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Attached for pur xwkw is a s i i d  negotiated se&menx agreement for ADR 022 ('MUR 
5013), respondents Michael J. Becker and 
colroplaint and was assigned bythe Commission to the ADROffice on Apd 3,2001. This 
agmment was pIwiouslysubmitted on August 13,2001 to the commission for its approval as part 
of a package of nine agreements, The package was subsequendywkkdnwn to enable the 
Comroission to consider and vote separatelyon each submiftied ageement. 

W. (lexrrens. This case oIigimted from a signed 

ADRO22 G m p k t  aEeged that tespodents Pejuned themselves during an inveStigatiOn 
into MUR4641 which llleged an excessive contibution fmmmpondent Qemem in 1994. 
The basis for the Mation was chat the caddate for Feded offke! sent a check in 
rrepayment of the loan d a d  after the FECcbsed MUR 4641 b e d  on pmsecutod 
discrretion in Deceml>er 1997. &spon&ar kcker d the check dated in December 1997 
was the dchecksent ,  which he did as soon as he realized that the contxhornever 
negotiated the fmt check Tbe contibutor admitted that he put the fkst check in his desk 
drawer ad forgot about it. Respondents co~itended that the original contribution in 1994 
(admittedly excessive) is bepnd the fwe year statute of limiradoas and Clen~ns failing to 
cash a check sent to him in March 1997 is not a vioiation of the FECA Respondents also 
contended &at the issue of perjury is outside the scope of tk FECA, and if further action 
s e e d  tequired the matter would have been referred to the appmpxiate agency. 

Recommedatioa W e  recommend that the Commissio A approve t&e negotiated setdement for 
ADR 022, and subsequentlyclose the fde on chis matter. 


