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Re: In the \Iatter of Van Tran; Van Tran for Assembly 2()08; David 
Bauer~ Treasurer 
FPPC ;'Iio, ()9!682 

Dear \lr Trail. \11'. Bauer. and Van rran telr Assembly 2()O~: 

The Fair Political Practices Cnmmissilll1 rthe "C\llmnissr,)]]") entt)]'ees the 
pr()\iSlOnS (1 f the 1'01 itical RdtJrlll Aet (the "Act") r i(llllld in Cal i t(Jrlliu Gll\Crl1ll1Cnt elHic 
Secti,'n S i (JOO and t(ll1owing. On \lay 30, 200~, the CommiSSIOn rceei\ed a complaint 
;:Ikging \illi;rtillJ1s 'If tile ,'\el pertaining tll lI1dependcnt expenditures and in-kind 
c,lJ1tributiolh Specifically, the eOl11pblnt ;r1kged that a mailcr sent to Orange County 
residents in early 2il{)~ by Van Trlll1 Fllr Assembly 200S, regarding Janet N"u)en 'Aas 
either 1m mdependent expenulture or an lll·iunu contribution h) Dina Ngmel1. As'ruu 
will recail, hnct Nguyen was the incumbent cundidate telr Orange ('lHHlty Supenisor 
.. vhleh Dina ~ guyen chalk'nged in the ~tJox dcction< 

SL'ctlon Ad ddll1L's an independent expenditure (is an cxpenditure 
;in: pl'rSlill 111 connccuon 
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Based un our review Jnd investigation, the evidence n.:-vealed nu vio!ation the 
Act. The m,liicr was not un independent expenditure hecilllse the mailer did not contain 
express advocacy, Jnd it did not t3ken as a whole, un~Hnbiguously urge a particular 
;n the dedion. (Sedion 82031.) Additionally', there is no evidence that the mailer \vas 
an in-kind ctlntnhution made at the behest of DlOa ~guy"n because even If It had been 

u! the hehest of Dina the m'liier did not qualify JS an ill-kind c,mtribution 
hecause it did ntH: 1) contain express d(i\-th:acy: 2) Inakc refcn:m:e to Dina \'guycn's 
candidacy fi,r dective dIicc, her eketiun campaign, ell" her or her opponent, Supervisor 
Janet ~gttyen's qualifications Elr dIke; or (3) solici! contributions to Dina ~guycl1 (lr 10 
third persons fc)r usc in support of her elf in opposition tll her upponent, SupervISor Junet 
~guvcn, (Regulation Ill215(c)(-l),) Therefore, we huvc ,ktcrrnincd that you did not 
violarc tll<: Act. and our tile in this matter has been dosed, 

The complaint also alleged that the mailcr, as a in-kind contribution, violated the 
local contribution limits ordinance, The Commission has no authority to enforce local 
campuign c,mtribution limits rules and ordinances, und thcrci(lfc the Commission has 
made no determination in this regard, 

If you have aIlY questions regarding this mutter. please feci free to contact me at 
l) 16-322-5660. 
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Angeb r Brcictnh 
Seltior COl11l11i~lO C(Junsd 
Enf(lrCcmcnt Division 


