» o @

MEMORANDUM TO: FILE

FROM: DAVID R. SPIEGEL/wiiNeempuppan

RE: MUR 191 (76)

The complainant in this MUR alleged generally that
expenditures by the Young America Campaign Committe
Reagan California Fund are not independent within the
meaning of the Federal Election Campaign Laws. No
further information was provided. 1In view of the fact
that the issue in this MUR is being handled
in MUR 203, we are closing the file herein.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL 2 3 AUG 1976
RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED

David DeWall,Esq.

DeWall and Degar

1242 Milam Bldg.

115 E. Travis at Soledad
San Antonia, Texas 78205

Re: MUR 191 (76)

Dear Mr. DeWall:

This is in response to your complaint dated June 1,
1976 alleging that expenditures by the Young American
Campaign Committee Reagan California Fund are 1ot inde-
pendent within the meaning oI the Faderal Zlection

Campaign Laws. Although I c¢zn =rzoraciate vour frustration
in having to notarize your coriginzl letter, this, as
indicated in our previous ccmmunication to vou, 1is
mandated by 2 U.S.C. B437g(a){2). I apologizz for our
cdelay in responding.

The issue you raise is prasently being reviewed by
the Commission. We shall advise wvou of the outcome of
any action the Commission dsacides o take in this regard.

Snould you wish to supply us with any further infor-
mation concerning your allegations, please do so within
five days of your receipt of this letter. Further com-
munications should ke directed to the attorney assigned

to this matter, Gloria R. Sulton (televhone no. 202/382-4041).

This matter has been assigned reference number MUR 191 (76).
Please refer to it in any future communications.

Sincerely yours,

y Fim

ot John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel
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21 [ Show to whom and date delivered............ 15¢
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DeWALL & DEEGEAR

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1242 Milam Building
115 E. Travis at Soledad
W _ San Antoriio, Texas 78205

™

Federal Election Commissinn
Attn- Gloria R. Sulton
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.Z. 20463

)

ANV I Y inoHIND

¢

73

13

i)

—
Q-
3';/




David DeWall

ce #2977

. DeWALL & DEEGEAR "7 ° ." D \ I TST
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ' F1 i ‘ 2‘3 MUE /fj/

1242 Milam Building
115 E. Travis at Soledad
San Antordio, Texas 78205 .
76 JuLie P 3 d (512) 225-7236

James O. Deegear, |l

July 7, 1976

Federal Election Commission
Attention: Gloria R. Sulton
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Reagan California Fund

©
Dear Ms. Sulton:

The red tape is amazing which Federal agencies
can create, apparently to keep a proper distance between
citizens and their government. I enclose:

(1) My letter of June 1, 1976, to
Federal Election Commission

(2) Reagan California Fund letter

(3) Federal Election Commission letter
of July 2, 1976

I have now notarized my letter of June 1, 1976.
My original complaint included my full name, address, telephone
nunber, a statement of the violative acts, and a copy of the
evidence. It seems asinine to me that my letter should be
returned simply for a notarization, when my complaint involved
no persongl knowledge on my part other than a reading of the
Reagan California Fund letter.

Reference the gquestion of your jurisdiction, I assumed
you had jurisdiction over all major fund raising efforts in
the Presidential election. As an attorney, I can understand
your letter. But does it not bother you at all that an average
citizen--wanting to file a ccmplaint, would be completely
frustrated by a letter such as yours of July 2nd? I would
bet that most people filing complaints, upon receipt of your
letter, would drop their complaint in frustration.

I would still like to know if the Reagan California
Fund is not violating the letter of the Campaign Spending
Limitations Laws.

Yours ve trul
//u% . Y Y

David DeWall "
cc: Congressman Bob Krueger




FEDERAL ELECTION COMAMISSION

1425 M STREEDT NN
MASHING TON O 200560 July 2 Yo7e

’

David DeWall, Esquire
Deiwall & Deegear

1242 Milam Building

115 I, Travis

“an Aintonio, Texas 78205

Doar Mr. DeWall:

This is in response to your letter of June 1, 1976,
regarding the "Reagan California Fund." The Federal
ilrction Cawpaign Act of 1971, as amended, requires that
¢ L1 cownlaints be signed, sworn, and notavrized by the
vorson{s) making the complaint (se= 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (2))
Lncar cur now procedures, we also reguire that a complaint
contain: (1) the fuwll name, address and telcphonc number of
tiv- coms.lainant; (2) a clear and concise statement of the

fa.us upon which the assertion of jurisdiction of the
Cc sion 1s based; (3) a clear and concise statement of
th '3 which arce allegaed to constitute a violation of the
Fodetral Slection Campaign Act; (¢) copies of any evidence
arailable to you which sustains the allegaticns of the

- 1

coxmplaint. In the event vou wish to file a complaint,

slexse comply with thesc rcquxloﬂantu. For your information,
I an enclosing a copy of the Commission's proposed regulations
o independent evronditures, as well as a policy statemant
issuzd by the Commission on May 28, 1976.

Plecase feel frec to contact ma if you have further

quastions. The attorney assigned to this matter is Gloria R.
Sulton (telephone 202-382-4041).

Sincerely yours,

.
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Jnhn G. Murphv, Jr.
‘Ceneral Counsel
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‘ DeWALL & DEEGEAR ‘

] ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1242 Milam Building
115 E. Travis at Soledad
Son Antoriio, Texas 78205

David DeVali (512) 225-7236
James O, Decgear, 111 '

June 1, 1976
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Federal Electiong Comrmission
washington, D.C. 200006

RE: The Enclosed Reagan Lotter

er Doar Sirs:
- r . " 5 y

T assumo you are awarce of the "Reagan California
. Fund." Are the provisions of the campaign spending

limitations laws this easy to circumvent?
"indep=zndent” 1f it is actively
- ar candidata, in his name, and
- -hat conmittee 1s for the election
fate, eapecially vwhen he is once

- in the field.
o I would certainly like to hear back from you that
~ this attempt to cirvcumvent the intent of the campaign
- sponding lirmditations laws 1s not ¢oing to boe successful.
(2

Yours very truly,

s

SWORN TO and SUBSCRIBED before me by DAVID DEWALL,
under my official hand and seal of office on this the 7th
day of July, 1976.

M ]
/ f
7 .- ’ 7
bgmrigede s A4 Had & iy
Notary Public in and for
Bexar County, Texas L

My commission expires: 1-23-78 RUGALDA ROCDRIGUEZ

Predary Footo, Dovar Couity, Terxas
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~REAGAN @ALIFORNIM FUND

A Poioet of
Youny America’s Campaign Commitiee

L~ar Friend:

Your assistance on a most urgent project could mean the diffcerence between
ary and defeat for Ronald Reagan in the June &Lh primary in California--
ot dmportent primary of the camsrign.

That 13 why T am writing to yeu today.

Gerald ford and Ronald RPeagan are in a virtus! dead heat Tor convention
dologaces coming into the California primary. The winner of the California ,
poomary will take zn extra 167 delegates to the convantion. 7 *

will maan th“ mar
are

tes

victery for the Republican |
in Califeraia then New

Ford in the Norch Carolina
( 1
- t.

DUriny wWas a=pnign in that stete prior to
¥
T 2o Catiforsia Fuad has been estabiizhiod by the Young
i e ittee. Ve dntand Lo piace spol redio advortiscemants
cngn prioy to the prirsry,
Voshave entored dnto an 2grooront wids the nation's ften producer of radic
,...,.ﬁ) [
[ s N e
- the tolevision series The PBI, has agread
o SRR oy
P oo 0317 s favcstod An catunliie O A T
Troy w311 be tavgeted in covnuniiies aoross Catitornia vitn the precngou
s o5 oagparent in the media biitz that Lrought fonald Keagon victory in
foron Carolinn.,

that amo
the ads D)

Theoo eds are the postocconenical and effective method for reaching t e
myiiton, of Colifurnia voters. Ronald Keazan's charces of victory in Cali 1ia
Vol b2 sovorely sst oback witheout then. As @ resuit, his chances for the
b o iican pomination could be Tost.

it is vital that yoo send what you can today. Ploease send at
T i1 you cannot AN 1 bﬁ growedtul Tor whatever you

Zeodhe ey s :
{A' Pl o

cnerous conbribution by May 25,

1=
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It is important to consider what Ranald Reagan’'s defeat could mean for
the Republican Party.

Consider the record of the Ford administration and the possibility of
its continuing should Ronald Reagan lose the California primary:

1. There would be more appointrments of left-liberals inlo the
administration such as Charles Goodell and Nelson Rockefeller,

™

Secratary of State Henry Kissinger would remain, throughout
Ford's term, continuing the policy of cne-way-street detente.

3. Tne United States would continue its second-rate military posture
and perhaps slip to third rate or fourth rate.

sould continue its policy of surrender of

L. Tho United States
sessiens such as the Panama Canal Zone.

Amarican posse

5. Deficit spending would continue unabated, without a voice of

c- e . - . sy
. leadership coming from the White House.

ik

— Before you decide how much to give, I should explain that the Reagan

4 California Tuad is an indepondent organization, entirely Separate from the
Citizzas Tor Reagan campeign conmitiee.

4. ant comaittes, the Rezgan Califernia Fund may
soli beyond the $1000 limit. Thus, if you have al-
rao 1200 to the official Citizens for Reagan cam-
pely, “ibute up to an additional $24,000 to the Reagan
Caeli

o off
Cwnat it can spend en behalf of Renald Reagan, cur committee can wage an all-out
a i

ape
thout sovernment-enforced spending restrictions.

+
l» In addition, while tn icial Reagaen effort in California is limited in
k\\ef.oft to win in Californi

P.

[ any conrribution could tip the scale for a Reagan victory, your contri-
buticn to the Reagan Calitornia Fund could b2 it. Please be generous, and soon.

Thank you.
ZﬂCdY‘?O

/, ; .
Ron wobinson, ! ac7o"4’ Thairman

Reagan California Fund
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