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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.- D.C. 2063 Otbr2,18

Preston 14. Geren, Jr.
4200 South Wuon
Suite 619
Fort Worth# Texas 76133

RE: MUR 2217
Preston No Goren# Jr.

Dear Mr. Geren:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal

- Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on Octcder 21 # 1986, determined that on the

C basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, 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

N matter will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genera Counse,

-y Larence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. October 24, 1986

Clyde B, Wlls, Treasurer
Pete Geren for Congress Committee
4200 South Hulen
Saite 601
Fort Worth, Texas 76109

RE: MUR 2217
Pete Geren for Congress
Committee and Clyde H.
Wells, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Wells:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified the Pete Geren
for Congress Committee and you, as treasurer, of a complaint

c alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on Octder 21 ,1986, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your committee, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been

0 committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

cc Charles N4. Steele
General Counsel

XyLawrence N. Nobe'
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNINCTON, D.C MW October 24, 1986

Preston M, (Pet*) Geren# III
4200 South Rulen
Suite 619
Fort Worth, TX 76133

RB: 14UR 2217
Preston 14. (Pete) Geren

Dear Mr. Geren:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended*

The Commission, on October 21 ,1986, determined that on
o the basis of the information in the complaint, and information

provided by you, 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
N matter will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

or ece M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 204W October 24t 1986

D. Nicholas Acuff
3860 Eulen
Suite 310
Fort Worth, TX 76107

Re: MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Acuff:

The Federal Election Commission reviewed the allegations of
your complaint dated July 31, 1986 . and determined on
October 21 P 1986, 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

C 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. S 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a

CT complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lwence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASUNTON. DC. 20*

Preston t4. Goren, Jr.
4200 South Nolen
suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

RE: ?4UR 2217
Preston H. Geren,

Dear Mr. Goren:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified you
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

of a
the Federal

The Comission, on , 1986, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, 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 Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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FEiDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASIOCFON'4 D.C. 20*63

Clyde no -Wells* Treasurer
Pete gren fotl" Congrettss Committee
4200 SoutbH.ulen
suite 601
Fort Worth,, Texas 76109

RE: MUR 2217
Pete Geren for Congress
Committee and Clyde H.
Wells, as treasurer

SO Dear Mr. Wells:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified the Pete Geren
for Congress Committee and you, as treasurer, of a complaint

C alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of,1971, as amended.

NThe Commission, on , 1986, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your committee, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been

C committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

07 Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report (~ )d



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Preston He (Pete) Geren, III
4200 South Rulen
Suit. 619
Fort Worth, TX 76133

RE: MUR 2217
Preston N4. (Pete) Geren

Dear Mr, Geren:

On August 13# 1986, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on ,1986, determined that on
Cthe basis of the information in the complaint, and information

provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.

N 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 Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

CLo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

D. Nicholas Acuff
3880 Hulen
Suite 310
Fort Worth, TX 76107

Re: NUR 2217

Dear Mr. Acuff:

The Federal Election Commission reviewed the allegations of
your complaint dated July 31, 1986 . and determined on

Go # 1986P 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. S 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a

C.7% complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.s.c.
S 437g (a) (1) and 11 C. F. R. S 111. 4.

C Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure

General Counsel's Report



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISS ION

In the Matter of)

Pete Geren for Congress Committee, ) UR 2217
et al.)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Euuuons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of October 21,

1986, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a vote

of 4-2 to take the following actions in MUR 22171

1. Find no reason to believe that Preston M. Geren,
Jr., violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) (1) and 441d(a),
and 11 C.F.R. SS 110.1(a) (1) and 110.11(a).

2. Find no reason to believe Preston M. Geren, III,
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434 and 441a.

3. Find no reason to believe the Pete Geren for
V Congress Committee and Clyde H. Wells, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) and 434
(b)(2)(A) and 11 C.F.R. SS 110.9(a) and 104.3
(a) (3) .

cc 4. Approve and send the letters attached to the
General Counsel's report dated October 3, 1986.

5. Close the file.

Commissioners Aiken, McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas voted

affirmatively for the decision; Commissioners Elliott and

Josef jak dissented.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL XC
MARJORIE W. EMMO0NS!/ CHERYL A. FLEMIN(WP

OCTOBER 10, 1986

OBJECTION TO MLJR 2217 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S
SIGNED OCTOBER 3, 1986

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Monday, October 6, 1986 at 4:00 P.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(a) checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Josef iak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

x

x

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Tuesday, October 21, 1986.

C.

0
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#2217
1 COMPLAINT RECEIVED:

rNOTIFICATION TO
OQND33T: 8/13/86
P MUG3ER: Snyder

O0SW~ t So-

774,

11U ON L 313c"mOM III

D. Nicholas Acuff
L

Preston 14. Geren, Jr.; Preston N.
(Pete") Gorenj IIII Pete Geren 1-

f or Congress Committee and Clyde 10,
Wells as treasurer ;

2 U.S.C. SS'434(b)#' 441a(a),, 431,q.
441d(a); 11 C.1.R* SS 110.11(a)(lV
104. 3(a) (2) , and 110. 1(a) (1) ; andj.4
AO 1980-71 "

Pete Geren for Congress Report's

~*1~.4%

c~ucK~:N/A
SWEIARY OFALUAIS

On August 6, 1986, D. Nicholas Acuff filed a complaint with

the Commission alleging that Preston M. Geren, Jr. (hereinafter

referred to as Preston Geren), made an in-kind contribution to

his son, Preston M. ("Pete") Geren, III (hereinafter referred to

as Pete Geren), Democratic Candidate for Congress from the Sixth

District of Texas, and therefore also to the Pete Geren for

Congress Committee ("PGCCO) and Clyde H. Wells, as treasurer.

The alleged in-kind contribution consisted of a mailing of

letters paid for and signed by Preston Geren and supporting the

candidacy of Pete Geren, to various voters in the Congressional

District. Complainant alleges that this in-kind contribution was

99g 3 treet, iF
- Weebingtom, DXC ;2#463



M24

an excessive contribution-4 that ProSton Geu had alr*4,

the maximum contribution -1,4erite IR4ft

2 U.S.C. S 441A (a)() SCWU1 i~~ violated 2 C-

S441a (f)V by accepting st *Moosive aestribution and 4 34(b M~ (A)

and 11 C.F.R. S 104.3 (a) (3) 'by felting to report roeipt Obf this

contribution. Finally, complainant *Ilege, that Preston 06-r*n

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441(4) (a) and 11 C.F.R. S 110,11(a) by

tailing to include in his letters a disclaimer disclosing who

paid for the communication and whether it was authorized by a

candidate.

While the complaint names Pete Geren as a respondent, none

of the allegations made therein would establish a violation of

N the Federal Election Campaign Act (*the Act") or the Commission's

%r regulations for which Pete Geren would be personally liable.

o FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Preston Geren acknowledges that he paid for the mailings in

C question. (See Attachment 2). The threshold question in this

cc matter is whether the money Preston Geren used to pay for the

mailing was an expenditure under the Act. The Act defines

"expenditure" to include:

(1) any purchase, payment, distribution,
loan, advance, deposit, or gift of money
or anything of value, made by any person
for the purpose of influencing any
election for Federal office.*..

2 U.S.C. S 431(9)(A). In this case, the letters sent by Preston

Geren clearly had the purpose of influencing a Federal election.



-3..

Vb.s* letters wero promote by a previous 'm&Iljav byWiUm '

'Conner that invited Its recipients to at.p mind contribute to'A,
fundraising dinner for Contgressmn Jo Salt~n eeOJf

Republican opponent in the Sixth District O.ection. Ift big

letters, Preston Goren pointed out that the Conner letter 1U'ad

tailed to mention that Barton's opponent is Pete Geren. ;Preston

Geren then vent on to criticize Barton for 'failing to be 04n,

Influential congressman" and for not being *effective" in his

support of President Reagan. He then argued that:

party aftiliation,, though important* is
not as' criticakl as a conservative with
leadership qualities. it's not very

0 often that you personally know and can
vote for a candidate for national office
and who has proven academic, athletic,
business, legal and leadership
qualities.

%r You know that if Pete is elected, he
C will be accountable to you.

(See Attachment 1). In the view of this office, the letters sent

by Preston Geren clearly had the purpose of influencing a Federal

election, and the money Preston Geren spent on these letters

cc should therefore be deemed an "expenditure" under the Act.

This expenditure should be considered either an in-kind

contribution to PGCC, or an independent expenditure. Under the

Act,,

The term "independent expenditure" means
an expenditure by-a person expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a
clearly idtitified candidate which, is
made witbopt-cooperation or consultation
with any candidate, or any authorized



:awic te ro agn otft *ot
or ~i at tade t.4V 1-4

2u C
2Uo.S.C. 5 431(17)., The f irst crikts ~ ie

categorizing this mailing: therefore, (mv *.br the

comunicatilon in question advocated the election or dft*t at"

clearly identified candidate. $,Jnce PieOeren's name 4pear* s tb~

the letter, he is a clearly identtiib&% pidate. 2a~.C

S431(18)(A). As to express advocacy, the Su Preme Court has

stated that "express words of advocacy of election or defeat*

include terms "such as 'vote for,' 'elect,' 'support,#' 'cast your

ballot for,' 'Smith for Congress,' 'vote against,' 'detatv1, 1

'reject.'" Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 44 n.52 (l076).

Preston Geren's letter advises the recipients *you ... can xk

for a candidate ... who has proven academic, athletic, business#

legal and leadership qualities." (emphasis added). In context,

it is clear that the recipient is being told he can vote for Pete

Geren. The letter goes on to state that "if Pete is elected, he

will be accountable to you." (emphasis added). It then

describes Pete Geren's victory in the Democratic primary, and

reminds those who voted in the Repubican primary that, while they

"could not cast their ballot for" Pete Geren in the primary,

"they can in November." (emphasis added). It appears,

therefore, that Preston Geren's letters expressly advocated the

election of Pete Geren to Congress.

C

1qr

C

4-
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Wturn then to consider whether tb01#1itu r*

operation# concert or consultation witb

Olkndidate's committee or agent,, or at tho, &*qz40 of

SOf such candidate or candidate's oXt O:LO"n

point, Preston Geren has stated:

I' did not discuss my letter with lete 4

Geren or with anyone else offiiallIy
connected with his campaign pri 6rt
sending same. I have not served ato xp
time as an authorized officer of tI Y
Pete Geren for CongressCommittie..

(Attachment 2). Preston Geren states that he ai41:;",W ts

the letters when he learned, through a frie ~ *t L i

oreceived the Conner letter, that supporters of Joe, D"to" '11d

sent solicitations to certain individuals, roa of

Preston Geren, who were not active in politics and who mig'ht not

know that Barton's opponent was Pete Geren.
0

For his part, Pete Geren has stated that:

The author of the correspondence which
C is the subject matter of the complaint,

my father, Preston M. Geren, Jr., is not
subject to my direct control. I had no

cc advance knowledge that my father was
going to draft and send this letter. In
fact, I didn't learn of the letter's
existence or its dispatch until after it
had been sent. It is my understanding
that no officer or employee of the Pete
Geren for Congress Committee had any
advance knowledge of my father's letters
or his intention to draft and send same.

My father is not and has never been
an officer of the Pete Geren for
Congress Committee.... In short,
Preston M. Geren, Jr. wrote the subject



a stutLtn stO t byith

(Attachment i~ n viwm of, tbse .unjfwo e a~e 5bth

principals# this Office would caqlafUd Mt Prt nf Geren did

i ndeed make, an independent expen~it#Aho on. behalf of Pete Goren.

It follows, therefore, that the allegation that Preston

Goren made art excessive contribution to PGCC is unfounde This

Office recommends, therefore', tbat the Commission find no reason
to believe PGCC viol#tw 2RJC 5l~)b eeting an

excessive contributio",from Preston Goren, or *434(b) by failing

to report the contribution. Also, it is recommendea that the

Commission find no reason to believe Preston Geren violated

2 U.s.c. S 441a(a) (1) by making%,an excessive contribution to

PGCC.

Under the Act, "Every person .. who makes independent

expenditures in an aggregate amount or value in excess of $250

during a calendar year shall file a statement containing the

information required under subsection (b) (3) (A) of this section

for all contributions received by such person." 2 U.s.c.

S 434(c)(1). Preston Geren has stated with respect to the

letters that form the basis of the complaint, *the total expense

of this correspondence was probably less than $20. During the

entire calendar year of 1986, 1 have not expended even $100 on

political campaigns or issues aside from contributions I have

. I I I I I I I ;' v ';1



4 ad* to candidates ' :(Attachment 2).i
makes vcrecommendation concerning 2 01,S.. " (

7inal~lyt Complainant has alleged thito Ibi~Oidn

2 U*S.C. S 44ld(a) and 11 CF.R. S 1l~10 a *1 ~ ~ g~

include on his letters a disclaimer disolesing Oho had pod for

the letters and whether a candidate had awIbCIA4d t042. under

the Commission regulation cited by complaitlgnt,

whenever any person makes an expepmiture
for the purpose of financing a
communication that expressly advomates
the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or that solici'ts
any contribution, through any
broadcasting station, newspaper,

o magazine, outdoor advertising facility,
poster, yard sign, direct mailing or sny-
other form of general public polli'tid"
advertising, a disclaimer meetingth

N requirements of 11 C.F.Re
S 110, 11(a) (1)(i), (i i), (i ii) or (4,w)
shall appear ... to give ... notic* of

o the identity of persons who paid for
and, when required, who authorized the
communication.

11 C.F.R. S 110.11(a)(l). It is clear from the foregoing that

2 U.s.c. S 441d(a), as implemented by the cited regulation,

applies only to communications containing express advocacy that

involve some form of "general public political advertising."

Communications not made through "public media" are not subject to

the disclaimer requirements of 2 U.s.c. S 441d(a), See AO 1980-

71.

With respect to the mailing involved in the present matter,

Preston Geren has stated that he wrote only to certain personal



I***ands of his that had been contacted Mill;11

A-* apporter of Joe Barton:

a number of persons listed 1i A,

letters) were and are my per
friends and in many cases are
f rlends of my son Pete *.

recipients I knew personally,,
not active in politics and, thero*
would not be aware of the fact t
Barton's opponent was Pete Ger~i
of the persons were active poli
and although they were also ol.
personal friends of mine, I di "
write to them. I also did not vtift to
the other people listed who are uoat my
close friends.

0 if you consider it relevant# I will be
glad to determine the exact numbt
those who received my letter.... 14y best
estimate is that this would total
approximately five persons and maybe
less....

In summary, each of my letters" was a
personal letter to a personal friend on
personal stationery written and paid for
by me. It was not sent indiscriminately
to voters in the Sixth Congressional
District. The total expense of this
correspondence was probably less than
$20.

(Attachment 2). Since it appears that these letters went to only

(approximately) five personal friends of Preston Geren, the

mailing in question can not be considered a "direct mailing" or

any other form of "general public political advertising."

Consequently, the disclaimer provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) and

11 C.F.R. 5 110.11(a) (1) do not apply, and thin Office recommends

that the Commission find no reason to belie** Preston Geren

violated those provisions.



O'Mo y#V ttot AW"7 rs for.,

letters eproxel *10ais 4m Von uu, ~wi

to col;t5 tho U4 0aft~tt the

contibuton ewel of~ ~ 44~a~ Rooed not -be reported,

as ontributi"O'bby POCC. *M .the IIIt di o soltitutt

ageneral publidc political AdVertising.#M' jprest or eendid not

* ~need to include thereon the ,-diol Imers deobd iV!2U, ~c

S441(d) (a).

1. Find no reason to bqU***, that Preston U.Geer.
violated 2 V.*c 5 #al'a) (l) and 4,414(a) and'A21 C.F.R.
SS 110.1 (a) (1),and llO.2lsta).0

0
2. Find no reaso*- to b~l)lswe Preston N.; Geren, III, violated

2 U.S.C. S1 4,14 aNd "441~a,

N 3. Find no reasoin to'believe the Pete Geren for Congress
%r ~ Committee and Clyde HO. Wells, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441A(f) and 434(b),'(2) (A) and 11 C.F.R.
OSS 110.9(a) anad 104, 3n (3) .

4. Approve and send the .attached letters.

5. Close the file.

Char les N. Steele
cc General Counsel

__________ BY: (v'rwe~ ( . f ~j'
Date Lawrence M. Roble

Deputy General Counsel

Attachments
1. Complaint
2. Letter from Preston Geren
3. Letter from Pete Geren
4. Letter from Phil Weber
5. Letter to Respondents
6. Letter to Complainant



Tarrant County Republican Pert *04 &

July 31, 196 96 AUG Al:Z
Certified Mail 0469 922 926

General Counsel
Federal Election Committee
1.325 K Street NWV
Washington# D.C. 20463

Dear Sirs

I am filing this complaint pursuant to the provisions of 2
U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a) and provide the following information:

PARTIES

Complainant - D, Nicholas Acuff
3880 Bulen, Suite 310
Fort Worth* Texas 76107

Respondents - Preston M. Geren, Jr.
4200 South Hulent Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

Preston M. Garen# III ("Pete Geron")
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

All factual statements made herein are made on information
and belief.

FACTS

Preston M. Geren, III is a candidate for the U.S. House of
Representatives for the Sixth Congressional District of Texas.

On or about May 1.9, 1986, Preston M. Geren, Jr. made an
expenditure for the purpose of financing a communication
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identifiable candidate. I have examined a copy of such
communication and enclose a true and accurate photocopy of it
(with the name of its recipient deleted to protect his
privacy). I believe that original copies of such communication
were mailed or otherwise delivered to numerous recipients.
Such communication in no place discloses who paid for or
authorized t.

P.O.-BOX 745 9 FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76101 * PHONE: (817)332-9371
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Agust 28. 1986

Federal Election Conmnission
1325 K Streetj N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Mr. LarneM. Noble
Deputy' General Counsel

Re: MM.J 2217

Dear Mr. Noble:

I an in receipt of your -. :7oton- dated August 13th.
Pleas excuse the delay in responding. I was out of the
office until August 25, 1986.

Theu following factual information is, in my opinion, relevant
to the Conission's analysis of this matter:

N In the early part of May, 1986, a close friend who is not
in any way connected with Pete Geren' s Congressional Carrpaign
showed mue a copy of a letter this person had received from,
a mrutual close friend, Wiliam C. Conner. A copy of that
letter is attached. William Conner's' letter requests per-
mission f or the use of the names typed on the border as
sponsors for a fund-raising dinner benefitting Joe Barton,
Republican candidate for the Sixth Congressional District.
A nuntber of the persons listed were and are my personal
friends and in many cases are personal friends of my son

orPete, who is the Democratic caddte for the Sixth Congres-
sional District. Of the recipients I knew personally, rrst
were not active in politics and, therefore, would not be
aware of the fact that Joe Barton' s opponent was Pete Geren.
Some of the persons were active politicians and although
they were also close personal friends of mine, I did not
write to them. I also did not write to the other people
listed who are not my close friends.

If you consider it relevant, I will be glad to determine
the exact nunter of those who received my letter that live

4200 South Hulen. Suite 619 e Fort Worth, Texas 76109 * 817/732-0549



ederal Election Comission
August 28. 1986
Page 2

and are eligible to vote in the Sixth Congressional District.
My best estimate is that this would total aproximatelyfive persons and maybe less. The~ purpose of my letter was
singly to inform my friends of a relevant fact which wa
omitted in William Corner's letter.

I did not discuss my letter with Pete Geren or with anyone
else officially connected with his campaign prior to sending
same.* I have not served at any time as an authorized officerof the Pete Geren for Congress Cmittee nor have I received
any ooqpensation or reimbursement from either Pete Gwren
or the Comittee. I have not been authorized nor have I
held myself out to be authorized to expend money on behalf
of any candidate in this race.

Although I clearly support my son in this race,, my primaryV purpose in sending this letter was not to expressly advocatethe election or defeat of either candidate. My reason forsending this letter was solely to inform some personal
friends who are not normally active in politics of the iden-
tity of Joe Barton's opponent. It is my understanding that
under the First Amendmnent of the United States Constitution
and the Federal Election Code, this is my right.

In sumary, each of my letters was a personal letter toa personal friend on personal stationery written and paid
for by rme. It was not sent indiscriminately to voters in
the Sixth Congressional District. The total expense of
this correspondence was probably less than $20. During
the entire calendar year of 1986, 1 have not expended even$100 on political camrpaigns or issues aside from contribu-
tions I have made to candidates.

I will be happy to respond to any questions you may have
and to cooperate in any way in the investigation of this
matter. Although I understand that the Federal Election
Comission is mrerely doing its job in investigating this
cmpait, I personally find it regrettable that matters
of this minor magnitude require the Coinnss ion's attention.
In this regard, I have enclosed a copy of a newspaper article
which appeared in the Bryan College Station Eagle on Tuesday,,
August 5, 1986. I am of the opinion that the true motivation



Federal Uta oi~so
August 28, 1966
Page 3

behind the fUVzi of this c paitwas solely to obtain
press Coowag I mdIlar to the enclosre

Your very-truly,/

Preston M. Osrven, 3

Enclosures

SUBSCRIE AND SK)RN TO BEPVI M'E, an this the 28th day
of August, 1986.

My Cormijsion expires:

May 31. 1989

Notary Public. State of Texas-

Notary's No=~ Printed:

F. Helen Williamu



t ,ILLIAM C. CONNERV#

may 9 1996

Our good Congressmen Joe Barton has told me of your loyal
support tor him and we surely need you to help Joe make It to the
finish line.

On Saturday, June 28, 1986, Vice President George Bush has
given us his commitment to appear with Joe at the Worthington in
Fort Worth. Enclosed Is 'a sample of our Invitation for the
dinner with a list of his major sup res WILL you once again
help Joe by agreeing to Join me in-sppor of this event?

1I. Can we use your name as It appears on our sample letter?

2. 1 beg you to join me In selling the equivalent of 2 gold
tables ($40,000).

Please call my assistant for this event, Karen Harrison, at
817/346-9102.

The Congressman deeply appreciates your commitment.

Sincerely,

William C. Conner

711 HOUSTON STMrriFowF W0KTI. TMCAS 76MO 3*9

a 0
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Judy and Des Cents@, Greabury
Io Age and Johnny Cedy. Seats
Leoftakd Coleman M.D.. Seveote
Yames M. Collins. Bellas
ltAcbpd N. Collins, Belles
were~jne and Harold Collm Alverado
dallas C. Conner. Por1 Wort
lud Cramer. Feet Wort
lame* A. Creel. Fort Worth
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*eri4W and Charles Fallen. S1ate
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lick Frlatt Merni
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Iaysrd U. Friedmsa. Frft Worth
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LETTER THAT WILL SERVE AS INVITATION
THE EVENT

TO

Dear &Salutation& a

We need your help and financial support for
Congressman Joe Barton. On Saturday, June 28th,
we are holding a fundraising event for Joe. Vice
President George Bush will be the guest of honor.

Joe is in a tough race this year. He is one
of the top targets of the National Democratic
Party. His opponent is personally wealthy. A
successful event with Vice President lush will
help Joe match his opponents personal and
National Democratic Party resources.

The Vice President will speak at a dinner at
the Worthington Hotel in Fort Worth beginning at
7:00 p.m. The dinner will be preceded by a
private reception at 6:00 p.m. Photographs will
be taken with guests and the Vice President at the
private reception.

Gold Tables (those near the front) are
$2v000. If you buy or sell a Gold Table you have
the option of sitting on the diaz with the Vice
President, or having nine guests of your choice at
your table. If you buy or sell a Gold Table you
also receive two tickets to the private reception,
have your picture made with the Vice President,
and will be listed as a member of the Host
Committee in the program.

Silver Tables (remaining tables near the
back) are $1.500. If you buy or sell a Silver
Table you get to have nine guests of your choice
sit at your table. You also receive two tickets
to the private reception, have your picture made
with the Vice President, and will be listed as a
member of the Host Committee in the program.

Combined reception and dinner tickets are
$500. For this price you get two tickets to the
private reception, and get your picture taken with
the Vice President. You also get two dinner
tickets at a Silver Table.

Gold dinner tickets are $200 per person.
this price you get one ticket to the dinner.
are seated at a Gold Table (near the front).

For
and
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Silver tickets are $150 per person. For
rice you get one ticket to the dinner* and
sated at a Silver Table (remaining tables)*

this
are

A Youth Reception will be held for those
nder 35 years of age for $50 per person. For
his price the contributor will attend a private
iception with the Vice President, get his/her
icture taken with the Vice President, and become

member of the Young Professional Steering
ommuittee to Re-elect Congressman Barton.

We urgently request your participation in
his event. The success of the event depends on
our commuitment. Please send your reply, check,
rid information requested for the Secret Service
V Friday, May 30.

We look forward to hearing from you, and
Rpreciate your consideration. Please call us at
1.7-346-9102 if you need additional information.
~assistant is Karen Harrison.

Sincerely,

Bill Conner



MOINGVICE-PRESIDENT GEORGIkm

Dear 3111l

Yes. I Will serve as a member of the most committee for the
'dinner for Congressman Joe Barton.

.I1 will be responsible for -Gold Tables at 620000
per table.

I will be responsible for Silver Tables at $1#500
per table.

Yes. I will serve as a member of the Host Comittee for
the dinner for Congressman Joe Barton. but am unable to
attend. Enclosed are my checks totaling .20000 or

$1,500.

Yen, I would like tickets at

$250 each to attend the private reception and attend
the dinner.

$200 each to attend the dinner and be seated at a Cold
Olk Table (near the front).

$150 each to attend the dinner and be seated at a
Silver Table (remaining tables).

'Yes, I am under 35 years of age and would like to attend the
Youth Reception with Vice, President Bush. Enclosed Is my
check for tickets at $50 each.

I'm sorry, but I'm unable to participate in this event.
'hovever I want to help Congressman Barton be reelIected.
Encloed is my contribution of ,,500. # 250,

$100.t Other.

FOR HOST COMMITTEE ORLY
PT@-Aseindicate how you would like your name along with your
Spouse or Co-Host to appear on the program. Printing deadline is
June 6. __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

cc Names as to appear on program

All attendees:

Name Social Security Number

Address City# State, and Zip

Area Code and Telephone Number Employsr/Occupation

MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TOs fTe Congressman Joe Barton Cmittee
6143 Wedgwood Drive
Frort worth. Texas 76133

PLEASE INCLUDE THE NAMES OF YOUR TABLE GUESTS FOR THE DINNER.

FEC REGULATIOSS DO NOT ALLOW US TO ACCEPT CORPORATE CHECKS.

Paid I.,by th C-ow-esaJos exnCommlftes



A 6 04 0 As~!3 0
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1986

Com1plaint filed against Pete Geren
By JANN SNELL

SUaF Writer
A complaint alleging violations of

the Federal Election Code has been
filed against Democratic congrcs-
sional candidate Pete Geren and his
father, Preston Gerco Jr. of Fo~rt
worth.

Tarrant County Republican Chair-
man Nick Acuff sent the complaint,
dated July 3 1, by certified mail to the
Federa Election Commission.

The complaint involves a letter
*.Getsn's father sent May 19 to some-

one whom incumbent Republican
U.S. Rep. Joe Barton had askcdj to
serve on his Tarrant County steering
committee. The recipient's name is
whited out, and the letter is signed

Acuff alleges in his complaint that
the lette violates the election code
because it does not contain a political
disclaimer on the letter or envelope
informing the recipient who paid for
or authorized the letter.

The letteir encourages the recipient
not to become a mmber of Barton's
steening committee.

"Joe has no been an influential
congressman; his support of Presi-
dent Reagan is not nearly as effective
on critical issues as that of Charles
Senholm or Sen. Russell Long,"
Preston Geren writes.

"In other words, party affiliation,
though important, is not as critical as

Barton, Geren to debate by phone
Republican congressman Joe

Barton and Democratic challenger
Pete (3eren will have their frst de-
bate Tursday in Magnolia.

T7he only problem. Barton said
Monday, is that he willnot be able
to attend the debate because Con-
gress will be voting on defense
appropriations T1hursday and
Friday.

Barton said he hopes to provid.-
his part of the argument through a
telephone hook-up, but that he also
will have representatives at the
forum.

Barton said he agreed to the de-
bate because House members can
usually leave Thursday afternoons

a conservative with leadership qual-
ities. It's nAt veryoften that you per-
sonally know and can vote for a
candidate for national office and has
proven academic, athletic, business,
legal and leadership qualities. You
know that if Pete is elected, he will be
accountable to you."

Pete Geren said that his father has
sent out several letters to his friends,
and that the election code does not:
require a personal letter to carry a
disclamer on a discussion of political
leanings.

The complaint "sounds crazy,"

amd not miss any important VOte.
But he said the Hous leadership

announced on Friday that work on
defense appropriations would de-
mand work and votes from con-
gressmen through this work week.

Thie Magnolia debate starts at
7:30 p.m. and will be held in the
gymnasium of the First !3aptist
Church.

Two other debates have also
been scheduled between Barton
and Geren. One is scheduled for 8
p.m. Oct. 2 at the Bedias Civic
Club in Bedias. A radio dehate will
air Sept. 12 on Conroe station
KMUV.

Geren said.
"If it's a Violation, I'm Surprised,

and a whole lot of people in Americal
have violated the law," he added.

Gemin has said that Barton's cam-paign distribute an earlier lete.
also written by Giertn's father,
apparently because it said dfe two
would vote similarly.

Although Gertn said his father.
acting outside his campaign, has sent
lettes to only a small group of
pie, Acuff. in his complaint. and
ton said they believe the May 19 lette
was received by many people.

Barton said he asked more than
100) persons to be members of his

ste cgiommittee. tie believes most
of hos peplereceived leters from

Pret.Grn
Barton. who said be did not know

of the official complaint until Mon-
day, said be sent acopy of the leter to
Acuff, believing it violated the elec-
tion code.

In addition to asking the election
commission to deem the letter poli-
tical literature requiring disclaimers,
Acuff claims that Preston Geren
violtdie election code by paying
for the letters, becus he has already
given his son the maximm contribu-
tion allowed by law. Gem. has
already contributed $1.000 to his
son's prinway campaign and $1,00
to his general election campaign.

Eiland said that the six-memtber
commission will give the Gerens 15
days to respn and that it will prob-
aby mne in about a month to deter-
mine whether there's a reason to be-
lieve a violation occurred.

If the commission believes there
could have been a violation, it will
conduct its own investigation, baland
said.

If a violation is found, the commnis-
sion can ask the violamor to pay a
$5.000rfie ori costof he maiis
that was detrmined a violating,
wvhichever is higher.
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August 28, 1965

Federal Election Commission
1325 1K Street,, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Mrs. Lawrence M4. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Re: MUR2217

Dear Mr. Noble: "a

In response to the complaint filed by Mr. D, Nicholas Avuff
on behalf of my opponent in the Sixth Congressional DistrioS.- in
Texas, I respectfully submit the following informations.%

The author of the correspondence which is the subject matter
C, of the complaint, my father, Preston 14. Geren,, Jr.,r is not sub-

ject to my direct control. I had no advance knowledge that my
father was going to draft and send this letter. in f act, I
didn't learn of the letter's existence or its dispatch until
after it had been sent. It is my understanding that no officer
or employee of the Pete Geren for Congress Committee had any
advance knowledge of my father's letter or his intention to draft

C and send same.

My father is not and has never been an officer of the Pete
71 Geren for Congress Committee. He has not received any compen-

sation or reimbursement from the Committee. He has not been
authorized to spend money by or for the Committee or my campaign.

cc In short, Preston M. Geren, Jr. wrote the subject letter on his
own. Although I appreciate my father's efforts on my behalf,
neither I nor my campaign organization had anything to do with
this letter.

It is my understanding of the Federal Election Code that the
Pete Geren for Congress Committee, FEC I.D. No. 115703, is
required to report all contributions to my campaign. We have
endeavored to do so meticulously. However, it is also my under-
standing that the Code does not require my Committee to report
items such as my father's letter with which we had nothing what-
soever to do and of which we had no advance knowledge. I under-
stand that such correspondence under these circumstances is not a
"contribution" as defined by the Federal Election Code.



1~dra1gteetto 'Commission

..tot 2

I An 9*44Ty to cooperate in any way if fu*rther -information is
41enome niseesawt by the Comission. ifj on tbe other hand, the

coapion is of: thwe opinion that Mr. Acuff,', complaint is as
memvtte as I believe It to be,, I would *preciate notice of
4is'position of this matter at the Commission,'s earliest con-
venience.

Sinc y

Preston M. Goren, Ill

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME, on this the o~4(day of
Auguste 1986.

Notary PublrS/8' 9 Texas

My commission expires: Notary's Name Printed:



August 29, 1986

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

ATTN: Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

RE: MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed please find the Statement of Authorities in connection
with MUR 2217.

Sincerely,

Phil Weber
Campaign Manager

Leadership e Epelence
6th Congressional Distrc

P. BoxP, College Station. rX 77841 * 42cwjSoutg won. Suite 601 Ft Lirth.TX 76709 817738-4771

VERI
. .................. r 0 3

OR



NO. 14UR 2217

Complainant's Name: D. Nicholas Acuff

Respondents' Names: Preston N, Geren, Jr. and Preston N. Gtren, irr

Relevant Statutes: 2 USC 5441d(a), 2 Usc 1441a(a) (1) (A) and
2 Usc 1434 (b) (2) (A)

PARTIES

Complainant is D. Nicholas Acuff, County Chairman for the

Tarrant County Republican Party of Tarrant County, Texas.

Respondents are Preston M. Geren, Jr. ("Preston Geren") and

Preston M. Geren, inI ("Pete Geren"). Both are residents of Fort

Lr Worth, Tarrant County, Texas. Preston Geren is the father of

ePete Geren. Pete Geren is a Democratic nominee for the office of

Congressman for the 6th Congressional District in Texas. Ris

opponent is Joe Barton, the Republican incumbent.

FACTS

on May 9, 1986, William C. Conner, a supporter of Joe Barton,

forwarded correspondence to a number of people with enclosures

which requested financial assistance for The Congressman-Joe

cc Barton Committee. (See attachment to response of Preston Geren.)

William Conner's proposed correspondence to potential contribu-

tors states in part:

Joe is in a tough race this year. He is one
of the top targets of the National Democratic
Party. His opponent is personally wealthy....

Nowhere in this letter does the name of Pete Geren appear.

Subsequently, a copy of this correspondence was delivered to



Preston Geren by a personal friend who is not connected with The

Pete Geren for Congress Committee ("Committee). in response,

Preston Geren sailed a number of letters to personal friends who

were shown as recipients of William Conner's correspondence. Five

or less such friends of Preston Goren living in the 6th

Congressional District received this letter which was forwarded

on May 19, 1986. Preston Geren's letter is the subject matter of

Mr. Acuff's complaint before the Federal Election Commission on

behalf of Mr. Barton.

Preston Geren's primary reason for forwarding the subject
0-F)

letter was to advise certain of his close personal friends of the

identity of Joe Barton's opponent,

Subsequently, on or immediately prior to July 31, 1986, Mr.

NAcuff caused to be delivered to newspapers with circulation

within the District a copy of the complaint which he then filed
CII with the Federal Election Commission.

Ir.
On Tuesday, August 5, 1986, the Bryan College Station Eagle,

C
%r a local newspaper, ran a news story with the headline, "Complaint

Filed Against Pete Geren." (See attachment to Response of

Preston Geren).

on or shortly after August 15, 1986, both Preston Geren and

Pete Geren received copies of the notice of the filing of the

complaint with enclosures from the Federal Election Commission.

ALLEGATIONS

The Complaint alleges three separate purported violations of



the Federal Election Code:

1. That Preston Geren's letter that lacks an authorization

notice (*disclaimer*) allegedly in violation of 2 USC 1441d(a),

2. That Preston Geren's letter constitutes a contribution

which when coupled with his actual monetary contributions exceeded

the $1,000 limitation stated in 2 USC 144la(a)(l); and

3. That The Pete Geren for Congress Committee failed to

report the cost of the subject letter as a contribution in viola-

tiLon of 2 USC 14 3 4(b) (2) (a).

STATEMENT OF POSITION AND AUTHORITIES

SO.
Le~

First, with regard to the purported violation of 9441d(a),

the apparent substance of this allegation is that Preston Geren's

Nletter should have contained a disclaimer stating whether or not

the communication was authorized by the candidate and who paid

for the communication.

The issue here is whether the subject letter qualifies as a

"communication" subject to 9441d(a) at all. In order to so

or qualify, the letter must fall within the terms of that statute as

supplemented by 11 CPR §110.11(a).

The Complainant's first hurdle is whether or not the letter
"expressly advocates the election or defeat of a clearly iden-

tified candidate." If it does not consist of "express

advocacy," it is not subject to 6441d(a). A review of the letter

as well as its purposes are in order to make this determination*



A copy of that letter is attached.

The substance of the first paragraph of the letter identifies

the candidates, However, it contains no words of exortation and

can best be described as informational.

The second paragraph of the letter is critical of Joe Barton,
compares his effectiveness with that of other elected officials

and discusses leadership qualitie

The third paragraph addresses the issue of accountability.

The fourth paragraph discusues the relative primary showings

of the candidates and requests the recipients not to allow the

use of their name.

As the Commission is aware, the term "express advocacy" is

defined narrowly. 11 CPR 6109.1(b) (2) defines express advocacy as

Na message that advocates election or defeat including such

expressions as "vote for," "elect,* or "defeat". This is in

accordance with the Supreme Court's holding in Buckley v. Valeo,

96 S.Ct. 612, 424 U.S. 1, 46th L.Ed. 2d 659 (1975). Although the

subject letter might arguably be intended to influence a voter,

cc it does not "expressly advocate the election or defeat of a

candidate." See FEC v. Central Long Island Tax Reform

Immediately Committee, 616 F.2d 45 (2nd Cir. 1980), in which the

words "expressly advocating" were held to mean exactly what they

say and not to be read as including communications created for

the express or implied purpose of encouraging the election or

defeat of a candidate. Also see t'UR 2087, Wade M. Smnith -

M77



Committee for Responsible Representation in the 4th Congressional
District, September 19, 1965, in which the Commission held that

unflattering background Information relating to a candidate for

Congress and clearly partisan predictions of a candidate's defeat
were found to fall short of "express advocacy,"

As stated in Preston Geren's response to the Commission, the
primary purpose of the subject letter was to advise personal
friends who were not active in politics as to the identity of Joe
Barton's opponent at an early time in the campaign when many

would not be aware of the fact that such person was Pete Geren.

The letter simply fails to amount to "express advocacy" and

C accordingly, 1441d(a) does not apply to this communication.
A second reason that 1441d(a) is inapplicable is that com-

Nmunication was not made in a manner or by means which fall within

the methods of communication listed in the statute which require
disclaimers. 1441d(a), clarified by 11 CPR §110.11(a), applies

only to communications falling within one of the advertising

methods listed in the statute or "any other type of general

public political advertising."

The question here is whether this correspondence of limited
circulation to personal friends amounts to a "communication...

through any broadcast station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor

advertising facility, direct mailing or any other type of general

public political advertising."

Since no broadcast station, newspaper, magazine or outdoor



advertising facility is involved, for the statute to apply, the

Commission must find that this correspondence is a "direct

mailing* which amounts to some "type of general public political

advertising." This is clearly not the case.

As to whether this letter constitutes "direct mail", neither
the statute nor CPR is of any assistance. CPR contains two

separate definitions of "direct mail" as follows:

1. Any mailing by a commercial vendor or any mailingmade from commercial lists. 11 CPR 1100.7(b) (17) (i)t
*100. 8(b) (16) (i), and 1100. 8(b)(18) (i) ; and

2. Any mailing by commercial vendors for mailing forlists which were not developed by a candidate.
11 CPR 1100.7(b) (16) and 9100.8(b) (17).

The context in which these definitions are found are not

helpful in determining which applies to 1441d(a). In fact, each

time either definition appears in CFR, it is limited in its use

to the specific CFR section in which it is found and none are

applicable. At any rate, using the first definition quoted

above, this letter is obviously not "direct mail." Under the

second definition, this letter was from "lists which were not

developed by the candidate." However, the subject correspondence

does still not amount to "general public political advertising"

as required by the statute. Both the statute and the

appropriate CFR section obviously require some form of "general

public political advertising." See that portion of §44ld(a)

which lists the miscellaneous different means of public adver-

tising and continues with the words: "direct mailing oran



other form of general public political advertising.* The use of

the vords *or any other form of general public political adver-

tising" assumes that the forms of communication appearing before

these words also constitute 'general public opltical

advertising.' For communications through 'a broadcasting eta-

tion, newspaper, magazine or outdoor advertising facility,' this

makes sense. For 'direct mailing,' it makes sense only if

'direct mailing' includes only mailings which are widely dissemi-

nated. The very narrow circulation of the subject letter preclu-

des a finding that this is a "direct mailing' because it cannot

constitute 'general public political advertising.' Under these

circumstances, the statute does not apply and a disclaimer is

unnecessary.

The second purported violation is based on the allegation

that the subject letter was a 'contribution" which, when coupled

with the actual monetary contributions of Preston Geren, exceeded

the $1000 limitation stated in 2 Usc 3441a(a)(l). The third

c allegation states that Pete Geren failed to report the value of

Preston Geren's correspondence as a contribution in violation of

2 Usc 4 3 4(b) (2) (A) .

Respondents would point out that the $1,000 contribution

limitation stated in §441a(a) (1) applies only to actual contribu-

tions to the candidate or his authorized political committee. As

the Commission is aware, this limitation does not and cannot



limit any expenditures which are either: (a) not within the

Federal Election*Code at all; or (b) independent expenditures,

Buckley v. valeo, supra.

In cases in which there is no question about the lack of

cooperation and consultation with the candidate, the line between

an independent expenditure and an expenditure not governed at all

by the Federal Election Code appears to be drawn on the basis of

whether or not the communication "expressly advocates the elec-

tion or defeat of a clearly identified candidate." Because this

letter does not amount to "express advocacy" and because there

was no cooperation or collusion with the candidate by Preston

Geren, Respondents submit that the subject correspondence does

not constitute a communication even governed by the Federal

N Election Code. However, even if this letter is determined to be

.01 an expenditure subject to the Federal Election Code, it is at
C best an independent expenditure by Preston Geren as opposed to a

contribution and as such is still not subject to the $1,000 limi-

tation on contributions.

0" As the responses of Preston Geren and Pete Geren both show,

neither Pete Geren nor anyone with the campaign:

1. Knew that Preston Geren was going to write the letter

Prior to the time that he mailed it;

2. Authorized Preston Geren to raise money;

3. Named Preston Geren as an authorized officer of the Pete

Geren for Congress Committee;

..........



4. Paid Preston Geren any compensation or reimbursement;

5. Gave Preston Geren the letter of William Conner to which

Preston Geren's letter was in response; or

6. Authorized Preston Geren to expend any money for Pete

Geren.

Under the circumstances, even if the letter is considered an
independent expenditure, neither Pete Geren nor his committee has
any obligation to report same. Nor does Preston Geren have any
such obligation unless the total cost of such correspondence and

and all other independent expenditures by Preston Geren for the
N

calendar year 1986 exceed $250.00. 2 USC 1434(c); 11 CFR

C 109.2(a). As Preston Geren's response states, his total expen-

ditures during this calendar year for this race and any and

N all other candidates for such items do not exceed even $100.00.
Accordingly, there is no reporting requirement imposed on Pete

Geren, The Pete Geren for Congress Committee or Preston Geren.

To summarize, the subject letter is not a "contribution"

within the definition contained in 2 Usc §434(a). In fact, it is

07 a personal letter not subject to the Federal Election Code at

all. However, even if it could be construed to be an indepen-

dent expenditure as defined in §431(17), which Respondents

dispute, it is not subject to the $1,000 limitation stated in

§441a and neither Pete Geren nor Preston Geren failed to comply

with the reporting requirements contained in £434.

III.



one last matter which merits the attention of the Commission

is the fact that this Complaint was Initiated over a matter

Involving $20.00 or less. only five people located in the 6th

Congressional District received this letter. When balanced

against the amount of Commission resources which would be

required to pursue this matter to a conclusion, even if the

Complaint should somehow be determined to be meritorious, the

lack of significance of the purported violations clearly outweigh

the value of pursuing this matter.

The present Complaint is certainly less grievous than MUR

1740 in which Robert Brandenburg was the Complainant and Mary

C Holmes was the Respondent on which the Commission took no action.

In that case, a determination was made on March 5, 1985 to close

N the file even though there was a clear violation of 2 USC 9441d

because the entire controversy consisted of only 225 letters

mailed by the Respondent at a total cost of $27.67.

The Complaint has no genuine interest in achieving compliance

with the Federal Election laws in this case. The Complainant and

cc the person for whom he is acting, Joe Barton, achieved their true

goal of causing adverse publicity for Pete Geren by calling the

attention of the local press to the filing of the Complaint.

Further action on this matter is unwarranted.

Respectfully submitted,

Phil Weber
Manager, The Pete Geren for
Congress Committee.

10
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Hay 19. 1986

You recently receivad a letter from our friond Bill. Conner
which included your name on a proposed "steering csmitte'
letter on behalf of Joe Barton. Bill failed to inform you
that Joe's opponent is Pete Goren.

If you are persuadad Joe can be a mrore effective reprosntii-
tive in Congress than Pete, fine, but I would like to a.ck
yot - to cons ider sane facts: Joe has not been an inf luent ialI
congressman; his support of President Reagan. is not nearly
as effective on critical issues as that of Charles Stenhornt

* (D.. Tex.) or Senator Russell Long (D., La.); in othicr words,,
party affiliation, though inportant, is not as critical
as a conservative with leadership qualiities. It's not very
often that you personally know and c-an vote for a catdidate
for national off ice and who has proven academic, athletic,

C business, legal and leadership, qualities.

You know that if Peto is elected, fx! will be accountable
to you.

Pete trade a great shmijing in the rrimaries, having garnL~red
86 percent of the vote in tthe Wmcraitic priffur,. rate

C received a total of 33,388 votes to Joe Barton's 17,036
and I'm certain that many of Pete's supporters voted in
the Republican prinmiry and. therefore, could not cast thir
ballot for him; theay can in Novez~er. The people of Tu..:as
And. the Sixth Cungronsiontl District have ai uniqtue otpjor-
tunit~y to put- an effective rLprcsontat ive in Con~gres.
If you agrcz, I h:;pe you will adivisc Bill Coiiner no~t to

C use. your narW. If you heave questions, please call (,,

Sincerely,

42OUJSuuili Hukcn, Suite 619 NoFn Wurth.L, 761W~ - m0/i732-0549

* .4 A:;

.. *. .*~
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FEQERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C.,a3*3

Preston K.- Gerelf, ic.
4200 South Rulenj
suite 619
Fort Worth# Texas 76133

RE: MUR 2217
Preston M. Geren# Jr.

Dear Mr. Geren:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on # 1986, determined that on thec basis of the Information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, 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

N matter will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
C General Counsel

or By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Preston M. (Pete) Geren# III
4200 South Rulen
Suite 619
Fort Worth* TX 76133

RE: ?4UR 2217
Preston M. (Pete) Geren

Dear Mr. Geren:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal

0 Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on v 1986, determined that on
Cthe basis of the information in the complaint, and information

provided by you, 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,
C

WIT Charles N. Steele
C! General Counsel

cc By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20"3

ClydeU Wells, Treasurer
Pt Baron for Congriess Committee
4200 South Wuen
Suite (01
Port Worth, Texas 76109

RE: MUR 2217
Pete Geren for Congress
Committee and Clyde H.
Wells, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Wells:

On August 13, 1986, the Commission notified the Pete Geren
for.Congress Comittee and you, as treasurer, of a complaint

C alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1986, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your committee, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been

C) committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record

V within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Cr Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHiNCTON, D C. 2M43

Do Nicholas Acuff
3660 Rulen
Suite 310
Fort Worth, TX 76107

Res 1MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Acuff:

The Federal Election Commission reviewed the allegations of
your complaint dated July 31, 1986 # and determined on

# 1986, 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. S 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.
S 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

C. Sincerely,

%r Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20O63

NUOIANDU

TO:

raOSS

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Office of the Commission Sec etacy

Office of General Counsel

October 6, 1986

I4UR 2217 - First General Counsel's Report

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

N Open Session

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

in format ion
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Other

[xl
[xl
[1

[I
[1
[1

[I
11
[1

[1

DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

closed NUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory opinions

Other (see distribution
below)

~x1

[1

[1

(1

[1

[1

r i
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U. .,Cogmess

August 29, 1986

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

ATTN: Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

RE: MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Noble:

Enclosed please find the Statement of
with MUR 2217.

Authorities in connection

Sincerely,

Phil Weber

Campaign Manager

LeaderShip e Expenence
61h Congessinal DiStrc

P0. Box P / College Station. TX 77841 - 4200) South Hulen, Suite 601 1 Ff. Worth, TX 76109 /817 738-4711

@410 Pad for by Gem for Cora. lyde Wat, Womu



NO, NOR 2217

Complainant's Name: D. Nicholas Acuff

Respondents' Names: Preston K. Geren, Jr. and Preston M. Geren, III

Relevant Statutes: 2 USC 144ld(a), 2 Usc £441a(a) (1) (A) and
2 Usc 5434 (b) (2) (A)

PARTIES

Complainant is D. Nicholas Acuff, County Chairman for the

Tarrant County Republican Party of Tarrant County, Texas.

Respondents are Preston N. Geren, Jr. ("Preston Geren") and

Preston N. Geren, III (*Pete Geren"). Both are residents of Fort

Worth, Tarrant County, Texas. Preston Geren is the father of

Pete Geren. Pete Geren is a Democratic nominee for the office of

Congressman for the 6th Congressional District in Texas. His

opponent is Joe Barton, the Republican incumbent.

FACTS

On May 9, 1986, William C. Conner, a supporter of Joe Barton,

forwarded correspondence to a number of people with enclosures

which requested financial assistance for The Congressman Joe

Barton Committee. (See attachment to response of Preston Geren.)

William Conner's proposed correspondence to potential contribu-

tors states in part:

Joe is in a tough race this year. He is one
of the top targets of the National Democratic
Party. His opponent is personally wealthy....

Nowhere in this letter does the name of Pete Geren appear.

Subsequently, a copy of this correspondence was delivered to

CN



PrestonW1 'enob p:~ fdrn Ioi not onnted With The'

Pete Geren for onesCo te ("ms1e)*in response,

Preston Geren mailed a number of letters to pe rsonal friends who

vere shown as recipients of, William, Conn~es correspondence. rive

or les such friends of Prton Geenlving In the 6th

Congressional District received this -letter which was forwarded

on May 19, 1986. Preston Geren's letter is the subject matter of

Mr. Acuff's complaint before the Federal Election Comission on

behalf of Mr. Barton.

Preston Geren's primary reason for forwarding the subject

letter vas to advise certain of his close personal friends of the

identity of Joe Barton's opponent.

C, Subsequently, on or immediately prior to July 31, 1986, Mr.

Acuff caused to be delivered to nevspapers with circulation

within the District a copy of the complaint which he then filed

with the Federal Election Commission.

V'r On Tuesday, August 5v 1986, the Bryan College Station Eagle,

a local newspaper, ran a news story with the headline, "Complaint

Filed Against Pete Geren." (See attachment to Response of

Preston Geren).

on or shortly after August 15, 1986, both Preston Geren and

Pete Geren received copies of the notice of the filing of the

complaint with enclosures from the Federal Election Comission.

ALLEGATIONS

The Complaint alleges three separate purported violations of



* V

the Federal Election Codes

1, That Preston Geren's letter that laks an authorization

notice ("disclaimer") allegedly in violation of 2 USC 5441d(a)1

2. That Preston Gerents letterconstitutes a @wittibution

which when coupled with his actual monetary contributions exceed

the $1, 000 limitation stated in 2 YUSC 1441a (a) (1) 1 and

3. That The Pete Geren for Congress Committee tailed to

report the cost of the subject letter as a contribution in viola-

tion of 2 USC 1434 (b) (2) (a).

STATEINT OF POSITION AND AUTHORITIES

ph', I.

First, with regard to the purported violation of 5441d(a),

Cthe apparent substance of this allegation is that Preston Geren's

letter should have contained a disclaimer stating whether or not

the communication was authorized by the candidate and who paid

for the communication.

The issue here is whether the subject letter qualifies as a

c"communication" subject to 9441d(a) at all. in order to so

qualify, the letter must fall within the terms of that statute as

supplemented by 11 CPR 9110.11(a).

The Complainant's first hurdle is whether or not the letter

"exreslyadvocates the election or defeat of a clearly iden-

tified candidate." if it does not consist of "express

advocacy,"m it is not subject to *441d(a). A review of the letter

as well as its purposes are in order to make this determination.



A copy of that letter is attached.

The substance of the first paragraph of the letter identifies

the candidates. Hovever, it contains no words of exortation and

can best be described as informational.

The second paragraph of the letter is critical of joe Barton#

compares his effectiveness with that of other elected officials

and discusses leadership qualities,

The third paragraph addresses the issue of accountability.

The fourth paragraph discusses the relative primary showings

of the candidates and requests the recipients not to allow the

use of their name.

As the Commission is aware, the term *express advocacyw is

C defined narrowly. 11 CFR 9109.1(b) (2) defines express advocacy as

a message that advocates election or defeat including such

expressions as wvote for," electrw or wdefeatw. This is in

accordance with the Supreme Court's holding in Buckley v. Valeo,

Tr 96 S.Ct. 612, 424 U.S. 1, 46th L.Ed. 2d 659 (1975). Although the

subject letter might arguably be intended to influence a voter,

it does not "expressly advocate the election or defeat of a

candidate." See FEC v. Central Long Island Tax Reform

Immediately Committee, 616 F.2d 45 (2nd Cir. 1980), in which the

words "expressly advocating' were held to mean exactly what they

say and not to be read as including communications created for

the express or implied purpose of encouraging the election or

defeat of a candidate. Also see HEIR 2087, Wade M. Smith -



Committee for Responsible Representation in the 4th Congressional

District, September 19, 1985, in which the Commission held that

unflattering background information relating to a candidate for

Congress and clearly partisan predictions of a candidate'ls, defeat

were found to fall short of *express advocacy."

As stated in Preston GeErgn's response to the Commission, the

primary purpose of the subject letter was to advise personal

friends who were not active in politics as to the identity of Joe

Barton's opponent at an early time in the campaign when many

Would not be aware of the fact that such person was Pete Geren.

The letter simply fails to amount to "express advocacy" and

accordingly, 1441d(a) does not apply to this communication.

A second reason that 9441d(a) is inapplicable is that com-

munication vas not made in a manner or by means which fall within

the methods of communication listed in the statute which require

disclaimers. 8441d(a), clarified by 11 CFR 1110.11(a), applies

only to communications falling within one of the advertising

methods listed in the statute or "any other type of general

public political advertising."

The question here is whether this correspondence of limited

circulation to personal friends amounts to a "communication...

through any broadcast station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor

advertising facility, direct mailing or any other type of general

public political advertising."

Since no broadcast station, newspaper, magazine or outdoor



advertising facility is involved, for the statute to apply,, the

Commission must find that this correspondence Is a "direct

.sailing* which amounts to some "type of general public political

advertising." This is clearly not the case.

As to whether this letter constitutes 'direct mail", neither

the statute nor CPR is of any assistance. CFR contains two

separate definitions of "direct mail" as follows:

1. Any mailing by a commercial vendor or any mailing
made from commercial lists. 11 CFR 3100.7(b) (17) (i),
1100.8(b) (16) (i),, and 3100.8(b) (18) (i); and

2. Any mailing by commercial vendors for mailing for
lists which were not developed by a candidate.

%0 11 CFR 8100.7(b) (16) and 8100.8(b) (17).

The context in which these definitions are found are not

C helpful in determining which applies to 9441d(a). In fact, each

time either definition appears in CPR, it is limited in its use

to the specific CFR section in which it is found and none are

Coll applicable. At any rate, using the first definition quoted

above, this letter is obviously not "direct mail." Under the

second definition, this letter was from "lists which were not

developed by the candidate." However, the subject correspondence

does still not amount to "general public political advertising"

as required by the statute. Both the statute and the

appropriate CPR section obviously require some form of "general

public political advertising." See that portion of 1441d(a)

which lists the miscellaneous different means of public adver-

tising and continues with the words: "direct mailing oran



other torm of general public political advertising.' The use of

the words 'or any other torn of general public political adwer-M

tising" assumes that the forms of communication appearing before

these words also constitute 'general public oplitical

advertising.' For communications through 'a broadcasting sta-

tion, newspaper, magazine or outdoor advertising facility,* this

makes sense. For "direct mailing,' it makes sense only if

'direct mailing' includes only mailings which are widely dissemi-

nated. The very narrow circulation of the subject letter preclu-

des a finding that this is a 'direct mailing' because it cannot

constitute 'general public political advertising.' Under these

circumstances, the statute does not apply and a disclaimer is

C unnecessary.

The second purported violation is based on the allegation

that the subject letter was a 'contribution' which, when coupled

with the actual monetary contributions of Preston Geren, exceeded

the $1000 limitation stated in 2 Usc 9441a(a)(l). The third

%r allegation states that Pete Geren failed to report the value of

Cr Preston Geren's correspondence as a contribution in violation of

2 Usc § 4 34(b) (2) (A) .

Respondents would point out that the $1,000 contribution

limitation stated in 9441a(a) (1) applies only to actual contribu-

tions to the candidate or his authorized political committee. As

the Commission is aware, this limitation does not and cannot



limit any expenditures which are either: (a) not within the

Federal Election Code at all; or (b) independent expenditure.

Buckley v. Valeo, supra.

in cases In which there is no question about the lack of,

cooperation and consultation with the candidate, the line between

an independent expenditure and an expenditure not governed at all

by the Federal Election Code appears to be drawn on the basis of

whether or not the communication "expressly advocates the elec-

tion or defeat of a clearly identified candidate.0 Because this

letter does not amount to 'express advocacyw and because there

cc was no cooperation or collusion with the candidate by Preston

N. Geren, Respondents submit that the subject correspondence does

C not constitute a communication even governed by the Federal

Election Code. However, even if this letter is determined to be

an expenditure subject to the Federal Election Code, it is at

best an independent expenditure by Preston Geren as opposed to a

contribution and as such is still not subject to the $1,000 limi-

tation on contributions.

As the responses of Preston Geren and Pete Geren both show,

neither Pete Geren nor anyone with the campaign:

1. Knew that Preston Geren was going to write the letter

prior to the time that he mailed it;

2. Authorized Preston Geren to raise money;

3. Named Preston Geren as an authorized officer of the Pete

Geren for Congress Committee;



4. Paid Preston Geren any compensation or reimbursement;

5. Gave Preston Geren the letter of William Conner to which

Preston Geren's letter was in responsel or

6. Authorized Pieston Geren to expend any money for Pete

Geren,

Under the circumstances,, even If the letter is considered an

independent expenditure, neither Pete Geren nor his committee has

any obligation to report same. Nor does Preston Geren have any

such obligation unless the total cost of such correspondence and

and all other independent expenditures by Preston Geren for the

calendar year 1986 exceed $250.00. 2 Usc 8434(c); 11 CFR

109.2(a). As Preston Geren's response states, his total expen-

C ditures during this calendar year for this race and any and

all other candidates for such items do not exceed even $100.00.

Accordingly, there is no reporting requirement imposed on Pete

Geren, The Pete Geren for Congress Committee or Preston Geren.

T_ To summarize, the subject letter is not a "contribution"

within the definition contained in 2 USC 9434(a). In fact, it is

a personal letter not subject to the Federal Election Code at

Cr all. However, even if it could be construed to be an indepen-

dent expenditure as defined in 9431(17), which Respondents

dispute, it is not subject to the $1,000 limitation stated in

9441a and neither Pete Geren nor Preston Geren failed to comply

with the reporting requirements contained in 5434.

III9



One last matter vhich meritis the attention of the Commission

is the fact that this Complaint was initiated over a matter

involving $20.00 or less. Only five people located In the 6th

Congressional District received this letter. When balanced

against the amount of Commission resources which-would be

required to pursue this matter to a conclusion, even If the

Complaint should somehow be determined to be meritorious, the

lack of significance of the purported violations clearly outweigh

the value of pursuing this matter.

The present Complaint is certainly loe grievous than MUR

o 1740 in which Robert Brandenburg was the Complainant and Mary

Cr Holmes was the Respondent on which the Commission took no action.

C In that case, a determination was made on March 5, 1985 to close

the file even though there was a clear violation of 2 USC 6441d

because the entire controversy consisted of only 225 letters

mailed by the Respondent at a total cost of $27.67.

The Complaint has no genuine interest in achieving compliance

C with the Federal Election laws in this case. The Complainant and

the person for whom he is acting, Joe Barton, achieved their true

goal of causing adverse publicity for Pete Geren by calling the

attention of the local press to the filing of the Complaint.

Further action on this matter is unwarranted.

Respectfully submitted,

Phil Weber
Manager, The Pete Geren for
Congress Committee.



Mlay 19, 1986

Dear

You recently received a letter from our friend Bill Conner
which included your nameK on a proposed "steering comittee"
letter on behalf of Joe Barton. Bill failed to inform you
that Joe's opponent is Pete Geren. *

If you are persuaded Joe can be a more effective representa-
tive in Congress than Pete, f ine, but I would like to ack
yoi' to consider sane facts: Joe has not been an influential
congressmn; his support of President Reagan. is not nearly
as effective on, critical issues as that of Charles Stenholm
(D., Tex.) or Senator Russell Long (D., La.); in other words,
party affiliation, though inportant, is not as critical
as a conservative with leadership qualities. It's not very
often that you personally know and c-an vote for a candidate

Cr for national office and who has proven academic, athletic,
business, legal and leadership qualities.

You know that if Pete is elected, txe will be- accountable
- to you.

Ptete made a great showing in the primaries, having garne-red
86 percent of the vote in the [Xamcratic prinruy. P3.a
received a total of 33,888 votes to Joe- Barton's 17,036

Cn and I'm certain that many of Pete's supporters voted in
the Republican prixeur-y and, therefore, could not cast their
ballot for him; they can in Nove~Aber. The people of TUX-as
Ajrid tho Sixth Cungrensional District have a unique oppor-
tunity to put an effective rcprcscntat ive in Corigrcss.

%e If you agrc, I hope you will advise Bill Comner not to
US(- your nare . If you have questions, please call n-&i cr

cc ~Pcte..

Sincerely,

4200 South Huken, Suite 619 * Fort Wouih.1"as 761W) * 817/732-0541)

* ~ '~$~' .r4 .~%* ) .~ *t~:g;
* **, *.-

I.. ~

0*



Tarrant County 1ublican Party

July 31, 1986

Certified Mail 0P469 922 926

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

%t0 C~g*p a-.-21

V'r#
M n -

Dear Sir:

I am filing this complaint pursuant to the provisions of 2
U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a) and provide the following information:

PARTIES

Complainant - D. Nicholas Acuff
3880 Hulen, Suite 310
Fort Worth, Texas 76107

Respondents - Preston M. Geren, Jr.
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

Preston M. Geren, III ("Pete Geren")
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

All factual statements made herein are made on information
and belief.

FACTS

Preston M. Geren, III is a candidate for the U.S. House of
Representatives for the Sixth Congressional District of Texas.

On or about May 19, 1986, Preston M. Geren, Jr. made an
expenditure for the purpose of financing a communication
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identifiable candidate. I have examined a copy of such
communication and enclose a true and accurate photocopy of it
(with the name of its recipient deleted to protect his
privacy). I believe that original copies of such communication
were mailed or otherwise delivered to numerous recipients.
Such communication in no place discloses who paid for or
authorized it.

P.O. BOX 745 0 FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76101 0 PHONE: (817)332-9371



If such communication were paid for by Preston M. Geren,.
Jr., it will constitute an illegal excessive contribution
because Mr. Geren, Jr. has already contributed his legal
maximum for this candidate for this election. (So* P.L.C.
Report of Pete Geren for Congress dated November 5, 1985 on
page 7 of 23 of that portion of the report entitled "Itemized
Receipts" and relevant to Line 11A of the report, wherein it is
reported that Preston M4. Geren., Jr, contributed 42.,000.00 --
$1,000.00 for the primary election and *1#000.00 for the
general election).

Furthermore, no Federal Election Commission report filed by
Pete Geren for Congress reports any in-kind contribution from
Preston M. Goren, Jr. that reasonably might relate to the
communication complained of.

VIOLhTIONS

The matters complained of herein violate the following
provisions of applicable law:

2 U.s.c. Sec. 441(d)(a), as implemented by 11 C.F.R. Sec.
110.11(a), regarding the requirement of disclosing the
authority of and payment for a political communication;

2 U.S.C. Sec. 441(a)(1), as implemented by 11 C.F.R. Sec.
110.1(a)(1), regarding dollar limits on contributions by
individuals; and

2 U.S.C. Sec. 434(b)(2)(a), as implemented by 11 C.F.R.
Sec. 104.3(a)(2)t regarding the reporting of contributions.

REQUEST

I urge the Federal Election Commission to take the
appropriate punitive actions regarding these and such other
violations as it may discover in the discharge of its duties.

Thank you for your attention.
are any questions I may answer.

Please contact me if there

qW~*TOADSBSCRIBED be fore th is QI day
o f -/L196
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Print Name: ff'j~4 h -l
My Commission Explres: LLNIZ?



May 19, 1986

Dear

You recently received a letter from our friend Bill Conner
which included your name on a proposed "steering comnittee"
letter on behalf of Joe Barton. Bill failed to inform~ you
that Joe's opponen is Pete Geren.

If you are persuaded Joe can be a more effective representa-
tive in Congress than Pete, f ine, but I would like to ask
you to consider sone facts: Joe has not been an influential
congressman; his support of President Reagan is not nearly
as effective on critical issues as that of Charles Stenholm
(D., Tex.) or Senator Russell Long (D., La.); in other words,,
party affiliation, though iqportant, is not as critical
as a conservative with leadership qualities. It's x ot very
often that you personally know and can vote for a candidate
for national office and who has proven academic, athletic,
business, legal and leadership qualities.

You know that if Pete is elected, he will be accountable
to you.

Pete made a great showing in the primaries, having garnered
86 percent of the vote in the Democratic primary. Pete
received a total of 33,888 votes to Joe Barton's 17,036
and I 'm certain that many of Pete' s supporters voted in
the Republican primary and, therefore, could not cast their
ballot for him; they can in November. The people of Texas
and the Sixth Congressional District have a unique oppor-
tunity to put. an effective representative in Congress.
If you agree, I hope you will advise Bill Conner not to
use your namr. If you have questions, please call me or
Pete.

4200 South Hulen, Suite 619 - Fort Worth, Texas 76109 - 817/732-0549
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August 28, 1986

V. InI%% ilk -

Federal Elecion Cou15mda1
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington,. D. C. 20463

Attentions Mt. Larnc . Noble
Deputy Geea Cone

Re: t4JR 2217

Dear Mr. Noble:

I &n in receipt of your :-vivedlz dated August 13th.
Please excuse the delay in 1epiig w out of the

or office until August 25, 1986.

The following factual information is, in my opinion, relevant
to the Commission's$ analysis of this matter:

In the early part of May, 1986,, a close friend who is not
in any way connected with Pete Gren's Congressional Campaign
showed me a copy of a letter this person had received from
a nutual close friend, William C. Connr. A copy of that
letter is attached. William Conner's letter requests per-
miss ion for the use of the names typed on the border as
sponsors f or a fund-raising dinner benef itting Joe Barton,
Republican caddate for the Sixth Congressional District.
A numbier of the persons listed were and are my personal
friends and in many cases are personal friends of my son
Pete, who is the DemoKcrat ic cniaefor the Sixth Congres-
sional District. Of the recipients I knew personally, most
were not active in politics and, therefore, would not be
aware of the fact that Joe Barton'I s opoetwas Pete Geren.
Som of the persons were active politicians and although
they were also close personal friends of mine, I did not
write to them. I also did not write to the other people
listed who are not my close friends.

If you consider it relevant, I will be glad to determine
the exact number of those who received my letter that live

4200 South Hulen, Suite 619 -, Fort Worth, lbxas 76109 e 817f732-0549



-Pedearal1 Election CMaission
August 28, 1986
Page 2

and are eligible to vote in the Sixth Congressional Ditrit
My best estimate is that this would total apipro Mut*.
five persons and maybe less. The purpose of my letto; was
simply to inform my friends of a relevant fact which vms
omitted in William Coner'Is letter.

I did not discuss my letter with Pete Geren or with anyone
else officially connected with his campaign prior to sending
sam. I have not served at any time as an authorized officer
of the Pete Geren for Congress Committee nor have I received
any coripensation or reintursement from either Pete Geren
or the Comittee. I have not been authorized nor have I
held myself out to be authorized to expend money on behalf
of any candidate in this race.

Although I clearly support my son in this race,* my primary
purpose in sending this letter was not to expressly advocate
the election or defeat of either candidate. My reason for
sending this letter was solely to inform some personal
friends who are not normally active in politics of the iden-
tity of Joe Barton's opponent. It is my understanding that
under the First Amendmyent of the United States Constitution
and the Federal Election Code, this is my right.

In summary, each of my letters was a personal letter to
a personal friend on personal stationery written and paid
for by me. It was not sent indiscriminately to voters in
the Sixth Congressional District. The total expense of
this correspondence was probably less than $20. During
the entire calendar year of 1986, I have not expended even
$100 on political campaigns or issues aside from contribu-
t ions I have made to candidates.

I will be happy to respond to any questions you may have
and to cooperate in any way in the investigation of this
matter. Although I understand that the Federal Election
Conission is merely doing its job in investigating this
complaint,, I personally find it regrettable that matters
of this minor magnitude require the Coimmission' s attention.
In this regard, I have enclosed a copy of a newspaper article
which appeared in the Bryan College Station Eagle on Tuesday,,
August 5, 1986. 1 am of the 3pinion that the true motivation



Federal Election, Cs i1stn
August. 28. 98
Page 3

behind the filing Of this coqlai*pt wssolely to ObtMAi
press cowrge Ciswl wSAdLIar to the, enWC)oM wea

Enclosures

of August, 1986.

Notary Public, tt of Texms

My Cormission expires:

May 31,, 1989

Notary's Nam~ Printed:

F. Helen Will'an
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OLLIAM C. CONNER*

M4ay 9, 1986

Our good Congressman Joe Barton has told se of your loyal
support for him and we surely need you to help Joe make It to the
finish line.

o On Saturday, June 28, 1986, Vice President George lush hasgiven us his commitment to appear with Joe at the Worthington inFort Worth. Enclosed is a sample of our Invitation for the
dinner with a list of his major supporters. Will you once again

C help Joe by agreeing to join me in support of this event?
1. Can we use your name as It appears on our sample letter?
2. 1 beg you to join me in selling the equivalent of 2 gold

tables ($4,000).

C, Please call my assistant for this event, Karen Harrison, at
817/346-9102.

CO-,The Congressman deeply appreciates your comitment.

Sincerely,

William C. Conner

711 HOUSTON STREETiFoRT WORTH. TExAs 76M0 3-9
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silly Ablo. oft&$
nhck Acut. MmFame

Joe Aobroes. U~ft Vat
Fell% AnkosO 1.ftn %Wth
Elizabeth "%metD~. ret bomh
letty And3ai. wont beth
Chaa Avery. Azlilgts
Vernon Baird. Failq bet
Jurn Ballard, Feet VWth
W. 0. DSakes DalI..
Lin Darbee. Dallas
'Esurice Darke"ele. Von beth
Louis Barnette 9m Worth
Caryl Serrelt. @ n bethf
Ramona seam. Ueerthil
Edward S. see&" Dalls
Louis Dochef9 r., e.Slae
H. C. 081akeg Slakewell. Fet bWI&
Mike Blubaugh. port uWnM
ginger and Jimy Smem, balMI
W. H. SeOen so Dalas
Jerry Boane. Dsiases
Bruce Dosvell, Fort beth
Altos Dowen. stys
N. a. Dnumo Drigh. Dallas
Norman Srinker. plans
tILie and Meaty?1. Siese". feree

Bruce Drwn safti
Robert 3. BruotIu. baheebote
John J1. Durgeam. ftrt Worth
N. L. Darten. Montgsmeiy
NEary lug and Jeoha Cap&*. Fart Worth
David Carrabbe. Diwan
Ruby Cary. Frt worth
Judy and Joe hosemy Feet Wat%
'. a. Dbarney Chapm. ft" worth
Jerry Chles, m08uaae
Fran and gil. ehilee. Fart Worth
Mac-urchilt. rant bul

Judy-wad asotes. deaetry
J6 Ann and Jebmy Cind. baelm

Loo~ Colas, .D., Mevasata
J40141 .Cllins. Dallas
Richard N. calline. Dellsa
eorg g and Moral& Callum. Alvaraoa

NIL=ha C. Causer. ft wouth
Jud Cramer. Frt wmith
James6A. Creel, ft Worth
James Cribbs. Anlngles
Tramel Crow. Dmol&*
Mitaw1~and Dill Davis. Ft birth

Jo i N esc. Dmilas
James Dumose. Fart birth
.1. Uplph 3111.. Sailas
Harold evette. Fart barsh
NSarian and Charles Fasllge tnnis
WIl"k Fitch. 0011"0gsStatien
Dick 'platt. mua
J. W. OJerryo Freemen. Iving
BaY4W H. Friedeen. Fet brth
R&Amii0 A. Galindo, Dryan
Taylor Candy. Frt birth
Ken rrett. Frt bilkh
JandGarvey. Fort worth
Lester eGeqnheimer. Corsicana
DL&4^nd Deity Getiendaner. Waxahachie
SettYe end Jim Gibbs. Crockett
Louis Gibson. N.D..* Corsicana
'ar~n Gibson. Dallas
?Jaoml and Fike Godfrey. part brth
Ronald Goldman. Fart borth
Cliff Granberry. Granhvry
Joseph N. Grant. Fart borth
Delton G. Griffin. N.D., lbustest
Kent Grusendori. ftrt bilkh
Evelyn and Eric Gugafgon. Cleburne
Nichel T. Helbouty. Neustemt
Willa T. marvey. Fart bath
John Mervimen. Ftf bilk
Woodrow Hensarling. Mdigmesille
John Neyburs. Houstes
John Hicks. Fpranklin
Eldon Highter. Frt birth
John H. mill. Cmils
King Charlie Millard. Frt bilkh
Price Hobqoed. Bryan
Thomas F. Hnlage. Fart burk
Leland A. Hodge. Fan birtk
pocert a. Halt
WLILam Hoae. Fart bilkh
Alex Howard. N.D..* Cleberne
4. liray Howard, Fart beth
Floyd V. Novesll. Solade
Walt Humans. Dallas
A. C. Hunsaker. Fart bilkh
4. H. Hunt. Dallas
Elton Hyder. Jr.. Falrt Worth
Walter Jolley. 2%0 beodleads
Frank a. Kiell. Grsabry
John D. King. N.D..* Dallas
Robert Klabsubs. Fart borth

S

LETTER THAT WILL SERVE AS INVITATION TO
THE EVENT

Dear &Salutation& I

We need your help and financial support -for
Congressman Joe Barton. on Saturdayr June 28th.
we are holding a fundraising event for Joe. Vice
President George Bush will be the guest of honor.

Joe is in a tough race this year. He is one
of the top targets of the National Democratic
Party. His opponent is personally wealthy. A
successful event with Vice President Bush will
help Joe match his opponent's personal and
National Democratic Party resources.

The Vice President will speak at a dinner at
the Worthington Hotel in Fort Worth beginning at
7:00 p.m. The dinner will be preceded by a
private reception at 6:00 p.m. Photographs will
be taken with guests and the Vice President at the
private reception.

Gold Tables (those near the front) are
$2s000. If you buy or sell a Gold Table you have
the option of sitting on the diaz with the Vice
President, or having nine guests of your choice at
your table. If you buy or sell a Gold Table you
also receive two tickets to the private reception,
have your picture made with the Vice President,
and will be listed as a member of the Host
Committee in the program.

Silver Tables (remaining tables near the
back) are $1,500. If you buy or sell a Silver
Table you get to have nine guests of your choice
sit at your table. You also receive two tickets
to the private reception, have your picture made
with the Vice President,, and will be listed as a
member of the Host Committee in the program.

Combined reception and dinner tickets are
$500. For this price you get two tickets to the
private reception, and get your picture taken with
the Vice President. You also get two dinner
tickets at a Silver Table.

Gold d
this price
are seated

inner tickets are $200 per person.
you get one ticket to the dinner,

at a Gold Table (near the front).

For
and

er Ug"M
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Bob Lanier. M.D.. Pot% Worth
James Lightner, Riehareo
Harry Lucas. Jr.# kiase
Charles Lundellas. Popt WO
Ron Lusk, Fort MWOrth
Jomes Lyon. Nfutmo
George Marti. Cleiro
Mrs. Nicholas Mertifto Or.* fert Werth
Sen Matheson. lOWt Worth
Dan Mathesoni. Aoti. U,
James A. MiddletOs, beloo
George P. Mitce~ll 05Psea ti
Robert J. Mitchell: = = 4" rWalter a. mis, Cleboume
w. A. Moncrief. Or*. Pert Worth
Darls and Jim Mast Nos Pert North aBarton Munro. Callg Sta~tio
3. P. Munaone Jr..o Wo~ Prth
0de11 Mcarayer. Berloof
Robert MoCamey. Pert Verth
Ron McCrady. 2nnis
Jammes McCulloch, Fert Worth
John McMillen. Port Worth tiAddis T. McNamabra. Pert Worth
L. Wiies~ MCNutto Or.. CorsiCeana
Carter Montgomery, Dallas
J. a. Morris. Part Wortha
wade fowlin. Fort Northb
Peter O'Donnell, Dallas
tmil Ogden. College StatIes
Clit Overcash. Fort Pertb
Rita and 3d Palm. Fort North
David S. Parker. Port Wortha

Eat~Parer.Fort Worth a6. N. Pr oly Parrott* kallas
Lee Paulsel. Fort North
1Dothy IPatras. Mo., Wort North
Jasmes N. Patterson, Jr.# Fort worth
Martin Psrlmn. Nusetom
soW erry. Houston
Ruasell N. Perry. Dallas
sookman Peters. Bryan
Meewin D. Peters. *Iryan
Dan 0. Poland. Fort Worth

Weir~e Price. Bnnie
jacb N. Rains. Houston
Debbie and Don Reynolds. Fort Perth
John V. Roach. Fort Perth
Gone Rodgers. Mid lothian
Joan and San Rosen. Fort Perth
Z. M. Rosenthal, Pert Worth
DoC5S"Nanford. N.C.,* Fairfield
Edgar a. Schollair. Pert Perth
Allan Schulkin. M.D., Dallas
Chles Seely. Fort Perth
T=m Seymour. 111, Fort Perth
taliA. Shields. Jr.. ?ort Perth
JohnShivers. Pert Perth
Charles Simmons. Fort Perth

Da~Skelton. M.D.. H illsboro
Cx Slton. Fort North

Ruth Carter Stevenson. Pert Perth
M. 0Stonaker. Dallas

M 6 D . Streator. Oranbury
Thomas M. Taylor. Fort Perth
C. A. Thomas. Granbury
Gillis Thomas. Dallas
C. Victor Thorniton. Fort Perth
Phyllis and Joe A. Tilley. Jr..* Fort worth
Ries Tilley. Jr.. FoPrt Perth
Kay Z. Tinner. Dallas
Jese Upchurch. Pert Perth
Chester Upham, Jr.,* Mineral Valls
Ed Vetter. Dallas
Parton Wakefield. Bryan
James Walker. Pert Perth
Kenneth P. Walker. Corsicana
Kay and Sam Wells. Cleburne
Bobby Walters. Centerville
Janet and Ken Nord. Unim
Lester Weatherby. Fort Perth
Arthur 3. Nessely. Dallas
Ralph Wilson. Temple

Silver tickets are $150 per person. For
rice you get one ticket to the dinner* and
mated at a Silver Table (remaining tables).

this
are

A Youth Reception will be held for those
ader 35 years of age for $50 per person. ftr
iin price the contributor will attend a private
iception with the Vice President, get 'his/her
Lcture taken with the Vice President, and becoe

member of the Young Professional Steering
Dmmittee to Re-elect Congressman Barton.

We urgently request your participation in
As event. The success of the event depends on
Dur commitment. Please send your reply, check,
Ad information requested for the Secret Service
f' Friday. May 30.

We look forward to hearing from you, and
ppreciate your consideration. Please call us at
L7-346-9102 if you need additional information.
~assistant is Karen Harrison.

Sincerely.

Bill Conner
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Dear bills

Yes. I will serve as a member of the Host Committee for the
dinner for Congressman Joe Barton.

I wiil beo responsible for
per table.

I will be responsible for - I
per table.

Gold Tables at $20000

Liver Tables at $10500

Yes. I will serve as a member of the Host Committee for

~the dinner for Congressman Joe Barton. but am unable to
attend. Enclosed are my checks totaling ...j2fLOO or

$1. 500.

Yes. I would like tickets at

$250 each to attend the private reception and attend
the dinner.

$200 each to attend the dinner and be seated at a Gold
Table (near the front).

$150 each to attend the dinner and be seated at a
Silver Table (remaining tables).

Yes. I am under 35 years of age and would like to attend the
Youth Reception with Vice President Bush. Enclosed Is my
check for tickets at $50 each.

I'. sorry, but I'm unable to participate In
'I however I want to help Congressman Barton be

Enclosed is my contribution of __$500,
$,1000 Other.

this event.
res-elected.

$...2500

FOR HOST COMMITTEE ONLY
Press* indicate how you would like your name along with your
Spouse or Co-Host to appear on the program, Printing deadline is
June 6.

Names as to appear on program

All attendees:

Name

Address

Area Code and Telephone Number

Social Security Number

City. State, -n-d Zip

Employer'Occupat-iol

MKE CHECK PAYABLE Tot The Congressman Joe Barton Comittee
6143 Wedgwood Drive
Fort Worth. Texas 76133

PLEASE INCLUDE THE NAMES OF YOUR TABLE GUESTS FOR THE DINNER.

FEC REGULATIONS DO NOT ALLOW US TO ACCEPT CORPORATE CHECKS.

?sid fobyw the o -esmian Joe Bartn Commite
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BRYAN COLLEGE STATION EAGLE
TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1986

Com1plaint filed against Pete Geren
Bly JANN SNELL

Staf Writer
A complaint alleging violations of

the Federal Election Codc has been
iled against Democratic congres-
sional candidate Pete Geren and his
father, Preston Gerco Jr. of Fort
Worth.

Tarrant County Republican Chair-
man Nick Acuff sent the complaint,
dated July 3 1, by certified mail to the
Fedeal Election Commission.

The complaint involves a letter
-Geme's father sent May 19 to some-

one whom incumbent Republican
U. S. Rep. Joe Barton had asked to
serve on his Tarrant County steering
committee. The recipient's name is
whited out, and the etter is signed

Acuff alleges in his complaint that
the letter violates the election code
because it does not contain a political
disclaimer on the letter or envelope
informing the recipient who paid for
or authorized the letter.

The letter encourages the recipient
not to become a member of Barton's
steeri.ng committee.

"Joe has not been an influential
congressman; his support of Presi-
dent Reagan is not nearly as effective
on critical issues as that of Charles
Stenholm or Sen. Russell Long,"'jPreston (3eren writes.

"in other words, party affiliation,
though important, is not as critical as

Barton, Geren to debate by phone
Republican congressman Joe

Barton and Democratic challenger
Pete Geren will have their frst de-
bate Thursday in Magnolia.

The only problem, Barton said
Monday, is that he will not be able
to attend the debate because Con-
gress will be voting on defense
appropriations Thursday and
Friday.

Barton said be hopes to provid-
his part of the argument through atelephone hook-up, but that he also
will have representatives at the
forum.

Barton said he agreed to the de-
bate because House members can
usually leave Thursday afternoons

a conservative with leadership qual-
ities. It's not very often that you per-
sonally know and can vote for a
candidate for national office and has
proven academic, athletic, business,
legal and leadership qualities. You
know that if Pete is elected, he will be
accountable to you. "

Pete Geren said that his father has
sent out several letters to his friends,
and that the election code does not
require a personal letter to canr._ a
disclaimer on a discussion of political
leanings.

The complaint "sounds crazy,"

and not miss any important votes.
But he said the House leadership

announced on Friday that work on
defense appropriations would de-
mand work and votes fromn con-
gressmen through this work week.

The Magnolia debate starts at
7:30 p.m. and will be held in the
gymnasium of the First Baptist
Church.

Two other debates have also
been scheduled between Barton
and Geren. One is scheduled for 8
p. m. Oct. 2 at the Bedias Civic
Club in Bedias. A radio dete will
air Sept. 12 on Conroe station
KMUV.

Geren said.
"if it's a violation, I'm surprised,

and a whole lo of people in America
have violated the law," he added.

Geren has said that Barton's cam-
paign distributed an earlier letter,

alowritten by Geren's father,
apparently because it said the two
would vote similarly.

Although Geren said his father,
acting outside his campaign, has sent
letters to ony a small group of po
ple. Acuff. in his conyiat. and Br
tont said they believe the May 19 letter
was received by my people.

Barton said he asked moe m a
100 persons to be members of his

steigcommite. lie believes most
oftoepeople received letters from

Preston Gere.
Barton. who said be did nam know

Of the official complaint until Mon-
day, said he sent a copy of the ler to
Acuff, believing it violated the elec-
tion code.

In addition to asking the election
cmission to deem the letters poli-

tical literature requirng disclaimers,
Acuff claims, that Preston Geren
violated the electio code by paying
for the letters because he has already
given his son the maximum contribu-
tion allwed by law. Gemsn ha
already conributed $1,000 to his
son's primary campaign and $1,000
to his general election campaign.

Eiland said that the six-member
commission will give the Getens, 15
days to respond and that it will prob-
ably meet in about a mouii to dew-
mine whether there's a reason to be-
lieve a violation occurred.

If the commtission believes there
could have been a violation, it will
conduct its own investigation, Eiland
said.

Ifsa violation is found, the eommas-
sio can ask the violato to pay a
$5.000 fine or the cost of the m~atm
that was determind a violation.
whichever is higher.

V.
~.

"S
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August 28, 1985

Federal Election Comission
1325 K Street, NWV
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Mr. Lawrence 14. Noble 1
Deputy General Counsel 20

C~i u
Re: MtUR2217

Dear Mr. Noble:

In response to the complaint f iled by Mr. D. Nicholas Avuff -

on behalf of my opponent in the Sixth Congressional Distriob- in gT
Texas, I respectfully submit the following information. _4 I

The author of the correspondence which is the subject matter
C, of the complaint, my father, Preston 14. Goren, Jr., is not sub-
Cject to my direct control. I had no advance knowledge that my

father was going to draft and send this letter. In f act,, I
didn't learn of the letter's existence or its dispatch until

N after it had been sent. it is my understanding that no officer
or employee of the Pete Geren for Congress Committee had any
advance knowledge of my father's letter or his intention to draft

7% and send same.

1r~r my father is not and has never been an officer of the Pete
Geren for Congress Committee. He has not received any compen-
sation or reimbursement from the Committee. He has not been
authorized to spend money by or for the Committee or my campaign.
In short, Preston M. Geren, Jr. wrote the subject letter on his
own. Although I appreciate my father's efforts on my behalf,
neither I nor my campaign organization had anything to do with
this letter.

It is my understanding of the Federal Election Code that the
Pete Geren for Congress Committee, FEC I.D. No. 115703, is
required to report all contributions to my campaign. We have
endeavored to do so meticulously. However, it is also my under-
standing -that the Code does not require my Committee to report
items such as my father's letter with which we had nothing what-
soever to do and of which we had no advance knowledge. I under-
stand that such correspondence under these circumstances is not a
"contribution" as defined by the Federal Election Code.



Federal Eleti~on C00tR#$.61
August 26, 1"41
Page 2

I am ready to. o~ ae in any way if further information is
deemed necessary by trih*to ~ision. If. on the otherhadte
Comission is of the", pinion that Mr. Acuff'S COMPlaint in an
meritless as I believe It to be, I would appreciate notice of
disposition -of this matter at the Commission's earliest con-
venience.

Sinc y

Preston M. Geren# III

SWORN ADSBCIE BEOE49 onti th &(ayof
0 Ugust,196

Rotary Pub1vsae&I xs

My commission expires: Notary's Name Printed:

___ _______ DOROW7, WnIJI6c



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. MW4~

ill 
August 13, 1986

Mr. D. Nicholas Acuff
3886 Hulen, Suite 316
Forth Worth, TX 76107

Dear Mr. Acuff:

This letter will acknowledge receipt of a complaint
filed by you which we received on August 6, 1986, alleging
possible violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended (the "Act"), by Mr. Preston.M. Geren, Jr.,
Mr. Preston M. (Pete) Geren, III, Pete Geren For Congress
Committee and Mr. Clyde H. Wells. The respondents will be

C7 notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes
final action on your complaint. Should you receive any addi-
tional information in this matter, please forward it to this
office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the
same manner as the original complaint. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints. We have
numbered this matter under review MUR 2217. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence. If you have any
questions, please contact Lorraine F. Ramos at (202) 376-
3110.

or Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELFECTION COMMISSION
WASI4NCTOt4, O.C. M*a

August 13, 1986

Preston me. Goren# Jr.
4206 South Kulen, Suite 619
Fort Worthe TX 76133

Re: MUR 2217

Dear Mr, Goren:

CO The Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that you may have violated certain sections of

V. the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the
"Act*), A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have num-

C bered this matter MUR 2217. 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 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

%r matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted

cc under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C.S 437g (a) (4) (B) and S 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,



-

2-

Uyou have any-questions, please contact Charles
Snyder, te ttry signed to this mattte at (262) 376-
8206. For your I nformationp we have attached a brief
description of the Comission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Sincerely#

Charles N. Steele

General C unsel

Y* wrnce A1.
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosures
%r Complaint
Ck Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION.COMMISSION
WASHINGTOK 04 MW*

August 13, 196

Preston M, (Pot*) Geroe, ItI
4266 South Ilulen, Suit* 619
Fort Worth, TX 76133

Re: MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Goren:

The Federal Election Commissionl received a complaint
which alleges that you may have violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971# as amended (the

o "Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have num-

o bered this matter MUR 2217. 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 this

C4 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.S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 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
Comm iss ion.



If ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~14 yc s s .. tm.pes otact cbailes
Sa8 s tbe *tt$si.gsed to this mattoe at (292) 376-
0316. 1.ve.: Iwxw"Otiose we have attadb.4 a btief
desoviytles off the Cinissions Procedure colt handling

Sinaerelye

Charles so Steele
General -cinsel

Deputy General Counsel

anclosuces
compla£ it
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS*HCTQ. C.C. a*3

August 13, 1986

Pete Geren For Congress Comitte
Clyde H,. Wells, as Treasurer
4206 South Ilulen, Suite 601
Fort Worth* TZ 76199

Re: MUR 2217

Dear Mr. Wells:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that you, as treasurer, and Pete Geren For

o Congress Committee, may have violated certain sections of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the
"Act"). A copy of the complaint Is enclosed. We have num-
bered this matter MUR 2217. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

NUnder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate
in writing that no action should be taken against you and
Pete Geren For Congress Committee in this matter, Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Coin-
mission may take further action based on the available

C ~inf ormation.

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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 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 Comission 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 sr ~many qwastionst plOaS* cOtwct Charles
a to., tie: attoa a9M s*signed to this' smtte:,o at (262) 376-
Sja&n. yog j~u tfomationp we have attoced a brief
dectiption of th Commission's pcocedure for handling

Sincerely#

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



C QkC

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASWNCTOt. 0 C. X0463

MF140RNDUM TOs

FRONs

DATE:

SUBJECT:

THE COMMIISSION

MARJORIE V. 31(0118 Darlene SmallD

August 11, 1986

NUR 2217 - Complaint

The attached has been circulated for your

information.

Attachment



2avant County Republican Pry

July 31. 1.986 9Al t

Certified Mail 0P469 922 926

General Counsel
Federal Election Committee
1325 K Street NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sir:

I an filing this complaint pursuant to the provisions of 2

U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a) and provide the following informations

PARTIES

Complainant - D. Nicholas Acuff
3880 Iltlen, Suite 310
Fort Worth, Texas 76107

Respondents - Preston H4. Geren, Jr.
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

Preston H. Geren, III ("Pete Geren")
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

All factual statements made herein are made on information

and belief.

FACTS

Preston M. Geren, III is a candidate for the U.S. House of
Representatives for the Sixth Congressional District of Texas.

On or about May 1.9, 1986., Preston M. Geren, Jr. made an
expenditure for the purpose of financing a communication
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identifiable candidate. I have examined a copy of such
communication and enclose a true and accurate photocopy of it
(with the name of its recipient deleted to protect his
privacy). I believe that original copies of such communication
were mailed or otherwise delivered to numerous recipients.
Such communication in no place discloses who paid for or
authorized it.

P.O. BOX 745 10 FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76101 0 PHONE: (817) 332-9371



MAY 19, 1986

You recently received a letter from our friend Bill Coiwwr
which included your name on a prpsd"steering cit~
letter on behalf of Joe Barton. Bill failed to informn you
that Joe'sa opponent is Pete Geren.-

If you are persuaded Joe can be a more effective reptesena-
tive in Congress than Pete, f ine, but I would like to ask
you to consider sonse facts: Joe has not been an influential
congressmean; his support of President Reagan is not nearly
as effective on critical issues as that of Charles Stenhlm~
(D., Tex.) or Senator Russell Long (D., La.); in other words,
party affiliation, tho~ugh inpo-rtant * is not as -critical
as a conservutive with leadrship qualities. It's niot very
often that you personlly know and can vote for a candidate
for national office and who has proven academic, athletic,
busines, legal and leadrship qualities.

You know that if Pete is elected, he will be accountable
to-you.

Pete mae a great showing in the primaries, having garnered
86 percent of the vote in the Democratic pritmary. Pete
received a total of 33,888 votes to Joe Barton's 17,036
and I I m certain that many of Pete's supporters voted in
the Republican primary and, therefore, could not cast their
ballot for him; they can in Noventber. The people of Texas
and the Sixth Congressional District have a unique oppor-
tunity to put- an effective representative in Congress.
If you agree, I hope you will advise Bill Conner not to
use your narre. If you have questions, please call me or
Pete.

Sincerely,

4200 South Hulen. Suite 619 - Fort Worth, Texas 76109 - 817/732-0549



If such coa"Wication, were pid tr by 4 rotou It. Geren.e
Jr.r it will ceestitute an i1e"al- .XsiWVe contribution
because Mr. Geren* Jr. has already @W0t%1~vted, his legal
maximum for this candidate for this *IeotisncCku.C
Report of Pete Geren forv Congress dated Mwoebot So M3* On
page 7 of 23 of that portion of" the report e~tit-led ie
Receipts*. and relevant to Line 11A of the report. whereli It is
reported that Preston K1. Geren, Jr. cOn tribu*ted, *a,8oo.OO0
$tOOO.OO for the primary election. and $1#0004'O0 for the
general election),

Furthermore, no Federal Election Comission report filed by
Pete Geren for Congress reports any in-kind contribiution from
Preston M. Geren* Jr. that reasonably might relate to the
communication complained of.

VIOLATIONS

The matters complained of herein violate the following
provisions of applicable law:

2 U.S.C. Sec, 441(d)Ca), as implemented by 11 C.F.Re Sec.
110.11(a). regarding the requirement of -disclosing the
authority of and payment for a political communication;

2 U.S.C. Sec. 441(a)(1), as implemented by 11 C.F.R. Sec.
110.1(a)(1), regarding dollar limits on contributions by
individuals; and

2 U.s.c. Sec. 434(b)(2)(a), as implemented by 11 C.F*R.
Sec. 104.3(a)(2)o regarding the reporting of contributions.

REQUEST

I urge the Federal Election Commission to take the
appropriate punitive actions regarding these and such other
violations as it may discover in the discharge of its duties.

Thank you for your attentic
are any questions I may answer.

3n Please contact me if there

Si~l7

w ii. choClL AUtm ~

AD SUBSCRIBED before this -a

o f T 4x 96

Ui .*. 0.um .. -; I& 2 at

Ntay Pu biae E Tomn
MY CommIm Epirse 8-14M

Print Nae 11
my commission Exp1res:,1 I'
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Tarrant County Republican Prty

July 31, 1986 All:t

Certified Mail #P469 922 926

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

Dear Sir:

I am filing this complaint pursuant to the provisions of 2

U.S.C. Sec. 437g(a) and provide the following information:

PARTIES

0 Complainant - D. Nicholas Acuff

-3880 Hulen, Suite 310

Fort Worth, Texas 76107

Respondents - Preston M. Geren, Jr.
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619
Fort Worth, Texas 76133

Preston M. Geren, III ("Pete Geren")
4200 South Hulen, Suite 619

oFort Worth, Texas 76133

All factual. statements made herein are made on information
and belief.

FACTS

cc Preston M. Geren, III is a candidate for the U.S. House of

Representatives for the Sixth Congressional District of Texas.

On or about May 19, 1986, Preston M. Geren, Jr. made an
expenditure for the purpose of financing a communication
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identifiable candidate. I have examined a copy of such
communication and enclose a true and accurate photocopy of it
(with the name of its recipient deleted to protect his
privacy). I believe that original copies of such communication
were mailed or otherwise delivered to numerous recipients.
Such communication in no place discloses who paid for or
authorized it.

P.O. BOX 745 * FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76.101 a PHONE: (817) 332-9371I



If s"Ouch o om'Uniston, Wore Paid fo -by, .Preston t4, oren#
Jr., itl o iue an ileal evaseiv* contribution
because mr9  Gtrens Or. has alted con ttIid'tad hisa legalI
maximum for ,this can444to for hi electioft." (See F.E.C.
Report of -Pete , Gerew, for, CongresA aited Rvejmber 5, 1985 on
page 7 of 23 of -that port on ofte ot entitled "Itemizsed
Receipts'* and relevant-to1n 3l f this report Wherein it In
reported that Preston' IS. 6oront. jr, con'tributed *2,000.00 -
$1.000.00 for* the primary* election and, *,000.00 for the
general election).

Furthermore, no Federal Elect ion: Commission report filed by
Pete Geren for Congress , reports any in-kind contribution from
Preston M. Gerens Jr. that reasonably might relate to the
commu nication complained of.

VIOLATIONS

The matters complained of herein violate the following
provisions of applicable law:

2 U.S.C. Sec. 441(d)(a), as implemented by 11 C.F.R. Sec.
110.11(a), regarding the requirement of disclosing the
authority of and payment for a political communication;

2 U.S.C. Sec. 441(a)(1), as implemented by 11 C.F.R. Sec.
110.1(a)(1), regarding dollar limits on contributions by
individuals; and

2 U.S.C. Sec. 434(b)(2)(a), as implemented by 11 C.F.R.
Sec. 104.3(a)(2)p regarding the reporting of contributions.

REQUEST

I urge the Federal Election Commission to take the
appropriate punitive actions regarding these and such other
violations as it may discover in the discharge of its duties.

Thank you for your attention.
are any questions I may answer.

Please contact me if there

D. Nicholas Acu:

of fOc 19.

N*U
Wtrus Pub w., -tto ea

NOWaY PVbic, SW, TunsA3MY Commission Expire 81449
Print Nae
My Commission Explres:_______,



May 19, 1986

You recently received a letter from our friend Bill Conner
which included your name on a proposed "steering conittee"
letter on behalf of Joe Barton. Bill failed to inform you
that Joe's opponent is Pete Geren.

If you are persuaded Joe can be a more effective representa-
tive in Congress than Pete, f ine, but I would like to ask
you to consider some facts: Joe has not been an influential
congressman; his support of President Reagan is not nearly
as effeotive on critical issues as that of Charles Stenholm
(D., Tex.) or Senator Russell Long (D., La.); in other words,
party affiliation, though important, is not as Critical
as a conservative with leadership qualities. It's not very
often that you personally know and can vote for a candidate
for national office and who has proven academic, athletic,
business, legal and leadership qualities.

You know that if Pete is elected, he will be accountable
to you.

Pete made a great showing in the primaries, having garnered
86 percent of the vote in the Democratic primary. Pete
received a total of 33,888 votes to Joe Barton's 17,036
and I'm certain that many of Pete's supporters voted in
the Republican primary and, therefore, could not cast their
ballot for him; they can in November. The people of Texas
and the Sixth Congressional District have a unique oppor-
tunity to put an effective representative in Congress.
If you agree, I hope you will advise Bill Conner not to
use your name. If you have questions, please call me or
Pete.

4200 South Ilulen, Suite' 619 - Fort Worth, Texas 76109 - 917/732 0549
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