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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 7, 1983

William C. Oldaker, Esquire
Epstein, Becker et al.

1140 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1501
James C. Wright and
Majority Congress Committee

Dear Mr. Oldaker:

The Commission notified you of a complaint dated October 27,
1982, alleging that your clients had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January 5, 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by your clients there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lonidl BB 57

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 7, 1983

Richard Lodge, Esquire
Willis & Knight

215 2nd Ave., N.

Nashville, Tennessee 37201

RE: MUR 1501
Jim Cooper For Congress
Committee

Dear Mr. Lodge:

The Commission notified you of a complaint dated October 27,
1982, alleging that your client had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January 5, 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by your client there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

b A B L

: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 7, 1983

Mr. R. Gregory Lamb
Washington Legal Foundation
Texas Division

5031 McKinney Avenue
Dallas, Texas 75205

RE: MUR 1501

Dear Mr. Lamb:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated October 27, 1982 and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondent there is no reason to
believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file in
this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a
complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal
of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Loi B fwes 4T

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1501

Rep. James Wright
Majority Congress Committee
Jim Cooper for Congress Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 5,
1983, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions in MUR 1501:

Find no reason to believe
that Representative James C.
Wright, Jr. violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe
that the Majority Congress
Cormittee violated the Act.

Find no reason to believe
that the Jim Cooper for
Congress Committee violated
the Act.

Close the file in this matter.
Approve and authorize the sending
of the notification letter as
attached to the First General
Counsel's Report dated December 21,
1982.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

T /]

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 12-21-82, 2:22
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 12-22-82, 11:00




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

{
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FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR # 1501
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION /o w2/-§ oL DATE COMPLAINT RECIEVED
BY OGC October 28, 1982

DATE OF NOTIFICATION
SENSITIVE TO RESPONDENT 11(3[82

STAFF MEMBER

Michael Dymersky

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Washington Legal Foundation
RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Rep. James Wright

Majority Congress Committee

Jim Cooper for Congress Committee

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(a) (8), 441f, 434, 432(b)
and 432 (c)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: N/A

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: N/A

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
The complaint filed by the Washington Legal Foundation --
Texas Division centers around a $500 contribution from

Congressman Wright's PAC, the Majority Congress Committee, to

candidate Jim Cooper's principal campaign committee, Jim Cooper

for Congress Committee.
The complaint alleges that the $500 contribution is actually
from a Washington based group which was concerned about being

identified as a contributor to Mr. Cooper and that the
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contribution was "legally” laundered through Mr. Wright's PAC.
The newspaper article reporting the allegation was submitted with
the complaint. Thus, the complainant alleges a violation of
2 U.S.C. § 441la(a) (8) which requires that such earmarked
contributions be reported as having been derived from the actual
contributor. Additionally, violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 441f ,
434 and 432(b) and (c) are alleged.
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
The complaint arises out of a newspaper article dated

Monday, October 4, 1982, in the Dallas Times Herald which

reported that Congressman Wright gave a contribution to the Jim
Cooper for Congress Committee, which originated with, "a group
doing business in Washington that feared the consequences of
being identified as a contributor to the opponent of Senator

Baker's daughter."” The article continues by stating that,

"[B]efore presenting it to the candidate, Wright had legally

laundered the donation through his own PAC to prevent its being
traced to the actual giver."

However, there are no documentable facts, identifiable in
the article, or provided by the complainant, to support any of
the allegations. Indeed, among other things, the article refers

to a "legally laundered" donation, and complainant concedes that
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the Majority Congress Committee and the Jim Cooper for Congress

Committee reported the contributions as the Act requires. 1In the
General Counsel's view then, the instant complaint lacks merit.
Accordingly, it is recommended that the Commission find no reason
to believe that respondents violated the Act.
RECOMMENDATION

1. Find no reason to believe that Representative James C.
Wright, Jr. violated the Act;

2. Find no reason to believe that the Majority Congress
Committee violated the Act;

3. Find no reason to believe that the Jim Cooper for
Congress Committee violated the Act.

4. Close the file in this matter; and,

5. Approve and authorize the sending of attached

notification letter.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

1@2{%&&1( 2} ) g2 BY: Apaa

Date Kenheth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1) copy of complaint with attachments
2) copy of the response from the Jim Cooper for Congress
Committee
3) copy of the response from Rep. James Wright and the Majority
Congress Committee
4) Proposed notification letters




October 27, 1982
g20CT28 P3: 19

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.HW.
hashington, D.C. 20463
Dear Commissioners: i

The washington Lega1 Foundation-Texas Division, complainant herein,
files this complaint against JAMES H. COOPER, THE JIM COOPER FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE, THE MAJORITY CONGRESS COMMITTEE, and CONGRESSMAN JAMES C. WRIGHT,
JR., respondents, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437 g(a)(1). The complaint

arises out of a newspaper article dated Monday, Cctober 4, 1982 in the

Dallas Times Herald which reported that Congressman Wright of Texas =

cave a contribution to Jim Cooper, a candidete for the 4th Congressional
District in Tennessee. The article is attached hereto as Exhibit "A"
and is incorporated herein. The articie further the contribution
as "from a group doing business in Washington that feared the consequences - -~ -
of being identified as a contributor to the opponent of Senator Baker's

daughter. Before presenting it to the candidate, Wright had legally laundered

the donation through his own PAC to prevent its being traced to the actual

giver.,"

FEC records indicate that the Majority Congress Committee disbursed
a $500.00 contribution on September 23, 1982 to the Jim Cooper for Congress
Committee and such committee reported receiving that contribution on
September 25,1982. The records are attached hereto as Exhibits "B" and “C",
respectively.

Such earmarking of a contributicn without full disclesure to the




e
Federal Election Commission of the original source of the funds is pro-
hibited. 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 a(a)(8). The indirect bassing of funds prevents
the contribution Trom being counted toward the hidden contributor's Timit
for that candidate.

Based upon the article, respondents have viclated 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 f
by making, permitting or accepting contributions is the name of another,
Additionally, both committees have violated the reporting requirement of
2 U.S.C. Sec. 434 and possibly the accounting and record keeping re-

quirements of 2 U.S.C. Sec. 432 (b) and (c).

Respectfully submitted,
WASHINGTON LEGAL FOUBDATIOM=TEXAS_DITISION

2 674‘? o—'«n L»L

n. urec*rj LERD,

Washingto Leéi}/fgﬁgiftvon-Texas Division
5031 McKinnev Ave

Dallas, Texis—75205—
214/559-0930




SESRNEEEIEAS

COUNTY OF DALLAS

Befcre me, the undersigned authority personally appeared,
R. GREGCRY LAMB, known to me to be the rerson whose name is
subscriveé belcw, and who, being first sworn by me, sfated
his cath that he is authorized tc make this comzlaint cn behalf
of the Washington Legal Foundation anéd that he has read the
foregeing Cemplaint and that it is true ancé accurate information

anc belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned authority
on this _24%% day of October, 1982 to certify which witness my
hané ané seal of cffice.

(22%3/:4‘>42£f§>£;./125£q‘_,
Notary Pudlic/dn a§§750r the
tate ¢f Texas

My Commission Expires

ddlech #T - (3
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I'he Wright stuff

Congressman runs tirelessly in race for House spea

v PAUL WEST
‘ashington Bureau

GICRRICANE MILLS. Tenn. --
1e refrain echoing over a paswre
~inger Loretta Lynn's ranch was
/eet music W Jim anht s ears
Jdim Wreight™ 3 candidale for
-ng-es was teling supporters. “is
£33 be our next speaker of the
..u- Ard Beb Clement's gonma
for hun to he the rext speaker
“ehe House ™

-

£y

ht me st make ‘vou 4 prom-

se.” Wright ruponded “Send us
Bob Clement and ! guarantee vou
we'll get him on 3 mapr commitiee
from which he can do the maximum
good foc the people of Tennessee =

They may not have known it. hut
the hundred or so Democrats cheer
ing this exchange at an outduor ral-
lv had aatl witnesed a claswic scvne
from ane of the longest rurning.
and least noticed. nauons! um.

For the past six years. while seev-
Ng a8 a congressman from Fon
Werth, House Majority Leader
James C Wrnight Jr has quedy
been punu:ng higher office. He has
traveled n ciies and LYWRS oo
the couniry, where he often delivers
the Gme promuse he made here

Aircady the «aonnd-raniang man
n the House. \Wright would like
VeTV MILER S oLy he speaker’s

. currently held By Rep Thom.

When that might he. n
saying. Wright admuts
O'Neill have talked about 1
vhines W discuss dewuls.

Many in Congress think
will step down in 1984 at
throwing his yob open to a {
rould include. «n addiuon-tr
Reps. Dan Rostenkowsks
Tom Foley. D-Wash Jim >
Cikie ®and others

pAIENS 1N Amenca

a I’ ONeitl, D-Maw

See WRIGHT on Pag

Texan works hard to become

rj[«alGHT From Page One

\Wnght 15 convinced he has the
<pport o wIn

“l don't have any doubt about it,"
e sad 10 an intenaew. “if 1t's any-
e soon.” How long 1 soon? “Two |
ears.”

His pasiucn as maprity leader has
irengthened his influence with
<o who have the onlv votes that
aunt 0 the speaker’s race — hus
louse cocleagues.

“Leader” as Wnght's Democratc
rends ca) him, rcgulates the fiow
¢ b.ls & the House floor and. wath
. the fate of other congrosimen’s
! propcis. Small weonder that ev-
ry mapnty ieader who sought L
ecome speaker 1n the past hall-
entury has succeeded.

Not that Wnght 13 poliicking
vertly Tor O'Neill's job. His candi-
.q for the speakership 18 unan-

Yp.
¥hat Wrght is dong w {urther
1 own ambiuons 18 Makung sse

majprity party organizes Congrem
and chooses its leaders. That means
working hard at election nme for
his House Demacrauc colicagues

and for Democrais seelung seats -

heid by Republcans
His political toils. as much as any-

ihing else, have helped solidily '

Wnght's hold on the lesdersiup po-
sition he won by a single vote u»n
1576 and made hun the odds-on fa-
vonte © replace O’ Nell.

Sunce 1976, Wnght has personally
rused more than $700.000 v car-
paign cmh through hs Maprty
Congress Commutize. 8 politcal ac-
tuon comrutiee created by O'Nedl
when he was maprity leader.

Wright doles out thus money b -

Demoacraue candidates far Congres

" in contributions of $250 o $5.000.

He maies additional donations frora
excmms funds in two accounts intend-
«d mainly for his own re-elecoon.
During the last campaign. he gave
o at least 289 House candidates na-
tonwide. Of these, 21¢ were elsct-

ed, maicng Wnght & conthbutor ©

almost every Democrat now servang

Direet javing 1» only the start of
his political work for Ris colleague.
towever. Considered by many the
tincst orator in the House. Wnght
{inds h:s talenis in demand inday as
ruever before

For the 53-vcar-oid Texan. the
roule 10 the 1op 15 a vear-round en-
curance contest of tund-raising
evenss and after-d:nner speechets
CUT.PAIEN eriorseMments and agpear- !
ances on benalf oi [eilaw Dr-moerat.
L (ONENWen and conyressen-o-
e 5

He upprun frequenty. perhape |
v eral RIERL 4 wiek. st thoir cock-

il fusd-rassing parues in Washung-
ton. He lencs his name 1o many a8
sponsor o boost ticket sales.

He speaks regularly be!oul
groups of their constihent {lown
\WVashingion for 8 {irm-hand look
(ovcmm. These are often his

* potential contribuiors,

So far this ym
1 at least 17 stat
Democratic cand:
day. he will ha
more (plus Texam
token Republicas
own in Novembe:

Two weekends
unusually hesv
Washingron, &
sore Wright flew
assist three Den
tumbent with a ¢
of hopefuls with
teprure two of t!
incumbents arous
both parties 82y
year's elections.

The tp wou
tne, except th
Wright was ©
Cissy Baker.a R
for Congrems ar
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lergihy. somewhat melodramane st-
wex on the Rexgan admurustration’s

- e s

¢lic~z 1o kill the Amencan cresm.
With s gw jitng and armx
waving. Wnght's rich voice dips and
soars. He shouts He whispers. He
Lambast. He implores.
"I we get aist 1S more. no more,

" just 18 more. salid, dependable, bed-

rock, fundamenta! good Armericans
¢! the Demacrauc Persuasion 1n
Congress we'd have Americy
mOVIng aguin.” he savs. 1 tell you,
I'm getung 2 Ltte ured of being a
maprty leader with & munority 1o
ivad *

He winae up with a few woeds
«0O0ul £.0Ut onG rRDRals hus promue
of « majpr commuliee assignment for

r

The next day. he 15 off v 3 dis-

" tet in western Tennesase 0 en-.

SLTRE (aT R BN upraldfat

+ 4 in Neshwiile late last month tor Demacrat Sim Compeer

£ % - &

LY P ALY

TOMZS HERALD. Monday. Ocicber 4. 1822
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House spea

Wemly greeung Mis Baker's .

Wrgnt nas dSeen
s W ampagn loe
atee/ By elecoon
¢ bren in seven
where he faces 8
opxcrent of h3

. fcoewang 1=
wilk weeg 1B

tompm s
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[xmocratic opponent, a3 28-vear-old
lewyer named Jim Cooper. Wnght
reireated into a corner. reached in
his colt packet and produced 2

i sealed envelope. [nside was a contn-
| bution trof a group doing business
! in Washingien that fcared the con-

soquences of bewng ident:lied as a
coninpaior o the opponent of Sen

cm =Y
Esrer's dsughter. Before precriing .
the canc:date, Wrmpnt o2 c.

oea
A=

raily laundered the ccnallll

TR GEn NS own PAL o prevent il
=oing wased 10 the actual Sver. L

As they headed out-ide w meet
w.h reporters. Wnght awied Coo-
ot if there was enything special he
should ~ay

“Well. my npponent s islkung a
1ot ahout her clout in Wackinglon
sunfided Conper “If vew wuid st
¥ sommething about that ™

A few munutes Lur. at an oul-
firoe pre=m conferrace. wHeR celiv-
~reC a line that brouzhe 3 aiddy
srmule 19 the vourg canaiCeie's face

:Nave xomothing W sdy adout wro
SYS ITOTINWT 10 WGl Mmmitiees

(A STl O

A wematine

TUERt gav. Wright anncurced ¢l
e vou that Jim Cocper is gowng
10 be assigned W & TEEr OmTuee
«nd cne {rom which he will oe sbie
L exercae dout for the pecple of
Tennewmee.”

Many pars of his basuc speech re-
man Ltue changed from years paal
though he is careful 10 keep-abreast
of current Cends and alwawy talory
3 few wortds W the loca! areq -

Ata nlly that night oy uny ™.

lamema, Temn Fa 4 @ the camat. v o

R S —

derse Demacrane hepeful Clement
3t the barbecue held at Lorema
Lyna's oguge ranch. theugh the
tounlry munc enterlawner will ne
be present

On the way. he danswers Cle-
ment's questions ibou: House eom.
millee wnigiments and wnilorms hum
¢l scmething only congressional .
ey kW

‘Every member.” Wright ex-
plaam, s snutled 0 one 7 or

TNl alsignunent. if he wanu
i

A few minutes lawr. of cours
Wnght wil wow the wudence ]
Lureta’s place with the same infoq
mauon, 1n the form of a ampaig
promise he'll have no 1roud
keepung

Dunng his brief, 29-hour st ¢
the state, Waght has appeared a1
'wo rallics. two coffee rev-plions,
one cocktal party. two £roup meet.
Ings with mnfluential citizens and
one press conference. He has en.
dured three bumpy private plane
ndes. one helicoprer hp and a Jok of
driving around by car.

For hu effors, he helped draw
Ut £50.000 for the lecal randi.

Cates plus some free overage for
Them in iocal rewsps prms and on v
nd razis. ln retumn, he may have
neipes  humself by prolecuzy Ry
PANY'S maprity in the House acd
PICKing Jp personal JOUs from
three Liely members of the pext
Congrex.
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WILLIS & KNIGHT

WILLIAM R, WILLIS, JUFR. TWO FIFTEEN SECOND AVENUE, NORTH

D l; 1IOMT -
el L : NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37201 — TeiePHONE

RICHARD LODGE 6I5-2690-9800
© MARIAN £, HARRISON
AROBERT L. DeLANEY

AUGUST C. WINTER November 19, 1982

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Michael Dymersky
MUR 1501.
Dear Mr. Dymersky:
This is the response of James H. Cooper and Jim
Cooper for Congress Committee to the complaint filed by

Washington Legal Foundation - Texas Division and forwarded
to Mr. Cooper and the Committee by letter dated October 29,

1982. The statement of designation of counsel is attached.

The position of respondents is that the contribution
in question was a lawful contribution to the Cooper Committee
from a duly-created and registered committee. The contribution
was, as the complaint concedes, properly reported by the
Committee.

The provisions of 2 U.S.C. 4la(a) (8) are not applicable,
that section clearly applying to non-registered entities,
e.g. individuals. Where a registered committee is involved,
it will always, to some extent, be a conduit, receiving
money lawfully from contributors and itself contributing
lawfully to others. The same rational is applicable tc the
charge under 2 U.S.C. 441f. The contribution was from a
lawful source and was reported. Nothing more is required by
law. It would be unreasonable, indeed perhaps unlawful, to
require the recipient of a committee contribution to investigate
and ascertain the initial source of the funds. 1In most
cases, such a task would be impossible.

Finally, there is no evidence to support the complaint.
Essentially, the complaint states only that the complainant
has read the newspaper clipping which is attached to the
letter. The complainant has no personal knowledge of the

Hhdiurd 7 —( )




Charles N. Steele

Federal Election Commission
November 19, 1982

Page Two

facts of which he complains. The complaint fails to meet

the requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(2). Were the matter
before a court on a preliminary hearing, as it is essentially
before the Office of General Counsel, there would be no
evidence on which to base a finding of probable cause. The
case would have to be dismissed. This complaint must be
dismissed, also. To allow a complaint to proceed based on
nothing more than a newspaper story would jeopardize the
complaint process which has been established by the
Commission. The essence of the process is personal knowledge
of the ccmplainant in order to allow the Commission to
determine, at the initial phase, the probability of a violation.
That determination cannot be made based on this complaint.

For these reasons, it is submitted that the
Commission should take no action in this matter.

Sincerely,

WILLIS & KNIGHT

RiA IS,

Richard Lodge
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ErPsSTEIN BECKER Borsopy & GrEeEeN, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW -
< 140 19™ STREET, N.W. s =
JEFFREY 4 BECRER LAURENCE W. FUTTERMAN BO PARK AVENU
ROBERT P, BORSODY JEAN M, GALLOWAY WASHINGTON, D. C. 200386 NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10177
. LAURENCE #. BROWN® PHILI® M. QASSEL® — {(212) 370-96800
WILLIAM A CARMELL® PETER 8. ORAY (202) 8681-0900 . -—
STEVEN 8. EPSTEIN DOUOLAS A. HASTINGS MALLICK TOWER
STUARY M. OERSON LISA B. HOROWITZ ONE SUMMIT AVENUE
GILBERT v, OINSBURG WAYNE A, KEUP® FORT WORTH, TEXAS 78102+
RONALD M, OREEN LISL E. RINO {(817) 334-0701
RENNETH HARFENIST® SANDRA R KING . -
WILLIAM A. HELVESTINE * DENNIS A.LALL!® 235 MONTGOMERY STREET
OREOORY K, MIESTAND®  JUDAW LIFSCHIT2 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA §4104°
ROBERT L.JAUVTIS® RATHLEEN C. LITTLE (418) 398-8568
WILLIAM O, ROPIT DAVID C. MAIN, UR. A
FRANR C. MORRIS, UR, STEPHEN R. MILLS® 1875 CENTURY PARR EAST
JOBEPH P PARKER®® ROBERT J. MOSES LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90087t
SUSAN SCHENKEL SAVITT® JOY D. OBERMAN® . (213) 686-8861
FRANRLIN R. SEARS®*® DONALD 8. MCARD
RICHARD O. VERNON INA A. PLOTSRY® STEVEN M. CARSEY®*®
= KATHERINE MCBROOM-REDWINE EDWIN N. EPBTEIN
BRIAN A. BANNON RICHARD J. REISSTEIN® JAMES P, MULREEN
AMY J. BRECH® ROSERT D. REIF v WILLIAM C. OLDARER
PMILIP M. BERROWITZ® LYNN E. SHAPIRO DONALD PARTLAND ®
CAROL 8. BERNMEIM® RICHARD L. STEER® or counseL
DALE E.CALLENDER® LINDA V. TIANO ®
HARRY P COREN® KENNETH B. WECKSTEIN
RAREN BONNIE EATON RANDALL 0. WELLS *
JACR A. ZIFERMAN * RATHLEEN M. WILLIAMS

THOMAS M. FARAH MICHALL L. ZIEGLER® November 30 . 1982

SNOT ADMITTED WASHINGTON TP.C. NEw YORN AND
¢ ADMITTED TEXAS. ONLY WASHINOTOND. C. ONLY

U
Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire en

Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is the response of Congressman James
C. Wright and the Majority Congress Committee ("the Com-
mittee”) to the complaint filed by the Washington Legal
Foundation-Texas Division, on October 27, 1982.

With regard to Congressman Wright, the complaint
should be dismissed because it contains allegations re-
garding actions of the Committee only, and such actions
cannot be attributed to Mr. Wright. The newspaper story
merely indicates that Mr. Wright handed Mr. Cooper an en-
velope. Congressman Wright is not and never has been an
officer of the Committee. As the complaint only concerns
allegations regarding actions of the Committee, it should be
dismissed as to Congressman Wright without further con-
sideration.

With regard to the Committee, it is the Commit-
tee's view that the document submitted by the Washington
Legal Foundation should not be treated as a bona fide com-
plaint because it obviously was filed as a political device
in connection with the November 2 election. The timing of
the complaint, so close to the election yet over three weeks

doe L))




Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire

November 30, 1982
Page Two

after the appearance of the newspaper article cited, and the
fact that its filing was accompanied by a politically moti-
vated press conference demonstrate the political, as opposed
to the substantive, nature of the complaint.

Further, the complaint should be dismissed because
it is based on a statement in a newspaper story that is
~utterly without substantiation and, in any case, alleges no
wrongdoing. The newspaper story provides no hint of the
source of information nor any explanation of what is ac-
tually meant by the statement that "Wright had legally laun-

dered the donation through his own PAC . . . .

It should be noted that the only allegation of
wrongdoing is contained in the complaint by the Washington
Legal Foundation, not in the newspaper article. The Com-
mission historically has taken the position that in order to
find "Reason To Believe" that the allegation contained in a
complaint, if proven, would be a violation of the FECA.

In a case such as this where the allegations in
the complaint are merely derivative from a newspaper ar-
ticle, the Commission must look to the newspaper article to
see if any allegation of wrongdoing is contained within the
four corners of the article. Clearly, it is not alleged in
the article that either Congressman Wright or Mr. Cooper
said anthing to lend support to the statement, or that the
Committee or anyone else engaged in any activities contrary
to the Federal Election Campaign Act.

Therefore, all the Commission currently has is a
politically motivated complaint based on a newspaper article
which alleges no wrongdoing and therefore, under the test
set out above is clearly insufficient to open an investi-
gation.

It is the position of Congressman Wright and the
Committee that all contributions to and donations from the
Committee were legally obtained and properly reported. The
Committee was established in 1977 and has a long record of
timely and accurate reporting of its activities under the
Federal Election Campaign Act. A totally unsupported, off-
hand statement tucked away in a single newspaper article
should not be considered a sufficient basis to launch an
investigation, especially in the absence of any allegation
of wrongdoing. ,

Sincerely,

WCO:klb




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Richard Lodge, Esquire
Willis & Knight

215 2nd Ave., N.

Nashville, Tennessee 37201

RE: MUR 1501
Jim Cooper For Congress
Committee

Dear Mr. Lodge:

On January , 1983, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that your client had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January , 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint information provided by
your client there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission closed its file in this matter. This matter will
become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

william C., Oldaker, Esquire
Epstein, Becker et al.

1140 19th Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1501
James C. Wright and
Majority Congress Committee

Dear Xr. Oldaker:

On-January , 1983, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that your clients had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on January , 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by your clients there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. R. Gregory Lamb
Washington Legal Foundation
Texas Division

5031 McKinney Avenue
Dallas, Texas 75205

RE: MUR 1501

Dear Mr. Lamb:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewd the allegations
of your- complaint dated October 27, 1982 and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondent there is no reason to
believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file in
this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a
complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal
of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel
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Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire R
Associate General Counsel

Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is the response of Congressman James
C. Wright and the Majority Congress Committee ("the Com-
mittee") to the complaint filed by the Washington Legal
Foundation-Texas Division, on October 27, 1982.

With regard to Congressman Wright, the complaint
should be dismissed because it contains allegations re-
garding actions of the Committee only, and such actions
cannot be attributed to Mr. Wright. The newspaper story
merely indicates that Mr. Wright handed Mr. Cooper an en-
velope. Congressman Wright is not and never has been an
officer of the Committee. As the complaint only concerns
allegations regarding actions of the Committee, it should be
dismissed as to Congressman Wright without further con-
sideration.

With regard to the Committee, it is the Commit-
tee's view that the document submitted by the Washington
Legal Foundation should not be treated as a bona fide com-
plaint because it obviously was filed as a political device
in connection with the November 2 election. The timing of
the complaint, so close to the election yet over three weeks




Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
November 30, 1982
Page Two

after the appearance of the newspaper article cited, and the
fact that its filing was accompanied by a politically moti-
vated press conference demonstrate the political, as opposed
to the substantive, nature of the complaint.

Further, the complaint should be dismissed because
it is based on a statement in a newspaper story that is
utterly without substantiation and, in any case, alleges no
wrongdoing. The newspaper story provides no hint of the
source of information nor any explanation of what is ac-
tually meant by the statement that "Wright had legally laun-
dered the donation through his own PAC . . . .

It should be noted that the only allegation of
wrongdoing is contained in the complaint by the Washington
Legal Foundation, not in the newspaper article. The Com-
mission historically has taken the position that in order to
find "Reason To Believe" that the allegation contained in a
complaint, if proven, would be a violation of the FECA.

In a case such as this where the allegations in
the complaint are merely derivative from a newspaper ar-
ticle, the Commission must look to the newspaper article to
see if any allegation of wrongdoing is contained within the

four corners of the article. Clearly, it is not alleged in
the article that either Congressman Wright or Mr. Cooper
said anthing to lend support to the statement, or that the
Committee or anyone else engaged in any activities contrary
to the Federal Election Campaign Act.

Therefore, all the Commission currently has is a
politically motivated complaint based on a newspaper article
which alleges no wrongdoing and therefore, under the test
set out above is clearly insufficient to open an investi-
gation.

It is the position of Congressman Wright and the
Committee that all contributions to and donations from the
Committee were legally obtained and properly reported. The
Committee was established in 1977 and has a long record of
timely and accurate reporting of its activities under the
Federal Election Campaign Act. A totally unsupported, off-
hand statement tucked away in a single newspaper article
should not be considered a sufficient basis to launch an
investigation, especially in the absence of any allegation
of wrongdoing. =

Since ely,w////
W1111am C. Oldaker

WCO:klb




EPSTEIN BECKER Borsopy & GREEN, P.C.
1140 1974 STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036

Mr. Michael A. Dymersky
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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AUGUST C. WINTER November 19, 1982

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Michael Dymersky
MUR 1501.
Dear Mr. Dymersky:

This is the response of James H. Cooper and Jim
Cooper for Congress Committee to the complaint filed by
Washington Legal Foundation - Texas Division and forwarded
to Mr. Cooper and the Committee by letter dated October 29,
1982. The statement of designation of counsel is attached.

The position of respondents is that the contribution
in question was a lawful contribution to the Cooper Committee
from a duly-created and registered committee. The contribution
was, as the complaint concedes, properly reported by the
Committee.

The provisions of 2 U.S.C. 4la(a) (8) are not applicable,
that section clearly applying to non-registered entities,
e.g. individuals. Where a registered committee is involved,
it will always, to some extent, be a conduit, receiving
money lawfully from contributors and itself contributing
lawfully to others. The same rational is applicable to the
charge under 2 U.S.C. 441f. The contribution was from a
lawful source and wias reported. Nothing more is required by
law. It would be unreasonable, indeed perhaps unlawful, to
require the recipient of a committee contribution to investigate
and ascertain the initial source of the funds. In most
cases, such a task would be impossible.

Finally, there is no evidence to support the complaint.
Essentially, the complaint states only that the complainant
has read the newspaper clipping which is attached to the
letter. The complainant has no personal knowledge of the




Charles N. Steele

Federal Election Commission
November 19, 1982

Page Two

facts of which he complains. The complaint fails to meet

the requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 111.4(2). Were the matter
before a court on a preliminary hearing, as it is essentially
before the Office of General Counsel, there would be no
evidence on which to base a finding of probable cause. The
case would have to be dismissed. This complaint must be
dismissed, also. To allow a complaint to proceed based on
nothing more than a newspaper story would jeopardize the
complaint process which has been established by the
Commission. The essence of the process is personal knowledge
of the complainant in order to allow the Commission to
determine, at the initial phase, the probability of a violation.
That determination cannot be made based on this complaint.

For these reasons, it is submitted that the
Commission should take no action in this matter.

Sincerely,

WILLIS & KNIGHT

R 49,

Richard Lodge
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

washington, D.C. 20463

ATTENTION: Michael Dymersky




STATEMENT OF DESICGNATION OF COUNSEL

NAME OF COUNSEL: g;L%é?d&ngégHT
1C

ADDRESS: ' 215 Second Avenue, North
Nashville, Tennessee 37201

TELZPHORE: (615) 259-9600

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

3 )
N ld 1922 e /)m égxz&

Date Sicnature I

/

NAME : James H. Cooper -- Jim Cooper for Congress Committee

2DDRESS: 413 East Lane Street, Shelbyville, Tennessee 37169

BOME PHONE! ‘

BUSINESS PHONE: (615) 684-1114
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

NAME OF COUNSEL: M//LL /AM &L DAKER. *
soozess: /40 (91w ST- WW, WashneTow, 0% 20034
ELEPHONE: '202/55/‘0?00 2

s gt
L

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

Mo P, (782

Date / g i‘g\na?(\re -

e TANEs C- WR/&/{Z JR -

roDRESS: [0 84 LoNCWIRTH Hovse 0F(~7¢€ Bl0¢.

HOME PHONE: 5'36 I588 WAsweTon, D<. 205/5~ .

SUSINESS Z: 9 25 - 5*()7/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 .
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October 29, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: MUR 1501

The complaint filed by the Washington Legal Foundation -
Texas Division centers around a $500 contribution from
Congressman Wright's PAC, the Majority Congress Committee, to
candidate Jim Cooper's principal campaign committee, Jim Cooper
for Congress Committee.

The complainant alleges that the $500 contribution is
actually from a Washington based group who feared of being
identified as a contributor to Mr. Cooper and that the
contribution was legally laundered through Wright's PAC. The
newspaper article reporting the allegation was submitted with the
complaint.

The complainant alleges violations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (8)
as such earmarked contributions are required to be reported from
the actual contributor and 2 U.S.C. § 441la as such contributions
count towards the actual contributor's limit. Additionally,
violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 441f, 434, and 432(b) and (c) are alleged.

Before presenting a recommendation to the Commission, the
respondents' answers to the complaint will be reviewed and
analyzed.
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October 27, 1982
§20CT23 P3: |9

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Commissioners:

The Washington Legal Foundation-Texas Division, complainant herein,
files this complaint against JAMES H. COOPER, THE JIM COOPER FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE, THE MAJORITY CONGRESS COMMITTEE, and CONGRESSMAN JAMES C. WRIGHT,
JR., respondents, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437 g(a)(1). The complaint

arises out of a newspaper article dated Monday, October 4, 1982 in the

Dallas Times Herald which reported that Congressman Wright of Texas =

gave a contribution to Jim Cooper, a candidate for the 4th Congressional
District in Tennessee. The article is attached hereto as Exhibit "A"
and is incorporated herein. The article further states the contribution
was "from a group doing business in Washington that feared the consequences
of being identified as a contributor to the opponent of Senator Baker's
daughter. Before presenting it to the candidate, Wright had legally laundered
the donation through his own PAC to prevent its being traced to the actual
giver." |

FEC records indicate that the Majority Congress Committee disbursed
a $500.00 contribution on September 23, 1982 to the Jim Cooper for Congress
Committee and such committee reported receiving that contribution on
September 25,1982. The records are attached hereto as Exhibits "B" and "C",
respectively.

Such earmarking of a contribution without full disclosure to the




® O
Federal Election Commission of the original source of the funds is pro-
hibited. 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 a(a)(8). The indirect bassing of funds prevents
the contribution from being counted toward the hidden contributor's limit
for that candidate.

Based upon the article, respondents have violated 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 f
by making, permitting or accepting contributions is the name of qnother.
Additionally, both committees have violated the reporting requirement of
2 U.S.C. Sec. 434 and possibly the accounting and record keeping re-

quirements of 2 U.S.C. Sec. 432 (b) and (c).

Respectfully submitted,
WASHINGTON LEGAL FOUNDATION-TEXAS_DIYISION

26‘1-@(0‘%« (.cw!} a

K. Gregory, )
Washingto Le oun at1on Texas Division

5031 McKinney Ave.
Dallas, Texas 75205
214/559-0930




STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF DALLAS

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared,
R. GREGORY LAMB, known to me to be the person whose name is
subscribed below, and who, being first sworn by me, stated
his oath that he is authorized to make this complaint on behalf
of the Washington Legal Foundation and that he has read the
foregoing Complaint and that it is true and accurate information

and belief.

: E <::;IK?E&C7‘”\ ( /AAALz
R. GREGORY -TAMB fo
Washingtgn Lega ation -

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned authority
on this Ezéﬁ"day of October, 1982 to certify which witness my
hand and seal of office.

ﬂ 3 . .

/( il 'M// g/?é%_,
Notary Public/An and/for the
State of Texas

My Commission Expires:

I-s/5- 56
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I'he Wright stuff

Congressman runs tirelessly in race for House spea

y PAUL WEST
‘ashington Bureau

HURRICANE MILLS. Tenn. --
¢ Tefrain echoing over a pasture
singer Loretta Lynn's ranch was
reet music to Jim Wright's ears
“Jim Wrnght" a candidate for
Wgress was telling supporters. “is
nna be our next spraker of the
Wi And Bob Clement's gonna
ie for him to he the next speaker
@ House

=

“Let me gust make sou a prom-
se,” Wright responded “Send us
Bob Clement and | guarantee vou
we'll get him on a mapr committee
from which he can do the maximum
good for the people of Tennessee

They may not have known it. hut
the hundred or 50 Democrats cheer
ing this exchange at an outdoor ral-
v had aat witnemed a clasvic scene
from one of the longest running.
and least noticed. national vam-
PIAIENS (N AMPrica.

For the past six years. while serv-
\ng a8 3 congressman from Fort
Worth. Hause Majrity Leader
James C Wright Jr has quely
been puriu:ng higher office. He has
traveled 10 ciies and Wywns ocTOSS
the country. « here he often delivers
the ame promive he made here

Ajrcady the swavnd-raniung man
in the House. \Wright would like
very much 0 orvupy the speaker’s
vhair surrently held by Rep Thom
as I ONeill. D-Maw

When that might he. no
saying. Wright admits
O'Neill have talked about it
chnes 0 discuss details.

Many in Congress think
will step down in 1904 at
throwing his b open to a fj
could include. «n addiuon o
Reps. Dan Rostenkowsks,
Tom Foley. D-Wash Jim
Okla =and others

See WRIGHT oa Py,

Texan works hard to become

cg’RlGHT ~— From Page Oue

Wnght s convinced he has the
4pport 10 win

I don't have any doubt about it,”
e said u»n» an interview. 'uf 1t’s any-
mme soon.” How long 1s soon? “Two
ears.”

His position as majpority leader has
trengthened his influence with
nose who have the only votes that
ount n the speaker’s race — hus
louse colleagues.

“Leader.” as Wnght's Democratic
nends call him, rcgulates the flow
{ bills to the House floor and. with
. the fate of other congressmen’s
et projects. Small weonder that ev-
ry maprity leader who sought w0
ecome speaker 1n the past hali-
entury has succeeded. .
:Not that Wnght 13 poliucking
verdy for O'Neill's job. His candi-
acy for the speakershup 15 unan-
ounced, end he has no in

majority party organizes Congrem
and chooses its leaders. That means
working hard at election thime for
his House Democratic collcagues

and for Democrats seelung seats -

heid by Republicans
His politcal toils. as much as any-

thing eise, have helped solidufy '

Wnght's hold on the lesdershup po-
sition he won by a single vote n
1876 and made lum the odds-on fa-
vorite to replace O'Neull

Since 1976, Wnght has personally
rused more than $700.000 1n cam-
pagn cash through hs Mapnity
Congress Committee. a political ac-
uon committee created by O'Neudl
when he was majprity leader.

Wright doles out thus money 0 -

© trv. helping

Direet yving 13 only the start of
his political work tor his colleagues.
towever. Considered by many the
t.ncst orator 1n the House. Wnght
finds h:s talents in demand wday as
ruover before ,

For the 59-1\car-old Texan. the
ryute to the top is a year-round en-
curance cnntest of rund-raising
events and after-dinner speeches.
¢ umpaign éndorsements and appear-
ances on benalf of (ellow Dvmaerrat.
.- congressmen and congressioen:to-
e

He apprany frequendy. perhaps
wverd] nights & week. at their cock-
! fund-raising partes in Washung-
ton. He lends his name 10 many as a
sponsor to boost ticket sales.

He speaks regularly befor
groups of their constituents flown
Washingon lor a first-hand look
government. ‘l‘::l-e are often his
may be impressed that their re
sentative can command the

of an important merober of Con-

gress like Wright.

Finally. he campaigns in congres-

sonal districts throughout the coun-
Democrats attract votes

So far this year

unusually heavy|
Washi a Wy

ashington,
sore Wright flew ¢
assist three D
cumbent with 8
of hopefuls with
capture two of th
incumbents around
both parties sey
year's elections.

The trip we
'lm. m M
Wright was @
Cissy Baker, a Re
for Congress ant




largpihy. somewhat melodramatic at-

tack an the Resgan administration’s
offorts to kill the Amencan dream.

[ With his pw jutting and arms

; waving. Wright's rich voice dips and

soars. He shouts. He whispers. He

* lambasts. He implores.

2 "It we get st 13 more, no mere.

+ Just 13 more, solid, dependable, bed-

rock, fundamental good Americans

in

.. we'd have Americs

moving again.” he says. “[ tell you,

I'm getting a litUe tired of being »

mapirity leader with a munority 1o

lvad
He winds up wvith a few words
about clout and repeats his promue

of » mapr commitiee assignment for
Cooper

erald

25 Cents

cr

The next day. he 1s off w0 a dis-
thet in western Tennewee o on-
dorse Democratic hopeful Clement
at the barbecue held at Loretta
Lynn's dude ranch. though the
country musc entertainer will not
be present.

no one
he and
1t but de-

k O'Ned

L age 2.

field thit _ ;

0 Wnght. - > o

s, . D-Hi. . < s o -;. ‘- > g

Jones. D. L SR - SR T
o~ - AV eng

Hnuse Maprty Leader Jim Wright mukes (ampaign appearame
in Nashville late last month for Demacrat Jim Coneer

On the way. he answers Cle.
ment's Questions about House com.
mitice anignments and nforms hum
of something only congresmonal in-
uders know .

1l .- “Every member.” Wright ex-

plans, "is cntitled 0 one major
comrutteg assignment. if he wanw
it.

&2 DALLAS® TIMES HERALD Monday. October 4 1922 .

> House speake

A few munutes later. of course
Wnght will wow the sudience at
Lureta’s place with the same infor..
mauon, tn the form of 3 .: i
promise he'll have no trouble
keepung

As they headed outude w meet

Wnght has been
tes 0 carnpagn (or
didates. By elecion
ve been in seven
where he faces 2

opponent of his

).
ago. {ollowming an
y work week in !
weary and throat
off to Tennessee to
ocTats — one in-

Warmly greeung Mis Baker's
[xmocratic opponent, a 28-year-old
lawyer namod Jim Cooper. Wnght
retreated Into a corner. reached n
his codt pcket and produced 3
sealed envelope [nside was a contn-
bution (rofn a group doing business
in Washingon that fcared the con-.
sequences of being identilied as a
contributor to the opponent of Sen\
Baker's daughter. Before prescriiing .

" it v the candidate. Wright had lc. |

| seat and a _Rally laundered the d 3
‘.‘:tmng chancs‘:ro | TFrough his oW PAC W prevent il

88 seals without
d the count'ry that
y are key w0 this

d have been rou-
hat in one dutnct
caampaign agunst
sublican candidate
nd the 26.year-old
te Mapnity Leader

sensitivity of bis
lustrated by a brief
hall of a Nashwille
bon after his arrival |

being traced to the actual gaver. -

with reporters. Wnght asked Coo-
pre if there was anything special he
~should -y

“Well. my opponent s tallung a
1at about her clout in Washington.”
cunfided Conper It vou would st
~y sonwthing about that ™

A few munutes lawr, at an out-
dror press conferrnce. Wright deliv-
ered a line that brought a giddy
smule to the young candidate's face

“As maprity leader of the House,
[ have something W say aoout who
gvis appointed to what committees

cven more than a wsenator, |

rught sav. * Wright announced. ~['li
assure vou that Jim Cooper 15 gowng
o be assigned W & Mapr committee
and one from which he will be able
o exerase clout for the people of
Tennessee.”

Many parts of his basic speech re-
man Lide changed trom years past,
though he is careful to keep abreast
of current trends and always tailors
a few words 0 the Jocal area.

At a rally that night tn tiny Tul.

I F300241 e L

Dunng his brief, 29-hour visat o
the state, Wnght has appeared at
'wo rallies. two coffee reveplions,
one cocktal party. two group meet-
ings with influential citizens and
one press conference. He has en-
dured three bumpy private plane

one helicopter trip and a lot of

For his efforts, he hel draw
_.1bout $50.000 for the h:;dnndi-

dates. plus some free overage for
them in local newspapers and on TV
and radio. In retum. he may have
belped himself by protecting s
party’s maprity in the House and
packmg up personal JOUs from
Cmmree likely members of the pext
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WASHINGTON, DC 20463

MeMoRANDUM T0: ) )/ @LWM,J)}/

FROM: Steve Barndollar
Docket Clerk

SUpJECT. Returned Letters

DATE: //,/C

———

2  The following letter MUR&fC/ was
geturned. Please write a memo to the file

and advise on what to do. If you wish to
resend the letter, please have the envelope(s)
and green card(s) made.

Thankd/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 29, 1982

Mr. R. Gregory Lamb

Washington Legal Foundation
- Texas Division

5031 McKinney Avenue

Dallas, TX 75205

Dear Mr. Lamb:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint of
October 27, 1982, against the Jim Cooper for Congress Committee,
Majority Congress Committee, and Congressman James C. Wright, Jr.
which alleges violations of the Federal Election Campaign laws.

A staff member has been assigned to analyze your allegations.

The respondents will be notified of this complaint within five
days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any
additional information in this matter, please forward it to this

office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same -

manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Steven Barndollar at (202) 523-4073.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By Kenneth A '/E
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

"WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

October 29, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Honorable James C. Wright, Jr.
1236 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 1501

Dear Congressman Wright:

- [ _J

This letter is to notify you that on October 28,1982, the
Federal Election Commission received another complaint which
alleges that your committee may have violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 1501 Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judith
Thedford,the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-
4529. For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY Kenneth A. Gro S
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

" WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 29, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Robert N. Reeves, Treasurer
Majority Congress Committee

32 Courthouse Square

Rockville, MD 20850

Re: MUR 1501

Dear Mr. Reeves: -

This letter is to notify you that on October 28,1982, the
Federal Election Commission received another complaint which
alleges that your committee may have violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 1501 Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Judith
Thedford,the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-
4529. For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

4%

Kenneth A. Gross-
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

l. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

"WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 29, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dr. Joe Remke, Treasurer

Jim Cooper for Congress Committee
413 East Lane Street

Shelbyville, TN 37160

Re: MUR 1501

Dear Mr. Remke: e

This letter is to notify you that on October 28,1982, the
Federal Election Commission received another complaint which
alleges that your committee may have violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 1501Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2

U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judith
Thedford,the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-
4529.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




October 27, 1982

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
Dear Commissioners:

The Washington Legal Foundation-Texas Division, complainant herein,
files this complaint against JAMES H. COOPER, THE JIM COOPER FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE, THE MAJORITY CONGRESS COMMITTEE, and CONGRESSMAN JAMES C. WRIGHT,
JR., respondents, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437 g(a)(1). The complaint

arises out of a newspaper article dated Monday, October 4, 1982 in the

Dallas Times Herald which reported that Congressman Wright of Texas

gave a contribution to Jim Cooper, a candidate for the 4th Congressional
District in Tennessee. The article is attached hereto as Exhibit "A"

and is incorporated herein. The article further states the contribution
was "from a group doing business in Washington that feared the consequences
of being identified as a contributor to the opponent of Senator Baker's

daughter. Before presenting it to the candidate, Wright had legally laundered

the donation through his own PAC to prevent its being traced to the actual

giver,"

FEC records indicate that the Majority Congress Committee disbursed
a $500.00 contribution on September 23, 1982 to the Jim Cooper for Congress
Committee and such committee reported receiving that contribution on
September 25,1982. The records are attached hereto as Exhibits "B" and "C",
respectively.

Such earmarking of a contribution without full disclosure to the




Federal Election Commission of the original source of the funds is pro-

hibited. 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 a(a)(8). The indirect passing of funds prevents

the contribution from being counted toward the hidden contributor's limit
for that candidate.

Based upon the article, respondents have violated 2 U.S.C. Sec. 441 f
by making, permitting or accepting contributions is the name of another.
Additionally, both committees have violated the reporting requirement of
2 U.S.C. Sec. 434 and possibly the accounting and record keeping re-

quirements of 2 U.S.C. Sec. 432 (b) and (c).

Respectfully submitted,
WASHINGTON LEGAL FOUNDATIOM=TEXAS_DIYISION

Washingto
5031 McKi
Dallas, Texd
214/559-0930




STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF DALLAS

Before me, the undersigned authority personally appeared,
R. GREGORY LAMB, known to me to be the person whose name is
subscribed below, and who, being first sworn by me, stated
his oath that he is authorized to make this complaint on behalf
of the Washington Legal Foundation and that he has read the
foregoing Complaint and that it is true and accurate information

and belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned authority
on this Eié’—“iday of October, 1982 to certify which witness my

hand and seal of office.

Notary 2Aubli and/ for the
State of Texas

My Commission Expires:

J-/3- 5¢&
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he Wright stuff

Congressman runs tirelessly in race for House speaker

y PAUL WEST
ashington Buresu

HURRICANE MILLS. Tean -
re(rain echowng over a pasture
singer tta Lynn's ranch was
eet music 1o Jim Wright's ears
Jim Wrght” a canddate for
gress was telling supporters. “'is
ns 6 our next speaker of the
2. And Bob Clement's gonns
for'him to he the next speaker
the H. 3

(g]

e

f£xan works hard to .become H

WRIGRHT — From Page Ose

Wnghwys wonvinced he has the

pport 10 win

] don't have any doubt about it,”
said o an intenvaew. “if 1t's any-
soon.” How long s soon? “Twoe ,

His position as majpority leader has
rengthened his influence with
who have the only votes that

t v the speaker’s race — hus

“Leader.” a8 Wnght's Democratic
ds call him, rcgulates the flow
bills 0 the House floor and, with
the fate of other congressmen's
projects. Small wonder that ev-

ry majprity leader who sought w0
.. speaker 1n the past haif-

tury has succeeded.

:Not that Wright 13 politicking
mimng'ﬂau'spb.ﬂhund-
speakership 18 unan-
-dhh-a:i_nm

“Let me gust make sou & prom-
uwe.” Wnght responded Send us
Bob Clement and ! guarantee vou
we'll get hum on 3 mapr committee
from which he can do the maximum
good for the people of Tennessee

They may not have known it. hut
the hundred or so Democrats cheer
ing thix exchange at an outdnor ral-
lv had sat witnessed a clasaic scene
from one of the longest running.
and least noticed. nauonsl cam-
paigns In America.

For the past six years. while serv.
ng @ 3 congressman from Fort
Worth. House Majority Leader
James C Wright Jr has quetly
been pursuing higher office. He has
traveled 10 cities and Lywns acroms
the country, where he often delivers
the ame promuse he made here

Alrcady the swond-ranking man
in the House. \Wright would like
vers much to onupy the speaker's
har currentls held by Rep Thom
as PP O'Neill. D-Maw

When that might he. no one s
saying. Wright admits he and
o have talked about 1t but de-
¢hines W discuss detauls.

Many n Congress think O'Neull
will step down in 1984 at age 2
throwing his )b open to a field that
could include. :n addition w Wnght.
Reps. Dan Rostenkowsk:, D-11 .
Tom Foley. D-Wash Jim Jones. D.
Okla . and others

See WRIGHT oa Page 11

DALLAS TIMES HERALD Monday October 4 1422

majority party organizes Congres
and chooses its leaders. That means
working hard at election time foe
hs House Democratic collcagues

and for Democrats seelung seals -

heid by Republicans
His political toils. as much as any-

thing else, have helped solidify '

Wnght's hold en the leadersiup po-
sition he won by a single vote n
1976 and made him the odds-on fa-
sorite ©© O'Nall

Since 1976. Wnight has personally
rased more than $700.000 i cam-
pugn cash through his Mapnity
Congress Commuttee. a political ac-
tion committee created by O'Nedl

Direct ving 1 only the start of
his political work for his colleagues.
towever. Considered by many the
t.ncst orator ' the Houm:. Wnght
finds h:s taients in demand wnday a8
r.ever before

For the 99.\car-oid Tuxan. the

raute 10 the top 1s 8 yrar-round en-
aurance contest of tund-raising
events and after-dinner speeches.
campaign endorse ments and appear-
ances on benalf of fellow Di-macrat.
.. congrummen and congressoen-to-
u.

He appeuans frequenuy. perhaps
several Nights @ wiek. at their cock-
il fund-raiming purties in Washung-
tun. He lends his name to many as a
sponsoe 10 boost ticke? sales.

He speaks regularly befo
groups of thewr constituents flown
Washington for a {irst-hand look

t. These are often his
potential contributors,
may be impressed that their
sentative can comunand the

:

of an important member of Con-
igne in congres-

gress like
Finally.

sonal districts throughout the coun-

IH. Ml i UPTROCTR m 0

Warmly greeting Mis Baker's
I»maocratic opponent, a 28-year-old
lawyer named Jim Cooper. Wnght
retreated into a comner. reached 1n
his codt pncket and produced a

token Republican opponen his | sealed envelope Inside was a contn-
own in November). et ‘ bution frofn a group doing busines

fcared the con-
Two weekends ago. following an | in Washingion that d
unususily heavy work week in ' sequences of being wdentified as a

and throat. tontnbulor W the opponent of Sen.
bt o Baker's daughter Before prescrtng

j it o the candidate. Wright had lc. !
cumbent with @ safe seat and a parr | Rally laundered the d . u‘
of uls with a strong chance t0 TRIGUgE his owh PXCV o prevent
capmm:‘wo of the 38 seats without being traced to the actual giver =
incumbents around the country that

So far this year Wnght has been
10 at least 17 states 0 campagn for
Democratic candidates By election
day. he will have been 1n seven
more (plus Texas, where he faces 8

year's elections.

The trip would have been rou-
une, except that (n one district
Wright was 0 campaign aganst j
Cissy Baker, 8 Republican candidate i
for Congress and the 26-year-old ,
daughter of Senate Maprity Leader
Howard Baker

The political sensitivity of his
mission was illustrated by a brief
encounter in the hafl of a Nashville
bank building soon sfter his arrival |

ouse speaker

1

i

&b .rrip

Hnuse Mapn:y Leader im Wright makes tampaign «ppraranie
in Nashviile lawe last month tor Democrat Jim Conpn r

oo A=l

As they headed outuide W meet
w.th reporters. Wnght asked Coo-
perif there was snything special he
should ey

“Well my opponent s lallung a
lat abnut her clout 1n Washington,"
vonfuded Cooper It vou could just
~v snwthing bout that

A few munutes lawr, at an out-
dror presws conferrnce. Wright deliv-
«red a line that brought a giddy
srrule to the young candidate's face

As mapnty leader of the House,
i have something L aay adout who
8vls appointed to what committees
cren more 'han a4 senator. |

mugh* sav  Wright announced “I'll
assure vou that Jim Cooper 1s gong
W be assigned w a major commutiee
«nd one {ram whach he will be able
o exercuse clout for the people of
Tennessee "

Many parts of his basic speech re-
man Little changed from years past,
though he is carefu! 10 keep abreast

current trends and always tailors

words to the local area.
t 2 rally that night in tuny Tul-
lahoma. Tenn . he':?h lapq:duu

*;.--‘ > & v *
tachon 1o Redgan deruAUIRERR Y
efforta o kill the Amencan dream.

With his pw jutting and armm

g waw&\wwt's rich voice dips and

2083 ts. He whispass. Me
lambasts. He implores.
“If we get just 15 more, no mere,

Ing again.” he ways. *§ wll you,
I'm getung a Little twred of being a
:nx;:ity leader with & minority two
¥ '
He winds up wvith a few
:'hout clout and repeats his promise
@ Mapr commutice assignment for
Cooper

i

The next day. he 1s off 0 a dis-
tnct in western Tennessse 10 en-
dorse Democrasic hopefu! Clement
at the barbecue held at Loretta
Lynn's dude ranch. though the
country musc entertainer will not
be present

On the way. he answers Cle-
ment's questions about House com-
mittee amignments and \nforms him
of somethung only congreasional in-
uders know

"Every member.” Wright ex-
“is enutled 10 one major

‘:’_'_'W"Q assignment, if he wants
(1 8

A few munutes later. of cousse,

Wnght will wow the sudience at
Lureta’'s place with the same infor-
mauon. «n the form of a vampaign
promise he'll have no trouble
keeping

Dunng his brief, 29-hour visit o
the state. Wright has appeared at
'wo rallies. two coffee rece-ptions,
one cocktal party, twe group meet.
ngs with influential citizens and
one press conference. He has en-
dured three bumpy private plane

For his etforta, he helpe
about $50.000 for the m::’r




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463
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