
CONFIDENTIAL 

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110th Congress as Amended 

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS 
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

REPORT 

Review No. 24-7241 

The Board of the Office of Congressional Ethics (hereafter “the Board”), by a vote of no less 
than four members, on May 22, 2024, adopted the following report and ordered it to be 
transmitted to the Committee on Ethics of the United States House of Representatives (hereafter 
“the Committee”). 
 
SUBJECT:  Rep. Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick 
 
NATURE OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION:  
 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick may have requested community project funding that would 
be directed to a for-profit entity. If Representative Cherfilus-McCormick requested community 
project funding that would be directed to a for-profit entity, she may have violated House rules 
and standards of conduct. 
 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick may have accepted campaign contributions linked to an 
official action. If Representative Cherfilus-McCormick accepted campaign contributions linked 
to an official action, she may have violated House rules, standards of conduct, and federal law.  
 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s congressional office may have made payments to an 
entity in violation of House committee rules and standards of conduct; alternatively, her 
campaign may have accepted and failed to report in-kind contributions that may have exceeded 
applicable limits. If Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s congressional office made payments 
to an entity in violation of House committee rules and standards of conduct—or if her campaign 
accepted and failed to report in-kind contributions, or if those in-kind contributions exceeded 
applicable limits—she may have violated House rules, standards of conduct, and federal law. 
 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick may have dispensed special favors or privileges to friends 
in connection with her congressional office’s requests for community project funding. If 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick dispensed special favors or privileges to friends in 
connection with her congressional office’s requests for community project funding, she may 
have violated House rules, standards of conduct, and federal law. 
 
Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign may have misreported the source of a 
campaign contribution or accepted a campaign contribution made by one person in the name of 
another. If Representative Cherfilus-McCormick’s campaign misreported the source of a 
campaign contribution or accepted a campaign contribution made by one person in the name of 
another, she may have violated House rules, standards of conduct, and federal law. 
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RECOMMENDATION:  The Board recommends that the Committee further review the above 
allegation concerning Rep. Cherfilus-McCormick because there is substantial reason to believe 
that Rep. Cherfilus-McCormick requested community project funding that would be directed to a 
for-profit entity.  
 
VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE:  6 
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
 
The Board recommends that the Committee further review the above allegation concerning Rep. 
Cherfilus-McCormick because there is probable cause to believe that Rep. Cherfilus-McCormick 
accepted campaign contributions linked to an official action.  
 
VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE:  6 
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
 
The Board recommends that the Committee further review the above allegation concerning Rep. 
Cherfilus-McCormick because there is substantial reason to believe that Rep. Cherfilus-
McCormick’s congressional office made payments to an entity in violation of House committee 
rules and standards of conduct—or alternatively, that her campaign accepted and failed to report 
in-kind contributions that may have exceeded applicable limits.  
 
VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE:  6 
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
 
The Board recommends that the Committee dismiss the above allegation concerning Rep. 
Cherfilus-McCormick because there is not substantial reason to believe that Rep. Cherfilus-
McCormick dispensed special favors or privileges to friends in connection with her 
congressional office’s requests for community project funding. 
 
VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE:  5 
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE:  1 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
 
The Board recommends that the Committee dismiss the allegation concerning Rep. Cherfilus-
McCormick because there is not substantial reason to believe Rep. Cherfilus-McCormick’s 
campaign misreported the source of a campaign contribution or accepted a campaign 
contribution made by one person in the name of another. 
 
VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE:  6 
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
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MEMBER OF THE BOARD OR STAFF DESIGNATED TO PRESENT THIS REPORT TO 
THE COMMITTEE: Omar S. Ashmawy, Staff Director & Chief Counsel.   
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