
W This is in further reference to the above- numb'ered
complaint against your Committee, alleging violations
oi- the Federal Election Carnpaign Act 9 as amend-a.

Hiaving examined the comrplaint, yc~response thereto,
an7 itLeors _h Cominmission has determ~ined that tlhere2
is no reason to believe that your Committa, knowingl
aiccepted contributions in violation oJE §-441a of the Act.
Tha Commiission part.icularly notes that the contCribbutions
here in question were mnade Prior to May 11, 1976p the

177 effLective date of the 1975 amiend-ments to the feaderal
Thection Campaign Act. Accordingly, th-Ie Co =,,ission has

decided to close its file in this matter with respect
N to Your Committee.

Should there be a later determination, however,
that certain of your contributors were affiliated at the
timre they collectively gave your campaign more than

* $3400, the Co=,.ission will be back in contact
with you to discuss repayment arrancerments,

Sincearely yours,

General Cou."sel

KAnderson:Ojg: 10/13/76
cc: Chron Jfile,. MUR file-, KA



CERTIFICATION

iMajoieN.E~ns Scetary to the Federal EVe clion C

do hereby crtify thiat on October 12, 1976., the Gommissiondt

by Ia vote of 6 - 0 , that there was no reason to believe a ny

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had,

miittL-ed wit. respect to Recomm-endation #1 in the General Counsel

Az ~ r t < c -~ < z -
iarjorie W. Emmons

,CoissonSecretary

A-I

1'

\



I. Summary of. Allegations

This MUR was initiated through anoaiecmpit

received by the Commission on April 30, 1976.

The complaint alleges that the Richard C. White Con-

gressional Club's receipt of a $5,000 contribution from

C71 Texas Medical Political Action Committee (TEXPAC), and another

$5,00:0 contribution from American Medical Political Action

Committee (AMPAC) violated 18 U.S.C. S608(b) (2), [as amended,'

N2 U.S.C. S,44la(a) (2) (A)], presumably on the as sumption.

that the TEXPAC and AMPAC contributions are under common,

Control or direction and, therefore, those contributions must

be aggregated and are subject to a single $5,000 contribution

II. Evidence

A preliminary review of reports on file with the Commission

of the Richard C. White Congressional Club, TEXPAC and AMPAC

indicates the following: (1) that the contributions in question



have occurred'.

_The response received from the Richard C.W hVi te

Congressional Club in effect contends that the: c 0utt ee

received two separate and distinct $5i,00 contribuixs

It states summarily that "any assumption that TEXPAC,_and, the

American Medical Political Action Committee are under' the6"

same control or direction would be entirely erroneous.,

In their responses, TEXPAC and ANMPAC acknowledged the

contributions and stated that they were duly reported to

the Commission. However, neither of the PAC's addressed

C-7 the allegation that they are under common control or direction

N and are, therefore, subject to a single $5,000 contribution,

N limit. FEUR! LN ETI£tSI?

III. Analysis,~~ ~us

it appears that the Wlhite Congressional Club received

the monies from TEXPAC and AMNPAC in giood faith reliance on the

separateness of the two groups. Therefore, there is no reason

-to believe that a violation of the Act has been. committed.

However, in light of the substCantial transfer of funds

from TEXPAC to PAMPAC, tL-here does see-m -to be reason t,[o believe

these two com-mittees, by fi.lg seaaereports listing no

-af i lia i on, h ava 7. c om iuIttd v i e :i Ln r o f 2 U.-. C §3(b) )



basis of the evidence presently-available,

believe and send the attached letter to Go,

C,1

Vrr

DATE:

(JOHN G. MURPHYIL4TR.
G5 hERAL COUNSELU

F



b eiev h0 000,OO.00 con-ribut'ipn given to the~ 'indui'-h
iha r d ',hit e( Cnr es srian o- the 16th, Gongre ia. > s n~

rurmir Aor re- ,,lection, g ,iven by, the local xhsias&D~1
showng ~OU*O.O, donated by Texas State 1-1e d ical sn4

donalted by the loc~il "?hysicani-s; th.-is contribution wup Iv''r th 'V y
believe in., ord.-r(they thougt omk tlgl feel ,tnel: che,,ck

s ho-u1a b e e xq r in e d

T amr attaching newspaper articles, which will outline th -i S whole
mes's

itu is my feeling- that the local Physicans and Riichard Thi te are
7 in violation of the 7Iederal Election Code, and 1 hople thswl be

investig-cated, this sort of thing we- want to dispose- of.

An _yon'e giving, -..1,000.00 certainly would expect a co-cnrit ment.

'Jack- regory

16th. Congressional

STfAT7 OF TEXAS
COU TN TY OF': IEL PASO

SUBSCIRIBI AND SWON T BEOBE "HE THIS - DAY OF APRIL, 1976.

N tar~ : bIic , "El P a so County,Texas

Mycomnriss-ion e:<,pies 6/1/77



The above-described material
file pursuant to the following ex
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.s

(2) Internal rules and
practices

___(3) Exempted by other
statute

___(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(7) Investigatory,
files

(8) Banking
In formation

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed

date c2Ih

FEC 9-21-77


