September 10, 2024

Attorney Shannon Kief

Legal Program Director

State Elections Enforcement Commission
55 Farmington Avenue

Hartford, CT 06105

RE: Petition for Declaratory Ruling in Response to SEEC’s “Findings and
Conclusions” in File No. 2018-118; and SEEC August 28, 2024, Resolution and Order to
Accept Public Comment

Dear Attorney Kief:

Pursuant to the Connecticut State Elections Enforcement Commission’s (the
“Commission”) August 28, 2024, Resolution and Order to Accept Public Comment, the
undersigned submits hereby submits this public comment.

The undersigned was the Republican Senate Leader from 2015 until 2021. On or about
the fall of 2018 I became concerned about the Senate Republican Leadership Committee
(SRLC), a legislative leadership PAC. Republican Senate Counsel Mike Cronin was the
treasurer. On or about November 92018, I set up a meeting with Mr. Cronin to question him
about certain discrepancies that I observed. To my surprise and chagrin, at the meeting, Mr.
Cronin admitted he embezzled significant money from the PAC. I instructed him he needed to
turn himself in to the authorities immediately. Mr. Cronin, within 30 minutes of our meeting, did
in fact turn himself in and admitted in detail how much he embezzled and over what time period.

He confessed that the embezzlement began slowly in 2014 and became more aggressive through



the 2016 to 2018 election cycle. As a result, the Senate Republican Caucus (SRC) had been
significantly hampered and harmed for a several election cycles before the 2018 election cycle.

Upon learning of these facts, our office contacted the Commission immediately. In
addition, we informed the Commission of our intention to press criminal charges and
commenced a civil action against Mr. Cronin to seek restitution of the embezzled money. The
Commission, at all times, was aware and understood the direction we were proceeding to attempt
to retrieve all or as much stolen funds as we could. Since Mr. Cronin represented himself in the
civil case, the civil court postponed the civil matter until the criminal case had concluded
because it was anticipated that Mr. Cronin would plead the Fifth Amendment in any proceeding
requiring his testimony. The onset of the COVID epidemic resulted in significant delays in both
the civil and criminal cases, with the criminal courts de-prioritizing nonviolent criminal trials
Therefore, both the criminal case and the civil cases were set aside for a significant period of
time, further harming the SRC and delaying our ability to seck and receive restitution.

As mentioned, we informed the Commission of the embezzlement and that we were
pressing criminal charges as well as commencing a civil action against Mr. Cronin. The civil
action would include the attachments of any of his personal and/or real property. The
Commission understood our position and efforts. Throughout our discussions with the
Commission, it was most concerned about the vendors who had provided services to the PAC.
but who had not been paid. Mr. Cronin had signed several legitimate contracts with vendors to
perform services, but because of his embezzlement, these vendors had not been paid either in
part or in whole. At all times the Commission and SRC worked collaboratively to determine a
process for restitution and to ensure Commission rules would be followed. Eventually, our

conversations resulted in memorializing our understanding in an agreement. One of the main



concerns for the Commission was ensuring enough money was collected to pay the vendors, and,
if enough money was not collected, ensuring the vendors would be paid on a prorated basis. That
provision was placed as a requirement by the Commission to ensure that any money collected
would first be used to pay the vendors before any money could be used for elections. This
provision was the only restriction discussed by the Commission for any monies collected through
restitution. The Commission never discussed or proposed any other restrictions on monies
collected.

As the criminal trial date became a reality, it became apparent that a family member was
going to provide restitution on behalf of Mr. Cronin in hopes of avoiding a prison sentence.
However, no one could assure Mr. Cronin or his family that incarceration would never happen.
The prosecution indicated if there was restitution they would not press hard for incarceration and
leave the decision to the judge. As soon as we became aware that there would in fact be
restitution, we immediately contacted the Commission to inform them of the restitution, the
amount of the restitution and to ensure we worked collaboratively with them to determine the
proper mechanism of paying vendors, filing the necessary reports and returning money to the
caucus PAC. Transparency was paramount for both us and the Commission. Other than
ensuring vendors were paid, throughout these interactions there was no discussion of any other
restrictions placed on any monies and there is nothing in any document or any verbal agreement.
The details surrounded the amount, how vendors would be paid, what reports were filed and how
any excess money was to be returned to the caucus PAC. As in earlier discussions with the

Commission, there were never any discussions about restrictions on the use of that money by the

caucus PAC.




As I understand the argument put forth by the Senate Democrats, equity is raised as a
“reason” to limit access to funds raised by the SRC. Here, some historical perspective is
important as the SRC has been victimized in many regards. Mr. Cronin’s embezzlement began in
2014 and as a result, in the 2014 election cycle the SRC had less money for that election cycle.
The embezzlement continued in 2016 and once again affected the ability of the SRC to fund
elections in the 2016 cycle. After the 2016 election, the State Senate was tied 18 to 18. Because
of this, the 2018 cycle was critical to the SRC because of our efforts to capture the majority for
the first time since the mid-1990s. As it turns out, it was in the 2018 election year when Mr.
Cronin admitted to the most aggressive embezzlement from the PAC, causing significant harm to
our ability to fund elections. In the 2018 election cycle, the SRC spent virtually all the money it
had on hand, and because of the embezzlement, we lost the benefit of having an additional
$160,000 more to spend on those tight races that we ultimately lost by just a few votes. Certain
caucuses benefited significantly from the fact that we had $160,000 less to spend in 2018 than
we should have. They won those tight races as they had access to all their funds. For anyone to
raise “equity” now after they won these races is misplaced at best. The SRC would be
victimized twice if the Commission were to grant this request.

If we had decided not to use all that $160,000 in the 2018 cycle, we could have banked
that money for the 2020 cycle. The onset of COVID in the 2020 election cycle proved a
challenge for all caucuses to raise money. Therefore, while other caucuses had money in the
bank they could rely on, and we did not because of the embezzlement, meaning we were harmed
in the 2020 election cycle as well. By then, everyone in the State Capitol knew of the
embezzlement from the SRC, and everyone implicitly understood the significant financial

disadvantage it placed on the SRC. However, no one, in the name of “equity”, reduced their




spending for the 2020 election cycle. Given that we were the victims of criminal activity, and I
do not recall anyone, in the name of “equitably” agreeing to reduce their spending in any election
cycle, it is completely unfair for anyone to now look to “equity” to attempt to prevent the SRC
from legally expending its dollars under current law.

On a personal note, as the minority leader, I believed it was my obligation to raise as
much money as I could for the SRC. I spent a lot of time on the road attending meetings and
fundraisers. I would frequently be meeting with donors to express our vision of Connecticut
under a Republican controlled senate. People donated based on our message and their belief in
me as the leader. There never were any restrictions placed on their donations either by me or by
the donors. I was devastated when the money was stolen. Mike Cronin was someone with an
impeccable reputation at the State Capitol and someone who I, as well as many people, trusted
and considered a friend. Also, I believed I had let people down who trusted me with their
money. Therefore, I was very determined to get the money back into the SRC to keep my
promise to those donors that their donation would be used for Republican candidates as the
leaders determined. As a result, with the help of others, I accomplished that mission. The donors
understood that their money would be used as the leader the SRC determined. That includes
either using it for a certain election cycle or using it in another election cycle. The importance of
the donation made to SRC was that it was used in the manner determined by the leader and to
help get Republicans elected. No one should now take the position that these donations are extra-
statutorily restricted in any manner, especially considering in all our interactions with the
Commission, these restrictions were never discussed. Ultimately, our responsibilities are to the
intentions of the donors and not to a political agenda unassociated with the purpose of the

donation.



Sincerely,

Len Fasano




