’s reelection campaign,” but instead is interpreted “broadly
to encompass the traditional politically-related activities of Mem-
bers of Congress.” 93

In accordance with these principles, the Committee has deter-
mined that it is generally permissible under House rules for a
Member to use campaign funds to pay for the Member’s own legal
fees which arise in connection with the Member’s campaign, elec-
tion, or the performance of official duties.?¢

Pursuant to the Federal Election Campaign Act, the FEC admin-
isters a separate set of restrictions on the use of campaign funds.
Although our understanding is that the FEC generally permits the
use of campaign funds and the establishment of legal expense
funds for legal expenses arising out of a Member’s congressional

92 See Comm. on Standards of Official Conduct, Advisory Opinion No. 6, reprinted in Appendix
to 2008 House Ethics Manuat at 375, 376.

93 House Select Comm. on Ethics, Final Report, H. Rep. 95-1837, 95th Cong., 2d Sess. 16
(1979).
94 See 2008 House Ethics Manual at 156-57.
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campaign and official duties, interpretation of FEC regulations is
outside this Committee’s jurisdiction. As a result, the Committee
traditionally encourages all Members to consult with the FEC to
determine whether use of campaign funds is permissible under the
applicable law and regulations.

b. Analysis

The Ohio Elections Commission matter and Representative
Schmidt’s defamation action are related to her election for office
and reputation and fitness as a Member and, as a result, Rep-
resentative Schmidt met that criterion to use campaign funds
under the House rules. With respect to the defamation matter,
however, Representative Schmidt faces the same challenge to using
campaign funds to pay expenses that she has with the use of a
legal expense fund in that Representative Schmidt is seeking mon-
etary damages in her personal capacity. Seeking monetary dam-
ages makes it appear as if Representative Schmidt would be con-
verting campaign funds for her personal use.

The Committee notes that in 1998, Representative John Boehner
sought an opinion from the FEC regarding the use of campaign
funds to pay for legal expenses incurred in connection with his law-
suit against Representative James McDermott, in which he was
seeking monetary damages.?> The FEC permitted Representative
Boehner to pay his legal expenses with campaign funds under the
following conditions: (1) any damages award first defrayed the cost
of litigation; (2) any additional amount be donated to charity; and
(3) Representative Boehner had to represent he would receive no
direct or indirect financial benefit from the lawsuit.%6

The Committee notes that Representative Schmidt may be able
to reach a similar arrangement with the FEC in this instance.
Committee staff has been informed by FEC staff that that they do
not provide the advisory opinion given to Representative Boehner
to other individuals because it is so fact specific that it should not
be relied on by anyone other than Representative Boehner. As a re-
sult, the Committee strongly urges Representative Schmidt to seek
an advisory opinion from the FEC before using campaign funds to
pay legal expenses related to the defamation action.

With respect to the amicus brief filed in Krikorian v. Ohio Elec-
tions Commission, although the Committee does not perceive that
matter as either pertaining to Representative Schmidt’s candidacy
for federal office or bearing on her reputation and fitness for office,
this view may not be shared by the FEC and would not foreclose
Representative Schmidt’s ability to seek an FEC advisory opinion
regarding whether one may use campaign funds to pay for legal ex-
penses related to this matter. If Representative Schmidt wanted to
proceed with using campaign funds to pay for this action, the Com-
mittee strongly urges Representative Schmidt to seek an advisory
opinion from the FEC before doing so.

95 See Federal Election Commission, AO 1997-27 (February 23, 1998).

96 See id. at 3. “For example, to the extent that the effect of the charitable deduction would
provide more that 100 percent offset to the additional taxable income, that part of the deduction
may not be taken.”
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B. COMMITTEE’S DISPOSITION OF THE OCE REFERRAL

Based on the evidence examined by the Committee, it appears
that the arrangement whereby the lawyers associated with TALDF
sent bills for their legal representation of Representative Schmidt
to TCA, which TCA then paid, constituted an improper gift from
TCA to Representative Schmidt. According to OCE’s referral, be-
tween 2008 and 2010 TCA actually paid the TALDF lawyers ap-
proximately $500,000 for legal services provided to Representative
Schmidt. Neither the Committee nor, according to the evidence,
Representative Schmidt was aware of these payments when the
Committee provided advice to Representative Schmidt regarding
her options for paying legal fees in the various proceedings.

Thus, the Committee will not dismiss the allegations in the OCE
referral. As explained below, however, the Committee does not see
the need to empanel an investigative subcommittee at this time.
The Committee does not believe that further fact-gathering is nec-
essary, and, given the evidence that Representative Schmidt did
not know of the payment arrangement between TCA and the law-
yers associated with TALDF, the Committee does not believe that
any sanction is necessary.

However, in order to remedy the actual, even if unknown, receipt
of an impermissible gift, both disclosure and repayment of the gift
are necessary. Thus, Representative Schmidt must ensure that
TCA does not pay for any additional future legal services on her
behalf. In addition, subject to the guidance below, Representative
Schmidt must pay the lawyers associated with TALDF, from a per-
missible source, for all legal services they have performed on her
behalf to date. Furthermore, this remedy will only be sufficient if
Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman and any other attorney who was actu-
ally paid with TCA funds, first agree that, as Representative
Schmidt pays them directly, they will repay to TCA the fees TCA
originally paid to them for their representation of Representative
Schmidt. Such an agreement must be in writing and submitted to
the Committee. Representative Schmidt must also amend her an-
nual Financial Disclosure Statements for calendar years 2009 and
2010 to disclose the gifts from TCA. Finally, Representative
Schmidt must disclose any gifts from TCA on her future Financial
Disclosure Statements, until the lawyers associated with TALDF
have been repaid in full.97

1. Improper Gift

As noted above, Members may not accept any gift, except as spe-
cifically permitted by House rules.?8 The definition of gift expressly
includes gifts of services, and thus the value of legal services pro-
vided to a Member at no cost would be deemed to be a gift under
the gift rule.?? Each time TCA paid the legal fees of the lawyers
associated with TALDF in connection with their representation of
Representative Schmidt, that payment was a gift to her. There is

971t is not necessary for Representative Schmidt to file an actual amended Financial Disclo-
sure Statement. Instead, it would be acceptable for her to submit a letter to the Clerk detailing
the source, description, and value of the legal services. This is an option available to any filer
when amending their Financial Disclosure Statement.

98 House Rule 25, cl. 5(a)(1)(A)(1); see also House Rule 23, cl. 4.

99 As a general matter, the amount of any discount on the cost of legal fees offered to a Mem-
ber based on that individual’s official status would be deemed a gift for purposes of the gift rule.
See House Rule 25, cl. 5(a)(2)(A).
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no exception to the gift rule that would permit Representative
Schmidt to accept this gift, and thus this arrangement was a viola-
tion of House Rules. Indeed, even if Representative Schmidt had
reimbursed TCA the next day for its payment to the lawyers associ-
ated with TALDF for their representation of her, TCA’s payments
would be considered a loan, and thus an improper gift.

However, the evidence indicates that Representative Schmidt did
not have knowledge of the specific payment arrangement between
TCA and the lawyers associated with TALDF. Both Representative
Schmidt and Mr. Bennett told the Committee that she was never
made aware of the payment arrangement, and Mr. Fein confirms
that he never discussed the payment arrangement with Represent-
ative Schmidt or any member of her staff.100 Furthermore, the
Committee has not seen any document suggesting that Representa-
tive Schmidt or her staff knew of the payment arrangement.

The Committee further notes, however, that none of the lawyers
associated with TALDF submitted any bills to Representative
Schmidt. This was true even during the five months that the law-
yers associated with TALDF represented Representative Schmidt
before she sought the Committee’s guidance on how to pay for their
legal services.101 Mr. Fein stated that he has never billed the indi-
viduals he represents in TALDF-related matters, and that he al-
ways submits those legal bills to TCA. Mr. Fein further stated it
was his intention not to charge Representative Schmidt for the
TALDF-related legal services, and that instead, TALDF would ac-
cept half of any damages award she received, as part of a “contin-
gency fee” arrangement.192 Mr. Bennett, however, stated that he
never viewed a contingency fee arrangement to be a realistic possi-
bility.193 Instead, Mr. Bennett stated that in Representative
Schmidt’s prior matters before the Ohio Elections Commission, the
practice had been for the law firm representing Representative
Schmidt to not provide monthly or quarterly bills, and instead to
submit one bill at the end of the proceeding.1°4¢ Mr. Bennett stated
that he had no reason to suspect that this matter would be any dif-
ferent.105

The Committee is troubled that the lawyers associated with
TALDF never disclosed their payment arrangement with TCA to
Representative Schmidt. Such disclosure likely would have made
this investigation unnecessary. While the Committee believes that
the payment arrangement between TCA and Representative
Schmidt’s lawyers should have been disclosed from the beginning
of their representation of her, the Committee is particularly con-
cerned that Representative Schmidt’s lawyers did not disclose the
payment arrangement to her even after Mr. Krikorian’s lawyers
raised the issue of TALDF providing Representative Schmidt free
legal services, or after the Ohio Court of Common Pleas denied Mr.
Fein’s motion to be admitted pro hac vice.

These legal maneuverings should have prompted Representative
Schmidt’s lawyers to have a fuller discussion with her regarding
the payment arrangements for their legal services. However, it

100 Fein Tr. at 17-18.
101]d. at 17.

102]d. at 31.

103 Bennett Tr. at 17.
104 I

105 Id
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does not appear that Mr. Krikorian’s allegations that TALDF was
offering free legal services should have put Representative Schmidt
on notice that her lawyers were not employees of TALDF or TCA
and were instead outside counsel submitting regular bills to TCA.
Mr. Krikorian only asserted that Representative Schmidt’s ar-
rangement with her lawyers was improper because her lawyers had
not yet provided Representative Schmidt with a legal bill. And
when Mr. Krikorian made this allegation in the depositions of Mr.
Fein and Mr. Bennett, Representative Schmidt appropriately re-
sponded by seeking the guidance of the Committee. Thus, Rep-
resentative Schmidt was aware that she had not yet received a bill
because she was working in good faith with the Committee to as-
certain the appropriate means by which to pay her attorneys. Fur-
ther, Mr. Fein and Representative Schmidt’s other lawyers did not
state that they were not employees of TALDF or TCA and were in-
stead outside counsel submitting regular bills to TCA. Instead, they
specifically asserted that they were “senior counsel at the Turkish
American Legal Defense Fund[.]” 196 This statement appears to be
inconsistent with the fact that Representative Schmidt’s lawyers
were not employees of TALDF or TCA and were instead outside
counsel submitting regular bills to TCA.

The Committee notes that Representative Schmidt never final-
ized an engagement agreement with the lawyers associated with
TALDF, including in the five months before she sought the Com-
mittee’s guidance.1l%?7 Such an agreement may have provided fur-
ther clarity regarding the relationships between Representative
Schmidt’s lawyers, TALDF, and TCA. It would have been pref-
erable, in this case, for Representative Schmidt to have (1) entered
into a written agreement with her lawyers at the beginning of each
matter; or (2) absent such an agreement, inquired of her lawyers
about the payment for ongoing legal services. It is for this reason,
among others, that the Committee strongly encourages all Mem-
bers to enter into written agreements with lawyers representing
Members, and for Members to seek the guidance of both the Com-
mittee and the FEC before spending campaign funds on legal rep-
resentation.108

Even if Representative Schmidt did not know that TCA was pay-
ing these legal fees on her behalf, the payments still constituted
gifts to her. The Committee was not aware that TCA was paying
legal fees on Representative Schmidt’s behalf until it conducted an
independent investigation following the OCE referral. If the Com-
mittee had given Representative Schmidt guidance regarding the
payment of these legal expenses based on an incorrect under-
standing of the nature of the fee arrangement, the Committee’s
guidance would have been invalid and would not have protected
Representative Schmidt from a charge that she received an im-
proper gift.109

106 d, at 14-15.

107The Committee notes that shortly after Mr. Krikorian’s lawyers raised the issue of TALDF
(not TCA) providing free legal services to Representative Schmidt, she sought the guidance of
the Committee regarding this issue.

108 2008 House Ethics Manual at 157.

109 See House Comm. on Standards of Official Conduct, In the Matter of the Investigation into
Officially Connected Travel of House Members to Attend the Carib News Foundation Multi-
national Business Conferences in 2007 and 2008, H. Rep. 111-422, 111th Cong., 2d Sess. 2
(2010).
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Representative Schmidt and her staff have consistently stated
that it is her intention to pay the legal fees of the lawyers associ-
ated with TALDF.110 The Committee has now given her guidance
on permissible methods to pay for the TALDF-related legal fees.111
While it was appropriate for Representative Schmidt not to pay the
legal fees while she was waiting for guidance from the Committee,
those fees must now be paid. Furthermore, because it is inappro-
priate for TCA to pay legal fees on Representative Schmidt’s behalf
and then be reimbursed by her, Representative Schmidt’s pay-
ments must be made directly to the lawyers associated with
TALDF for all fees incurred in their representation of her.

The Committee recognizes that the lawyers associated with
TALDF have been representing Representative Schmidt for more
than two years, in at least three different legal proceedings, and
the legal fees for this work are substantial. For this reason, the
Committee does not expect Representative Schmidt to fully pay the
lawyers associated with TALDF immediately. However, Represent-
ative Schmidt must ensure that TCA does not make any further
payments on her behalf to the lawyers associated with TALDF, and
Representative Schmidt must begin paying the lawyers associated
with TALDF as soon as funds are available. Furthermore, this rem-
edy will only be sufficient if Mr. Fein and Mr. Saltzman and any
other attorney actually paid with TCA funds, first agree to repay
all TCA funds as they receive Representative Schmidt’s payments.
Additionally, the Committee notes that it did not approve the use
of LEF funds for fees related to the amicus brief. Thus, Representa-
tive Schmidt must pay for any fees the attorneys billed and TCA
paid for work on the amicus brief using appropriate funds other
than the LEF funds. She must pay those fees immediately and pro-
vide the Committee with a cancelled check as proof of payment of
the legal services related to the amicus brief. Until Representative
Schmidt has paid the lawyers associated with TALDF for all fees
originally paid by TCA, Representative Schmidt must disclose on
Schedule V of her annual Financial Disclosure Statement all out-
standing TALDF-related fees which were originally paid by TCA.

2. Disclosure of Improper Gifts

The Ethics in Government Act (EIGA) requires disclosure of gifts
received during the year, from someone other than a relative,
whose aggregate value exceeds “minimal value,” as defined by that
statute. For 2009 and 2010, “minimal value” was defined as $335,
but gifts valued below $134 need not be counted towards the
limit.112 This disclosure is made on Schedule VI of a Member’s an-
nual Financial Disclosure Statement. TCA’s payment of legal serv-
ices on Representative Schmidt’s behalf was a gift whose aggregate
value exceeded $335. These payments were not disclosed on Rep-
resentative Schmidt’s Financial Disclosure Statements covering cal-
endar years 2009 and 2010. Given that Representative Schmidt

11041 CFR §102-42.10 (2011).

111The Committee notes that Representative Schmidt would also be permitted to pay for any
of these legal services with her own personal funds.

112 Minimal value for purposes of disclosure under EIGA is the same as that for the Foreign
Gifts and Decorations Act, 5 U.S.C. §7342(a)(5). Pursuant to that statute, the General Services
Administration sets the minimal value every three years. Minimal value for calendar years 2008
until 2011 was $335. See 73 Fed. Reg. 7475 (Feb. 8, 2008). Minimal value for calendar years
2011 until 2014 is $350. See 76 Fed. Reg. 30551 (May 26 2011).
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was not aware of the gifts, it is not surprising that she did not dis-
close them. However, now that Representative Schmidt is aware of
the gifts, she must amend her Financial Disclosure Statements to
disclose the payments by TCA of legal services on her behalf.

The Committee directed the Chairman, upon providing the no-
tices required pursuant to House Rule XI, clause 3(b)(8)(A), and
Committee Rule 17A(b)(2), to file this Report with the House, and
copies of OCE’s Report and Findings in this matter, along with any
response filed, all of which are made a part of this Report and ap-
pended hereto.113 The filing of this Report, along with its publica-
tion on the Committee’s Web site, shall serve as publication of
OCFE'’s Report and Findings in this matter, pursuant to House Rule
X1, clause 3(b)(8)(A), and Committee Rule 17A(b)(3) and 17A(c)(2).

IV. STATEMENT UNDER RULE 13, CLAUSE 3(c) OF THE
RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The Committee made no special oversight findings in this Report.
No budget statement is submitted. No funding is authorized by any
measure in this Report.

113 See House Rule XI, clauses 3(a)(2) and 3(b).
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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

REPORT

Review No. 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 challenger to her congressional seat.

The Turkish Coalition of America (“TCA™) has paid the TALDF lawyers a total of
approximately $500,000 for the legal services provided to Representative Schmidt during the
past three years. TCA currently pays the lawyers to represent her in an ongoing defamation 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 establishing a legal expense fund,
she may have violated House rules. She also may have violated House rules and federal law by
not including 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
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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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OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CITATIONS TO LAW

Review No. 11-6574

On April 29, 2011, the Board of the Office of Congressional Ethics (the “Board”) adopted the
following findings of fact and accompanying citations to law, regulations, rules, and standards of
conduct (in italics). The Board notes that these findings do not constitute a determination that a
violation actually occurred.

L. INTRODUCTION

1.

s

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.

In 2009, TALDF continued to provide the legal services at no charge to
Representative Schmidt. In September 2009, Representative Schmidt requested a
written advisory opinion from the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct (the
“Committee”)' concerning payment of the legal services. She did not request a
written opinion prior to accepting the legal services.

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 understanding that Representative Schmidt
was awaiting a bill from the TALDF lawyers and that the legal services had not been
paid.

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
approximately $300,000 for Representative Schmidt’s legal services at the time of the
advisory opinion. TCA paid the expenses for Representative Schmidt since 2008 and
continues to pay for legal services in 2011.

! The Comumittee on Standards of Official Conduct was renamed the Committee on Ethics in the 112" Congress.

4
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A. Summary of Allegations

. 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.

. 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

The allegations that are the subject of this review concern Representative Jean Schmidt, a
Member of the United States House of Representatives for the 2" District of Ohio. The
Resolution 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.”” The House adopted this Resolution on March 11, 2008. Because the
conduct under review occurred after March 11, 2008, the OCE has jurisdiction in this
matter.

C. Procedural History

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

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

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

* A preliminary review is “requested” in writing by members of the Board of the OCE, The request fora
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.

* According to the Resolution. the Board must vote on whether to conduct a second-phase review 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.

5



27

CONFIDENTIAL

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

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

1

-

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

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

o
g

3. 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
(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 23, clause S(a)(1)(4)(i), “{a] Member . . . of the House may not
kmowingly accept a gift except as provided 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 lawfilly made in accordance with the restrictions and
disclosure requirements of the [Committee].”
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17. The Committee’ Legal Expense Fund Regulations provide that “[njo contribution shall
be solicited for or accepted by a Legal Fxpense fund prior to the Committee 's written
approval of the completed trust document (including the name of the trustee).””

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

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 “[e]ach 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 aggregating 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

reporting individual during the preceding calendar year . . . .""

B. TALDF Has Provided Legal Services to Representative Schmidt for Nearly
Three Years

TALDF in Gen

21. TCA created TALDF in late 2007 or early 2008.% The purpose of TALDF is to protect
the legal rights of Turkish Americans.” TALDF works primarily on defamation and free
speech matters '

* Memorandum from Committee on Standards of Official Conduct to All Members, Officers, and Employees
Regarding Legal Expense Fund Regulations, dated June 10, 1996 (“Legal Expense Fund Regulations™) (Exhibit 1 at
11-6574_0003).
¢ 1d. 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 Iaw or regulation; or 1o 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.” /d.
"5US.Coapp. 4, § 102(@)(2)A).
¥ 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).
° TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0006); TCA President MO1 (Exhibit 3 at 11-6374_0012).
' TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).

7
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22. TALDF provides legal services to its clients on a pro bono basis."’ The entity is funded
by the TCA. 2

23. Ifthere is a legal matter in which the client is awarded monetary damages, the money is
divided between the client and the TCA."® The TALDF lawyers do not receive any
portion of a damage award ™

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 employed at the law firm of Saltzman & Evinch, P.C.*¢

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

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

27. TCA retained a registered lobbyist in 2008 until the lobbyist, George Hochbrueckner,
terminated the registration effective December 31, 2008.%

28. The TCA President told the OCE that he is the head of TCA’s congressional outreach
group.”® He spends approximately fifty percent of his time working on congressional
outreach, which involves meeting with Members of Congress to discuss the Armenian
genocide resolution and Greek and Turkish issues. >

' TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012),
2 TALDF Lawver 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
3 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007).
14 ]d
' 1d. 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).
" TALDF Lawver 3 Response to OCE Request for Information, dated February 11, 2011 (“TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI
Response™) (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574_0020).
'8 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOIT (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0006),
15

Id.
20 Jd
* George J. Hochbraeckner & Associates, Inc. Lobbying Report for TCA dated January 15, 2009 (Exhibit 6 at 11-
6574_0027).
** TCA President MOT (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0011-0012).
2 1d. at 11-6574_0011.

8
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29. The TCA President told the OCE that he has not registered as a lobbyist because he only
educates legislators.”*

TALDF and Representative Schmidt

30. Since 2008, TALDF has provided legal services to Representative Schmidt related to
various legal matters between her and Mr. David Krikorian. >

3

fuies

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

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

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

34. He introduced himself and offered to provide her with information about the Armenian
genocide issue ¥

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 >!

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.**

M Id at 116574_0012.
** TALDF 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 Service 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 Scrvice
Invoices ("TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices”) (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574_0065-0072). TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response
(Exhibit 5 at 11-6574_0022-0025); TALDF Lawyer 3 Legal Service Invoices (“TALDF Lawver 3 Invoices™)
(Exhibit 11 at 11-6574_0074-0161).
“ Memorandum of Interview of Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff, April 6, 2011 (“Chief of Staff MOT™)
(Exhibit 12 at 11-6574_0163).
= Id at 11-6574_0164.
.
33 TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).

Id.
3 1d. at 11-6574_0012-0013.
* Jd at 11-6574_0013.
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37.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff explained to the OCE that he first met the TCA
President when the TCA President visited Representative Schmidt’s office to lobby him
on the Armenian genocide resolution >

. In 2008, Mr, Krikorian ran as an independent candidate challenging Representative

Schmidt for her congressional seat.

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
Americans.* 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.*’

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 accepting “blood money” from the Turkish Government to deny the Armenian
genocide ¥

On November 3, 2008, TALDF posted on its website a statement that it “requested the
Attorney General of Ohio, Nancy H. Rogers, to open a criminal investigation under Ohio
law into signature Armenian verbal thuggery employed by Armenian American
independent candidate David Krikorian against Representative Jean Schmidt.™’

TALDF Lawyer 1 remembered that his first meeting with Representative Schmidt about
providing legal services occurred in her congressional office in late November 20083

2008 Legal Services

. According to the TALDF lawyers, TALDF first provided legal services for

Representative Schmidt in her case against Mr. Krikorian before the Ohio Election
Commission.® She alleged in the case that Mr. Krikorian made false statements about

% Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574_0165).

¥ 1d at 11-6574_0164.

35 TCA President MOT (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0013).

3 Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574_0164).

* TALDF Requests Criminal Investigation in Ohio, November 3, 2008, http:/www taldf org/ohio. htmi (Exhibit 14
at 11-6574_0172),

* TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007)

** TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574_0030); TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-
6574_0060-0061); TALDF Lawvyer 3 RFI Response (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574_0022-0023).

10
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her during the 2008 campaign that violated the Ohio state law prohibiting unfair political
campaign activities.*

44. The TALDF lawyers began working on this matter in late 2008.*' The lawyers billed
their legal services on behalf of Representative Schmidt to TCA.*

45. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2008 was approximately
$3,905.°

46, TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the legal services performed on behalf of
Representative Schmidt. **

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,

48. The lawyers filed an additional complaint with the Ohio Election Commission on behalf
of Representative Schmidt on July 21, 2009.%

49. On October 1, 2009, the Ohio Election Commission found in favor of Representative
Schmidt, concluding that Mr. Krikorian made false statements about her.*’

50. In 2009, the lawyers also represented Representative Schmidt in Mr. Krikorian’s appeals
of the Ohio Election Commission decision.*®

5

by

. The TALDF lawyers billed their 2009 legal services on behalf of Representative Schmidt
0 TCA.*

“ Jean Schmidt v. My, David Krikorian, Ohio Election Commission Case No. 2009E-003, April 29, 2009 (“Initial
OEC Complaint”) (Exhibit 15 at 11-6574_0175-0178).
4 TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574_0065); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-
6574_0074-0075),
“* 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 Lawver 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 President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
** TALDF Lawver 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574_0065). TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-
6574_0076-0077).
# TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
* Initial OEC Complaint (Exhibit 15 at 11-6574_0175-0178).
¥ Jean Schmidt v. Mr. David Krikorian, Ohio Election Commission Case No. 2009E-012, July 21, 2009 (Exhibit 16
at 11-6574_0180-0182),
" Letters from Ohio Election Commission to Bruce Fein, dated November 13, 2009 (Exhibit 17 at 11-6574_0184-
0187).
“TALDF Lawver 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574_0030); TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-
6574_0061). TALDF Lawyer 3 RF1 Response (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574_0023).

11
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52. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2009 was approximately
$289,280.%

53. TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the 2009 legal services performed on behalf of
Representative Schmidt. !

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. > The suit
challenged whether the Ohio Election Commission had the right to make its findings in
the 2009 matters concerning Representative Schmidt.” Representative Schmidt was not
named as a party to the lawsuit.**

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

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

57. Mr. Krikorian’s federal lawsuit against the Ohio Election Commission was dismissed on
October 19, 2010”7

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

“* 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 Lawver 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 MOT (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).

> TALDF 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 Expenscs for 2009
and 2010 (“TCA Legal Expenses”™) (Exhibit 18 at 11-6574 0189).

5! See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).

52 David Krikorian v. Ohio Flections Commission, et al., S.D. Ohio Civ., Motion of Amicus Curiae Jean Schmidt for
Leave to File an Amicus Brief in Support of Defendants” Opposition to Plaintiff"s Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injuncton. dated February 21, 2010,

fi TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574_0062).

e

8 1d.; Jean Schmidt v. David Krikorian and Krikorian for Congress Campaign Commifiee, Court of Common Pleas
Clermont County, Ohio, Case No. 2010 CVC1217, June 8, 2010 (Exhibit 19 at 11-6574_0191-0223).

*" TALDF Lawyer 2 RFI Response (Exhibit 9 at 11-6574_0062).

12
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59. The amount of fees and expenses and legal services for 2010 was approximately
$205,401.%

60. TCA paid the TALDF lawyers for the 2010 legal services performed on behalf of

Representative Schmidt.®

2011 Legal Services

]61

6

ot

. Representative Schmidt’s defamation lawsuit against Mr. Krikorian continues in 201

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

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.%

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.**

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 Tegal action against Mr. Krikorian.™*® Representative
Schmidt’s Chief of Staff answered that he had not made such a filing.%¢

* TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawver 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 0117-0161). TCA
paid the bills. See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
** TALDF 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 Expenscs (Exhibit
18 at 11-6574_0189).
® See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
¢ TALDF Lawver | REI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574_0030).
% Jd.; See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 116574 _0012).
® Representative Schmidt MO (Exhibit 13 at 11-6574_0169); Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574_0165-
0166).
# Chief of Staff MOI (Exhibit 12 at 11-6574_0164).
?Z Deposition of Barry P. Bennett, dated August 31, 2009 (Exhibit 20 at 11-6574_0247).
1.

13
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66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71

72.

On September 17, 2009, Representative Schmidt wrote a letter to the Committee “to seek
guidance regarding the payment of legal fees associated with a case in which my
campaign and T are now involved.”"’

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

On February 26, 2010, the Committee provided Representative 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 proceedings, and
future legal work on [Representative Schmidt] behalf in the appellate case in Ohio
Court.™

The Committee advised that “the establishment of a legal expense fund and the use of
campaign funds are both permissible options for payment of legal expenses in connection
with both past and future proceedings, subject to the limitations [in the advisory

Pt »70
opinion}.

The Committee also advised that “before you may begin accepting or soliciting for
donations to cover past and future legal expenses as described above, the Committee
must approve your proposed trust agreement.””!

D. Relevant and Material Information May Not Have Been Provided to the

Committee Concerning the Nature of the Legal Services

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 presenied a complete and accurate statement of all material facis relied
upon, herein, and the proposed conduct in practice conforms with the information you
provided, as addressed in this opinion.””

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

® Letter from Representative Schmidt to Chairwoman Zoe Lofgren, dated September 17, 2009 (Exhibit 21 at 11-
6574_0270).

8 Letter from Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner to Representative Schmidt, dated February 26, 2010
(“Advisory Opinion™) (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574_0273).

 Letter from Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner to Representative Schmidt, dated February 26, 2010
(“Advisory Opinion™) (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574_0274),

O ¥d at 11-6574_0273.

T Id. at 11-6574_0277.

" Id at 11-6574_0279.

14
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73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

relevant and material facts were not completely and accurately disclosed to the
Committee at the time the opinion was issued.””

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.”™

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

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 Representative Schmidt or received any payments for their services.”

The advisory opinion mentions that “[t]o date, Mr. Fein estimates 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.””®

The following relevant and material information appears not to have been provided to the
Committee as of the date of the advisory opinion: (1) Representative Schmidt’s lawyers
had worked more than 500 hours in her cases;”’ (2) Representative Schmidt’s lawyers
sent their bills to TCA;”® and (3) TCA had paid Representative Schmidt’s lawyers
approximately $293,000 for services received in 2008 and 2009.”

73 Id
1d. at 11-6574_0277(emphasis added).
S Id. at 11-6574_0274.

76 Id
" TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574_0033-0044); TALDF Lawver 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-
6574_0065-0069); TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574_0076-0116).

8 TALDF Lawver 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).
** TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574_0033-0044); TALDF Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11~
6574_0065-0069). TALDF Lawyer 3 Invoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574_0076-0116).
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78. The President of TCA told the OCE that TCA pays all of the legal expenses for TALDF
from its general operating account.®

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

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

81. TALDF provides free legal services to all of its clients.** TCA pays the TALDF lawyers
for their services.®

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 *® TCA pays for their legal fees "’

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.*®

84. TALDF Lawyer 1 testified in a deposition during the matter before the Ohio Election
Commission that he told Representative Schmidt and her campaign that “we would not
charge them legal fees. ™™

85. The TCA President told the OCE that he does not bill anyone for the payments that TCA
gives to TALDF *® TCA has never sought reimbursement for such expenses.™

% See TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
S TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-65374_0006); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574_0016);
TALDF Lawyer 3 RFI Response (Exhibit 5 at 11-6574_0020).
¥ TALDF Lawyer 1 and TALDF Lawyer 2 sent the bills for their legal services directly to TCA and TALDF
Lawycr 3 scnt his bills to TALDF. See TALDF Lawyer 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6374_0033-0057); TALDF
Lawyer 2 Invoices (Exhibit 10 at 11-6574_0063-0072); TALDF Lawyer 3 lavoices (Exhibit 11 at 11-6574_0074-
0161). TCA paid the bills. See TCA President MOI (Exlibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
8 See TCA President MO (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
8 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007).
8 Id; TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574_0017-0018); TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
* TALDF Lawvyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574_0017-0018).
7 TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
 TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_007-008); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574_0018),
& Deposition of Bruce Fein, dated August 31, 2009 (Exhibit 23 at 11-6574_0310).
% TCA President MOT (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
91 Id
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86. The TCA President explained that he has not had conversations with Representative
Schmidt about payments for the legal services ™

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.”® 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

89. Based on these invoices, the lawyers charged legal fees and expenses totaling
approximately $498,587.%°

90. According to the lawyers, they have received payment for the fees and expenses.”®
According to the TCA President, TCA paid for these expenses.”’

9

—

. Representative Schmidt’s defamation suit against Mr. Krikorian is ongoing in 2011 and
the TALDF lawyers are representing her in this matter.”®

92. Representative Schmidt has not received any invoice for these services and TCA never
intended to send her an invoice for these services.” TCA paid for the services out of its
general operating budget in the same manner that it pays for all TALDF clients.'®

2 71d.
2 Representative Schmidt MOI (Exhibit 13 at 11-6574_0169).
' 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).
9 TALDF Lawver 1 Invoices (Exhibit 8 at 11-6574_0033-0057); TALDF Lawyer 2 lnvoices (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).
% TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007-0008); TALDF Lawyer 2 MOI (Exhibit 4 at 11-6574_0017).
" TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012),
* TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574_0030).
* TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0013); TALDF Lawyer | MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007).
1% TCA President MOIT (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).

17
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F. Representative Schmidt Accepted Additional L.egal Services After Receiving the
Advisory Opinien

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 establishing a legal expense fund or using campaign funds.

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

»101
trustee.

95. After receiving the February 26, 2010 advisory opinion, Representative Schmidt did not
submit a request for approval of a legal expense fund until July 19, 2010.'”

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

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

Request for Approval of I.egal Expense Fund

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

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,'

1% Advisory Opinion (Exhibit 22 at 11-6574_0275). Under the Legal Expense Fund Regulations, 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 11-6374_0002-
0004). 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 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.
1% Letter from Representative Schmidt to Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonmer, dated July 19, 2010
(“Request for Legal Expense Fund Approval™) (Exhibit 24 at 11-6574_0389).
1% Jean Schmidt v. David Krikovian 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).
" TALDF Lawyer 1 RFI Response (Exhibit 7 at 11-6574_0030; TCA President MOI (Exhibit 3 at 11-6574_0012).
1% Request for Legal Expense Fund Approval (Exhibit 24 at 11-6574_0389).
1% 1 etter from Representative Schmidt to Chair Lofgren and Ranking Member Bonner, dated August 11, 2010 (Exhibit
25 at 11-6574_0391-0392).
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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 Representative Schmidt provide a
copy of the proposed contingency fee agreement for the defamation lawsuit.'”’ Although
the lawsuit was filed on June 8, 2010, the proposed contingency fee agreement is dated
August 26, 2010."% 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 contingency fee agreement, told
the OCE that the TALDF legal services for the defamation suit are not part of a
contingency fee agreement.'” The services are provided pro bono similar to the other
legal services TALDF has provided to Representative Schmidt.!°

103. He explained that he and the other Jawyers will not receive any part of a monetary
judgment from the defamation suit. If damages are awarded, half of the award is for
Representative Schmidt and the other half is for TCA.'"! 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.'

G. Representative Schmidt Did Not Disclose the Legal Services She Received on
Her Financial Disclosure Statements for Calendar Years 2008 and 2009

105. Representative Schmidt filed her Calendar Year 2008 Financial 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)?” '

' Email from Heather Jones to Joe Jansen, dated August 26, 2010 (Exhibit 26 at 11-6574_0394).
"% proposed Contingency Agreement between TALDF and Representative Schmidt, dated August 26, 2010 (Exhibit 27 at
11-6574_0396).
1% TALDF Lawyer 1 MOI (Exhibit 2 at 11-6574_0007-0008).
MO 14 at 11-6574_0007.
123! 1(1
12 ]E[
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107. Representative Schmidt filed her Calendar Year 2009 Financial 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)?” '™

1. CONCLUSION

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

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

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 expense fund.'"”

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

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

"# Representative Schmidt Amended Calendar Year 2009 Financial Disclosure Statement, dated July 135, 2010
(Exhibit 28 at 11-6574_0398).
11 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).
::; Legal Expense Fund Regulations (Exhibit 1 at 11-6574_0002); House Ethics Manual 63-65.

1d.
17 jd. The Legal Expense Fund Regulations allow the acceptance of pro bono legal services under the following
limited circumstances. See supra note 101,
18 Y etter from Chair Zoe Lofgren and Ranking Member Jo Bonner to Represemiative 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
%lgly as an example of the application of the Legal Expense Fund Regulations.

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

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 expense
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 reason 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 believe 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
disclosure statements for calendar years 2008 and 2009.

119. For these reasons, the Board recommends that the Committee further review the
allegations described above concerning Representative Schmidt.

21
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304 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 emplovee 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 Membexr’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.

! 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. 48-50 (1992).

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

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.

11-8574_0003
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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

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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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

questior

IR

Ll

MOI-

ning:

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

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.

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.

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.

. The witness screens potential cases and determines if the cascs are consistent with the

TALDF mission.

Page 1 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

11-6574_0006
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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. Ifthereis 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
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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 bono 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.

25. 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 aver 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. T certify that this
memorandum contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on March 28, 2011.

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel

MOI - Page 4 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW

INRE: 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:

I

W

)

MOI -

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.

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

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.

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.

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 outrcach.

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.
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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.
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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.

2

—

. 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. 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 tatked 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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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 waming 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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7. Hebelieves 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.

11. 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 necded 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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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 concermning 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.

21. 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. 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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Chester Wifleox & Saxbe, LLP
E H E ST E H 65 East State Street, Suite 1000
Colembus, OH 43215

WILL

Qi

B0

c U X wain: 614,221 R
FAX: 614.2214012

WWW.CWSLAW.COM

DONALD C. BREY
owrect: 614,334 IR
TG 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 Request for information, enclosed find a CD
containing the following documents (In Tiff format):

Bates Number . Documents
DGB_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 Information Certification
DCB_OCE — 0008 through 0009 Ledger History

DCB_OCE - 00010 through 00095 Redacted Coples 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 werea 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, transcripts and exhibits that are in the public
record in the cases in which | have represented Jsan 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 8. Ashmawy
February 11, 2011
Page 2

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

Ty truly yours,
onald K%/

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 Elections Commission (and administrative appeals from the OEC); (2)
federal court; and, (3) Ohio Common Pleas Court, All of these appearances related 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 Krikotian disseminated fliers — including at the
parking lots of the church where Jean Schmidt worshiped — in which Krikorian said that Jean
Schmidt was “taking money from a foreign government {Turkey] that is killing our soldicrs”,
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 Comrission data base™ [as this statement
references facts that support the statements that Turkish government sponsored political action
committees donated $30,0001.

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 “[pjost, 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, 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 together,

The two consolidated Ohio Elections Commission cases were hard fought, David
Krikorian was represented by experienced Ohio eloction 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 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 disregard
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 Elections Commission cases
to the Frankiin County Common Pleas Court (Schmidt v. Krikorign 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 Frarklin County
Court of Common Pleas dismissing his appeal fiom the Ghio Elections Comimission’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, Ohio Case No, 1:10-CV-103) in which David Krikorian chalienged the Ohic
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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 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 1o use the federal courts to void the
Ohio Elections Commission’s findings that David Krikorian had knowingly and recklessly lied
about Jean Schmidt. While David Krikorian did not name Jean Schmidt as a party, we filed
amicus curiae briefs on behalf of Jean Schmidt responding to the merits of David Krikoran’s
claims, and urging the court to dismiss Krikorian's lawsuit on Younger abstention grounds,

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

I an ideal world, after the Ohio Elections Cornmission Complaints were filed, or at least
after the Ohic Elections Commission found probable ceuse that David Krikorian had led, David
Krikorian would have ceased his Lies about Jean Schmidt receiving money 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
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
Twkish government involved in their denial campaign fo 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 bave 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 (Obio) Common Pleas Court Case No.
2010-CVC-1217 is a continuation of the two Obio 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 fo continue to publish those lies with impunity.

4845-0362-2920, v. |
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Secretary of the Senate
Office of Public Records
232 Hant Building
Washington, DC 20510

h

| Clerk of the House of Representatives
i Legistative Resource Center
;
|
i

8105 Cannon Building
i Washington, DC 20515

1 hitp house., WL SN 80N

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (Section 5)

LOBBYING REPORT

- All Filers Are Required to Complete This Page

1. Registrant Name 71 Organization/Lobhying Firm

George ). Hochbrueckner & Associates, Inc.

17 Setf Fmployed todividuat

2. Address

Addressi

Private Road, Edgemere Park

Check if different than previously reported

Address2 P.O. Box 637

City Laurel

Mr. George Hochbrueckner

(631) 293- K

'3 Internstional Number

State NY Zip Code 11948 - Country  USA
3. Principal ptace of business {if different than Jine 2)
City State Zip Code - Country
4a. Contact Name b. Telephone Nursber ¢. E-mail 5. Senate 1D#

18375-1003542

7. Client Name 3 Sef -

Turkish Coalition of Amcrica

Check if client is a state or local governmment or instrumentality

6. House 1D¥#
322940037

TYPE OF REPORT 8. Year 2008

Q1 (/-3nn

Q2 @1-630) [}

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

10, Check if this is a Termination Report

v
W

f Termination Date  12/31/2008

11. No Lobbying Issue Activity ||

Q3 -mn il Q4 on-2sn ¥

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

12. Lohbying
INCOME relating to lobbying activities for this reporting period
was:

Less than $5.000

35,000 or more

$ 10.,000.00

Provide a good faith estimate, rounded to the nearest $10,000,
of all lobbying related income from the client (including all
payments to the registrant by any other entity for lobbying
activities on behalf of the client).

13. Organizations

EXPENSE relating to lobbying activities for this reporting period
were:

Less thap $5,001

$5.000 or mose s

14. REPORTING Check box to indicate expense
accounting method. See instructions for description of options.

™ Method A, Rcporting amounts using LDA definitions only

Method B. Reporting amounts under scction 6033(b)(8) of the

Internal Revenue Code

P
Signature ¥ i

Printed Name and Tide George J. Hochbrueckner, President

v6.0.1¢

1 Method C. Reporting amounts under scotion 162(c) of the Internal
Revenue Code
| Date  01/15/2009
Page 1 of 2
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Registrany George 1. Hochbrurshaes & Associates, ins. Clieat Name  Turkish Coalition of Amsisca

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 ciient during the reporting period. Using a separate page for each code, provide
information as requested. Add additional page(s) as needed.

15. General issue area code Education | (one per page)

16. Specific jobbying issues

Turkish-American issues.

17. House(s) of Congress and Federal ageﬁéies {7 Check if None
PRESENTATIVES, e

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

Fisst Name Last Name Suffin Covered Officiat Position (if applicable) New
George Hochbrugckner H U.S. Congressman 1987-1994 ; 1

19. Interest of each foreign entity in the specific issues listed on Jine 16 above

; Check if None

Printed Name and Title George J. Hochbrueckner, President

Voo Page2of 2
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February 14, 2011

Omar 8. Ashmawy

Staff Divector and Chief Counsel
Office of Congressional Ethics
428 37 Street, SW, Swuite 1110
Washington, .C. 20024

Re: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION
Dear My, Ashmawy:

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

1. TALDF has provided legal services to Representative Jean Schmidt
concerning a Complaint she filed with the Ohio Elections Commission under
Ohio law alleging intentional misstatements of fact to affect the outcome of
her congressional race in 2008 by opponent David Krikorian. The case was
adjudicated over two days of hearings in 2009 in favor of Schmidt on three
counts of intentional false statements.

2. TALDYE provided legal services to Schnidt in the appeal of the OECSs
decisions to the Ohio Court of Common Pleas, which concluded in her favor.

3. TALDF provided legal scrvices to Schmidt as amicus curiae in opposing
David Krikorian's suit against the Ohio Blections Commission in 2010 in the
United States District Courts for the Northern and Southern Districts of
Ohio challenging the constitutionality of the OEC and its three rvulings
against Krikorian. The U8, District Court for the Southern Distyict of Ohio
ultimately dismissed the suit.

4. TALDF has provided legal services to Schmidt in her pending defamation
suit against David Krikorian and the Erikorian for Congress Comumitiee in
the Ohio Court of Common Pleas, Clermont County. Various motions remain
oufstanding.

5. The costs of TALDIs legal services, enumerated above and provided by me,
are attached as Exhibit 1.

Please alert me if you need anything further.

TALDF 0001
11-6574_0030
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Sincerely,

oAb
BRUCE FEIN

Senior Counsel
TALDF

TALDF 0002
11-6574_0031
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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

PO

{

January 7: 8 hrs. -

Cost per hr: $400.00

Please make payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

TALDE 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 ver hr: $400.00
Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDF 0005
11-6574_0034
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE
Lincoln McCutdy

RE: Legal Services {March 2009}

March 8
8 hrs.

March 13- 6 hrs.

March 19-

Cost per hour-$400.00

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

Bruce

4 hrs,

TALDF 0CC6
11-6574_0035
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy

RE: Legal Services (April 2009)

April 4: 8 hrs,

April 10: 3 hrs,

Cost her hour: $400.00

TALDF_0007
11-6574_0036
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund
INVOICE
Lincoin McCurdy

RE: Legal Services {April 28-May 2009)

May 6: 1 hr.

May 13-12 hrs,
May 14: 12 hrs.

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. June4-5-10 hrs

3. June 15-4 hrs.

5. June 17-2 hrs,

11. June 29-8 hrs. «
Cost per hour-$400.00
Please make chack payable to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

Many thanks.

Bruce

TALDF 0009
11-6574_0038
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund

Lincoln McCurdy
RE: Legal Services-fuly 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 & Associates, inc.

TALDF_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.
August 12-4 hrs.
August 14-8 hrs.

August 21-5 hrs

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.

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

Cost per hour-5400
Please make check payable to Bruce Fein & Assoclates, inc.

Many thanks.
Bruce

TALDF_ 0012
11-6574_0041



84

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, ~

- 'r“""‘

December 19-8hrs.

December 20-8 hrs

85

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)

Janvary 187 B Ny
8 hurs.

L___A, S —

Tanuary 21-

T —————
. 8 hrs.
January 24- . 8
hrs.
January 26-

i
January 23-

8 hrs.
January 28- ' =6 hrs.
January 29- 2 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00 ,

Please make check to Bruce Fein & Associates, Inc.

TALDF 0016
11-6574_0045
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

INVOICE
Lincoln McCurdy
Re: Legal Services (Feb. 2010)

February 1

Talrance s
’ -4 hrs,

February 3: ~
hrs.

«©

February 9:
-4 hrs.

February 10:

February 11: _

February 16: .

February 16: 1

-20 minutes.

8 hrs.

15 minutes.

- )

TALDF 0017
11-6574_0046
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February 17:

25
minutes,
February 17:
. w20
minutes.

February 18:
30 minutes.

Feb. 18: s
. 15 minutes.

February 18:
e A Tirs.

February 19: .

10 hrs.
February 20: -8 hrs.

— — ¥
February 21: .
20 minutes.

February 21: -90
minutes

= — 3

February 25: ! . . -t

February 26: . £
20 minutes.

TALDF 0018

11-6574_0047
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Cost per hour: $400.00

"

.
T

N

.

TALDF 0019
11-6574_0048
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TURKISH AMERICAN L EGAL DEFENSE FUND

BILLING STATEMENT: FEB-MARCH 2010

4. March 1:

6. March 2:
4 hrs.

7. March3: 7 hrs.,

——E
- i
' _ e
{ — XU .
|
_l,_____ ;;;;;; S S J
{-—f o ’M
T m—
TALDF 0020

11-6574_0049
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Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0021
11-6574_0050



Turkish American Legal Defense Fund Billing Statement

93

April 2010

5. April 16;

2hrs.

7. April19: 7

4 hrs.
8. April 20:

{

e mar—————
10, April 22:

11. April 23:
hrs.
12. April 26:

-4 hrs.

-4 hrs.

14. April 28:

Cost her hour: $400.00

8 hrs.

TALDF 0022
11-8574_0051
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND BRUCE FEIN BILLING STATEMENT
MAY 2010

1. May4, 2010: J—

.. . 8 hrs.
2. MayS5, 2010 8 hrs.

4, ‘May 10, 2010:
-6 hrs.
5. May 12, 2010: e er————. ———g e e
-8 hrs.
6. May 13, 2010:
-8hrs.
7. May 14, 2010:
-ghrs.
8. May18, 2010;
C ; 4 hrs.

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

hrs.
12. May 28, 2010:

H

2 hrs.

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDZ 0023
11-6574_0052
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Turkish American Legal Defense Fund

Bruce Fein’s July, 2010 Billing Statement

l V AR -
¥ . A T R ot
i o »
July 7: ¢
o 1 hr,
% N R | -
' 1 I
p— — — 1 —
|
T i W
g - 7

Cost per hour: $400.00

Please make check 1o pruce Fein & Assoclates, Inc.

TALDF 0024
11-6574_0053
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
BRUCE FEIN BILLING STATEMENT SEPTEMBER 2010

. — 4
——————C O

Sept. 20

-8 hrs.
Sept. 26:
-8 hrs,

Sept. 27: 6 hrs.

- T R D S

Sept. 29: -

- ' 4 hrs.

w
i

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF 0025
11-8574_0054
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TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
BRUCE FEIN'S BILLING STATEMENT FOR OCTOBER 2010

ol

3. October 11: i PR,
. -8 hrs.
4. October 12: { o
-8 hrs.
5. October 19:
i
! 6 hrs,
6. October 20: .
» . 6 hrs.
, ‘ 4
(S -

- ;
RS s i
v S c—— ¥

10. October 27: . 1hr.
11. October 28: . : R
-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 2010

November 1:
8hrs.
November 2: .
1R hrg,

Novemver ik . - 7
T 5 hrs, -
November 15: .
N " wShrs,
November 16: :
-8 hrs.
November 18: 1hr.
Cost per hour: $400.00
+
¥
E i ’ "
N
\
TALD F_ 0027

11-8574_0056
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Bruce Fein’s Turkish American Legal Defense Fund Billing Statement

December 2010
e e L“""\
§
. D
L g /

Cost per hour: $400.00

TALDF_ 0028
11-6574_0057
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EXHIBIT 9

11-6574_0058
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SaLTzmMAN & EvViNcH, p.C.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MeTROPOLITAN SQUARE

655 Prrensmd STREET, NW

F Streer Lossy, Surme 225
Wastiveron, DC 20008-5701

Davip 8. Saurzvan
Gonay Evimen {Ovig)

@TURKLAW.NET
rewernone (202} 657 T Ner
racsivile (202} 637-9876 www. TURKLAW. NET

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, DC 20024

P.0O. Box 895
Washington, DC 20515-0895

Re:  Request for Information; Legal Services to Rep. Jean Schmidt

Dear Mr. Ashmawy:

Enclosed please find all information in my possession refevant to your request
for information of January 27, 2011.

spoke on January 28, 2011 with Tnvestigative Counsel Kedric Payne, who stated
that your office is interested in evidence of what my firm or I was paid for legal services
on Rep. Schmddt's behalf. Thus, we have redacted from the invoices produced
descriptions of the work performed. As the invoices also include information
partaining to numerous matters unrelated to Rep. Schmidt, such Information has also
been redacted. The invoices tally 87.3 hours of legal services on Rep. Schmidt's behalf,
billed at an hourdy rate of $325. Please understand that 1 have done additional, though
not substantial, work on Rep. Schmidt’s matters but have not yet submitted invoices for
payment.

Fwill also submit this information via electronic mail in a pdf file to Mr. Payne,
as he and 1 discussed by telephone earlier today.

Please advise me if { can be of further assistance to your office.

Sineérely,
) “,}, 4 ]
N =

- N
£ David Saltzman

Salt_001
11-6574_0059
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Brief Description Of 1egal 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) Chio Common Pleas Court. All of these
related to Jean Schmidt’s efforts 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 Stateme ses.

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 I1”, and that “This information is public
record and can be found on the Federal Elections Commission data hase” [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(BX10), 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.
351721(B)(10). That is, the Ohio Elections Commission unanimously found, by clear and
convincing 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 standa.l;d for
public figure defamation in New York Times v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964)).

David Krikorian’s ad:ﬁinistrative appeals of these two Ohio Elections Commission cases
to the Franklin County Common Pleas Court (Schmidi v. Krikorian, Franklin County C.P. Case
Nos. 09CV-11-17707 and (9CV-11-17709) were subsequently dismissed, and David Krikorian
chose to forgo any appeal of the February 25, 2010, Judgment Eniry 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. rian’s Federsal Ce tii
Instead, David Krikorian filed a federal lawsuit (Krikorian v. Ohio Elections Commission

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

Salt_004
11-8574_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 behalf responding to the merits of David Krikorian’s
claims, and urging the court to dismiss Krikorian’s lawsit 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 denial campaign 1 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 ¢fforts 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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RERGRT 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.S. Soc. Sec. No.
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

Time: Jlhes. @ 5325/, = S (Atty. David Saltzman)
Expenses: (G
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss N

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15% St., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20003, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

ol —

David S. Saltzman

Salt_007
11-6574_0065
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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. NN
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

ay | — May 31:

1.0 hr) {June 1 ~ June 30:

Time: [Jhrs. @ 5325/ = S Atty. David Saltzman)
Expenses: [N ;5.00).
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:

i
#

David S. Saltzman

Salt_008
11-6574_0066
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AEAGNTA
LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

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

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

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman U.8. Sac. Sec. No. NG
Saitzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer ldentification No.

For: (uly 1 - July 31:

t. 1-Sept, 30: 3
(32.0hrs),

Time: [lbrs. @ $325/mc. = SN (Atty. David Saltzman)
Ex; es:

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss N

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:

; 4
A L2 e
¥

David S. Saltzman

Salt_009
11-6574_0067
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RESENTA

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

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

Re;  TALDF Oct. 1, 2009 - Dec. 31, 2009

INVOICE

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

Time:  [lvrs. @ 5325, = U (Atty. David Saltzman)

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss I

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

Salt_010
11-6574_0068
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At ——

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 8. Saltzman U.8. Sac. Sec. No.
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

Time:  Jtos. @ s325/0r. = SN Atty. David Salizman)
Expenses: (none)
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss NI

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC at 655 15™ St., N.W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20008, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

Salt_012
11-6574_0070
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]

bt

David S. Saltzman

Salt_013
11-6574_0071
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BT A

LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

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

Re:  TALDF April 1 - June 30, 2010

INVOICE

David S. Saltzman 1.5. Soc, Sec. No. JNG_G
Saltzman & Evinch, PC DC Bar No. 436201
Firm’s Employer Identification No.

Time:  [Jlhes. @ $325/0r. = SEEI (Anty. David Salizman)
Exponses: (none)
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: uss NN

Please remit via mail to the Saltzman & Evinch PC a1 655 15" St., N,W., Suite 225-F,
Washington, DC 20005, or via telegraphic transfer as follows:

ol —

David S. Saltzman

Salt_014
11-6574_0072
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11-6574_0073



{nquiry: Qeneral - Ledger Histary
Chisnt: 13202 - TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Matter; 24 - Schmidt v. Krikorian

116

Typs Bt 1 Date Cash /PPD Faos Expenses | Surchg/Tax/nt | A/R Balance
1 _\B% T12858,01/16.2008] 000 518,00 .00, 0,00 915,00
P {14023 0873 5/2008) G.00 0.00 65 6.0, §{5.00
FRCE 4188037172008, 000, 85.00 .00, [ 980.00
4 |Gash 1 i2858l04713/3009 31800 516,00 000 0.00 86.00]
5 |Casn 114188:041 312000 55,00 5.00 500 0.00 0.00
[ME] 114895,04/15/2008) 060 1,170.00 500 1373 118573
ED 16625: 051152008, 0.00]  4,852.50 3884 0,00} 3,074.57
FEE 117002168/ 512008 000 572000 4.50) 1758 8,816.62
9 [Cesh 114895°07/0612008  1,17000.  1,470.00) 0.60 (L) 7,646,562}
0 [Cash 115628,07/06/2008  1,860.84] _ 1,552.80) J6.a4 .00 575578
| 11_|Cesh [0 13.73 833 450 0,00 574206
[ERE] 117109/07/16/2008] 0.00] 507000 106.52 000, 10,91857
13 B8 117933{08/1472! 600 2083550] 343198 B55R] 0527172
14_|Cash 117002|08/17/2008 571097 B,710.77, 0.00 .00 20,560.96
15 |Cash 117100i08/ 722008 1.776.61 1,669.29) 106.52] 0.00] 2778514
"16_|Cash 117933 0814712008 3,431.90. 0.00] 345198 000 94,353,15
7 |5 118575 C5/10/2008 000, 3B867.00 134601 5101 62,616.17,
18 |l 110254 1011612008, 000, 8033250 4,036.59 55354]  97,160.80)
19 il 120358,11/13) 000 5531550,  5,388.81 36.72] _ 108,791.89)
20 [BE | 12085618111 500 910.00] __1,169.89 144929]  112,861.01
21 {Gash | {i488551/1 41204 1375 0.00 .00 13730 {13,337.28
22 |Cash T17002,01/1 172010 755 0.00 0.00 1755 112,519.73
23 ICash ITI08011 /2010 3,400.71] 346071 0.00 000 108.918.02
24 [Cash 1179310112010 20,821.46]  20,696.50 600 8566 87,007.85
25 |Cash 118573/01/11/2010]__98,263.02]  36,857.00]  1.845.01 51,01 49,734 84
26 [Cash TTOPbAUITI2010 3453463,  30,432.50] 4,098 aba 71
[ 57 icash | io0aggoifie0id " 1184108 " 5218800 " 5,388.89 s3grel
28 |Cash 2085601172010 3,550.18) §10.00]  1,190.60) 144929
55 18 121316{01/15/2010 600, 1.202.50) 1251 660
ElE] 151986 021572010 600, 10,164.50, 5o164; 5.00 1165650
31 [8 722678]03/1212010 000 553580 1088 1806 21,604.34
32 1Cash 121378 108/247201 T20876] 120250 128 5005032058
33_|Cash 121986[04/1372010__10,456.94] _ 10,164.50| “291.6_-1’ 05_5( iad]
34 |Cash 122678 0411512010 5,86444]  §,535.50 310,88 18,08 00|
36 _{BU 2339204/1812010] 000 263260 122.17 000 2,754,321
EME] 154114 |05 1412010, 000  1,178.60 26.70 0,00 35,0488
37 (Cash 123302(0600712010 2,754.62]  2,692.60 12212 0.00
38 [Biif T24074,06/11/2010 6.00]  2.600.00 51,27, 41.32)
"5 [Cash 124114]06/28/2010__ 1,194,20] _ 1,178.60 20,70, [
40_[Bi i 16501 6,60 2,405.00, 45674 6,00
41 {Cash 12487 t 2,851.27 2,800.00 §1.27: 0.00]
42_[Cash 125808108/0412010) F46AT) [ T4BAT 6,00
43 _[Cash 26608 UBIOATZ0T0 2,61.27] 240500 TABET 5.00
4 Ag {54574 ;081112010 .00 666 .60 ER
RN 128852/08/13/2010 .00 877.50, 4,56 0.00] §62.46
46 BH T57133,091572010 .00 30,00 4544 .00 1,081.20
47 [Cash 120852 08/30/2010) 52,48 §77.50] 456, 0.00] 175,44
RENED 128517 10/1412010 000 §783.00 48152 000 10,413.9
49 |Cash 127135 11701/2010 17944 150,60 4544 006 16,084.62
80 ‘Cush 128317/11/01/2010] ~ 10,284.62] _ 0,768.00 48162, 000 0.00]
51 1BM 128728, 1411 172010) 0.00] _ 11,388.60 188,30 0.00 11,.657.80)
52 jBil 129453%2/10'2010 G.00|  18,686.50  1,331.36 000, 34,577.66
53 1Bil 130664|01/17/2011 GO0 4830.00, 50.52 47366] 3807184
54 |Cash 1287, 110 11,567.80]  14,356.60 798,30] 000, 2541404

User: DWR

Page: 1

DCB_OCE < 0008

11-6574_0074



inquiry: General - Ledger History
Clisnt: 13298 - TURKISH AM.ER!CAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Matter:

24 - Schmidt v, Krikorian

117

User. BWR

Commant

1

From bl #112858

2

[ 3 [Frombil #174188 .
[TURKISH AMERIGAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bift #114023

 TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bl #114895

From bl 115628

From bill #117002

wim|wiwminis

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

i0

 TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

[
12

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bill #117108

13

From biff #117933

44
i
16

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENGE

17

From bl #118673

18

From bifi #119254

From bill #120356

| 20_[Frombii #120855

"[TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE ~

TURKISH AMERY GAL DEFENSE

'TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

[TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

|TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

From bl #121316

From bifl #121936

From blll #122678

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

©
b

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENBE

36_{From biff #123392

|38
37

From bill #124114

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

3

@

From bill #124974

38

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

40

From bill #126608

41

 TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

42

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

| 43
)

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

WO INTEREST

45

45

From bilf #126852

From bill #127133

47

[TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

48

From bill #128317

48

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

50

=

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

51 |From bill #128728

8

133

From bill #128463

53

From biil #130854

54

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE

Page; 2

DCB_OCE - 0009

11-6574_0075
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Telephone 614 R

65 Eagt State Street Seite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

January 15, 2009

Billing 12/31/2008
involce# 112858 DCB
Cur File 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

CIO BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., NW., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikotian

BALANCE FORWARD $0.00
Payments received since last inveice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $0.00
Total Fees 915.00
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $915.00
TOTAL BALANCE 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,

RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

Fax 614/221-4012

DCB_OCE - 0010

11-6574_0076
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 614l 65 Bast State Steect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 F.EL No. 31-4422459

January 15, 2009
Billed through ~ 12/31/2008
invoice Number 112838

Our file# 18262 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

C/O BRUGE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

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

WASHINGTON, DG 20036 . R EDACTED

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

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB  BREY, DONALD C. 3.00 hrs 30500 /hr $915.00

. 3.00 hrs $815.00
TCOTAL 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.

Astorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone G4l 65 Best State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Okio 43215-4213 Fax 614/221-4012

February 13, 2009

Billing 01/31/2009
Involce# 114023 DCB
Our File 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
G/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE., N.W., S8UITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v, Krikorlan

BALANCE FORWARD $915.00
Payments received since last invoice (0.00}
PAST DUE BALANCE (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 BALANCES
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
‘Teleghone 614 65 Bast State Strect Suite 1000, Colurbus, Okio 432154213 FRI No. 31-4422499

February 13, 2009
Billed through ~ 01/31/2008
lnvoice Number 114023

Quir file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

G/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE,, NW., SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian
Balance forward as of involce  January 15, 2009 $815.00
Payments recelved since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $915.00 -
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE $0.00
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $915.00
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $915.00

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2008, THE FIRM
INCREASED THE PRICE OF PHOTOCOPIES
FROM $.15 TO §.18. THIS PRICE CAPTURES
ONLY OUR ACTUAL COST AND APPLIES TO
BLACK AND WHITE AND GOLOR COPIES.

DCB_OCE - 0013

11-6574_0079
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Teicphone 614 65 Bast Stato Street Sulte 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., NW., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD - $915.00

Payments received since last invoice (0.00)

PAST DUE BALANCE (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.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telophone 614l 65 Bost State Street Suite 1000, Colurnbus, Ohio 43215-4213 P21 No. 31-4422499

March 17, 2009

Billed through ~ 02/28/2009

Invoice Number 114189

Our file# 13282 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

C/0 BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNEGTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 BEDA g;‘ED
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Batance forward as of invoice  February 13, 2008 3915.00
Payments recelved since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $915.00

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C, 020 brs 32500 #hr $65.00
0.20 hrs $65.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 85.00

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $65.00

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $915,00

TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT T 3980.00

DCB_OCE -~ 0015

11-6574_0081
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Colunbus, Ohio 432154213 Tax §14/221-4012

Aprit 13, 2008

Billing 03/31/2009
Invoice# 114895 DCB
OurFile 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 recelved since last Invoice (.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid) $980.00
Total Fees " 1,170.00
Late Payment Chargs 13.73
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,183.73
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT $2,163.73
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 - 0016

11-6574_0082
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.
Attorneys and Counselors at Law

Telephone 614 65 Bast State Steeet Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 FEL No. 314422459

April 13, 2009

Billed through ~ 03/31/2009
Invoice Number 114895

Our fila# 13292 00024

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

1025 CONNECTICUR AVE,, N.W,, S8UITE 1000 H‘Egﬁgﬁg -
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 Invoice# 114893 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DeB BREY, DONALD C. 3.80 hrs 325.00 fhr $1,170.00
360 hrs 5,970,060

TCTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,170.00

LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 13,73

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T §i18s.73

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE {Disregard if Paid) $980.00

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $2,163.73

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 Eest State Street Suite 1000, Cojumbus, Ohio 432154213 Fax 614/221-4012

May 15, 2009

Billing 04/30/2009
involce#t 1156628 DCB
Our File 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

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

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $1,183.'1"3
Payments received since last involce (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $1,183.73
Total Fees 1,852.50
Total Expenses - 3834
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,890.84
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT ’ $3,074.57
DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1.8% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES
OVER 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 614JJJ 65 Bast State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 FEI No. 31-4422459

May 15, 2009
Bilted through 04/30/2009
Invoice Numboer 115628
Our file## 13282 (0024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
CIO BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR :
1025 CONNEGTICUR AVE., N.W,, SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 HEDA&TED

Schmidt v. Krikorian

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

Payments recelved 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 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 570 hrs 325.00 fhr $1,852.50
570 trs T §185250

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,852.50

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 38.34

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $4,890.84

PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid) $1,183.73

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT T $3,07457

DCB_OCE - 0021

11-6574_0087



Telephone 614/ NN

130

CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

June 15, 2009

Billing
nvoice#
Our Flle

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

10256 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 DGCB
13292 00024

$3,074.57
{0.00)

$3,074.57

5,720.00
4.50
17.88

"§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

Fax 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 432154213 F.RL No. 31-4422499

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 GONNEGTICUR AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

REDACTED

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  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 Invoiceff 117002

REDACTED

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

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

[sle}:] BREY, DONALD C. 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

450

$4.50

$5,720.00

$5,720.00

5,720.00
4.50
17.55

$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/ _ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 Pax 614/221-4012

July 15, 2008

Billing 06/30/2009
involce# 117109 DCB
Qur File 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/0 BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT 8CHOLAR

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

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $8,816.62
Payments received since last invoice (3,074.57)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $5,742.05
Total Fess 5,070.00
Total Expenses 108.52
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $5,176.52
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $10,918.57

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 - 0025

11-6574_0091
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CHESTER WILLCOX & SAXBE L.L.P.
Attorneys and Counselors at Law
Felophone 614JJIII 65 East State Strovt Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 F.EL No. 31-4422499

July 15, 2009

Billed through ~ 06/30/2009
invoice Number 1174109

Qur file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNEGTICUR AVE,, N.W,, BUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DG 20036 Hfﬁﬂ c r E D

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  June 15, 2009 $8,816.62
Payments received since last invoice (3,074.57)
Past Due Balance (Disregard If Pald) $5,742.05

DCB_OCE - 0026

11-6574_0092
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13292 00024 Invoice# 117109 Page 2

AEDACTED

EXPENSES .
06/30/2008 DELIVERY CHARGE 14.00
06/30/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ §.18 92,52
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $106.52

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

bes BREY, DONALD C. 1580 s 32600 /v $6,070.00
1580 hrs $5,070.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES v 5,070.00

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 106.52

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE 35,7652

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $5,742.05

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §10,918.57

DCB_OCE - 0027

11-6574_0093
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNMNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Tetephone 614/ I 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Chio 43215-4213  Fax 614/221-4012

August 14, 2000

Billing 07/31/2008
Invoice# 117933 DCB
Qur File # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 '

Schmidt v, Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $10,918.57
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $10,918.57
Total Fess 20,835.50
Total Expenses 3,431.99
Late Payment Charge 85.66
TOTAL NEW CHARGES : $24,353.15
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $36,271.72

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 - 0028

11-6574_0094
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAVW
PH. (614 MMM 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Chio 432154213 FIN 31-4422498

August 14, 2008

Bifled through 07/31/2009
Invoice Number 117933
Qur flle# 13282 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 .
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 f m

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of involce  July 15, 2008 $10,818.57
Payments received since last invoice {0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $10,918.57

DCB OCE -~ 0029

11-6574_0095
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13292 00024 Invoice# 117933 Page 2

REPACTED

DCB_OCE - 0030

11-6574_0098
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13292 00024 Invoice# 117933 Page 3

- AEDACTED

EXPENSES
07/31/2009 MiLEAGE 268.40
07/31/2009 PHOTOGCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 198.54
07/31/2008 TRANSCRIPT 2,965.05
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS - $3,431.99

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

ces BREY, DONALD C. 8170 hrs 32500 /hr  $20,05250
MEL LEWIS, MARY E. - Law Clerk - 8.70 hrs 80,00 /hr $783.00
7040 hrs $20,835.50
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 20,835.50
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 3,431.09
LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 85.66 -
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $24,353.45
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Pald)  $10,918.57
TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §35.2711.02

DCB_OCE - 0031

11-6574_0097
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telophone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 614/221-4012

September 10, 2009

Billing 08/31/2009
Involce# 118573 DCB
Our Flle # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/Q BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v, Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $35,271.72
Payments received since last invoice (10,918.57)
PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid) $24,353.15
Total Fees : 36,867.00
Total Expenses 1,345.01
Late Payment Charge 51.01
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $38,263.02
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $62,616.17

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 - 0032

11-6574_0098
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CHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS 8 COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614 IR 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Chio 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422493

September 10, 2009

Billed through 08/31/2009
Invoice Number 118573
Our file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LLEGAL DEFENSE FUND
GO BRUCE FEIN'

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

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

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 | ﬁEgﬂgTEﬁ

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of Invoice  August 14, 2009 $35,271.72
Payments recelved since last invoice (10,918.57)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $24,353.15

DCB_OCE -~ 0033

11-6574_0099
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13292 00024 Inveice# 118573 Page 2

BEDAGCTED

DCB_OCE -~ 0034

11-6574_0100



143

13292 00024 . Invoice# 118573 Page 3

REJACTED

DCB_OCE - 0035

11-6574_0101
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13292 00024 Invoice# 118573 Page 4

REDACTED

EXPENSES '
08/31/2009 HOTEL/MEALS WHILE TRAVELING 368.79
08/31/2008 MILEAGE 145.20
08/31/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 : 809.10
08/31/2009 WESTLAW RESEARCH 21.92
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $1.345.01

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 107.90 hrs 325,00 $35,087.50
EJw WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 8,10 frs 285.00 Mr $1,798.50
114.00 hrs $36,867.00
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 38,867.00
TOTAL EXPENSES INGURRED i 1,345.01
LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANGCE 51.01
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOIGE T $38,268.02
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid) $24,353.15
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT T $62,616.47

DCB_OCE - 0036

11-6574_0102
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 432154213 Fax 614/ 221-4012

October 15, 2008

Biilling 09/30/2009
Invoice# 116254 DCB
Qur File # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, NW,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $62,616.17
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $62,616.17
Total Fees - 30,132.50
Total Expenses 4,038.59
Late Payment Charge . 363.54
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $34,534.63
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $97,‘i 50.80

DUE UPOR 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 ~ 0037

11-6574_0103
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
GRGE | 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422428

Qctober 15, 2003 ‘

Billed through 09/30/2009
Involee Number 118254
Our file# 13292 00024

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

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 ﬁm ﬁ 7'
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schimidt v. Krikerian

Balance forward as of invoice  September 10, 2009 $62,616.17
Payments received since last invoice {0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $62,616.17

'DCB_OCE - 0038

11-6574_0104
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13292 00024 Invoice# 119254 Pags 2

REDACTED

DCB_OCE - 0039

11-6574_0105
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13292 00024 Invoicef! 119254 Page 3

AECACTED

EXPENSES
09/30/2008 HOTEL/MEALS WHILE TRAVELING 1,291.17
08/30/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ §.18 1,216.80
08/30/2009 TRANSCRIPT 1,368.56
08/30/2009 WESTLAW RESEARCH 164.07
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $4,038.59

DCB_OCE - 0040

11-6574_0106



13202

149

00024 Invoice# 119254 Page 4

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DeB
EJW
DAS

BREY, DONALD C. 6620 hrs 32500 Mhr  $21,516.00
WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 1150 hrs 28500 /hr $3.392.50
SCOTT, DEBORAH A, 2750 hrs 180.00 Ar 3522500
T05.20 hrs $30,152.50

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 30,132.50
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 4,038.59
LATE PAYMENT CHARGE CN PAST DUE BALANCE 363.54
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE $34,534.83
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard If Paid) $62,616.17
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $57,150.80

DCB_OCE - 0041

11-6574_0107
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SARXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

Tetephone 614/ 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 432154213 Fax 614/ 221-4012

November 13, 2009

Billing 10/31/2009
invoice# 120356 DCB
Our File # 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $97,150.80
Payments received since last invoice {0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $97,150.80
Total Fees 5,315.50
Total Expenses 5,388.81
Late Payment Charge i 936,72
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $11,641.03
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT : $108,791.83
DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0042

11-6574_0108
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CGHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614 IR 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Chlo 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499

November 13, 2009

Billed through 10/31/2009
Invoice Number 120356
Our file# 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1028 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 ﬁfgﬁ@rg@

Schmidt v, Kiikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  Octaber 15, 2009 $97,150.80
Payments received since last invoice ) {0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $97,150.80

DCB_OCE - 0043

11-6574_0109
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152

00024 Invoice# 120356

EXP|
10312009 MEALS REDACTED
10/31/2008 OVERNIGHT DELIVERY :
10/31/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18
10/31/2009 TRANSCRIPT
10/31/2009 WESTLAW RESEARCH

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

oce
EJW
DEA

BREY, DONALD C. 15.80 hrs 325,00 fhr

WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 0.40 hrs 205.00 fhr

ABBOTT, DIANE E. - Paralegal 0.50 hrs 12500 /hr
1670 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

46.60
64.28
14.58
4,632.40
630.95

$5,135.00
$118.00
$62.50

$5,315,50

§,315.50
5,388.81
936.72

$11,641.03

$97,150.80

__sto 79188

$5,388.81

DCB_OCE - 0044

11-6574_0110
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

Telephone 614/ MMM ©5 East State Street Suite 1000, Cofumbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 644/ 221-4012

December 11, 2009

Biling . 11/30/2009
Invoice# 120855 DCB
OurFlle # 13232 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N\W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $108,791.83
Payments recelved since last Involce (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Pald) $108,791.83
Total Fees 610.00
Total Expenses . 1,199.89
Late Payment Charge 1,449.28
TOTAL NEW CHARGES ‘ $3,550.18
TOTAL BALANCE bUE ON ACCOUNT $112,351.01

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0045

11-6574_0111
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & CTOUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614N 65 East State Strect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499

December 11, 2008

Billed through 11/30/2008
involce Number 120855
QOur file# 13282 00024

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

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 ﬁEgA gﬁg
WASHINGTON, DG 20036 ;

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  November 13, 2009 $108,791.83
Payments received since last invoice ) (0.00}
Past Due Balance (Disregard If Paid) $108,791.83
EXPENSES
11/30/2009 OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 16.73
11/30/2009 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 ) 3.98
11/30/2009 TRANSCRIPT ) 1,179.20
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $1,199.89

DCB_OCE - 0046

11-6574_0112
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132902 00024 Invoice# 120855 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS
DCB  BREY, DONALD C. 283 hrs 32500 Jhr $910.00
IS hrs - T efg00
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 910.00
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 1,198.89
LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 1,449.28
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE $3,559.18
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Pald) $108,791.83

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

$112,351.01

DCB_OCE - 0047

11-6574_0113
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ MM 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

January 15, 2010

Billing 12/34/2008
invoice# 121316 DCB
Qur File # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

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

Schmidt v. Krlkorlan

BALANGE FORWARD $112,351.01
Payments received since last invoice (112,351.01)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $0.00
Total Fees . 1,202.50
Total Expenses 1.26
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,203.76
TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT $1,203.76

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0048

11-6574_0114
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

. ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614NN 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499

January15, 2010

Billed through 12/31/2009
Invoice Number 121316
Qur file# 13282 00024

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

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 ﬁ‘g@ﬁ @ﬁg
WASHINGTON, DG 20036 &

Schmidt v, Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice December 11, 2009 $112,351.04
Payments received since Jast invoice (112,351.01)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Pald) ‘ $0.00
EXPENSES
12/31/2000 PHOTOCOFY SERVICE @ $.18 1.26

DCB_OCE - 0049

11-6574_0115
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13292 00024 Invoice# 121316 Page 2
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $1.26

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. JZ_O_ hrs 325.00 Vlhr $1,202.50
370 hra 81,202.50

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,202.50

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED - 1.26

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE TTTT$1,203.76

TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT TT$1,208.76

DCB_OCE - 0050

11-6574_0116
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CHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/l 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Dhio 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

February 12, 2010

Billing 01/31/2010
Invoice# 121986 DCB
Our Flle # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

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

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $1,203.76
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $1,203.76
Total Fees 10,164.50
Total Expenses 201.64
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $10,456.14
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $11,659.90

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0051

11-6574_0117
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CHESTER WILLCOX<SSAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (4 65 East State Street Suite 1008, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499

February 12, 2010

Billed through 01/31/2010
Invoice Number 121986
Our file# 13282 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND .
G/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHCLAR

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W.,, SUITE 1000

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 ﬁfﬁﬁgrfg

Schmidt v. Krikorlan

Balance forward as of involce  January 15, 2010 $1,203.76
Paymeﬁts received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard If Paid) ' $1,203.76

DCB_OCE - 0052

11-6574_0118
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13292 00024 Invoice# 121986 Page 2

REDACTED

DCB_OCE ~ 0053

11-6574_0119
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13292 00024 Invoice# 121986 Page 3

REDACTED

EXPENSES
01/31/2010 DELIVERY CHARGE 58.00
01/31/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 233.64

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS ' $29154

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 28,80 hrs 325,00 /hr $8,645.00
SDM MORRISON, SARAH DAGGETT 0.30 hrs 285.00 /hr $85.50
EJW WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 0.40 hrs 205.00 /hr $118.00
DAS SCOTT, DEBORAHA. 570 hrs 200.00 e $1,140.00
CBM MURPHY, CHRISTCFHER B, - Law Clerk 1.80 hrs 110.00 /hr $176.00
34.80 hrs $10,164.50

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 10,164.50

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 291.64

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $10,456.14

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $1,203.76

TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT $11,659.90
TS S T

DCB OCE - 0054

11-6574_0120
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GHESTER WILLGCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNMNEYS & COUNSELORS AT Law N

Telephone 614/ MMM 65 East State Strect Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

Marceh 12, 2010

Billing 02/28/2010
Involce# 122678 DCB
Our File # 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/Q BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1026 CONNECTICUT AVE., NW,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $11,659.80
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid) $11,659.90
Total Fees 9,535.50
Total Expanses . 310.88
Late Payment Charge ‘ 18.06
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $9,864.44
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $21,524.34

DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE (1,5% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES
OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE,

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYNMENT

DCB_OCE - 0055

11-6574_0121
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SARXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSHBELORS AT LAW
PH. 614/ 55 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499

March 12, 2010

Billed through 02/28/2010
Involce Number 122678
Our fle#t 13202 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/0 BRUGE FEIN .
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1028 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W,, SUITE 1000 4
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  February 12, 2010 $11,659.90
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard If Paid) $11,659.90

DCB_OCE - 0056

11-6574_0122
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13297 00024 ) Invoice# 122678 Page 2

REDACTED

DCB_OCE - 0057

11-6574_0123
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13292 00024 Invoice# 122678 Page 3

REDACTED

EXPENSES

02/23/2010 U.S, DISTRICT COURT,; invoice # 1:10-0v-00103; FILING 200.00
FEE PRO HAC VICE

02/28/2010 DELIVERY CHARGE 32.50

02/28/2010 LEXIS RESEARCH 7.41

02/28/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 : 64.62

02/28/2010 QUTSIDE PHOTOCOPY SERVICE 3.10

02/28/2010 WESTLAW RESEARCH 3.25
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $310.88

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 2870 hrs  325.00 fhr $9,327.50
JHB BEEHLER, JASON H, 1,30 hrs 180.00 /hr $208.00
30.00 hrs $9,535.50

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 8,535.50

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 310.88

LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 18.06

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T §6,864.44

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $11,659.90

TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §21,524.3%

DCB_OCE - 0058

11-6574_0124
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORMNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Tetephone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-40412

April 19, 2010
Billing 03/31/2010
Invoice# 123392 DCB

Our Flle # 13262 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

- RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schimidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD R $21,524.34
Payments received since last invoice (21,524.34)
PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard If Paid) $0.00
Total Fees 2,632.50
Total Expenses 122,12
TOTAL NEW CHARGES . $2,754.62
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $2,754.62

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0059

11-6574_0125
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

PH, (614 1IN 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215.4213 FIN 31-4422499
Aptil 19, 2010
Billed trrough 03/31/2010
Invoice Number 123382
Our file# 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
/0 BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 ﬁﬁ@ A 6 mg
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 Lo

Schmidt v, Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  March 12, 2010 $21,524.34
Payments received since last invoice (21.524.34)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Pald) $0.00
EXPENSES
03/31/2010 MILEAGE 107.50
03/31/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 1.62
03/31/2010 PARKING 13.00
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $122.12

DCB_OCE -~ 0060

11-6574_0126
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13292 00024 . Invoice# 123392 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C, ____8‘19— hrs 325.00 /hr $2,632,50
8,40 hrs $2,632.50

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 2,632.50

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 122.42

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $2,754.82

TOTAL BALANGE DUE ON ACCOUNT T 32,7542

DCB_OCE - 0061

11-6574_0127
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ Il 65 East State Streat Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

May 14, 2010
Billing 04/30/2010
Invoice# 124114 DCB

Our Flle # 13202 00024

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

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 :

Schmidt v. Krikorlan

BALANCE FORWARD $2,754.62 -
Payments received since last involce (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $2,754.62
Total Fees 1,173.50
Total Expenses 20.70
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $1,194.20
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT §3,948.82

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE -~ 0062

11-6574_0128
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORMEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

PH. (514) 1 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422499
May 14,2010
Rified through 04/30/2010
Involce Number 124114
Qur file# 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
CIOBRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, NW., SUITE 1000 REDACTED

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  April 18, 2010 $2,754.62
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $2,754.62

DCB_OCE - 0063

11-6574_0129
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13292 00024 Tnvoiced 124114 Page 2
o
REDACTED
EXPENSES ’
04/30/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 20,70
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $20.70

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 280 hrs 32500 Jhr $342.50
cBM MURPHY, CHRISTOPHER B, - Law Clerk 230 s 110,00 fhr $231.00
5.00 hrs $1,173.50
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,173.50
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 20.70
TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE $1,194.20
PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard If Paid) $2,754.62 .
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT $3,948.82

DCE_OCE - 0064

11-6574_0130
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CHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

June 11, 2010

Biling 05/31/2010
invoice#t 124074 DCB
Our File # 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1026 CONNEGTICUT AVE., N.W.,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $3,948.82
Payments recelved since last invoice (2,754.62)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Pald) $1,194.20
Total Fees 2,600.00
Tofal Expenses 51.27
Late Payment Charge 41.32
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $2,692.59
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $3,886.79

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0065

11-6574_0131
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & CQUNSELORS AT LAW
PH, (614 MMM 5 East State Street Sulto 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 FIN 31-4422499

June 11, 2010

Blfled through 05/31/2010
involce Number 124974
Our file# 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

?éeg%%%TNsé%?%RAVE N.W., SUITE 1000 RED ACTED

WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v, Krtkorian

Balance forward as of invoice  May 14, 2010 $3,048.82
Payments received since last invoice (2,754.62)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $1,194.20
EXPENSES -
05/31/2010 LEXIS RESEARCH 5.85

DCB_OCE - 0066

11-6574_0132
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13202 00024 Invoice# 124974 Page 2

EXPENSES

05/31/2010 PACER RESEARCH SERVICE 18.80

05/31/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 26.82
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $51.27

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

Des BREY, DONALD C. 8.00 hrs 325.00 /hr $2,600.00
8.00 hrs $2,600.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 2,600.00

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 51.27

LATE PAYMENT CHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANCE 4132

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOIGE TTTTT42,69259

PLUS PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard if Paid) $1,194.20

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT T $3,886.79

DCB_OCE - 0067

11-6574_0133
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GHESTER WILLGCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 Fax 614/ 2214012

July 15, 2010
Billing 06/30/2010
Involcest 125608 DCB

Our Flle # 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1028 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N\W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $3,886.79
Payments recelved since last invoice (1,194.20)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $2,692.59
Total Fees 2,405.00
Total Expenses . 495,74
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $2,900.74
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACGOUNT $5,593.33
DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0068

11-6574_0134
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COQUNSELORS AT LAW

PH, (614) TN 65 East State Streat Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohjo 432154213 FIN 31-4422499
July 15,2010
Billed through 06/30/2010
Involes Number 125608
Our file# 13202 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUGE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000 REDACTE D

WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invalce  June 11, 2010 $3,886.79
Payments received since last invoice (1,194.20)
Past Due Balance {Disregard If Paid) $2,692.5%

DCB_OCE - 0069

11-6574_01356
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13292 00024 Invoice# 125608 Page 2
EXPENSES
08/07/2010 CLERK OF COURTS, CLERMONT; Invoice # 06072010; 200.00
FILING FEE
06/30/2010 DELIVERY CHARGE 216.00
06/30/2016 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE @ $.18 ’ 79.74
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $495.74

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DeB BREY, DONALD C, 740 hrs 325,00 fnr $2,405.00
740 hrs $2,405.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 2,405.00

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 495.74

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $2,000.74

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $2,692.59

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT T §559333

DCB_OCE - 0070

11-6574_0136
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GHESTER WILLGCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ MM 65 East State Strect Suite 1000, Gofumbus, Ohio 432154213 Fax 614/ 2214012

August 13, 2010

Billing 07/31/2010
Invoice# 126852 DCB
QurFile # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $5,5'93‘33
Payments received since last invoice - (5,552.01)
Adjustments Applied ‘ (-41.32)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid) $0.00
Total Fees 877.50
Total Expenses 4.98
TOTAL NEW CHARGES ’ $882.46
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $882.46

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

'PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0071

11-6574_0137
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH, (614 N 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 FIN 314422489

August 13, 2010

Billed through a7i3i/2010
Invoice Number 126852
Our file# 13202 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W.,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20038 REDACTED
Schmidt v. Krikorian
Batance forward as of invoice  July 15, 2010 $5,593.33
Payments recaived since last invoice (5,652.01)
A/R adjustments made since last invoice (-41.32)
Past Due Balance {Disregard if Pald) $0.00
EXPENSES
07/31/2010 PACER RESEARCH SERVICE 4.96

DCB_OCE - 0072

11-6574_0138
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13292 00024 Invoice# 126852
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

oCB BREY, DONALD C. 270 hrs 325.00 /hr
270 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

TCTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

Page 2

$4.96

$877.50

$877.50

877.50
4.96

$882.46

$882.46

DCB_OCE - 0073

11-6574_0139
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CHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

September 13, 2010

Billing 08/31/2010
Invoice#t 127133 DCB
OurFlle # 18282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 :

Schmidt v, Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $882.46
Payments received since last Involce (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANGE (Disregard If Paid) $682.46
Total Fees 130.00
Total Expenses ’ . 4944
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $179.44
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT $1,061.90

DUE UPON RECEIPY

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0074

11-6574_0140



183

CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614 65 Bast State Street Suite 1003, Columbus, Ohlo 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422498

September 13, 2010

Billed through 0873172010

Involce Number 127133

Our fllo# 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/fO BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR

10256 CONNECGTICUT AVE., N.W,, SUITE 1000 REDACTED

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v, Krikorlan

Balance forward as of invoice  August 13, 2010 $882.46
Payments received since last invoice (0.00}
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $882.46
EXPENSES
08/31/2010 CONFERENCE CALE . 48.44
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $49.44

DCB_OCE - 0075

11-6574_0141
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13292 00024 Invoice# 127133 Page 2
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C, 040 hrs 325.00 /hr $130.00
040 his $130.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 130.00

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 49.44

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T 317944

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $882.46

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT ’ T $4,061.90

DCB_OCE - 0076

11-6574_0142
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ [ 65 E2st State Streot Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

October 14, 2010

Billing 09/30/2010
nvoloe# 128317 DCB
OurFile # 13202 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, NLW., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $1,061.80
Payments recelved since last invoice (882.486)
PAST DUE BALANCE {Disregard If Pald) $179.44
Total Fees ' 9,753.00
Total Expenses 481.52
TOTAL NEW CHARGES T §10,234.52
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $10,413.96
DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0077

11-6574_0143



186

GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORMNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614 1 65 East State Street Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohlo 43215.4213 FIN 31-4422498

Qctober 14, 2010

Blited through 08/30/2010
involce Number 128317
Our file#t 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., NW., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036 REDACTE D
Schmidt v. Krikorian
Balance forward as of invoice  September 13, 2010 $1,061.90
Payments received since [ast invoice (882.46)
Past Due Balance (Disregard {f Paid) $179.44

DCB_OCE - 0078

11-6574_0144
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13292 00024 Invoice# 128317 Page 2

REDACTED

EXPENSES

09/30/2010 HOTEL/MEALS WHILE TRAVELING 235.86

09/30/2010 MILEAGE 155.50

08/30/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE FOR THE MONTH @ $.18 87.66

09/30/2010 OUTSIDE PHOTOCOPY SERVICE 2.50
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $481.52

DCB OCE - 0079

11-6574_0145
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00024 Invoiceff 128317

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB
SDM
EJW
CBM

BREY, DONALD C, 23.20 hrs
MORRISON, S8ARAH DAGGETT 2.00 hrs
WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 460 hrs
MURPHY, CHRISTOPHER B, - Law Clerk 260 hrs

3240 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE
PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard If Paid)

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

325.00 /hr
285.00 /hr
20500 thr
11000 /he

Page 3

$7,540.00
$570.00
$1,357.00
$286.00

$9,753.00

8,753.00
481.52

$10,234.52

$179.44

$10,413.96

DCB_OCE - 0080

11-6574_0146
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ 55 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221.4012

November 11, 2010

Biliing 10/31/2010
Invoice# 128728 DCB
Our File # 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v, Kikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $10,413.96
Payments recelved since last involce (10,413.96)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $0.00
Total Fees 11,358.50
Total Expenses : 199,30
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $11,557.80
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $11,557.80

DUE UPON RECEIPT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0081

11-6574_0147
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
pH. (614 N 65 Enst State Street Suits 1000, Columbus, Ohio 43215.4213 FiN 31-4422498

November 11, 2010

Billed through 10/31/2010
invoice Number 128728
Our flieg 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

£025 GONNECTICUT AVE. NV, SUITE 1000 'REDACTED

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  Cctober 14, 2010 $10,413.96
Payments received since last invoice (16,413.96)
Past Due Balance (Disregard If Paid) $0.00

DCB_OCE - 0082

11-6574_0148
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13292 00024 Invoice# 128728 Page 2

REDACTED

DCB_OCE -~ 0083

11-6574_0149
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13292 00024 Tewaicef 128728 Page 3

REDAGTED

EXPENSES :
10/31/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE FOR THE MONTH @ $.18 117.90
10/31/2010 TRANSCRIPT 70.00
10/31/2010 WESTLAW RESEARCH 11.40
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $199,30

DCB_OCE - 0084

11-6574_0150
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193

00024 Invoice# 128728

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

nes
SDM
EJW
CBM

BREY, DONALD C. 14,00 hrs
MORRISON, SARAH DAGGETT 480 hrs
WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 17,10 hrs
MURPHY, CHRISTOPHER 8. - Law Ciark 380 hrs

38,50 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

325.00 /thr
285,00 /hr
285.00 /hr
110.00 /hr

Page 4

$4,550.00
$1,368.00
$5,044.50

$396.00

$11,358 50

11,358.60

199.30

$11,557.80
$11,557.80

DCB_OCE -~ 0085

11-6574_0151
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GHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORMNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
Telephone 614/ MMM 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432158-4213  Fax 614/ 221-4012

December 10, 2010

Bifling 11/30/2010
Invoice# 120453 DCB
Our File # 13292 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
C/O BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., NW., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANGE FORWARD ' $11,557.80
Payments received since last invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $11,557.80
Total Fees 18,688.50
Total Expenses 1,331.36
TOTAL NEW CHARGES $20,019.86
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $31,577.66
DUE UPON RECEIFT

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

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0086

11-6574_0152
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CHESTER WILLGOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614 NEG—_ 65 East State Stroet Sulte 1000, Columbus, Ohis 43215-4213 FIN 31-4422493

December 10, 2010

Billed through 11/30/2010
involce Number 120463
Our file#t 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
GO BRUCE FEIN

?C%DC%%&E%;{'%L‘?IRAVE, NW., SUITE 1000 REDACTED

WASHINGTON, DG 20036

Schmidt v, Krikorian

Balance forward as of invoice  November 11, 2010 $11,657.80
Payrments recelved since last invoice (0.00)

Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $11,557.80

DCB_OCE - 0087

11-6574_0153
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13292 00024 Invoice# 129453 Page 2

REDACTED

DCB_OCE - 0088

11-6574_0154
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13292 00024 Invoice# 129453 Page 3

REDACTED

DCB_OCE - 0089

11-6574_0155
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13292 00024 Invoice# 129453 Page 4

REDACTED

EXPENSES .
11/30/2010 CONFERENCE CALL 53.68
11/30/2010 DELIVERY CHARGE 216.00
11/30/2010 MILEAGE 145.50
11/30/2010 OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 109.46
11/30/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE FOR THE MONTH @ $.18 222.66
11/30/2010 TRANSCRIPT 402.50
11/30/2010 WESTLAW RESEARCH 181.56

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS §1,331.36

DCB_OCE - 0090

11-6574_0156
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13292 00024 . ) Invoice# 129453 Page 5

SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

DCB BREY, DONALD C. 35.90 hrs
EJW WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 23.80 hrs
59.70 hrs

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
TCTAL EXPENSES INCURRED

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

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT

32500 /or  $11,667.50
295.00 /r $7,021.00
$18,888.50

18,688.50
1,381.36

T 52001986
$11,657.80

T~ §31577.66

DCB_OCE - 0091

11-6574_0157
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GHESTER WILLCOX<SAXBE

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

Telephone 614/ 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohls 43215-4213  Fax 614/ 221.4012

January 17, 2014

Biliing 12/31/2010
Invoice# 130854 DCB
QOur File # 13282 00024

TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
CiO BRUCE FEIN

RESIDENT SCHOLAR

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W., SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DG 20038

Schmidt v. Krikorian

BALANCE FORWARD $31,577.66
Payments received since last Invoice (0.00)
PAST DUE BALANGE {Disregard if Pald) $31,577.66
Total Fees 4,830.00
Total Expenses 20.52
Late Payment Charge 473.66
TOTAL NEW CHARGES . $5,394.18
TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT $36,971.84

DUE UPON RECEIPT

LATE PAYMENT FEE {1.8% PER MONTH) CHARGED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES
OVER 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE.

PLEASE RETURN THIS PAGE WITH PAYMENT

DCB_OCE - 0092

11-6574_0158
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GHESTER WILLGOX=SAXBE

ATTORNEYS 8 COUNSELORS AT LAW
PH. (614) 65 East State Street Suite 1000, Columbus, Ohio 432154213 FIN 31-4422439

January 17, 2011

Blited through 1243172010
Involce Number 1305854
Our filett 13292 00024
TURKISH AMERICAN LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
CfO BRUCE FEIN
RESIDENT SCHOLAR r
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE., NW,, SUITE 1000
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 RL.DACTED
Schmidt v. Krikorian
Balance forward as of invoice  December 10, 2010 $31,577.66
Payments recelved since last invoice (0.00)
Past Due Balance (Disregard if Paid) $31,577.66

DCB_OCE - 0093

11-6574_0159
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13292 00024 Invoice# 130554 Page 2

REDACTED

EXPENSES ’
12/31/2010 LEXIS RESEARCH 3.41
12/31/2010 OVERNIGHT DELIVERY ) 14.39
12/31/2010 PHOTOCOPY SERVICE FOR THE MONTH @ $.18 7272
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $90.52

DCB_OCE - 0094

11-6574_0160
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13292 00024 Invoice#f 130554 Page 3
SUMMARY OF BILLED AMOUNTS

oeB BREY, DONALD C. 13,50 hrs 325.00 /hr $4,387.50
EJW WATTERS, ELIZABETH J. 1.50 hrs 205,00 /hr 34_‘?&
18,00 hrs $4,830.00

TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 4,830.00

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED 90.52

LATE PAYMENT GHARGE ON PAST DUE BALANGE 473,86

TOTAL OF NEW CHARGES FOR THIS INVOICE T $5,394.18

PLUS PAST DUE BALANCE (Disregard if Paid) $31,577.66

TOTAL BALANCE DUE ON AGCOUNT TT$36,971.84

DCB_OCE - 0095

11-6574_0161
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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: Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff
REVIEW No.: 11-6574
DATE: April 6, 2011
LOCATION: 42537 St SW
Washington, DC 20024
TIME: 2:00 p.m. to 2:55 p.m. (approximately)

PARTICIPANTS:  Kedric L. Payne

Paul J. Solis

SUMMARY: The OCE requested an interview with Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff,
who is now her former Chief of Staff, on April 6, 2011, and he consented to an interview.
Representative Jean Schmidt, who is a Member of the United States House of Representatives
and represents the 2nd District of Ohio. Representative Schmidt’s Chief of Staff made the
following statements in response to our questioning:

L.

w)

MOI -

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

The witness is currently a partner at BKM Consulting, which provides various services to
political campaigns.

He has been employed there since approximately May 2010, which is when he left his
employment with Representative Schmidt.

He became employed with Representative Schmidt shortly after she was elected in 2003,
He served as her Chief of Staff from that time until he left in 2010. As Chief of Staff, the
witness supervised all functions of the congressional office.

Prior to working for Representative Schmidt, the witness worked for at least three other
House Members including Representative Kevin DeWine.

The witness told the OCE that he volunteered for Representative Schmidt’s campaign
committee, but the campaign never employed him.

The witness first met David Krikorian in Representative Schmidt’s office in 2006 or
2007. The witness told the OCE that Mr. Krikorian came to the office claiming he was
the President of the Ohio Armenian Association.

Page 1 of 4 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

11-6574_0163
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CONFIDENTIAL

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

8. Mr. Krikorian came to the office to ask Representative Schmidt to support the Armenian
genocide resolution. During the meeting with Representative Schmidt, Mr. Krikorian
became belligerent because Representative Schmidt would not commit to voting for the
resolution.

9. The witness told the OCE that in 2008 Mr. Krikorian campaigned against Representative
Schmidt and constantly attacked her in the Armenian media.

10. During the week before the election in November 2008, Mr. Krikorian put pamphiets on
cars at Representative Schmidt’s church. The pamphlets criticized Representative
Schmidt and included allegations that she accepted “blood money” from the Turkish
government. These types of statements occurred after the election as well.

1

i

. As a result of Mr. Krikorian’s pamphlets and other statements that he made about
Representative Schmidt, the witness and Representative Schmidt began considering
possible legal actions against Mr. Krikorian following the election in November 2008.
The witness told the OCE that he and Representative Schmidt took no action until
January 2009.

12. In January 2009, Mr. Krikorian continued to make public statements about
Representative Schmidt.

13. The witness was familiar with the Ohio Election Commission (“OEC”) and its ability to
adjudicate false statements partly because Mr. Krikorian had filed complaints against
Representative Schmidt with the OEC.

14. During the first quarter of 2009, Bruce Fein called the witness and said that he wanted to
help Representative Schmidt pursue legal action against Mr. Krikorian and said he
worked for the Turkish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”). The witness knew
Bruce Fein from his work with Representative DeWine. Mr. Fein then visited
Representative Schmidt’s office to meet.

15. The witness told the OCE that Mr. Fein suggested that the legal fee arrangement should
be a contingency fee. Mr. Fein suggested that Representative Schmidt could sue Mr.
Krikorian for millions of dollars based on his statements about her.

16. The witness was not certain whether the services could be provided under a contingency
fee based on House ethics rules and federal election law. He contacted the Federal
Election Commission (“FEC”), the House General Counsel’s Office, and the House
Committee on Ethics to get approval of the arrangement for legal services.

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 explained to the OCE that Mr. Fein “never” talked about providing legal
services at no charge and “definitely wanted to do a contingency fee.” Mr. Fein was the
first person to suggest a contingency fee.

18. The witness knew Mr. Fein because Mr. Fein had previously worked for Representative
Mike DeWine. The witness had worked for Representative DeWine’s campaign.

19. The witness also knew Lincoln McCurdy of the Turkish Coalition of America (“TCA”).
Mr. McCurdy had visited the witness in Representative Schmidt’s office to lobby him on
the Armenian genocide resolution. He met Mr. McCurdy in 2007 or 2008.

20. The witness never discussed the possibility of filing a complaint against Mr. Krikorian
with Mr. McCurdy.

2

—t

. Although he was waiting for ethics approval on the legal fees, he did not instruct Bruce
Fein to delay filing the complaint with the OEC. The witness stated that at the time he
did not know who would pay for the services, but Representative Schmidt wanted to go
to court, The witness told the OCE that if the legal services were not approved by the
Committee on Ethics he expected that Representative Schmidt would use personal funds
to pay for the legal services.

22. The FEC told him that campaign funds could be used to pay for the legal services if the
Committee on Ethics approved such use.

23. The witness contacted the Committee on Ethics and had numerous conversations with the
staff about how to draft a letter requesting approval of the legal services.

24. The witness asked whether Representative Schmidt could pay for legal expenses with
campaign money or have a contingency fee agreement. These conversations lasted
several weeks to months.

25. The Committee on Ethics explained to him the possibility of establishing a legal expense
fund. At that time, the witness’ personal understanding was that legal expense funds had
never been used other than for defense issues. However, the Committee on Fthics’
counsel told him that she thought the fund could be used for Representative Schmidt’s
situation as well.

26. The witness told the OCE that the Committee on Ethics counsels told him not to accept
any bill for the legal services during this time.

27. The witness’ first formal request for Committee on Ethics approval of the legal fees is in
a letter dated September 17, 2009 (Schmidt_0029). He drafted the letter to the

MOI ~Page 3 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

Committee on Ethics on behalf of Representative Schmidt requesting approval of the
legal fees.

28. When asked why there was a time lapse between the first meeting with Mr. Fein and the
September 17, 2009 request, the witness stated that he was waiting for the Committee on
Ethics to provide him with the final language for the request letter.

29. In response to the letter, the Committee on Ethics asked the witness for information about
the amount of hours the attorneys had worked on the legal matters.

30. As a result, the witness wrote a letter to the Committee on Ethics, dated October 8, 2009
(Schmidt_0031), explaining that the attomeys had worked “just shy of 200 hours”.

-
o

. The witness also provided the Committee on Ethics with a letter from Bruce Fein to
Representative Schmidt stating that the attorneys agreed to represent her on a
contingency fee basis. The witness does not know when this letter about the contingency
fee was written.

32. The witness told the OCE that he believes on January 21, 2010, he sent a letter or email
to the Committee on Ethics to amend the request for approval of a contingency fee. He
said that the Committee on Ethics advised him that the approval of the legal services
could happen quicker if he removed the request for a contingency fee.

33. He explained that the TALDF attorneys provided legal services for the appeal of the OEC
matter as part of the representation in filing the complaint with the OEC.

34. TALDF submitted an amicus brief on behalf of Representative Schmidt in federal court
in Ohio without the witness knowing that the brief was going to be filed. He was not
alerted to the filing until after it had been done.

35. Although the witness received the advisory opinion from the Committee on Ethics in
February 2010, he was not involved in establishing a legal expense fund. He does not
know why the request for approval of legal expense fund was not sent to the Committee
on Ethics until July 2010. He explained that he was no longer employed with
Representative Schmidt by July 2010.

This memorandum was prepared on April 7, 2011, based on the notes that the OCE staff
prepared during the interview with the witniess on April 6, 2011. I certify that this memorandum
contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on April 6, 2011.

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel

MOI - Page 4 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

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW

N RE: Representative Jean Schmidt
REVIEW No.: 11-6574
DATE: March 31, 2011
LOCATION: 2464 Rayburn HOB
Washington, DC 20515
TIME: 10:40 a.m. to 11:40 a.m. (approximately)

PARTICIPANTS:  Kedric L. Payne

Paul J. Solis
Joe Jansen

SUMMARY: Representative Jean Schmidt is a Member of the United States House of
Representatives and represents the 2nd District of Ohio. The OCE requested an interview with
Representative Schmidt on March 31, 2011, and she consented to an interview. Representative
Schmidt (the “witness”) made the following statements in response to our questioning:

i

MOI -

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

The witness told the OCE that she decided that she wanted to file a complaint with the
Ohio Election Commission (“OEC”) against Mr. Krikorian in November 2008. This
decision was the result of an extended period of time of Mr. Krikorian making public
statements criticizing the witness. At that point the witness felt she had to do something
about Mr. Krikorian’s statements.

. She knew Bruce Fein from her years of serving in Congress. Mr. Fein was aware of Mr.

Krikorian’s public statements about the witness. He offered the legal services of the
Turkish American Legal Defense Fund (“TALDF”) to assist the witness with the
complaint against Mr. Krikorian. She could not recall how or when these discussions
with Mr. Fein began.

The witness has known Lincoln McCurdy, president of the Turkish Coalition of America
(“TCA™), for about four or five years from his work on Capitol Hill. The witness stated
that she did not have a discussion with Mr. McCurdy about TALDF’s legal representation
but does not know whether her previous Chief of Staff had such discussions.

Page1of3 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended

5. The witness was familiar with the TCA through the Congressional Turkish Caucus,
which she joined.

6. The witness told the OCE that TALDF did not offer to provide the legal services to her
for free. She discussed with Mr. Fein the possibility of a contingency fee, but this option
was not pursued. She is not sure why it was not pursued and she does not recall when
these conversations occurred.

7. The witness stated that, between her and TALDF, she was the first to discuss paying for
the legal services.

8. The parties also discussed the possibility of having the witnesses’ campaign committee
pay for the legal services or establish a legal expense fund.

9. When asked if she instructed the TALDF attorneys to delay filing the OEC complaint, the
witness stated that she did not.

10. The witness stated that Mr. Fein selected the local counsel, Donald Brey. She told the
OCE that she knew of Mr. Brey for many years from his work with the Ohio Republican
Party. She told the OCE that she did not recommend him and was surprised to learn that
he was local counsel.

1

[

. The witness continues to work with the Committee on Ethics to establish a legal expense
fund, but the issue has not been finalized because the Committee on Ethics is
uncomfortable with the trustee that she initially selected.

12. She told the OCE that ethics advice concerning payment for the TALDF legal expenses
was first requested during the summer of 2009. Her then Chief of Staff, Barry Bennett,
informally asked for this advice. The advice was requested in order to determine whether
everything was right and proper with accepting TALDF legal services.

13. Later in September 2009, a formal written request was submitted to the Committee on
Ethics. When asked why she waited until September 2009 to make the formal request,
the witness stated that it just felt like the right time to do it.

14. The witness received an advisory opinion from the Committee on Ethics in February
2010. When asked why there was a delay between her receipt of the advisory opinion
and her July 2010 request for approval of a legal expense trust, the witness stated that she
and Mr. Bennett were trying to select a trustee.

15. Concerning the later legal actions taken by TALDF on her behalf] the witness stated that
TALDF continued to be her legal counsel because she did not want to change attorneys

MOI-Page 2 of 3 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

11-6574_0169



212

CONFIDENTIAL

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

unless necessary. The witness stated that there was an understanding that she would pay
for all of the legal services rendered.

16. Mr. Bennett was the primary point of contact between the witness’ office and TALDF.

This memorandum was prepared on April 4, 2011, based on the notes that the OCE staff
prepared during the interview with the witness on March 31, 2011. I certify that this
memorandum contains all pertinent matter discussed with the witness on March 31, 2011

Kedric L. Payne
Investigative Counsel

MOI ~Page 3 of 3 OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
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TALDF Requests Criminal Investigation in Ohio Page Tof2

TURKISHT A
Ial
LEGAL @i?%?‘égg F@N%

HOME ISSUES & CASES

YOURRIGHTS 32} b REQUESTS CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION IN OHIO
ISSUES & CASES  ARMENIAN AMERICAN VERBAL THUGGERY PROVOKES CRIMINAL
COMMENTS  INVESTIGATION REQUEST

CONTACT o chington DC, November 3, 2008 - The Turkish American Legal Defense Fund today requested
LINKS  the Attorney General of Ohio, Nancy H. Rogers, to open a criminal investigation under Ohio law
into signature Armerian verbal thuggery employed by Armenian American independent candidate
David Krikorian against Representative Jean Schmidt. The Congresswoman represents the 2nd
district of Ohio, and is running for re-election. The criminal lies under that Krikorian recently
splattered against Ms, Schmidt are emblematic of the religiously and ethnically bigoted campaign
tactics that Armenian Americans celebrate, directly or indirectly, against congressional candidates
who refuse to salute their narrow, close-minded, fanatical anti-Turkish agenda. Ohios Revised
Code makes criminal intentional falsehoods calculated to impact elections. Other candidates for
Congress who have been similarly victimized by Armenian American verbal thuggery in the 2008
election cycle include Steve Cohen (Tenn.), Virginia Foxx (N.C.), Charles Hahn (Calif.), Robert
Wexler (Fla.), and Jill Morgenthaler (IiL).

Kirkorian's criminal lies about the Congresswoman and her campaign supporters are posted on
the Internet at krikorianforcongress.com. The Armenian American’s posting in substance
falsely accuses Congresswoman Schmidt of bribery and Turkish Americans who have made
campaign contributions for her of paying bribes, ie, that she bargained for campaign
contributions from Turkish Americans in exchange for a promise to take official actions in
Congress ln opposnbon to perennial “Armenian genocide” resolution in the House of
Repr epr Jean Schmidt has taken $30,000 in blood money to
deny the genoc!de of Christian Armenians by Muslim Turks.”

Contrary to the Krikorian's fies, there was no quid pro quo or any irregularity whatsoever in the
campaign contributions for Congresswoman Schmidt. As is customary in political campaigns,
contributors make financial contributions to candidates who support the policy positions of which
they approve. In fact, Armenian Americans and their political action committees scrupulously
confine their contributions to candidates who support or pledge to support “Armenian genocide”
resolutions.

Congresswoman Schmidt's opposition to the Armenian genocide resolution is readily explained by
historical facts, Her conclusions accord with renowned Middle East scholar Bernard Lewis of
Princeton University , who has been consulted by the White House under President George W,
Bush, and others of comparable academic prestige. The Congresswoman, based on her
independent research does not believe the tragic events of World War I, in which both Armenians
and Turks were killed in harrowing numbers, constituted genocide—~—an accusation that has never
been proven in a court of law. She further maintains that the historical question is not appropriate
for Congress to jegislate.

The Turkish American Legal Defense Fund has written a letter to Attorney General Rogers urging
a criminal investigation and prosecution of David Krikorian under Ohio campaign and false
statement laws, Ohio Revised Code, section 3517.02 and section 2921.13(A)(2), respectively. To
paraphrase attorney Joseph Welch’s rebuke to Communist witch hunting Senator Joe McCarthy,
have Armenian Americans no sense of decency, at long last? Have they left no sense of decency?

htip://www taldf org/ohio html
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TALDF Requests Criminal Investigation in Ohio Page 2 0f 2

TALDF will oppose any assault from any quarter on the right of Turkish Americans to participate
fully in the American political process, including voicing their opinions on issues impacting Turkish
-Arerican relations or otherwise.

Home | Your Rights | Issues & Cases | Comments | Contact | Links

Turkish American Legal Defense Fund - TALDF
1025 Connecticut Avenue, Suite 1000, NW Washington, DC 20036
Phone: 202-370- Fax: 202-370-1398

http:/fwww.taldf . org/ohio.htm]
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BEFORETHE OHIO ELE EXBIBIT: A

Jean Schmidt

Schimidt for Congress R ﬁ@ Eﬁ‘JED

8280 Montgomery Rd, Ste. 204

Cincinnati, OH 45235 APR 28 2009
BUIE BERTIOAS commnnicy

V.

Mr. David Krikorian

8132 Camarge Woods Court
Cincinnati, OH 45243-2206

COMPLAINT

I, Jean Schmidt, file this Complaint under Ohio Revised Code Section 3517.153 and aver the
following under oath:

1} 1 have represented the Second Corngressional District of Ohio In the United States
Congress since January 2007,

2} tcampaigned for re-election In 2008.

3} David Krikorian, running as an independent, was ong of my opponents in the general
election hekd on November 4, 2008,

4} Each of the false statements enumersted below were designed to promote his
candidacy for Congress and to defeat my re-election bid.

5} 1 have never received a donation in order “to Deny the Genocide of Christian Armenians
by Mustim Turks.” § bave naver accepted anything of value in return for being influenced
in the performance of an official act {including naction], which would be a federd! crire
under 18 ULS.C. 201

6] On his 2008 campaign website (hito/fvww kiikorienforcongress com/usaceide phi)
Mr, Krikorian asserted: “Representative Jean Schmidt Has Taken $30,000 in Blood
Muoney to Deny the Genocide of Christian Armenians by Mushim Turks,” Exhibit 1,

7} Mr. Krikorian's statement quoted in paragraph 6 sbove was intentionslly falsely stated
facts in 2t least two respects in violation of Ohie Revised Code Section 3517 21{AH10}.

DKSub_0024
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8} 1 have never “denied” an Armenlan genocide. My position as a3 Member of Congress has
consistently been that the subject is not a fit question for Congress; and, that based on
my knowledge of the historieal record | cannot, at present, characterize the tragic
events of 1915 in World War | as an Armenian “genocide,” which has a very strict
meaning. As 2 Member of Congress, | have never voted on an Armenian genocide
resolution. | support the formstion of an international independent commission of
experts to resolve the matter definitively.

9} Mr. Krikorians campaign website undermines his own false accusation, The website
recounts a statement in my office on March 29, 2007, which does not deny genocide,
but expresses agnosticism: "At this time {Jean Schmidi] does not have enough
information to characterlze these deaths as genocdide especially when those responsible
are fong dead.” The website dso quotes from a statement made in my office on May 11,
2007, in which { do not deny genocide, but make a different point about the exacting
standards of proof counseling hesitation before leaping to 2 condusion: “The United
Natiops describes genocide as carrylng out acts intended to “destroy, in whole or in part,
a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group.’ In this instance, it was very difficult to know

intent”

10} On November 2, 2008, Mr. Krikorian addressed a letter to, “My Supporters and the
Peaple of the Second Congressional District.” it contains several knowingly false
statements of fact in violation of Ohio Revised Code Section 3517.21{A){10). Exhibit 2.

11} Paregraph 2 of the lelter asserts: “l demand [lean Schmidt's] immediate withdrawal
from this race and her apology to the people of the United States of America for the
crime she has committed against oor American soldiers and humanity by denying the
undisputed facts of the Armenian Genocide.” ‘

12} As elaborated in paragraphs 8 and 9 of this Complaint, 1 have not “denied” the Armenian
Genocide. [in addition, the “facts” are not “undisputed.” Reputable American scholers
who question the appropriateness of the genocide fabel for the tragic events of 1915-
1914 include farned Middle East expert Bernard Lewis of Princeton University, the late
Stanford Shaw of UL.CLA, Justin McCarthy of the University of Loulsville. Guenter Lewy
of the University of Massachusetts, Norman ltzkowitz of Princeton University, Brian G.
Williams of the Unbvarsity of Massachusetis, David Fromkin of Boston University,
Avigdor Levy of Brandels University, Michael M. Gunter of Tennessee Tech, Plere
Oberling of Hunter College, the late Rederic Davison of George Washington University,
Michesl Radu of Foreign Policy Research Institute, and military historfan Edward J.
Erickson. Outside of the United States yet more scholars have endorsed 2 conira-
genoclde amalysis of the history of the Ottoman Armenians, among them Gliles
Veinstein of the Coflege de France, Stefana Trinchese of the University of Chietl,
Augusto Sinsgra of the University of Romae-Sapienza, Nouman Stone of Bitkent
Usniversity, and the historian Andrews Mango of the University of London).

DKSub_0025
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13} paragraph 3 of the November 2, 2008 letter repeats the false assertion that lean
Schmidt “denifes]” the Armenian Genodide.

14} Paragraph 4 of the November 2, 2008 letter further repeats the false assertion that Jean
Schmidt insanely “deniles)..the Christian Armenian Genodde at the hands of the
Musim Ctioman Empire” it also largely repeats the doubly-false statement in
Krikorian's website for the reasons set forth in paragraphs 8 and 9 of this Complaint:
“Jean Schmidt has taken $30,000 in blood money from Turkish sponsored political
action committees to deny the staughter of 1.5 million Armenian men, womsn, and
children by the Ottoman Turkish Government during World War 17 In addition, the
statement makes the false assertion that | received campaign contributions from
“Yurkish government sponsored” political action committees. No political action
committee that donated to my campaign was "Turkish government sponsored.” True
ropies of the affidavits of Lincodn McCurdy and Demir Karsan, Treasurer and President of
Turkish Coafition USA PAC and Turkish American Heritsge PAC, respectively, are
attached as Exhibit 3,

15} Paragraph 7 of the November 2, 2008 letter again falsely accuses me of “denfying]” the
“Armenian genocide” for the reasons set forth in paragraphs 8 and @ of this Complaint. |

186} Paragraph 10 of the November 2, 2008 letter falsely asserls: "lean Schmidt has taken
$30,000 in blood money from Tuskish government spensored pofitical action
committeas and Turkish people in 2008 i exchange for helping them to cover-up the
mass murder of 1.5 rilfion Christians. This information Is public record and can be found
on the Feders! Election Commission database at http///fwww FECzov.” Exhibit 4.

171As set forth in paragraph 5 of this Complaint, | have never accepted a political
contribution I return for being influenced in the performance of an officisl act
{intluding Inaction).

18} As set forth in paragraph 14, | did not receive any campalgn contributions from pofitical
action committess "sponsored” by the Turkish government.

19} The website nttp:/Avww PEC.gov does not substantiate that political action committees
that made contributions to me were sponsored by the Turkish governiment, nor dogs it
identify campaign denors by ancestry. In other words, the website does not corroborate
that "Yurkish people” made donations to my 2008 congressional campaign.

20%t would be a oime under federal Jaw for the Turkish government [or any foreign
rational) 1o fund a political action committee that made donations to 3 federsl
candidate seeking election to Congress, among other federal offices. 2 U.5.C. 437 gld),
44%e,

2131 would be a crime under federal law for "Turkish people” to make contributions to
federal political campaigns for Congress, among other federal offices, if the donor were
not an American citizen or permanent sesident alien, 2 US.C 437 gld), 441={b).

DKSub_0026
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22} Paragraph 14 of the November 2, 2008 lelter repeats the false accusation that Jean
Schmidt has “denifed]” the Armenian genocide for the reasons set forth In paragraphs 8

and 9 of this Complaint. Exhibit 2.

23}{ debated Mr. Krikorian on three oceasions during the 2008 campaign. in none of those
debates did he assert that 1 had solicited or received 330,000 from Turkish Amerlcans,
Turkish people, or Turkish political action committees for being influenced in the
performance of my official duties as a Member of Congress regarding Armenian
genocide resolutions,

24} 1 have spoken to Mr. Krikorian face-to-face on 1 occasion in my congressionst office. In
that meeting he did not accuse me of receiving campaign contributions in return for
being Influented in the performance of my official duties as a Member of Congress.

25) Neither Mr. Krikorian nor his agents ever inguired of me, my staff, or my campaign
comumittee as to whether | had made any promises or commitments to being influsnced
in the performance iof my offidal dutlds about the Armenidt genocide resolution in
return for campaign contributions from “Turkish people” or “Turkish government
sponsered political action committees.”

26} in Mr. Krikorian’s email exchanges with Ben LsRocto of my staff, it was related to him
that my knowledge of the facts and the currently available evidence had not convinced
-me of the Armenian genocide claim, Exhibit 5.

Wherefore, Jean Schimidt for Congress requests thet the Commission conduct 2 hearing snd
issue a finding that David Krikorlan violated Ohio Revised Code Section 3517.21{A}10}
during the 2008 general election campaign in the Second Congressional District of Ohio by
knowingly making false statements. of fact as set forth in this Complaint, to issue a public
reprimand, and to grant such other relief that the Commission find just and equitable inthe
circumstances.

Further affiant sayeth not.

f@ﬁ/w@cﬁff

A ﬁgﬂ’ﬁi]dt

Disuint of Dok JHDR

On this Q’_ dayo ;Elj

persnua!!yappe R
that he/she e fo! Faood

v %%m
%ﬂmm o Ry blary Puble

My commipsion sxpires Ostobor 31, 2511
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IN THE QHIO ELECTIONS COMMISSION
JEAN SCHMIDT
Schimidt for Congress .
8280 Montgomery Road, Suite 204
Cincinpati, Ohio 45238
Complainant,
v, Case No, LC}()Q‘E'O}Z
DAVID KRIKORIAN -
8132 Camargy Woods Court
Cincinnati, Oldo 45243-2206
Respondent.
COMPLAINT

Jean Schmidy, being first duly swormn, deposes and says as follows:

1. 1 have represented the Second Congressional District of Ohio in the United States
Congress since Jaonary 2007, V

2. 1was 2 candidate for reclection in 2008,

3. Respondent, David Krkoran, was one of the candidates opposing me in the
campaign for momber of Congross from Ohio’s Second Copgreszional Disteict, which was
decided at the November 4, 2008, general slection.

4. Om or abouf November 2, 2008, as part of his campaign, Respondent Tavid
Knkorian drafied and disseminated the Tetter attached herclo as Bxhibit AL

5. Bxhibit was designed io influence the resnlt of the slection by urging my defeat
anxd by promoting the election of another candidate,

& Exh’xﬁii A contains the following false statoment:

“ ask the people of Uhio’s second congressional district to ask

themselves if our Representative should be taking money &om a
foreign government that is killing onr soldiers?”
REGEIVED

JUL 312068

QHIO ELECTIONS COMMISSION

DKSub_0046
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2. The above quoted staternent is not the only falsshood contained in the atiached

Bxhibit A, Other false statements In the attached Exhibil A, asre the subjgct of pending Ohio
Elections Coprnission Case No, 2009E-003.

8. The ahove quoted sentence falsely accuses me, Jean Schmidt, of “laking money
from a forcign government that is killing our soldiers”. The context is clear.

9. The above guoled statement is false.

18, David Krikorian either knows that the above quoted statement I3 fulse or has sade
this false statemsent with reckloss disregard of its truth or falsity,

11, Moreover, the sentence immediately following the above guoted statement states
that “The linked flyer is being widely distributed across the second district in the Jast days of this
campaign season to expose Jean Schmidt as a betrayer of American history and her Christian
fxith” The linked flyer to which Exhibit A refers is attached herefo as Exhibit B. Thus, the
recipients of BExhibit A will understand that Jean Schroidt has taken $30,000 in blood money
from a foreign government that is ki]ﬁné our soldiers.

10, Neither I nor my Campaign Commitice have ever “takien] money from a foreign
government’™, let along from “a foreign govermment that is killing our soldiers™.

11 Ttisa viclstion of R.C. 3517.21(B)(10) to:

“Post, publish, cironlate, distribute, or otherwise disseminate a
falze staternent conceming a candidate, either knowing the same
1o be faise or with reckless disregard of whether it was false or
not, if the statement is desigeed o promots the eoloction,

nordnation, or defeat of the candidate.”

. David Krikorian has violated R.C. 3517.21{BX10)

DKSub_0047
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WHEREBFORE, Complainant requests that Respondent be fornd in vielation of R.C.
3512.21(BX10), and that he be appropriately sanctioned,

Further Affiant sayeth nought.

AL en_

/zdctarypubnc
Sawmdea D, Ban
Notary Pudko, Distict of Cokmibls
My Comenlsslon Expires 7/14/2013
3
DKSub_0048
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Ohio Elections Corgmission

éiw%% 21 West Broad Street, Suite 600
{f% 3 Colombus, Ohio 43215

8144561
www.stste.oh.nslelc
Novembey 13, 3009
Chagles Calvest
Omioras Case Mo, 20098003
{@CRW Schenidh, et al. v, Krikorion
Page 1 of 3,
Duniefte R Blow BRUCE FEIN
Brvan fehnet BRUCE FEIN & ASSOCIATES, INC
A " 125 CONNECTICUT AVE,
Hasvey H. Blvipiie WASHINGTON, DC 20036
Larry Waolpert
Pl . Richter Please be advised that on, 1/1/2009 afler careful considemation of the
ﬁ;&%‘v’ﬂ%‘lﬂww widence, the Ohis ElectHoos Conmission adopted the following finding(s) inthe

Fa {Rie Tanek

above referenced matter

THE COMMISSION ALLOWED THE FOLLOWING
STATEMENTS TO BEWITHDRAWN BY THE COMPLAINANT:

1.) *Representative Jean Schenidt has taken $30,000 in biood
meney to deny the Genocide of Clyistian Armeniang by Muslim
Turks.

2.3 1 demand her {Jean Schmidt] ipynediate withdrawal from thig
race and her spology to the people of the United States of
Asnegica for the orime she has commmitted agsinst ovr Awerican
soldiers and humanity by denying the undisputed facts nfthe
Armenian Genocide.

3. ... Jean Schmidt's denial of the Armenian Genocide -

43 ... Jeats Schonidt's inssoe denial of the Christian Armenian
Genoeide 2t the handy of the Mustim Ottoman Empie.

6.} The facts of the Armenian Gepocide are unverssily accepted
by nations dround the world, prosunent scholass and statesmen
and $0U.8, states nchuding Obio. The only dendersofthis greas
tragedy which led to the Holocaust of the Jews by Navi Germany
ave the Tarkish Government and certain member of the United
States Congress including Jean Schmidt,

THE COMMISSION FOUND NO VIOGLATION OFR.C.
§3517.21(BY(10) AS TO THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT ASIT
RELATES TO THE REFERENCE IN THIS STATEMENT TO THE
ASSERTION THAT “Turkish people gave 830,000 TO lean Schnids
wnd or to Schmict for Congress campaiga committes™

8.} This information i public record and can be found on the
Federa] Blections Conunission databsase at Ittp:/fwww FEC. zov.
{83 this meternont rejrences ots thut support the stementy that Trkish people nated $35,000.3

DKSub_0092
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Case No. 20098003
Schmidt, et al. v. Krdkorian
PageZ2of3

AN ADMINISTRATIVE DISMISSAL WAS DECLARED AS TO
THE STATEMENT:

7.} "Yean Schmidt has taken $36,000 in blood money fom
Turkish government sponsored political ection comrnittees and
Turkish people in 2008 in exchange for helping them to cover-up
{he mazs murder of 1.5 milton Christians.”

THE COMMISSION FOUND A VIOLATION OF R.C.
§3517.21(B)10) BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE
AS TOTHE STATEMENT:

5.} “Joan Schmidt has taken $30,000 in blood movey from Turkish
government sponsered political action conumittees to deny the
slenghter of 1.5 million Armepian men, woinen and children by the
Ottoman Turkish Government during World War 17 .

THE COMMISSIOHN FOUND A VIOLATION OF R.C.
§351721(BII0) BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE AS
TG THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT AS IT RELATES TOTHE
REFERENCE IN THIS STATEMENT TO THE ASSERTION THAT
“Turkish goverrgnent sponsored political sction committess gave
$30.600 to Jean Schimidt and or to Schmidt for Congress campaign
committes™

8.} This information i3 public record and can be found on the

Federal Elections Commission database at bitp:/fwww FEC. gov.
{ag ihis satenont veferences Bots 1fnt supeont te Setasveats that Turdish gavervsent spunsored
wolitieal setion comeaitecs dorpled $38,000.)

AS APENALTY FOR THE VIOLATIONS FOUND BY THE

. COMMISSION IN THIS CASE, THE COMMISSION
DETERMINED THAT THERE WAS GOOD CAUSE PRESENT
MOT TO REFER THE MATTER FOR FURTHER PROSECUTION
BUT INSTEAD TO ISSUE A LETTER OF PUBLIC REPRIMAND,

¥f the decision in this case involves the imposition of & spexific fine amonnt,
211 fine and Bling requirements must be complied with no laler thas 30 days after the
date of this letter. Payment should be made payable and seat to the Ohiv Hlections
Comsission at the above address.

DKSub_0093
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Case No. 20008003
Schmidt, o al v. Krikarian
Pagedofd

f the disposition of this cass involves & daily fine amoust, you yuast contaet
the office in which you file your campaign finance reports snd file the refmired
report. In addition, you must file a notarized statement with the Commission fn
opder tu have the daily fine reconsidered, The filings and affidavit must be received
within 30 days after the dete of this Istter. Al properly notarized affidevite st
include & statemant above the notary peblic’s signature that the document was sworn
to snd subscribed in the pressuce of the notary public and the date on which it was
done,

Ifﬁar: decision i1 this case docs not involve the i Imposition of a fing,’ the:rc is
no farther action requized of you by the Commission.

It the decision in {his cate i whverse to you, this case way be appealed
porsuant to Ohle Revised Code §119, A Notice of Appeal must be filed in 15
days. The Notice must be flled with the Commission and also at the Clerk’s
office for the Franklin County Court of Counnon Pleas.

In all chses, pleass use the OFC Case No, listed at the tap of this lester when
corresponding with Commission. If you have any quesion, pleass feel free o
contact the Comxnission siaff at (514) A6 G

Very traly yours,

Philip C. Richter
Staff Attorsey

DKSub_0094
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Ghinp Electivus Connnission
21 West Broad Sirect, Suite 660
{Columbus, Obic 43213

614-456 R
_www.state.ob.us/els
November 13, 2009

Chndes Colvont
Chadean Clase o, 20098012
Schn R, Mrocowsid Sehmidt, f al, v, Krikorian
Vi Clsioman BRUCE FEIN
Danielle K. Blue BRUCE FEIN & ASSCCIATES, INC
Fesen Fels 1025 CONNECTICUT AVE.

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Harvey H. Shapho )
Ly Wolpert Pleass be advised that on, 10/1/2009 sfter carefil considerstion of the

v svidence, the Ohie Electiony Comsnission adopted the followiag finding(s) in the
Phillo £ %‘ﬁ;ﬁ&w gbove refevenced malter;

EBxeaigive
THE COMMISSION FOUND A VIOLATION OF R.C. §3517.21()(10) bY
CLBAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE ASTO THE STATEMENT:

4 ask the people of Ohio’s seeond congressions! distelct to ssk tamselves if
our Representativo alioald be taking moncy from a foreign government that iy
killing our soldiers?

AS A PENALTY FOR THE VIOLATION FOUND BY THE COMMISSION v
THIS CASE, THE COMMISSION DETERMINED THAT THERE WAS GOOR
CAUSE PRESENT NOT TO REFER THE MATTER FOR FURTHER
PROSECUTION BUT INSTEAD TC ISSUB A LETIER OF PUBLIC
REFPRIMAND.

o J1AE VaR B0

IF the tecision in this cass invelves the imposition of & specific fins amouat,
all fine and fHling requiremnents i be complied with no Iater than 30 days sftor the
date of this ketter. Payment should be made payableand saut to the Ohto Electons
Comrnisson at the above sddress.

¥f the dispuaition of this sase favolves a daily fins amount, you must cuottct
the office in which you file your campaign finsnoe reports nnd file the rogaired
report. In addition, you must fife 8 sotarized staloment with the Commission in
srder 1o have the doily fine reconsidered The filtuys and affidavit mmst be rocnived
within 30 dsys after the date of iz letter, Al proporly notarized affidavits must
include a staternent ahovzs the nobary public's signature that the docurment was sworn
to and subseribed in thé presence of the sotary pubtic and the dae on which if was
done,

If the decision in this case does not Involve the tmposition of a fine, there s
no further action reguired of yon by the Commission.

Xf the devislon fn tds case fo adverse to you, thiy oase may be appealed .
parsuant to Ohio Revised Code §119. A Notice of Appeal most be filed i» 15
days. The Notice must be filed with the Commission and also 2t the Clark’s
affies for {he Franklin Connty Court of Commen Pleas.

In all cases, ploase use the OBC Case No, Hated st the lop of this Joter when
corrsspondiog with Commission. Ifyou have any question, please fecl fios to
contact the Commdesion staff ot (514) 465 R

Very traly yours,
Philip C. Richter
o, Rtaf? Afbar
DKSub_0096
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INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO

JEAN SCBMIDT

Schmidt for Congress
2280 Montgomery Road, Suite 204 - JUDGE HADDAD
Cincinnati, Ohio 45236 :
Plaintiff, :
v, Case o, 2010 CUC )]
DAVID KRIKORIAN
8132 Camargo Woods Coust

Cincinnati, Ohio 45243-2206

and

KRIKORIAN FOR CONGRESS
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
215 Main Strest

Milford, OH, 45150

Defendants.
COMPLAINT
Plaintiff Jean Schmidt hereby files her complaint against Defendants David Krikorian
and the Krikorian for Congress campaign committee and alleges s follows:

NATURE OF THE CASE

i. The Complaint a%ieées causes of action for defamation and seeks compensatory
and punitive damages. Defendants” defamatory statements accused Plaintiff, in various respects,
of complicity in campaign finance crimes, bribery, perjury, or obsiruction of justice. They were
published with ill-will or spite towards Plaintiff and with knowledge of their falsity or with
reckless disregard of whether they were false or not.  Defendants are serdal defamers in the
political domain, which justifies a st delesrent in punitive damages to prevent clyonic

contaningtion of the electoral process.
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

2. The court enjoys subject matter jurisdiction over these tort acfions under R.C.
Chapter 230501, Venue is proper in Clermont County under Civil Rule 3(B}(3) and (6) because
it is where Defendants conducted zctivity which gave rise to Plaintif's claims for relief or where
all or part of the elaims for relief arose.

PARTIES

3. Plaintiff, Jean Schmidt, was s political tzmlbiazaz a3 the first wornan 1o represent
stnthern Ohid in the U.8. House of ARepr‘eseﬁtatives.» She holds & B.A. ia Political Science from
the University of Cincinnatl. Plaintiff Schinidt has dedicated over 35 years to laboring for the
Clermont county Republican Party. Hefore entering national politics, Plaintiff served for eleven
years as & township imstee and for five years in the Oldo House of Representatives. She has
been a Member of Congress representing the second district of Obio in the Youss of
Representatives since she triumphed in a special election in 2005, Plalntiff Schmidt defeated
Defendant Krikorian, then an independent, in the 2008 congressional clection. She is a candidate
again in 2010, seeking a fourth term in Congress. She is 2 member of the Republican Party.

4. Defendant, David Krikorian, is either the current or former managing member of
Parody Productiony, LLC, 2 Cinciunati based producer and distribwtor of novelty playing cards,
In 2000, the (hio Blections Commission veted to publicly reprimand Defendant Kitkorian for
malicivus falschoods he published about the Plaintiff on the eve of the 2008 election. Heisa
sentor member and former Chairman of the Arnondan Natiopal Committee of Ohio, a local
branch of the Armenian Nationsl Committes of America (ANCA). It is the United SMates arm of

the Armenian Revohdtionary Federation, a forcign political party based in the Republic of

223
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Armenis and which also holds seats in the national agsembly of Lebanon, Krikorian currently
resides at 8132 Camargowoods CL., Cincinnati, Ohio 45243,

5 During the Ohio Elections Commission hearings in 2009, Defendat David
Krikorian acknowiedged that he is responsible for the sctions of the campaign committec entifled
“Krikorian for Congress,” a Co-Defendant in this case. During Defendant’s 2010 campaign,
“Krikorian for Congress™ was ﬂeadquartc.red &t 215 Main Steet, Milford, OH, 45150, Itz
treasurer is Nathen Bailey. Hereinafter, Defendant David Krikorian and Krikoran for Congress
shall be referred to together as “the Defendant.”

BACKCGROUND

6. Most Americans of Armenian ancestry take pride in their heritage without
disparaging those of other national or othnie backgrounds. Howsever; certain hate groups have
asorped the terms “Armenian™ and “Armenian American” ina way that Is oorepresentative of the
chavacter of most Amcricans of Armeman ancestry. These self-styled Armenian American
leaders and organizations have a long history of sceusing any person who declings to endorse the
thesis that the Ottoman Ammenian tragedy during World War I constitutes the eriime of genocide
of being a paid dupe of the Govermment of Trkey or complicit in the alleged genocide itself

7. Most Armenian Americans do not intimidate, harass, threatem, ox resort lo
violence against persons, organizations, or conmniries that dispute the Armenian genocide thesis.
Nothing in thiy Complaint is intended to malign or cast sspersion on Armenian Asmericans as 2
grovp OF to attdibute 1o thers the conduct and character of the hate growps and ferrorist
organizations that have chosen to label themselves “Armenian® or *Armenian American™,

8. Two prominent Armendan terrorist organizations, the Armenian Secret Azmy for

the Liberation of Armenia {“ASALA} and the Justice Commandos of the Armenien Genocide
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{"JCAG™, the fonmer still extant in Lebanon, were labeled by the FBI as the most dangerous
terrorist organizations in the United States in the 1970s and 1980s. They have committed scores
of terrorist acts on U.S. soil against Turkish officials, persons of Twrkish descent, and persons
whom they believed disputed their one-dimensional understanding of Turkish Armenian history,
ASALA and JCAG ere responsible for 16 killings in Nerth Americs, incloding five Turkish
diplomats, one law enforcement officer, and ten civilians, Bven U.CIL.A. Professor Stanford
Shaw’s lome was firebombed in retaliation for hié academic research on the issue.

9, Other, Jess violent, bate groups and hate group adherents have used different types
of intimidation factics to achieve their goals, Including chatscter assassination.

10, The first time Defendant Krikorian met Plaintiff Schmidt wes in Plaintiffs
congressional offices, prior 1o the 2008 election eycle. Defendant Krikorian demanded that
:'?hintiff Schinidt become a co-sponsor of a resoluion condemning the‘g'ovem'nent of Turkey
and branding as “genocide” the war crimes committed in the Cftoman Empire a century ago.
‘When Plaintiff Schinidt declined to immediately become a sponsor of such a resolution and said
she that she would need o stiddy the issue fisst, Defendant Krikorian began screamiing at her,
cailing her names, and threatening to riin her politicatly. The interview ended soon thereafier,

11 Darug the 2008 election cycle, Defendant Krikorian ran against Schmidt and
Democratic nominee Victonia Wulsin, as an Independent and as a selfstyled Reagan
conservative, He placed third in the confest,

1z On the cve of the 2008 general slection, Defendants publicly disseminsted
materials accusing Plaintiff Schmide of being a paid dupe, which she is not. These campaign
materialy falsely accused Plaintiff Schinidt of taking money from the Turkich Government and

from Turkish Coveinment political actions committees to deny the Armenian holocaust, and
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falsely stated that this Information was & matter of public record on the Federal Elections
Commission’s website.

13, Plaintff Schmidt bravely held her ground and refused to be intimidated info co-
sponsoring the anti-Turkey resolution despite Mr. Krikorian®s threats and despite her knowledge
of the history of terrorism by certain selfostyled Armenian groups in the United States.

14 In October 2009, the Ohio Elections Commission found that Defendant Krikordan
had led about Plaintiff Schmidt and voted to issue thtee public reprimands to Defendant
Krikorian for the malicivus falschoods that he published about Plaintiff Jean Schmid on the eve
of the 2008 election.

15, After the 2008 clection, Defendant Xelkorian became z member of the
Democralic Party and entered the 2010 race for the seat held by Representative Schmidt. During
his 2010,;1":‘51113:}5 campaign, Defendant Katkorian was censyred by ;ta:e( and local leaders of his
own party for making disparaging comments ahout the Asian-Indian name of his opponent, Mr.
Yalemanchili,. On May 4, 2010, Defendant Krikorlan was defeated in the 2010 Democratic
Primary by Surya Yalamanchili.

STATEMENTOF FACTS

16, In 2009, Plaintiff filed two complaints against Defendant David Krikovar before
the Ohin Elections Commission for seversl counts of malicious false statements about Plaintiff
intended o influence. the outcome of the 2008 clection for the sevond congressional district of
Oldo wnder Ohle Reviged Code 3517.21BXI0). On the eve of balloting in November 2008,
Defendant distributed a fiyer and an attached letter to voters in his distriet containing the
following statements with factual connofutions; (a} Jean Schmidt has taken $306,000 in blood

money from Turkish government sponsored political action committees to deny the slaaghter of

o
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1.5 milfion Armenian men, women and children by the Oftoman Turkish Government duwring
‘World War { (Schmidt v. Krikorian, OEC 2009B-003, 591-606); (b) This information ﬂ‘urkish
government sponsored political action commitiess gave $30,000 to Jean Schmidt or the Schmidt
for Congress campaign committee) is public record and can be found on the FEC database at
httpr/iwww FEC. gov (Schmidt v, Kiikorian, OBEC 2009E-003, 615-828); and, (¢) I ask the
people of Dhio’s second district to ask themselves if our Representative should be taking money
from a foreign government [Turkey] that is killing our soldiers (Schmidt v. Krikorian, OEC
2009B-012, 627-630%. i

1% On O;:tnber 1, 2609, The Chio Elections Commission ruled: that the three
allegations referred to above were false according to clear and convineing evidenee; and, that
Defendant Krikorian sither knew they were false or acted with reckless disregard of whether they
were false or not when he published them. (Schiidt v. Krikarian, OEC 2009E-003, 20098-012,
606, 627, 630). The Ohio Elections Commission determined that Defendant Krikerfan had
knowingly Tied about Plaintiff’ Schenidt in his effort to defeat her in the slection, in viclation of
Otdo’s election laws. The Ohio Elections Commission voted to issue letters of reprimand to
Trefendant Krikorian for making these fulse statements of fact s reflected in Bxhibits 1 and 2
aftached hereto.

18.  Defendant Krikorien appesled the Ohis Election Commmission’s decision. The
appeals were dismissed, making the OEC’s Tﬂ]iﬁéﬁ final indgments, which frigger the dochines
of rex iudicata and collateral estoppel.

19 The respective cheirmen of the Democratic Party chapters in Hamilton and
Clermont counties recently publicly condenmned Defendant Krikoran's patent racial or ethic

bigotry. According to published reports, Krkorlan pejoratively commented about Surya
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Yalamanchili, his then opponent in the 2010 Demouratic Primary campaign, before a veterans
group in Clermont County. He uttered words fo the effoct that anyone with a name like that was
unelectable. The two chairmen reacted with a letter charscterizing the remark as *at best
insensitive and at worst ... racist™ They proclaimed their agreement with the views of
Republican Party Plaintiff Schmidt; “[Wie have heard from several sowrces that you have made
fun of Surya Yalamanchil’s name. Now, for once, we find ourselves in agreement with the
comments of Jean Schmidt in the coraments she makes in the attached letter. Like you, Swrya
hes put great energy into his campaign, and like you, he has won many friends along the way. It
i3 déeply disturbing to us that you would use his name, which is obvicusly derived from his
ethnic heritage, against him in a denigrating manner, especially given how strongly you value
and celebrate your own herita;ge,”

20,  Plaintiff Schmidt earlier expressed her views on Defendam®s sneering at Mr.
Yalamanchili’s name and ancestry in a separate Jetter to Defendant. She wrote: "The purpose of
this letter is to give you fair waming that 1 will not stand by and allow you fo use racism to smear
your opponent’s name as was reported to me by those attending a recent speech you gave. 1 was
recently presented a report on a presentation you made to a vetera’s group in Clermont Couuty.
Your rernarks there wese offensive to a)l who find even the hint of racism appailing, During
your presentafion you referred to your apporient repestedly by dramatically and phonetically
pronouncing his name. Poking fin & his heritage was appalling enongh but your next sormment
was way over the Jine, You stated, according to those veterans present, ‘Now do you really thing
a guy with a name like that has a chanice at ever being elected?” Mr. Krikorian, 1 do not think that
the residents of Ohio’s Second Congressionsl District are racists. 1 am shocked by yow

behavior, Further, T will siot allow your prejudice 1o go unanswered, You owe Mr. Yalamanchili
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and the Indian-American cornpunity an apology., Though I doubt that ose is forfhcoming given
your history, Please conduet yourself in 2 manner fitting the office you seek. Racism has no
place in the debate, period. Please be assured that T will continve to speak up about such conduct
should it continue. 1 know you are new to the Democratic Party but T would venture to guess that
such behavior will be particularly offensive.”

21, When MSMBC's lberal commentator Keith Olbermann named Defendant
Rrikorian “the worst person in the world” for this behavior on April 30, 2010, Defendant
resorted to his soundtrack that his detracters are invarisbly financially compromised.
Valamnanchili had been employed 25 & brand manager at Procter & Gamble, Ine. Krikorian had
seen an ad paid for by Procter & Gamble, Inc. during Mr. Olbermamn’s Cowntdown show.
Defendant instamtly charged: “Keith Olbermann is 2 buffoon for not checldng ks scurces, for
not even bothering to-check. Buat here’s one thing 1 will state for the record: Last night’s program
was sponsared by Procter & Gamble’s Ofl of Olay brand, which is the exact brand thet Surya
Yalamanchili worked for. Sp how did they cover that story last night? Because 'm sure that
Keith Olbermamn is not reading the Cincinnati press. So our folks think that the O3 of Olay
brand people ~ Procter and Gamble in particalar — were advancing their former employee. And
that’s how it got In there. [...] 1 think [Ofbermann] was Ming from his seript. So somehow that
got put in there, And how did it get put in there? Well, look at the relationship betwesn the story
and the show’s sponsor, T think it's protty slewr how It potin there”

22, Mr. Olbermann responded: “To flesh this out a bit ) no advertiser “sponsors”
the show, We Heve commercials, but by I don’t even see the ads on the show in the stndio, We

could be sponsored by Crosley Radio and [ wouldn’t know, And o} we checked - which

2 Intervicw with jolm Wellisgton Bonis on http://thinkprogress.crg/Z010/05 /03 keikorizn-consplracy /.
B

3
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evidently Mr, Krikoran didn’t know -- and we ran no Oil of Clay ads on Friday; none from
Procter & Gamble. A caveat: local cable operators do get & fow minutes an hour 1o sell. It's
possible somewhere on Friday an Oil of Clay spot ran during Countdown in a given city. But
those spots usually go to smaller advertisers, and even if they don’t, we aren’t told about them,
would never know who they were, and get no money from them.” He later added: “OK, now
T'm told by an online vigwer that P&G ads popped up before the show content on-line

23, Defendant Krikorian has publiely declured his passion to promote United States
and imternational acceptance of the thesis that “gevocide of Christian Armenians by Muslim
Turks” oscurred in 1915, Diefendant perceives any dissenter from his view as a morally bankrupt
enemy. Fach of the malicions defamatory false miemﬂnts; published by Defendant about
Plaintiff and chronicled below were born of these twin motivations.

24, The criminal and defamatory accusations that Defendunt Krikorian bas seriafly
leveled against Phaimiff Sclunidt are part of a larger endeavor to resort to violence, accusations
of orime, or intimidation against persons who challengs any paxt of their thesis. The endeaveor is
led in large measure by the Armenian Netional Committee of Ameriea (*ANCA™), Defendant
Krikorian has recently served as the chairman of the ANCA’s Ohio branich, where he remains a
sendor member,

25, ANCA's apologja/fm Armenian terrorism under the banuer of the Genocide thesis
finds its high water mark in former ANCA Chairman Mowad Topalizn. Tn 1999, the United
States indicted Topalian, then an Ohlo resident, for terrorist-linked hate crimes.  He allegedly
possessed machine guns and stored xnore than 100 pounds of high explosives nesr 2 gasoline

station adjzcent to & day care center n Bedford, Ohio. His indictment connected him to four
% pvailable at hitp:/ Jcincinnati.coxs / Hogs/politics /2010405 /03 fkrorian-named-wors - peysen/,

9
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{errorist attacks in the United States: the bornbing of the Tzlrki.?h Mission at the United Nations
Plaza on October 12, 1980; the bombing st the Turkish Consulate in Beverly Hills on November
20, 1981; and, both the attemnpted bombing of the offices of the Honorary Twkish Consul
General in Philadelphia and his assassination on October 22, 1982.% The indictment also charged
Topalizn with taining Armenian youths at a sumumer camp in. the use of snhmachine gans and
exploding booby traps, stealing omwitions, and dispatching individuals to Beinut for training with
interpational terrorists.

26.  After Topalian pled guilty to several of the ebove charges, inclnding those related
to the storage of weapons and unstable sxplosives in Bedford, ANCA-Western Region laurelied
him with 2 “Freedom Award” for his dedication to advancing the Armenian Ceuse At the
September 24, 2000 banquet in his bBonoer, the master of ceremoudes declared, "For more than
three deeades, Mourad Topalian has been one-of the most active, visible, and consistent public
advocates for the Armenian Canse. Against powerful opposition and at great personal sacrifice,
he has advanced the canse of liberty and justice for the Armenian nation and championed the
inerensed involvement of Armenizy Americans in the American political process.” Some fen
weeks Iater, the late 1.8, District Judge Ann Aldrich, N.D. Ohio, senienced him to 37 momhs
imprisonment.

27, Defendant Krikorian has tacitly defended or ex::u:?er} Mourad Topalian by his
fatlure to speak ont against him, just as silence by Muslim leaders in the United States after
the attacks of 9/11 would indicate acquiescence or endorsewent of the terrorist

abomination. Defendant Krikorian bas never voiced disapproval of Mowrad Topalian or of

3 Available at Wi /fevwanorg/docnments fpafdos /55725593 Lpdh
# pvatlable ar bt/ ferew.arfam/English/ ARENews/2000/200009 kim}
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terrorism yndertaken fo bring publicity or avenge the alleged bistorical prievance of the
Armenian people.

28.  Defendant Krikorian served as chairman of ANCA’s Oldo branch until his entry
into politics and remains a senior ANCA member. ANCA published an effusive statement of
political support for Defendant on May 6, 2010, Among other things, ANCA's press release

stated:

Ampenian Amerfean Congressional Candidate David Krikorian ~ a
stannch advocate of first amendment speech and an ovispoken
oppoenent of genocide denial ~ garnered 38% of the Democratic
ptimary vote in Ohio’s zecond district — succumbing to baseless
attacks by Republican incumbent Rep. Jean Schmidt and
Detmocratic opponents, levied just days prior to the primary vote,
reported the Armesian National Cosnmittee of Americs (ANCA )

“Pavid’s commitment to running a positive, grassrools campaign
reflecting the views and values of Ohio’s 2nd Congressionsl
district were met with incemnbent Armenian Genoside denier —
Rep. Jean Schumidt’s false accusations snd political scheming ~
designed fo knock out bey toughest Democratie opponent from the
November general elections,” said ANCA Eastern Region
Chairman, Steve Mesrobian. “Local Democratic Party leaders
Foliowed Schmidt’s disinformation campsiga in lockstep and in the
process did a grave disservice to Ohio 2nd distriet voters,”

Rep. Schmidt, a perennial darling of the Twnkish lobby for her
opposition to Congressional legislation affirming the Amuenian
Genucide, has consistently targeted Krikordan -~ most notably
bringing charges before the Ohio Election Commisgion in 2009 to
cover up references to Turkish American campaign contributions’
ostensibly submitted in return for her deeial of the Armenisn
Genocide. ..,

29, Plaintiff Schiddts prior coraplaints and the free public reprimands issued to

Defendant Krikordan by the Ohio Blections Commission in the resolution of cases OEC 2009E-

5 Availadleat htips//www.anca org/press releases/press_releases php?prid=1878.
i1
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003 and OEC 2000E-012 wers insufficient to deter his implacable campaign of defamation
against Plaintiff

30,  On hdy 2, 2005, Asbarez.com, the online version of the Asbarez newspaper, the
self-described official publication of the Armenian Revolutionary Federation of the Western
United Central Committee, published an interview with Defendant Krikorian in an article
entitled, “Geragos to Represent Dévid Krikorian Against Genocide Denler.™ The interviewer
asked Defendant Xrikorian about his accusations against Plaingff Schmidt during the 2008
congressional campaign. Defendant Krikorian asserted as fact, among other things, that “She’s

{Jean_Schordt is] Yyeateped by my cempeign and is usivg the OEC [Ohio Blections

Commission] to hide her positions and hide who's fimding her campaigns”™ Defendant

Krikorian also asseried as fact “Just like she [Jean Schmidt] voted to batlout Wall Sireet while

accepting thousands of dollars from the banking industry, she continues 1o deny genocide while

accepting movey from Turkish interest PACs.”

31, The statements referenced in parsgraph 30 sssert or imply the following acts of
moral trpitnde or erimes that can be proven frue or falser (a) thet Plajntiff has hidden and
centimues to hide the sources of her campaign fimding in violation of the Federal Elections
Coampaign Act, 2 US.CL 434, 44%e, 4411, 437p(d} (B) that Plaintiff has knowingly accepted
money {fom a political action committee funded by Turkish nationals in violation of federal
campaign finance laws, 2 U.S.C, 441e, 4411 437g(d); and, (&) that Plaintiff has aceepted bribeg
in the form of campaign contributions from Wall Strest and Turkish interest PACs in exchange

for official acts in violation of 18 U.8.C. 201(b)(2).

® Avaflable at htip:/ fwww.asharez.com /66017 /geragos-to- represent-davidkkeilorian-againgt-genpcide-
denier/.
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32.  The statements referenced in paragraph 30, individually and taken in the context
of the entite inter‘yziaw published by Asbarezcom on Ruly 2, 2009, are defamatory because they
falsely impute 1o the Plaintiff corrupiion, decelt and the commission of criminal offenses in a
manner intended fo ruin the reputation and esteem of Plaintiff professionally and personally.
They were factual assertions published by Defendant with ill-will or spite towards Plaintiff, and
with knowledge of their falsity or with a reckless disregard of whether they weye false or not,

33.  During the interview published on July 2, 2009, by Asbearcz.com, Defendant
Krikorian further declared: *] gtand by evervthing my campaipn did during the 2008 slection.”

34, By muking the statement referenced in paragraph 33, Defendant Krikorian
republished the factnal assertions already deemed false and made with knowledge of their falsity
or with reckless disregard of whether they were false or not by the Ohie Hlections Commission
in 2009 under Ohio Revised Cede 3517.21BY10). The OEC conduded that the following three
assertions were published by Deferdant with knowledge of their falsity or with a reckless
disregard for whether they were false or not by clear end convincing evidence: {2} Jean Schmidt
has taken 539,000 in blood money fom Twkish goverament sponsored politisal action
commitiess to deny the slaughter of 1.5 million Armenisn rnen, women and children by the
Ottoman Turkish Government during World Wae I (Schmidt v. Keikeorizn, QEC 20095-003, 591-
506); (b) This information (’ftu‘kish government aponsored political action commitices gave
$30,000 to Fean Schmidt and/or to the Schmidt for Congress campaign commitlee) is public
record snd can be found on the FEC databuse at hitp/Aaww FEC gov (Schmidt v, Krikortan,
OEC 2009E-003, 615-628); and, {¢} { ask the people of Ohio’s second congressional district to
ask themselves if our Representative should be taking money from a foreign government that is

killing owr soldiers (Schmidt v. Kdkorian, OEC 2009E-012, 627-630). Krikorian’s appeals of
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the OBEC’s verdicts have been dismissed, and the verdicts ave now {inal and definitive
adjﬁdicaﬁﬁns 10 be given coltateral estoppel effect in this litgation regarding the falsity of the
statemnents and thelr publication with knowledge of their falsity or with reckless disregard of
whether they were false or not. See Exhibits 1 and 2 sitached hereto,

35. The statement referenced jn paragraph 33 is defamatory because is accuses
Plaintiff Schmidt of viclations of 2 U.S.C. 434, 441e, 4411, 437g(d), S UB.C, 7342(h), and the
Emohvments Clanse of the United States Constitution, Article 1, section 8, clause 8.

36, The allegations made by Defendant in 2008 were intended exclusively for voters
in e secong district of Ohio. The readership of Asbarez.com; however, iIs not confined to
residents of a specific geographical location. By reiterating his thwee intentional Hes sboumt
Plaintiff to the readers of Asharezcom, Defendant effectively republished them before the
entivety of the English-speaking world. The statement referenced in peragraph 33 independently
damaged Plaintiff’s reputation, and was Lmdersmod by its readers to incorporate, among other
things, the three intentiopal defamatary lies Krikorian had mads aboul Schmidt adjudicated by
the OEC in 2009. '

37, During an Aungust 27, 2009 interview published by The Armentan Reporter online
newspaper in an article entitled “In congressional run, David Krikorian is bavking on the people:
Says he’s ‘underwhelmed” with Armenian-American support so far” Defendamt Krikorian
spoke out again againet Plaintiff Schmidt, making twomore defamatory aliegations that ¢an be
proven true or false with knowledge of their fidsity or with reckless disregard of whether they

were false or not and with dl-will or spite towards Plaintiff

7 fwvailable at http: //mwarseporter.arz;/inde:wfm?furlm/go,’anic&é/'zei}‘?—()'?«2S--in~cengrn&';iars:eruzmiavisL
krikovian-is-baoking-on-the-peapledpg=1.
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38. Defendant Krikorion said: “What, 1 can't call {the fonds Rep. Schmidt zeceived

from Turkish inferests], some $29,500, "blood money? Of course it is "mlood money”! You

have_got o ropresentative who is taking monev from a foreign lobby, Schmidt said in her

deposition that she had no ides why she was the Jargest recipient of money fom the Turkigh

lobby. Just think how stupid that sounds.” Defendant Krikorian also asserted as fact that: .. .the
Tuskish government i behind those contributions and it is my right to feel that way and it is my
right lo sav §0.”

39, The statements referenced in paragraph 38 are defamatory because they accuse
Plaintiff Scﬁrmidt of the following acts of moral turpitude 6r crithe: (a) that Plain8ff accepted
campaign funding from the Turkish government in criminal violation of 2 U.8.C. 44le, 437g(d)
{b) that Plaintiff has hidden and continues to conceal the seurce of campaign contributions in
criminal violation of the Federal Elections Campaign Act, 2 ULS.C. 434, 4411, 4375{d); (e} that
Plaintiff is guilty of aceepting money in exchange for an official act in eriminal violation of 18
U.S.C. 201{b)(2), and (d) thet Plaintiff is guilty of perjury under Ohio Revised Code section
2921.11.

40, The statements referenced in paragruph 38 impute to Plaintiff Schmidt corruption,
fraud, and the commission of eriminal scts in a manner intended to ruin the reputation and
esteern of Plaintiff professionally and persomally. They are factual assertions, published by
Defendant with l-will or spite towards Plaintiff and with knowledge of their falsity or with
reckless disregard of whether they were false or not.

41, In hie interview with The Armenizn Reporter published on August 27, 2008,
Defendant Krikorian also asserted as fact thatt ¥, Schmidt is bonght and paid for by the
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42, In the stalement referenced in paragraph 41, Defendant Krikorian ascruses
PlainGff Schmidt of ampting money in cxchaézge for official acts-in violation of 18 US.C.
201(6)(2)

43, ‘The statement referenced in paragraph 41 is defamatory because it impates to
Plaintiff Schmidt corruption ard the commission of criminal acts in a manner intended to ruin
the reputation and esteem of Plaintiff professionally and personally. It is a factual assertion,
published with il-will and spite towards Plaintiff and with knowledge of itg falsity or with
reckless disrepard of whether it was false or not.

44, An interview with Defendant Krikorian published by The Armenian Mirror-
Spectator on _A'ugust 28, 2009%, comtains two more defamatory statements, Defendant Krikorian
asserted as fact, among other things, with regerd fo Schmidt’s deposition under oath in the
pending case of Schmidt v. Krikorian before the OEC, that “sgem@m;gg@@mw

that she had no idea that she was the leading recipient of Turkish lobby money in *08... She said

that she npever spoke of the enian CGenocide resolution at smy of the Twkish lobby

fundraisers beld on her behalf, which Gom my perspective is lavghable .. She’s a lar; she’s not

credible. 1think it's obvious that two wecks after receiving $11.000 of Turkish lobby money she

joins. the Turkish cancus —- ard clafms there’s no guid pro ouo. She'sun embarmssment 1o the

distriet and to the country,”

45, The sfatements referenced in paragaph 44 contain the asserfion that can be
proven true or false that Mlamtiff Schmidt accepted bribes and iHlegal campaign contributions

from the Turkish government in violation of 18 U.8.C. 201(b)(2) and 2 U.8.C. 441e, 4375(d);

¥ s is available at hitp/ feevewsdrrorspectator.com/ =1 710,
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and, that she committed pexfory and ebstruction of justice in her depositon in Schruidt v,
Krikorian in violation of Ohio Revised Code sections 2921.11 and 2921.32.

48,  The statemexts referenced in paragrﬁph 44 assert or imply the following acts of
maral turpitude or crimes: (a) that Plaintiff has intentionally conccaled the sowrce of campaign
contributions in criminal violation of the Federsl Elections Campaign Act, 2 US.C, 434, 4411,
437g(d); {b) that Plaintiff has accepted bribes, a criminal offense under 18 U.S.C. 201(23(2); ()
that Schmidt perjured herself and obstructed justice in her deposition in Schraidt v. Krikorian in
violation of Ohio Revised Code sections 2921.11 and 2921.32; and, (d) that due to Plaintiff's
alleged criminality, Plaintiff is a shameful human being unfit for public office.

47, The statements referenced in paragraph 44 are defamatory because they impute to
PlaintHf Schmidt corruption, fravd, and the cormission of criminal acts in # manner intended to
yun the fepuiation dnd esteem of Plaintifl’ professicually and personally. They are factual
asgertions, published by Defendant with H-will or spite towards Plaintiff and with knowledgs of
{heir falsity or a reckless disregard for whether they were false ornot.

4% In His interview with The Armenian Mirror-Spectator published on Angust 28,

2009, Defendant Krikorian also asserted as facl: “She was basically programmed by the Twrkish

Iebby for that swormn deposition and it's 2 shame to see a siiting coneressional representative act

inthe wav she acted vesterday.”

49, The staternent referenced in parapraph 48 scouses Plantiff Schunidt of perjury and
obstruction of justice as a puppet of the Turkish lobby in violstion ¢f Obio Revised Code
sections 292111 and 2921.32.

50 The statement referenced in paragraph 48 is defamatory becavse ;t imputes 1o

Plaintiff acts of deceit, corruption, and criminality. It i a factual assertion made by Defendant
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with illvwill o7 spite towards Plaintiff and with Imowledge of its falsity or a reckless disregard for
whether it was true or false.

51.  In a televised inferview with Armenian-American activist Peter Mursulian (2
partisan journalist for Horizon Ammenian Television and Director of the ANCA-Western Region
Board of Directorsy ia September of 2009°, Defendant Krikorian asseried as fact, among other

things, the following: “T stand by the statements that I roade, that my opponent in the last

election, the current representative of Ohio’s second congressional digtrict, is a paid puppet of
the Turkish govermnment involved in their denial campaign to suppress the truth about the

Apnenian genocide.”
52.  The statement of fact that can be proven true or false referenced in paragraph 51

is that Plaintiff teceives money from the Government of Turkey in exchange for official acts
regarding the perennial Armenian genocide resolutions introduced in the U.S. Conpress. The
statement is defamalory becamse it accuses Plaintff of bribery in violation of 18 US.C.
204b)(2) =nd of flgal receipt of money from a foreign govemment in violation of the
Emoluments Clause of the Constitotion and 3 U.S.C, 7342(h).

53.  The staternent referenced in paragraph 51 was published by Defendant with il
will or spite fowards Plaintiff and-with knowledge of its falsity or with reckless disregard of
whether it wag false or not.

54.  The harm that the online publication of such 3 pernicious accusation can inflict
upon the reputation of Plaintiff is both cbvicus and difffenlt to overcome. At present, over
11,000 viewers have accessed this video on Youtube.com alone. The video iy nearly impossib}é

to remove from circulation.

# Avaflabla at htty/ Awww.yontabe com/watch?v=En7HhLVZolA&featuresrelaien,
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55.  Neither Defendant Krikordan nor any member of K_Iikoﬁan for Congress had ever
inquired of Plainiiff Schimidt, her staff, or her campaign commities as to the truth of Kirkorian’s
accusations of oriminality or otherwise, See paragraph 25 of the attached Exhibit 3.

$6.  Plaintiff Schmidt has never “denied” that the Ottoman Armenian tragedy during
World War 1 might constitute the crime of genocide. Her position as a Member of Cengre#s hag
consistently been that the sui:rject i3 not a fit guestion for Congress; and, that based on her
knowledge of the historical record she cannot, at present, characterize the tragic events of 1915
$n World War I as an Armenian “genocide,” which has a very strict logal meaning under the
Genocide Corvention of 1948 and the U.S. crimingl code, 18 U.S.C. 1091, As a member of
Congess, she has never voted on = resolution calling these historical events genocide. She
supports the formation of an international independest commission of experts to resolve the
imatter definitively. See Bxhibit 3, paragraph §; Exhibit4, page 1.

57, Plaintiff Schmidt has never accepted anything of value in refum for the
performance of an official act {or the choice not take an official action), which would be 2
federal erime under 18 U.8.C. 201(0)(2). See Exhibit 4, paragraphs 5 & 14; Exhibit 4, pages 1-3.

58, It would be a crime ander federal law for the Turkish government {or any foreign
trational) to fund a political sction commities that made donatiens 1o a federal candidate seeking
ek’cﬁon o Cangress, among other federal offices. 2U.8.C, 437 g(d), 441e.

59, Ttwould'be a ciime under federal law for Turkish people to make contributions to
federal politica} campaigns for Congress, among othex federal offices, 3f the donor were not an
American citizen or permanent resident alien. 2 U.8.C. 437 g(d), 441e(d).

66, The defamatory statements emumierated herein are individually and collectively

roinous to Plaintiff professionally, locally, nationally, and sbroed. They have each proximately
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cansed Plaintiff general and special damages in the forrs of psrmanent and irreparable injury to
“her reputation.

&61.  As a direct and proximate result of the defamatory remarks published by
Defendant Krikorian, many Ohio citizens weze led to believe that Plaintiff Schmidt was guilty of
criminally aceepting vampuign contributions from a foreign government, that she was guilty of
bribery, pedury and obstruction of justice, and that hzr' loyalty was to the Republic of Turkey in
Len of the United States. Plaintiff Schmidt’s public image has been frreparably damaged,

62. As a direct and proximate result of the defamatory remarks published by
Defendant referenced in this complaint, Plaintiff Schmidt is now disliked by many who feel as
strongly about the genooide interpeetation of Otioman Armenian history as does Defendant
Krikorian, as well.as by those who now believe that she took money from instrumentalitics of the
Turldsh government as a quid pro quo.  Defendant’s defamatory staternents have proximately
cansed Plaintiff stress, emotional distress, and mental pain and suffering.

63, The statements referenced herein stigmatize the Plaintiff as being guilty of crimes
of moral turpitade and disloyalty to the United States. They have diminished and will continue
to diminish her opportunitios fo spoak, to write, to publish, to be Interviewed, and to influence
public opinion and views om United Stetes-Turkey relstions snd the history of Otteman
Armenisns.

64.  Defendants made the statements referenced herein with actupl malite and
wiongfil and willful intent to harm the Plaintiff. The statements were made with reckless
disregard for their truth or falsity or with knowledge of their falsity and with wanton and reckiess

disrogard of the reputation and rights of the Plaintiff. Defendants lacked ressonable ground for
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making the statements enumerated herein. - Indeed, Defendants knew their statements were Hes
when they made them,

65.  Plaintiff Schimidt ie entitled o punitive dumages in order o deter the use of
intentionally false criminal accusations against candidates to mislead the electorate and fo inhibit
or confound fidl and fair debate about Ottoman Armenian history both in and out of Congress.
The United States Supreme Court elaborated on the evils of intentional lies to the democratic -
process in Garrison v. Louisiana, 379 U.S. 64, 75 {1964):

Although honest utterance, even if inaccurate, may further the
froitful exercise of the right of free speech, it does not follow that
the le, knoWingly and delibemtely published about & public
official, should enjoy a like fmmunity. At the time the Fist
Amendment was adopted, as today, there were those unscrupulous
enough and skillful encugh to use the deliberate or reckless
falsehood as an effective political tool to unseat the public servam
or even topple an administraion. Cf Ritsman, Democracy and
Defamation: Fair Game and Fair Comment 1, 42 Col. L. Rev. 1085,
1088-1111 (1942). That speech is used as a tool for political ends
does not automatically bring it under the protective mantle of the
Constitution. For the use of the known lie o5 a tool is at once at
odds with the premises of democratic govermment and with the
orderly manner in which economic, social, or political change is to
be effected, Calonlated falzehood falls into that class of utlerances
which “are no essential part of any exposition of idess, and are of
such slght social value as a step to truth that any benefit that may
be derived from them is clearly outwedghed by the social interest in
order and morality. . . .” Chaplinsky v, New Hampshire, 315 U.8.
568,572

66.  Krikorian's impenitence afler receiving three reprimands from the OEC for
intentionn] Hes abowt Pleintiff is transparemt. He has unsuccessfully brought suit in the United
States District Court for the Sowhern District of Ohie seeldug a legal sanctuary to continue to
defarne Plaintiff with intentional lies. Duavid Xrikorian v, Ohio Elections Cononission e al.,
Case No. 1:10-ev-00103, {attempting to argue thet the First Amendment provides a blanket

immmnity for all speech during a politiced campaign). Punitive damages are imperative (o deter
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Defendant from continuing to harass, intimidate, and vex Plaintiff with knowing falsehoods to
the detiment of Plaintiff, the democratic process and the voters of Ohio.

COUNTI--DEFAMATION PER SE

87. Plaintiff incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this

complaint.
68.  During the interview published on July 2, 2009, Defendant Krikorian asseried as

fact: “She’s (Jean Schmidt is) threatencd by my campaign and is using the OBC to hide her

positions and hide who’s funding her campaig

69. It can be proven true or false whether Plaintiff hes hidden the sources of her
campaign contributions. Defendant’s statement accuses Plaintiff of criminality in violation of
the Federal Elections Campaign Act, 2 U.S.C. 434, 4411, 437g{d). The statement was published
with Hl-will or spile towards Plamtiff and with knowledge of its falsity or with & reckless
disregard for whether # was false or not,

70.  The publieation of this statement cansed peneral and special demages to the
Plaintiff. Defendants knew, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the statement would be read
by persons throughout the United States and the world agc} would damage the reputation of the
Plaintiff, The statement has adversely affected the Plaintiff" s professional credibility, speaking,
weiting, interview, media, znd fundraising opportunifes, oamusing Plaintff  Schanidt
psychological trauma and suffering and monetary fosses.

COUNT I~ DEFAMATION PER SE
71, Plaiutiff incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this

sonplaint.
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72, Dwing the intervicw published on July 2, 2009, Defendant Krikorian asserted as
fact: “Just like she Jean Schimidt) voted to baflout Wall Sweet while acoepting thousands of
dollars from the banking industry, she {Jean Schuuidi) continues to deny genocide while
acoepting goney from Turkish interest PACS.”

73. Defendant’s statement accuses Plaintiff of knowingly accepting money from a.
political action committes fimded by Turkish nationals in viclation of federal campaign finance
laws, 2 YU.S.C, 441e{a)(1X2); and, of accepting bribes in the form of campaign contributions
from Wall Street and Turkish interest PACs in exchange for official acts in violation of 18
1.8.C 201bX2)

74, This statement was published by Defendant with ill-will or spite fowards Plaintiff’
and with knowledge of its falsity or with reckless dizregard for whether it was false or not.

75.  The publication of this statement cansed general and special damages 10 the
Plaintiff. Defendants knew, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the staternent wonld be read
by persons throughout the United States and the world and wonld damage the reputation of the
Plaintiff. The statemont has adverscly affected the Plaintiff's professional credibility, speaking,
writing, interview, medis, and fond-raising opporionities, causing Plaindff Sclunidt
psychological trauma and suffering and monetary losses,

COUNT IH - DEFAMATION PER S8

76, Plaintiil incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this
complaint,

7% During the imterview published on July 2, 2009, by Asbarezvom, Defendant

Krikorian declared: “1 stand by sverything my campaign did during the 2008 election.”
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7% By malking s stalement, Defendant republished the factual assertions already
deermed false and made with knowledge of their falsity or with reckless disregard of whether
they were false or not by the Obie Elections Commission in 2009 uader Ohio Revised Code
3517221{B)(10). The OBC concluded that the following three statersents had factual
connofations and were published by Defendant with kuowiedge of their falsity or with a reckless
dlsregard for whether they were false or not by clear and convineing evidence: (1) Jean Schridt
has teken $30,000 in blood money from Turkish government sponsored political action
committees o deny the slaughter of 1.5 millions Armenian men, women and children by the
Ottoman Terkish Government during World War I(8chmidt v, Kxikorian, OEC 2009E-003, 591~
£06); (b) This information (Turkish govemment sponsored political action committees gave
$30,000 o Jean Schmidt andfor to the Schmidt for Congress campaign cotmittes) is public
record and can be famd on the FEC database ot hiipdAwww FEC.gov (Schinidt v. Krikorian,
OEC 2009F-003, 615-628); and, (c) T agk the people of Ohio’s second congressional district to
ask themselves if our Representalive should be taking money from a foreign government that is
kiling our soldiers (Schmidt v. Krikorian, OEC 2009E-012, 627-630). See the attached Exhibils
Yand 2.

79.  Krikorian's appeals of the OBEC’s verdicts have boen dismissed, and the verdicts
are now final and definitive adjudicstions to be given collateral estoppet effect in this litigation
as to the falsity of Defendant’s allegations and their publication with malice,

80.  The statemvent reforenced in piragraph 77, in context, accuses Schmidt of taking
money from a forsign government in vislation of 3 U.S.C. 7342(h) and the Emeluments Clause
of the 1.8, Constintion, Artiele §, section 9, clause B; of bribery in violation of 18 US.C.

201(bX2Y; and, of receiving illegal campaign contributions in violatien of 2 U.SC. 441g,
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437g(d). These accusations of crime against Plaintiff were published with ill-will or spite
towards Plaintiff and with knowledge of their filsity or with reckless disregard of whether they
were false or not.

$1.  ‘The publeation of the statements caused general and gpecial damages to the
Phaintiff. Defondants knew, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the statements would be read
by persons firoughout the United States and the world and would damage the reputation of the
Phintiff The statements have adversely affected the Plaintiff’s professional oredibility,
speaking, writing, intcrview, media, and fund-raising opportunities, causing Plaintiff Schmidt
psychological trauma and suffering and monetary losses.

COUNT IV - DEFAMATION PER SE

82.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this
cormplaint.,

83, During an August 27, 2009 interview published by The Ammenian Reporter In au
article entitled “In congressional run, David Krikorian is banking on the people: Says he's
‘enderwhelmed” with Armenian-American support so far,” Defendant Krikorisn made the

following statemert with a defamatory factual assertion that could be proven true or false:

“What, 1 pan't eall Tthe funds Rep, Schnddt received from Tudkish intersstal, some $29.500,

"Blood money®? Of cowrse it v "blood money’l  You have got a representattve who is taking

money from a foreign lobby. Schmidt said in her deposition that she had no idea why she was the

hurpest recivient of money from the Turkish lobby, Just think how smgiglmtb_gﬁkggug_dgf

Defendant Krikorian also asseried as fact thet: “, the Twikish government is behind those

contributions and itis myright 1o feel thet way and it is my risht fo suy so,”

[N
W
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84.  The statements referenced in paragraph 83 are defamatory because they accuse
Plaintiff Schmidt of the following acts of moral turpitude or crime: (a) that Plaintiff accepted
campaign funding from the Turkish goverament in crivinal viclation of 2 U.S.C. 441, 437p(d);
(b) that Plaintiff has hidden and continues to conceal the source of campaign contributions in
crirninal violefion of the Federal Elections Campaipn Act, 2 U.S.C. 434, 4411, 437¢(d}) and, ()
thist Plaintiff is guilty of accepting maney in exchange for an official act in criminal violation of
18 U.S.C. 203(5)(2).

85.  The statements referenced in paragraph 83 are defamatory beeause they impute to
Plaintiff Schmidt corriiption, fratd, and the commission of eriminal acts in & mianney intended t6
ruin the reputation and esteem of Plaintiff professionally and personally. They we faciual
assertions, published with ill-will or spite towards Plaiatiff and with knowledge of (heir falsity o
with reckless disregard of whether they were false or not. Defondant wes placed on specific
notice that these statements were false during the discovery processing ¢h OEC hearings held to
resoive casey 20095003 and 2000E-012. See Exhibit 4 artached hereto.

§6,  The publication of the stafements caused peneral and special damages to the
Plaintiff. Defendants knew, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the statements would be read
by persons throughout the United States and the world and would damege the reputation of the
Plaintiff. The statements havs adversely af‘fecteﬁ the Plaintiff's professional credibility,
speaking, writing, interview, medid, and fund-raising opportunities, causing Plaintiff Schnidt
psychological trauma and suffering and monetary losses.

COUNT Y - DEFAMATION PER $B

87.  Pluintiff incorporates by reference into this couwnt the preceding sllegations of this

complaint.
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%3, Druring an August 27, 2009 interview published by The Armenian Reporter in an
article entitled “In congressional run, David Krikorlan is banking on the 'peaple: Says he’s
‘anderwhelrmed® with Armenian-American support so far,” Defendant Krikorian asserled as fact:
*.. .. Schmids is bought and paid for by the Turkish lobby and people dop't like it when their

representatives sell out like that ™

89.  Defendant Krikorian’s statement accuses Plaintiff Schmidt of accepting money in
exchange for official acts in violation of 18 US.C. 201(bX2). K is defamatc;y because it
imputes to Plaintiff Setunidt corruption and the commission of criminal acts in a manner
intended to ruin the repulation and esteem of Plaintiff professionally and personally. The
statement was published with ill-will or spite towards Plaintiff, and with knowledge of their
falsity or with reckless disregard of whether they were false or not.  Defendant was placed on
specific notice that these stalements were Talse during the discovery prosessing eh OEC hearngs
held to resolve cases 2009E-003 and 2009E-012. See Exhibit 4 attached hereto, pages §-3.

50.  The publication of this stafement cansed general and special damages to the

taintiff. Defondants know, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the statement would be read
by persons throughout the United States and the world and would demage the reputetion of the
Plaintiff. The siatement has adversely affected the Plaintiffs professional oredibility, speaking,
writing, interview, media, and fundaising opporturdtics, cawsing Plaintiff  Schmidt
psychologieal traums and suffering and monetary losses,
COUNT VI - DERFAMATION PER SE
91, Plaintifl incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this

complaing,
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92, In his August 28, 2000 interview with The Armenian Mirror-Spectator, Defendant

Krikorian asserted as fact, among other things, that “She’s (Plaintiff Schunidt isY a Lar; she’s not

credible. I think it's obvious that two wedks afier receiving $11,000 of Turkish Jobby monev she

ioins the ish capcus — and claims there’s no guid pro quo, She’s an embarrassment fo the
L

district and to the country,”

93, The statement contains the assertion that tan be proven true or false that Plaintiff
Schmidt accepted bribes and illegal campaign contributions from the Turkish government in
violation of 18 U.B.C, 201(b)(2) and 2 U.8.C. 44le, 437g(d), and that she committed perjiry and
obstruction of justice in her deposition in Schmidi v. Krikorlan in violation of Ohio Revised
Code sections 2921.11 and 2921,32,

94, The statement referenced in paragraph 92 asseris or tmplies the following acts of
meral turpitede or cfimes: (&) that Plaintiff has Wientiomally concealed the source of campaign
contributions in criminal vielation of the Federal Elections Commpaign Act, 2 U.S.C. 434, 4411,
437g(d); (b) that Plaintiff has accepted bribes, a eriminal offense under 18 US.C. 20100X2); ()
that Schinidt perjured herself and obstrueted justice in her deposition in Schmidt v, Kvikorien in
violation of Ohio Revised Code sections 2921.11 and 2921.32; and, (d) that due {o Plaintiff's
alleged crivninality, Plaintiff is a shamefu! homan being unfit for public office.

95 The statement referenced in paragreph 86 15 defamatory because it imputes to
Plaintiff Schmidt corruption, frand, and the commission of criminal acts in a manner intended to
ruin the reputation and esteern of Plaintiff professionally aed personally, They are factual
assertions, published by Defendant with ill-will or spite towards Plaintiff and with knowledge of

their falsity or a reckless disregard for whether they were false or not. Defendant was placed on
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specific notice that these statements were false during the discovery process in the OEC hearings
held to resolve cases 2000E-003 and 2009E-012. See Exhibit 4 attached hereto, pages 1-3,

© 96, The publication of this statement caused general and special damages to the
Plaintiff. Defendants knew, antivipated, foresaw, and intended that the statement would be tead
by persons throughout the United States and the world and would damage the reputation of the
Plaintiff. The statement has adversely affected the Plaintiff's profescional credibility, speaking,
writing, interview, media, and fund-raising opportunities, causing Plaintiff Schmide
psychelogical tratma and suffering and monetary losses,

COUNT VI - DEFAMATION PER GB

97.  Phintiff incorporates by reference into this count the preceding allegations of this

complaint.

98.  In his August 28, 2009 inferview with The Armenian Mirror-Spectator, Delendant

programumed by the Tudkish _}gg‘gb_y , for that sworn deposition and it's a shame 1o see 3 sitting
congressional representative actin the way she acted yesterday.”

99,  The statement is defamatory because it aceuses Plaimiff Schmidt of perjury and
obstruction of justice in vielation of the Chio Revised Code sections 2921.11 and 252132 in
manner intended to ruin the reputstion and esteem of Plaintiff professionally and personally.

100.  The statement was published with lb-will or spite towirds Plaintiff and with
knowledge of its falsity or with rockless disregard of whether it was false or not. Defendant
was placed on specific notice that these statements were false during the discovery process in the

OFC hearings held to resolve pases 2009B-003 and 2000E-012. See Exhibit 4 attached bereto,

page 3,
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101.  The publication of fis stalement caused general and special demages to the
Plaintiff. Defendants knew, anticipated, foresaw, and intended that the statement would be read
by persons throughout the United States and the world and would damsge the reputation of the
Phaintiff. The statement has adversely affected the Plaintiffs professional credibility, speaking,
writing, interview, media, and fund-raising opportunities, causing Plaintiff Schmidt
psychological trauma and suffering and monetary losses.

COUNT VI~ DEFAMATION PER SE

102, Plaimtiff incorporales by reference into this count the preseding allegations of this
complaint.

103, In an ioterview with Armenian-American activist Peter Mursubian in September
of 2009, Defendant ¥rikortan stated the following: “L stand by the statements that 1 made, that

my_opponent_in the last election, the current reoresentative of Ohio’s second congressional

district, is a paid puppet of the Turkish government involved in their denial campaign 1o suppress
the truth sbout the Armenian genocide.”

104, 'The statement of fact that can be proven tme or falss i3 that Plaintiff receives
money fiom the Govermnent of Twkey in exchange for official acts regarding the perennial
Armerdan genocide resolutions introdaced in the U8, Cengress. The statement is defarnstory
hecauss it accuses Plaimiiff of bribery in violation of 18 U.S.C. 201(b)(2) and of illegal receipt of
money from a foreign govermment in violation of the Eimohmenis Clause of the Constitution 2nd
S UL 7342(0).

105. The siatement was published by Defendant with ll-will or spite towards Plaintiff
and with kiowledge of its falsity or with reckless disregard of whether it wag false or not.

Diefendant was placed on specific notice that these stalements were false during the discovery
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process in the OBC hearings held to resolve cases 2009E-003 and 2009E-012. See Exhibit 4

attached hersto.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment agaiust the Defendants, jointly and severally,
as follows:
- {8  Compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 op each Count;
(b)  Punitive damages in the amount of $350,000 on each Count;
{c} Pre<judgment and post-judgment interest on cach Count; and,

(4}  Such other and further relief to which Plaintiff may be entitled.

Respectfully submitied,

Kt ¢ B

Donald C. Brey (0021965)

CHESTER, WILLCOX & SAXBEILP
65 East State Strect, Suite 1000
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Telephone:  (514) 221- [l
Facsimile: 614y 221-4012

Pmail: H@cwsiaw.com

Counel for Plaintiff, Jean Schunidt

Or COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF:

Bruce Fein (DC Bar 446615)

1025 Comnecticut Ave., NW

Suite 1000

Washington, D.C. 20036

Mobile:

Offioe: 2023704

Facsimile; 202-448-1664

Email; I belickfisldgroup som

31
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David Salizman (DC Bar 426201)
655 15% St NW

Suite 225-F

‘Washington, D.C. 20003-53701
Cffice: 202-637

Mobile:

Facsimile: 202-637-9876

Frail: MG idawnet

ABLNEWR V. 3
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