
 
 
 
 
 

June 25, 2025 
 

 
Senior Workflow Specialist 
ActBlue 
c/o Danny Onorato 
Schertler Onorato Mead & Sears  
555 13th Street, NW 
Suite 500 West 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
Dear : 
 
 The Committee on House Administration, the Committee on the Judiciary, and the 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform are charged with upholding fundamental 
American civil liberties and protecting the integrity of American elections. In light of allegations 
that online fundraising platforms that serve as conduits for political donations have accepted 
fraudulent donations from domestic and foreign sources,1 the Committees are conducting 
oversight to inform potential legislative reforms.2 To further our oversight and legislative 
reforms, on April 2, 2025, the Committees first requested your appearance at a transcribed 
interview.3 To date, you have failed to comply with the Committees’ request. Therefore, the 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform must resort to compulsory process to obtain 
your testimony. 
 

Following our initial letter, on April 14, Danny Onorato, your attorney, contacted the 
Judiciary Committee to inform us that you had retained him to represent you in this matter.4 On 
April 21, Mr. Onorato indicated that you had agreed to appear for a voluntary transcribed 

 
1 See Miranda Devine, Potential ActBlue criminal charges over possible fraud donations once again reveal the 
Dems’ fraud campaign, N.Y. POST (Sept. 19, 2024); Josh Christenson, Treasury finds hundreds of transactions 
linked to fundraising platform ActBlue flagged by banks: GOP memo, N.Y. POST (Oct. 29, 2024); Breanne 
Deppisch, Democrat platform ActBlue subpoenaed by House committee amid concerns foreign donors exploited 
security flaws, FOX NEWS (Oct. 31, 2024). 
2 See Letter from Rep. Bryan Steil, Chairman, Comm. on H. Admin., to Ms. Regina Wallace-Jones, Chief Executive 
Officer, ActBlue (Oct. 28, 2024); Letter from Rep. Jim Jordan, Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, to Ms. 
Regina Wallace-Jones, Chief Executive Officer, ActBlue (Dec. 9, 2024); Letter from Rep. Bryan Steil, Chairman, 
Comm. on H. Admin., Rep. Jim Jordan, Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, & Rep. James Comer, Chairman, H. 
Comm. on Oversight and Gov’t Reform, to Ms. Regina Wallace-Jones, Chief Executive Officer, ActBlue (Apr. 2, 
2025). 
3 Letter from Rep. Bryan Steil, Chairman, Comm. on H. Admin., Rep. Jim Jordan, Chairman, H. Comm. on the 
Judiciary, & Rep. James Comer, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov’t Reform, to Ms. Regina Wallace-
Jones, Chief Executive Officer, ActBlue (Apr. 2, 2025). 
4 Email from Counsel to Committee Staff, H. Comm. on the Judiciary (Apr. 14, 2025) (on file with the Comms.).  
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Congress’s ability to investigate.12 In that case, the Court held that Congress’s authority “directly 
or through its committees, to require pertinent disclosures in aid of its own constitutional power 
is not abridged because the information sought to be elicited may also be of use in” civil or 
criminal suits.13 Similarly, in Hutcheson v. United States, the Court explained that “a 
congressional committee . . . engaged in a legitimate legislative investigation need not grind to a 
halt whenever responses to its inquiries might potentially be harmful to a witness in some 
distinct proceeding . . . or when crime or wrongdoing is exposed.”14 As we have explained, the 
historical record bears this point out—many congressional investigations have occurred in 
parallel to Executive Branch investigations of the same or related matters.15  
 
 Mr. Onorato’s request that the Committees “withdraw [our] requests for transcribed 
interviews until the Department of Justice completes its investigation or clarifies its position with 
respect to our clients” amounts to a demand that the Committees forgo testimony that is 
potentially critical to our legislative oversight.16 Congress may set the terms of its own oversight, 
compelling testimony in a time, place, and manner of its own choosing.17 Federal courts have 
consistently held that witnesses may not “impose [their] own conditions upon the manner of 
[congressional] inquiry.”18 That is because “a witness does not have the legal right to dictate the 
conditions under which he will or will not testify”19 or “to prescribe the conditions under which 
he may be interrogated by Congress.”20  
 
 Mr. Onorato is wrong to claim that “the Committees will not be prejudiced in any way” 
by his request to delay your testimony “because President Trump directed that the Attorney 

 
12 Sinclair v. United States, 279 U.S. 263 (1929). 
13 Id. at 295. 
14 Hutcheson v. United States, 369 U.S. 599, 618 (1962). 
15 See, e.g., FINAL REPORT OF THE S. SELECT COMM. ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES, 93rd. Cong (June 
1974); Anthony Ripley, Archibald Cox Appointed Prosecutor for Watergate, N.Y. TIMES (May 19, 1973); STAFF OF 
S. SELECT COMM. ON SECRET MILITARY ASSISTANCE TO IRAN AND THE NICARAGUAN OPPOSITION & H. SELECT 
COMM. TO INVESTIGATE COVERT ARMS TRANSACTIONS WITH IRAN, REPORT OF THE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 
INVESTIGATING THE IRAN-CONTRA AFFAIR, 100th. Cong (Nov. 13, 1987); George Lardner, Jr., Special Counsel 
Walsh Names 12 Top Assistants for Probe, WASH. POST (Jan. 7, 1987); FINAL REPORT OF THE S. SPECIAL COMM. TO 
INVESTIGATE WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT CORP. AND RELATED MATTERS, 104th. Cong. (June 17, 1996); Stephen 
Labaton, Judges Appoint New Prosecutor for Whitewater, N.Y. TIMES (Aug. 6, 1994); STAFF OF JOINT COMM. ON 
TAXATION, REPORT OF INVESTIGATION OF ENRON CORPORATION AND RELATED ENTITIES REGARDING FEDERAL TAX 
AND COMPENSATION ISSUES, AND POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS, 108th. Cong (Feb. 2003); Rebecca Smith, Justice 
Confirms Probe Into Enron; Creditors Seek to Delay Sale of Unit, WALL ST. J. (Jan. 10, 2002); STAFF OF S. 
PERMANENT SUBCOMM. ON INVESTIGATIONS, WALL STREET AND THE FINANCIAL CRISIS: ANATOMY OF A FINANCIAL 
COLLAPSE, 112th. Cong (Apr. 13, 2011); FTC says that it is investigating Countrywide, NBC NEWS (Aug. 11, 
2008). 
16 Letter from Counsel to Rep. Jim Jordan, Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, Rep. James Comer, Chairman, H. 
Comm. on Oversight and Gov’t Reform, & Rep. Bryan Steil, Chairman, Comm. on H. Admin. (May 29, 2025). 
17 See, e.g., Todd Garvey, Committee Discretion in Obtaining Witness Testimony, Cong. Rsch. Serv. No. LSB11093 
(Dec. 22, 2023). 
18 Eisler v. United States, 170 F. 2d 273, 280 (D.C. Cir. 1948). 
19 United States v. Costello, 198 F. 2d 200, 205 (2d Cir. 1952); see also United States v. Brewster, 154 F. Supp. 126, 
134 (D.D.C. 1957) (finding a witness guilty of Contempt of Congress because “a witness has no right to set his own 
conditions for testifying”). 
20 United States v. Hintz, 193 F. Supp. 325, 335 (N.D. Ill. 1961). 
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The Honorable Robert Garcia, Ranking Member, Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform 

 
Enclosure 
 
 




