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Rc: In the :\lattcr of Dina '<guycn; Dina ,<guycn For Supervisor; and 
Lysa Ray, Treasurer 
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Dear \ls. Nguyen, \ls. Ray, and Dina Nguyen Fur Supcn1s11r: 

The Fair I'"litieal I'ractlceS Cllmmis>ilJll (the "Cllmmissilln") eniclrCcs the 
prmlsiuns ofillc l'nlilieal Rdlmn Act (lhe ",\er'T t'llund in Calilclrnia Govcrnment Clldc 
Section K I 000 and fllllllWiug. On Vlay 30, 2JJOx, the ClHlHllissilltl reeci, cd a complaint 
alleging violations llf the Act pcrtainmg tel ll1ciqlCndent expenditures and in·kind 
clHltnbutions. Specifically, the complaint alleged tbat it 11l111kr sent to Orange Cnunly 
residents in early 200H by Van Tran For ,\ssembly 2()J),~, regarding Janet Nguven was 
either an rndl'pendel1t cxpL'ndirure or ~H1 in-kind conrrjhwwn to Dina \guycn. As you 
\vill recall. Janet \vas the incumbent candidate tc)r Orang~ Cnunty SupervIsur 
\\ challenged in the 20U~ dcctwt1. 

Section I (1 the Act detlnes an ;ndcpcndcnt expenditure as em expenditure 
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FPPC :.10. 09 681 

Based un our rcvlcv,i and investigJtion. IIi.: ~vidci1(:e reveah:d !1l} viobtion of the 
Act Inailer \vas nut an independent expenditure hecause mailer did not 1.:0ntain 
express advocacy, and tt did not, taken as a whole., uII:unbigu0usly urge a pdrticuhlr re$uit 
in the d<:ctiofl. (Section 82031.) Additionally. there is no evidence that the maikr was 
an 111-kmd contribution made at the behest of Dina :>!guycn because even If it had been 
made at [he behest of Dina Nguyen, the mailer did not qualify as an II1-kind clmtribution 
because it did not: I) contain express advocacy; 2) make reference to Dina Nguyc:n's 
cimdidacy l()r elective omce, her election c,nnp(!ign, elr ber or her opponent. Supervisor 
Janet Nguyen's qualificalions ill[ office; or (3) solicit contributIOns to Dina Nguyen or III 
third persons ttJr usc m SllPpllft of her or ill oppositIon to her opponent. SupcrYisllr Junet 
"'guyeu. (Regula!ilHl IR215(c)(4» Thcre!(m:, we h'He determined that you Jrd nut 
\ iolute the Act and our tile in this muth:r has been closed. 

The complaint also alleged that the mailer, ;lS a in-kind cOlItnbutillIl, violutt:d the 
local clmtribution limits ordimllIce. The Commission bas no authority to enforce local 
campaign contribution limits rules and ordinances, and therefore the Commission hus 
made nl) determination in this regard. 

If yuu have anv questions regarding this nIrlttcr, pJt:ase fed tree to COlI tact Inc at 
916-322-5660 
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Angela ~. Bre~I1 
Senior Commission CoullSel 
En/()rcemcnt Division 


