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MEMORANDUM TO: FILE

FROM: DAVID R. SPIEGEL/.

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. In 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 SIRII N.W

4v ASHIN(;ION,)C. 
20463

CERTIFIED MAIL 2 3 AUG 1976
RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED

David DeWallEsq.
DeWall and Degar
1242 Milam Bldg.
115 E. Travis at Soledad
San Antonia, Texas 78205

Re: MUR 191 (76)

* Dear Mr. DeWall:

N This is in response to your complaint dated June 1,

1976 alleging that expenditures by the Young American

Campaign Committee Reagan California Fund are not inde-

pendent within the meaning of the ?ederal Election

Campaign Laws. Although I can =-oreciate yur frustration

in having to notarize your crg -L'n-l letter, this, as

indicated in our previous cc-unica.ion to vu, is

mandated by 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(2). I apologize for our .

delay in responding.

The issue you raise is presentiv being reviewed by

the Commission. We shall advise you of the outcome of
any action the Co mmission decides to take in this regard.

Should you wish to supply us v-ith any further infor-

mation concerning your allegations, please do so within

five days of your receipt of this letter. Further com- 7'

munications should be directed to the attorney assigned
to this matter, Gloria R. Sulton (telephone no. 202/382-4041).
This matter has been assigned reference number MUR 191 (76).

Please refer to it in any future communications.

Sincerely yours,

. John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

1f/ /" .
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DeWALL & DEEGEAR
~, ATTORNEYS AT LAW

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

* VJ.

* ~rA

Federal Election Commissi-)n
Attn- Gloria R. Sulton
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

PWOCIAIM4UN4
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DeWALL & DEEGEAR 9
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 44!y/ /(

1242 Milam Building
115 E. Travis at Soledad

San Antorfio, Texas 78205 U4
David eWall I (512) 225-7236
James 0. Deegear, III

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
number, 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 per soApl knowledge on my part other than a reading of the
Reagan California Fund letter.

Reference the question of your jurisdiction, I assumed
you had jurisdiction over all major fund raising efforts inthe 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 complaint, 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.

Yous vejy truly,,

David DeWall
cc: Congressman Bob Krueger
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DeWALL & DEEGEAR 0
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1242 Milom Building
115 E. Trovis at Soledod

Son Antoriio, Texas 78205

Do.T,Id D ,c n1 (512) 225-7236
J.-imcs 0. De ,gccr, III

June 1 , 1976

OFih;,i 1 '

Feder-al Elections Coinrission

Washingt on, D.C. 20006

RE: The Enclosed Reagan Letter

Dc , ar Sirs:

I assume you are aware of the "Reagan California
F u.,.i Are the provisions of the campaign spending
li"ritations; ]a-ws this easy to circurnvcnt?

A cc7IrLttee is not "independent" if it is actively
c'n: i.c= . - parL-icular- cand ... It., in his name, ani
when t honly n urnosa of tLhat com:..ittee is for the elect ion
of thdt r)-rto e .. .. . uocci.ly wlul he is one

.the b~ can, t ; in the ftiel

I would certainly like to hear back from you that
t is at l o c. rcumvent the intent of the campaign
s!D-21 11iIng liriLatcions laws is not going to be successful.

Yours very truly,

David DeWali

r r

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.

Notary Public in and _or ,>
Bexar County, Texas

My commission expires: 1-23-78 'VALEA PDIGUEZ
t' ' '7 Fa ' : J '"~ o :, l'.>.
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You rt . ,America's Campaign Committee

D-,ar Friend:

Youlr assistance oii a most urgertL project could ii.ean the di f ftence between
vcte .,and defeat for Ronald Reaan in the Juno Sth priMary iII Clifornia--
t _, t n i '-tant pr ima. of the ca ! a i c,.

Tha,. ,y I am wiriting to you today.

cGrald Irord and Roena1d R eag ar1 i a virt ,l dead heCt rcr convention
d:latas cor'inr into tle California primary. 'The winner of the Clifornia

:2ry .'ill take :.n extra 167 delegates to the convention.

- I17 d leciates will nean the marii of victory for the Republican
pr i .n; . ni non . ore 6Diea;-e ar at st&ke in California than New

,L r-, Florida, Verot n ca Icc ed

r) n.a ":-aan s stufninq defeat of Gara1d Ford in the North1 Crolina
, prir,' was a result of hlis aggressive r:edia ca.paicn in that stete prior to

" ,,.. is v; he Re;.S::n Califor.:. FIn d . bae, es,.hi i:.2 , the Young
S C 'a .... ., . ee ,e i!iteVVA tn piac , s p L r ,.dio ad' ,, iants

,... C i ,a ...... , .. ,";:, t , .t. triY - : ,-< y . . p.u u r o

U )c ,..i.. . o L-. p ! :..

Cr

. : > l ;., , Jr. the s _,r of ,e. t .'isw_ 5n_£ rO, T , U . , .has aL-,-T F1
;~1V§I1~i.2 Ta i -ju3.

T, ,.i1 l ha t;.-ted ;. cc mu,ties cross C2l io-in with tL tdS precision
.. a.are .t i thh ..,, orlal c .a i v-ic.ory i n

0 oi J

-ts. distibution fces, etc., ,iil be $ C,Qj and that amo.it
Unless w, rece e tha1- am. nt Yay 25, 197, the ads by

'. , cann:ot b runI.

-l), , C ' a e t ba a:as C- c .,-,Ic .l
i,, Cciifr i voters. Poald

:[; ,.:: ; .-:; :... ioni could bh, lost.

c" ; vutri'i t",

and er fecti e ; fu-I f rr raching te
Ikea:an' channces of victory in California

As a resu t, his chcpe; For the

it i vital that y:' send ,-,a, I .v vo!. can toay. Pl',ase serd at
I f you ,,rc o e ,9o,,; i? , w i ha , .. ti: fur ";ia tever you

. _ h-a'.)'.e y at.;'rt" yg ..'rl :!r ; {_,]L:'i o I. iMay .

il
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It is important to consider what Ronald 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 appointments of left-liberals into the
administration such as Charles Goodell and Nelson Ruckefreller.

2. Secretary of State H1enry Kissinger would remain, throughout
Ford's term, continuing the policy of one-way-street detente.

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

4. The United State ;:'uld cntinuc its policy of surrender of

An-erican possessions such as the Panama Canal Zone.

5. Deficit spending would continue unabated, without a voice of
-- leadership coming from the Uhite House.

.Before you decide how much to give, I should explain that the Reagan
- Califor'nia F.nd is an indep-mdent orqanization, entirelysparate from the

C iti--l for Re , f:,;: ca.mpai,,n co:,mittee.

L c-u-s e i t i S%- a n -n d nt c-: tte , the Reagan California Fund may
so i it -F,:ds from indivdu:,] bdyoo the $1000 limit. Thus, if you have al-

c r" corri bu t d the r; ;:imu I $1IE c0 to the official Citizens for Reagan cam-
P, G .iT-e , you .ay contribute un to an additional $24,000 to the Reagan
C i rn-:a F -,;i .

I a d.,! *,1 h t- 1 official Reagan effort in California is limited in
vm,,ha1, it can o2 on behalf of Ronald Reagan, our can wage an all-out

.eroL to win in California ,,ai thout sovernfrent-enforced spending restrictions.

If any co,.ribution could tip the scale for a Reagan victory, your contri-
buticri to tile Reagian California Fund could be it. Please be generous, and soon.
Thnn. you.

Ron 0 D inson, at Ional Chai rman
Reagan California Fund




