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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS,
Washington, DC, June 10, 2026.

Hon. KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Clerk, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. McCCUMBER: Pursuant to House Rule XI, clauses
2(m)(1)(B) and 3(0)(1), House Rule XIII, clause 2(b)(1), and Rules
19(c)(3) and 26(n) of the Rules of the Committee on Ethics, we
hereby submit to the House a resolution and an accompanying re-
port, “Contempt Report Related to the Conduct of Hector Roos.”

Sincerely,
MICHAEL GUEST,
Chairman.
MARK DESAULNIER,
Ranking Member.

(III)
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House Calendar No. 81

119TH CONGRESS REPORT
2d Session HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 119-694

CONTEMPT REPORT RELATED TO THE
CONDUCT OF HECTOR ROOS

JUNE 10, 2026.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

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

REPORT

The Committee on Ethics (Committee) submits this report pursu-
ant to House rule XI, clauses 2(m)(1)(B) and 3(0)(1), House rule
XIII, clause 2(b)(1), and Rules 19(c)(3) and 26(n) of the Rules of the
Committee on Ethics.

I. INTRODUCTION

On May 13, 2026, the Committee considered the Report of the In-
vestigative Subcommittee (ISC) related to the conduct of Hector
Roos, which the ISC unanimously adopted on March 18, 2026. The
ISC was impaneled to investigate allegations concerning Rep-
resentative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick and, in the course of its in-
vestigation, sought documents and testimony from Mr. Roos. Mr.
Roos failed to comply with multiple subpoenas in the 118th and
119th Congresses. Accordingly, the Committee hereby adopts and
incorporates by reference the ISC’s Report.

II. FINDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

The Committee reviewed the Report transmitted by the ISC re-
garding Mr. Roos’ conduct and found that Mr. Roos willfully failed
to comply with multiple subpoenas issued by the Committee, im-
peding the ISC’s investigation into the allegations concerning Rep-
resentative Cherfilus-McCormick. The Committee agrees with the
ISC’s conclusion that Mr. Roos’ conduct is “egregious and warrants
referral to the U.S. Department of Justice for contempt of Con-
gress.” 1

1ISC Report at 6.
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The Committee on Ethics, having considered this report, reports
favorably thereon and recommends that the report be approved.
The form of Resolution that the Committee would recommend to
the House of Representatives for citing Hector Roos for contempt
of Congress pursuant to this Report is as follows:

HoOUSE RESOLUTION

Resolved, That Hector Roos shall be found to be in contempt of
Congress for failure to comply with the subpoena duces tecum
issued to him August 12, 2025.

Resolved, That Hector Roos shall be found to be in contempt of
Congress for failure to comply with the subpoena ad testificandum
issued to him on August 12, 2025.

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§192 and 194, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives shall certify the Report of the Com-
mittee on Ethics, detailing the refusal of Hector Roos to produce
documents and appear before the Investigative Subcommittee as
directed by these subpoenas, to the United States Attorney for the
District of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Roos be proceeded against
in the manner and form provided by law.

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House shall otherwise take all
appropriate action to enforce the subpoenas.

III. STATEMENT UNDER HOUSE RULE XIII CLAUSE 3(c)

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.



APPENDIX A



4

ADOPTED BY THE INVESTIGATIVE SUBCOMMITTEE
ON MARCH 18,2026

119TH CONGRESS, 2D SESSION

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

CONTEMPT REPORT RELATED TO THE
CONDUCT OF HECTOR ROOS

March 18, 2026

Mr. GARBARINO, from the Investigative Subcommittee, submitted the following

REPORT

To the Committee on Ethics
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Committee on Ethics established an investigative subcommittee (ISC) in the 118th and
119th Congresses to review allegations relating to Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick.
The ISC identified Hector Roos, a Florida resident, as an individual with information relevant to
its review. Mr. Roos worked on Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s congressional campaigns
in 2021 and 2022 and the ISC obtained documentary evidence showing that Mr. Roos directly
discussed campaign finance matters with Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.

Mr. Roos declined to comply with the ISC’s attempts to investigate his knowledge of and
involvement in the matters under investigation After Mr. Roos did not comply with multiple
requests for his voluntary production of documents and testimony, the ISC authorized subpoenas
to compel the production of documents and testimony from Mr. Roos, and the Chairman and
Ranking Member of the Committee issued those subpoenas. Mr. Roos ignored all communications
and, despite being personally served with the subpoenas, did not produce documents or appear to
testify. At no point did Mr. Roos offer a satistactory legal justification for his failure to comply
with the subpoenas. Accordingly, the ISC recommends that the Committee on Ethics adopt and
transfer the following Report to the House of Representatives to take the necessary actions to find
Mr. Roos in contempt of Congress.

AUTHORITY AND PURPOSE

The Committee on Ethics (Committee) is a standing committee of the House of
Representatives charged with fulfilling the House’s duty to discipline its Members under Article
I, Section 5, clause 2 of the U.S. Constitution: “Each House may ... punish its Members for
disorderly Behaviour, and, with the Concurrence of two thirds, expel a Member.” Pursuant to that
authority, the House has delegated many functions to the Committee, including the specific
authority to investigate and advise upon ethics issues under House rules and federal law. Under
House Rule X, the Committee is authorized to: enforce standards of conduct for Members, officers,
and employees; to investigate alleged violations of any law, rule, or regulation; and to make
recommendations to the House for further action. House Rule XI, clause 2(m)(1)(B), specifically
authorizes the Committee and its subcommittees “to require, by subpoena or otherwise, the
attendance and testimony of such witnesses and the production of such books, records,
correspondence, memoranda, papers, and documents as it considers necessary.”

The Committee may authorize an ISC to conduct such inquiry to determine if a Statement
of Alleged Violation should be issued.! A Statement of Alleged Violation is a formal charging
document filed by an ISC with the Committee containing specific allegations against a Member,
officer, or employee of the House of Representatives of a violation of the Code of Official Conduct,
or of a law, rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct applicable to the performance of official
duties or the discharge of official responsibilities.

! See Rules 2(g), 19, Rules of the Committee on Ethics.
* See Rule 2(h), 19, Rules of the Committee on Ethics.
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Courts have recognized Congress’s power to compel witnesses to testify and produce
documents.> An individual has a legal obligation to comply with a duly issued and valid
congressional subpoena, unless a valid privilege or other legal justification excuses compliance.*
As the Supreme Court stated in United States v. Bryan:

A subpoena has never been treated as an invitation to a game of hare
and hounds, in which the witness must testify only if cornered at the
end of the chase. If that were the case, then, indeed, the great power
of testimonial compulsion, so necessary to the effective functioning
of courts and legislatures, would be a nullity. We have often iterated
the importance of this public duty, which every person within the
jurisdiction of the Government is bound to perform when properly
summoned.’

This matter was initially referred to the Committee by the Office of Congressional Conduct
(OCC; at the time, the Office of Congressional Ethics). In early 2023, OCC investigated
allegations that Representative Cherfilus-McCormick failed to report certain campaign
contributions, received official services from an individual who was not compensated with official
funds, and failed to report transactions between her campaign committee and her private
businesses.® OCC transmitted its referral to the Committee on September 15, 2023, recommending
that the Committee further review the allegations against Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.
During its first review, OCC identified Hector Roos as an individual with relevant information.
Mr. Roos did not cooperate with OCC’s review, and OCC recommended that the Committee
subpoena him.” Shortly after referring this matter, OCC opened a second investigation into
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick relating to allegations surrounding community project
funding, dispensing special favors or privileges, misuse of the Members’ Representational
Allowance, and improper campaign contributions.® OCC transmitted its second referral to the
Committee on May 29, 2024,

On December 27, 2023, the Committee announced it had unanimously voted to impanel an
ISC with jurisdiction to determine whether Representative Cherfilus-McCormick may have:
violated campaign finance laws and regulations in connection with her 2022 special election and/or
2022 re-election campaigns, failed to properly disclose required information on statements
required to be filed with the House; and/or accepted voluntary services for official work from an
individual not employed in her congressional office, in violation of House Rules, federal law,
applicable regulations, or other standards of conduct. On June 25, 2024, after receipt of the second

3 See McGrain v. Daugherty, 273 U.S, 135, 174 (1927) (“[ T Jhe power of inquiry—with process to

enforce it—is an essential and appropriate auxiliary to the legislative function.”™); Barenblatt v.

United States, 360 U.S. 109, 111 (1959) (“The scope of the power of inquiry, in short, is as penetrating

and far-reaching as the potential power to enact and appropriate under the Constitution.™).

4 See Watkins v. United States, 354 1.8, 178, 187-88 (1957) (“It is unquestionably the duty of all citizens to
cooperate with the Congress in its efforts to obtain the facts needed for intelligent legislative action.”™).

3 United States v. Brvan, 339 U.5. 323, 331 (1950).

& See OCC Report and Findings, Rev. No. 23-7239 (Sept. 15, 2023), available at hitps://ethics house. goviwp-
content/uploads/2025/01/0CE-Report-and-Findings-1.pdf.

7 Second OCC Report and Findings 19 84-85.

# OCC Report and Findings, Rev. No. 24-7241 (May 22, 2024) (hereinafter Second OCC Report and Findings),
available at https:/fethics house_gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/01/OCC-Report-and-Findings-1.29.26 pdf.
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OCC referral, the Committee announced it had voted to expand the jurisdiction of the ISC’s inquiry
into Representative Cherfilus-McCormick to include allegations that Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick may have: engaged in improper conduct in connection with community project
funding requests; misused official funds for campaign purposes; and/or violated campaign finance
laws and regulations in connection with her 2024 re-election campaign, in violation of House
Rules, federal law, applicable regulations, or other standards of conduct. On July 25, 2025, the
Committee announced it had unanimously voted to re-impanel an 1SC to investigate allegations
involving Representative Cherfilus-McCormick during the 119th Congress; this ISC maintained
the expanded jurisdiction from the prior Congress.

The ISC met 12 times over the 118th and 119th Congresses to conduct its investigation
into allegations involving Representative Cherfilus-McCormick. It sent 30 requests for
information and issued 59 subpoenas. The ISC reviewed over 33,000 documents totaling hundreds
of thousands of pages of materials and conducted 28 witness interviews. On December 16, 2025,
the ISC adopted a Statement of Alleged Violations regarding Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick, and on January 21, 2026, the ISC transmitted it to the Committee.” An Adjudicatory
Subcommittee was subsequently impaneled pursuant to Committee Rule 23.

BACKGROUND

As explained more fully below, the ISC sought testimony and documents from Mr. Roos
that were directly relevant to its investigation into allegations against Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick. Despite the ISC making repeated requests and issuing multiple subpoenas, Mr. Roos
did not cooperate. Instead, he ignored the ISC and never asserted any justification for refusing to
comply with the ISC’s subpoenas.

L Mr. Roos’ Relevance to the ISC investigation

During its investigation, the ISC identified Hector Roos as an individual substantially
involved in several of the allegations under review. The ISC understands Mr. Roos to have worked
on Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaigns from 2019 to 2022, including by providing
compliance services to the campaign. The ISC sought documents and testimony from Mr. Roos
relating to Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign, and to transactions between Mr.
Roos and his companies and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick and her companies.

A, 202{-2022 Campaign Services

Hector Roos has worked on campaigns at both the state and federal levels in South Florida,
including his own campaign as the Libertarian Party candidate for governor of Florida in 2022.
Mr. Roos provided various services to Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s 2021-2022
campaigns, including filing required reports with the Federal Election Commission (FEC).!® On
September 16, 2019, Mr. Roos registered his political consulting firm, Human Scale Strategies
LLC (HSS) with the state of Florida.!" Mr. Roos opened a bank account for HSS on October 7,

? See Exhibit 1 (Statement of Alleged Violations),
10 71d. ¥ 145,
! Exhibit 2 (HSS Articles of Incorporation).
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2019; he was the only individual authorized to access the bank account.'? From 2021 to 2022,
HSS was paid over $20,000.00 by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign. The
campaign reported the purpose for most of these payments as “Phone Bank.”!?

During the time that Mr. Roos was responsible for FEC filings for Representative
Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign committee, the FEC sent multiple Requests for Additional
Information to the campaign. Mr. Roos also appears to have handled communications with the
FEC on behalf of the campaign.'* The campaign’s FEC Reports prepared by Mr. Roos contained
myriad errors, including misreporting contributions and expenditures, improperly reporting
campaign loans and campaign disbursements designated as loan repayments, and failing to
maintain adequate records."”

B. In-Kind Contributions for Campaign Services

Mr. Roos also served as the registered agent for a Florida-based corporation, American
Integrity Foundation, Inc. (AIF), beginning in October 2019.'® AIF’s bank account was opened
on October 10, 2019, by Mr. Roos and AIF’s chairperson.!” From May through November 2021,
AlF’s bank account received nearly $40,000.00 from SCM Consulting Group LLC (SCM
Consulting), a company wholly owned by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.'® The ISC found
that these payments were payments to Mr. Roos for campaign services. In a text chain with
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick, Mr. Roos indicated that the funds from SCM Consulting to
AIF were for his work on her campaign.'” On May 3, 2021, Mr. Roos instructed Representative
Cherfilus-McCormick to wire AIF $6,750.00, reflecting “Hector April payment” and “Hector May
payment.”*" He further instructed Representative Cherfilus-McCormick, “[t]his is not to be paid
from the campaign account.”?! Representative Cherfilus-McCormick made the requested payment
from SCM Consulting to AIF the same day.”> Some subsequent checks from SCM Consulting to
AIF indicated additional monthly payments, including an October 1, 2021, check for $5,000.00
with the memo “Sept” and an October 22, 2021, check for $5,000.00 with the memo “November
payment.”* The Statement of Alleged Violations discusses the payments to AIF as examples of
improper campaign contributions 2

12 Exhibit 3 (Human Scale Strategies LLC Bank Account Opening Documents).

13 See Sheila Cherfilus MeCormick for Congress, Inc., FEC July 15, 2022, Quarterly Report, as amended (Dec. 8,
2022); Sheila Cherfilus MeCormick for Congress, Inc., FEC April 15, 2022, Quarterly Report, as amended (Jan. 23,
2023): Sheila Cherfilus McCormick for Congress, Inc., FEC January 2022 Pre-Election Report, as amended (Dec. 8,
2022).

" Exhibit 4 (Email from Individual 1 to Sheila Cherfilus-MeCormick for Congress, Ine. (Apr. 25, 2022)); Exhibit 5
(Email from Hector Roos to Individual | and Edwin Cherfilus (Apr. 5, 2022)).

'* Exthibit 1 9 190-203.

1% Exhibit 6 (American Integrity Foundation, Ine. Annual Report (2019)).

17 Exhibit 7 (American Integrity Foundation, Ine. Bank Account Opening Documents).

1% Exhibit 1 9 151.

19 Exhibit 19152,

2 Exhibit 19152

A Id

21d.

2 1d.

2 Id.
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The ISC also found that Mr. Roos himself paid campaign vendors from the HSS bank
account on at least one occasion, namely a September 22, 2021 check for from HSS for $5,000.00
to a vendor with the memo line, “Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick.”?® The vendor testified to the ISC
that the check was for work performed for Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign.®®
Mr. Roos was also involved in communications about payments to another entity, Leadership in
Action PAC, from SCM Consulting, for the benefit of her campaign.?’

Mr. Roos also discussed directly with the Congresswoman loans that she reported making
to her campaign; such loans were a central focus of the ISC’s review. The ISC uncovered a text
message between Mr. Roos and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick in which Mr. Roos said that
“nobody has to know” her “loan” to her campaign was not actually intended to be used by the
campaign.®®  Additionally, Mr. Roos provided Representative Cherfilus-McCormick with
information about the FEC’s restrictions on personal campaign loans as early as March 2020.%" In
April 2021, he also sent her information about Super PACs and 501(c)(4) organizations_"" The
ISC reviewed several allegations relating to the improper use of outside organizations to direct
impermissible contributions to benefit Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign, but was
not able to question Mr. Roos to determine the extent to which his April 2021 communication was
related to those allegations.

Mr. Roos also received funds directly from Progressive People Inc. (PPI), which the
Statement of Alleged Violations alleges was involved in laundering corporate funds for the benefit
of Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign. In 2022, Mr. Roos received $1,800.00 from
PPI for “Website Development,” although the ISC is not aware of any website for PPI existing*'

1I. The ISC’s Efforts to Obtain Documents and Testimony from Mr. Roos

The ISC sent a voluntary Request for Information (RFI) of HSS to Mr. Roos on January
17, 2024, seeking information related to Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign and
transactions between HSS and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick, her companies, and/or
Leadership in Action PAC.>* Mr. Roos did not respond to any correspondence from the ISC.*

The ISC also sent a voluntary RFI to AIF on June 26, 2024, seeking documents related to
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign, her companies, Leadership in Action PAC, and

* Exhibit 1 9 149.

*1d.

7 Exhibit 19122 (“In text messages between Respondent and Mr. Roos exchanged on May 3, 2021, Mr. Roos
explicitly described $11,500.00 paid from SCM Consulting to LIA as for *[Individual 1] reimbursement” and
‘[Individual 1] May payment.”™); see also id. ¥ 109 (describing Individual | as a senior advisor on Respondent’s
campaign).

* Exhibit 1 960.

¥ Exhibit 8 (Email from Heetor Roos to Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick (Mar. 27, 2020)),

3 Exhibit 9 (Email from Hector Roos to Representative Sheila Cherfilus-MeCormick (Apr. 8, 2021)).

1 Exhibit 1 9 188.

32 Exhibit 10 (Request for Information from 18C Chairman Andrew R. Garbarino and 15C Ranking Member Chrissy
Houlahan to Human Scale Strategies LLC (Jan. 17, 2024)).

# Mr. Roos also did not cooperate with OCC’s review, and OCC recommended that the Committee subpoena him.
First OCC Report and Findings 99 130-31.

wh
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Truth & Justice, Inc.3* The RFI was transmitted to AIF’s Chairman, who informed the ISC that
AIF did not maintain records prior to 2022 and “do[es] not have any information about
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s affiliated political committees, Leadership in Action PAC,
Truth and Justice, Inc.[,] or anyone associated with those companies/organizations.”*

On March 21, 2024, Mr. Roos was served a documentary subpoena by email, with a return
date of April 5, 2024 3¢ The U.S. Marshals Service (Marshals) also served Mr. Roos in person on
April 8, 202437 The Marshals had attempted to serve Mr. Roos three times prior to this date,
beginning on April 2, 2024.*® Mr. Roos failed to produce documents by April 5, 2024, or at any
time after he was personally served. Once the ISC was re-impaneled for the 119th Congress, Mr.
Roos was again served a documentary subpoena in the 119th Congress, by email on August 12,
2025, and in person by the Marshals on September 5, 2025.% The subpoena related to the same
issues as the prior subpoena and had a return date of September 9, 2025.*° Mr. Roos did not
produce documents or otherwise respond to the subpoena to HSS.

Also on August 12, 2025, Mr. Roos was served by email with a subpoena compelling his
testimony on September 25, 2025, at 10:00 a.m. in 1015 Longworth House Office Building.*' The
Marshals also served Mr. Roos in person with the testimonial subpoena on September 5, 2025.4?
On September 25, 2025, Mr. Roos failed to appear before the ISC pursuant to the subpoena, **

On November 18, 2025, the Chairman and Ranking Member of the ISC sent Mr. Roos a
letter informing him that the ISC was considering taking further action regarding his willful non-
compliance with the subpoenas, including the invocation of contempt of Congress proceedings. **
On November 25, 2025, the Committee received a phone call from an individual identifying
himself as Mr. Roos, who left a message with staff requesting an update regarding the matter of
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick and stating that he had emailed Committee staff in
September 2025. The ISC attempted to contact Mr. Roos immediately after receiving this message
and several times thereafter, but Mr. Roos did not respond. Additionally, the ISC has no record of
any written correspondence from Mr. Roos at any time during the pendency of its investigation.

ISC RECOMMENDATION

Mr, Roos” failure to appear or produce documents in response to the ISC’s subpoenas is
egregious and warrants a referral to the U.S. Department of Justice for contempt of Congress.

3 Exhibit 11 (Request for Information from 1SC Chairman Andrew R. Garbarino and 1SC Ranking Member Chrissy
Houlahan to American Integrity Foundation, Ine. (June 26, 2024)).

# Exhibit 12 (Emails between Committee Staff and Chairman of American Integrity Foundation, Ine. (July 17,
2024, to Nov. 13, 2024)).

3 Exhibit 13 (Subpoena Duces Tecum to Human Scale Strategies LLC (Mar. 21, 2024)).

37 Id, see also Exhibit 14 (Hector Roos Deposition Transcript (Sept. 25, 2023)).

* Exhibit 14.

¥ Exhibit 15 (Subpoena Duces Tecum to Human Scale Strategies LLC (Aug. 12, 2025)), Exhibit 14.

40 Fixhibit 15,

“ Exhibit 17 (Letter from [SC Chairman Andrew R. Garbarino and 15C Ranking Member Chrissy Houlahan to
Hector Roos (Nov. 18, 2025)).

6
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Therefore, on December 16, 2025, the ISC took the extraordinary step of voting pursuant to
Committee Rule 19(c)(3) to refer Mr. Roos to the full Committee for contempt and on March 18,
2026, adopted this Report in support thereof.

An individual who fails or refuses to comply with a House subpoena may be cited for
contempt of Ccm,‘:,’rt:s.s_"s Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 192, the willful refusal to comply with a
congressional subpoena is punishable by a fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for up to one
year. A committee may vote to seek a contempt citation against a recalcitrant witness. This action
is then reported to the House. If a contempt resolution is adopted by the House, the matter is
referred to a U.S. Attorney, who has a duty to refer the matter to a grand jury for an indictment. *

The ISC determined that Mr. Roos” testimony and production of documents were necessary
to its investigation in both the 118th and 119th Congresses and issued him duly authorized
subpoenas in accordance with House and Committee Rules. Mr. Roos cannot claim to be unaware
of the ISC’s attempts to obtain information from him, as he was personally served by the Marshals
on two occasions. As explained in detail above, Mr. Roos was intricately involved in the
allegations under review by the ISC. His refusal to provide information to the ISC created
unnecessary delays and limited the ISC’s ability to fully investigate allegations of misconduct
relating to a Member of Congress. Such complete refusal to comply with lawful subpoenas has
hampered the Committee’s ability to carry out its functions.

The House cannot accept a key witness simply ignoring its subpoenas. The ISC was clear
throughout its investigation that Mr. Roos’ failure to comply with its subpoenas could result in the
Committee recommending the House hold him in contempt of Congress, which could result in
criminal charges pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 192.*7 Nonetheless, Mr. Roos has willfully failed to
comply with the ISC’s duly issued subpoenas. It is imperative to protect the institutional interests
of the House by enforcing the subpoenas through the contempt process. This serious matter
requires the Committee to seek action by the full House. The ISC therefore determined that Mr.
Roos should be referred to the full Committee, and then to the full House, for contempt of
Congress.

Numerous witnesses over the House’s history have been cited for contempt for failing to
appear to answer questions at an investigative proceeding.® Several contempt resolutions have
been approved by the House in recent Congresses.* In prior Congresses, this Committee has found
witnesses to be in contempt for refusing to appear or answer questions.*”

¥ See Eastland v. United States Servicemen’s Fund, 421 .S, 491, 515 (1975).

¥ See 2U.S.C. § 194.

47 See, e.g., Exhibit 8; Exhibit 16; Exhibit 17.

% See generally 4 Deschler’s Precedents § 20 et al.,

# See, e.g., H. Res. 730 (117" Cong.) (Steve Bannon), H. Res. 851 (117" Cong.) (Mark Meadows), H. Res. 574
(113" Cong.) (Lois Lemer); H. Res, 711 (112" Cong.) (Eric Holder). The resolutions each stated that the witness
“shall be found to be in contempt of Congress for failure to comply with a congressional subpoena.” In those
instances, the House specifically resolved that the Speaker shall certify the contempt report to the U.S. Attorney
“[plursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 and 194.” and that “the Speaker of the House shall otherwise take all appropriate
action to enforce the subpoena.”

 For example, in 1980, a staffer for Representative Charles Wilson failed to appear to give testimony and the
Committee reported a resolution for contempt to the House, which was agreed to by voice vote: however, there is no
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Accordingly, on March 18, 2026, the ISC met in executive session and adopted this report
for the attention of the full Committee. The ISC recommends the Committee adopt this report and
submit the below proposed resolution recommending the House cite Hector Roos for contempt of
Congress pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 and 194.

record of an indictment against the staffer in D.C. District Court. See Comm. on Standards of Official Conduet,
FProceedings Against O. Robert Fordiani, H. Rept. 96-1078, 96th Cong., 2d Sess. (1980). Additionally, during this
Committee’s investigation into Korean influence allegations, a witness appeared for a deposition but refused to
answer a pertinent question; as a result, the Committee concluded he was in contempt, reported that finding to the
House, and the contempt matter was referred by the House to the U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia: the
staffer was later indicted. See Comm. on Standards of Official Conduct, Proceedings Against Hancho Kim, H. Rept.
95-1214, 95" Cong. 2d Sess. (1978).
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PROPOSED
RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
FIND HECTOR ROOS IN CONTEMPT OF CONGRESS FOR REFUSAL TO COMPLY
WITH SUBPOENAS DULY ISSUED BY THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

The Committee on Ethics, having considered this report, reports favorably thereon and
recommends that the report be approved.

The form of Resolution that the Committee on Ethics would recommend to the House of
Representatives citing Hector Roos for contempt of Congress pursuant to this Report is as follows:

Resolved, That Hector Roos shall be found to be in contempt of Congress for failure to
comply with the subpoena duces tecun issued to him August 12, 2025,

Resolved, That Hector Roos shall be found to be in contempt of Congress for failure to
comply with the subpoena ad testificandum issued to him on August 12, 2025.

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 and 194, the Speaker of the House of
Representatives shall certify the Report of the Committee on Ethics, detailing the refusal of Hector
Roos to produce documents and appear before the Investigative Subcommittee as directed by these
subpoenas, to the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Roos be
proceeded against in the manner and form provided by law.

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House shall otherwise take all appropriate action to
enforce the subpoenas.
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGED VIOLATIONS

For each of the following alleged violations, the Investigative Subcommittee (ISC) has determined
there is “substantial reason to believe that a violation of the Code of Official Conduct, or of a law,
rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct applicable to the performance of the official duties
or the discharge of official responsibilities by a Member, officer, or employee of the House of
Representatives has occurred.” See Rule 19(f), Rules of the Committee on Ethics. The ISC has
been duly authorized by the U.S. House of Representatives (House) Committee on Ethics
(Committee) to investigate allegations involving Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick
(Respondent).

OVERVIEW

e The ISC met 12 times over the 118th and 119th Congresses to conduct its investigation
into allegations involving Respondent. It sent 30 requests for information and issued 59
subpoenas. The ISC reviewed over 33,000 documents totaling hundreds of thousands of
pages of materials and conducted 28 witness interviews.

¢ Respondent initially produced some documents to the ISC. Respondent then invoked her
Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination following receipt of a subpoena duces
fecum to obtain documents Respondent had not provided to the ISC and a subpoena ad
testificandum to obtain her testimony.

¢ Respondent and several alleged co-conspirators were indicted on November 19, 2025, on
charges including “stealing federal disaster funds, laundering the proceeds, and using the
money to support her 2021 congressional campaign.”

e The ISC’s investigation has revealed substantial evidence of conduct consistent with the
allegations in the indictment, as well as more extensive misconduct as laid out in the
following Statement of Facts in Support of Alleged Violations related to violations of
federal laws and regulations, as well as ethical standards. Therefore, the 1SC is bringing
the charges described herein against Respondent, including those related to:

o Campaign Finance Laws and Regulations: excessive contributions from multiple
individuals and entities, corporate contributions, illegal conduit contributions, and
systemic reporting violations,

o Criminal Laws Implicated by Campaign Finance Misconduct: money laundering of
government funds improperly retained by Trinity Health Care Services, LLC, and
of illegal campaign contributions originating from Petrogaz-Haiti S.A., LLC, and
false statements on reports filed with the Federal Election Commission.

o Ethics in Government Act: failure to file, and knowing and willful filing of
inaccurate information on, required Financial Disclosure Statements,
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o Code of Ethics for Government Service: provision of special favors in connection
with government appropriations for community project funding requests, and
failure to uphold the laws and regulations of the United States.

o House Rule XXIV: defraying official costs relating to communications expenses
and services, and for franked communications, through the use of impermissible
voluntary services,

o House Rule XXIII: commingling personal and campaign funds, conduct that does
not reflect creditably upon the House, and conduct that does not adhere to the spirit
and/or letter of the Rules of the House and federal laws.

STATEMENT OF FACTS IN SUPPORT OF ALLEGED VIOLATIONS
UNSUCCESSFUL CONGRESSIONAL CAMPAIGNS

Prior to her election to Congress, Respondent unsuccessfully campaigned to serve as the
United States House Representative for Florida’s 20th congressional district (FL-20) in 2018
and 2020. During those campaign cycles, she struggled to raise enough funds to be
competitive, failed to file required reports with the Federal Election Commission (FEC), and
the reports she did file contain numerous inaccuracies. Respondent’s compliance failures
during those cycles were the subject of routine inquiries from the FEC but generally drew
little public attention.

A. 2018 Election
Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2018 election for FL-20 on May 23, 2018.

Respondent’s campaign committee, Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress, Inc., reported
to the FEC that during the 2017-2018 election cycle, the campaign committee received
$39,740.27 in total receipts, including $7,450.00 in loans from Respondent between July and
August 2018. Respondent’s campaign committee also reported that she did not receive any
loan repayments from the campaign.

On its Statement of Organization filed with the FEC, Respondent’s campaign reported having
an account at Financial Institution 5. Respondent did not produce records corresponding to a
campaign account from Financial Institution 5. Financial Institution 5 confirmed that
Respondent did not have a campaign account with Financial Institution 5, she only had a
personal account that was closed in 2020.

Respondent’s campaign did have an account at Financial Institution 1 during this period, and
some of the reported receipts and disbursements correspond to activity in that account. There
are, however, numerous discrepancies between the campaign’s bank account at Financial
Institution 1 and FEC reports for the cycle, and the campaign failed to file reports at all for
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several reporting periods. The FEC sent multiple Requests for Additional Information to the
campaign, but the campaign did not file any responses.

The ISC was unable to confirm the source of many of the campaign’s reported receipts during
this period. Bank records suggest that the reported loans from Respondent may have come
from cash deposits.

Respondent lost the 2018 FL-20 Democratic primary to the incumbent, Representative Alcee
Hastings, on August 28, 2018, by more than 47 percent of the vote,

B. 2020 Election

On October 10, 2019, Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy to run in the 2020 general
election.

Respondent’s campaign committee reported to the FEC that during the 2019-2020 election
cycle, the campaign committee received $69,835.47 in total receipts, including a $50,000.00
loan from Respondent on March 15, 2020. Respondent’s campaign committee also reported
she did not receive any loan repayments from the campaign.

Respondent’s campaign committee continued to report having an account at Financial
Institution 5 to the FEC but had in fact opened a new account at Financial Institution 1 for the
2020 election; some of the reported receipts and disbursements correspond to activity in that
account. There are, however, numerous discrepancies between the campaign’s bank account
at Financial Institution 1 and FEC reports for the cycle, and the campaign failed to file reports
at all for several reporting periods. The FEC sent multiple Requests for Additional
Information to the campaign, but the campaign did not file any responses.

. Bank records do not show a $50,000.00 transfer from Respondent’s personal funds on March

15, 2020, as was reported in the campaign’s FEC filings. Instead, bank records indicate that
Respondent received $50,000.00 from a bank account in the name of her husband’s law firm
at Financial Institution 8 on March 31, 2020 (the last day of the quarterly reporting period),
then transferred those funds to the campaign committee on the same date. On April 6, 2020,
a $50,000.00 cashier’s check from the campaign committee was deposited into Respondent’s
personal bank account at Financial Institution 2. On April 9, 2020, Respondent wrote a
$50,000.00 check to her husband from her personal bank account at Financial Institution 2,
which was deposited into a separate account for his law firm at Financial Institution 1. The
$50,000.00 contribution and repayment were not reported to the FEC.

Bank records indicate that Respondent received another $50,000.00 to her personal bank
account at Financial Institution 2 from her husband’s law firm’s account at Financial
Institution 1 on June 30, 2020. The same day, Respondent took out a $50,000.00 cashier’s
check from her account, which was then cashed by the campaign committee on July 1, 2020,
The $50,000.00 contribution was not reported to the FEC.

There is no limit on how much money a candidate can donate or loan to their own campaign,
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but those funds must be “personal funds” of the candidate. Personal funds are defined under
the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA) as the candidate’s income and assets to which the
candidate “had legal right of access to or control over” and “legal and rightful title or an
equitable interest.” Respondent is not a partner in her husband’s law firm and is not an
authorized user of the firm’s bank accounts. Respondent did not provide the ISC with any
information demonstrating her legal title to or interest in the funds held in the law firm’s
accounts.

Respondent’s husband testified that he was not aware of any limits on how much money he
could contribute to Respondent’s campaign and was not sure if he made any contributions
during the 2020 election.

Respondent again lost the 2020 FL-20 Democratic primary to the incumbent, Representative
Hastings, on August 18, 2020, by more than 38 percent of the vote.

FLORIDA DIVISION OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT CONTRACT
A. Awarding of Contract

Trinity Health Care Services, LLC, formerly Trinity Health Care Services, Inc., (Trinity) was
co-founded by Respondent’s mother and stepfather in 1994; they converted the corporation
to a Limited Liability Company (LLC) in 2016. Respondent has represented publicly and in
her Financial Disclosure Statements (FDs) filed with the House that she served as the Chief
Executive Officer (CEO) of Trinity from 2010 until she was sworn in to Congress on January
18, 2022.

. Essential Community Health Inc. (ECH) was incorporated by Respondent in Florida on

November 30, 2020. Respondent served as ECH’s registered agent, incorporator, and
President. The Articles of Incorporation state ECH was a “coalition of women dedicated to
combating health inequality through service and advocacy.” Despite publicly portraying itself
as a non-profit, ECH did not obtain tax-exempt status from the Internal Revenue Service.

. Respondent submitted a two-page proposal for ECH to join Florida’s COVID wvaccination

registration program via a letter to the then-Deputy Director of the Florida Division of
Emergency Management (FDEM), written on ECH letterhead and dated February 24, 2021
(ECH Letter). At that time, FDEM was seeking to deploy emergency funding to increase
vaccine registration in minority communities, through no-bid, noncompetitive contracting.

. The ECH Letter referenced a “partnership” with its “parent company Trinity Health Care

Services” and claimed that “[bJoth entities are owned and operated by black women and seat
more than 12 women of color on their board of directors.” The ECH Letter also claimed that
“[w]e have access to a diverse pool of 1200-2000 employees throughout Broward and Dade
Counties.” The ECH Letter was signed by Respondent in her capacity as “Co-Founder” of
ECH.

Two ECH board members, including the other co-founder, testified that they were unaware
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that ECH had engaged in any activities and testified that the characterization of ECH in the
letter to FDEM was not consistent with their understanding of the organization. ECH’s co-
founder testified, “[Respondent] said the [COVID] contracts were for Trinity” and had
“nothing to do with [ECH].”

The ECH Letter proposed a scope of work and rates for its employees, which were delineated
by employee title. The ECH Letter was digitally signed by the FDEM Deputy Director on
February 27, 2021, indicating that FDEM had accepted ECH’s proposed terms.

On March 4, 2021, Respondent sent an addendum to FDEM, this time on Trinity letterhead
and signed by her in her capacity as CEO of Trinity (Trinity Letter). The Trinity Letter
proposed the same scope of work as the ECH Letter, but the proposed rates of pay included
different employee titles, with some overlap, and generally higher rates of pay compared to
the ECH Letter.

The Trinity Letter was digitally signed by the FDEM Deputy Director on March 4, 2021,
indicating that FDEM had accepted Trinity’s addendum.

FDEM viewed ECH and Trinity as the same company. FDEM publicly reported only Trinity
as the vendor for all purchase orders related to the contract. Additionally, invoices sent to
FDEM were on Trinity letterhead and payments from FDEM were sent to a bank account
registered only in Trinity’s name.

ECH was administratively dissolved on September 24, 2021, because its annual report was
not filed.

B. Family Companies

A few days after Trinity’s addendum was accepted by FDEM in early March 2021, Trinity
opened a new account at Financial Institution 1 for receiving and processing FDEM payments.
Respondent and her brother were authorized signatories for the new Financial Institution 1
account, along with two other individuals.

Respondent and her two siblings each founded an LLC that same week.

a. SCM Consulting Group, LLC (SCM Consulting) was registered by Respondent on
March 12, 2021, to provide business and healthcare consulting. Respondent served
as SCM Consulting’s registered agent and sole manager, owning 100% of the
company.

b. The EC Firm LLC (EC Firm) was registered by Edwin Cherfilus, Respondent’s
brother, on March 11, 2021, to provide business consulting, Mr. Cherfilus was
listed on EC Firm’s founding documents, filed with the state of Florida, as its
registered agent and sole manager.

¢. A partnership agreement purportedly executed on March 10, 2021, states that

h
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Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus were “partners” in EC Firm and that “[p]rofits and
losses will be distributed to the partners according to their proportional interest in
the LLC.” The agreement does not explicitly delineate the ownership interest of
either partner, but Mr. Cherfilus testified that Respondent had a 50% ownership
interest until she was sworn into Congress in 2022, Under the partnership
agreement, Mr. Cherfilus served as the managing partner, had “the primary
responsibility for the management of the day-to-day operations of the LLC,” and
made the only initial capital contribution to EC Firm. Respondent asserts in her
FDs that she was a Member of EC Firm with a 50% ownership interest in 2021.

d. In 2022, Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus entered into a separation agreement,
effective January 1, 2022 (the Separation Agreement), which ended Respondent’s
50% ownership of the company.

e. MC Nursing Journey Consulting Firm LLC (MC Nursing) was registered by
Respondent’s sister on March 11, 2021,

Respondent was the CEO of Trinity and Mr. Cherfilus was the Vice President of Operations
at the time the FDEM contract was awarded. Mr. Cherfilus testified that neither he nor
Respondent had any ownership interest in Trinity.

C. FDEM Funds Received by Trinity

Over the course of its contract with FDEM, Trinity invoiced FDEM for services performed
and FDEM paid Trinity based on those invoices. Trinity received its first payment from
FDEM in April 2021.

Throughout 2021, FDEM mistakenly overpaid Trinity on several invoices, resulting in a total
overpayment amount of at least $5,778,316.45. The largest single overpayment to Trinity
was approximately $5,000,000.00 in connection with an invoice for $50,578.50. Instead of
sending Trinity the invoiced $50,578.50, FDEM erroneously sent Trinity a payment of
$5,057,850.00, which was 100 times the invoiced amount. This payment was deposited in
Trinity’s bank account on July 1, 2021.

Trinity received its last substantial payment from FDEM on September 29, 2021. Including
the overpayments, Trinity received $14,355,778.28 from FDEM over the course of the
contract.

Respondent produced an undated, unexecuted copy of a “Revenue Sharing Agreement”
between SCM Consulting, EC Firm, and MC Nursing in relation to the FDEM funds received
by Trinity; Trinity was not included as a party to this agreement. Mr. Cherfilus testified that
he worked with Respondent and Respondent’s sister to prepare the document at the beginning
of the FDEM contract, and that he believed an agreement was ultimately executed, although
he could not confirm whether the draft version produced to the ISC contained the terms as
executed. He further testified that Respondent had not decided to run for Congress at the time
the agreement was prepared, despite the fact that she had filed her Statement of Candidacy
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and explicitly communicated her intent to run in an email to him before Trinity even obtained
the FDEM contract.

. The version of the “Revenue Sharing Agreement” produced to the ISC appeared to be an

attachment to an email Respondent’s husband sent to Respondent on April 11, 2022, and
forwarded to Mr. Cherfilus the next day — more than a year after the contract was awarded,
while she was serving as a Member of Congress. The ISC received no records
contemporaneous to the FDEM contract relating to the “Revenue Sharing Agreement.”

The version of the agreement produced to the ISC indicates that Respondent, Mr. Cherfilus,
and Respondent’s sister each anticipated being allotted a share of the “revenue generated as a
result of the COVID 19 vaccination project after the payment of employee wages and
obligations™ in exchange for “provid[ing] staffing and other services exclusively for the
vaccination project” because “the staffing services required to perform the COVID 19
vaccination project exceed the services expected to be performed by Trinity Health Care
Services employees in its ordinary business operations.” Specifically, SCM Consulting would
receive 60 percent, EC Firm would receive 15 percent, and MC Nursing would receive 10
percent of the revenue. Mr, Cherfilus testified he “would assume [the remaining 15 percent]
would’ve been left with Trinity for my parents.”

The ISC did not receive evidence that SCM Consulting, EC Firm, or MC Nursing actually
provided staffing services to Trinity or had the capability to do so. No individuals were paid
for vaccination services by these companies on behalf of Trinity. Mr. Cherfilus testified that
EC Firm provided logistical support to Trinity, including “structur[ing] the billing process,
the training with FDEM, the supervision, going out into the field, talking to the commanders
on the base, what they needed, what needed to be done, and just relaying the information back
between the different parts.” He testified that, although he was the primary person to deposit
funds, decisions about the funds that Trinity received through the FDEM contract “would’ve
been through the company, through Trinity . . . meaning, it would be through Sheila.”

More than half of the funds that were received by Trinity pursuant to the FDEM contract were
disbursed to Respondent and her family members.

Trinity’s payroll records for the FDEM contract indicate that, in 2021, SCM Consulting was
paid $6,399,936.96; EC Firm received $800,894.91; MC Nursing received $74,000.00; and
Respondent was paid $111,720.00 directly. These internal records are inconsistent with
Trinity’s bank records.

According to bank records, SCM Consulting received $4,439,936.96; Respondent received
$2,297,360.00; EC Firm received $600,000.00; and Mr. Cherfilus received $219,494.91.
Respondent deposited some Trinity checks addressed to her into the SCM Consulting bank
account; similarly, Mr. Cherfilus deposited some Trinity checks made out to him into the EC
Firm bank account. Ultimately, in 2021, funds from Trinity accounted for nearly 85 percent
of the total income received by SCM Consulting and nearly 53 percent of the total income
received by EC Firm. That year, EC Firm also received approximately 43 percent of its total
income from SCM Consulting; the remaining incoming funds originated from Respondent’s
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campaign bank account and cash deposits.

Respondent asserted in her FDs that she had entered into “profit sharing”™ and/or “consulting”
agreements, either personally or through her company, SCM Consulting, pursuant to which
she was paid these funds by Trinity. Neither Trinity nor Respondent produced records
evidencing any such agreements or indicating Respondent was entitled to any FDEM funds
received by Trinity.

A substantial amount of the FDEM funds distributed by Trinity to Respondent, SCM
Consulting, and EC Firm went towards Respondent’s campaign. Respondent also used those
funds on luxury personal items, including jewelry from Tiffany’s, a Tesla, designer clothing,
high-end hotels, and a cruise.

On December 30, 2024, FDEM filed a civil lawsuit against Trinity seeking the return of
$5,778,316.45 in overpaid funds. This lawsuit was settled through mediation on April 9,
2025, Pursuant to the settlement, Trinity will repay $5,624,659.43 to FDEM over the next 15
years. Mr. Cherfilus testified that none of the individual companies that received funds from
the revenue sharing agreement, such as SCM Consulting, EC Firm, or MC Nursing, were
required to pay back funds as a result of the settlement. He further told the ISC that there had
not been “any discussion” about Respondent personally contributing funds to Trinity to enable
it to make the repayment. He also denied knowing about the overpayment until FDEM
contacted Trinity years later.

On November 19, 2025, an indictment was filed in the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Florida (the Indictment) charging Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus with
Conspiracy to Commit the Theft of Government Funds and Theft of Government Funds,
related to their use of “the stolen and converted $5,007,271.50” paid by FDEM for personal
use and for Respondent’s congressional campaign. They were also charged with Conspiracy
to Commit Money Laundering and eight counts of Money Laundering in connection with the
funds. Respondent has publicly maintained her innocence and is scheduled to be arraigned
on December 29, 2025,

2021-2022 ELECTION CYCLE CAMPAIGNS - 2022 SPECIAL ELECTION AND
2022 GENERAL ELECTION

A. General Timeline

On December 31, 2020, Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2022 general
election for FL-20. In April 2021, Representative Hastings, who held the FL-20 House seat
at that time, passed away. A special election was subsequently announced to fill his seat. On
June 2, 2021, Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the special election.

After a recount, Respondent was declared the winner of the Democratic primary for the
special election on November 13, 2021, receiving a total of five votes more than her leading
opponent in a crowded primary. Respondent won the special election on January 11, 2022,
and was sworn into Congress on January 18, 2022.
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On January 19, 2022, the day after she was sworn in for her first term, Respondent filed a
Statement of Candidacy for the 2022 general election. Respondent won the FL-20 Democratic
primary on August 23, 2022, by more than 35 percent of the vote and won reelection in the
2022 general election on November 8, 2022. Respondent began serving her second term in
Congress on January 3, 2023,

B. Respondent’s Loans to Her Campaigns

In 2021, Respondent and her campaign staff repeatedly touted her “self-funding” of her
campaign. For example, Respondent’s campaign manager publicly stated Respondent was
“self-funded” and “decided to put her hard-earned money into the race.” Other campaign
staff testified that the campaign was run on “a self-bought, unbossed” platform.

During the 2021-2022 election cycle, which encompassed both the 2022 special election and
the 2022 general election, Respondent’s campaign reported to the FEC that it had received a
total of $6,236,493.50 in loans from Respondent over 105 separate transactions.

During this election cycle, Respondent’s campaign utilized four different bank accounts at
Financial Institution 1. The signature cards for all four bank accounts show Respondent and
Mr. Cherfilus as authorized signatories; the campaign treasurer listed on the campaign’s FEC
filings was not a signatory on any of the accounts.

Campaign bank records indicate that Respondent’s FEC reports for this cycle misreport
several contributions or loans from Respondent, including reporting loans that did not exist,
misstating the amount or date of loans, and failing to report contributions from Respondent.

In total, campaign bank records show that Respondent actually paid her campaign
$6,006,325.39 over the course of 99 separate transactions. The funds used to make those
loans or contributions came directly from (1) a personal bank account for Respondent at
Financial Institution 2; (2) SCM Consulting’s bank account at Financial Institution 1; and (3)
a joint bank account for Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus at Financial Institution 1 (Joint
Account).

Nearly every substantial transaction paid to the campaign, or for the benefit of the campaign,
from Respondent’s bank accounts was preceded by a transaction from Trinity providing funds
to that account. For example, Trinity wired $2,000,000.00 to Respondent’s personal account
at Financial Institution 2 on June 23, 2021, and Respondent transferred $2,000,000.00 to the
campaign committee the next day.

Campaign bank records further show that some of the reported loans did not come from a
personal bank account of Respondent or through her single-member LLC, SCM Consulting.
Instead, $392,368.38 came from a bank account in the name of EC Firm at Financial
Institution 1, including $10,000.00 after Respondent had separated from EC Firm;
$198,828.00 also came directly from Trinity’s bank account at Financial Institution 1.
Respondent was not an authorized user on EC Firm’s bank account when she was a co-owner
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of the company, and she did not have an ownership interest in Trintiy.
i. Loans Reported by the Campaign

Respondent’s campaign committee reported to the FEC that Respondent lent $6,236,493.50
to her campaigns over the course of 105 separate loans during the 2021-2022 election cycle.
Specifically, the campaign reported that between June 2, 2021 (the date Respondent declared
her candidacy for the special election campaign), and January 11, 2022 (the date she won the
special election), Respondent lent her campaign $4,684,558.50; two loans, totaling
$10,000.00, were also reported as being made in May 2021. The campaign further reported
that Respondent lent her 2022 re-election campaign $1,541,935.00.

Out of the 105 loans that Respondent’s campaign reported, only 86 loans totaling
$4,548 605.84 matched dates and amounts in the bank records. However, the source accounts
of these funds varied and included not only Respondent’s personal bank accounts and her
single-member LLC’s account, but also the Joint Account, company accounts for EC Firm
and Trinity, and cash deposits.

The majority of the remaining loans were reported inaccurately, either due to discrepancies
with the date or amount of the loan, or in some cases, because they do not exist.

At least $18,000.00 of the loans that Respondent’s campaign has continuously reported do
not appear to have been made at all.

Additionally, in several instances, a reported “loan” was a transfer from one campaign bank
account to another, accounting for $475,000.00 of the reported loans; the funds for those
transfers appear to have originated from a single unreported contribution that Respondent
made in September 2021.

Respondent, and those working under her supervision, understood that some of the loans from
Respondent were never intended to be used by the campaign, but were instead a way to bolster
the campaign’s reported fundraising.

Respondent made transfers to her campaign at or near the end of FEC reporting periods,
enabling the campaign to report higher cash-on-hand numbers, and in some instances, the
campaign returned the loans to Respondent within approximately a week. For example,
Respondent made a $2,000,000.00 campaign loan on June 24, 2021 (one week before the end
of the quarterly reporting period), and the campaign repaid $1,980,000.00 on July 2, 2021;
similarly, a loan reported as being made on March 31, 2022, for $400,000.00 (the last day of
the quarterly reporting period), which was received by the campaign on April 1, was repaid
on April 4,2022. As discussed further below, the $400,000.00 repayment was also not initially
reported on Schedule C (Loan Information) of the related FEC filing,

Before the $2,000,000.00 loan was transmitted to the campaign on June 24, 2021, Respondent
texted Hector Roos, a senior campaign advisor, regarding potential loans to her campaign,
On June 11, 2021, Mr. Roos texted Respondent, “I think $100k by end of month is a
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reasonable goal. . . . As for how much to loan, I think as much as you’re comfortable with,”
Respondent stated, “Goal is 2 million at least 1.5.” Later, she replied, “I am not planning on
using that amount just leveraging. . . . I think that is a good idea.” Mr. Roos responded,
“Indeed. But nobody has to know that.” Respondent simply replied, “Yes.”

On April 1, 2022, campaign staff exchanged messages about the finances of one of
Respondent’s primary challengers in the 2022 re-election campaign. Respondent’s senior
campaign staffer and current District Chief of Staff, Nadege LeBlanc, stated, “[s]o April 15
everyone will see he has more money than us.” Respondent’s senior campaign advisor,
Individual 1, responded, “[n]o we are reporting more than a million dollars (long story not
getting into it by text).” When asked what the “long story” was, Individual 1 testified
“[Respondent] put a million dollars into the account right before the deadline and then took
the money back out, I think, the next day.” He testified that he was aware of the plan to put
money in and then take it back out because “[Respondent] told me she was going to do it.”

The original April 2022 quarterly report filed by Respondent’s campaign with the FEC
showed $1,675,609.43 cash on hand at the end of the reporting period, including the
$400,000.00 loan from Respondent reported on March 31, 2022, described above. On
September 16, 2022, roughly three weeks after the primary election, Respondent’s campaign
amended multiple reports, including the April 2022 quarterly report, in part to “[d]elete[] 4
incorrect duplicate loans of $341,000 [totaling $1,364,000.00]" that were regularly reflected
on the campaign’s reports since prior to the 2021 special election. The “duplicate loans™ were
identified after the campaign received a Reason to Believe letter from the FEC. With the
$1,364,000.00 in incorrectly reported loans deleted and other miscellaneous amendments, the
ending cash on hand in its April 2022 quarterly report was then stated to be $377,609.43. The
campaign amended the reported cash on hand in its April 2022 quarterly report again on
November 7, 2022, the day before the general election, to $396,402.99.

Campaign bank records show that the campaign in fact had only $27,300.93 as of the end of
the reporting period covered by the April 2022 quarterly report. The primary challenger’s
original April 2022 quarterly reported filed with the FEC showed $208,236.09 cash on hand
at the end of the reporting period.

ii. Contributions Not Reported by the Campaign

Respondent’s campaign bank account records show that during the 2021-2022 election cycle,
Respondent’s campaign received eight payments totaling $1,001,828.00 from bank accounts
controlled by Respondent or her family members that were not reported to the FEC.

Between June 1, 2021 (the date Respondent declared her candidacy for the special election
campaign) and January 11, 2022 (the date she won the special election), Respondent’s
campaign received $88,828.00 in unreported payments from Trinity and $870,000,00 from
the Joint Account. Respondent’s 2022 re-election campaign received $10,000.00 in
unreported payments from EC Firm and $33,000.00 from the Joint Account.

Respondent also paid for over $100,000.00 in campaign costs directly from her personal and
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SCM Consulting’s bank accounts, including digital ads, consulting expenses, rent, and various
vendor payments, without reporting those payments as loans or in-kind expenditures. For
example, SCM Consulting paid $15,000.00 for the campaign’s rent, over $94,000.00 on social
media, and over $28,000.00 to a political consulting firm.

Respondent, through her personal accounts and her SCM Consulting account, made hundreds
of thousands of dollars in payments to outside organizations that were then used for the benefit
of her campaign, including Leadership in Action PAC (LIA) and Truth & Justice, Inc. (T&J).

C. Campaign’s Repayment of Respondent’s Loans

Respondent’s campaign committee reported to the FEC that during the 2021-2022 election
cycle, Respondent’s campaign made a total of $2,489,568.50 in loan repayments to
Respondent over the course of 11 repayments. Campaign bank records show Respondent
actually received at least $2,807,222.51 from the campaign over 20 payments. Two checks
made out to cash, totaling $39,568.50, were also reported as loan repayments to Respondent.

Campaign bank records show that the reported loan repayments, as well as the unreported
transfers from the campaign to Respondent, were directed to five bank accounts: (1)
Respondent’s personal account at Financial Institution 1; (2) Respondent’s personal account
at Financial Institution 2; (3) SCM Consulting’s account at Financial Institution 1; (4) EC
Firm’s account at Financial Institution 1; and (5) the Joint Account at Financial Institution 1.

i. Repayments Reported by the Campaign

Respondent’s campaign committee reported making a total of $2,489,568.50 in loan
repayments to Respondent over the course of 11 repayments in the 2021-2022 election cycle.
Specifically, the campaign reported to the FEC that between June 1, 2021 (the date
Respondent declared her candidacy for the special election campaign), and January 11, 2022
(the date she won the special election), Respondent’s campaign repaid her $2,019,568.50 over
three payments. The campaign further reported that Respondent’s campaign repaid her
$470,000.00 during the 2022 re-election campaign over eight payments.

Out of the 11 loan repayments that Respondent’s campaign reported, eight payments totaling
$2,449,000.00 matched dates and amounts in the bank records. However, the recipient
accounts for these funds varied.

Two additional reported loan repayments correspond to checks made out to cash, one on July
2, 2021 for $20,000.00, and another on September 23, 2021, for $19,568.50.

ii.  Payments to Respondent Not Reported by the Campaign
Bank records for the campaign’s accounts reveal that during the 2021-2022 election cycle,

Respondent’s campaign made at least 10 additional payments to Respondent, totaling
$322,928.00.
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74. Additionally, a reported loan repayment of $1,000.00 on October 21, 2022, was in fact a

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

$10,000.00 payment.

iii. Recipient Accounts for Campaign Payments to Respondent (Reported
and Unreported)

Respondent’s campaign made 20 payments totaling $2,807,222.51 to four bank accounts
associated with Respondent: (1) Respondent’s personal account at Financial Institution 2; (2)
SCM Consulting’s bank account at Financial Institution 1; (3) EC Firm’s bank account at
Financial Institution 1; and (4) the Joint Account at Financial Institution 1.

Owner of Bank Account Amount Received from
Campaign Bank Account
Respondent $2,087.100.00
Joint Account $586,000.00
EC Firm $35,294 .51
SCM Consulting $98,828.00

Respondent’s campaign reported a payment to EC Firm on June 3, 2021, for $25,294 51 as a
disbursement for “signs.” The funds were transferred from the campaign to EC Firm, which
then wrote a $10,000.00 check to cash the same day. Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus did not
produce records showing that EC Firm made signs on behalf of the campaign. Mr. Cherfilus
informed the Office of Congressional Conduct (OCC), formerly the Office of Congressional
Ethics, that this amount was “initially withdrawn from [Respondent’s] corporate equity
account for the campaign. However, the Candidate opted to return the funds back to her
equity account with [EC Firm].” No contribution or loan originating from Respondent was
reported to the FEC in this amount prior to the disbursement. In testimony, Mr. Cherfilus
stated that he “did not know” if the notation for “signs” was accurate but stated that he had
“done signs for [Respondent’s campaign] through EC Firm.” This amount is included in the
total payments to EC Firm above.

The bank records for Respondent’s campaign show $39,568.50 in cash withdrawals that were
reported to the FEC as loan repayments.

Bank records show an additional $3,126.48 in cash withdrawals, some of which were reported
to the FEC as wage payments to family members, and others which were not reported at all.

During the 2021-2022 election cycle, Respondent also withdrew hundreds of thousands of
dollars in cash from her personal and business accounts. The ISC was unable to determine
how much of these cash withdrawals were ultimately used for the benefit of the campaign or
for personal expenses.

D. Improper Individual Campaign Contributions

During the 2021-2022 election cycle, the maximum donation an individual donor (other than
Respondent) could make to Respondent’s campaign was $2,900.00 per election. The limits
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apply to all types of contributions, including in-kind contributions. The FEC’s website further
elaborates on in-kind contributions:

Goods or services offered free or at less than the usual charge result in an
in-kind contribution. Similarly, when a person pays for goods or services
on the committee’s behalf, the payment is an in-kind contribution. An
expenditure made by any person in cooperation, consultation or concert
with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate’s campaign is also
considered an in-kind contribution to the candidate.

i. Edwin Cherfilus

81. On June 3, 2021, Respondent’s campaign reported receiving a $5,800.00 contribution from
Mr. Cherfilus for the primary and general elections. This contribution was corroborated by
the campaign’s bank records.

82.

83.

During the 2021-2022 election cycle, Mr. Cherfilus acted as the campaign’s finance director.
He “oversaw all the money” for the campaign and was closely involved in the campaign’s
day-to-day operations.

On several occasions, Mr. Cherfilus made payments to outside organizations that used those
funds to make payments on behalf of Respondent’s campaign. For example:

a.

On November 2, 2021, and December 21, 2021, Mr. Cherfilus made two payments
totaling $91,865.00 from his personal checking account at Financial Institution 3 to
National Haitian American Elected Officials Network Progressive Political Action
Committee (NHAEON PAC). Although Mr. Cherfilus denied knowing that
NHAEON PAC used the funds he supplied for Respondent’s campaign, records
show that NHAEON PAC’s chairman communicated with Mr. Cherfilus directly
about spending on media buys and events in support of Respondent’s campaign, as
described below.

Mr. Cherfilus indirectly contributed to LIA, a state PAC controlled by
Respondent’s senior campaign advisor, Individual 1. On January 19, 2022, Mr.
Cherfilus sent $2,500.00 from his personal checking account at Financial Institution
3 to the chairperson of LIA. The same day, the chairperson of LIA contributed
$2,500.00 to LIA; LIA reported the contribution as from the chairperson. As
described below, LIA frequently made payments to vendors on behalf of
Respondent’s campaign.

On July 21, 2022, Mr. Cherfilus paid $40,000.00 from his personal checking
account at Financial Institution 3 to Haitian American Votes PAC (HAV PAC), as
described below.

84. Mr. Cherfilus also caused the transfer of large sums to the campaign through EC Firm, both
during and after the time that Respondent claimed to have a partnership interest in the firm,
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EC Firm received $600,000.00 from Trinity in 2021; Mr. Cherfilus also deposited
$219,494.91 in checks made out to himself in EC Firm’s bank account. EC Firm gave
$382,368.38 to Respondent’s campaign in 2021, which Respondent either did not report, or
reported as personal campaign loans. Without the money from Trinity, EC Firm would not
have had sufficient funds to make those payments to the campaign.

On May 11, 2022, EC Firm transferred $10,000.00 to the campaign, more than five months

after Respondent executed the Separation Agreement. This payment was not reported to the
FEC.

Mr. Cherfilus also paid campaign staff and vendors for campaign services using his personal
funds and EC Firm funds. Those payments were not reported to the FEC as in-kind
contributions and the value of the payments far exceeded the contribution limit for individuals.

For example, on June 7, 2022, Mr. Cherfilus paid $1,550.00 from his personal checking
account at Financial Institution 3 to a design vendor frequently contracted by the campaign.
This amount matched a June 3, 2022, invoice from the vendor to the campaign for items
including “Door Hanger Design” and “Campaign Logo Re-design.” The vendor sent the
receipt for the payment to Mr. Cherfilus’ campaign email address. The campaign did not
report this payment to the FEC.

One individual was paid $42,700.00 as an employee of EC Firm. However, that individual’s
work at EC Firm involved work for the campaign, including debate preparation and drafting
responses to letters written to Respondent. The ISC was unable to determine how much of
these payments from EC Firm were attributable to work performed on behalf of Respondent’s
campaign versus any services EC Firm may have provided other “clients.” The employee
testified that his work at EC Firm involved “research” on “projects [Mr. Cherfilus] had [him]
looking into.”

ii. Respondent's Sister and Nadege LeBlanc

Respondent’s sister received $65,157.37 from Trinity in 2021; her company, MC Nursing,
received $74,000.00.

Ms. LeBlanc received $357,797.78 directly from Trinity in 2021, including an August 2021
payment for $334,757.78 for “project payment.” She also received $32,640.00 from Trinity
in 2021 through her company, Finance & Fitness Consulting, LLC.

Ms, LeBlanc did not answer questions from the ISC about her payments from Trinity or her
contributions to the campaign, asserting her Fifth Amendment right against self-
incrimination.

Respondent’s sister produced documents in response to a Request for Information. The ISC
requested she participate in a voluntary interview, but she declined. Respondent’s sister failed
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to respond to the ISC’s inquiry as to whether she would assert her Fifth Amendment right
against self-incrimination if served with a subpoena.

FECA strictly prohibits contributions made by one person in the name of another. If a
campaign committee discovers that contributions it received were made in the name of
another, it must refund the money to the original source of funds if the identity of that source
is known or otherwise disgorge the funds.

Respondent stated in a June 28, 2021, text message to her campaign treasurer, “[t]he max is
2 checks of 2900. That is why [Respondent’s sister] had to give money to Nadege for her to
make another donation.”

Bank records show that Respondent’s sister’s personal bank account at Financial Institution
4 received $50,000.00 from Trinity on June 25, 2021. The same day, she withdrew
$30,000.00 in cash and a few days later, on June 28, 2021, she withdrew another $6,000.00
in cash.

Also on June 28, 2021, Ms. LeBlanc deposited $3,900.00 in cash to her personal bank account
at Banking Institution 4; the next day, June 29, 2021, Ms. LeBlanc made a $2,900 cash
deposit. On June 30, 2021, Ms. LeBlanc made out two checks for $2,900.00 to Respondent’s
campaign,

On June 30, 2021, Respondent’s campaign deposited a $2,800.00 check from Respondent’s
sister and two checks from Ms. LeBlanc totaling $5,800.00.

Respondent’s campaign committee improperly reported receiving two contributions from
Respondent’s sister on June 30, 2021, totaling $5,300.00 and a $2,500.00 contribution on July
15, 2021 (which, if accurate, would exceed contribution limits), as well as two contributions
from Ms. LeBlanc on June 25, 2021, totaling $5,800.00.

100.0n September 1, 2021, Ms. LeBlanc’s company, Finance & Fitness Consulting, LLC received

$10,000.00 from SCM Consulting. This is the only payment Finance & Fitness Consulting,
LLC received from SCM Consulting, The ISC received no evidence that Finance & Fitness
Consulting, LLC performed any services for SCM Consulting or was otherwise owed these
funds,

101. Two days later, on September 3, 2021, Fitness & Finance Consulting, LLC contributed

$10,000.00 to NHAEON PAC. The funds were used by NHAEON PAC to pay expenses on
behalf of Respondent’s campaign, including payments to radio stations.

102.The Indictment charged Respondent and Ms. LeBlanc with conspiring to and making and

receiving straw donor contributions. Respondent has generally denied the charges in public;
the ISC is not aware of any statements by Ms. LeBlanc regarding the charges, but she has
entered a not guilty plea.

103.0n January 10, 2022, Respondent’s sister, through her single-member LLC, MC Nursing,
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contributed $20,000.00 to NHAEON PAC from MC Nursing’s account at Financial
Institution 1. On January 12, 2022, MC Nursing contributed $60,000.00 to the National
Haitian American Elected Officials Network (NHAEON), a non-profit organization, with the
wire memo “4DC Reception.” The funds were used to pay for expenses related to the
campaign and for a pre-swearing-in event hosted by NHAEON in coordination with
Respondent on January 13, 2022, described below.

E. Improper Corporate Campaign Contributions
i. Trinity
104. Trinity contributed $198,828.00 directly to Respondent’s campaign.

105.Trinity also indirectly funded Respondent’s campaign through large disbursements to
Respondent personally, as well as to SCM Consulting, EC Firm, and the Joint Account, which
were later loaned or given to the campaign. This funding was almost entirely from Trinity’s
FDEM funds, including the overpayments to which Trinity did not have a valid legal claim,

106.In total, at least $3,600,000.00 of the funds paid to Trinity pursuant to the FDEM contract
made its way into Respondent’s campaign for at least some period of time.

107.The ISC provided Trinity and Respondent with numerous chances to explain whether those
were funds Respondent had a legal right to, but neither party provided any such explanation.
The ISC uncovered no agreement between Trinity and Respondent, or any entity associated
with Respondent, or any other evidence demonstrating that Respondent was in fact entitled to
these funds.

ii. Leadership in Action PAC

108.LIA was a state PAC established by Individual 1 in 2019. Although LIA had a named
treasurer and chairperson, Individual 1 was the executive director of the organization and
controlled LIA.

109.Individual 1 was a senior advisor on Respondent’s campaign. Multiple campaign staffers
referred to him as the campaign manager and reported to him. The actual campaign manager
for the 2021 special election testified that Individual 1 was much more involved in the
decision making for the campaign than he was. Individual 1 and the campaign closely
coordinated communications and spending with LIA.

110.In 2021, LIA received just under $303,000.00 in contributions, nearly all of which was funded
by SCM Consulting. Between May 3, 2021, and November 12, 2021, LIA reported to the
state of Florida that it had received $269,424.69 from SCM Consulting.

111.LIA in fact received $231,995.61 from SCM Consulting. This amount includes a check for
$9,552.56 on June 7, 2021, that was not reported to the Florida Division of Elections.
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112.1In two checks from SCM Consulting to LIA dated March 14, 2021, and May 21, 2021, totaling
$6,377.36, the memo lines stated, “office items” and “office supplies,” respectively; in
another check for $4,400.00 dated July 1, 2021, the memo line stated, “consulting.”

113.0f the funds reportedly from SCM Consulting, $25,726.64 actually came from EC Firm:
$7,056.64 on June 18, 2021, and $18,670.00 on July 20, 2021.

114.LIA also reported receiving $12,425.00 from SCM Consulting on July 28, 2021. LIA did
receive $12,425.00 on July 28, 2021, but the money came from Respondent’s principal
campaign committee. These funds were refunded to the campaign on August 12, 2021, after
LIA received $12,425.00 from SCM Consulting on August 10, 2021.

115.From May to November 2021, SCM Consulting sent over 20 separate payments to Individual
1 for irregular amounts ranging from $2,616.04 to $15,621.00.

116. According to bank records, from 2021 through 2022, LIA paid more than a dozen vendors
and individuals who worked for Respondent’s campaign, often shortly after receiving funds
from SCM Consulting.

117.Many of those payments appear to have been explicitly for the benefit of Respondent’s
campaign, including payments for the campaign’s rent from November 2022 through March
2023, as well as checks to campaign vendors with memo lines citing invoices billed to
Respondent’s campaign.

118.For example, on July 26, 2022, Individual 2, a supporter of Respondent’s campaign and then-
chairman of NHAEON PAC and HAV PAC, placed a $5,000.00 ad buy with a vendor, stating
in his correspondence, “[This is directly from her campaign!” The vendor sent a $5,000.00
invoice to Individual 2 for “Campaign to re-elect Sheila C.McCor. ¢/o [Individual 2]” the next
day. On October 24, 2022, LIA paid this invoice and noted in the check memo, “Inv SCMO01,”
which corresponds to the invoice number from the vendor.

119. After nearly every check from SCM Consulting was deposited, Individual 1 withdrew at least
$1,000.00 in cash from an ATM within a few days.

120.Separate from frequent cash withdrawals, Individual 1 also directly received over
$140,000.00 from LIA in 2021, which amounted to over one third of his total earnings from
LIA from 2019 through 2023. He was never paid directly by Respondent’s campaign.
Individual 1 testified, “I literally did obviously get compensated but not from [Respondent].
I never made money from the government. I never got paid by the campaign.”

121.Individual 1 denied that payments from SCM Consulting to LIA were for his work on
Respondent’s campaign and described them as “donations.” When asked about some of the
specific checks from SCM Consulting, including checks for odd amounts with references such
as “office items” in the memo, Individual 1 maintained that those were merely donations
unrelated to Respondent’s campaign.
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122.In text messages between Respondent and Mr. Roos exchanged on May 3, 2021, Mr. Roos
explicitly described $11,500.00 paid from SCM Consulting to LIA as for “[Individual 1]
reimbursement” and “[Individual 1] May payment.”

123.Individual 1 testified that some of the specific payments that LIA made to vendors and
individuals who worked for Respondent’s campaign were related to other South Florida
campaigns. According to Individual 1, he had an agreement with Respondent that he “would
do work in the community that would help her campaign,” rather than work specifically for
the campaign. He could not explain why some checks to vendors included references to
Respondent or her campaign in the memo lines, Ultimately, when asked whether he ever used
funds from LIA or T&J to pay a campaign vendor for work done for Respondent, he
responded, “T honestly don’t know. But I'm going to also at that same time invoke my Fifth
Amendment privilege against self-incrimination and respectfully decline to answer your
question.”

124.1In its first Referral to the Committee, a copy of which was provided to Respondent on
September 25, 2024, OCC found that “Leadership in Action PAC provided goods and services
in connection with Rep. Cherfilus-McCormick’s political campaigns™ and that Respondent’s
“payments to Leadership in Action PAC were likely contributions to her campaign.”
Respondent was invited to provide a response to OCC’s Referral; her then-counsel submitted
the following response on her behalf:

Representative Cherfilus-McCormick does not dispute that Leadership in
Action may have made expenditures supportive of her campaign with the
funds she provided it. She made disbursements to Leadership in Action,
understanding that she was providing it with funds that would be used to
advance her campaign and others on the ticket. She did so with funds
eligible for use in her campaign, and she understood that the payments
would be handled and reported correctly. It should be noted that FEC
regulation in this area is underdeveloped and when work with allied groups
becomes a contribution is not well marked.

Both contributions to and expenditures by Leadership in Action were
publicly disclosed, as is required by Florida election law. If upon review
any campaign expenditures made by Leadership in Action were sufficiently
coordinated that they should have been reported as contributions to or
expenditures of Sheila Cherfilus McCormick for Congress, the campaign is
prepared to make the necessary corrections.

iii. NHAEON
125.NHAEON describes itself as “a 501c3 non-partisan organization that engages in the
education, empowerment, and political process, amplifying the voice of the Haitian-American

community.” Individual 2 was formerly the chairman of NHAEON.,

126.Respondent’s campaign coordinated with NHAEON to organize the Pre-Swearing-In Event



38

held for Respondent on January 13, 2022, at the International Spy Museum in Washington,
D.C. Campaign staff and Individual 2 corresponded regarding the details of the event,
including the budget. NHAEON also paid $1,877.69 for a video to be made commemorating
the event, portions of which Respondent uses on her campaign website.

127.Individual 2 testified that Respondent requested his assistance in organizing this event to
“make it bigger.” He further stated that Respondent was “specific” and “detailed” in what
she wanted for the event. Invitees included “[Respondent’s family], elected officials from
NHAEON, and . . . professionals within her circle.” The cost for the event exceeded
$60,000.00, which Individual 2 testified was primarily funded by Respondent, through
payments to NHAEON, which in turn paid vendors. In contrast, Mr. Cherfilus testified that
NHAEON organized the event, “pretty much ran it themselves,” and that NHAEON paid for
the event, although he could not recall why NHAEON sought reimbursement for related
expenses.

1. NHAEON Progressive Political Action Commititee

128 NHAEON PAC was registered as a state political committee in Florida by Individual 2 on
October 2, 2020. NHAEON PAC was not registered as a federal political committee with the
FEC.

129.1n late 2021 and early 2022, NHAEON PAC coordinated with Respondent and individuals
associated with her campaign on media buys.

130.0n November 1, 2021, Individual 2 emailed Mr. Cherfilus, copying Respondent, attaching
information about media buys, and including a breakdown of $16,865.00 in expenses for radio
appearances and related expenses. The next day, Mr. Cherfilus wired $41,865.00 from his
personal checking account at Financial Institution 3 to NHAEON PAC’s account.

131.NHAEON PAC then made the media expenditures as detailed in the document sent to
Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus. For example, one listed expense was a $750.00 payment to a
radio personality for “Various Stations Speaking on behalf of NHAEON for Sheila.”
NHAEON PAC made the disbursement to that individual in that amount on November 9,
2021, and reported the expenditure as “advertising” in its state campaign finance disclosures.

132.1In the following weeks, NHAEON PAC continued to make additional expenditures for the
benefit of Respondent’s campaign. Some of those expenditures were made by check; six
checks to vendors, totaling $4,000.00, contained the memo, “12/16/21-Promotion of Sheila
S. [sic] McCormick.”

133.0n December 14, 2021, Individual 2 emailed Respondent and her brother wiring information
for NHAEON and NHAEON PAC. The same day, Respondent’s campaign transferred
$28,000.00 to the Joint Account, which then wired $28,000.00 to NHAEON PAC. These
funds were used to pay expenses related to the Pre-Swearing-In Event. Respondent’s
campaign did not report this disbursement to the FEC.

20
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134,0n December 20, 2021, Individual 2 emailed Mr, Cherfilus, copying Respondent, noting that
he thought he had sent the “Radio Recommended Budget” the prior week, and attaching a
spreadsheet listing $50,000.00 in “Haitian Radio/Outreach” costs under the heading “January
11, 2022 General Election Expenses.” On December 21, 2021, Mr. Cherfilus wired
$50,000.00 to NHAEON PAC from his personal checking account at Financial Institution 3.

135.NHAEON and NHAEON PAC continued to invoice Mr. Cherfilus for costs related to
Respondent’s campaign in 2022. For example, on January 10, 2022, Individual 2 emailed
Mr. Cherfilus an invoice from NHAEON totaling $60,027.00, representing individual
invoices from multiple vendors addressed to NHAEON for expenses related to the Pre-
Swearing-In Event. On February 8, 2022, NHAEON PAC sent a separate invoice to Mr.
Cherfilus, also dated January 10, 2022, totaling $19,966.80 for three items: $18,441.80
“reimbursement” for a 37,000-piece mailer, $525.00 for graphic design for “SCM MAILER,”
and an additional $1,000.00 for services from a Haitian-American media company. Records
indicate that the $18,441.80 mailing charge was for a payment made to a campaign vendor
for mailers that were coordinated by the campaign’s senior advisor, Individual 1, and
Individual 2 for the benefit of Respondent’s campaign.

136.0n January 12, 2022, Respondent’s sister wired $60,000.00 to NHAEON from MC Nursing
with the memo line “4DC Reception.” On January 20, 2022, NHAEON sent Mr. Cherfilus a
receipt dated January 12, 2022, for $60,027.00. When sending the outstanding $19,966.80
invoice to Mr. Cherfilus on February 8, 2022, Individual 2 stated, “[T]his is the balance for
the PAC remember [Respondent’s sister] had only deposited the $60k into the NHAEON
account. Thanks!”

2. Haitian American Votes PAC

137.HAV PAC was registered as a “hybrid” federal political action committee with the FEC in
June 2022, Individual 2 served as HAV PAC’s chairman.

138.Mr. Chertfilus coordinated campaign advertising with Individual 2. Individual 2 emailed Mr.
Cherfilus spreadsheets with media placements and the costs, which were then reimbursed by
Mr. Cherfilus.

139.0n July 21, 2022, Mr. Cherfilus wired $40,000.00 to HAV PAC from his personal checking
account at Financial Institution 3. Mr. Cherfilus informed OCC that this was “a personal
contribution to an organization that advocates for Mr. Cherfilus’ interests as a Haitian
American.” HAV PAC reported the $40,000.00 as a contribution to the FEC. Documentary
evidence suggests that this payment was for Respondent’s campaign. On July 22, 2022,
Individual 2 sent Mr. Cherfilus a spreadsheet titled “Revised HA[V] PAC for Sheila
McCormick Buy 22.xlsx.” listing media placements in FL-20 between July 4 and July 22,
2022, totaling $40,000.00. Between July 22 and July 28, 2022, HAV PAC wrote at least 23
checks totaling more than $20,000.00, which directly corresponded to the spreadsheet in both
recipient and amount. Although the memo line is blank on most of these checks, the memo
on one of them provides “Campaign for Sheila — 2022 Individual 2 testified that the purpose
of Mr. Cherfilus’ contribution was for Respondent’s campaign advertising.
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140.HAV PAC reported making a total of $65,290.00 in disbursements from July 22, 2022,
through September 27, 2022, to the FEC; each of those 42 disbursements were listed as
“independent expenditures” representing “support” for candidate “McCormick, Sheila
Cherfilus.” The descriptions for all but four of the disbursements were for radio and
advertising.

141.HAV PAC held a post-swearing-in event “in honor of” Respondent on January 4, 2023, at
Union Station in Washington, D.C. The event flyer did not indicate that HAV PAC was
hosting, but Individual 2 informed guests the event was hosted by HAV PAC.

142.0n December 13, 2022, a Florida-based corporation, Petrogaz-Haiti, S.A., LLC (Petrogaz-
Haiti) wired $40,000.00 to HAV PAC’s checking account. Individual 2 testified that this
contribution was for HAV PAC’s swearing-in event in Respondent’s honor in January 2023
and that the wife of Petrogaz-Haiti’s owner stayed in the “host hotel” during the event. He
also testified that the owner of Petrogaz-Haiti’s wife “talked about [] support[ing]
[Respondent’s campaign] financially.”

143. Between December 15, 2022, and December 21, 2022, HAV PAC made three payments by
wire to vendors for the swearing in event, totaling $39,234.10. From December 13, 2022,
through December 28, 2022, Petrogaz-Haiti was the lone depositor to HAV PAC’s checking
account, and HAV PAC could not have paid the vendors without these funds.

iv. Human Scale Strategies LLC and American Integrity FFoundation, Inc.

144 Human Scale Strategies LLC (HSS) was registered by Mr. Roos, a senior campaign advisor,
on September 16, 2019.

145.Mr. Roos provided services to the campaign, including “work[ing] closely with the Federal
Elections [sic] Commission on campaign finance filings, responsives [sic], audits that were
complicated by the complicated bookkeeping methods™ and “provid[ing] bookkeeping and
compliance services towards fundraising goals to the campaign both with and through the
Leadership PAC.”

146.Mr. Roos failed to comply with multiple subpoenas from the ISC.

147 HSS held an account at Financial Institution 6. Mr. Roos was the only individual authorized
to access that account.

148.From May 2021 through August 2022, HSS’s bank account at Financial Institution 6 received
over $30,000.00 from Respondent’s campaign, EC Firm, and other individuals and entities
associated with Respondent.

149 Mr. Roos paid campaign vendors from the HSS bank account, on behalf of the campaign, on

at least one occasion. For example, on September 22, 2021, HSS wrote a check for $5,000.00
to a vendor with the memo line, “Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick.” The vendor testified that the
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check was for work performed for Respondent’s campaign.

150.From February 2021 through December 2022, an additional $90,900.00 was transferred to
HSS’s bank account from another company associated with Mr. Roos, American Integrity
Foundation, Inc. (AIF).

151.From May through November 2021, AIF’s bank account at Financial Institution 6 received
nearly $40,000.00 from SCM Consulting. These payments appear to be payments to Mr.
Roos for campaign services.

152.1In a text chain with Respondent, Mr. Roos indicated that the funds from SCM Consulting to
AIF were for his work on her campaign. For example, on May 3, 2021, Mr. Roos instructed
Respondent to wire AIF $6,750.00, reflecting “Hector April payment” and “Hector May
payment.” He further instructed Respondent, “This is not to be paid from the campaign
account.” Respondent made the requested payment from SCM Consulting to AIF the same
day. Some subsequent checks from SCM Consulting to AIF indicated additional monthly
payments, including an October 1, 2021, check for $5,000.00 with the memo “Sept” and an
October 22, 2021, check for $5,000.00 with the memo “November payment.”

v. Truth & Justice Inc., Progressive People, Inc., and Petrogaz-Haiti, 5.A.,
LLC

153.T&J was incorporated on August 27, 2021, According to its articles of incorporation, its
purpose was “exclusively for the promotion of social welfare” and it was specifically
empowered to “engage in activities which will enhance the employment of and protect
workers engaged in the cruise industry and businesses related to such industry.”

154.T&J's director testified that T&J was “[blasically . . . a fund created to facilitate
[Respondent’s] campaign.” He further described it as “more like a trust account” that “was
just created to have a checks and balance of the campaign funds.” He further testified that he
never described T&J as a PAC and to his knowledge, T&J was not affiliated with a state PAC.

155.Individual 1 testified he did work for T&J, and it was set up because “[T&J’s director and I]
were looking for bigger checks from different people. And I didn’t want to commingle what
we were doing, so we set up another entity so that we could accept funds.”

156.T&]J opened a bank account at Financial Institution 7 in or around October 2021, T&I’s
director testified that he, Individual 1, and Respondent’s campaign manager could make
financial decisions regarding T&J’s funds and that the debit card for T&J’s bank account
would occasionally be left in Respondent’s campaign office so “it was accessible . . . in case
an emergency came up.”

157.T&]J never registered with either the FEC or the state of Florida as any type of political

committee, and no disclosures regarding T&J's spending or fundraising were ever made to
either entity.
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158. T&J is currently inactive and was administratively dissolved by the state of Florida on
September 23, 2022, for failure to file an annual report. When asked about the unfiled report,
T&J's director stated that “normally the campaign when they tie up everything, they normally
take care of that.” However, T&J’s bank accounts reflect activity after the administrative
dissolution date.

159.T&J received $982,379.00 between its founding in August 2021 and November 10, 2022, two
days after the 2022 general election. A total of $143,899.00 of T&J’s funds came from SCM
Consulting, EC Firm, and the Joint Account.

a. Between its founding in August 2021 and the special election on January 11, 2022,
T&J received just under $37,000.00 from SCM Consulting; this amount was almost
90% of all funding T&J received during that period. T&J’s director testified that
he did not know what SCM Consulting was but that he assumed the payments were
“for the campaign.”

b. Between the beginning of Respondent’s 2022 general election campaign on January
19, 2022, and the end of June 2022, T&J received an additional $26,000.00 from
SCM Consulting, as well as $16,000.00 from EC Firm and $16,000.00 from the
Joint Account. T&J’s director claimed not to know what EC Firm was, but when
asked what a payment from EC Firm was for, he responded “it’s not a payment. I
would think that this is money to run the campaign.”

160.In July 2022, T&J began receiving funds from Progressive People, Inc. (PPI).

161.PPI was incorporated in the state of Florida on February 15, 2022, by Michael Joseph. From
its incorporation date until at least April 28, 2025, Mr. Joseph was the President, and
Respondent’s husband was the Vice President; both were also directors of the company.

162.PPI opened an account at Financial Institution 6 on March 7, 2022, Mr. Joseph and
Respondent’s husband were the only people with access to the account.

163.Respondent’s husband told the ISC that he could not recall who had the idea to start PPI, or
how he got involved. He said he was not sure if he discussed PPI with Respondent and that
“PPI was completely separate from what she was doing.”

164.Mr. Joseph refused to comply with multiple subpoenas from the ISC for documents and
testimony.

165.PPI was not registered with either the FEC or the state of Florida as any type of political
committee, No disclosures regarding PPI's spending or fundraising were ever made to either
entity.

166.PPI's stated purpose in its Articles of Incorporation was “to work with historically

marginalized communities” and it purportedly was “organized exclusively for Civic Leagues,
Social Welfare Organizations, and Local Associations of Employees, including, for such
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purposes, the making of distributions to organizations that qualify as exempt organizations
under section 501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code.” Additionally, the Articles of
Incorporation stated “[n]o substantial part of the activities of the organization shall intervene
in any political campaign on behalf of any candidate for public office.”

167.When asked about PPI's activities, Respondent’s husband testified, “I think we tried to find
organizations that were -- it was a social welfare organization, so we wanted to find, I think,
good causes to support. But beyond that -- beyond that, I really couldn’t tell you, but we tried
to find good causes to support.” When asked what type of causes, he replied, “Let’s see. So
my recollection is that we supported other nonprofit organizations.” When asked for specific
names, the only one he could recall was a Maryland organization for which he serves on the
Board, which received a total of $10,000.00 from PPI over two transactions in 2023,

168.PPI raised a majority of its funds in 2022 from corporations. These funds were largely
transferred to T&J.

169.Respondent’s husband testified that “there was a process” for how PPI determined to disburse
its funds, but he could not recall what that process was.

170 From July 2022 through the general election on November 8, 2022, PPl gave T&lJ
$666,000.00 over nine payments, which accounted for approximately 90% of its funding
during this period. PPI also sent T&J $59,000.00 on November 10, 2022, two days after
Respondent won the 2022 general election, bringing the total amount given to T&J to
$725,000.00.

171. At least $498,000.00 of the funds from PPI were specifically solicited by T&J via letters from
T&J’s director to Mr. Joseph, including the final $59,000.00 payment (which was requested
on November 7, 2022, prior to the election). T&J’s director testified that he did not write the
letters and only signed them. At least four of the solicitation letters were sent to Mr. Joseph
via Individual 1.

172.In his testimony to the ISC, Individual 1 indicated that the solicitation letters were
Respondent’s husband’s idea. Respondent’s husband said he could not recall whether he had
seen the letters before.

173. T&J’s solicitation letters to PPI stated that T&J was “registered in the state of Florida as a
501(c)(4) which enables [it] to receive donations™ and claimed that the requested funds were
to “help with [T&J’s] voter education programs” and/or a “voter awareness project reaching
the underserved in South Florida.”

174 Respondent’s husband said he had “no idea how much voter outreach costs,” what specific
activities T&J undertook with the $725,000.00 that PPI funneled to the organization, or why
so much of PPI's funds went to only one organization. When asked whether any voter
outreach actually happened, he responded, “my recollection is that we did not have a
requirement that these organizations demonstrate results.”
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175 Respondent’s husband testified that he did not know where PPI's funding came from,
although he was aware that it had hundreds of thousands of dollars in its bank account.

176.The primary source of PPI's funds during the 2022 general election was Petrogaz-Haiti.
Petrogaz-Haiti was registered in Florida in 2010. Petrogaz-Haiti received at least
$12,500,000.00 from the Ministry of Economy and Finance of Haiti between July and
December 2021. It had no other major source of income in that time period or in 2022,

177. During 2022, out of PPI's approximately $914,000.00 of incoming funds, $810,000.00, or
about 89 percent, came from Petrogaz-Haiti and/or Petrogaz-Haiti’s owner.

178.PPI received its first significant deposit from Petrogaz-Haiti for $50,000.00 on April 29, 2022.
The ISC received evidence that four days prior, on April 25, 2022, Petrogaz-Haiti hosted a
reception for Respondent, and that Respondent met personally with the owner of Petrogaz-
Haiti and his wife prior to the reception for a “meet and greet” organized by Mr. Joseph. After
Respondent became a Member of Congress, the son of Petrogaz-Haiti’s owner was a paid
intern in Respondent’s congressional office at various times in 2023.

179.Respondent’s husband testified that he did not know that PPI received funds from Petrogaz-
Haiti but acknowledged that the company name “sounds familiar.” He also recalled that the
son of Petrogaz-Haiti’s owner worked in the congressional office.

180.PPI also raised funds from a handful of other sources. In May 2022, PPI deposited a check
from a corporation made out to “Progressive People Inc. PAC.” Respondent’s husband
acknowledged that the deposit signature on the check appeared to be his, but did not recall the
check and did not know why it referred to the organization as a “PAC.” In June 2022, PPI
deposited a $1,000.00 check from an LLC in North Miami, dated April 30, 2022, with the
memo line “Sheila Campaign.”

181.T&]J also raised funds for Respondent’s campaign directly. In October 2021, T&J deposited
a check for $500.00 with a memo line “2021 Campaign.” In July 2022, T&J deposited a
check for $500.00 with a memo line “Legislative Campaign.” Respondent’s campaign staff
also informed individuals who wanted to contribute to Respondent’s campaign that their
contributions should be provided to T&J directly.

182.0CC’s Referral to the Committee stated in its findings that T&J wired over $150,000.00 to a
graphics and printing vendor for mailers ordered by Respondent’s campaign. Those payments
were not reported by the campaign as in-kind expenditures.

183.1In response to the OCC Referral, Respondent’s counsel noted that the Referral did not suggest
that Respondent “participated in or was aware of any transactions” between T&J and her
campaign vendor.

184.Respondent’s husband testified that “the fact that Truth & Justice paid whomever they paid

has nothing to do with Progressive People,” and that if T&J used the funds that his
organization provided to support his wife’s campaign, it was without his knowledge.
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185 Regarding T&J making expenditures on behalf of Respondent’s campaign, T&J’s director

testified that “[e]verything that I signed off for, to my knowledge, was for the campaign.”
Consistent with this assertion, he testified that payments from T&J to Individual 1 were “for
campaign expenses” and payments to Respondent’s campaign manager were for “consulting
on the campaign.” When asked if T&J had ever paid campaign vendors on behalf of
Respondent’s campaign, T&J’s director stated “of course.”

186.When Individual 1 was asked about OCC’s allegations that he caused T&J to make payments

to a campaign vendor for Respondent’s campaign, he asserted his Fifth Amendment right
against self-incrimination,

187. According to bank records, in 2022, T&J paid the following vendors, entities, and individuals

who also provided services to Respondent’s campaign:

Recipient of Payment Total Amount Received in 2022

Vendor 1 $18.,000.00

EC Firm $49.,000.00

Edwin Cherfilus $179,773.00

Vendor 2 $150,288.64

Vendor 3 $24,000.00

Leadership in Action PAC $177,500.00
Vendor 4 $4,500.00
Individual 1 $34.460.76
Vendor § $17,000.00
Individual 4 $2.850.00
Vendor 6 $45,000.00

Vendor 7 $96,760.00
Respondent’s Campaign Manager $25,000.00

188.In addition to funding Respondent’s campaign via funds to T&J, PPI also made direct

expenditures to vendors who worked for Respondent’s campaign. For example, PPI's
expenditures in 2022 included a $1,800.00 payment to HSS, Mr. Roos’ company, for
“Website Development.” PPI, which is still an active company according to documents filed
with the state of Florida, does not currently have a website. Respondent’s husband told the
ISC he did not recall the payment.

189.PPI also gave EC Firm $20,000.00 on December 21, 2022,

F. Errors and Omissions in Reporting of Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress,
Inc.’s Disbursements and Contributions to the FEC

190.0n numerous occasions, Respondent’s campaign committee misreported contributions and

expenditures on required FEC filings.

191.Respondent’s original campaign treasurer did not file any reports with the FEC and did not
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have access to any campaign committee bank accounts. Mr. Cherfilus, Mr. Roos, and
Individual 1 were responsible for Respondent’s campaign committee’s FEC filings at various
points throughout the campaign.

192.All loans received by a campaign committee, including loans from a candidate, must be
itemized on the campaign’s FEC filings and continuously reported until they are paid off.
During the 2021-2022 election campaign, Respondent’s campaign committee made numerous
reporting errors related to her campaign loans and loan repayments, as described above.

193 Federal campaign finance law requires candidates to report expenditures that exceed $200.00,
or expenditures that aggregate over $200.00 when added to other disbursements made to the
same payee during the same election cycle.

194, Federal campaign finance law requires candidates to report all receipts, including the amount,
date, name, and address of the source, subject to certain minimum amounts.

195.During the 2021-2022 election campaign, bank records for Respondent’s campaign
committee contain over $275,000.00 in expenditures, excluding unreported payments to
Respondent and her entities, that are not reported to the FEC.

196.During the 2021-2022 election campaign, FEC reports for Respondent’s campaign committee
contain at least $165,000.00 in disbursements that are not reflected in the campaign
committee’s bank accounts.

197.The campaign committee misreported disbursements on nearly 170 occasions. Those errors
include reporting the incorrect recipient, the incorrect amounts of the disbursement, and/or
the incorrect date of the disbursement.

198.Exemplars of the various disbursement reporting errors include the following:

a. The campaign committee reported a June 2021 disbursement to a frequently used
vendor for $32,973.00 that is not in the campaign’s bank records,

b. The campaign committee failed to report a $12,425.00 disbursement to LIA on July
28, 2021, and failed to report a $12,425.00 receipt from LIA on August 12, 2021.

c. The campaign committee failed to report a May 3, 2021, disbursement for
$6,750.00 and a June 3, 2021, disbursement for $6,422.37 to AIF for campaign
related invoices paid for by SCM Consulting,

d. The campaign committee failed to report a September 2021 disbursement for
$30,000.00 to a media advertising vendor.

e. The campaign committee reported $3,538.46 for “legal” to an individual on

February 14, 2022. That individual testified she never provided legal services to
the campaign.
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f. The campaign committee used Trinity’s office as a campaign office but made no
disbursements to Trinity for rent. The campaign committee reported a $15,000.00
disbursement to EC Firm on June 30, 2021, for “rent.” Bank records indicate that
no such payment was made.

199.Campaign committees are required to list the name and address of the depository accounts

they maintain for depositing receipts and making disbursements. Campaign committees are
required to maintain at least one checking account or transaction account at one of their
depositories.

200.Respondent reported on her Statement of Organization that the campaign bank account was

(]
[=]

held at Financial Institution 5. Respondent did not produce records corresponding to a
campaign account from Financial Institution 5. Financial Institution 5 confirmed that
Respondent did not have a campaign account with Financial Institution 5, she only had a
personal account that was closed in 2020. Instead, Respondent had four bank accounts at
Financial Institution 1 for her campaign during the 2021-2022 campaign cycle. Respondent’s
campaign did not disclose that it held accounts at Financial Institution 1 to the FEC until May
19, 2023.

.Campaign committees may maintain a “petty cash fund™ for disbursements not in excess of

$100.00 to any person in connection with a single purchase or transaction. A record of all
petty cash disbursements must be maintained.

202.Campaign bank records show over $42,000.00 in withdrawals of cash or checks to cash during

the 2021-2022 election cycle.

203.Respondent has not provided an explanation for any of these inaccuracies, or the numerous

V.

errors relating to the reported loans from the candidate. Mr. Roos appears to have made
several mistakes on reports filed with the FEC; however, Mr. Roos left the campaign in May
2022 and the errors persisted. Mr. Roos did not provide testimony to the ISC and failed to
comply with multiple subpoenas.

RESPONDENT’S CAMPAIGN DURING THE 2023-2024 ELECTION CYCLE

204.Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2024 general election on May 19, 2023.

However, in April 2024, both the primary and general elections for FL-20 were cancelled
because Respondent ran unopposed. Respondent was re-elected and began serving her third
term in Congress on January 3, 2025.

205.The Committee received two referrals for further review from OCC on September 25, 2023,

and May 29, 2024, respectively. Approximately one year after the Committee initiated its
investigation into Respondent on September 25, 2024, the campaign committee replaced its
treasurer. The campaign hired a professional compliance firm, which took over compliance
reporting and treasurer duties.
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206.The compliance firm did not conduct an audit of the prior filings and continued to report the
candidate loans as previously disclosed, without confirming that the loans were accurately
reported.

207.Respondent also did not direct the compliance firm to make corrections to previously filed
FEC reports, despite being aware of errors. Although the compliance firm received access to
bank accounts that were active when they were filing FEC reports for Respondent’s campaign,
it took several months to get that access. Some campaign bank accounts were no longer in
use, and they never had access to a complete record of bank statements related to prior filings.

208.During the 2023-2024 election cycle, Respondent’s campaign utilized three different bank
accounts at Financial Institution 1, with Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus as authorized
signatories.

209.Respondent’s campaign committee reported to the FEC that during the 2023-2024 election
cycle, Respondent lent $5,000.00 to her campaign. This is consistent with the campaign’s
bank records from Financial Institution 1.

210.Respondent’s campaign committee reported to the FEC that during the 2023-2024 election
cycle, Respondent’s campaign made a total of $135,000.00 in loan repayments to Respondent
over the course of twenty-four repayments. Bank records indicate that the total amount of
payments to Respondent during the 2023-2024 cycle was $138,000.00, including an
unreported payment of $3,000.00 on November 22, 2023. These payments were made to the
Joint Account at Financial Institution 1, other than the unreported $3,000.00 payment, which
was made to Respondent’s personal account at Financial Institution 2.

V. RESPONDENT’S HOUSE FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REPORTS

211.Title I of the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (EIGA), as amended (5 U.S.C. §§ 13101-
13111), requires Members, Officers, Candidates, and certain Employees of the House to file
FDs with the Clerk of the House.

212, After announcing her candidacy for the 2018 general election, Respondent filed two
extension requests regarding her required Candidate FD filing, which resulted in a due date
of July 29, 2018.

213.Respondent never filed an FD in relation to the 2018 general election.

214.Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2020 general election on October 10,
2019, and her 2020 Candidate FDs were due on November 9, 2019, and May 15, 2020,
Respondent did not request any extension of her filing deadlines and did not file any FDs
in relation to the 2020 election.

215.Respondent filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2022 general election on December 31,

2020. Her filing deadline would have been May 15, 2021; Respondent did not file an FD
in relation to this candidacy, nor did she request any extension of her filing deadline.
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However, Representative Hastings passed away in April 2021, and a special election was
held to fill his seat.

216.Respondent’s Statement of Candidacy for the special election was filed on June 2, 2021.
The deadline to file her Candidate FD for the special election was July 2, 2021.

217.1n a statement to the press, Respondent’s campaign stated on September 30, 2021, “we are
working on the financial disclosure form and have requested an extension in submitting it.”
Respondent never requested an extension of the filing deadline regarding her 2022 special
election Candidate FD. In correspondence from November 19, 2021, between Respondent,
Individual 1, and Mr. Cherfilus, Individual 1 stated, “[N]o record can be found of a
candidate who's not yet a member being disciplined for withholding the required pre-
election disclosure.”

218.0n December 22, 2021, after she won the Democratic primary for the special election,
Respondent filed an FD covering January 1, 2020, through November 30, 2021.

219 Respondent won the special election on January 11, 2022, and was sworn in on January 18,
2022,

220.0n January 31, 2022, Respondent was informed her 2018 and 2019 Candidate FDs were
overdue but she did not file these FDs.

221.Respondent was granted an extension to file her New Filer Report, which covered January
1, 2020, through December 31, 2021, and timely filed it on August 12, 2022,

222.Respondent won reelection on November 8, 2022.

223.Respondent was granted an extension to file her Annual FD covering 2022 and filed it a day
late on August 14, 2023,

224 Respondent likewise requested an extension to file her Annual FD covering 2023; this time,
she timely filed it.

225 Respondent further requested an extension to file her Annual FD covering 2024; this FD
was also timely filed.

226.Respondent’s FDs filed between 2021 and 2023 were prepared with the assistance of an
outside law firm, Respondent personally signed each of her FDs,

227.0n her FDs, Respondent reported receiving an income of $86,000.00 from Trinity for both
2020 and 2021. This is generally consistent with the 2020 and 2021 W-2 tax records she
received from Trinity for those years.

228.Respondent additionally disclosed a series of “consulting fees” for 2021, specifically:
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a. $111,720.00 from Trinity
b. $500,000.00 from EC Firm
c. $5,745,792.96 from SCM Consulting

229 Respondent stated on her FDs that the consulting fees included “profit sharing fees received
for work™ from Trinity. Respondent has publicly stated that this “represented years of profit-
sharing that she was owed” by Trinity. Respondent and Trinity did not identify any agreement
indicating Respondent or SCM Consulting was entitled to consulting fees or profit-sharing
fees, nor could either party produce any document indicating that SCM Consulting in fact
consulted for Trinity.

230.There were various inconsistencies between the income Respondent reported on her FDs,
what was reported on tax records, and what bank records show.

231.0n her 2021 tax filing, Respondent indicated that she made $2,169,607.00 in other income,
of which $1,779,882.00 was from SCM Consulting, $278,005.00 was from EC Firm, and
$111,720.00 was from Trinity.

232.According to the Form 1099-NEC for SCM Consulting from Trinity for 2021, SCM
Consulting received $6,399,936,96 in 2021, Respondent’s tax filing shows Trinity was SCM
Consulting’s only client in 2021. Respondent reported receiving $6,399,936.96 from Trinity
but asserted that she incurred $4,090,291.00 in other expenses that reduced her income to
$1,779,882.00; those expenses were reported to be almost entirely for consulting fees but also
included bank fees and software expenses. Respondent did not produce any records showing
SCM Consulting engaged other consulting firms, and bank records likewise do not indicate
payments to consulting firms for purposes other than her campaign. Respondent also reduced
her tax liability by writing off $1,200,000.00 in charitable contributions that are not reflected
in her bank records.

233.The Indictment charged Respondent and her tax preparer with Conspiracy to Make a False
and Fraudulent Statement on a Tax Return and Aiding and Assisting a False and Fraudulent
Statement on a Tax Return in connection with several of the reported figures described above.

234. According to bank records, SCM Consulting received a total of $4,439,936.96 from Trinity
in 2021, and Respondent directly received a total of $2,297,360.00 from Trinity in 2021,
excluding her regular salary. Respondent deposited checks from Trinity into her personal
bank accounts or the SCM Consulting bank account interchangeably, and the checks
themselves indicated a variety of purposes. For example, Respondent deposited three checks
for “payroll” into the SCM Consulting account; two were deposited on May 14, 2021, and the
third on June 11, 2021, each for $14,280.00. An August 11, 2021, check to SCM Consulting
for $2,400,936.96 deposited in the company’s account at Financial Institution 1 was for
“project payment.” Separately, a May 27, 2021, check for $25,000.00 made out to cash from
Trinity and deposited by Respondent into SCM Consulting’s bank account at Financial
Institution 1 indicated the payment related to a “50K advance to SCM Group.”
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235 Respondent reported a 50 percent ownership interest in EC Firm on her FDs and in her tax
filings. Respondent’s tax filing indicated her income from EC Firm in 2021 was $278,005.00.

236.According to bank records, EC Firm received a total of $823,494.91 from Trinity in 2021,
including checks written to Mr. Cherfilus deposited directly with EC Firm, and $673,354.89
in funds from SCM Consulting. Several of the checks deposited to this account from Trinity
were made out to Mr. Cherfilus, including an August 11, 2021, check for $190,894.91 for
“project payment.”

237. Trinity maintained a spreadsheet that purported to track the hourly pay of recipients of FDEM
funds. The spreadsheet listed SCM Consulting and EC Firm as being paid at a rate of $40.00
per hour. Based on the total amount Trinity recorded paying to SCM Consulting on its Form
1099, nearly $6,400,000.00, Respondent would have had to work over 150,000 hours (17
years), to earn SCM Consulting’s “consulting” income alone. As all of the funds SCM
Consulting received from Trinity were justin 2021, even assuming Respondent worked every
hour of 2021, her hourly rate would be approximately $730.00 per hour (over eighteen times
higher than the rate reported by Trinity, and over eight times more than the highest paid rate
of $90.00 per hour). Mr. Cherfilus testified that Respondent received nearly $6,400,000.00
based “on the profit-sharing percentage.”

238.Individuals required to file FDs with the House are required to disclose the value of any
ownership interest. For purposes of FDs, an “ownership interest” is an ownership stake in a
business or company, including, but not limited to, limited liability companies.

239.Respondent did not accurately report the value of her 50 percent interest in EC Firm.
Respondent reported an asset value of $100,001-$250,000 for her 50 percent ownership of EC
Firm. At the end of November 2021, EC Firm held less than $100,001 in total assets; at year-
end EC Firm had over $587,260.00 in total assets. If Respondent mistakenly based the value
of her 50 percent interest in EC Firm on the total profits for “consulting” from Trinity or her
profit listed in EC Firm’s tax filing, her share would be valued at $411,747.46, or $345,290.00,
respectively.

240.Respondent did not accurately report the value of her 100 percent interest in SCM Consulting.
Respondent reported an asset value of $250,001-$500,000 on both FDs. At the end of both
reporting periods, however, SCM Consulting held less than $250,001 in total assets. If
Respondent mistakenly based the value of her interest in SCM Consulting on the total profits
for “consulting and profit sharing fees” from Trinity, the value of SCM Consulting would be
over $4,000,000.00.

241.Individuals required to file FDs with the House are required to report transactions exceeding
$1,000.00.

242.Respondent did not list her sale of her interest in EC Firm on Schedule B (Transactions).

243.Individuals who are required to file FDs with the House are required to disclose, among other
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accounts, all interest-bearing checking and savings accounts held by the individual, their
spouse, or dependent children for which the aggregate value of the accounts is over $5,000.00
at the end of the reporting period and for which the financial institution has a cash value of
more than $1,000.00. Individuals who are required to file FDs with the House are also
required to disclose any account that generated more than $200.00 interest during the reporting
period regardless of the value at the end of the reporting period.

244 Respondent did not disclose interest-bearing accounts at Financial Institutions 1 and 2 that
held over $1,000.00 on Schedule A (Assets and “Unearned” Income) on her FDs, despite
holding reportable accounts each filing period.

VI. VOLUNTARY SERVICES PROVIDED TO CONGRESSIONAL OFFICE
245.Respondent was sworn in as a Member of Congress on January 18, 2022.

246.Respondent’s congressional office used the services of Individual 1 from approximately
January 2022 through June 2022, Individual 1 was not paid with funds from the Members’
Representational Allowance (MRA) for his work on behalf of the congressional office.

247.In response to OCC’s Referral, Respondent’s counsel asserted: “The newly elected
Representative and her novice staff turned to Individual 1 as a trusted and knowledgeable
source to seek advice on media activities they themselves were not experienced in navigating,
The office was caught unaware that seeking advice from a trusted individual could be
construed as a violation of House rules.”

248.Respondent was, or should have been, aware that volunteers are not allowed to perform
official work. In her New Member Orientation, Respondent was informed that staff could not
perform official work for free. In February 2022, a staffer in Respondent’s congressional
office was reminded of the restriction on volunteer services by Committee staff.

249 Individual 1 testified that he “volunteered” for the congressional office. Multiple
congressional staffers understood Individual 1 was volunteering with the congressional office.
One staffer testified that she “didn’t really understand his role, whether he was official staff
or solely a campaign person” because “[i]t was just too involved and engaged in the day-to-
day affairs of the congressional office.”

250.Individual 1’s involvement in official activities went far beyond providing advice. He was
heavily involved in the production and airing of franked television public service
announcements (PSAs), mailers, emails, and radio ads from Respondent’s congressional
office and served as a go-between for the office and various media outlets.

25

Individual 1 coordinated at least two franked videos that aired in southern Florida in June
2022. He contacted congressional staff to plan the videos and give the files to the House
Communications Standards Commission (CSC) for franking approval. Individual 1 also
requested rates and placed the videos with television stations on behalf of the congressional
office, provided forms requested by the television stations, collected W-9 forms from the
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television stations and provided these to the congressional office for billing, and corresponded
with congressional staff regarding payment to these television stations.

252.The franked videos also used content from a subscription service paid for by LIA, the Florida
state PAC for which Individual 1 was executive director.

253.Respondent was aware that Individual 1 was involved with the franked videos. Ina May 31,
2022, text exchange with a staffer and Individual 1, Respondent actively responded while
Individual 1 messaged her regarding the videos, including about obtaining approval from the
CSC.

254 Individual 1 assisted with at least two mailers sent by the congressional office in 2022, In
March 2022, he emailed PDF and text copies of a newsletter to Respondent, who shared them
with her congressional staff. The newsletter stated it was “paid for by official funds
authorized by the U.S. House of Representatives.” Individual 1 also contacted congressional
staff to determine whether the newsletter was frankable and to discuss payments to a vendor
for the newsletter. The March 2022 newsletter was also sent as an email, Individual 1 gave
congressional staff a list of 20,000 email addresses of individuals in Broward and Palm Beach
counties. In May 2022, Individual 1 instructed congressional staff to make edits to a mailer
and corresponded with the vendor regarding printing, providing files, and coordinating where
the mailers would be sent.

255.Individual 1 also assisted the congressional office with franked radio advertisements,
including a March 2022 PSA campaign for which he obtained pricing information, collected
the vendor’s W-9 form, and provided contact information to congressional statf. The radio
advertisement aired the week of March 18, 2022,

256.The CSC approved each of the proposed communications. Individual 1 never communicated
with CSC directly; instead, he corresponded directly with Respondent’s staffers, and, in some
instances, Respondent was involved in those discussions.

257 For each of the franked communications, Respondent’s congressional office reported
corresponding disbursements from the MRA to the relevant vendors. This includes
$76,487.50 to television stations for the franked videos, $97,308.66 to Vendor 2 for the
franked mailers, and $5,043.00 to another vendor for the franked radio advertisement.

258.Individual 1 testified that he “got a commission on everything [he] did with [Vendor 2],” one
of the vendors used for the franked communications. For example, on March 14, 2022,
Vendor 2 emailed Individual 1 pricing for printing and mailing totaling $11,212.00 and
$3,525.00, respectively. Individual 1 responded on March 14, 2022, to ask whether the
pricing included the “20% addition.” Vendor 2 stated, “No it doesn’t include anything for
you.” The next day, March 15, 2022, Vendor 2 said, “FYI, if you want 20%" the prices for
printing and mailing would be $14,015.00 and $4,406.00, respectively. On March 24, 2022,
Individual 1 provided a copy of an invoice and the franked communication to a congressional
staffer, stating, “We are good to go. Please submit so we can get the check as soon as
possible.” The invoice was billed to “Rep. Sheila Sherfilus-McCormick [sic]” at her office
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in Rayburn House Office Building and the total prices reflected the 20 percent commission
for Individual 1. Vendor 2 provided records to the Committee, including six invoices
matching MRA disbursements to Vendor 2 between March 30, 2022, through June 13, 2022,
totaling $97,308.66. Vendor 2 informed the ISC that after each disbursement from the MRA,
“[Vendor 2] sent [Individual 1] a check™ representing 20 percent of each disbursement.

259 Individual 1°s involvement in the congressional office also went beyond franked
communications, He aided in drafting Respondent’s House biography, was involved in
discussions regarding Respondent’s official schedule, assisted in planning or preparing for
official events, handled media requests, drafted media statements on official activities, drafted
a list of priorities for Respondent’s committee work, reviewed legislative language, and
worked on setting up a “mobile office.” As discussed further below, he was also involved in
community project funding appropriations requests.

VIL. SPECIAL FAVORS IN CONNECTION WITH COMMUNITY PROJECT
FUNDING REQUESTS

260.Respondent showed interest in Community Project Funding (CPF) as early as November
2021, when a campaign staffer provided research on how to “get earmarks in bills.”

261 For Fiscal Year 2023 (FY23), Members could submit CPF requests beginning on April 4,
2022. The submission deadlines varied by subcommittee of the House Appropriations
Committee (Appropriations) and fell between April 27, 2022, and April 29, 2022,

262 Members were limited to 15 CPF requests and were required to certify that neither they nor
their immediate families had any financial interest in the projects they submitted. Members
were also asked to provide Appropriations with priority rankings for their submitted CPF
requests.

263.0n December 29, 2022, the 2023 Consolidated Appropriations Act, which contained the
FY2023 CPF, was signed into law. CPF funds were distributed thereatter.

a. Michael Joseph

264 Mr. Joseph, then a North Miami Beach commissioner, was a “supporter” and friend of
Respondent’s who helped fundraise for her campaign.

265.From February 22, 2022, to December 16, 2024, Mr. Joseph served as treasurer of
Respondent’s Leadership PAC, Protecting Democracy. Protecting Democracy reported to the
FEC that it received $13,300.00 in contributions and made $5,000.00 in disbursements
between July 2022 to October 2024. Protecting Democracy’s bank statements show that some
contributions were not reported or were misreported.

266.0n April 12, 2022, a legislative staffer attended a meeting in the campaign office with

Individual 1 and Mr. Joseph. The legislative staffer understood the purpose of the meeting to
be “to tell [the staffer] which projects [] had to be submitted [to] [A]ppropriations.”
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267.Mr. Joseph and Individual 1 “ordered” the legislative staffer to submit the following CPF
requests to Appropriations:

Organization Project Name Amount
Requested
Catholic Charities of the Housing Stability and Homelessness $3,860.461.00
Archdiocese of Miami, Inc. Prevention
Community Brainstorming Financial Literacy X Creative Mindset | $1,700,000.00
Alliance, Inc.
Haitian Lawyers Association HLA’s Community Outreach $2,500,000.00
(HLA)
Hemp4Water Inc. Stop the Algae $5,000,000.00
MorseLife Health System Economically Depressed Region of $500,000.00
Palm Beach County

Spearhead Affordable Homes of | Washington Park Broward County $5,000,000.00
Florida

268.0n April 25, 2022, the legislative staffer emailed Respondent a chart containing CPF requests
from “organizations [Respondent] wanted funded” and “organizations [the legislative staffer]
thought were worthy.” Two entries in the chart had “Mike” written next to them to indicate
that those were projects recommended by Mr. Joseph and Individual 1, according to the
staffer.

269. Underneath the chart were four additional projects under the heading “Recommended by
Mike,” also referring to Mr. Joseph, because the legislative staffer “wanted to be very clear
that those were recommended by [Individual 1] and Mike.” Two of those organizations and/or
projects were noted as being located outside of Respondent’s district.

270. The legislative staffer researched one of the recommended projects and found that “the owner
of the website had just launched this website to do this project” and “[t]here were a number
of grammatical errors on the letters of recommendation that were submitted.” She informed
Respondent that the project looked “fictitious” and recommended that Respondent not submit
it. Respondent did not submit that particular CPF request to Appropriations.

27

—

. The legislative staffer also recommended that Respondent not submit another recommended
CPF request “because it did not meet the requirements.” She explained to Respondent that if
a CPF request is submitted to Appropriations and rejected, Respondent would not be able to
replace it with another request.

272. After finding out that the legislative staffer had not recommended some of his projects, Mr.
Joseph called Respondent’s then-Deputy Chief of Staff to complain. Later that day,
Respondent called the legislative staffer and informed her that Mr. Joseph was Respondent’s
friend, he “was not going anywhere,” and that she needed to apologize to Mr. Joseph.
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273.Respondent submitted 15 CPF requests to Appropriations. Three of these requests were
projects identified by Mr. Joseph and Individual 1.

274. Respondent disregarded the legislative staffer’s recommendation regarding one of the projects
recommended by Mr. Joseph and instructed her to submit the request to Appropriations, which
she did. It was not accepted for consideration by Appropriations because it did not meet the
criteria.

275. Respondent also submitted the two projects recommended by Mr. Joseph that the legislative
staffer included on her list of “worthy™ projects, both of which were accepted and ultimately
received funding grants.

b. Foundation 1 CPF

276.In 2022 and 2023, Individual 3 was President or CEO of Entity 1, d/b/a Entity 2, and
Foundation 1.

277.At Respondent’s direction, on February 4, 2022, a legislative staffer contacted Individual 3
regarding the CPF process. Respondent asked the legislative staffer to reach out because “it
was a priority for [Respondent] to make sure that they understand the process and they do
submit a request.” Respondent did not ask the legislative staffer to pre-emptively reach out
to anyone else regarding the CPF process. Individual 3 testified he did not remember anyone
from the congressional office reaching out to him regarding CPFs.

278 Foundation 1 timely submitted a CPF request for $5,000,000.00 for tablets for telemedicine
(the Foundation 1 CPF request). Respondent treated the Foundation 1 CPF request differently
than other requests; for example, Respondent frequently texted the legislative staffer about
the Foundation 1 CPF request and asked that the legislative staffer e-mail her the final
submitted Foundation 1 CPF application.

279.0n April 26, 2022, Respondent informed the legislative staffer that she wanted to submit the
Foundation 1 CPF request to Appropriations. On the CPF priority list submitted to
Appropriations, Respondent ranked the Foundation 1 CPF request sixth. The Foundation 1
CPF request was accepted by Appropriations and Foundation 1 was ultimately awarded
$2,200,000.00,

280.Individual 3 testified that he was “not too confident” that the Foundation 1 CPF request would
be awarded and that he had not received any promises from Respondent related to whether
the Foundation 1 CPF request would be accepted.

281.0n June 20, 2022, Respondent’s campaign reached out to Entity 2 regarding utilizing their
text messaging services on behalf of the campaign. Entity 2 first sent a text on behalf of the
campaign on June 24, 2022, with an 8-week text campaign expected to follow. Ultimately,
Respondent’s campaign utilized Entity 2’s services for at least four months in 2022 (June,
July, August, and November) and again in September 2023.
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282.Respondent’s campaign has not made any disbursements to Entity 2 or any other company
related to Individual 3.

283.Beginning with its July 2024 quarterly report, Respondent’s campaign reported owing a
$4,500.00 debt to Entity 2 for Multimedia Messaging Services.

284.Respondent’s congressional office also utilized Entity 2 for Multimedia Messaging Services
from February through November 2023. Respondent’s office has paid Entity 1 a total of
$50,000.00 (at a flat rate of $5,000.00 per month) in official MRA funds for unlimited
multimedia messaging.

ALLEGED VIOLATIONS

Campaign Finance-Related Violations

285. According to the House Ethics Manual (Ethics Manual), “a Member or employee must take
reasonable steps to ensure that any outside organization over which he or she exercises
control — including the individual’s own authorized campaign committee or, for example, a
‘leadership PAC’ — operates in compliance with applicable law.”

286.The Ethics Manual further states:

While [FECA] and other statutes on campaign activity are not rules of the
House, Members and employees must also bear in mind that the House
Rules require that they conduct themselves ‘at all times in a manner that
shall reflect creditably on the House’ (House Rule 23, clause 1). In addition,
the Code of Ethics for Government Service, which applies to House
Members and staff, provides in § 2 that government officials should
‘[u]phold the Constitution, laws and legal regulations of the United States
and of all governments therein and never be a party to their evasion.’
Accordingly, in violating FECA or another provision of statutory law, a
Member or employee may also violate these provisions of the House rules
and standards of conduct.

287 House Rule XV, clause 5 prohibits House Members and staff from accepting any gift except
as specifically provided in the Rule. One of the gifts that Members and staff may accept under
a provision of the rule (clause 5(a)(3)(B)) is “[a] contribution, as defined in section 301(8) of
[FECA] that is lawfully made under that Act.” Accordingly, acceptance of an unlawful
contribution under FECA may be acceptance of an improper gift in violation of House Rules.

288.52 U.S.C. § 30125(e)(1)(A) provides:
A candidate, individual holding Federal office, agent of a candidate or an

individual holding Federal office, or an entity directly or indirectly
established, financed, maintained or controlled by or acting on behalf of 1
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or more candidates or individuals holding Federal office, shall not—

(A)solicit, receive, direct, transfer, or spend funds in connection
with an election for Federal office, including funds for any
Federal election activity, unless the funds are subject to the
limitations, prohibitions, and reporting requirements of this Act.

289.52 U.S.C. §30116(a)(1)(A) provides, “no person shall make contributions [] to any candidate
and his authorized political committee with respect to any election for Federal office, which,
in the aggregate” exceeds a statutorily proscribed amount. In the 2022 election, the federal
contribution limit was $2,900.00. In the 2024 election, the federal contribution limit was
$3,300.00.

290.52 U.S.C. § 30116(a)}(7)(B) provides, “expenditures made by any person in cooperation,
consultation, or concert, with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate, his authorized
political committees, or their agents, shall be considered to be a contribution to such
candidate.”

291.52 U.S.C. § 30122 provides, “[n]o person shall make a contribution in the name of another
person or knowingly permit his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no person
shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the name of another person.”

292.The FEC is an independent regulatory agency within the executive branch of the United States
Government whose purpose is to enforce campaign laws in United States federal elections.

293.Candidates for federal office are generally permitted to make unlimited contributions to their
campaigns from “personal funds.” See 11 C.F.R. § 110.10. Accordingto 11 C.F.R. § 100.33
and 52 U.S.C. § 30101(26), personal funds of a candidate include:

(a) Assets. Amounts derived from any asset that, under applicable State law,
at the time the individual became a candidate, the candidate had legal right
of access to or control over, and with respect to which the candidate had—
(1) Legal and rightful title; or
(2) An equitable interest;

(b) Income. Income received during the current election cycle, of the
candidate, including:
(1) A salary and other earned income that the candidate earns from
bona fide employment;
(2) Income from the candidate’s stocks or other investments
including interest, dividends, or proceeds from the sale or
liquidation of such stocks or investments;
(3) Bequests to the candidate;
(4) Income from trusts established before the beginning of the
election cycle;
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(5) Income from trusts established by bequest after the beginning of
the election cycle of which the candidate is the beneficiary;

(6) Gifts of a personal nature that had been customarily received by
the candidate prior to the beginning of the election cycle; and

(7) Proceeds from lotteries and similar legal games of chance; and

(c) Jointly owned assets. Amounts derived from a portion of assets that are
owned jointly by the candidate and the candidate’s spouse as follows:
(1) The portion of assets that is equal to the candidate’s share of the
asset under the instrument of conveyance or ownership; provided,
however,
(2) If no specific share is indicated by an instrument of conveyance
or ownership, the value of one-half of the property.

294.11 CF.R. § 100.52(a) provides, “[a] gift, subscription, loan (except for a loan made in
accordance with 11 CFR 100.82 and 100.83), advance, or deposit of money or anything of
value made by any person for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal office is a
contribution.” The term “anything of value” includes all in-kind contributions.

295.11 CFR. § 104.3(a)3)(vii}(B) provides, “[a]n authorized committee of a candidate for
Federal office shall report the total amount of receipts received during the reporting period
and, except for itemized and unitemized breakdowns, during the election cycle . . . for
“[I]Joans made, guaranteed, or endorsed by a candidate to his or her authorized committee

»

296.11 C.F.R. § 104.3(a)(4)(i) provides each report must disclose:

Each person, other than any political committee, who makes a contribution
to the reporting political committee during the reporting period, whose
contribution or contributions aggregate in excess of $200 per calendar year
(or per election cycle in the case of an authorized committee), together with
the date of receipt and amount of any such contributions, except that the
reporting political committee may elect to report such information for
contributors of lesser amount(s) on a separate schedule.

297.11 C.F.R. § 104.3(b) provides, “[e]ach report filed under § 104.1 shall disclose the total
amount of all disbursements for the reporting period and for the calendar year (or for the
election cycle, in the case of an authorized committees) and shall disclose the information set
forth at paragraphs (b)(1) through (b){4) of this section.”

208.11 C.F.R. § 104.3(d) provides, “[e]ach report filed under 11 CFR 104.1 shall, on Schedule C
or D, as appropriate, disclose the amount and nature of outstanding debts and obligations
owed by or to the reporting committee” and the FEC’s Campaign Guide for Congressional
Candidates and Committees (2014) states that “[d]ebts and obligations must be reported
continuously until repaid.”
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299.11 C.F.R. § 109.20 provides, “[a]ny expenditure that is coordinated within the meaning of
paragraph (a) of this section [regarding communications] . . . is either an in-kind contribution
to, or a coordinated party expenditure with respect to, the candidate or political party
committee with whom or with which it was coordinated and must be reported as an
expenditure made by that candidate or political party committee . . . "

300.11 CF.R. § 300.61 provides, “[n]o [Federal candidate or officeholder] shall solicit, receive,
direct, transfer, spend, or disburse funds in connection with an election for Federal office,
including funds for any Federal election activity . . . unless the amounts consist of Federal
funds that are subject to the limitations, prohibitions, and reporting requirements of the Act.”

301.52 U.S.C. § 30114(b) prohibits the conversion of campaign funds to personal use. Under FEC
regulations implementing FECA’s prohibition on the personal use of campaign funds, a third
party’s payment of a candidate’s expenses that would otherwise be deemed a personal use is
considered a contribution by the third party unless the payment would have been made
“irrespective of the candidacy.” 11 CF.R. § 113.1(g).

302.A false representation is made knowingly and willfully where “the defendant acted
deliberately and with knowledge that the representation was false.” This conclusion may be
inferred where there is an “elaborate scheme for disguising [the] corporate political
contributions.” United States v. Hopkins, 916 F.2d 207, 214-15 (5th Cir. 1990) (“The jury
was entitled to infer from the defendants’ elaborate scheme for disguising their corporate
political contributions that the defendants deliberately conveyed information they knew to be
false to the Federal Election Commission.”).

COUNT 1: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Conduit Funds from Trinity Health Care Services, LLC

303.Paragraphs 16 through 67, 104 through 107, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.

304.Between March 20, 2021, and September 6, 2024, Respondent made $6,014,325.39 in loans
to her campaign committee according to bank records for her personal and SCM Consulting
bank accounts held at Financial Institution 1 and Financial Institution 2,

305.Respondent did not have sufficient personal funds with which to make these loans.
Respondent’s historical annual salary from Trinity was approximately $86,000.00.
Respondent’s company, SCM Consulting, did not exist prior to 2021,

306.Trinity received $14,355,778.28 from FDEM. Trinity was not entitled to at least
$5,778,316.45 in funds from FDEM. Respondent and her single-member LLC, SCM
Consulting, received at least $6,682,776.96 from Trinity in 2021, excluding payments from
Trinity for Respondent’s salary.
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307.There are no agreements or other evidence indicating Respondent had a legal title or equitable
interest in the funds Trinity received from FDEM outside of her salary in her role as CEO of
Trinity.

308.The timing and flow of funds transferred from Trinity to Respondent and SCM Consulting
indicate the funds were transferred for the purpose of financing Respondent’s election
campaign.

309.Respondent’s ability to make loans to her campaign was based on money obtained from
Trinity to which she was not entitled.

310.Respondent thus caused her campaign to receive significant excessive corporate contributions
from Trinity, falsely reported as personal contributions from the candidate, in violation of
campaign finance laws and regulations.

311.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC's
implementing regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of
the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

312.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 2: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Improper Contributions Falsely Reported as Personal Loans

313 Paragraphs 16 through 67, 84 through 86, 104 through 107, and 285 through 312 are
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein,

314.Between June 1, 2021, and May 11, 2022, Respondent’s campaign committee received
$208,828.00 in contributions made by Trinity and EC Firm (after Respondent’s Separation
Agreement) in support of her campaign and in excess of the contribution limits and in
violation of restrictions on corporate contributions. Respondent knew that these transfers of
funds to the campaign committee were used in support of the campaign or to create the
appearance of a financially strong campaign.

315.Respondent falsely reported $100,007.00 of these contributions as personal loans of the
candidate. Respondent’s campaign did not report the remaining contributions made by Trinity
and EC Firm (after Respondent’s Separation Agreement).

316.Respondent’s campaign committee improperly reported these contributions as loans on some
or all of 60 reports filed with the FEC.
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317.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of 1 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Services.

318.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 3: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Failure to Properly Disclose Loans Obtained in Support of Campaign

319.Paragraphs 16 through 67 and 285 through 318 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

320.Between September 29, 2021, and March 2, 2023, Respondent’s campaign committee did not
disclose to the FEC at least $903,000.00 in loans made by Respondent in support of her
campaign.

321.Respondent’s campaign committee falsely stated that she made $493,793.56 in personal loans
when the reported loans had not been made. These loans were improperly reported to the
FEC on some or all of 60 reports filed with the FEC.

322.Respondent knew that these transfers of funds to the campaign committee were used in
support of the campaign or to create the appearance of a financially strong campaign.

323.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of | 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Services.

324 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditability upon the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 4: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Failure to Disclose Payments from the Campaign to Respondent

325 Paragraphs 68 through 79, 210, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

326.Between June 28, 2021, and November 22, 2023, Respondent’s campaign committee failed

to disclose $315,928.00 in loan repayments to Respondent. Respondent did not take any steps
to correct the failure to report these repayments.
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327.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Services.

328.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 5: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Campaign Contributions from Fdwin Cherfilus

329.Paragraphs 80 through 89 and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

330.Respondent’s campaign committee received improper contributions from Mr. Cherfilus, paid
either directly to the campaign or to campaign vendors on behalf of the campaign.

331.Respondent’s campaign further benefited from funds Mr. Cherfilus gave to PACs that made
payments to campaign vendors on behalf of Respondent’s campaign.

332.The funds from Mr. Cherfilus were not properly reported to the FEC and were in excess of
contribution limits.

333.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 6: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Contributions from Respondent's Sister

334.Paragraphs 80, 90 through 103, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

335.Respondent and/or her campaign benefited from funds Respondent’s sister gave to PACs that
made payments to campaign vendors on behalf of Respondent’s campaign and paid for the

Pre-Swearing-In Event .

336.Respondent’s campaign further benefited from a straw donor contribution from Ms. LeBlanc,
paid for by Respondent’s sister.

337.The funds from Respondent’s sister were not properly reported to the FEC and were in excess
of contribution limits.

338.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
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regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 7: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Campaign Contributions from Nadege LeBlanc

339.Paragraphs 80, 90 through 103, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

340.Respondent’s campaign benefited from funds Ms. LeBlanc gave to NHAEON PAC that were
used to make payments to campaign vendors on behalf of Respondent’s campaign.

341.The funds from Ms. LeBlanc were not reported to the FEC and were in excess of contribution
limits,

342 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 8: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Conduit Funds from Petrogaz-Haiti, S.A., LLC

343 Paragraphs 80, 153 through 189, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

344 From April 29, 2022 (four days after a “meet and greet” with Respondent), to October 18,
2022, Petrogaz-Haiti and its owner transferred $810,000.00 to PPI, an organization controlled
by Respondent’s husband and the treasurer of her Leadership PAC. PPI funneled the majority
of those funds to T&J, an organization controlled by Respondent’s senior campaign advisor,
and T&]J spent those funds for the benefit of Respondent’s campaign.

345.There are no agreements or other evidence indicating Respondent was entitled to any funds
from Petrogaz-Haiti, PPL, or T&J; nor were any designated as an entity that could make
expenditures on behalf of a federal campaign.

346.The funds from Petrogaz-Haiti were clearly provided for the purpose of financing
Respondent’s election campaign and thus constitute an impermissible corporate contribution.
Respondent’s campaign would not have had sufficient funds to pay the vendors paid with
funds originating from Petrogaz-Haiti on the campaign’s behalf.

347.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and

regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
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for Government Services.

348 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 9: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceprance of Improper Campaign Contributions from Leadership in Action PAC (LIA)

349 Paragraphs 80, 108 through 124, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

350.Respondent’s campaign committee received improper contributions from LIA, paid to
campaign vendors and staff on behalf of the campaign, in coordination with the campaign.

351.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 10: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Campaign Contributions from Haitian American Votes PAC (HAV
PAC)

352.Paragraphs 80, 137 through 143, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

353.Respondent’s campaign committee received unreported in-kind contributions from HAV
PAC in excess of contribution limits through payments HAV PAC made to campaign vendors
on behalf of the campaign, including after Respondent became a Member of Congress.

354 By engaging in the conduct describe above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

355.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 11: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Contributions from NHAEON

356.Paragraphs 80, 125 through 136, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.
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357.Respondent and/or her campaign received unreported in-kind contributions from NHAEON
in excess of contribution limits through payments NHAEON made to vendors on behalf of
the campaign and/or for the benefit of Respondent,

358.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 12: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Improper Campaign Contributions from NHAEON Progressive Political Action
Commitiee

359.Paragraphs 80, 128 through 136, and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully
set forth herein.

360.Respondent’s campaign committee received unreported in-kind contributions from NHAEON
PAC in excess of contribution limits through payments NHAEON PAC made to campaign
vendors on behalf of the campaign, including after Respondent became a Member of
Congress.

361.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Service.

COUNT 13: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Additional Reporting Errors Related to Campaign Contributions and Disbursements

362.Paragraphs 190 through 210 and 285 through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

363.From September 29, 2021, to August 19, 2022, Respondent’s campaign improperly reported
over a dozen payments designated as loans to the campaign not already described in the above
counts. These errors included reporting the incorrect amount and/or date of the loan and
improperly consolidating individual loans made on separate dates.

364.Between July 2, 2021, and October 21, 2022, Respondent’s campaign committee improperly
reported three loan repayments not described in the above counts. These errors included
reporting cash withdrawals that could not be identified as deposited in Respondent’s bank
accounts as loan repayments and incorrect repayment amounts.

365.Respondent’s campaign committee made numerous other reporting errors including: failing

to report disbursements that were actually made; reporting disbursements that were not made;
improperly reporting disbursements; improperly reporting receipts; failing to report
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expenditures by Respondent as campaign expenses; failing to report in-kind contributions;
and filing reports with the FEC containing those errors.

366.Respondent did not take any meaningful steps to correct these reporting errors, or provide her
new compliance firm with sufficient records or direction to make corrections.

367.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of | 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Services.

368.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 14: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
False Reports Filed with the FEEC

369.Paragraphs 43 through 210 and 285 through 368 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

370.Respondent’s campaign committee filed at least 60 reports with the FEC containing
inaccurate information between December 30, 2021, and April 15, 2025. Respondent knew
or should have known that these reports were not accurate.

371.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of FECA and the FEC’s implementing
regulations, and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics
for Government Services.

372.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 15: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Money Laundering — Trinity Funds

373.Paragraphs 16 through 189, 285 through 342, and 349 through 361 are incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.

374.18 U.S.C. § 1957 provides, “[w]hoever . . . knowingly engages or attempts to engage in a
monetary transaction in criminally derived property of a value greater than $10,000 and is
derived from specified unlawful activity, shall be punished as provided in subsection (b).”

375.Trinity received millions of dollars in funds from FDEM to which it was not entitled.
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Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus caused those funds to be transferred to various bank accounts
at Financial Institution 1 and Financial Institution 2 in their names and their companies’
names. Those funds were then transferred to Respondent’s campaign bank accounts at
Financial Institution 1 or used by Respondent and Mr. Cherfilus on personal or campaign
expenses.

376.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of 2
of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

377.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 16: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Money Laundering — Petrogaz-Haiti S.A., LLC Funds

378.Paragraphs 80, 153 through 189, 285 through 302, 343 through 348, and 374 are incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth herein.

379.Petrogaz-Haiti funneled impermissible corporate contributions to Respondent’s campaign.
Respondent’s closest advisors and husband set up PPI and T&J as shell companies to conceal
the source of the funds used to make significant expenditures for the benefit of Respondent’s
campaign.

380.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2
of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

381.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 17: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Failure to Uphold
the Laws and Regulations of the United States
False Statements

382 Paragraphs 43 through 210 and 285 through 381 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

383,18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(3) provides, “whoever, in any matter within the jurisdiction of the
executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the Government of the United States, knowingly
and willfully . . . makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the same to contain
any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry . . . shall be fined under this
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title....”

384.Respondent had knowledge that some or all information identified as inaccurately disclosed
in numerous FEC reports filed on behalf of her campaign were false. Respondent caused her
campaign to submit false records to the FEC regarding campaign loans, contributions, and
other information related to the campaign’s finances and did not provide accurate information
to those on the campaign responsible for making such filings.

385.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of 2
of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

386.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.

COUNT 18: Conduct that Does Not Reflect Creditably on the House and Violates the
Letter and Spirit of House Rules
Comingling of Campaign and Personal FFunds

387.Paragraphs 16 through 79, 104 through 107, 144 through 152, 190 through 210, and 285
through 302 are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

388 House Rule XXIII, clause 6 states that a Member:

(a) shall keep the campaign funds of such individual separate 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 XXIV, may not expend funds
from a campaign account of such individual that are not attributable to
bona fide campaign or political purposes.

389.Respondent received campaign funds without reporting those payments to the FEC and used
personal funds to make payments on behalf of her campaign, including after Respondent
became a Member of Congress.

390.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXIII, clause
6.

391.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
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House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.
Financial Disclosure Violations

392.The EIGA, incorporated into the House Rules by House Rule XXVI, requires all Members to
file FDs.

393.The EIGA further requires qualifying candidates to file FDs with the House. A qualified
candidate refers to an individual that has raised or spent more than $5,000.00 as a candidate
in a campaign for election to the House of Representatives.

394 Section 104 of the EIGA requires a “full and complete statement” with respect to several
categories, including generally: income and honoraria; unearned income including dividends,
rents, interest and capital gains; gifts; property used in trade or business or held for investment
or the production of income; liabilities; transactions; and reportable positions.

395.Section 106 of the EIGA states that “each congressional ethics committee . . . shall refer to
the Attorney General the name of any individual which such [] committee has reasonable
cause to believe has willfully failed to file a report or has falsified or willfully failed to file
information required to be reported.” This section further states, “[t]he Attorney General may
bring a civil action . . . against any individual who knowingly and willfully falsifies or who
knowingly and willfully fails to file or report any information that such individual is required
to report” and can impose a civil penalty.

396.The Commission on Administrative Review of the 95th Congress stated, “[t]he objectives of
financial disclosure are to inform the public about the financial interests of government
officials in order to increase public confidence in the integrity of government and to deter
potential conflicts of interest.”

397.The House’s Financial Disclosure Guide instructs that when an individual qualifies as a
candidate, they must file an FD “within 30 days of becoming a candidate or May 15 of that
year, whichever is later.” Additionally, “a qualifying candidate must file no later than 30 days
before any election (including primaries) in which the individual is participating.”

COUNT 19: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Failure to File IFD in Connection with the 2018 Llection

398.Paragraphs 211 through 244 and 392 through 397 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

399 Respondent was aware of the requirement for candidates to file a Candidate FD, and received
two extensions to file by July 29, 2018, but did not file her Candidate FD.

400.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and

regulations of the United States, including provisions of the EIGA and was a party to their
non-compliance, in violation of §| 2 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.
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COUNT 20: Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Failure to File FDs in Connection with the 2020 Election

401.Paragraphs 211 through 244 and 392 through 397 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein,

402, Respondent’s deadlines to file Candidate FDs related to the 2020 election were November 10,
2019, and May 15, 2020.

403, Respondent was aware of the requirement for candidates to file Candidate FDs but did not do
so in either 2019 or 2020,

404.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of the EIGA and was a party to their
non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

COUNT 21: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House and Violates the Letter
and Spirit of House Rules
Failure to Timely File I'Ds After Becoming a Member of Congress

405, Paragraphs 211 through 244 and 392 through 404 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein,

406, After becoming a Member of Congress, Respondent was informed that she had not filed her
Candidate FDs. Respondent did not subsequently file the required disclosures.

407 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of the EIGA and was a party to their
non-compliance, in violation of Y 2 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

408.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXVI.

409.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

COUNT 22: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House, Violates the Letter and
Spirit of House Rules, and Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Failure to Timely File FFDs in Connection with the 2022 Special Election

410, Paragraphs 211 through 244 and 392 through 397 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

411.Respondent’s deadline to file her Candidate FD related to the 2022 special election was July
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2,2021.

412 Respondent was aware of the requirement for candidates to file Candidate FDs but did not do
so until after she won the primary in the 2022 special election, months after her filing deadline.
Respondent therefore did not give her constituents the opportunity to review her financial
interests prior to becoming the Democratic nominee for the House.

413.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of the EIGA and was a party to their
non-compliance, in violation of Y 2 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

414 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXVI.
415 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the

House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

COUNT 23: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House, Violates the Letter and
Spirit of House Rules, and Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Reporting Errors and Omissions on FDs

416.Paragraphs 211 through 244 and 392 through 397 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

417 Respondent engaged in a pattern of submitting FDs that were incomplete and inaccurate.

418.Respondent’s FDs contained numerous errors and omissions, including related to: earned
income, assets, bank accounts, and compensation accrued for personally performed services.
Respondent’s financial interests would have been misleading even if they had been accurately
reported because, as described above, Respondent failed to provide any evidence
demonstrating she was entitled to nearly any of the funds she received from Trinity.

419 Respondent failed to ensure that the information reported on her FDs was accurate or
complete.

420.Respondent’s errors and omissions on her FDs were knowing and willful.

421.Respondent failed to put forth a full and complete statement of items required by the EIGA.

422 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States, including provisions of the EIGA and was a party to their

non-compliance, in violation of § 2 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

423 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXVI.

424 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
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reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

Violations Relating to Official Resources

COUNT 24: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House, Violates the Letter and
Spirit of House Rules, and Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Voluntary Services for Official Work by Individual 1

425 Paragraphs 245 through 259 are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

426.31 U.S.C. § 1342 provides, “[a]n officer or employee of the United States Government or of
the District of Columbia government may not accept voluntary services for either government
or employ personal services exceeding that authorized by law except for emergencies
involving the safety of human life or the protection of property.”

427 House Rule XXIII, clause 8(a) provides, “[a] Member . . . may not retain an employee who
does not perform duties for the offices of the employing authority commensurate with the
compensation such employee receives.”

428 House Rule XXIV, clause 1(a) provides, “[a] Member . . . may not maintain, or have
maintained for the use of such individual, an unofficial office account.” This applies to
accounts maintained by third parties for a Member’s benefit, even if they are not maintained
for the Member’s direct use. It also applies to any process whereby funds are received or
expended regardless of whether an actual account or repository is maintained. Therefore, the
rule prohibits private, in-kind contributions of goods or services for official purposes, with
limited exceptions.

429 Respondent accepted services from Individual 1, who was not employed by the congressional
office, including related to: scheduling and preparing for official events, responding to media
requests, providing research on official rules, reviewing draft legislation, and assisting in the
appropriations process.

430.Respondent was aware that she was not allowed to accept volunteer services for official work.
431.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2

of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

432 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXIII, clause
8(a).

433.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXIV, clause
1(a).
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434, By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

COUNT 25: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House, Violates the Letter and
Spirit of House Rules, and Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Acceptance of Voluntary Services Related to Franked Communications by Individual {

435 Paragraphs 245 through 259 and 425 through 434 are incorporated by reference as if fully set
forth herein.

436.2 US.C. § 503(d) provides, “[n]o Senator or Member of the House of Representatives may
maintain or use, directly or indirectly, an unofficial office account or defray official expenses
for franked mail, employee salaries, office space, furniture, or equipment and any associated
information technology services (excluding handheld communications devices) from—(1)
funds received from a political committee or derived from a contribution or expenditure; . . .
or (3) any other funds that are not specifically appropriated for official expenses.”

437 House Rule XXIV, clause 1(b)(2) prohibits the use of unofficial funds “to defray official
expenses for mail or other communications, compensation for services, office space, office
furniture, office equipment, or any associated information technology services (excluding
handheld communications devices).”

438.House Rule XXIV, clause 6, provides, “[a] mass mailing that is otherwise frankable by a
Member. . . is not frankable unless the cost of preparing and printing it is defrayed exclusively
from funds made available in an appropriation Act.”

439 Respondent accepted services from Individual 1, who was not employed by the congressional
office, related to franked communications.

440.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of § 2
of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

441.By engaging the conduct described above, Respondent violated House Rule XXIV, clauses
1(b)(2) and 6.

442 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

COUNT 26: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House, Violates the Letter and
Spirit of House Rules, and Failure to Uphold the Laws and Regulations of the United States
Providing Special Favors and Privileges in Connection with Community Project Funding
Requests
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443 Paragraphs 260 through 284 are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein,

4445 U.S.C. § 7353 provides, “[n]Jo Member of Congress . . . shall solicit or accept anything of
value from a person [] . . . (2) whose interests may be substantially affected by the performance
or nonperformance of the individual’s official duties.”

445 The Code of Ethics for Government Service, § 5 provides:

Any person in government service should . . . [n]ever discriminate unfairly
by the dispensing of special favors or privileges to anyone, whether for
remuneration or not; and never accept, for himself or his family, favors or
benefits under circumstances which might be construed by reasonable
persons as influencing the performance of his governmental duties.

446.Respondent provided special favors and privileges by directing her staft to treat CPF requests
from Individual 3 and Mr. Joseph more favorably than other submissions.

447. By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent failed to uphold the laws and
regulations of the United States and was a party to their non-compliance, in violation of {{ 2
and 5 of the Code of Ethics for Government Services.

448 By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and did not adhere to the letter and spirit of the Rules of the
House, and violated House Rule XXIII, clauses 1 and 2.

Conduct During Investigation

COUNT 27: Conduct that Reflects Discreditably Upon the House
Lack of Candor and Diligence in Ethics Investigations

449 Paragraphs 1 through 448 are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

450.The ISC recognizes that Respondent initially took a number of steps to cooperate with the
Committee. Respondent produced documents in response to the ISC’s first request for
information. In order to produce these documents, Respondent engaged a team of attorneys
to review and produce over 2,600 documents over the course of several months. Respondent
also engaged the services of a professional compliance company for her campaign committee,
although this was after the investigation into Respondent was initiated by OCC and the
professional compliance company did not conduct an audit, despite Respondent having
knowledge of various issues with prior FEC filings.

451.Respondent also initially indicated she was available for a voluntary interview with the ISC.
The day prior to the interview, Respondent informed the ISC she was no longer available.
The ISC took the extraordinary step of subpoenaing Respondent for her testimony.
Respondent then invoked her Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination following
receipt of a subpoena duces tecum to obtain documents Respondent had not provided to the
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ISC and a subpoena ad festificandum to obtain her testimony.

452.The ISC believes that Respondent did not treat the allegations of misconduct raised by OCC’s
Referrals with sufficient seriousness. The delays in her responses to the ISC’s first request
for information and failure to respond to the ISC’s second and third requests for information
were inconsistent with the level of diligence Members owe to the Committee.

453.The conduct of Respondent and those acting on her behalf led to repeated delays of the ISC’s
investigation of the allegations involving her.

454 Respondent’s lack of candor and diligence in connection with the investigations of the
Committee and ISC as a whole does not reflect creditably on the House.

455.By engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent acted in a manner that does not
reflect creditably on the House and violated House Rule XXIII, clause 1.
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Electronic Articles of Organization 19900232082
or 3 :
Florida Limited Liability Company  Seb o 5ate 2019

kepage
Article I
The name of the Limited Liability Company is:

HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC

Article 11
The street address of the principal office of the Limited Liability Company is:

3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147

The mailing address of the Limited Liability Company is:

P.O. BOX 331274
MIAMI, FL. 33233

Article I11

The name and Florida street address of the registered agent is:

HECTOR C ROOS
3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147

Having been named as registered agent and to accept service of process for the above stated limited
liability company at the p%acc designated in this certificate, I hereby accept the appointment as registered
agent and agree to act in this capacity. [ further agree to comply with the provisions of all statutes
relating to the proper and complete performance of my duties, and [ am familiar with and accept the
obligations of my position as registered agent.

Registered Agent Signature: HECTOR C ROOS
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Article IV 119000232982
The name and address of person(s) authorized to manage LLC: ELLpEtErr?boe? i‘i\é“ 2019
Title:  MGR Sec. Of State
HECTOR ROOS LLC .<epag
3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147
Article V
The effective date for this Limited Liability Company shall be:

09/09/2019
Signature of member or an authorized representative
Electronic Signature: HECTOR C ROOS

I am the member or authorized representative submitting these Articles of Organization and affirm that the
facts stated herein are true. Tam aware that false information submitted in a document to the Department
of State constitutes a third r.lu.%n.e felony as provided for in s.817.155. F.S. I understand the requirement to
file an annual report between January 15t and May 1st in the calendar- vear following formation of the LLC
and every year thereafier to maintain "active” status.
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— NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNT

REGION: South Florida (21) RC#: _ 4504 ACCOUNT NUMBER: -Dﬂ? M 94004

TYPE OF ACCOUNT:  TD Bus Convenience Plus Ckg TYPE CODE: 717

oreneoey: [N DATE OPENED: 100772018

BUSINESS NAME / MAILING ADDRESS: TIN: LEGAL ADDRESS: (No PO Baxes)
HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LG B socvvestHsTREET
3493 NW G8TH STREET MiAMI FL
MAMILFL USA_ 23147
Werllication: X i If Exisling Customer, Enter the RM Numbar; ______
A t R [+
Additional Account Vri ity D on State Website Report & Resolion
IMPORTANT INFORMATION
all Sinancial Ins Bl ¥ Wt it e
"w Ih-u\duuph- ’)&’h‘\ﬁ" RWKIIMIF(“ 7. tsiness nesed scove '"D'm ermf‘h-mt Laposd Azcound Acresmet, UM'\“‘ Scrmcuie of CHages wo
s, Foo Schadde which govern e Accounsholesr's socounds s TD Bark, NA. (e Sk} \‘urqnlﬁ( Sekow 5w ha Acceandéa's vso of the nocours sha! svidencs the Actourkaaers

wﬂ-'ﬂquﬁﬂwhlmnﬂobnuﬂml\.lu i sl forth i 10 Busiress Depoit Astount Agremert, Duinend Schecde of Chages and Busnaes Fon Schadula, and any Acdenda
ek, s the soma iy s errenced fom G183 Tme.

¥ you, P Loderiored tatin for 1 ooiga s ® prineiom a), cunesla) o UAMRASNIL YOU hatecy BUINCETE I BAK 13,
from v ke B Mwb_rqw‘i““l“m“ﬁjﬂm third canion. SVEh 4 8 conmrmer potng scerey, 1 conecticn wilh cpaniag dd markaning tha nccaurt 1 tho Bans dednos
o 8 %83t of any Méoe o In puch e sl 1hey Barh wil et s noken centainig deth ‘egering e consure reporting sgecy #s
rened by apoicable

|wmammu_ﬁ~=nz "y resie o tnns. Undar penelly of padury, you, (he undenigne, cartity fha:
The rrumber st o0 i lor i f Accowniiwsder's coneol Laspryer et cation numbar (3 il ACounTole b waling 1or & rioe 5 ba Miued 16 the Accourrakior) and
2 Tha Azeoutnolda i nol sutiad! 10 bade eitieling beceuss () e Accountcile b wasmpt fom backus wittolding, or (b The Actounih der nam nod bas nottsed By The Inlanal Revenis
Bevicn (IRS) Pl 0 ACCOUPITCHM 1 BUET0EL 10 DACKD WINIGLAG 03 B 38 o A LA 1 1t M AR o AASIGR, O (€] 0 IS 1o el - Ao okt B Ak
IEngar §.00<1 i nackup wirholfing and
2 The Accounifosdor s oL B persar [nelading 8 U5, reside alen) and
4 The Forslon Accound Tax Compliance Act (FATEA) codta antieud o ihis o (F any) neicang i the piyes is anewol fram FATCA reporing, s conect.

Corttization elruchioes. Vou sl o013 oul b 2 soove e ‘ Fled = tho IR that e Loy Wit I Dakiy w0l bucass B At okr e
teked 30 fp0t BE it or tha a0 ol o box wy For i elabe armsacions, 6w 2 ous 760 apply. For mriooge Inere st o, acculition o o
o cas 16 5 b ok e s (HAL T, Qoo By, IS G479 P 48001 813 SN, T o 7, oc e 0 kg - Corl aior, 10
st pronics tha Accouniliohbe's cosost TN
The Infernal Revenue Service coes not require your or the . [ of this t than quired to avold cackup
Retationship Consent
[ By checking Bils box snd signing balow, you, udnorice e Bank 0 use the basnce om ast 4 dighe of acoount rumban, your pemonal
checiing account, ke mewt fiv baluncs requinement on th 3 Businoss v s or Business Pramier Chacdng account. Sea Busicess Ceptalt Accounl Agreemant for
detals
Authorized Representative(siS
A r a
' L 4
Signaure
Printec Name o
- Daot bl 0 TN Dule o/ Bih TN
Verifcason Verification Compluted . Ve ation - -
I Existing Parsonal Cusiome:. Fnior e FM Nurbor _ N Existing Parsanal Custamar, Enlar e RM Nurber: ~
Date Signed lUfIJ'-' !Jz._lfl i Datn Siged -
r = r a
L 4 [ -
Signatue Signature
B Printed Nome ' I Proied Nave
Date of Bvth "~ Daio o/ Biy TH
Verifioat o L - Vrdeaten
I Exigting Possonal Cusiomer. Enar the HIM Humber: If Ex'ating Parsonal Customar, Enter tha R b
Dale Signed:  _ L Dure Signed

P, V0N | TD Barc NA ebdructiona for St Towe Mabs: St ard wmal b gl AMGR GF Moy Busingss Accouls
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B 'i Bank
Ak y Bk Lot Bask*
GENERAL BUSINESS RESOLUTION
Corporation x Limited Liability Co (LLC) * Partnership ' Unincorporated Association * Sole Propriator
3493 NW BETH STREET
o MIAMI, FL 53147
Applicable} Address

HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC
Business Name (Including DBA i

RESOLVED, thal the Financial Institulion named above, al any one of more of its offices or branches, be and il heraby is deslgnated as a
Financial Instilution of and deposilory for the funds of this Business, which may be wilhdrawn on checks, dlaﬂs ad\'lr.es of debit, notas or clher
orders for the payment of monies {including electronic orders) bearing the signature of, or as ized by. any one (1) of the

foliowing officers, employees, members or agents of ihis Business ("Agents™), whose actual signatures are shown below:

Print Nama

HECTOR CRODS

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the depositor agrees fo be bound by the ferms of the applicable Deposit Account Agreement(s), as may be
revised or amended from time to time.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Financial Institution may honor all such checks and other instruments for the payment or delivery of money or
properly when signed as authorized above, el of amount, | ding any payable to the Finandial Institution or to any signor or other
officer or employees of the corporation or to cash or bearer, and may receive the same in payment of or as security for the personal
Indebtedness of any signor or other officar or employea or other person to the Financial Institution or in any transaction whether or not known lo
be for the personal benefit of any such person, without inquiry as to the circumstances of their issue or the disposition of their proceeds, and
without ligbility to the Financial Inatitution, and with obligation upon the Financlal Institution to inquire whelher the same be drawn or reguired for
the corporation’s business or banefit,

FURTHER RESOLVED, that any one (1) of such Agents is authorized to endorse all checks, drafts, notes and other ilems payable to or owned
by this Business for deposit with the Financial Institution, or for cobection or discount by the Financial Instilution, and to accept drafts and other
tems payable &l the Financial Institution.

FURTHER R!‘.SOLUED that the Bank is authorized to conduct Debit Card/ATM Card transactions in accordance with Financial Institution’s
Visa Debit Card Ap and it for

FURTHER RESOL \I'Fn that the above named agents are au1honzed and empowered 1o execute such other agreements, including, but not
limited to, spemal ¥ and 9 g the manner, conditions or purpeses for which funds, chacks or items of

1he i may be i or wi and lo parlu(m such other acts as they deem reasonably nacessary to carry oul the
provisions of these resclutions,

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the authority hereby conferred upon the above named Agents shall be and remains in full force and effect until
wiritten notice of the revocation thereol shall have been delivered 1o and received by the Financial Institution at the location where an account is
maintained and Financial Institulion has had a reasonable pariod of ime to act upon such notice,

| HEREBY CERTIFY, that the Agents, whose names and signalure appear above, are hereby autherized 1o open and mainlain a depasn
account of accounis DI' the Business with the Financial Institution, subject to the terms and conditions in the appicable Account ag
as may be amended from lime to time.

| FURTHER CERTIFY that the parsons named above occupy the posiions set forth opposite Iheir respective names and signatures; Thal he
foregoing resoluticns now stand of record on the books of the Business; thal they are in full force and effect and have not been modified in any
manner whatsoever

For Corpeorations, in case Ihe Sacrelary or ather certifying officer is designal
cerificale should alse be signed by a second Officar or Direclor of the Comp

HECTOR C ROOS X
Frinl Name Sig

MANAGER 10/07/2018
e Data

Ko 13014 | T0 Sock, HA
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Certification Regarding Beneficial Owners
of Legal Entlty Customers

Far D Persg

||r|-I LS gir) I.

pate: 10/7/2019

! e
! D Rank Representative Phone: _

| Store Number 0 agplicable 45ﬁ

Al Mumsber

10 Bank Repesentative Ham

RE Code (if applicable): 4 50,

A Mamo and Addicss of Lngal Encry for whidh an acootnt 1t being apined or Butingts Ralationship is being updated

w HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC .
ssse 3493 NW 68TH STREET ez MIAMI, FL 33147

&, Wame and Title of Naturul Person opening acoou

Naere: HECTOR C ROOS

értification of Indjvidiia

1 or updhating the Business Relationship

s MANAGER

ith Lnntmf

n.u;. <fu| d-‘mll..

| Last Name: ROOS

Irwlivichal Flrst Name: H E C TO R

Sreet Address (no PO Bowsk|

smmlrwmu- | zlnwﬂalcm_ | county US
——— B = B

THle teE, President, o) MANAGER

NowUS peesons, plesse comptabe the fodds balow

widdla Initial: (C

Brimary ID Type (passpart or st ] Humber:

Country:

Date of Issuance: [ Exp. Date:

K thit Incividual witn Comtrol alta » Beneficia: Owne?  @1Ves [INo  yes, what is the percentoge of owrensiie?r 100 %

If ro inchvidual raest thit requirsrment, pleace theck “Benaticial Owner Mot Applicable” box and maove 1o Section Il [ genclicial Owner Mot Apglicatile
Eehefichal Gamar 1 lafaimation:
Individual First Name: Lost Nawe: )
Street Addeess (no PO Boxes): ) | iz )
StatelProvinge: - | ZipPostal Code: l oy |
Sacial Securlty Humber (554 (US persons only S | Date of 8irth: o auf;h;-.u.n--w “
Primany 10 Type: (passpadt of athe) N a i Huerber:
Cn-al..l.l'-J.r ) | | Date of lssuance: - |Exn Date:

| Trows the Indidual old the wnerhip Interest o the | ngal Ertity mdl"eck'y (vi an: hig terest in an i % vpanyl?  (l¥es Cho

if yos, provide e name of te intermediate company hehw

Hame of Company with Cumership Interest in this Relations

sk choporss FOK baweed. | Equal Boushng Londer (21 Tafd
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Benisficiel Gwinor 2 Inforation:

SR Il _Certif:it'.g_ti.br_: r_.\f._H]zm}.fi'ciallé\;'.iner(;f.}'(_

Individual Flest Namre: |Mld:.||o lnm;..l: ) Last Hame:
Street nae;nmlno FO Ewu:;].. o ity )
Twarmln:_ ) ! kur..al_i:udu: h 'l co-an- h
Tn-afsl.ﬂl"l\' Mumber (55H) (U5 ;«wns.nnl,ﬂ: I % of Cwnars L
:_1-‘5 plu.rs'alr.. pleasi complele thy wlds b .
Pris 1D Type (possport or othe):
Cwu\':r: " . | D‘;te al lsulan:;: [EI;»DJIC: ) o
Does the Imlh;i;lual hold the ml;rn.lp Imterest in the Legal Entity indirectly {vla an interest in an " il pany)? O vos ) [=E73 o
If yws, provide the name of the intermediate comaany 1_._nbw.
tenrme of Company with Ownership interest In this Relationship:
Bonficial Ovene 3 Infoimation:
incividual First Nume:‘ . . ; Muddle Initial: : Last Name:
_st-eui Address (ro PO Baxas): J oy
Slne.'mwim.z. B Tﬁw;cvual Code: I Country. )
Sodlal Sacurity Numbet [SSN} (US persons anly): | Date of Blrtn: o 1 % of Cwnerihip: %
Hanstis |mlsen;. |‘dcusr\§nn;nlelt the fields bolow R o
Primary ID Type (passport of ather): | Numiber:
Coumtry: - . | Date of I»u;m(e: Exp. !u-u.
Dn:s the Indiividual hald \l! " Interest In the Legal Entity Indincctly (vda In:sf-:-s.: nan o .- ., C¥es QMo
_(__ ovide the name of the Intermediate compa i b
Kame of Company with Ownershic Interest in this Relationsnip:
eneficlal Owner s bifonuadion: i *
-]mum"m\ Name: o | Widdle Iaitial: | Last Mame:
muﬁ;ﬁ; (o PO Boxes): - . . : Clity: o
. e o J
’mﬁt;m;:;.unrbu (S5M} US parsans only): T Date of Birth I | % of Dwriership L3
NorUs pcum:s.- plepse cun-u\ie;llt the fields below .
Primary 1D Type (pastport of other) o B Nuember:
Country: Dan u“:u’ﬂﬂ«': ’ l=ap.;’:ﬁl‘: o

Does the Individual hold the ownership intorest bn the L,
W yes, provide the nama of the ntermediate company below:

Entity indirectly (via an ownership interest in an intermediate compemy)? O ¥es ONo

Hame of Company with Ownerdhip Interest in this Relationship:

. Weehor €. Loos

E’CI&:‘ this ko If there have been no updetes e charges te Indhidual with Contrel or Beneficial b

ided above is eomphte and comet

TPrint Mamme o pervan opaning U 3ccount o adding o sccnls or services 1o an eabihed sekstionioip)

glnce st g o Centification fFoom,

v PBTRDY cortify, to

Ban: ceportits FONTswres. | bgaal Housig Lesder @ 2ofé
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gﬁ“ I Tem— ASSESSING YOUR NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNT
S mrlea Mt Eammnien, Ak TO BE COMPLETED FOR ALL NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNTS
~SECTION 1A: STORE/ACCOUNT INFORMATION. = ¢ o0 e
| TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING - - (Fill in or CIRCLE answer for each question)
Store Employee: Date Opened: 10/07/2018
Store Location: ~ Coral Gables B Store Number: 450
Product Type: TD Bus Convenience Plus Ckg Account Numbar:
Account Title: HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC Phone Number:

Bast Time fo Contact: Mornings

Primary Contact Name: HECTOR ROOS
Legal Address: 3463 NW 88TH STREET
MIAMI FL 33147
Business Emall Address: | GV AlL.COM _
New or Existing TD Business Customer: New E;‘Lng) Home Based: Yos @D)
'SECTION 1_B_:::B_I._I_SI_N__ES§ INFORNATION 5 i s e v s i i st e e
.. TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING .~ - (Fillin or CIRCLE answer for each question) =
Is the business lecation at the same address being used lo establish account? B ves O Ne
If Mo, plazse explain: T |
Type of Business (Circle one): Corporation Partnership @;fy LLP Sola Propriator
Non-Profit Government/Municipal Other (Descibe) V) feR_
Principle Line of Busi Marketing Consulting Services
If "Other", describ MARKETING BUSINESS
Purpose of account (payroll, ascrow, operating account, slc): Cperating
Length of time In business: > 24 months Does it match the formation documents? @s No
If No, please explain: ¥ {(,.1._.» e
Estimated Annual Sales: 0 - $500,000
Mumber of Employees: 1
Busi geographical area age: I TD Market Area
Is the Business located within market? (19.8> No
If No, please explain: " H) [
How is the business paid by its cuslomers? i/ UM .0 CAWeAA >
What types of cust jvendors will the business ba working with? (LA i
Where does the business maintain merchandise or equl ? phfﬂw,{}{\_g/_] w)
SECTION 1C: HOME BASED BUSINESS -~~~ = b S B PR
TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING *_{Fill'n or CIRCLE answer for.each question)
s the home address provided malch the identification of owner? Yes No
If No, please explain:
mﬁ%you lived at your current ad 7 Do you own or rent? Own Rent

For all home Bawd?‘usimssss provide 4 or more items from below checklist (check all that apply)
Documents must be sent IrSIF with accounl package (exception- do not pheto copy driver's license)

Known/Existing Customer fhn-rug&e'thsn & months

Business open more than 6 monthi ,-I%;xm was lhis verified?
Has license for trade business (day care, tect, plumber, electriclan ele.) or Sales tax usage doc
Has Commearcial vehicle ragistration with ad‘:!rqe‘& at malches businessihome address

Businass Is listad on Homa Advisor with maltching contac) information
Has invoice or bill mailed to address in business name o?h\a,\n ame of the business awner

If property is rented, provide copy of rantal agreement

i owned, has tax bill, mortgage statement or other means of awnership Vagfication (fown lax kst online, efc )
Drivers license matches address given (do not photocopy)

Website exists and matches information given (provide screenshot)

IRS TIN Letter

Personal paystub with home address

Mest recant perscnal tax return

ehick Registration \
Verification frem State Wabsite

Bank Statement from other banks previous 2 months of activity \\.
Wae

coooOooOoOoO0ooocooooao
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"SECTION 1D: TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF AGGOUNT OPENING

BUSINESS ACCOUNT DPENING DOCUMENT CHECKLIST

Account apener MUST initial each box within a column to evidence each document collected. Any deviations from
the required documentation described below should be Bumped Up!

= Document required

= Diocument reguired If oparating P[T,.T:m: Unincorperated

a Home Bagod Business Corporation LLG Partnership, l\ssoclallonlf Mot Sole-Prop
. LP and LLP} for Profit

= Document not requined

Articles of Incarporation/Organization (filed with the
state) OR Certificate of Good Standing (issued by
state or court) OR State website report

TD General Business Resolution

Fictitious Name Registration (f applicable by state,
county, or local registrar)

Operating Agreement {if applicable}

Board of Direclor's Resolution/By-Laws (if

+

P: hi ing Ag 1 (if Jicable) ]

Chapter and Bylaws of Association OR copy of
minutes of last meeting with new elected officers  {if
applicable)

FOR HOME BASED BUSINESSES, COLLECT
EQUR ITEMS FROM THE LIST IN SECTION 1C)

Business Sile Visil form

Signed Beneficial Ownership Leng Form

SECTION 2: REVIEW OF NEW ACCOUNT PRODUCT, FORMS AND OPENING DEPOSIT

TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACGOUNT OPENING (Fill in or CIRCLE answer for each question)
Review of Existing A ts your Cust may have:
Does the signer's signature match identification and any exisling signature cards found on FulaNet? C) NO NiA
Are there holds or special instructions on any existing accounts? YES MNIA
Langth of Business Account Relationship? "”h gL’ Length of Personal Accoun! e-a1-orul!lp? X iﬁﬂ £, ;2! ]
Review of the Opening Daposit: T
How is the opening deposit being made? CHECK CASH @N“S_If_gli) ) (Circla &l thal apply}
If Cash is belng deposited - does it make sense for how the business gets paid? A)/{,}..
If a Check is deposited - is the check payable to the name of the business? YES NO (NIQ
Was the Starler Kil Daposit Ticket used for the opening deposit? YES NO LA )
Was the minimum opening deposit made (based on product type)? YES NO ( NJA;!
If no, please explain: W o N -
Was the check processed through Early Warning in Encore? YES @

If yes, note any response from Early Waming: | NS5 £0y "
Ifno, pleese explain: (Lo 0t Jranih Lo~ !

Is date on check prior to the date of the formation documents? If Yes, 'Bimm it Upl YES )] NG —
Does the payee and address on the check gxactly match the tille on the account? i not, Bump I Upl YES NO )ff’t)
Was the business entity regislered within 15 calendar days prior to the account being established? ES )y NO .

W Yes, Bump It Up to your SM. T

ALERT! If there are any concerns with the account, opening deposit and/or Customer Bump It Up!
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SECTION 3: STORE MANAGEMENT REVIEW - To be completed by a Store Manager or ASM other
than account opener no later than the following business day
| _(Fillin or circle answer for each guestion)

Research information about the business
Research the business (including through the intemet e.g. Google, Bing).

Describe resulls andfor opportunities: (“/t’" ool
7
List business website if appki Nene-
Describe why Google Map search fit the business type: [ Wil“/]é‘/i CLQ W10 l',p{,-lq
T 7 i)
Business located within the vicinity/market area of your Store? GES) NO LN

If No or NfA, describe why:

SECTION 4: THANK YOUR CUSTOMER - To be completed by a Store Managar or ASM other than
account opener no later than the following busmass day
| (Fillin‘or circle answer for each questlon)

Business reached via phone (using directory assistance or 411.com)? HO
Thank You Card malled with Store Manager business card? @)
ii ts/opportunities identified (and entered into your calendarftickler system for fallow-up):

Wl e hramd w Liicoa 2 Auigr Ao ) im .

SECTION 5: DOGUMENTATION / WRAP-UP - To he completed by a Store Manager or J\SM other
than account opener no later than the following business day
(Fill In or circle answer for each question)

Site visit form printed and fime scheduled for visit? CYEQ NO <

All business decuments referenced on page 2 have been collected and revi (per AYNB Guidelines)? YES MO

If Assessing Your Business form and/or Site Visit form was completed by a business partner or another line of business,
record their name and title: ——ff——

After completing this checklist, reviewing documentation, and performing additional due diligence, sign and
date below. Send the New Account and ALL supporting d ion to CIF for imaging. If any pti

were made, please attach RMM email.
te: i'\-) ‘ a’ .lc]

Fory C7r18 | 1 RANE, HA

Raviewed by Slgnature:

Print Name/Title:
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%‘E@E Ebaamfic

Amerlca’s Most Convanient Bank™

Business Site Visit Form must be completed within 5 calendar days of

Name: HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC  page Account Opened: 10107/2019

Business Physical Address: 3493 NW B8TH ST MIAMI, FL 33147

Business Phone Number: __ Account H{s}:-“om /

Business Owner Contact Name and Title; HECTOR C RCOS, MANAGER

‘Sectlan]  Must be completed for Home Based Businesses Only

Are you able to vertfy the residential
If Yes [] Attach Documents  Fito-

ad
a

55 through Google maps or current tax records? [Review AYB Guide)

isiness Site Visit is Required  Deseribe observations below:

Comments: CT— .
e .
[Sectionll  Mustbe pleted for all B that are not Home Based
After tour or Business Site Ulsil\éo/rwlelion, is the business operational; appears to be functioning as the business
described? Yes No [J
Comments:

Is there appropriate signage for the nature or type of business? Yes D No E/

Does the business have an ATM on site? Yes [[] No [94\’&: How is the ATM Funded? ™V 1 [\

Please indicate which signs for the following services are visible:
Check Cashing [_] Check Cashing Fees [] Lottery Sales [] Sale of Money Orders [_] Western Union (] Payday Lending [
(/ P

Is there inventory on site? Yes ] No [] N/A E/

Describe Observations:

Describe observations:

Did your ebservations agree with your expectations for this type of business? Yes D/No [ifne Bump It Up!

SWatng Spact Tn ¢ uDetuo .
1% )

Comments: [

; (e
| personally conducted the above described physical site visit on: Date of Visit: 0 Il .' 1
Site Visit Completed by:
_7 Signature

Rev. 2/2018 | TD BANK, N.A.
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1072019 Detall by Emtity Mame

Dty o Comprmaibny

Doppimontof Sialg / Divigeo ¢f Coporslicns / Search Recoads [ Dedadl Fy Dasmeand Mumbor 1

Detail by Entity Name

Florida Limited Liability Gompany .Ei i -&

HUMAMN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC

Elling Information

Document Number L190002326682 o

FEVEIN Number NONE ﬁ)ﬂ' () G!kéa .
Date Filed 08/16/2019 T
Effective Date 09/0w2019

State FL

Status ACTIVE

Principal Addross i
3493 NW 6BTH ST ,_f\"]/‘—"’""ifg‘*dﬁ" “ﬂ -
MIAMI, FL 33147 ;
Malling Address

F.O. BOX 331274
MIAMI, FL 33233

Reglstered Agent Name & Address
ROOCS, HECTOR C

3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL 33147

Authorized Person(s). Detall
Name & Address

Title MGR
HECTOR ROCS LLC

3453 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL 33147

Annual Roports

No Annual Reports Flled

Documant Images

D120

Lirvuliead Linkslity

PO fcannl

search sunbiz orglnquiry { EDatail Tindquirytypa=EnlityN; tion Typeslnials | rdersHUMANSCALES... 112
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mIR CEPARTMENT OF THE TRERSURY
INTERNAIL, REVENUE SERVICE
CIRCINNATI OH 45999-0023

Date of this notice: 10-07-2019

I-ﬁ. loi.r Identification Number:

Form: 55-4

Humber of this notice: CP 575 B
HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC
HECTOR ROOS MBR
PO BOX 331274 For assistance you may call us at:
MIAMI, FL 33233 1-800-B29-4933

IF YOU WRITE, ATTACH THE
STUB AT THE END OF THIS HOTICE.

WE ASSIGNED YOU AN EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

mfor applying for an Employer Identification Number (EIN). We assiqned you
EIN This BIN will identify you, your business accounts, tax returns, and
documents, even if you have no employees, Pleage keep this notice in your permanent
records.

When [iling tax documents, payments, and related correspondence, it is very important
that you use your BIN and complete name and address exactly as shown above. Any variation
may cause a delay in processing, vesult ie incorwect information in yeur account, or even
cauge you to be apgsigned more than one EIN. If the information is not correct as shown
above, please make the cerrection using the attached tear off stub and return it co us.

Based on the information received from you or your representative, you must file
the following form(s) by the date{s) shown.

Form 1065 03/15/2020

If you have cquestions about the form(s) or the due date(s) shown, you can call us at
the phone number or write to us at the address shown at the top of thie notice. If you
need help in determining your annual accounting period (tax year), see Publication 538,
Accounting Periods and Methods.

We assigned you a tax classification based on information cobtained from you or your
representative, It is not a legal determination of your tax classification, and is not
binding on the IRS. If you want a legal determination of your tax classification, you may
regquest a private letter ruling from the IRE under the quidelines in Revenue Frocedure
2004-1, 2004-1 I.R.B. 1 (or superseding Revenue Procedure for the year at issue). Note:
Certain tax classification elections can be requested by filing Form 8832, Entity
Clasgification Election, See Form 8832 and its instructions for additional information.

A limited liability company (LLC) may file Form 8832, Entity Classification
Election, and elect to be classified as an asgeciation taxable as a corporation. IE
the LLC iz eligible to be treated as a corporation that meets certain tests and ic
will be electing & corporation atatus, it must timely file Form 2553, Election by a
Small Business Corporation. The LLC will be treated as a corporation as of the
effective date of the S corporation election and does not need to file Form 8832.

To obtain tax forms and publications, including those referenced in this notice,
visit our Web site at www.irs.gov., If you do not have access to the Internet, call
1-800-829-3676 (TTY/TDD 1-BCO-829-4059) or visit your local IRS office.
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HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC
3493 NW 68™ STREET
MIAMI, FL 33147
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Electronic Articles of Organization 110000232982
. T L S, ber 16, 2019
Florida Limited Liability Company kggg,‘%"f‘%?;é ’
epage
Article I
The name of the Limited Liability Company is:
HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES LLC

Article 11
The street address of the principal office of the Limited Liability Company is:

3493 NW 68TII ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147

The mailing address of the Limited Liability Company is:

P.O. BOX 331274
MIAMI, FL. 33233

Article IIT
The name and Florida street address of the registered agent is:
HECTOR C ROOS
3493 NW 68TH ST

MIAMI, FL. 33147

Having been named as registered agent and to accept service of process for the above stated limited
liabilify company at the place designated in this certificate, I hereby accept the appointment as registered
agent and agree to act in this capacity. 1 further agree to comply with the provisions of all statutes
reglaling to the proper and complete performance of my duties, and I am familiar with and accept the
obligafions of my position as registcred agent.

Registered Agent Signature: HECTOR C ROOS
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Article TV L 19000232982
The name and address of person(s) authorized to manage LLC: gg_Etgn? b%?. ?ﬁh:l 2019
Title; MGR Sec. Of State
HECTOR ROOS LLC kepage
3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147
Article V
The effective date for this Limited Liability Company shall be:

09/09/2019

Signature of member or an authorized representative
Electronic Signature: HECTOR C ROOS

1 am the member or authorized representative submitting these Articles of Organization and affirm that the
facts stated herein are true. I am aware that false information submitted in a document to the Department
of State constilutes a third degrec felony as provided for in s.817.155, F.S. T understand the requirement to
file an annual repori between January 1st and May 1st in the calendar year following formation of the LLC
and every year thercafter to maintain "active” status.
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Electronic Articles of Organization L19000232048
or :
Florida Limited Liability Company  Seb of ainte” 201°

. zmbrown
Article 1
The name of the Limited Liability Company is:
IECTOR ROOS LLC
Article It

The street address of the principal office of the Limited Liability Company is:

3493 NW 68TH ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147

The mailing address of the Limited Liability Company is:

P.O. BOX 331274
MIAMI, FL. 33233

Article 111
The name and Florida street address of (he registered agent is:
HECTOR C ROOS
3493 NW 68TH ST

MIAMI, FL. 33147

Having been named as registered agent and to accept service of process for the above stated limited
liability company at the place designated in this cerfificate, I hereby accept the appointment as registered
agent and agree to act in this c.alzac;ry, I further agree to comply with the provisions of all statutes
relating to the proper and complete performance of my duties, and I am familiar with and accept the
obligations of my position as registered agent.

Registered Agent Signature: HECTOR C ROOS
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Article TV L1 90002.32948
The name and address of person(s) authorized to manage LLC: gg_EtErr? b%Or ?é"? 2019
Title: MGR Seg. Of State
HECTOR C ROOS zmbrown

3493 NW 687111 ST
MIAMI, FL. 33147

Article V

The effective date for this Limited Liability Company shall be:
09/09/2019

Signature of member or an authorized representative
Electronic Signature: HECTOR C ROOS

I am the member or authorized representalive submitting these Articles of Organizalion and affirm that the
facts stated herein arc true. I am awarc that false information submitied in a document to the Department
of State constitutes a third de%rec felony as provided for in 5.817.155, F.S. | understand the requirement to
file an annual report between January 1st and May st in the calendar year following formation of the LLC
and every year thereafler to maintain "active" status.
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Office Space L.ease Contract

located at 3493 NW 68th St., Miami, FL 33147 (hereafter "Lessor”) and
Hector C. Roos (hereafter “Lessee”) hereby enter into a lease agreement under the foliowing terms:

Lessor shall convey to Lessee use of the premises at:

An office space no greater than 200 square feet with access to common areas such
as conference room and use of existing office eguipment.

The term of this lease shali be from 06/01/2019 until 06/01/2020 at midnight on each date. The
Lessee will retain a renewal option until 10 days before the termination date.

The Lessee is obligated to pay Lessor a total of $1.800.00 for the rights conveyed under this lease.
The amount will be paid in manthly instaliments of $150.00 per month. If not paid within 10 days, a
|ate fee of $25 will ocour.

The Lessee shall put down a security deposit in the amount of $150.00, which will be distributed for
damages and repairs as required by law.

The rental of the premises is intended solely as an office space, and shall be used only for
conducting office business and related activities necessary to the company. There shall be no more
than & person on the premises at the same time, and workers will be aliowed onsite only during
office hours, from 7:00 AM 1o 4:00 PM unless otherwise permitted by Lessor.

The Lessor will provide the following furnishings: Desk, Chair, Locking Cabinet. These furnishings
will remain on the premises at all imes and will be returned to the Lessor in the same condition at
the end of the lease.

The Lessor will provide the following office equipment and services: Office Supplies, Printer, Copier,
Scanner, internet Connection, Janitorial Services, Waste Disposal, and Utilities.

The Lessee shall not store explosive/flammableftoxic chemicals or materials on the premises.
Neither shall the Lessee use forklifts, tow trucks or mechanically powered equipment for freight
handling on the premises.

The Lessee shall have access to 2 parking spaces for the purpose of employee and client parking
unless otherwise permiited by Lessor. The Lessee shall be in charge of regulation and towing
agreements in maintaining the parking lot.

The Lessor shall pay for insurance as typical with an office setting.

The Lessee shall be responsible for fees and taxes incurred through the use of the office for
business purposes.

The Lessee will make no alterations without written consent of the Lessor and will obtain and
maintain all necessary permils for equipment and business purposes.
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The Lessee/lessor shall have the right to terminate the lease with a 20 day notice.

Upen expiration or fermination of this lease, Lessee shall retumn the property to Lessor in
substantially the same condition in which the properly was received by Lessee.

In witness to their agreement to the terms of this contract, the parties affix their signatures below:

Hcc_t,d' €. Roos

On Behalf of

Lessor, signature & date Lessee, signature & date
Address: 3493 NW 68th St Address: P.O. Box 331274
City, state, ZIP Miami, FL 33174 City, state, ZIP 33233



EXHIBIT 4
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———
From:
Sent; Monday, Apeil 25, 2022 8:59 AM EDT
Te: Sheila for Congress
Subject: Re: Fuv: Sheila Cherfilus McCormick for Congress, Inc (CO0677492)- Adminkstrative Fine for fallure to file 48-

Hour Notices (AFR 4285)
Okay please keep me posted
On Mon, Apr 25, 2022, 8:55 AM Sheila for (‘uugmss-l’ﬁ sheilaforcongress.com™ wrote:

| am entering the response today or tomorrow depending on my work load this afternoon.
-Hector

From: FEC Administrative Fines @fec.gov>

Sent: Monday, April 25, 2022 8:02 AM

To @HotmalL.con | & HOTMAIL COMS; Sheila for Congress
sheilaforcongress.com>

Ce: FEC Administrative Fines Efec.gov>

Subject: Sheila Cherfilus MeCormick for Congress, Inc (C00677492)-Administrative Fine for failure to
file 48-Hour Notices (AF# 4286)

Good moming,
I am re-emailing the Reason-to-Believe administrative fine letter for AF# 4286 as a reminder,
as there is one week left if you were wanting to submit a challenge. Please feel free to reach out
to me at the number below if you have any questions, or reach out to at
if you have any reporting questions.
Thank you.
Senior Campaign Finance Analyst, Compliance
Reports Analysis Division
Room-



EXHIBIT 5
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From: Hector Chris Roos Chavez

To: ; Edwin Chefilus

Subject: : Aging Billables for Consulting Contract
Date: Tuesday, April 5, 2022 6:09:57 PM

Attac Hector Roos - Invoice 00282 (McCormick).docx

'
As we discussed, my services have continued uninterrupted for the Sheila for Congress
campaign to continue through August 2022. There has been an aging billiables to the
campaign since several months of payments were not made. Both you and Edwin asked me to
wait for payment until the campaign could reach a proper financial footing before expecting
payment, One payment was made to me in February 2022

In the meanwhile, 1 have continued to provide services to the campaign internally and
externally. I continue to work closely with the Federal Elections Commission on campaign
finance filings, responsives, audits that were complicated by the complicated bookkeeping
methods. 1 have also provided bookkeeping and compliance services towards fundraising
goals to the campaign both with and through the Leadership PAC.

The attached invoice includes a record of recent payments. Please advise on the status of
payments.

I have CC'd Edwin here since he was part of this conversation.
Thank you for your time.
Kind regards,

Hector Christopher Roos Chavez
Sheila Cherfulis-McCormick for Congress (FL-20)

Direct: %



EXHIBIT 6
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2019 FLORIDA NOT FOR PROFIT CORPORATION REINSTATEMENT
DOCUMENT# N17000011274

Entity Name: AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.

Current Principal Place of Business:

2630 NE 203 STREET
SUITE 104
AVENTURA, FL 33180

Current Mailing Address:
2630 NE 203 STREET

SUITE 104
AVENTURA, FL 33180 US

FEI Number: 82-3445882
Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

GERSTLE, ROSEN & GOLDENEBERG, P.A.
2630 NE 203 STREET

SUITE 104

AVENTURA, FL 33180 US

FILED

Oct 08, 2019
Secretary of State
8037615682CR

Certificate of Status Desired: No

The above named entity submits this staterent for the purpose of changing its registered office or registered agent, or both, in the State of Florida.

SIGNATURE: HECTOR ROOS 10/08/2019
Electronic Signature of Registered Agent Date
Officer/Director Detail :
Title D Title D
Name BLAKE, HAROLD Name POWERS, R. JEROME
Address 3643 SW 24TH 5T Address 565 NE 66TH ST
2

City-State-Zip:  MIAMI FL 33145

ity P City-State-Zip: MIAMI FL 33138
Title D
Name OBESO, NELSON
Address 2524 SW2STH LN
City-State-Zip:  MIAMI FL 33133
| ety certify that iy dicated on this report o s true and accurale and that my signature shall have the same kgal sffec! a3 # made under
oalhy; thal | am an officer o direcior of the he or o exacute (s repar! a3 requred by Chapler 617 Flonda Statules. and thal my name appesrs

above, or on an attachment with ail cther ke smpowered.
SIGNATURE: HAROLD BLAKE D

10/08/2019

Electronic Signature of Signing Officer/Director Detail

Date



EXHIBIT 7
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T L S NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNT

REGION; South Flrida (21) RG#: 4504 ACCOUNT NUMBER: __-394_?_! L 94004
TYPE OF ACCOUNT: __TD Bueness Pramler Checking  ~~ TYPECODE: _T10
OPENED BY: . DATEOPENED: 1011072019
BUSINESS NAME ! MAILING ADDRESS: TIN: LEGAL ADDRESS: (No PO Baxes)
AMERIGAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION INC M 2co0 v 203 STREET SUIE 104
2630 NE 203 STREET SUITE 104 AVENTURA FL 33180
AVENTURA FL__ usA 33180
Verification: N o ' Existing Customer, Enfer the RM Number. __
Acgoumg Corporation or LLC-wiSigne -
Additional Account B Busi Entity Documentation: Slate Website Report & Resolution
IMPORTANT INFORMATION
Facral taw requiies 58 Famsdlsl Inslineions b sbisin, verdy snd res: Itantines opans. an ACCoUNL.
You, B urosregn W0 2o CPRESETiEtietls] OF Nk SUMNEEY (B Ted atcve (178 "ACLAU M| acknow atge (e 'l’l of the Busresy Deposll Account Agreewent, Bus ness Schac o of Charpes end
Buswrss For Soreds @ wilth goven T Accourihaldar's eacou™ts wilth T0 Bak MA w Therd®) Your sgneure balow a5 the Accournoide’s o of e acoout shul eviderce e Accouaiho ders

BESOAMNLE ¢ 3% LFEernt 1 S bored by tho berms and cordSoms a9 8! B 1 P Dusiwis Deposs Aol Agroomand, Bustrens Scoeduo of Caavgos and Dusiness Fea Schedule. and any Addervis
Tharea % e same may bo Bmeneded mm 1w 13 LES
Wyms the ndersned e pacsonaly Secks for o Accounitokders eclgalons Wi fespact 1 e aScoun (h B8 B Accourinoters eicpels), oman a e e
O 137 10 T, gt NSOl (9GS COMLAANF G e eces BSEUl Yo SO (MG EATe, WEh ue 3 BN g DRACY, I SOARACKOR Wit Sparing
= ciharsios nebis 1o Coars 3 GRpaRR acCou o8 8 TR 0 by kol couBecd 1 9UEh ConUAMC 9gor, B Dk i provkcs ch eon oo mrqaw regarding ha
plcat

you heceby ahorze the Dank ta,
account. I e ik decines
Sy poring apancy 88

ety 2 UG, car-roatdurt siere Ui paaty o parfury. you. 1 el e, om iy

1. Tha reartor shemn on ks foim s ihe ASoousIncdars S5THCt LRy deniication iumber (o fm Aooounthoider i walling fo @ mumber 10 bs 53usd 10 the Accouriholder); and

.uv:uumm;mr () e Acamursraicer s aeeol Fm baciq ey okany), o (B) 17 Accounincler N rol bewn colfied Gy e bisinal Revrs
8 of o ke o regort o inkerest o divicenc, of 2] Ihe IRS haas ot fioed P Accparihesdar 1at i Acscurtreles b ne

Koo skioct o backs wilvoking. and

3 The Accoussnoicer s a U 5. packon [Inckuding s UL reselent nbari, and

4 The Forsign Account Tax Complance Act (FATCA] code ertered cn Fis form (¥ any) ndicstng hat e Gayee is omemps fom FATCA feseting I oorrect
Cartification sirachions. You Pl G018 Sut I8 3 abevm § the Aotouhoder Fas been notified by tho SRS thet the Ascounmoder ls cLvenly sutject io Beckup sinholing baceuse W Accouruice bas
00 12 ropont e Pterwt o dvdonds 67 Iha Ascouslhoide's bex iehum o for any olher reason. [of real oelate lraneacices, e 2 50as nol ARty Tor Mongegn IIresl pad BeasElsn of scandsnman of
Bected popecty, cancelatong of debl, conkibuiions i an Indiridas mireeent amacganet (IR and, genarsly, peyments oflier 17 Insns Grd dividends, Fou e Aol nequies b Sign the Carkicakon, b wou
82 o b Acee alioaler's commel T
The lederrial Revense Service doss nat roquive yowr of the Accountholder's consent L2 any pravision of this dozumont ol than the corfications required to avold backup withholding
Reolntlonship Consent
00 By chaciing ihis e and wigning below, v . duharize the Bank 10 u3o tha balance Yo Alnat 4 Sigits of Secounl TR, YOI SB0ND
checking socount, 10 mas! the Balsace -cqun—-: on Une Acco nlholcs”s Businass Corvenince CHook 9 Fis o Businnss Framer Chesking acasuy Sen Business Daposll Ascoud Agreerent kot
dstals

(L

r - r 1
! a . N
Signuture
——— . — G HEGTORCROOS —
2 Name
- Dote of Dl - N . 3 ™ o
Ve ation Verification Compleled . i Verific picn Verificalion Completed . )
It Exisling Fersanal Customer, Enler tha RM Number __ e Wkising Personai Custaer, Enter ho it o [ N
ate Skyred WO _JI0 J'}-U\ L Dwte Signed ) ) -
r bl r 2
L J L .
Signatre Signatuen
- Frinkad Neme - T ) Frinied Name B
Date of Bkt - T T — e
Vorfcation: i R ) Valsaton
W Existing Persona’ Customar, Emer e BM Number, I Existing Personal Customar, Entar the RM Kumbar: _
D Signed. ~ - Dale Signed __

Fowe, DRC010 | T Eank, MA Insrructions for $1ces Tasrs Markars: Scor and snall 13 Alcourd AMGCH CIF N Buseess Acourty
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ﬂﬁ Banl

A les Wk Sowrardant fark?

GEMERAL BUSINESS RESOLUTION
ElCorporation Olimited Lizbility Co (LLC) UPartnership OUnincorporated Assoclation DSole Proprietor

2630 NE 203 STREET SUITE 104 o
________ AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION INC AVENTURA, FL. 33180

Business Name (Including DBA if Applicable) Address

RESOLVED, ihat the Financial Institubion named above, al any one or mare of ils ofiices or branches, be and it hereby is designated as a
Financial Institution of and depasitory for Ihe funds of this Busmess, which may be withdrawn on checks, drafis, advices of debit, noles or oiher
orders for the payment of monles (including electronic orders) bearing the signature of, or as olherwise authorized by, any one (1) of the
following officars, employess, members or agents of this Business (*Agents”), whose actual signatures are shown below

Print Nama Sl
I X
HECTOR € ROOGS X
X
X
X
X

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the depositor agrees to be bound by the terms of the applicable Deposit Account Agreement(s), as may be
revised or amended from time to time.

FURTHER RESOLVED, thal the Financial Institulion may honor all such checks and other instruments for the payment or delivery of money or
property when signed as authorized above, regardiess of amound, including any payable 1o the Financlal Instilutlon or to any signor or other
officar or employees of ihe corporation or o cash or bearer, and may receive the same in payment of or as security for the personal
indebtadness of any signer or other officer or employes or other person to the Financial Institution or in any transaction whether or not known to
be for the personal benefit of any such persen, without inquiry as to the circumstances of their issue or the disoosition of their proceads, and
without liskdlity to the Financial Institutlon, and with obligation upon the Financial Institution to inquire whether the same be drawn or required for
the corporation’s business of benefit,

FURTHER RESOLVED, thal any one (1) of such Agenls is authorized to endorse all checks, drafts, noles and other llems payable to er owned
by this Business for deposit with tne Financial Institution, or for collection or discount by the Financial Instilution, and to accept drafis and other
tems payable at the Financlal Institution.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Bank is authorized to conduct Debit Card/ATM Card transactions in accordance with Flnancie! Institution’s
Visa Dabit Card Appli 1 and Agl for

FURTHER HESOL\"!:D. that the above named agents aue aumonzad and empowered 10 execute such other agreaments, including, bul not
limited to, special d ts and arrar g the manner, ar purp for which funds, checks or items of
the Business may ba deponrted collected, or withdrawn and to parlorm such other acls as they ceem reasonably necessary to carry out the
pravisions of these resalutions

FURTHER RESOLVED, thal the autharity hereby canfarred upon the above named Agents shall be and remains in full force and effect until
wrillen notice of the revocalion thereef shall have been delivered to and received by the Financial Institution at the location where an aceount is
maintained and Financial Institution has had a reasonable pericd of time to act upon such natice,

| HEREBY CERTIFY, that the Agenls, whose names and signature appear abave, are hereby aulhorized lo open and maintain a deposit
account or accounts of the Business with the Financial Institution, subject to the terms and conditions in the applicable Account ag
as may be amended from time to time.,

| FURTHER CERTIFY that the persons named above occupy the positions set farth apposite their ctive namas and sig . that the
foregoing resolutions now stand of record on tha books of the Business; thal they are in full force and effect and have not been maodified in any
manner whatsoever,

For Carperatlens, In case the Secrelary or clher ceriifying officer Is desk d by the foregoing luti as one of tha signing officers, this
cerificate should also be signed by a second Officer or Director of the Corporaly

I x

Ame Sign:

Dicector 1011072018

Te Date

P, CARO1A | T0 Daes, MA
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Certification Regarding Beneficial Owners
of Legal Entity Customers

Fo: 0 Persnnnzl u'e anli-

rate: 10/10/2019

O Honk Representative Fhone: _

RE Code !I[.\wlkahlr}:4504 : | store Numbies (i fJDPII(.lI:IL} 450

wne AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION INC
4-~=2630 NE 203 STREET STE 104 | swimear AVENTURA, FL 33180

B, Nume and Title of Natural Persan apening aceount or updatiing the Risiness Relationship

Heme: HE(‘TOR ROOS

Individual First Name: H E CTO R

| Last Mame ROOS

Street Address
snercincelill
Social Security Number (SSH) (US persens onlyl: _

Thtle (CEO, Preslclent, #tc): DlRECTOR

o comgibite ha Hlte bobow

cownny: US

Kon-US persons,

Prirnary 10 nrpr {pasiport or ather):

Country: Date of isuance: Exp. Dats:

I this Individual with Centiod akio o Benefigdsl Owner? Oes @ANo If yes, what is the percentage of ovmership? .

I ey inclbAdual meets this requirement, please check "Banaficial Cwner Not Applicable® bax and mowe to Secthon 111, ) Bencficial thvmer Mot Applicable

cist Owhir 1 WMicimation:

Indhddua First Name: | il taitial; | Last Namar
Street Address (no FO Boxes): ty:
I
SlateProvinee: ZipPostal Code: | Country:
Saclal Security Mumbar [S5H) (LIS persans ondyl: | Dete of Barth: | %% of Cwaeship:
Hor s o cobnjrbete the fields be
Primary ID Type {passport o othee: Humber;
Country: l Date of Bsuance: [ Eap. Dote:
Does the Inchy arship Interest In the Legsl Entity indirectly via an swnerdhil nterest in an intermediate company)? D% One
f yes, provice termediate company below:

Hame of Company with Ownershlo Interest in Uhis Relotiorship:

Rtk cepoiks FOM g | Fqual Mousing Leede: 15 1ol 4



Beneficiol O 2 Infomatian:

Indhvichunl First Mame: | Middle Initial: | Last Name.

Street Addees: ino PO Boxes):

J city:

State/Province: ] Cotmiry:

Soclal Security Kumber (354 [US persons onl): | Date of Birth % of Owneishia %

Nor-US peroons, phiene complete the ficlde bekw

1y 10 Type (passport or other): l Bumber:

Country:

| Crate of bssuance: l Exp. Date:
L

Daes the Individual hold the ip inthe Indiractly fvla arn hip knderest in an i it Otes Cne
yes. provide the name of the intermediste compary below:

Name of Cormpany with Ownership Interest in this Relathonship:

Benedicial Owner 3 Infodiration:

Indivitual First Name: l Middle Initial: [ Last Name:

Street Address (o PO Boxes) City:

StateProvince: | ZipPostal Code: | Country:

Sodal Seourlly Number (S5M) (U3 persont anlyl

| % of Cwenership: L
HanrelIS pocsons, please complete the fickis below

Frimary I Type (possport or otherl

Country: . i Date of lssuance: |Ewp Date:

Does the Individual hold the cwneshlp interest in the Legal Entlty indirectly fvia an ownershl;
W yor, provide thy name of the intermediote company below:

mterest In an Intermediate comparyd?  O¥es ONo

Hama of Company with Ownorship interest in this Relationship:

Banaficinl Owner 8 Wifoimation. .

Individusal Flrst Name: | Midla Initial Lt Harnes

Street Address (ne PO Boxed): iy

StataiPrevince: ZipiPosal Code: 1 Country:

Soctal Security Number [55N) (US persans oniy) | Date of Hirth:

% of Qwnerihip: %

Hon-UE parsons, plense comphele the fields below

Primary I Type (nassport or othe

]— Murmber

Country: | Date of Isuance: lc:n. Date:

Does the Individual hald the awner

teiest In the Legal Entity indirectly (via an ownersnin interast in an intermedlole comparyl? O ves DNo
If yos, provide the name of the inten

ate company Below:

Mame of Company with Gwnershin Interest In this Relotionship:

[DChieck this box 1f thore have bean no updates or changes to Indhdduel with Centrol or Senafivial Gwnership infarmation dince kst completing a Cortification Farm.

. Heekpe  Roos

_— : L ety certify, to
iPrint Nama of person opening the sccoust o kg rew Betounts of senvices W 2n elabiahed relatoeshin)

ided above is complete and cormoct.

A - : . .._Dm e, f{).‘ 1o

a4k deposts HAC insued. | Fquiat Howning Lesce T8 Zofd
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ﬁ:"““‘! o ASSESSING YOUR NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNT
America’s Most Conwenient Rank® TO BE COMPLETED FOR ALL NEW BUSINESS ACCOUNTS
- SECTION 1A: STORE/ACCOUNT INFORMATION . - . £ IR B L SR
TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING (Fill in'or CIRCLE answer for each question) -
Store Employee: Date Openad; 10110/2019
Store Location:  Coral Gables o Store Number 450 e
Product Type: ~_TD Busi Premier Checking Account Number: E____
Account Title: AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION INC Phone Number:
Best Time to Contact:  Mormings
Primary Contact Name: HECTOR ROCS
Legal Address: 2630 NE 203 STREET SUITE 104
AVENTURA FL 33180

Business Emal Adcress: | G V/AIL CON
New or Existing TD Business Customer: New (Exlslln{;) Home Based: Yes @D
- SECTION 1B: BUSINESS INFORMATION - : : e
. TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT DPENING (Fal! in or GIRCLE answer for each gm;sﬂo_]
Is the business location at the same add being used o establish account? H Yes O No

If No, please explain: '“!T_a\‘
Type of Business (Circle one): Corporation) Partnership LLe .. Sole Proprietor

Mon-Profit GovEmTERTMUnicipal Other {Describe) )5():',{4.{ RAZ()) fag,r P EEVILLAL
Principle Line of Busi Other Individual and Family Services

If "Other”, describe SOCIAL WELFARE ASSISTANCE SERVICES

Purpose of account (payroll, escrow, operating account, elc): Operating

Length of lime in busl > 24 months Does it match the formation documents?  (‘Yes No
If No, please oxplain: 1| =

Eslimated Annual Sales: S0 - $500,000

Number of Emph 1
Business geographical area coverage: 0 TD Market Area
Is the Business located within market? _'(Ea} No

If No, please explain: Raliee
How is the business pald by is cush 7 wWiis. , ehecks

What types of ol dors will the business be working with? ___ (seamingrd  QubjicC.
Where does lhe business maintain merchandise or equipment? “Tir "‘r‘r'l_ﬂ{_‘!gldﬂ{fjlﬂ

SECTION 1G: HOME BASED BUSINESS ; i R il ey S

TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING - (Fillin or CIRCLE answer for each queslion)

25 the home address provided match the identiflcation of owner? Yes Mo

If No, please sxplain:

@ you lived al your currant address? Da you own or rent? Own Rent
d businasses provide 4 or more items from below checklist (check all that apply)
Documents must be sel GIF with account package (exception- do not photo copy driver's license)

Known/Exisling Cust for mare than 6 months

Business open more than 6 ths. If s, how was this verified?

Has license for trads businass (ddy-care, architect, plumber, slectrician afe.) or Sales tax usage doc

Has Commercial vehicla registration rass that malches businessfhome address

Business is listed on Home Advisor with malch ontact infermation

Has invoice or bill mailed to address in business nam in the name of the business owner

If property is rented, provide copy of rental agreement
If ewned, has tax blll, mortgage statement or other means of

|p verfication {town tax list online, et}

Driver's licanse matches ad givan (do not ph '
Wabsite exlsts and matches informatlon given (provide screenshot) \\\
IRS TIN Letter

Personal paystub with home address
Most recent personal lax return
Vehicle Registration

Yerification from State Website

Bank Statement from other banks provious 2 months of aclivity \
W2s

OooooOooooocoDoDoOoooo
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[ SECTION 1D: TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING Rk

BUSINESS ACCOUNT OPENING DOCUMENT CHECKLIST
Account opener MUST initial each box within a column to evidence each document collected. Any deviations from
the required documentation described below should be Bumped Up!

= Document raquired Par I
nership
{including Unincorporated

Assoclation / Het  Sole-Prop
Fartnensiip,
P and LLP) for Profit

= Document required if operating
& Home Based Ausingss Corporalion L

= Documant not raquined

Articles of I;x:mporaﬁvarganlzalon {filed with the
state) OR Certificate of Good Standing (issued by
stale or court) OR State website report

TO General Businass Resolution P

Fictitious Name Registration (if applicable by slale,
county, or local registrar)

o " {if applicable}

P g P

Board of Director's Resolution/By-Laws (if applicable)

Partnership Banking Agresment (f applicable) : : - :

Chapter and Bylaws of Association QR copy of
minutes of last meeting with new elected officers  (if
applicable)

FOR HOME BASED BUSINESSES, COLLECT
EOUR ITEMS FROM THE LIST IN SECTION 1C)

Business Site Visit form

-

Signed Beneficlal Ownership Long Form

-

[
SECTION 2: REVIEW OF NEW ACCOUNT PRODUCT, FORMS AND OPENING DEPOSIT

- TO BE COMPLETED DAY OF ACCOUNT OPENING “{Fill in or CIRCLE answer for each guestion)
Review of Existing A your C may have:
Does the signer's signature match identification and any existing signature cards found on Filehet? ES NO NIA
Are there holds or special instructions on any existing accounts? YES NO NIA
Length of Business Account Relationship? L'z] Pt Length of Personai Account Relationship? :}%( il 207
Review of the Opening Deposit: T
How is the opening deposit being made? CHECK CASH TRANSFEQ [Gircle all thal apply)
I Cash is being deposited - does i make sanse for how the business gets paid? ) | A
It 2 Check is deposited - Is the chack payable to the name of the business? YES NG 1A
Was the Slarter Kit Deposit Ticket used for the opening deposit? YES NG A
Was the minimum opening deposit made (based on product type)? YES NO 19
it no, plense explain: Tanaus Lei. )
Was the check processed through Early Warming in Encore? YES NO )
If yes, note any response from Early Warning: ]' ;’[Mﬁ'vf?(w"
If no, pleasa axplain: _I’{M() fef/ l .
Is date on check prior to the date of the formation documents? If Yes, Bump it Up! YES NO @: =~
Doas the payes and address on the check gxactly match the title on the account? If nat, Bump i Up! YES 6}‘&,
Was the business anilly registered within 15 calendar days prior to the account being estabished? @‘) NO T

If ves, Bump it Up to your SM.

ALERT! If there are any concerns wilh the account, opening deposit andfor Customer Bump it Up!
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SECTION 3: STORE MANAGEMENT REVIEW - To be completed by a Store Manager or ASM other
than account opener no later than the following business day

(Fill in or circle answer for each « tion) o
F h inf tion about the busi

Research the business (including through the internet e.g. Google, Eling).

Desciibe results andlor opportunitiss: (owoayie

List business website if applicable: “hfo. )

Describe why Google Map search fit the business type: (1_,() mmerciod £ Prolalrs 1{4»}

M )
Business lccated within the vicinity/marke! area of your Slore? (‘:l:’é‘y NG NiA

If Mo or NIA, describe why:

SECTION 4: THANK YOUR CUSTOMER - To be completed by a Store Manager or ASM other than
account opener no later than the following business day
{Fill in or circle answer for each questlnn)

=,
Business reached via phone (uging directory assistance or 411.com)? YES NO
Thank You Card mailed with Store Manager business card? VE-'S) NO
Additicnal commar pperiunities identified (and entered into your calendar/tickler system for lollow-up):

Mewhant Seiuieon, Smad Puuciress Loang .

SECTION 6: DOCUMENTATION / WRAP-UP - To be completed by a Store Manager or ASM other
than account opener no later than the following husiness day
(Filkin or circle answer for each question)

Site visit form printed and time scheduled for visit? ( Y§§> NO .

All business documents referenced on page 2 have been collscted and reviewed (per AYNE Guidelines)? (_YES ‘)
—

It Assessing Your Business form and/or Site Visil form was completed by & business partner or another line of business,

B

record their name and title:

After this checkli o tation and performing additional due diligence, nlgn and
date below. Send the New A tand ALL to CIF for imag| If any
were made, please attach RMM email.

PE g

-

Reviewed by Signature: pate: V[ i [y o

Foay TP | TEHIANK WA
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el Ug e
i a} Bamlc

Sl
Amurica’s Most Canvenient Bank™

Business Site Visit Form must be leted within 5 calendar days of opening by Stare M

1010 feoi2
Business Physical Address: 2630 NE 203 STREET STE 204 AVENTURA, FL 33180 I

Business Phone Nu mber:—___ Account “(S)-EL ! /

Business Qwner Contact Name and Title: HECTOR ROOS, DIRECTOR

Busi Name: AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATIO pata Account Opened:

Section]  Must be completed for Home Based Businesses Only

Are you able to verify the residential address through Google maps or current tax records? (Review AYB Guide)
If Yes [] Attach Documents If No B’suslness Site Visit is Required Describe observations below:

Comments:

Sectionll  Must be completed for all Businesses that are not Home Based

After tour or Business Site Visit completion, is the business operational; appears to be functioning as the business
described? Yes IE/p Ne []

Comments: |

Is there appropriate signage for the nature or type of business? Yes E’/No O

Does the business have an ATM on site? Yes ] No E’;\"es How is the ATM Funded? [ ["\

Please indicate which signs far the following services are visible:

Check Cashing Ij Check Cashing Fees |:| Lottery Sales D Sale of Money Orders '] Western Union [ ]Payday Lending []
Describe Observations: 13/ A

Is there Inventory on site? Yes [] No [] N/A m/

Describe cbservations:

Did your observations agree with your expectations for this type of business? Yes E/Nu [ 1f Mo Bump It upl

Comments: |

| personally conducted the above described physical site visit on: Date of Visit: O I 10 i i4

Site Visit Completed by:

.

“Signature

v

Rev. 2/2018 | TD BANK, N.A.
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10E2019 Detal by Enlity Name

5 7 -DIVISION of

CORPORATIONS

St Pl

Dopadmant of Siale | Dhvisonol Corgaualions | Seash Recouds 1 [atsl By Doouman Mumber |

Detail by Entity Name
Florida Not For Profit Corporation
AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.

Elling Jnformation Wom - P’lmﬁ l )

Document Mumber MW17000011274
FEVEIN Number B82-3415882 e {
- VL e
Date Filed 11/09/2017 Y? n 1 -2 (/D-ye
Effective Dale 11/08/2017
State FL . l/\ .
Stat : -
us ACTIVE /2()ng Je | F&(ﬁ
Last Event REINSTATEMENT .
Event Dato Filed 1010812019 M&u&h,w;e‘, Jauldh.

Principal Address
2630 NE 203 Strest
| SUITE 104
Aventura, FL 33180

Changed: 10/08/2019
| Mailing Address

2630 NE 203 Stroet
SUITE 104
Aventura, FL 33180

Changed: 10/08/2018
Registered Agen! Name & Addross

Gerslle, Rosan & Goldenbarg, P.A.
2630 NE 203 Streel

|
I
SUITE 104 |
|
|
|

Aventura, FL 33180
Name Changed: 10/08/2018

Address Changed: 10/08/2018
Officer/Director Detall
Name & Address

Title D |

search sunbiz - qui NamedirectionType=Indialk “RICANINTE... 172
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106872019

Blake, Haroid
3643 SW 24th 5t
Miami, FL 33145

Detail by Entily Name

Title D

Powers, R. Jeromea
565 Ne 66th St

2

Miami, FL 33138

Title D
Obeso, Nelson

2524 SW 26th Ln
Miami, FL 33133

Annual Reports

Report Year Filed Date

218 04/30/2018

2019 10/08/2019

Document Images.

1082013 - RENSTATEMENT  Viow Iiage In POF format .- |

Q42016 - ANNUAL REPORT |- ma
IAMSIPO1T - Domesl Moot~ Viewiimage In POF format.

search sunblzorgllnquiry/Corp iDetairfinguirdyp yName&directionType=init Order=AMERICANINTE .. 212
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019_FLORI Pl T. FILED

DOCUMENT# N17000011274 Oct 08, 2019

" Secretary of State
Entity Name: AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.

v . 8037615682CR
Current Principal Place of Business:
2630 NE 203 STREET
SUITE 104

AVENTURA, FL 33180

Current Mailing Address:

2630 NE 203 STREET
SUITE 104
AVENTURA, FL 33180 US

FEI Number: 82-3445882 Certificate of Status Desired: No
Name and Address of Current Registered Agent:

GERSTLE, ROSEN & GOLDENBERG, P.A,
2630 NE 203 STREET

SUITE 104

AVENTURA, FL 33180 US

The above named enlily submits this stalement for the pupass of changing its regislered office or registered agent, ar bath, In the Stale of Florida,

SIGNATURE: HECTOR ROOS 10/08/2019
Electronic Signature of Registerad Agent Date

Officer/Director Detail :

Title D Title o

MName BLAKE, HAROLD Mame POWERS, R. JEROME

Address 3643 SW 24TH ST Address Efs ME B6TH ST

Cly-Stata-Zip: - MIAMI FL 33145 Chy-State-Zip:  MIAMI FL 33138

Title o

Name OBESO, NELSON

Address 2524 SW 26TH LN

City-State-Zip:  MIAME FL 33133

| by cartdy fsd the X report ar 15 trve and acturmis and that my sloclrmnic signafur shat lave le same gal affoct a3 i made under
‘oath; thal | am an oficer or dieclor of the the recaiver or fush e this roport as required by Chapler 617, Florida Slatules; and thad my name appeevs
above, or on an aftachment will &F olfier ke ermpoweved.

SIGNATURE: HAROLD BLAKE D 10/08/2019

Elecironlc Signature of Signing Officer/Director Detall Date
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MINUTES OF THE
SPECIAL MEETING
DIRECTORS
OF
AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.

Pursuant to waiver of notice (copies of which are attached), a special meeting of the Directors of
the above corporation was held on October 09, 2019 at 9:30 AM at the corporation's place of
business.

1. QUORUM. A quorum was declared present based on the presence of the following Directors:
- Direclor_
- ])ircctm‘:_
- Dircomr—

II. GUESTS. The following guests were present at the meeting:

Hector Roos

The following corporate actions were taken by appropriate motions duly made, scconded, and
adopled by the unanimous vote of the Directors entitled to vote (unless a higher voting approval is
stated).

111. ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSON AND SECRETARY. NN 25 :ppointed
chairperson of the meeting, and Hector Roos was appointed as secretary to prepare a record of
the proceedings.

IV. ELECTION OF DIRECTORS. The following persons were elected as Directors for the
terms provided in the bylaws:

Name: Hector Roos
Term: 2 years

V. ELECTION OF OFFICERS. The following Officers were elecled:
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Name: I

Office: Ch aiicrs on

Address:

Name: Hector Roos

Office: Secretary-Treasurer
Address:

VI ESTABLISH BANKING RELATIONSHIP. The Officers are autherized to open
accounts with TD Bank.

VIL AUTHORIZATION OF CORPORATE ACTION. The Officers and Directors were
authorized to take all actions and to sign all documents reasonably needed to:

- Purchase markefing and consulting services.

- Enter into agreements with other organizations
There being no further business, the meeting was duly adjourned.

These Minutes are certified by AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.'s Secretary.
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Waiver of
Notice of @ Meeting of the
Board of Direciors
of

AMERICAN INTEGRITY FOUNDATION, INC.

The undersigned Board of Directors of the above corporation, individually listed on the attached
Schedule A, hereby waive(s) notice of the special meeting of the Board of Directors to be held on
October 09, 2019, at 9:30 AM, at the corporation's principal office.

The undersigned further consent to the transaction of any business, in addition to the business
stated above, that may come before the meeting.

Director

A
Date __ J'f);f q}i

rector

Direclor
Date ."rl':'ff CI [
r SCHEDULE A

List of Persons Waiving Notice

This is # RocketLawyer.com documenl Page | of
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-I director

“This is » RocketLawver.com document Page 2ol
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Amerlean Integrity Foundation Inc
e

2630 NE 203 5T Suite 104

Aventura, FL. 33180
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From: Hector Chris Aoos Chaver

Sent: Friday, Maech 27, 2020 2:46 PM EDT

To: Shedla Cherfilus

Subject: FEC Rules and Notes on Personal Campalgn Loans

As a disclaimer, | am not attempting to give you legal advice. Rather, | am pointing out the rules
as they are expressed on FEC.gov, the Federal Elections Commission website, This will only
cover the explicit rules authorizing personal campaign loans and the requirements of the May 15
financial disclosure (the FD is governed by House rules, not the FEC). I suggest you file for a
90-day extension for the FD filing before the May 15 deadline.

The FEC rules below indicate that the funds you regularly receive from anyone (in a pattern or
custom established before the election cycle), funds from a bank account or from an asset you
share ownership or control (a rule of thumb is that the asset in your control or you had ownership
to prior to your candidacy and funds or assets given fo you from an estate as in probate or will
regardless of when) are considered personal funds for the purpose of giving the campaign a
personal loan

Candidates may loan their personal funds for campaign purposes. When they do so, they are
making contributions to their campaigns. Unlike other contributions, these candidate
contributions are not subject to any limits but are subject to additional reporting. Moreover,
timing restrictions apply to the repayment of personal loans aggregating more than $250,000 for
an election.

Using the personal funds of the candidate
Source: hitps:/'www fec g idates-
personal-funds-candidate/

candid Ang-co

When candidates use their personal funds for campaign purposes, they are making contributions
to their campaigns. Unlike other contributions, these candidate contributions are not subject to
any limits. They must, however, be reported.

Definition of a candidate's "personal funds"
The personal funds of a candidate include:
* Assets which the candidate has a legal right of access to or control over, and which he or she

has legal title to or an equitable interest in, at the time of candidacy;
« Income from employment;



123

¢ Dividends and interest from, and proceeds from sale or liquidation of, stocks and other
investments,

 Income from trusts, if established before the election cycle;

* Income from trusts established by bequests (even after candidacy),

= Bequests to the candidate;

» Personal gifts that had been customarily received by the candidate prior to the beginning of
the election cycle, and

* Proceeds from lotteries and similar games of chance.

Assets jointly held with spouse

A candidate may also use, as personal funds, his or her portion of assets owned jointly with a
spouse (for example, a checking account or jointly owned stock). If the candidate’s financial

interest in an asset 1s not specified, then the candidate’s share is deemed to be half the value.

Personal loans

If the candidate makes loans to the campaign (including advances or candidate-endorsed bank
loans) that aggregate more than $250,000, special rules apply.

Reporting contributions from candidate’s personal funds

Contributions made from the candidate's personal funds must be reported. The reporting varies
according to whether the personal funds of the candidate were loaned or contributed directly to
the candidate’s authorized committee, or whether the funds were spent by the candidate out-of-
pocket.

How to Report Candidate Contrib
Source: https: //www fec sov/help-candidates-and-committees/filing-reports/candidate-
ntributions’

When candidates use their personal funds for campaign purposes, they are making contributions
to their campaigns. Unlike other contributions, candidate contributions are not subject to any
limits, They must, however, be reported.

Note: Receipts that are intended as contributions (rather than loans) from the candidate may not
later be converted into loans. Receipts intended as loans are disclosed on Line 13(a) or 13(b) of
Form 3.

Reporting on candidate forms
House and Senate committees report contributions received from the candidate on Form 3, Line

11{d). A contribution from the candidate is itemized on Schedule A, supporting Line 11(d), when
it:
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* Exceeds $200 or

* Aggregates over $200 when added to other contributions received from the candidate during
the election cycle.

To itemize a candidate contribution, the committee discloses:
* The candidate’s name
* Mailing address
* Employer
+ Occupation

"o

# Election to which a contribution was designated (indicated by checking “primary,” “general,”

or “other” in the election designation box)
» Date of receipt

* Amount of receipt

» Aggregate election-cycle-to-date total of all ipts from the candidate

Personal Financial Disclosure
hitp:/elerk house gov/public_disc/financial aspx

Individuals are required to file an FD Statement once they “qualify” as a candidate by raising or
spending more than $5,000 in a campaign for election to the House of Representatives. The
disclosure period is from January 1 of the preceding calendar year through the date of filing.

You must file an FD Statement within 30 days of becoming a candidate or May 15 of that vear,
which ever 1s later,

You can also ask for an extension on the filing date (and you can receive an extension up to 90
days). Which 1 suggest you do. Once granted, I believe you will be responsible for a separate,
second FD statement beyond May 15 as well.

Both the FD and extension requests can be submitted electronically via htips://fd house gov.

Finaneial Disclosure Form B [Form
Financial Disclosure Extension for Candidates [Form]

The campaign should have received a package from the House Ethics Committee
(https:/ethics house sov/) with detailed instructions, including log in information for the
fi 1al disclosure website.
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Hector Christopher Roos Chavez
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From: Sheila Cherfilus

Sent: Thursday, April 8, 2021 10:41 PM EDT
Tor I 2 otmail.com

Subject: Fwd: Super PAC / €4 Info

———————— Forwarded message ----—----

From: Hector Chris Roos Chavez _@gmﬂjl_ggm>

Date: Thu, Apr 8, 2021 at 5:42 PM

Subject: Super PAC / C4 Info

To: Sheila Cherfilus [l @cmait com>
Sheila,

You were supposed to tell me about

The steps to creating a Super PAC are as follows:

1) Select a Name. Suggestions: That is why we fight PAC
(Websites ilable: https:// www ThatlsWhvWeFight com)

That is why we fight - in hopes of a day when we no longer need to.

Barack Obama

https://'obamawhitehouse archives ov/blog/2009/1 1/1 | /president-veterans-day

2) Determine governance structure. Articles of incorporation, bylaws, and organizing resolutions.
Registered agent to accept service of process. Chair, Vice-Chair, Secretary-Treasurer, Board of
Directors

3) Open a bank account with a New FEIN from the IRS.

If you want to start a 501 ¢4 dark money group where contributions are not d 1, then skip 4 and
move on to 5 and 6, Otherwise, 4 is the end.

4) Prepare and file initial registration with the FEC. The Super PAC must register with the FEC by
filing a Statement of Organization (FEC Form 1). The FEC Form 1 must be filed within 10 days of
receiving contributions or making expenditures in connection with a federal election. The
registration form requires the PAC to identify its name, address, cc ittee type, dian of
records, treasurer and any assistant treasurer, and the name and address of the PAC's bank. The FEC
Form | must also be accompanied by a brief letter specifying the PAC s intention to act as an

4 4 4

T expenditure-only i Source: FEC gov
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5) Apply for 501(c)(4) status with the IRS by filing Fonm 8976, Notice of Intent to Operate Under
Section 501(c)(4), electronically. Generally, you need to file Form 8976 within 60 days of

blishing your organization. And, you must pay a filing fee of $50. File your 501(c)(4) application
through the IRS Online Registration System for Professional Emplover Organizations and 501(c)(4
Certification. You must create an online account before filing.

6) You may also consider filing Fonn 1024-A, Application for Recognition of Exemption Under
Section 501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code. Filing Form 1024-A in addition to Form 8976 might
lead to further benefits for your organization, including public recognition of your status, exemption
from some state taxes, assurance to donors of tax-deductible contributions (if applicable). and
nonprofit mailing privileges. You must pay a fee to file Form 1024-A,

Hector Christopher Roos Chavez
Sheila Cherfulis-MeCormick for Congress (FL-20)

www SheilaforCongress.com
Direct:
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Michael Guest, Mississippl
Cheirman
Susan Wild, Pennsylvania
Ranking Member

David P Joyce, Ohio
John H. Rutherfond, Florida
Andrew R Garbarino, New York
Michelle Fischhach, Minnesota

Veronica Escobar, Texas
Mark DeSauliier, California
Deboral K. Riss, Noith Carolina
Glenn F. Ivey, Maryland

ONE HUNDRED EIGHTEENTH CONGRESS

®.S. Housge of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

Thomas A. Rust
Staff Divectar and Chief Cowsel

Keelic Broom
Connsel o the Chairmmn

David Armjo
Connsel 10 the Ranking Member

1143 Longwonh House Office Building
Washington, D.C, 20515 6328
Telephone. (2002) 225-7103
Facsimile: (202) 2257352

January 17, 2024

CONFIDENTIAL
Human Scale Strategies LLC
¢/o Hector Roos

Dear Mr. Roos:

The U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Ethics (Committec) has established an
Investigative Subcommittee (ISC) regarding allegations involving Representative Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick.

Because the Committee has authorized a review of these matters pursuant to Committee
Rule 19, we hereby ask you not to destroy, allow to be destroyed, or alter, any documents of any
kind related to the aforementioned allegations or the specific issues and requests outlined below.!
In order to properly review this matter, at this time, the ISC sccks the following:’

1. From January 1, 2018 to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
MeCormick’s affiliated political committees.” This request includes, but is not limited to,
documents relating to any payments made to and/or on behalf of Sheila Cherfilus-
McCormick for Congress, Inc.*

2. From January 1, 2018 to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated companies.” This req includes, but is not limited to, documents
relating to any payments received from and/or made on behalf of any such companies.

! By this letter, we also remind you of your right, pursuant to Committee Rule 26, to be represented by counsel at
YOur own expense.

*'The enclosed Data Delivery Standards set forth the Committes's expectations and requirements for all documents
produced to the Ci ittee in resp In&m q)

* The term “political i " o5 refi rn Ihun 1cltcr. has the mmmng set forth in SZUSC §30101(4) and
includes any political ittee directly establi: , or 1 by Rey e Cherfilus-
MecCormick or authorized by her pursuantto 11 C.F.R. § 102.13 to receive ibutions or make expendi on
her behalf.

* See Appendix A, disbursements to Human Scale Strategies, as reported by Sheila Cherfilus McCormick for
Congress, Inc to the Federal Election Commission.

* The term “affiliated companies,” as refcr:med in this letter, includes SCM Consulting Group LLC, EC Firm, LLC,
Cherfilus & McCormick Found: Ine., ia] C i I[ca!lh Inec., Trinity Healthcare Services, LL.C
andior any other entity known by you to be established, mai d, or lled by Rep ive Cherfilus-
MeCormick or anyone acting on her behall.
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Human Scale Strategies LLC
Page 2

3. From January 1, 2018 to present, all documents related to any financial transactions
between you and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.
4. From January 1, 2018 to present, all documents relating to Leadership in Action PAC.®

5. Describe the efforts Human Scale Strategies made to identify documents responsive to
these requests.

We request that you provide the information and documents requested above to the ISC,
along with any other information that you believe may be relevant to this matter, within 14 calendar
days of the date of this letter.

The ISC appreciates your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions concerning
this matter, please contact Committee staff at (202) 225-7103.

Sincerely,

Andrew R. Garbarino
Chairman

Enclosure

® See Appendix B, disbursements to Human Scale Strategies, as reported by Leadership in Action PAC to the
Florida Department of State, Division of Elections.
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Appendix A
Disbursement Disbursement

Recipient Description Disbursement Date Amount ($USD)
Human Scale

Strategies Phone Bank 5/12/2022 $5,000
Human Scale

Strategies Phone Bank 5/11/2022 $5,000
Human Scale

Strategies Phone Bank 2/18/2022 $5,000
Human Scale

Strategies Phone Bank 11/2/2021 $5,366
Human Scale

Strategies Wages 9/28/2021 $700
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Appendix B
Disbursement | Disbursement
Recipient Description | Disbursement Date Amount ($USD)
Human Scale
Strategies Consulting 7/29/2022 $5,000
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Michael Guest, Mississippi Thewmns A Rust

Chairman E Sraff Direetor and Cleiel Connrel
Susan Wild, Pennsylvania ) Keelic Broom
Renking Member &;w Consel o the Chairman
David P. Joyee, Oliio o David Anvjo
John H. Rutherford. Florida ONE HUNDRED EIGHTEENTH CONGRESS Connsel o the Ravnking Member
Andrew R. Garbaring, New York
Michelle Fischbach, Minnewsa 1015 Longworth House Office Building
4 Washingion, D.C. 2081 56328
et U.S. House of Repregentatibes Ve e e
Mark DeSaulnier, Califomia - Facsimile: (202) 2257392
Debomh K. Ross, North Carling COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

Glenn F. vey. Maryland

June 26, 2024

CONFID!

hairperson
Amenican Integrity Foundation, Inc.

m—

o [

The U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Ethics (Committee) has established an
Investigative Subcommittee (ISC) regarding allegations involving Representative Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick.

Because the Committee has authorized a review of these matters pursuant to Committee
Rule 19, we hereby ask you not to destroy, allow to be destroyed, or alter, any documents of any
kind related to the aforementioned allegations or the specific issues and requests outlined below.!
In order to properly review this matter, at this time, the ISC seeks the following from American
Integrity Foundation, Inc.:?

1. From January 1, 2018, to present, all corporate records for American Integrity Foundation,
Inc.?

2. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents rclated to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated political committees.® This request includes, but is not limited to,
any invoices, receipts, paystubs, checks, wire information, and/or bank records, relating to
any transactions between American Integrity Foundation, Inc. and Sheila Cherfilus-
MecCormick for Congress, Inc. This request also includes, but is not limited to, any
correspondence related to such payments, as well as correspondence regarding campaign
fundraising, operations, communications, or other campaign-related activity.

! By this letter, we also remind you of your right, pursuant to Committee Rule 26, to be represented by counsel at
YOUr OWN expense,

2 The enclosed Data Delivery Standards set forth the C: ittee’s exp ions and requi for all d

produced to the C ittee in resp to those

* The term “corporate records,” as used in this letter, has the meaning set forth in § 617.1601, Fla. Star. (2023),
including meeting mi ing records, bership lists, articles of incorporation and bylaws.

* The term “political i " as refe 1 in this letter, has the meaning set forth in 52 U.S.C. § 30101(4) and
includes any political directly established, maintained, or lled by Rep ive Cherfilus-
MeCormick or authorized by her pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 102.13 to receive contributions or make expendi on
her behalf.
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American Integrity Foundation
Page 2

3. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated companies.” This request includes, but is not limited to, documents
relating to any payments received from and/or made to any such companies.

4. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Leadership in Action PAC.

5. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Truth and Justice, Inc.

6. Describe the efforts you made to identify documents responsive to these requests.

‘We request that you provide the information and documents requested above to the ISC,
along with any other information that you believe may be relevant to this matter, within 14 calendar

days of the date of this letter.

The ISC appreciates your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions concerning
this matter, please contact Committee staff at (202) 225-7103.

Sincerely,
Andrew R. Garbarino Chri oulahan
Chairman Ranking Member
Enclosure
3 The term “affiliated companies,” as refi d in this letter, includes SCM C Iting Group LLC, EC Firm, LLC,
Cherfilus & McCommick Foundation, Inc., Essential Community Health, Inc., Trinity Healthcare Services, LLC
and/or any other entity known by you to be established, maintained, or lled by Rep ive Cherfilus-

MeCormick or anyone acting on her behalf.
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From:

To:

Ca I ——
Subject: tUS, Se O esentatives - ittee on Ethics
Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2024 12:56:35 PM

I apologize for the delay. We have done the best we can to respond to your request.

To reiterate, we do not maintain the records you are seeking dated before the year 2022.

We do not have any information about Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s affiliated
political committees, Leadership in Action PAC, Truth and Justice, Inc. or anyone associated

with those companies/organizations.

Respectfully,

President

American Integrity Foundation, Inc.

On Wed, Nov 6, 2024 at 1:13 PM @mail.house.gov> wrote:

I am following-up on the below correspondence regarding the Request for Information to
American Integrity Foundation, Inc.. from the House Ethics Committee’s Investigative
Subcommittee (ISC) in the matter of Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McConnick. Since we did
not hear from you by November 5, 2024, we interpret this to mean that you do not plan to
voluntarily cooperate further. In light of this, the ISC will consider next steps, including whether to
issue subpoenas for these records.

Thank you,

Counsel

Committee on Ethics

U.S. House of Representatives
1015 Longworth HOB

Washington, D.C. 20515
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e ——
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2024 2:24 PM
z < (@en

I am following-up on the below correspondence regarding the Request for Information to
American Integrity Foundation. Inc.. from the House Ethics Committee’s Investigative
Subcommittee (ISC) in the matter of Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick. Please let us
know by November 5, 2024, if and when the ISC can anticipate receiving a response to the below
or if you do not plan to voluntarily cooperate further. If we do not hear from you by November
5th, the ISC may consider next steps. including whether to issue subpoenas for these records.

Thank you,

Counsel

Committee on Ethics

U.S. House of Representatives
1015 Longworth HOB

Washington, D.C. 20515

Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2024 11:43 AM

I am confirming receipt of your written response to the ISC’s Request for Information and the four
corporate records you sent.

The ISC appreciates your cooperation to date with its Request for Information. However, the ISC
has reason to believe that American Integrity Foundation is in possession of additional documents
that are responsive to the Request for Information, as is outlined more fully below. Additionally,
the ISC would appreciate any clarity you can provide about the role and responsibilities of Hector
Roos at American Integrity Foundation, Inc.
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Request 1: From January 1, 2018, to present, all corporate records for American Integrity
Foundation, Inc.

As noted in the Request for Information, the term “corporate records.” has the meaning set forth in
§ 617.1601, Fla. Stat. (2023), including meeting minutes (for both regularly scheduled meetings
and special meetings), accounting records, membership lists, articles of incorporation and bylaws.

Please produce these corporate records or explain why they cannot be produced.

Item 2: From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated political committees.

This request is asking for all documents in your possession that were created by, created for. or
were about Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress, Inc. This request includes documents
created for the campaign (e.g., data entry spreadsheets, original data, instructions, efc.).

It also includes correspondence (emails, texts. social media messages, erc.) discussing the
Cherfilus-McCommick for Congress campaign with any individuals you know to have been

working on the campaign. This would include, but is not limited to. Representative Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick. . Edwin Cherfilus. i )
s . Nadege LeBlanc, R ;

ector Roos, efe.

Please confirm that this comprehensive search has been completed and produce any responsive
records.

Item 3: From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated companies

The ISC is aware that American Integrity Foundation received the following payments from SCM
Consulting, LLC:

Date Amount Check Memo (if applicable)
5/3/2021 $6.750

6/3/2021 $6.422.37

7/7/2021 $5.500.00

9/27/2021 $5.000.00

10/1/2021 $5.000.00 Sept.

10/22/2021 $5,000.00 November Payment
11/16/2021 $5.000.00

We understand from your response that American Integrity Foundation does not have accounting
records prior to Fiscal Year 2022, when it changed bookkeepers and migrated to Quickbooks.
Nonetheless, depending on the dates of American Integrity Foundation’s fiscal year, these
payments may fall within the time period of records the American Integrity Foundation currently
has access to. The ISC would also expect the company to obtain information regarding its own
records from its former bookkeeper if possible. Alternatively. please provide us with the former
bookkeeper’s contact information and the ISC can reach out to them directly.

In any event, please note that the request includes any records relating to these transactions.
Records related to those payments include communications (emails, texts. etc.). transaction
records, paystubs, invoices, contracts with SCM Consulting, LLC, efc., as well as documentation
of the work performed by American Integrity Foundation for such payments.
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Item 4: From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Leadership in Action
PAC

The ISC expects that American Integrity Foundation will search its records for any documents
related to Leadership in Action (or “LIA™), including any communications (emails, texts, etc.)
with affiliated individuals. Based on the Florida Elections website, such individuals include, but
are not limited to,

, an

Please confirm that this comprehensive search has been completed and produce any responsive
records.

Item 5: From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Truth and Justice, Inc.
The ISC expects that American Integrity Foundation will search its records for any documents
related to Truth and Justice, Inc., including any communications (emails, texts, etc.) with affiliated
individuals. Based on the Florida Corporations website, such individuals include, but are not
limited to, ;

Please confirm that this comprehensive search has been completed and produce any responsive
records.

As always, please feel free to contact us with any questions regarding the Request for Information.
Counsel

Committee on Ethics

U.S. House of Representatives

1015 Longworth HOB

Washington, D.C. 20515

I il house o

From
Sent:

I am in receipt of your request for American Integrity Foundation, Inc. dated June 26, 2024
received by our registered agent.

Upon review of our accounting records. we have not found any transactions involving
Representative Cherfilus McCormick, Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress, Inc. or
"affiliated companies”.
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We have no records of documents related to Leadership in Actions PAC and Truth and
Justice, Inc.

Our accounting records only go back to FY2022 when we changed bookkeepers and
migrated to Quickbooks. We inquired with our bank but they do not have copies of
deposited checks before this time period.

We have reviewed our files and email accounts. We do not have any correspondence related
to this request either.

Available corporate records are attached.
Thank you.
President

American Integrity Foundation, Inc.



EXHIBIT 13
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Subpoena Duces Tecum

By Authority of the House of Representatives of
The Congress of the United States of America

To: Human Scale Strategies

You are hereby commanded to produce before the Investigative Subcommittee of the
Committee on Ethics of the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Honorable
Andrew R. Garbarino is chairman, in room 1015 Lopgworth House Office Building, in the city of
Washington, District of Columbia, no later than = 2024, the documents, records, and other
information identified in the attachment to this subpoena concerning matters of inquiry before said
Committee, pursuant to the instructions specified in the attachment.

To: The U.S. Marshals Service to serve and make return.

Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives
of the Unit the city of Washington, this

24th yofﬁgw_,zoz‘t
v ldnae Neve

The Honorable Michael Guest
Chairman
Committee on Ethics

Dt df)

The Honorable Susan Wild
Ranking Member
Committee on Ethics

K:::EF. ML

Kevin F. McCumber
Acting Clerk of the House
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Subpoena for Human Scale Strategies to produce the
ings identified in the to this sul
before the Investigative Subcommittee of the
Committee on Ethics, of which the Honomble Andrew
is the Chairman.

R. Garbarino is the
ULS. House of Representatives
118th Congress
Scmdby....D.-Sh"-ﬂ\ka
Manner of Service ... al- ¢ gn<e
Date O'{ﬁ:}? 2 v
Signature of Server....
Address.... k(A :
4 Miami_F—

20\ Cacd

Callgd  Coll oD mhes<ege.

42-29 p e

Y43 - Mimpled  Serviee
'l-{!;:\— (ae

U@y - Heclor Roos Called <laled ke /s
ok 65 bwn ~lbre  Sihfotre itk

Qusonally <Vt who  slelel
c‘}'ﬂ \pHJ QCC.e -I-yfz RQOS
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ATTACHMENT TO SUBPOENA TO HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES

A, Documents to be Produced

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick’s affiliated political committees. This includes, but is not
limited to, documents relating to any payments made to and/or on behalf of Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress, Inc.

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated companies. This includes, but is not limited to, documents
relating to any payments received from and/or made on behalf of any such companies.

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to any financial transactions
between Human Scale Strategies and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Leadership in Action PAC.
This includes, but is not limited to, documents relating to any payments made to Human
Scale Strategies by Leadership in Action PAC.

B. Definitions

L.

The terms “Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick™ and “Representative
Cherfilus-McCormick” refer to Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick, ak/a Sheila
Cherfilus.

The term “document” includes writings or recordings of any kind or character,
regardless of how recorded, and whether original or copy, conveying information
by visual, physical, mechanical, electronic, photographic, or other means, and
whether taped, stored or coded electrostatically, electromagnetically, or by other
means. “Document” also includes, but is not limited to, all text messages, social
media messages and posts, Google messages, Google and other calendar entries, all
hard copy and electronic memoranda, correspondence, letters, reports, analyses,
summaries, circulars, opinions, worksheets, notices, confirmations, receipts,
envelopes, pamphlets, brochures, presentations, e-mails, notes, minutes, diaries,
telephone records, telephone message logs or slips, voicemail recordings or any
other audio or video recordings, notations of any type of conversation, telephone
call, meeting or other communication, calendars, schedules, date books, inter-office
and intra-office communications, accounting and financial records of any kind
(including checks (front and back), wire transfers, cash payments or receipts, and
check requests), video recordings, audio recordings, microfiche, microfilm,
electronic, mechanical and eleciric representations of any kind, and other written,
printed, typed, or other graphic or recorded matter of any kind or nature, however
produced or reproduced, and whether preserved in writing, on film, disk, videotape
or other media. “Document” also includes any record in your possession, custody,



147

or control, and all drafts, unfinished versions, preliminary versions, alterations,
modifications, revisions, changes to and amendments of any of the foregoing, as
well as any attachments or appendices thereto.

The term “political committees”, has the meaning set forth in 52 U.S.C. § 30101(4)
and includes any political committee directly established, maintained, or controlled
by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick or authorized by her pursuantto 11 C.F.R.
§ 102.13 to receive contributions or make expenditures on her behalf.

The term “affiliated companies” includes SCM Consulting Group LLC, EC Firm,
LLC, Cherfilus & McCormick Foundation, Inc., Essential Community Health, Inc.,
Trinity Healthcare Services, LLC and/or any other entity known by you to be
established, maintained, or controlled by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick or
anyone acting on her behalf,

C. Instructions

1.

The following rules of construction shall apply to each of the requests above:
a. The terms “any” and “each” shall be construed as “any and each.”

b. The connectives “and” and “or” shall be construed either disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the request all
responses that might otherwise be construed to be outside its scope.

c. The use of the singular form of any word shall include also within its
meaning the plural form of the word so used, and vice versa.

d. The use of the masculine form of a pronoun shall include also within its
meaning the feminine form of the pronoun so used, and vice versa.

e The use of any tense of any verb shall include also within its meaning all
other tenses of the verb so used.

In complying with this subpoena, you are required to produce all responsive
documents that are in your possession, custody, or control, whether held by you or
your past or present agents, employees, and representatives acting on your behalf,
You also are required to produce documents that you have a legal right to obtain,
that you have a right to copy or to which you have access, as well as documents
that you have placed in the temporary possession, custody, or control of any third
party. No records, documents, communications, data, or information called for by
this subpoena shall be destroyed, modified, removed, transferred, or otherwise
made inaccessible to the Committee.

In the event that any entity, organization, or individual denoted in this subpoena
has been known by, or presently is known by, any name other than that herein
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denoted, the subpoena shall be read also to include them under that alternative
identification.

4. Each document produced shall be produced in a form that renders the document
capable of being copied.

5. Each document produced shall be produced in the format or formats in which you
have preserved them to date, as well as any and all computer records or other
documents that evidence or reflect each document’s metadata, including the dates
on which each such document was prepared or modified and the identity/identities
of anyone who prepared or modified such document. If email documents are stored
in electronic form, each such document shall be produced as a .pst file.

6. Documents produced in response to this subpoena shall be produced together with
copies of file labels, dividers, or identifying markers with which they were
associated when this subpoena was served.

7. You cannot refuse to produce any document on the basis that any other person or
entity also possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same document.

8. If any of the subpoenaed information is available in machine-readable form (such
as punch cards, paper or magnetic tapes, drums, disks, or core storage), state the
form in which it is available and provide sufficient detail to allow the information
to be copied to a readable format. If the information requested is stored on a
computer, indicate whether you have an existing program that will print the records
in a readable form.

9. If you assert that compliance with the subpoena cannot be made in full, compliance
shall be made to the extent possible and shall include an explanation of why full
compliance is not possible. Failure to provide an explanation by the subpoena’s
return date constitutes a waiver of any objections to the subpoena.

10.  In the event that a document is withheld, in whole or in part, based on a claim of
privilege or attorney work product protection, provide the following information
concerning any such document: (a) the privilege(s) or protection(s) asserted; (b)
the type of document(s); (c) the general subject matter of the document(s); (d) the
date(s), author(s), and recipient(s) of the document(s); and (e) the relationship
between the author(s) and recipient(s) of the document(s).! Any claims of privilege
or attorney work product protection are waived if you fail to provide an explanation

! By requesting this log, the Committee does not waive, and expressly reserves, its right to challenge the basis for the
claim of privilege or protection with respect to any and all information, materials, and documents withheld from
production, as well as its right not to recognize any such privilege or protection in its proceedings. In complying with
this subpoena, be apprised that the U.S. House of Representatives does not recognize: any of the purported non-
disclosure privileges associated with the common law including, but not limited to, the deliberative process privilege,
the attorney client privilege, and attorney work product protections; any purported privileges or protections from
disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act; or any purported contractual privileges, such as non-disclosure
agreements.
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of why full compliance is not possible and a log identifying with specificity the
ground(s) for withholding each withheld document prior to the subpoena
compliance date.

If any document responsive to this subpoena was, but no longer is, in your
possession, custody, or control, identify the document (stating its date, author,
subject, and recipient) and explain the circumstances by which the document ceased
to be in your possession, custody, or control.

If'a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this subpoena referring to a document
is inaccurate, but the actual date or other descriptive detail is known to you or is
otherwise apparent from the context of the request, you shall produce all documents
which would be responsive if the date or other descriptive detail were correct.

This subpoena is continuing in nature, and it applies fully to any newly-discovered
documents, records, communications, and/or information in your possession,
custody, or control. Any record, document, compilation of data, or information not
produced because it has not been located or discovered by the subpoena’s return
date shall be produced immediately upon location or discovery subsequent thereto.

Send all responsive documents and records to:

Dircctor of Investigations

Committee on Ethics

U.S. House of Representatives

1015 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

I oo 20

Upon completion of the production, you should submit a written certification,
signed by you or your counsel, stating that (1) a diligent search has been completed
of all documents in your possession, custody, or control which reasonably could
contain responsive documents; and (2) all documents located during the search that
are responsive have been produced to the Committee,

When representing a witness or entity before the Committee in response to a
document request or request for transcribed interview, counsel for the witness or
entity must promptly submit to the Committee a notice of appearance specifying
the following: (a) counsel’s name, firm or organization, and contact information;
and (b) each client represented by the counsel in connection with the
proceeding. Submission of a notice of appearance constitutes acknowledgement
that counsel is authorized to accept service of process by the Committee on behalf
of such client(s), and that counsel is bound by and agrees to comply with all
applicable House and Commitiee rules and regulations.
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DEPOSITION OF HECTOR ROOS
Thursday, September 25, 2025
House of Representatives,
Committee on Ethics,

Washington, D.C.

The deposition in the above matter was held at 10:15

a.m., in Room 1015, Longworth House Office Building.

staff Present: | Oircctor of
Investigations; _ Senior Counsel; -
I counsel: and . Counsel
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Ms. _; Okay. So we'll go on the record.

Today is Thursday, September 25th, 2025, and the time is
10:17 a.m. We are convened in Longworth House Office
Building, Room 1015, for the deposition of Hector Roos to be
conducted by the investigative subcommittee on the Committee
on Ethics established to review allegations relating to
Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick.

My name is || N NI ¢ I am the designated
committee senior investigative counsel for this proceeding.

Mr. Roos was initially served a documentary subpoena in
the 118th Congress by email on March 21st, 2024, and
personally served by the U.S. Marshals on April 8th, 2024.
The subpoena pertained to Mr. Roos' involvement with
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick's 2021 and 2022 campaigns
as well as financial transactions involving Mr. Roos and
various individuals and entities affiliated with the
Congresswoman. Mr. Roos was again served a documentary
subpoena this Congress by email on August 12th, 2025, and
personally by the U.S. Marshals on September 5th, 2025. This
subpoena related to the same issues as the last subpoena.

Also, by email, on August 12th, 2025, and personally by
the U.S5. Marshals on September 5th, 2025, Mr. Roos was served
a subpoena compelling his testimony today, September 25th,
2025, at 10 a.m. in 1015, Longworth House Office Building.

Mr. Roos was reminded of the date and time of his testimony
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by committee counsel by email on September 16th, 2025.

Mr. Roos did not inform the subcommittee that he would
not be appearing today, and he has not asserted any privilege
as a basis for his noncompliance.

The time is now 10:19 a.m. Mr. Roos has still not
appeared or communicated that he will appear. Accordingly,
Mr. Roos is not in compliance with the duly authorized
subpoena, and the record is now closed.

Off the record.
[Whereupon, at 10:19 a.m., the deposition was

concluded.]
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Subpoena Duces Tecum

By Authority of the House of Representatives of
The Congress of the United States of America

To: Human Scale Strategies

You are hereby commanded to produce before the Investigative Subcommittee of the
Committee on Ethics of the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Honorable
Andrew R. Garbarino is chairman, in room 1015 Longworth House Office Building, in the city of
Washington, District of Columbia, no later than M 9§, 2025, the documents, records, and other
information identified in the attachment to this subpoena concerning matters of inquiry before said
Committee, pursuant to the instructions specified in the attachment.

To: The U.S. Marshals Service to serve and make return.

Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives
of the United States, at the city of Washington, this

s

The Honorable Michael Guest
Chairman
Committee on Ethics

Iwaex =>4 ..

'I'he Honorable Mark DeSaulnier
Ranking Member
Committee on Ethics

e FMC

Kevin F. McCumber
Clerk of the House
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ATTACHMENT TO SUBPOENA TO HUMAN SCALE STRATEGIES

A. Documents to be Produced

1.

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Sheila
Cherfilus-McCommick’s affiliated political committces. This includes, but is not
limited to, documents relating to any payments made to and/or on behalf of Sheila
Cherfilus-McCormick for Congress, Inc.

From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Representative Cherfilus-
McCormick’s affiliated companies. This includes, but is not limited to, documents
relating to any payments received from and/or made on behalf of any such companies.

. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to any financial transactions

between Human Scale Strategies and Representative Cherfilus-McCormick.

. From January 1, 2018, to present, all documents related to Leadership in Action PAC.

This includes, but is not limited to, documents relating to any payments made to Human
Scale Strategies by Leadership in Action PAC.

B. Definitions

The terms “Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick™ and “Representative
Cherfilus-McCormick” refer to Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick, a/k/a Sheila
Cherfilus.

The term “document™ includes writings or recordings of any kind or character,
regardless of how recorded, and whether original or copy, conveying information
by visual, physical, mechanical, electronic, photographic, or other means, and
whether taped, stored or coded electrostatically, electromagnetically, or by other
means. “Document” also includes, but is not limited to, all text messages, social
media messages and posts, Google messages, Google and other calendar entries, all
hard copy and electronic memoranda, correspondence, letters, reports, analyses,
summaries, circulars, opinions, worksheets, notices, confirmations, receipts,
envelopes, pamphlets, brochures, presentations, e-mails, notes, minutes, diaries,
telephone records, telephone message logs or slips, voicemail recordings or any
other audio or video recordings, notations of any type of conversation, telephone
call, meeting or other communication, calendars, schedules, date books, inter-office
and intra-office communications, accounting and financial records of any kind
(including checks (front and back), wire transfers, cash payments or receipts, and
check requests), video recordings, audio recordings, microfiche, microfilm,
electronic, mechanical and electric representations of any kind, and other written,
printed, typed, or other graphic or recorded matter of any kind or nature, however
produced or reproduced, and whether preserved in writing, on film, disk, videotape
or other media. “Document” also includes any record in your possession, custody,
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or control, and all drafts, unfinished versions, preliminary versions, alterations,
modifications, revisions, changes to and amendments of any of the foregoing, as
well as any attachments or appendices thereto.

The term “political committees”, has the meaning set forth in 52 U.S.C. § 30101(4)
and includes any political committee directly established, maintained, or controlled
by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick or authorized by her pursuantto 11 C.F.R.
§ 102.13 to receive contributions or make expenditures on her behalf.

The term “affiliated companies” includes SCM Consulting Group LLC, EC Firm,
LLC, Cherfilus & McCormick Foundation, Inc., Essential Community Health, Inc.,
Trinity Healthcare Services, LLC and/or any other entity known by you to be
established, maintained, or controlled by Representative Cherfilus-McCormick or
anyone acting on her behalf.

C. Instructions

1.

The following rules of construction shall apply to each of the requests above:
a. The terms “any™ and “each” shall be construed as “any and each.”

b. The connectives “and” and “‘or” shall be construed either disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the request all
responses that might otherwise be construed to be outside its scope.

c. The use of the singular form of any word shall include also within its
meaning the plural form of the word so used, and vice versa.

d. The use of the masculine form of a pronoun shall include also within its
meaning the feminine form of the pronoun so used, and vice versa.

e The use of any tense of any verb shall include also within its meaning all
other tenses of the verb so used.

In complying with this subpoena, you are required to produce all responsive
documents that are in your possession, custody, or control, whether held by you or
your past or present agents, employecs, and representatives acting on your behalf.
You also are required to produce documents that you have a legal right to obtain,
that you have a right to copy or to which you have access, as well as documents
that you have placed in the temporary possession, custody, or control of any third
party. No records, documents, communications, data, or information called for by
this subpoena shall be destroyed, modified, removed, transferred, or otherwise
made inaccessible to the Committee.

In the event that any entity, organization, or individual denoted in this subpoena
has been known by, or presently is known by, any name other than that herein
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denoted, the subpoena shall be read also to include them under that altemative
identification.

4, Each document produced shall be produced in a form that renders the document
capable of being copied.

5. Each document produced shall be produced in the format or formats in which you
have preserved them to date, as well as any and all computer records or other
documents that evidence or reflect each document’s metadata, including the dates
on which each such document was prepared or modified and the identity/identities
of anyone who prepared or modified such document. If email documents are stored
in electronic form, each such document shall be produced as a .pst file.

6. Documents produced in response to this subpoena shall be produced together with
copies of file labels, dividers, or identifying markers with which they were
associated when this subpoena was served.

7. You cannot refuse to produce any document on the basis that any other person or
entity also possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same document.

8. If any of the subpoenaed information is available in machine-readable form (such
as punch cards, paper or magnelic tapes, drums, disks, or core storage), state the
form in which it is available and provide sufficient detail to allow the information
to be copied to a readable format. If the information requested is stored on a
computer, indicate whether you have an existing program that will print the records
in a readable form.

9. If you assert that compliance with the subpoena cannot be made in full, compliance
shall be made to the extent possible and shall include an explanation of why full
compliance is not possible. Failure to provide an explanation by the subpoena’s
return date constitutes a waiver of any objections to the subpoena.

10.  In the event that a document is withheld, in whole or in part, based on a claim of
privilege or attorney work product protection, provide the following information
concerning any such document: (a) the privilege(s) or protection(s) asserted; (b}
the type of document(s); (c) the general subject matter of the document(s); (d) the
date(s), author(s), and recipient(s) of the document(s); and (e) the relationship
between the author(s) and recipient(s) of the document(s).! Any claims of privilege
or attorney work product protection are waived if you fail to provide an explanation

! By requesting this log, the Committee does not waive, and expressly reserves, its right to challenge the basis for the

claim of privilege or protection with respect lo any and all information, materials, and documents withheld from

production, as well as its right not to recognize any such privilege or protection in its proceedings. In complying with
this subpoena, be apprised thal the U.S. House of Representatives l:lm nui mmgnu.: any of the purported non-
discl privileges iated with the « law including, but not 1 d to, the deliberative process privilege,
ﬂle attomey client privilege, and attorney work product prolecttons any purported privileges or protections from
1 under the Freedom of Information Act; or any purported contractual privileges, such as non-disclosure
agreemenis.
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of why full compliance is not possible and a log identifying with specificity the
ground(s) for withholding each withheld document prior to the subpoena
compliance date.

If any document responsive to this subpoena was, but no longer is, in your
possession, custody, or control, identify the document (stating its date, author,
subject, and recipient) and explain the circumstances by which the document ceased
to be in your possession, custody, or control.

If a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this subpoena referring to a document
is inaccurate, but the actual date or other descriptive detail is known to you or is
otherwise apparent from the context of the request, you shall produce all documents
which would be responsive if the date or other descriptive detail were correct.

This subpoena is continuing in nature, and it applies fully to any newly-discovered
documents, records, communications, and/or information in your possession,
custody, or control. Any record, document, compilation of data, or information not
produced because it has not been located or discovered by the subpoena’s return
date shall be produced immediately upon location or discovery subsequent thereto.

Send all responsive documents and records to:

Director of Investigations

Committee on Ethics

U.S. House of Representatives

1015 Longworth House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515
N

Upon completion of the production, you should submit a written certification,
signed by you or your counsel, stating that (1) a diligent search has been completed
of all documents in your possession, custody, or control which reasonably could
contain responsive documents; and (2) all documents located during the search that
are responsive have been produced to the Committee.

When representing a witness or entity before the Committee in response to a
document request or request for transcribed interview, counsel for the witness or
entity must promptly submit to the Committee a notice of appearance specifying
the following: (a) counsel’s name, firm or organization, and contact information;
and (b) each client represented by the counsel in connection with the
proceeding. Submission of a notice of appearance constitutes acknowledgement
that counsel is authorized to accept service of process by the Committee on behalf
of such client(s), and that counsel is bound by and agrees to comply with all
applicable House and Committee rules and regulations.
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Subpoena Ad Testificandum

By Authority of the House of Representatives of
The Congress of the United States of America

To: Mr. Hector Roos

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Investigative Subcommittee of the
Committee on Ethics of the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Honorable
Andrew R. Garbarino is Chairman, in 1015 Longworth House Office Building at {0:00 amy on
w 2025, to answer questions concerning matters of inquiry before said Committee.

To: The U.S. Marshals Service to serve and make return.

Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives
of the United States, at the city of Washington, this

¥ day of QQ.. , 2025.
:-Latl UQS&

The Honorable Michael Guest
Chairman
Committee on Ethics

Wk s

The Honorable Mark DeSaul;l..{;'
Ranking Member
Committee on Ethics

Kot Me 0

Kevin McCumber
Clerk of the House
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Subpoml!‘oerRnol,

to appear before the Investigative Subcommitiee of the
Committee on Ethics, of which the Honorable Andrew
R. Garbarino is the Chairman.

U.S. House Q’Wms
th Congress

Served b BO-\J Q SMO
orsondf.. .

Mmmomence e

Signature of Server... = AL -

Address DS 0SS
Yoo AL Mami Pw ...... Mow, ¢

Dg-0s->5
L

e, Saved  Hecor Ree ot
I /o~
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Michael Guest, Mississippi Thomas A, Rus
Chisirnai L) s Statf Divectar and Chicf Cowsel
Mark DeSaulnier, California o
Ranking Membe J Jardan Downs
Ranking Member % f Chicl of Staff to she Chleman
g
John H, Ruthesford, Florida ” David Armojo
Andicw R. Gabarine, New Yok ONE HUNDRED NINETEENTH CONGRESS Connsel to the Ranking Member
Ashley Hinson, lowa
Nathanicl Moran, Texas ., 1015 Longwortl House Office Building
Wishington, D.C. 205156328
bt oo G0 FD0USE Of Wepresentatives  IiEeDs O
Glenn F. tvey. Maryland bt Erhica House gov

Spivia . Garci, e COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

Suhas Submmanyam, Virginia

November 18, 2025

CONFIDENTIAL
Hector Roos

wemail.com
Dear Mr. Roos:

As you are aware, the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Ethics (Committee)
has established an Investigative Subcommittee (ISC) regarding allegations involving
Representative Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick. The Committee is charged with fulfilling the
House’s constitutional mandate to discipline its own Members.!

On March 22, 2024, by email, and April 8, 2024, by personal service, after several attempts
to obtain your voluntary compliance with the 1SC’s investigation into this matter, the ISC served
you with a duly issued subpoena duces tecum that required you to produce documents by April 5,
2024. However, you failed to produce any documents. On August 12, 2025, by email, and
September 5, 2025, by personal service, the ISC served you with a duly issued subpoena duces
tecum that required you to produce documents by September 9, 2025. However, you failed to
produce any documents. Further, you never provided the Committee with any legal objection to
the subpoena. The ISC has yet to reccive responsive records from you.

On August 12, 2025, by email, and September 5, 2025, by personal service, the ISC served
you with a duly issued subpoena ad testificandum that required you to appear for a deposition on
September 25, 2025. However, you failed to appear for your deposition at the date and time
specified on the subpoena. Further, you never provided the Committee with any legal objection
to the subpoena. The ISC has yet to receive your testimony.

You have been informed through Committee staft’ that your failure to comply with a
lawfully issued subpoena may result in the ISC referring you to the full Committee to consider
whether you should be held in contempt of Congress, which may result in criminal charges
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 192. Accordingly, the ISC views your failure to produce documents and
appear for a deposition as knowing and willful non-compliance with the subpoenas.

! See U.S. Const. art. 1, § 5, cl. 2; House Rule X, cl. 11{g){4); House Rule XI, cl. 3; House Rule XXIll cl. 1 &cl. 13.
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Mr. Hector Roos
Page 2

This letter is to inform you that the ISC is considering taking further action regarding your
willful non-compliance with the subpoenas, including the invocation of contempt of Congress
proceedings. If you wish to discuss alternatives, please contact the Committee within 7 days of
the date of this letter. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
'
Andrew R. Garbarino I Chrissy E n

Chairman Ranking Member
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