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999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20004
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Dear Mr. Noble,

I am the Republican candidate for U.S.

Congress in the 5th
District of Missouri.

On Priday, November 4, 1988 the Chamber of Commerce of
Greater Kansas City is holding a forum which is open to the
public, for my Democratic opponent, Alan Wheat.

‘78

Enclosed is a copy of a letter which I have sent to the
Chamber of Commerce requesting equal time. At first, they said it
would not be possible for me to obtain egual time. On Friday,
October 28, the next day, Mary Troppitto of the Chamber called
and offered to take me on a tour with a group from the Chamber,
along with the City Council.

Since it was an unequal opportunity for me, I persisted in
my request for equal time at the forum. The following Monday,
October 31, Mr. Tom Kilbride of the Chamber called back and
talked to my campaign manager offering aa opportunity to speak
for five minutes at the end of my opponent's speech.

I continued to press for equal time.

Mr. Tom Kilbride of the Chamber told me when I called him on
Tuesday, November 1, that when I was elected, the Chamber would
hold a luncheon for ME. He then said that he would call Mr.
Wheat's office and check to see if the equal-time opportunity
would be agreeab:e with themn.

8 3 N 407 6

Mr. Kilbride called back on Wednesday, November 2, and
recinded the five-minute offer he had made earlier. He said that
I was welcome to come to the luncheon as a guest and that I would
be able to ask a gquestion from the floor.

I would like to point out to you that the Chamber is a non-
profit corporation and that they receive tax money from the City
of Kansas City. To hold a public forum for my opponent four days
before an election certainly is an attempt to aid his campaign.
The Political Action Committee of the Chamber gave Alan Wheat a
8500 contribution in December of 1987 and has given him
contributions in other years as well.

J.S. Congress, Missouri 5th District
Christopher Lobb, Treasurer
CONTRIBUTIONS ARE NOT TAX DEDUCTIBLE
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It is an affront to me as a taxpayer to have an institution
which receives MY tax money staging an event designed to make my
election more Aifficult. No citizen will have any rights if we

allow such a travesty of justice to go unchallenged. If we carry
this to its obvious conclusion, free elections may become a thing
of thn past.

Even now, about 98.8% of incumbents are re-elected because
of their built-in advantages. To allow corporations to receive
the challenger's tax money and use it against that challenger 1is
unthinkable.

It would also appear to be a vioclation of the IRS code,
since they have a tax-exempt status.

According to the knowledge which is available to me, it
appears that The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City is
violating election laws by holding such an event and that nmy
opponent is possibly violating those same laws by accepting this
offer. This event shoulad be reported as an "in-kind"
contribution to his campaign, as this constitutes a clear support
of his re-election.
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May I hear from you soon?

Sincerely,

Republican Candidate for U.S.
Congress, Missourl 8th District

D407 6

I, Mary Ellen Lobb, do swear that the facts set forth are true to
the best of my knowledge, information and belief.
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Marz/ llen Lobb
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ALICE |. COMSTOCK
NOTARY PUBLIC - State Of Missourd

Commissioned in Jackson County
My commission expires June 2, 1991




- LOBB FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
P.O. Box 10255 '

Kansas City, Missouri 64111

(816) 531-7821

October 27, 1988

Mr. Richard Green, Chairman of the Board
Eansas City Chamber of Commerce

920 Main St., 6th Floor

Kansas City, Mo. 64105

Dear Mr. Green,

It has come to my attention that there will be a well-
publicized forum on November 4, 1988 featuring my opponent, Alan
Wheat, as the main speaker at a luncheon at the Allis Plaza Hotel
and sponsored by the Chamber of Commerce.

As you know, the election is very close and giving nmy
opponent this kind of an advantage so very close to an election
could certainly be considered as taking sides in the election. I
do not think it is your intention to do so and I am requesting
equal space at this forum.
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I'm sure you realize that some of my Kansas City tax money

O
goes to the Chamber and that it could possibly be interpreted as
~ a violation of the Federal Election Commission rules, as well as
= a violation of IRS rules.
< It is not my intention to be difficult, but 98.5% of
incumbents were re-elected in 1986. Besides the advantage of
o) having $§500,000 per year to pay a congressional staff and being
able to have this staff accompany him on the campaign trail, Mr.
o Wheat has franking privileges, a mobile van (which is ubiquitous

and bears his name on the exterior) and an enormous number of PAC
contributions, including $500 from your Chamber PAC in this vyear
and other years.

q

It does appear to me to be a direct effort to support his
campaign as well as an egregious assault on the American concept
of fairness in elections.

I am looking forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

P

Mary£§Z?en Lobb

Cc. Robert W. McGregor
Ed Sterling
Rick Holcomb, NRCC

U.S. Congress, Missouri 5th District
Christopher Lobb, Treasurer
CONTRIBUTIONS ARE NOT TAX DEDUCTIBLE




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION. D C 246t mmr 9' 1988

SPECIAL DELIVERY

The Honorable Alan Wheat
1204 Longworth House Office
Building

Washington, DC 205135-2305

MUR 2775
The Honorable Alan
Wheat

RE:

Dear Mr. Wheat:

o This letter is to notify you that on Novesber 4, 1988, the

’ Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that you may have violated certain sections of the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 277S.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Due to administrative oversight, this correspondence was not
sent to you earlier. Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal wsaterials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission’'s analysis of
this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be subaitted
under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel ‘s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. You "are encouraged tc respond to this
notification promptly. In order to facilitate an expeditious
response, we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage paid, special
delivery envelope. If no response is received within 135 days,
the Commission may take further action based on the available

information.

7094076

The complaint may be dismissed by the Commission prior to
the receipt of your response if the evidence submitted does not
indicate that a violation of the Act has been committed. Should
the Commission dismiss the complaint, you will be notified by
overnight express mail.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a) (4)(B) and Section 437g(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 unless
you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.
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intend to be represented by counsel in this satter,
Please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

I1f you

stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any nottftc.ttons and
other communications from the Commission. i

If you have any questions, pidaso contact Joan Stieber at

(202) 376-56%90.
Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

L —

By: Lois G. roner
Associatp General Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Envelope
Form

m
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C Jthdat Noverber 9' 1988

SPECIAL DELIVERY

Chamber of Commerce of Greater
Kansas City

600 Charter Bank Center

920 Main Street

Kansas City, MO 64105

RE: MUR 2775
Chamber of Commerce of
~ Greater Kansas City

Gentlemen:

This letter is to notify you that on November 4, 1988, the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that you may have violated certain sections of the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have nuasbered this satter MUR 277S.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Due to administrative oversight, this correspondence was not
sent to you earlier. Under the Act, you have the opportunity to
demonstrate in writing that no action should be taken against you
in this matter. Please submit any factual or 1legal wmsaterials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of
this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be subasitted
under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel ‘s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. You are encouraged to respond to this
notification promptly. In order to facilitate an expeditious
response, we have enclosed a pre—addressed, postage paid, special
delivery envelope. If no response is received within 15 days,
the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

The complaint may be dismissed by the Commission prior te
the receipt of your response if the evidence submitted does not
indicate that a violation of the Act has been committed. Should
the Commission dismiss the complaint, you will be notified by
overnight express mail.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a)(4)(B) and Section 437g(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 unless
you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the satter to
be made public.
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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 nusber of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission. i o

If you have any questions, please contact Joan Stieber at
(202) 3I76-54690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Naoble
General Counsel

R

. By: Lois 87 Lerner
3 Associatey General Counsel

M £y Enclosures

o Complaint
Procedures

ko Envelope

Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463 November 9, 1988

SPECIAL DELIVERY

Ms. Mary Ellen Lobb
Lobb For Congress Comamittee
PO Box 10255

Kansas City, MO 64111

Dear Ms. Lobb:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 4, 1988, of
your complaint against the Hororable Alan Wheat, and the Chamber
of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, alleging viclations of the
Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been assigned
to analyze your allegations. The respondents will be notified of
this complaint within 24 hours. You will be notified as socon as
the Commission takes final action on your complaint. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
= Commission‘s procedures for handling complaints.

2
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Please be advised that this matter shall remain confidential
in accordance with 2 u.s.c. Sections 437g(a) (4) (B) and
4Z7g(a) (12) (A) wunless the respondents notify the Commission in
writing that they wish the matter to be made public.

Sincerely,

T9 0407

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois 6. Leyner
Ascscociate /General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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November 20, 1988

Federal Election Commission
Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Noble,

Enclosed is a copy of a letter which was written to Mr. R.
Crosby Kemper, Senior Chairman of the Board of United Missouri
Bank of Kansas City, by Mr. Clark Redick, First Vice-chairman of
the Board of the Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, after Mr.
Kemper had called to complain about my being excluded from what
Mr. Redick referred to as the "Wheat luncheon".

6

I am submitting this letter as evidence in my complaint to
the FEC.

I have a tape of the introduction and the speech made by Mr.
Wheat at that luncheon. Both the introduction by the Chamber host
and the speech by Mr. Wheat were extremely political in nature.

If you would care to have a tape of that speech, please
advise me.

It seems that by denying me access to the most prestigious
business organization in this city, my opportunity to gain
support for my candidacy, which represented much more of what the
national Chamber's goals are than did my opponent's, was
destroyed as far as my ability to attain funds and support from
the business communijity.

R 9040 7 6

Some Chamber members were totally unaware of and surprised
by the fact that the Chamber PAC supported someone whose stance
is as 1liberal as Mr. Wheat. However, if an opponent, such as
myself, 1s "blacked out" by a group that not only gets my tax
mcney, but also has tax-exempt status, free elections are not
possible for me or for anyone else.

We have reached the stage where 99% of incumbents are re-
elected. It should occur to someone in the FEC that there is an
inequity so enormous that we are, for all practical purposes,
electing people for life.

Only Congress can correct this! There is little 1likelihood
that this will happen.

U.S. Congress, Missouri 5th District
Christopher Lobb, Treasurer
CONTRIBUTIONS ARE NOT TAX DEDUCTIBLE
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A few PAC's will continue to support candidates who
represent the goals set forth by certain standards, but most
PAC's want "electability”". And considering the percentage of
incumbents being returned to Washington, along with the fact that
about 88% of PAC money goes to incumbents, it is clear that this
definition according to the present system, means that you must
be an incumbent.

I am asking what can be done to provide a climate for fairer
and freer elections.

What can I, as a citizen, do to correct this situation?
I will look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

i

Mary Ellen Lobb

A
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October 31, 1988

R. Crosby Kemper
Senior Chairman of the Board

© United Missouri Bank of Kansas City, n.a.
1010 Grand Avenue

P. O. Box 419226

L Kansas City, MO 64141-6226

Dear érosby:

Just a note regarding the Wheat luncheon. I appreciate
your mentioning this, and I have asked the Chamber to take
a fresh look at these affairs; i.e., either don't schedule
so close to an election or invite both candidates to

appear.

The Chamber has invited Wheat's opponent to the luncheon
as a floor gquest, and she of course may be recognized for
a question or comment. I have asked that Wheat's office

be so advised. If she handles herself well, she might be

o recognized for a brief statement from the floor at the end
of ﬁpe Program although I can't gqguarantee this. (A couple of
minuces.

Unfortunately, I will be out oftown so someone else will
be in the Chair, and I can't say with certainty how it
will be handled. Thanks for the input.

Very truly yours,

/ﬁ g

Clark G. Redick

CGR:1lc
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Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

1ol

RE: MUR 2775

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter is in response to your letter of November 9, 1988 received in
my office on November 14, 1988. I am responding to an allegation made by
my opponent, Mary Ellen Lobb, that I may have violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

On November 4, 1988, I addressed a group of individuals at a luncheon
forum sponsored by The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, whose
membership is drawn from the seven counties of the Missouri-Kansas
metropolitan area. The Chamber of Commerce hosts a series of such forums
with elected federal officials every year. Participants have included
Republican and Democratic Members of both the U. S. Senate and the U. S.
House of Representatives from Missouri and Kansas.

In my opinion, the luncheon was not a political event to benefit my
re-election efforts. My initial remarks included comments on the recently
completed 100th Congress. The floor was then opened to questions. This
format is comparable to that which I use for most of the public
appearances I make in response to requests from organizations that I speak
to their members.

In my reading of the federal campaign laws, no violations occurred in
conjunction with my November 4th appearance. However, if any questions
remain which require further clarification, I would be very happy to
address any specific questions which your office directs to me.

Sincerely,
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LATHROP KOONTZ & NORQUIST

2600 MUTUAL BENEFIT LIFE BUILDING
2345 GRAND AVENUE
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 64i08
(8i8) B42-0820

TELECOPIER (8I8) 421-0500
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940! INDIAN CREEK PARKWAY
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HOWARD A. CRAWFQRD®
THOMAS J. WHEATLEY
JACK W. B, HEADLEY
ROBERT J. VIRDEN
WILLIAM M. STAPLETON
JAMES R TIERNEY

W. M. BATES

CARL A, HUMMEL
WILLIAM M, LEEDY
DANIEL M, DiBBLE
CHARLES FRISBIE

MAURICE J. O'SULLIVAN, JR.

JOHN M. CALVERT
WILLIAM K. WAUGH 1il*
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IRWIN €. BLOND
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R. B. MILLER W1
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RONALD £. MANKA®
JEROME O. RIFFEL

H. STEVEN GRAHAM
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JOHN W, SHAW

JGHN J. CONNOR
MICHAEL W. AHODES
KATHRYN H. VRATIL®
WILLIAM RAY PRICE, J®.
THOMAS 8. STEWART
THOMAS PETER SCHULT
ALFRED N. HUPE JR.
GORDON E. WELLS, JR.*
TIMOTHY K, MCNAMARA
HARRY £. WIGNER, JR.*
JONATMAN R. HADEN
THOMAS J, MCMAHON
TERAY J. SATYERLEE
JOHN T. MAUGHMER
THOMAS A, RYAN

SUE PHILLIPS

BRIAN B. MYERS

ROBEAT M. ADAMS
CURTIS A. RMIZEX

W. JOSEMH HATLEY?

J. SHAWN CHALMERS
MARIBETH 8. MCMAMON
DAVID V. CLANK
DOUGLAS R. DALOLEISK
SUE M. MONEGGER
PETER F. DANICL
WILLIAM G. HOWARD®
CYNTHIA WEBER SCHERD
TODD F. CARLGON

PAUL G. KOONTZ
ELLIOT NORQUIST
RETIMECD

GARDINER LATHROP
1880-1938

BRIAN N, WOOLLEY CADHITTED It WRAGU AND sANSAS
PAUL 8. DEFORD ALL OTHINS ADNITIED w mASOUM

STEPHEN G. MITCHELL®

{(913) 481-0820 STEPHEN W JACOBSON
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November 29, 1988
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Federal Election Commission
General Counsel's Office
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Re: MUR2775

The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

%,

Gentlemen:

~ §

As attorney for The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas
City, we are responding to your November 9, 1988 letter. We
understand that your letter was prompted by a letter from the
Lobb for Congress Committee dated November 3, 1988, a copy of

which you have provided The Chamber. no
)

&

.,
{jg ot 89

A

No violation of the Federal Election Law has, in our
opinion, occurred. The forum to which Ms. Lobb objects was not a
candidate event. Rather, it was the fourth in a series of
Congressional Luncheon Forums to which three congressmen and a
senator were invited during the course of the year. The purpose
of the series is to make members of the Chamber aware of issues
before the Congress. (See the attached brochure which was mailed
to Chamber members in January, 1988.) There was no press release
or other general publicity to non-members of the Chamber. No
campaign literature was distributed at any of these forums nor
did any solicitation of contributions occur. Furthermore, only
representatives of members of the Chamber of Commerce were
invited. (See the October, 1988 mailer to members and the
October 21, 1988 article in the "Kansas Citian," the Chamber's
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Federal Election Commission
November 29, 1988
Page 2

newsletter to members.) Thus, the forum to which Congressman
Wheat was invited was nothing more than a Congressman performing
part of his official duties in connection with a Chamber
sponsored series of luncheons for the purpose of giving its
members an opportunity to learn first hand about issues before
the Congress.

Even if, however, solely because of the timing of this
forum so close to the election, it was insisted that this was, in
fact, a political event intended to influence the outcome of the
election (which it was not), the manner in which the forum was
conducted was in compliance with the Federal Election Law and
Regulations of the Federal Election Commission.

The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City is a trade
association qualified as a Section 501(c)(6) organization under
the Internal Revenue Code. Subparagraph (h) of 11 CFR § 114.8 of
the FEC's regulations deals with a trade association's
communications other than solicitations. It provides as follows:

§ 114.8(h). A trade association may make
communications, other than solicitations, to
its members and their families under the
provisions of § 114.3. When making
communications to a member which is a
corporation, the trade association may
communicate with representatives of the
corporation with whom the trade association
normally conducts the association’s
activities.

Section 114.3 addresses in subparagraph (c)(2) the subject
of partisan candidate appearances. It states (with parenthetical
inserts added to cross reference to Section 114.8(h)) as follows:

§ 114.3(c)(2). Partisan candidate and party
appearances. A corporation (or trade
associate) may allow a candidate or party
representative to address its stock holders
and executive or administrative personnel,
and their families (and representatives of
the corporation with whom the trade
association normally conducts the
association's activities), at a meeting,
convention or other function of the
corporation. . . . Employees outside the
restricted class of the corporation or labor
organization who are necessary to administer
the meeting, limited invited guests and




Federal Election Commission
November 29, 1988
Page 3

ocbservers, and representatives of the news
media may also be present during a candidate
or party representative appearance under
this section. The candidate or party
representative may ask for contributions to
his or her campaign or party, or ask that
contributions to the separate segregated
fund of the corporation or labor
organization be designated for his or her
campaign or party. The incidental
solicitation of persons outside the
corporation’s or labor organization's
restricted class who may be present at the
meeting as permitted by this section will
not be a violation of 11 CFR 114.5(g).

Accordingly, if you deem the Forums to be partisan
candidate appearances sponsored by a corporaticn, the Chamber has
the right to allow such a partisan appearance before its members,
including representatives of its corporate members with whom it
normally conducts Chamber business. This was not a public
forum. Virtually all of the 172 people in attendance were
Chamber members. With very few exceptions, the individuals in

attendance at the Wheat luncheon were the regular designated
representative of their company for all Chamber activities, or
volunteer members of the Chamber's Governmental Affairs Section.
Thus, the individuals in attendance were, as required by

§ 114.8(h), except for a limited number of guests and observers,
representatives of the corporate members with whom the Chamber
reqgularly conducts activities.

Although there is considerable hyperbole in Ms. Lobb's
letter to which I choose not to respond, I will correct one
misstatement of fact. Contrary to the impression created by Ms.
Lobb's letter, The Chamber does not receive contributions or
grants from the City of Kansas City or any other governmental
unit. Rather, it performs contract services for the City and
other governmental units, all in the area of economic
development. The Chamber is, of course, paid a fee for these
services. The City is also a dues paying member of the Chamber.

It seemed abundantly clear that the Congressional Luncheon
Forums were not partisan candidate appearances and, even if they
were, the manner in which they were conducted was in complete
compliance with the Federal Election Law and the Regulations of
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the Federal Election Commission. If we can provide any further
information, please feel free to contact the undersigned.

An executed Statement of Designation of Counsel is enclosed.

ordially yours, Z/
Vol Q,CZ?/ Mtw-\, A S

Ronald Manka
REM: jb
Enclosures

bcc: Mr. Robert W. MacGregor
W. H. Bates, Esq.




W. H. Bates fa '

NAME OF COUMSEL: Lathrop Xoontz & lNorquist !
ADSRBR . 2600 Mutual Benefit Life Bldg.

5345 Grand Avenue

Kansas City, Missouri 64108

(816) 842-0320

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to=receive any notifications and other
on my behalf before

communications from the Commission and to.

the Commission.

~ Nov. 28, 1988
Date -

ROBERT W. MacGREGOR
President

RESPONDENT'S NAME: The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

ADDRESS : 600 Boatmen's Center

920 Main Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64105

(816) 221~2424
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THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF

Please join us for the second
Congressional lLuncheon Forum
in the 1968 saries

. featuring
Congressman Alan Wheat

Friday, November 4, 1988
12:00 noon
Allis Plaza Hotel, Count Basie Ballroom -
200 West 12th St,
$15.00 per person/$150.00 table of 10

Representative Wheat serves on the following committees:

District of Columbia Committee
Government Operations and Metropolitan Affaire Subcoumittee
Judiciary and Education Subcomaittae
Rules Committae
The lLegislative Process Subcommittees
Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families
Crisis Intervantion Task Force
Econonmic Security Task Force

Please make reservations for the luncheon forum featuring
Representative Alan Wheat on Friday, Novembar 4 gt the Allis Plaza Hotel.
Enclosed is § (payable to the Chamber of Commexce of Greater
Kansas City). -

$15.00 per person/$150.00 per table of 10

Nanme

Company

Address

Oicy State Zipaoda

Return tot Mary Troppito ;
Chambar of Commerce of Greater Kansas City
920 Main, 600 Boatmen's Center
Kansas City, MO 64105

600 Boatmen's Center * 920 Main 5t z Kansas Clty, MO 64103 » (816) 221-2424

pr—
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The Small Business Development
Ceanter at Rockhurst College is offering
two three-week small busines: finance
courses.

Managing for Profits will be offered
Mondays beginning Oct. 31 and Wednes-

Tueeday, Oct. 28

® Masatropolitan Entreprencurs
Council Legislative Committes, 7:30
a.m., Chamber Board Room. RSVP to
Sheri Blackman, 221-2424.

® New Member Reception, $ to
6:30 p.m., Chamber Board Room. By
invitation. RSVP to Linda Hendrix,
221-2424,

Thursday, Oct. 27
@ Seminan * 8 a.m.

noon, Overland Park Marriott Hotel.
Cost $30 for members, $50 for non.
members. RSVP to Karss Besl,
221.2424,

@ Business After Hours, 5 to 7
pun., Studebakers, 10975 Metcalf, RSVP
to Sherl Biackman, 221-2424.

1

Quality Committee, 11 a.m., Cham-
ber Board Room. RSVP to Skerl Slack-
man, 221-2424.

days beginning Nov. 2. How to Budgst
and Predict Your Cash Needs will be
offered on Mondays beginning Nov. 21

and Wednesdsys beginning Nov. 30,
Cost is 385 per course. 'Tb enroll call

from noon to 1:30 Cost ia $15 per
m!brmcmm“nmnw-
pito at 221-2424.

e

Manor Apartments. Bus leaves a: ith
and Main streets at noon, returns at 1:30
p.n. No charge. RSVP to Peszy Bsil er,
231-2424,

® Centurions Steering Com aitite,
$ p.m., Chamber Board Room. RSVP to
Karen Beal, 221-2424,

‘The Kansas Cltien

‘Pauncl Kingsolver, Managing Sir




The Chamber of Commerce
of Greater Kansas City K&

is pleased to announce THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF

the third

CONGRESSIONAL
LUNCHEON
, FORUM SERIES
hMake reservations now to join other W
members of the business community as ¢

we hear personal, first-hand reports on
key issues before the U.S. Congress. In
addition to prepared remarks, each

- luncheon forum includes ample time for
~ questions from the audience. p ;
o
Because of the uncertainty of M.C.
Congressional recesses, dates of
the Luncheon Forums are not set at

- this time. Advance series and individual
Congressional

L q::socheon subscribers will receive at least
weeks prior notice before each
Luncheon Forum
Series

F .uncheon date. (Cancellations may be
made up to 4 days prior for full refund.)
Series and individual luncheon subscribers
will receive preferential seating.

Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

g0 Boatmen'’s Center

Kansas City, MO 64105




CONGRESSMAN
IKE SKELTON

Democrat, Missouri
Fourth District

Congressman Skelton returns to the Congressional
Luncheon Forum Series. His appearance in 1987
was well-attended, and his candid remarks greatly
appreciated.
Arimed Services Committee
Military Installations and Facilities Subcommittee
Military Personnel and Compensation Subcommittee
Procurement and Military Nuclear Systems
Subcommittee
Small Business Committee
Expont, Tourism and Special Problems Subcommittee
{Chairman)
Select Committee on Aging
Health and Long-Term Care Subcommittee

Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

920 Main

Kansas City, MO 64105

600 Boatmen's Center

Contact Person

Return to: Mary Troppito

Democrat, Kansas CONGRESSMAN
Fourth Distnict " ALAN WHEAT
Congressman Glickman is also £ )
; making . Democrat, Missouri

: Cu'!:l:‘hndm Fo:':;m | S Diserict
Series, although he has ma with

tables at $600.00 per table of 10
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Congressman Wheat is also making a return appearance
to the Congressional Luncheon Forum Series. The
Chamber welcomes another opportunity to hear
Congressman Wheat's insightful comments on
key issues.
District of Columbia Committee

Government Operations and Metropolitan Affairs

Subcommittee (Chairman)

judiciary and Education Subcommittee
Rules Committee

The Legislative Process Su mittee
Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families

m I L 0 b 0 6 &

Glickman

ptions (4 forums)

at $60.00 per person

Make check payable to the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City. Tickets will be retumed to you by mail.

$150.00 per table of 10 or $15 per person per luncheon

Single Luncheon Subscriptions
Mailing Address

Series Subscri
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I wanted to ﬁutisy you af a conpllint that I have against The
/Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City. This pertains to
‘the National election November 1988. Four days before the
election they had advertised a luncheon open to the public
‘which was supposed to be an open forum for the Congressional
candidates running from the 5th District in Missouri. It
turned out to be a speaking engagement for Alan Wheat, the
incumbent. As you know incumbents don't need the help!

;Dlar Ms.A

It is my understanding that the Chamber of Commerce receives
city tax money along with subsidies from other taxes. They

o~
are one of the largest groups of businessmen in this area,
o I think it is totally unfair for them to promote an incumbent
because of favors they assume will fall to them by keeping ties
S to incumbents. I wanted to hear from all three candidates as
il to their issues and agenda. I bought two tickets for the luncheon
so it was open to the general public and not just for the members
O and officers of the Chamber of Commerce. If this practice contines
I think they should lose their tax-free standing and be censored
™~ for what they did in the last election. I would appreciate any
o follow-up you can do on this.
- Sincerely, ,'
o \\_:S; ;(’£4/ [? Aﬁ\/C«&.
o Stacy A. R1ce
3917 Warwick Blvd.
o« Kansas City, Mo. 64111




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Chamber of Commerce of Gresater
Kansas City 4
600 Charter Bank Center : i
920 Main Street T
Kansas City, MO 64105

Gentleaen:

On January 24, 1969, the Federal Election Commission
received a letter alleging that the Chamber of Commerce of
Greater Kansas City violated sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act 0f.1971, as amended. As indicated from the copy of
the enclosed letter addressed to the complainant, those allega-

= tions do not meet certain specified requirements for the proper

filing of a complaint. Thus, no action will be taken on this
matter unless the allegations are refiled seeting the require-

o ments for a properly filed complaint. If the matter is refiled,

you will be notified at that time.

This matter will remain confidential for 15 days to allow
for the correction of the defects. If the defects are not cured
and the allegations are not refiled, no additional notification
will be provided and the file will be closed.

If you have any questions, please call Retha Dixon, Docket

Chief, at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

By: Lois GQLer‘ner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
Copy of Improper Complaint
Copy of letter to the Complainant
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

The Honorable Alan Wheat
1204 Longworth House Dffice
Building

Washington, DC 20515-2505

Dear Hr. Wheat:

On January 24, 1989, the Federal Election Commission
received a letter alleging that you violated sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. As indicated
from the copy of the enclosed letter addressed to the
complainant, those allegations do not meet certain specified ; 3
requirements for the proper filing of a complaint. Thus, no ac-

= tion will be taken on this matter unless the allegations are

refiled meeting the requirements for a properly filed complaint.

If the matter is refiled; you will be notified at that time.

This matter will remain confidential for 15 days to allow
s for the correction of the defects. If the defects are not cured
and the allegations are not refiled, no additional notification
will be provided and the file will be closed.

please call Retha Dixon, Docket

If{ you have any questions,
Chief, at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
o General Counsel

o EE;ZZCEZ: 2
By: Lois 6. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
Copy of Improper Complaint
Copy of letter to the Complainant
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,. D.C. 20463

Ms. Stacy A. Rice
3917 Warwick Blvd.
Kansas City, MD 64111

Dear Ms. Rice:

We have received your letter on January 24, 1989, regarding
the possibility of a violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

The 1976 amendments to the Act and Federal Election Commis-
sion regulations require that a complaint meet certain specific
requireasents. Your letter does not meet these requirements.
Consequently, the Commission can take no action at this time to
investigate this matter.

Z

However, if you desire the Commission to look into the mat-
ter discussed in your letter to determine if the Act has been
violated, a <formal complaint as described in 2 U.S.C. Section
4379 (a) (1) must be filed. Requirements of this section of the
law and Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. Section 111.4 which
are a prerequisite to Commission action are detailed below:

i

(1) A complaint must be in writing.
(2 U.S5.C. Section 437g(a) (1))

(2) Its contents must be sworn to and signed in the
presence of a notary public and shall be notarized.
(2 U.S.C. Section 437g(a) (1))

R 904076

(3) A formal complaint must contain the full name and
address of the person making the complaint.
(11 C.F.R. Section 111.4)

A formal complaint should clearly identify as a
respondent each person or entity who is alleged to
have committed a violation. (11 C.F.R. Section 111.4)

A formal complaint should clearly identify the
sogurce of information upon which the complaint is
based. (11 C.F.R. Section 111.4)

A formal complaint should contain a clear and concise
recitation of the facts describing the violation of a




o

statute or law over which the Commission has
jurisdiction. (11 C.F.R. Section 111.4)

(7) A formal complaint should be accompanied by
supporting documentation if known and available
to the person saking the complaint.

(11 C.F.R. Section 111.4)

Finally, please include your telephons number, as well as the
full names and addresses of all respondents.

Enclosed is a copy of Commission regulations, and your at-
tention is directed to 11 C.F.R. Section 111.4 through Section
111.10 that deal with prelisinary enforcesent procedures. Also,
enclosed is a compilation of Federal Election Campaign laws on
which these regulations are promulgated. I trust these smaterials
will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally suffi-
cient complaint with the Commission. The file regarding this

h correspondence will remain confidential for a 15 day tise period
during which you may file an amended complaint as specified
= above.

If we can be of any further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (202) 3I76-8200.

O i _Sincerely,

" Lawrence M. Noble
o General Counsel

- —

= By: Lois 6.' Lerner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
Excerpts
Procedures

] 2

cc: respondents




General caunae;'
ederal Election Ci
shington, D. c. 20463

Hobla:

ar Mr.

Re: My Letter of Complaint Regarding Possible Violation of FEC

Act of 1971
Your Letter of Response dated February 7, 1989

As per your response letter that I need further requirements for
the FEC to investigate my complaint:

1. My complaint is that I paid for two tickets to a luncheon
sponsored by the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City
publicized as an open forum of congressional candidates foom e
the Sth District of Missouri. 1In fact, only the incumbent, e
Alan Wheat was allowed to speak. We were deprived of the 3
opportunity to hear the other candidates issues and platforms. A
This was four days before the ekction. This is a misuse of
taxpayers money since the Chamber does receive many hundreds
of tax dollars. The Chamber is the largest entity in our area
that is able to bring together business-men who occupy leadership
roles and who are able to get contributions for elections. They
not only gave their PAC money to the incumbent, but also gave
him an excellent podium for his re-election efforts, an opport-
unity denied the others.

04

2

2. Notarized.

3. My name & address: Stacy Alice Rice, 3917 Warwick Blvd. Kansas
City, Missouri 64111 (816)931-3808.

890407 61

4. Entity: The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, Mo.
Richard C. Green, Chairman of the Board
Robert W. MacGregor, President
Address: 920 Main, Suite 600
Kansas City, Mo 64105
(816)221-2424

5. Source of information is my check for luncheon.

The entity, being incorporated, is mandated not to "take sides

in a Federal Election". By allowing the incumbent to speak four

days before a National election and specifically not allowing

the other two candidates the same opportunity; that is definitely . ;
"taking sides".

Thank you for the opportunity of allowing me to express my complaint;
in order_for.this unfair situation not to happen in any more elections.

E WILLIAMS :
Towﬂm\’ pusLiC G ;/ 4 ot /é »
STATE OF KANSAS o ),( B 6?// A PN AT e o,
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; - Ms. Stacy A"‘iim Rlc- PER e '
. T . 3917 Warwick Blvd. ot e Ay i
e e Kanuas City, MO 64111 g i Mot

Rll:.i

IVTDIAr H-.

) . This iu ta acknoul.dg- receipt of your letter, which we
received on Flhruary 27, 1989. VYour letter was not properly
sworn to. LT :

‘.:_-\1-3

You must swear before a notary that the contents of your
complaint are true to the best of your knowledge and the
notary must represent as part of the jurat that such swearing i
occurred. A statement by the notary that the complaint was i)
sworn to and subscribed before her will be sufficient. We
are sorry for the inconvenience that these requirements may
cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed -
with the bhandling of a compliance action unless all the
statutory requirements are fulfilled. See 2 U.5.C. Section
4379g.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Retha DPixon, Docket Chief, at (202) 376-3110.

7407 6

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Associate 'General Counsel




‘Stacy Rice
3917 Warwick Blvd. o
- Kansas, City, ua_ 55 »

1989

March 27,

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

FEC

Washington D.C., 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

~ As requested in your letter dated March 6, 1989, enclosed
is a statement by notary that my complaint was sworn to and

o subscribed before her. Perhaps you did not note the notarization
in my previous letter. I trust this complies with 2 U.S.C.

o™ Section 437g, as per your request.

Sincerely
L ;fﬁdgf’ /EEZQ,

Stacy Rice

Statement by notary:

The letter of complaint I notarized for Stacy Rice
was sworn to and subscribed to me.

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF KANSAS

M . Expires' 7 2! — ;,
y Appt. Exp :2Z%L£uffi§£:::;//y/ o éaff Y] 2

TOMMIE WILLIAMS ﬁ] =

62‘%k277”J2 L

Vo G slag 57 "7y /797
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 :

May 19, 1989

Ms. Stacy'Rice
3917 Warwick Boulevard
Kansas City, MO 64111

MUR 2872

Dear Ms. Rice:

This letter acknowledges receipt on May 12, 1989, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), by the Honorable
Alan Wheat, and The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City,

0 Mo. The respondents will be notified of this complaint within

five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commis-—

sion takes final action on your complaint. Should you receive
— any additional information in this matter, please forward it to
O the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be

sworn te in the-same manner as the original complaint. We have
~ numbered this matter MUR 2872. Please refer to this number 1in
(e

all future correspondence. For your information, we have at-
tached a brief description of the Commission’'s procedures for
handling complaints. I1f you have any questions, please contact
Retha Dixon, Docket Chief, at (202) 376-3110,

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

By: George F. Riséel ;;EEEZV//Z?;7/”

Acting Associate General
Counsel

Encliosure
Frocedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

The Honaorable Alan Wheat
1204 Longworth House Office
Building

Washington, DC 20515-25095

Re: MUR 2872
Honorable Alan Wheat

Dear Mr. Wheat:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the complaint is
o enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2872. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

9

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Flease 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.
Your response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel ‘s
Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. 1 no response is received within 15 days, the Commis-—
sion may take furthetr action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g(a) (4) (B) and Section 437g(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 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 authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

99 N0407 6




I¥ you have any questions, please contact Jeff Long, the
staff person assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’'s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Ly 2. A

By: George F. Rishel
Acting Associate General
Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Frocedurss
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Richard C. Green, COB ¥
Robert W. MacGregor, President i
The Chamber of Commerce

of Greater Kansas City, Mo.

920 Main

Suite 600

Kansas City, MO 64105

MUR 2872
The Chamber of Commerce
of Greater Kansas City,
Mo.

Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

— alleges that The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, Mo.
may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

O amended (the “Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We
have numbered this matter MUR 2872. Flease refer to this number

™~ in all future correspondence.

Lon)

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
< writing that no action should be taken against The Chamber of
—

Commerce of Greater Kansas City, Mo. in this matter. Flease sub-
et mit any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant
to the Commission’'s analysis of this matter. Where approptriate,
statements should be submitted under cath. VYour response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel ‘s Office, must be sub-
mitted within 15 dayvs ot receipt of this letter. If no response
is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further ac-
tion based on the available information.

Thics matter will remain confidential in accordance with Sec-
tion 437g{a) {(4) {(B) and Section 437g(a) (12) (A) of Title 2 unless
vou notity the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
e wmade public. I1¥ you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
2ncicsed form stating the name, address, and telephone numbcer of
such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




the

please contact Jeff Long,
at (202) 376-5690.  For

I¥ you have any questiuns;

staff person assigned to this matter,
we have attacned a brief description af the

your information,
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BRy:
Actxng Assocliate General
Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint

2. Procedures
F. Designation of Counsel Statement
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LATHROP KOONTZ & NORQUIST

L B ECTH enannppon

\ 1Y g u?-;a -‘1‘{4‘ ‘
Z, b
2600 MUTUAL BENEFTT LIFE BUILDING 85 JUN -%&TI ;ng i i
2345 GRAND AVENUE -
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 64108
KANSAS OFFICE (816) 8420820 TELECOPIER
1050/40 CORPORATE WOODS MISSOURI (816) 421-0500
9401 INDIAN CREEK PARKWAY - KANSAS (913) 4510875

OVERLAND PARK, KANSAS 66210
(913) 451-0820

June 1, 1989

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Federal Election Commission
" General Counsel's Office

999 E Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2872
The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

Gentlemen:

As attorney for The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas
City, we are responding to your May 19, 1989 letter. We
understand that your letter was prompted by a letter from Stacy
Rice dated March 27, 1989 and related prior correspondences,
copies of which you have provided The Chamber.

- The forum tc which Ms. Rice objects is ~he same forum which
is the subject of your MUR 2775 prompted by a similar letter from
=4 the Lobb for Congress Committee dated November 3, 1988. Since
the facts which are the subject of the two MUR's are 1dentical,
we would request that they be consolidated.

The following is a restatement of the response we filed
November 29, 1988 with respect to MUR 2775.

No violation of the Federal Election Law has, in our
opinion, occurred. The forum to which Ms. Rice objects was not a
candidate event. Rather, it was the fourth in a series of
Congressional Luncheon Forums to which three congressmen and a
senator were invited during the course of the year. The purpose
of the series 1s to make members of the Chamber aware of issues




Federal Election Commission
June 1, 1989
Page 2

before the Congress. (See the attached brochure which was mailed
to Chamber members in January, 1988.) There was no press release
or other general publicity to non-members of the Chamber. No
campaign literature was distributed at any of these forums nor
did any solicitation of contributions occur. Furthermore, only
representatives of members of the Chamber of Commerce were
invited. (See the October, 1988 mailer to members and the
October 21, 1988 article in the "Kansas Citian," the Chamber's
newsletter to members.) Thus, the forum to which Congressman
Wheat was invited was nothing more than a Congressman performing
part of his official duties in connection with a Chamber
sponsored series of luncheons for the purpose of giving its
members an opportunity to learn first hand about issues before
the Congress.

Even if, however, solely because of the *iming of this
forum so close to the election, it was insisted that this was, in
fact, a politicai event intended to influence the outcome of the
election (which it was not), the manner in which the forum was
conducted was in compiiance with the Federal Election Law and
Regulations of the Federal Election Commission.

The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City 1s a trade
association qualified as a Section 501(c)(6) organization under
the Internal Revenue Code. Subparagraph (h) of 11 CFR § 114.8 of
the FEC's regulations deals with a trade association's
communications other than solicitations. It provides as follows:

§ 114.8(h). A trade association may make
communications, other than solicitations, to
its members and their families under the
provisions of § 114.3. When making
communications to a member which is a
corporation, the trade association may
communicate with representatives of the
corporation with whom the trade association
normally conducts the association's
activities.

Section 114.3 addresses in subparagraph (c)(2) the subject
of partisan candidate appearances. It states (with parenthetical
inserts added to cross reference to Section 114.8(h)) as follows:

§ 114.3(c)(2). Partisan candidate and party
appearances. A corpcration (or trade
associate) may allow a candidate or party




Federal Election Commission
June 1, 1989
Page 3

representative to address its stock holders

and executive or administrative personnel,

and their families (and representatives of
the corporation with whom the trade
association normally conducts the
association's activities), at a meeting.
convention or other function of the
corporation. . . . Employees outside the
restricted class of the corporation or labor
organization who are necessary to administer
the meeting, limited invited guests and
observers, and representatives of the news
media may also be present during a candidate
or party representative appearance under
this section. The candidate or party

N representative may ask for contributions to

his or her campaign or party, or ask that

contributions to the separate segregated

o~ fund of the corporation or labor
organization be designated for his or her
o campaign or party. The incidental

solicitation of persons outside the
corporation's or labor organization's
restricted class who may be present at the
meeting as permitted by this section will
not be a violation of 11 CFR 114.5(q).

Accordingly, if you deem the Forums to be partisan

candidate appearances sponsored by a corporation, the Chamber has

the right to allow such a partisan appearance before its members,

including representatives of its corporate members with whom it

normally conducts Chamber business. This was not a public

o forum. Virtually all of the 172 people in attendance were
Chamber members. With very few exceptions, the individuals in
attendance at the Wheat luncheon were the regular designated
representative of their company for all Chamber activities, or
volunteer members of the Chamber's Governmental Affairs Section.
Thus, the individuals in attendance were, as required by
§ 114.8(h), except for a limited number of guests and observers,
representatives of the corporate members with whom the Chamber

s B b} -~ 4 3 3
regularly conducts activities.

There is one statement in Ms. Rice's letters we wish to
correct. Contrary to the impression created by Ms. Rice's

letters, The Chamber does not receive contributions or grants
from the City of Kansas City or any other governmental unit.




Federal Election Commission
June 1, 198$
Page 4

Rather, it performs contract services for the City and other
governmental units, all in the area of economic development. The
Chamber is, of course, paid a fee for these services. The City"
and other governmental entities are also dues paying members of
the Chamber.

It seemed abundantly clear that the Congressional Luncheon
Forums were not partisan candidate appearances and, even if they
were, the manner in which they were conducted was in complete
compliance with the Federal Election Law and the Regulations of
the Federal Election Commission. If we can provide any further
information, please feel free to contact the undersigned.

An executed Statement of Designation of Counsel is enclosed.

ially yeur?i//l [

Ronald Manka

REM: jb 8039M
Enclosures




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUMSEL

swon 2872 ‘ v
TR : ‘ W.H. Bates
NANE OF COUWSEL:
P =i Lathrop Koontz & Norquist
ADDRESS s : ' -Bldg.

2345 Grand Avenue

Kansas City, Missouri 64108

TRELEPHOME : (816) 842-0820

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

/50 [k 7

Date /

The Chamber of Commerce of
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Greater Kansas City

ADDRESS : 600 Boatmen's Center
920 Main Street

3940761027

Kansas City, Missouri 64105

HOME PHONE:
BUSINESS PHONE:

(816) 221-2424




Please join us for the second

Congrassional Luncheon Porum

in the 1968 series

. featuring
Congressman Alan Wheat

Friday, November 4, 1988
12:00 noon
Allis Placa Hotel, Count Basie Ballroom
O 200 wWest 12th 8t.
$15.00 per person/$150,00 tadle of 10

Representative Wheat serves on the following committees:

,,,,, » District of Columbia Committes
Government Operations and Metropolitan Affaire Subcommittee

O Judiciary and Bducation Subcommittee

Rules Committae
Tha legislative Process Subcommittee

Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families

Crisie Intervention Tegsk Force

Economic Sacurity Task Force

Representative Alan Wheat on Friday, November 4 at the Allis Plaza Hotel.
Enclosed 1s § (payable to the Chamber of Commerce of Greater
Kansas City). :

(e
T
< Please make reservations for the luncheon forum featuring
Vs
s

$15.00 per person/$150.00 per table of 10

Name - ' Telephone

Company

Address

Olcy State Zipeoda

Mary Troppito
Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City
920 Main, 600 Boatmen's Center

Kansas City, MO 64105

Return to:

600 Boatmen's Center * 920 Main St. E Kansas City, MO 64105 * (816) 221-2424




- The Small Business Development
Joc““" at Rockhurst College is offering
two three-week small business finance
courses.

N Managing for Profits will be offered
) Mondays beginning Oct. 31 and Wednes-
<]
s

Calendar
| m. Oct, 2§

® Metropolitan Entrepreneurs
Council Legislative Committee, 7:30
a.m., Chamber Board Room. RSVP to
Sheri Blackman, 221-2424.

@ New Member Reception, $ to
6:30 p.m., Chamber Board Room. By
invitation. RSVP to Linda Headrix,
221-2424.

Thureday, Oct. 27

@ Seminan “Franchising,” 8 a.m.
noon, Overland Park Marriott Hotel,
Cost $30 for members, $50 for non.
members. RSVP to Karem Beal,
221-2424,

@ Business After Hours, S to 7
pm., Studebakers, 10975 Metcalf. RSVP
to Sherl Blackman, 221-2424,

Tuesday, Nov. 1

_Quality Committee, 11 a.m., Cham-
ber Board Room. RSVP to Sheri Black-
mam, 221.2424.

‘Small business ﬂnance courses

days beginning Nov. 2. How to Budgst
and Predict Your Cash Needs will be
offered on Mondays beginning Nov. 21
and Wednesdays beginning Nov. 30,
Cost is $85 per course. To enroll call
926-4572.

Thureday, Nov. 3

® Seminar: “Interviewing Tech-
niques” with Karl Russell, 8to 11 a.m.,
Plaza Marriott Hotel. Cost $30 mem-
bers, $50 non-members. RSVP to Karen
Beal, 221-2424,

® Alvin Ailey American Dance
Theater Evening sponsored by the Cen-
turions; reception 7 p.m., performance
8 p.m., followed by a post-performance
reception with Alvin Alley and members
of the company; Folly Theater. Cost $15

per person: limited to 130 persons. Make
checks payabls to XCPAA and mail to

Karen Beal at the Chamber, 920 Main,
Suite 600, Kansas City, Mo. 64105.

!Hdm Nov. 4

® Congressional Luncheon Forum
with US. Rep. Alan Wheat, noon to 1:30
p.m., Allis Plaza Hotel. Cost $15 per per-
son. RSVP to Mary Troppito, 221-2424,

Monday, Nov. 7
® Metro Affairs, bus tour of older
neighborhoods and lunch at Immanuel

Xl V*‘—Q-Ff
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American adds 3
Nashviile flights

Wheat featured
in forum Nov. 4

A luncheon forum with US.
Representstive Alan wm II lcheduled
Friday, Nov. 4 at the
Allis Plaza Hotel.

The event is the
second in the regu-
lar four-forum se-
ries offered by the
Congressional Af- ;
fairs Committes. =
Sen. Ike Skelton was Muud Aug. 18.

The luncheon forum will be held

fmm noon to 1:30 Cost is $15 per
m«m&;unmw
plto lt 221-2424.

Manor Apartments. Bus leaves at 10th
and Main streets at sioon, returns at 1:30
p.m. No charge. RSVP to Peggy Barker,
221-2424,

@ Centurions Steering Committee,
$ p.m., Chamber Board Room, RSVP to
Karen Beal, 221-2424.

Tho Kansas clﬂcn

Doug Fink .
“Pamela Klnaolvet. Mm Edkor

The Kansss Citian (1SSN 0274-9912) is pud-
lished every other week on Fridays encept dur-
ing the Christmas New Year's holiday, by The
Chamber of Commerce of Groater Kansas City,
920 Main Street, Sults 600, Xansas City, Mo.
64105. Telephone 816-221.2424. $28 per ysar to
all members of the Chamber, $50 per year to
all others within the U.S, Second Class Postage
paid at Kansas City, Mo., publication number
290080. POSTMASTER: Send sddress changes
to The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kan-
sas City, 920 Main Street, Suite 600, Kansas
City, Mo. 64103.

Kansas Citian
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SENATOR
CHRISTOPHER S. BOND

Republican, Missouri

This is the first appearance for

former Governar Bon« in our

Congressional Luncheon Forum

Series. As a freshman Senator,
he continues to provide experienced leadership for
Misscuri.

Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry Committee
Agricultural Production and Stabilizatior: of Prices
Subcommittee
Agricultural Research, Conservation, Forestry and
General Legislation Subcommittee
Domestic and Foreign Marketing and Product
Promotion Subcommittee
Banking, Housing & Urban Affairs Committee
Haousing and Urban Affairs Subcommittee
Securities Subcommittee
Small Business Committee
Innovation, Technology and Productivity
Subcommittee
Urban and Minority-Owned Business Development
Subcommittee

CONGRESSMAN
DAN GLICKMAN

Democrat, Kansas

Fourth District

Congressman Glickman is also

making his first appearance in our

Congressional Luncheon Forum
g : B9 Series, although he has met with
Chamber committees and Board members on several
occasions ir the past. His committee appointments are
especially important to the Greater Kansas City area.

Agriculture Committee
Department Operations, Research and Foreign
Agriculture Subcommittee
[Domestic Marketing, Consumer Relations, and
Nutrition Subcommittee
Wheat, Soybeans, and Feed Grains Subcommittee
(Chairman)
ludiciary Committee
Administrative Law and Governmental Relations
Subcommittee
Monopolies and Commercial Law Subcommittee
Science, Space and Technology Committee

{ R T E ol S e

CONGRESSMAN
IKE SKELTON

Democrat, Missouri
Fourth District

Congressman Skelton returns to ithe Congressional
Luncheon Forum Series. His appearance in 1987
was well-attended, and his candid remarks greatly
appreciated.

Armed Services Committee
Military Installations and Facilities Subcommittee
Military Personnel and Compensation Subcommittee
Procurement and Military Nuclear Systems
Subcommittee
Srnall Business Committee
Export, Tourism and Special Problems Subcommittee
(Chairman)
Select Committee on Aging
I4ealth and Long-Term Care Subcommittee

CONGRESSMAN
ALAN WHEAT

Democrat, Missouri
Fifth District

Congressman Wheat is also making a return appearance
to the Congressional Luncheon Forum Series. The
Chamber welcomes another opportunity to hear
Congressman Wheat's insightful commerits on

key issues.

District of Columbia Committee
Government Operations and Metropolitan Affairs
Subcommittee (Chairman)
Judiciary and Education Subcommittee
Rules Committee
The Legislative Process Subcommittee
Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families
Crisis Intervention Task Force
Economic Security Task Force
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ptions (4 forums)

Series Subscri

tables at $600.00 per table of 10

Single Luncheon Subscriptions

$150.00 per table of 10 or $15 per person per luncheon

Make check payable to the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City. Tickets will be returned to you by mail.

Mailing Address

Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

Return to: Mary Troppito




The Chamber of Commerce

of Greater Kansas City | ‘
is pleased to announce THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF,
the third 4.
CONGRESSIONAL |
LUNCHEON

FORUM SERIES

A
Make reservations now to join other M
members of the business community as ¢ 4 =
we hear personal, first-hand reports on Iy i

key issues before the U.S. Congress. In
addition to prepared remarks, each
luncheon forum includes ample time for
questions from the audience.

Because of the uncertainty of
Congressional recesses, dates of 2
the Luncheon Forums are not set at 3

this time. Advance series and individual
luncheon subscribers will receive at least /
/d % 'é L

two weeks prior notice before each
luncheon date. (Cancellations may be
Congressional
Luncheon Forum

made up to 4 days prior for full refund.)
will receive preferential seating.

Series and individual luncheon subscribers
Series

Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

600 Boatmen'’s Center
Kansas City, MO 64105




ALAN WHEAT
STH BIBTRICT, MiRsoUN

‘ . 24 it 811 GRAND AVENUE, #8038
MUMBER: KANSAS CITY, MO 64108-1997
842-4848

e Congress of the Hiniced States
$ouse of Representatioes
Washington, BE 20515-2505

May 31, 1989

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Gi:6 WV 9-NI 6B

Attention: Jeff Long

MUR 2872

Dear Mr. Noble: ¥

3
This letter is in response to your letter of May 19, 1989 received in my°
office on May 30, 1989. I am responding to an allegation made by Stacy %,
Rice that I may have violated certain sections of the Federal Election =i
Campaign Act of 1971.

The fact situation as I know it regarding MUR 2872 is the same as that
which relates to a similar allegation contained in MUR 2775. As my
previous correspondence to you with regard to MUR 2775 indicated, on
November 4, 1988, I addressed a group of individuals at a luncheon forum
sponsored by The Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City, whose
membership is drawn from the seven counties of the Missouri-Kansas
metropolitan area. The Chamber of Commerce hosts a series of such forums
with elected federal officials every year. Participants have inciuded
Republican and Democratic Members of both the U. S. Senate and the U. S.
House of Representatives from Missouri and Kansas.

In my opinion, the luncheon was not a political event to benefit my
re-election efforts. My initial remarks included comments on the recently
completed 100th Congress. The floor was then opened to questions. This
format is comparable to that which I use for most of the public
appearances 1 make in response to requests from organizations that I speak
to their members.

In my reading of the federal campaign laws, no violations occurred in
conjunction with my November 4th appearance. However, if any questions
remain which require further clarification, I would be very happy to
address any specific questions which your office directs to me.

Sincerely,
Z

\
& I A

/ Alan Wheat
Member of Congress
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSION
washingeon 5ot " Foses SENSITIVE
PIRST GENERAL counseL's rsrorr  EXEOUTHVE &

MURs 2775 and 2872 JUL 18 1989
DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC: 11-04-88 and 5-12-89

DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO

RESPONDENTS: 11/09/88 and 5-19-89
STAFF MEMBER: Jeffrey Long

COMPLAINANTS: Mary Ellen Lobb (2775) and Stacy Rice (2872)

RESPONDENTS: U.S. Representative Alan Wheat
Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City

RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a)
o 2 U.S.C. § 441b(b)(2)
11 C.F.R. § 114.3(c)(2)
= 11 C.F.R. § 114.4(a)(2)

11 C.F.R. § 114.8(h)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

T GENERATION OF MATTER

On November 4, 1988, a2 complaint was received from

Congressional candidate Mary Ellen Lobb involving a luncheon

forum sponsored by the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas

City, a non-profit tax-exempt corporation and trade association,

("the Chamber"). Attachment 1. The forum featured Congressman

the incumbent officeholder and also a candidate.

Alan Wheat,

Complainant alleges that the forum was a public event and

therefore her request for an equal opportunity to appear should

not have been denied. <Complainant also suggests that the

Chamber, by sponsoring the event, may have made a corporate

contribution. Congressman Wheat responded on November 25, 1988,
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‘that the luncheon was not a political event to benefit his

einpaign. Attachment 2. On November 30, 1988, the Chamber also
responded that the luncheon was not a public forum and not a
candidate event, but if it were a partisan candidate appearance,
the audience was limited to those persons specified in 11 C.F.R.
$§ 114.3(c)(2) and 114.8(h). Attachment 3. A second complaint
making identical allegations regarding the luncheon, was received
from Stacy Alice Rice on May 12, 1989. Attachment 4. 1In
response to the Rice complaint, both Congressman Wheat and the
Chamber filed a restatement of their responses to the Lobb
complaint, on June 1 and June 6, 1989. Attachments 5 and 6.

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

It is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution or
expenditure in connection with any election to political office.
2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). A "contribution or expenditure" includes any
direct or indirect payment, or any services, or anything of value
to a candidate in connection with an election. 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b(b)(2).

However, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 114.4(a)(2),
corporations may permit candidates on corporate premises at a
meeting to address or meet stockholders, executive or
administrative personnel, and other employees of the corporation,
and their families as part of a nonpartisan appearance. If a
candidate for the House or Senate is permitted to address or meet
employees, all candidates for that seat who request to appear
must be given the same opportunity to appear. 11 C.F.R.

§§ 114.3(c)(2), 114.4(a)(2)(i).




Conversely, under 11 C.F.R. § 114.3(a)(2) and (c)(2), an

1ncorpdtated--anb0r.hip organization may allow a candidate to

address its members and executive or administrative personnel and

their families, plus employees necessary to administer the e

meeting and limited guests and observers and representatives of

For corporate

the news media as part of a partisan appearance.

members of a trade association, the group of members for these

purposes includes the representatives of the corporation with

whom the trade association normally conducts the association’s

Under this section the

activities. See 11 C.F.R. § 114.8(h).

candidate may also solicit contributions from those in

attendance. For a partisan appearance other candidates for that

seat who request to appear need not be given the same opportunity

to appear.

Complainant Lobb suggests that Congressman Wheat appeared as

a candidate and the event "was certainly an attempt to aid his

campaign" because the forum was held four days prior to the
i

election and, she contends, was open to the public. The

Complainant has also submitted a recording of Congressman Wheat's

speech, which she describes as being "very political.”

Complainant Rice contends the forum was public because she was

1. The complainant recently participated in a meeting of a
bipartisan group of challengers who were defeated in 1988 and
call themselves the Coalition to End the Permanent Congress. She
is quoted in news articles as citing the denial of her request to
appear before the Chamber. That, she alleges, is one of the
advantages of incumbency that make it harder for challengers to
compete and affects the fairness in elections. See e.g.,
Attachment 9.




able to buy two tickets to it.

In its response, the Chamber states that the luncheon was

not a public forum and not a candidate event, but rather the
fourth in a series of Congressional Luncheon Forums to which
Chamber members were invited through the course of the year. It
submitted a brochure describing the series that included four
incumbent federal officeholders and a copy of the invitation to
the Wheat forum and the announcement in the Chamber’s newsletter.
The Chamber adds that only representatives of the Chamber of
Commerce members were invited, with no general publicity to
non-members, no solicitations, and no campaign literature
distributed. According to the Chamber, virtually all of the 172
persons in attendance, with the exception of a limited number of
guests and observers, were Chamber members and the regular
designated representatives of their company for all Chamber
activities.

Congressman Wheat has responded that the luncheon was not
a political event tc benefit his re-election, but rather a
commentary on the recently completed 100th Congress. Staff from
this Office have reviewed the recording of Congressman Wheat'’s
speech, as submitted by Complainant Lobb. The address was thirty
minutes long and included a ten-minute period for questions. In
the introduction made for Congressman Wheat, there was no mention
of his candidacy or the election.

Except for one reference, the address was free of explicit
campaign remarks or election overtones. 1In his discussion of the

House Rules Committee, of which he is a member, Congressman Wheat




mentions his advantage in bringing to his district its share of

federal tax money. While discussing the need for non-partisan

cooperation in Congress to reduce the budget deficit, he did,

however, remark:

Everyone knows which Party I belong

to and the fact that a lot of you

support the President, (pause) I

need to put in a small plug for you

all to support the re-election of

the Congressman of the 5th District

of Missouri, (laughter) but that’s

not the point.
When asked what he will do about the budget, Congressman Wheat
instead addressed what Congress should do to reduce the deficit.
After thanking his audience, he closed the address by saying "and
I hope to be here to work with you in times to come."

As part of a regular series of luncheons with area
Congressmen, it appears that Congressman Wheat was invited to
appear as an officeholder rather than as a candidate in
connection with an election. We note that in MUR 2760 the
Commission took the position that no violation of the Act
occurred when an officeholder responded to an invitation he
received in his official capacity, particularly as he had been
invited as that official in the past.2 Because Congressman Wheat
has been invited to the same luncheon at least once as part of
the local Chamber’s regular program, the reasoning in MUR 2760
would suggest that Congressman Wheat appeared as an officeholder,

not as a candidate.

Nevertheless, Congressman Wheat’s reference to his

2. See, Statement of Reasons, MUR 2760.




re-election does appear to expressly advocate his election to
federal office and, thus, makes this a partisan candidate
appearance. Such an appearance would be permissible under the
Act without making the same opportunity available to Ms. Lobb so
long as the audience was limited to those persons specified in
11 C.F.R. § 114.3(c)(2). See Advisory Opinion 1984-13. Although
the Complainants allege the form was open to the public, the only
evidence they present in support of their allegation is Ms.
Rice’s purchase of two tickets to the event. Conversely, counsel
for the Chamber states:
...This was not a public forum. Virtually all of the 172
people in attendance were Chamber members. With very few
exceptions, the individuals in attendance at the Wheat
luncheon were the regular designated representative of their
company for all Chamber activities, or volunteer members of
the Chamber’s Government Affairs Section. Thus, the
individuals in attendance were, as required by § 114.8(h),
except for a limited number of guests and observers,

representatives of the corporate members with whom the
Chamber regularly conducts activities.

O
~

Ms. Rice’s purchase of two tickets is consistent with the

Chamber’s claim that the audience was limited to Chamber

2 3 9 4

members plus a limited number of guests and observers as
permitted by the regulations. Therefore, it appears that the
audience at the luncheon was limited to Chamber employees,
regular designated representatives of the corporate members,
and limited invited guests.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find
no reason to believe that U.S. Representative Alan Wheat
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) and find no reason toc believe that

the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Kansas City violated
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2 U.8.C. § 441b(a). This Office also recommends that because
the issues raised in the Rice complaint are identical to this
matter and are covered in this report, the Commission merge MUR
2775 with MUR 2872.

I11. RECOMNENDATIONS

1. Merge MUR 2775 with MUR 2872.

2. Find no reason to believe that U.S. Representative Alan
Wheat violated 2 U.§8.C. § 441b(a).

35 Pind no reason to believe that the Chamber of Commerce of
Greater Kansas City violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).

4. Approve the attached letters.
5 Close the file.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

2[5 %5
Date { |
General Counsel

Attachments

Lobb Complaint

Wheat Response

Chamber Response to Lobb

Rice Complaint

Chamber Response to Rice
Wheat Response to Rice
Statement of Reasons, MUR 2760
Proposed Letters

Excerpt from PACs & Lobbies
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/CANDACE M. JONES
, COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE: JULY 10, 1989

SUBJECT: OBJECTIONS TO MURS 2775&2872 - 1lst G.C. Report
’ Signed July 5, 1989.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on Thursday, July 6, 1989 at 4:00 p.m.

Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner (s)

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Josefiak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas XX

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for Tuesday, July 18, 1989 |

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter cf )
)
U.S. Representative Alan Wheat) MURS 2775 and 2872

Chamber of Commerce of Greater)
Kansas City )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of July 18,
1989, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MURS 2775 and
2872:

148 Merge MUR 2775 with MUR 2872.

2. Find no reason to believe that U.S. Repre-

sentative Alan Wheat violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441lb(a).

Find no reason to believe that the Chamber
of Commerce of Greater Kansas City violated

2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).

Approve the letters attached to the General
Counsel's report dated July 5, 1989.

SV Close the file.
Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

':1—/f-2? 77344#% Zue lfmm&m/

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 27, 1989

CERTIPIED MAIL
IPT REQUESTED

Ms. Mary Ellen Lobb
918 W. 32nd Terrace
Kansas City, MO 64111

RE: MUR 2872

Dear Ms. Lobb:

Oon July 18, 1989, the Federal Election Commission
reviewed the allegations of your complaint dated Noveamber 3,
1988. On July 18 , 1989, the Commission also determined to
merge this matter with MUR 2775, and found that on the basis of
the information provided in your complaint, and information
provided by the Respondents, there is no reason to believe U. S.
Representative Alan Wheat and The Chamber of Commerce of Greater
Aansas City violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). Accordingly, on
July 18, 1989, the Commission closed the file in this matter.
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission’s
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois 2

Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

July 27, 1989

CERTIPIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Stacy Rice
3917 Warwick Boulevard
Kansas City, MO 64111

RE: MUR 2872

3 3

Dear Ms. Rice:

2

Oon July 18, 1989, the Federal Election Commission
reviewed the allegations of your complaint dated March 27, 1989.
Oon July 18 , 1989, the Commission also determined to merge
this matter with MUR 2775, and found that on the basis of the
information provided in your complaint, and information provided
by the Respondents, there is no reason to believe U. S.
Representative Alan Wheat and The Chamber of Commerce of Greater
Kansas City violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). Accordingly, on
July 18, 1989, the Commission closed the file in this
matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act") allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission’s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(8).

|
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Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel’

e /ac e

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure .
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 0463

July 27, 1989

Ronald Manka
Lathrop Koontz & Norquist i
2600 Mutual Benefit Life Building 3
2345 Grand Avenue i
Kansas City, MO 64108 .

MUR 2872
The Chamber of Commerce
of Greater Kansas City

Dear Mr. Manka:

3 4

On November 9, 1988 and May 19, 1989, the Frederal Election
Commission notified your client, The Chamber of Commerce of
Greater Kansas City, of complaints alleging violations of certain
sections of the FPederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

2

on July 18, 1989, the Commission determined to merge this 8
matter with MUR 2775. Both matters are now known as MUR 2872.

Oon July 18, 1989, the Commission also found, on the basis
of the information in the complaint, and informaticon provided by
your client, that there is no reason to believe The Chamber of
Commerce of Greater Kansas City violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

B9 10407 6

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on the
public record, please do so within ten days. Please send such
materials to the Office of the General Counsel.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

S A

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

July 27. 1989

The Honorable Alan Wheat

1204 Longworth House Office
Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-2505

RE: MUR 2872
Honorable Alan Wheat

Dear Mr. wWheat:

On November ¢, 1988 and May 19, 1989, the Federal Election
Commission notified you of complaints alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

on July 18, 1989, the Commission determined to merge this
matter with MUR 2775S. Both matters are now known as MUR 2872.

On July 13 , 1989, the Commission also found, on the basis
of the information in the complaint, and information provided by
you that there is no reason to believe you violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b(a). Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter.

This matter will become a part of the public record within
30 days. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on the
public record, please do so within ten days. Please send such
materials to the Office of the General Counsel.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

sHT——

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel'’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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