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October 25, 1990

Lawrence Noble, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

~u(~ 3(5~'

Dear Mr. Noble:

am writing to file a complaint against Congressman Jack
-. . u~ ~ ~ e.aii~~ T hlIinvm that

Buechner from Missouris b~COI1U U.L~.L.&'-'-

he has violated federal election laws.

Enclosed are copies of two newspaper articles that appeared in

the St. Louis Post-Dispatch on Saturday, October 13, and

Thursday, October 18, 1990, respectively. The articles outline a-o

discrepancy in the reporting of a $10,000 loan and $576.41
contributions to Congressman Buechner s election campaigns in

1984 and 1986. The candidate and his treasurer bear the

responsibility for these reports. o

The $10,000 campaign loan in question was guaranteed by 10

employees of The White Co. As reported in the article, one of

the listed employees, Mindy Komen, says she signed no papers

guaranteeing such a loan. A Buechner campaign document also

listed each of the 10 employees as contributing $576.41 or

$576.42 on January 15, 1986. But Mindy Komen says she did not

make the reported campaign contribution. Further, Komen claims

she never even knew about the campaign loan or contribution.

Federal law prohibits the knowing acceptance of a contribution

made by one person in the name of another. Sec. 110.4(b)(1), 11

CFR Ch. 1 (1-1-88 Edition).

Federal law bars corporations from making direct campaign

contributions and makes it illegal for a corporation to reimburse

employees for campaign contributions. Sec. 114.5(b)(1). In the

Post-Dispatch newspaper article dated 10/18/90, 
T.M. Mohan, vice

president of The White Co., said the workers were complying with

a request of the company's owner, Tom White, now deceased. Mr.

Mohan is also quoted as saying the company "probably made it up

to the employees later," by raises. Such an arrangement would be

a violation of federal law under Sec. 114.5.

Two other White Co. employees, Patricia McBride and Judith

£Moran) Harris, have said that they did not know about being a

guarantor of the loan or that they did not make a contribution to

Buechner' s campaign or know that a contribution was made in their

name.
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Here are the names of the White Co. employees listed as loan

guarantors/contributors and where they may be located now, to the

best of my knowledge:

Eileen Buhlinger - retired from The White Co.

1192 Cantina Drive
St. Louis, Missouri 63141
(314) 434-6155

Robert 3. Wittmafln - apparently studying at
Kenrick-Cardiflal Glennon Seminary
5200 Glennon Drive
St. Louis, Missouri 63119
(314) 644-0266

Patricia McBride - no longer at The White Co.

1960 Caposele Lane
Hazeiwood, Missouri 63042
(314) 895-1876

Joan Campbell, comptroller
The White Co.
940 West Port Plaza
St. Louis, Missouri 63146

'0 (314) 878-0400

0 T.M. Mohan, Vice President
The White Co.
940 West Port Plaza

St. Louis, Missouri 63146

(314) 878-0400

Evelyn N. Mosley
The White Co.

940 West Port Plaza

St. Louis, Missouri 63146

(314) 378-0400

Judith ~Moran~ Harris

Designs for Tomorrow
?401 Schuetz Road
M~y1amd Heights, MissoUri ~3043

(314) 432-5566

Joyce A. Weston
The White Co.
940 West Port Plaza

St Louis, Missouri c314~
<4) 273-0400
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Beverly 3. Stewart
112 carriage House Lane

St. Charles, Missouri 63303
(314) 926-0195

Mindy Komen
Paragon Group Inc.
12400 Olive Boulevard
St. Louis, Missouri 63141
(314) 878-1660

hdditional pertinent documentation regarding this case 
has been

enclosed, Please consider this a formal complaint against

Congressman Buechner. Let me know as soon as possible what the

next step should be or if you need further information.
0

Sincerely,

17 0 South BrentWOOd Boulevard, Suite 256

St. Louis, Missouri 63144

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ... th day of October,

o 1990.

~ (S.
Notary Public

My Commission Expires;

LEISIYMOIM
VNWS.WEWU
IL LOmB COUNW

VIUMM OFIES JML 18,1991
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*Woman Denies Guaranteeing $10,000 Loan To Buechner Effort
gJ.~.Is.

~iyXa~ - M~. ewv
paruginsi £ 110,03 catqa~ baa
hr US. Rep. Jack kecitmer, i-Kirk-
WOOd, V contributed $5?6.42 to kM

~ kechners federal campeiga
rqutytbutKomeadi&

Thedburepeacywudkcovered b~

the~flefJuaXel~v3~rn.tbeDena-
wade ceadliate running against
kechner. Es cm.ps~ il raising
questions about lb. accuracy of
kecbaeu rupoab filed ~ttb the Fed.
oral Bleeds. Commksion.

"It certainly looks ash some not.
iraight-np..lroet desling was going
~ mdi Roman. Dora's pirn secre-
bay. mid Thursday.

~cbaermya he doesn't personal-
ly fill out the reporin. denies that any
intentional improprieties occurred
and adds, "If Joen Horn has a com-
plaint, she can file it with the FEC."

In particular, Horn is questioning an
arrangement in 1984 that allowed a
110.000 bUn to Duechner's campaign
to be guaranteed by 10 employees of
the White Co.. a real estate firm in
West Port Plaza. Komen was among

the 10 employees listed in federal doc-
uments as guaranteeing the loan.
which was obtained through Boat.
men's Bank.

By 1986. the loan was paid off. Ko.
men and the other nine were listed -

a Buechner campaIgn document
each contributing 5576.41 or 556 42
on Jan. 15. 1986. The implication ia
that the money was used to pa~ ef'

part of the loan.
Federal law allows individuals, but

not corporations. to make Contribu-
tions of up In 51.000 to an ndtvtdual
candidate for each election

Roman said that a campaign 'Ar~
er had recognized Konicn\ ixirir.
called bet-and discovered that <nmen
knew nothing about the arraneement

Komen told the Post-L~~patcn I
was completely vhocked \r that

time of my life, I didn't make any
polItical contributionn And I didn't
sign any papers guaranteeing a loan."

Buechner said the loan had been
arranged by Thomas White. the hi-ad
of the White Co.. who since has died
Buechner said he was in the midst of a
hot race against then U S. Rep. Robert
A Young. D'Maryland Height~
Eluechner lost thai l~S4 bid but 'hen
nisted Young in t9~i

I.PL~L~Ofr(~I6
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CAMPAIGN '90

1HURSDAY, OCTOBER 18,1990

Horn Asks
Probe Of
Buechner
Charges Are Focused
On Campaign Loan
By Jo Mannies
01 the Post-Dispatch Staff

Democratic congressional candi-
date Joan Kelly Horn has asked the
Federal Election Commission to in-
vestigate the reporting by U.S. Rep.
Jack Buechner, R-Klrkwood, of a
$10,000 campaign loan in 1984 and
related campaign contributions.

The commission request Is part of a
series of attacks made this week by
Hbrn and her Democratic supporters
against Buechner, who Horn is seek-
ing to unseat on Nov. 6. Buechner is
leading in the polls.

In a letter sent to the Federal Elec-
tibn Commission, Horn accuses
Buechner of "political arrogance."

She enclosed documents which she
says support her contention of impro-
prieties in the handling of the loan and
related contributions by Buechner's
campaign.

A spokesman for Buechner de-
clined comment Wednesday.
Buechner said last Week that he did
not personally handle 'the reporting of
the loan or contributions. He denied
any intentional improprieties by his
campaign staff.

A spokesman for the Federal Flc~*
tion Commission said he could nt
comment on Horn's request.

The spokesman. Fred Eiland. sad
that a formal complaint must meet
strict specifications and be notarized

If Horn's letter does not comply, she
will be asked to submit it in proper
form before any commission action
can be taken, Eiland said.

The $10,000 campaign loan in ques*
tion was guaranteed by 10 employees
of The White Co.. a real estate firm

Horn

based in West Port Plaza. By 1986, the
loan was paid off, with more than half
coming from contributions of $576.41
or $576.42 each from the 10
employees.

But one of the 10, Mindy Komen,
told Horn's campaign and the Post-
Dispatch that she had signed no pa-
pers guaranteeing the loan and made
no campaign contributions to
Buechner.

Individuals can contribute up to
$1,000 to a candidate; federal law bars
corporations from making direct cam-
paign contributions.

In interviews last week, two top ex-
ecutives with The White Co. - who
also were among the tO - recatted
the loan and contributions

Company Vice President T. NI. Mo-
han said the workers were comptying
with a request of company owner
Thomas White. now dead.

White was a backer of Buechner in
his unsuccessful bid in 19~4 to unseat
then-inca rnhent U S P ~p P bert A
'ioung. 1)-Mary land I{t'1~2~t

Buechner ousted r.~.c :n a 19s6
mat' h
The )apan. ~ made it up

to the empls ees ite'r tv. raises. Mo-
h,~p. 5Ui(l

FEC spokesman Eiand said it
illegal for a corporation t reimburse
employees for ~anApaign
contributions.

The other attacks this week against
Buechner hy Horn inckde

U Criticism of Buechners vote
Tuesday against a 5-sear deficit re-

duction plan that includes $149 billion
in higher taxes, Including an Inciase
in the tax rate of wealthy taxpayers to
33 percent from 28 percent.

The House has proven that It Is
possible to trim the deficit without
beating up on working Americans and
without fattening the wallets of the
wealthy," Horn said.

A spokesman for Buechner disputed
Horn's conclusion. He said Buechner
opposed the proposal, In part, because
it eliminated tax indexing - which
annually increasing deductions and
tax rates to reflect inflation.

A middle-class family of four with
an income of $40,000 would see an
increase (if S500-$600 in their federal
taxes, the spokesman for Buechner
said

U A request to the Missouri Bar's
disciplinary committee by Alberta
Slavin of Clayton, a former Democrat-
ic candidate for lieutenant governor.
Slav in asked that the panel Investigate
the payment this year by Buechner, a
la'~yer, of some Missouri income tax-
es for the years 1985 through 1987.

Buechner made the payments In
M.irch In recent interviews, he has
swd the paYments were not the result
of an audit or a notice from the gov-
ernment but from his own re-evalua-
t~~n of liabilities.

The amounts were "primarily Inter-
est and penalties" he said. He said he
now is up to date on all tax payments.

Mark Schlinkmnann of the Post-Dis-
patch staff contributed Informallon
for this story.
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maucam u~ u.s
C00182873
110922

:lerk of the louse
)fflce of Records and Registration
1036 Longworth House Office Building ~,o 9 1
dashingtonD. C. 20515 Nov~~ 134

ro w*om it .~ concern: ~

rhe ~,ack Buechnet for Congress Coem'ittee. 11040 Manchester Rj~Ki~wJ

~lo. * 63122 recleved a loan In the form of a Cashier's Check

Boatzien~ Bank of St. Louis County, 222 South Centr;~1, Clayt. Mo. ~

63105 ~n Oct. 30. 1984 in the amount of $10,000.00. 9
6~a

This loan is yuaranteed by the following, each for $1,000.00. The

address for each of the following Is do The White Company, 940 West

Port Plaza. St. LOuiS, MO. 63146 They are all employed by The White Co.

Eileen A. Buhlinger
Robert J. Witti'~nn
Patricia A. McBride
Joan Campbell
T. M. Mohan
E.clyn M. Mosley
Jud'th K. Moran
Joyce A. weston
Bev'rly J. Stewart
Mindy Komen

~.4ncerely,

Randy Mulcahy
CarT'paign Manager

11040 ~ ftd.O Kltwood. Ne. 63122314/522-7176

P~W 'a' by ~ S.~tww 9,w Ca"au~ Com~I~.

~~~1~~~
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940 Most Post Plaza
St. Louis. Us. 63146 ~1
vittmami~ 3~ert '*
940 West, Port Plaza
St. Louis. Us. 63146

--r-P~a . Ka~A J1F8~& - --

Neiride, Patricia A.
940 West Post Plaza
St. Louis. No. 63146

s~w

SeoePttOSisI

The White Co.

Aset to DirectOl

S

The White C..

IxecutiSs Secretary

~4r yp4.18
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V~ -. - h~m 2W Cads sb...4I .

Campbell. Joan 
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Accountant
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

November 8, 1990

Ha. Joan Campbell. Comptroller
The White Company
940 West Port Plaza
St. Louis. HO 63146

RE: !4UR 3158

Dear Its. Campbell:

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

enclosed, we have numbered this matter 1'IUR 3158. Please refer

to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in

~iriting that no action should be taken against you in this

N. matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. lihere 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. If no response is received within 15 days. the

Commission may take further action based on the available

7) information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance vith

2 U.s.c. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in 'iriting that you wish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter. 9leaSe 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.



If you have any questions, please contact Michael
Narinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-6200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lawrence 14. Noble

General Counsel

~L4
BY: Loi~~'.~'erner Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. DesIgnation of Counsel Statement

N

a
q~J-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

tlovember 8, 1990

Ms. Evelyn N. I4osley
do The White Company
940 West Port Plaza
St. LouiS. 140 63146

RE: MUR 3158

Dear 14s. I4oslCy:

The Federal Election Commission 
received a complaint ~rihiCh

alleges that ~OU may have violated 
the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is

enclosed, lie have numbered this matter t4UR 3158. Please refer

to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act. you have the opportunity to demonstrate in

Pf)

~,ritiflg that no actIon should be taken against 
you in this

matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials ~ihich you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. Uhere appropriate, statements should be submitted under

oath. Your response. ~ihiCh should be addressed tO the General

Counsel's Office, 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.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that ~OU 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 dnd other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions. please contact Michael
Narinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission a procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lawrence 14. Noble

General Counsel

/

DY: Lois G.~er ner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

r~.
~f)

a



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Novmber 8, 1990

lAs. Judith Moran Harris
do Designs for Tomorrow
2410 Schuet: Road
Maryland Heights. MO 63043

RE: Z4UR 3158

Dear Ks. Harris:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
i~ct of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUR 3158. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
~iriting that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

o 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. If no response is received 'iithin 15 days. the
Commission may take further action based on the available

- information.

This matter ~:ill remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(aUI)(B) and § 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Klchael
Narinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information, ye have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lavrence 14. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. rner
0 Associat General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

a



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

~ovmbeZ 8, 1990

Ms. Joyce A. Heston
do The White Company
940 West Port Plaza
St. LouiS. 140 63146

RE: I4UR 3158

0
Dear 145. Heston:

C)

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 i5

enclosed. We have numbered this matter idUR 3158. Please refer

N to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in

o writing that no action should be taKen against you in this

matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials ~,hich you

believe are relevant tO the Commission's analysis of this

matter. tlhere appropriate, statements should be submitted under

'7) oath. Your response. which should be addressed tO the General

Counsel's Office, 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.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(l2)(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 authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Kichasi
Karinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lawrence 14. Noble

General Counsel

DY: Lois G. Ler(ner
Associate deneraj. Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

0



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

t~ov.mber 8, 1990

Ms. Beverly 3. Stewart
112 Carriage House Lane
St. Charles. MO 63303

RE: !4UR 3158

Dear Ms. Stewart:

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
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3158. 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. 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. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, 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.

This matter 'iill remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact MichaelMarinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)376-8200. For your information, we have attached a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
Complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence 14. Noble
General Counsel

'9

BY: Lois
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

a



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 8, 1990

14s. l4indy Komen
do Paragon Group Inc.
12400 Olive Boulevard
St. Louis. 140 63141

RE: I4UR 3158

Dear 145. Komen:

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
enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUR 3158. Please refer

Co to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
'iriting that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. 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

0 oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
counsel's Office, must be submitted ~,ithin 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received "ithin 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter 'iill remain confidential in accordance with
Z U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(lZ)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in ~iriting that you ~lish 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.



If you have any questions, please contact KiChaCi
Marinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)

376-8200. For your informatiOn, VO have attached a brief

description of the CommissionS procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lavreflce K. loble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

if)
Enclosures
I. Complaint
2. ProcedureS
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

NO

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

November 9, 1990

Hr. Jack Buechner
14 Ponca Trail
Kirkvood, HO 63122

RE: HUR 3158

Dear Hr. Buechner:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint ~ihich
0 alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3158. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

N Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
__ ~iriting that no action should be taken against you in this
17 matter. 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. Your response. iihich should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received ~uithln 15 days, the
Commission may taI~e further action based on the available

- information.

This matter ~iill remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(aU4)(B) and § 437g(a(l2)(A~ unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you vish 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.



If you have any questions, please contact Hichasi
Narineili. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information. we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

~-l

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

EnclosuresN. 1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

pg.)

N

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC. 20*3

November 8, 1990
Jack Duechner for congress and
Robert A. Hutton. Jr.. as treasurer

14418 South Outer Forty
St. Louis. 140 63017

RE: I4UR 3158

Dear Hr. Hutton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint ~ihich
alleges that JacK Buechner for Congress and you, as treasurer.
may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as
amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint 15 enclosed. We
have numbered this matter 14UR 3158. Please refer to this number
in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
~rxt1ng that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials 'ihich you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

o 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. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter ~ii1l remain confidential in accordance ~iith
2 U.s.c. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 'I 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in ~ir~ting that you ',ish 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.



If you have any questions1 please contact Michael
Karinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lavrence 14. loble

General Counsel

DY: Lois G. erner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: Jac1~ Buechner



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

November 8 1990

Hr. Samuel B. Hayes. III. President
Boatmen's Dank of St. Louis County
222 South Central
Clayton. NO 63105

RE: MUR 3158

Dear Mr. Hayes:

o The Federal Election Commission received a complaint uhich

alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign

- Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is

enclosed, lie have numbered this matter HUR 3158. Please refer

to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in

N. 'iriting that no action should be taKen against you in this

matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. ~1here appropriate, statements should be submitted under

oath. Your response, ~ihich should be addressed to the General

Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of

this letter. If no response is received 'iithin 15 days. the

Commission may taKe further action based on the available
in format ion.

This matter ~ili remain confidential in accordance uith
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437gta)(l2)(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 authorizing such counsel to receive any
not~ficatiOn5 and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Michael
Marineili, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376~8200. For your information, ye have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedure5 for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lavrence H. Noble

General Counsel

DY: Lois G. Lerner
Associ te General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

N

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

November 8, 1990

Hr. Thomas White, President
The White Company
940 West Port Plaza
St. Louis, HO 63146

RE: HUR 3158

Dear Hr. White:

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

enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUR 3158. 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
N matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. lihere appropriate, statements should be submitted under

0 oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of

this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may tare further action based on the available
information.

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

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



U you have any questions, please contact MichaelKarinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-6200. For your information, ye have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedures for handling
Complaints.

Sincerely,

Lavrence N. Noble

General Counsel

DY: Lois
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

~

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. 0 C. 20463

NovelUber 9~ 1990

T.14. Hohan, Vice President
do The White Company
940 VeSt Port Plaza
St. Louis. MO 631~6

RE: MUR 3158

Dear Mr. liohan:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint ~ihich

alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is

enclosed. We have numbered this matter 14UR 3158. please refer

to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, ~OU have the opportunity to demonstrate in

N. writing that no action should be taken against you in this

matter. 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. Your response. which should be addressed to the General

Counsel's Office, 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.

This matter ~,ill remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(5) and § 437g(a)(1Z)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you vish the matter to be made

public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission b~ 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.



If you have any questions please contact Michael
I4arinelli. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedure8 for handling
complaints.

Sincerely.

Lawrence K. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois erner
LI) Associa t~e General Counsel

- Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

November 8, 1990

Ms. Eileen Bublinger
1192 Cantina Drive
St. Louis, 140 63141

RE: MUR 3158

Dear Hs. Buhlinger:

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

enclosed, We have numbered this matter I4UR 3158. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the nct, 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 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. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

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

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

notifications and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact k4ichaeIHarinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)376-8200. For your information, we have attached a briefdescription of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lawrence bf. Noble

General Counsel
'~ 1 rner

BY: Lois
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

Pv~)

N

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

November 8, 1990

Hr. Robert J. Wittman
do Kendrick-Cardjna~ Glennon

Seminary
5200 Glennon Drive
St. Louis, 140 63119

RE: I4UR 3158

Dear Mr. Wittman:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichalleges that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint isenclosed. We have numbered this matter I4UR 3158. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

N

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. 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 underoath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsels Office, 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.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(a) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter', please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form statinq the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
riotificat~ons and other communications from the Commission.



If you have any questions, please contact Michael

Marineili. the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)

376-8200. For your information, ye have attached a brief

description of the Commission s procedures for handling
complaints.

I

LavrenCe 14. Noble
General Counsel

~1

BY: Lois ner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. ProcedUreS
3. DesignatiOn of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

November 8D 3.990

148. Patricia I4cDride
1960 Caposele Lane
Haselvood. 140 63042

RE: I4UR 3158

Dear 113. l4cBride:

-xi 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
enclosed. We have numbered this matter I4UR 3158. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the ACt, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
~,riting that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissions analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response. ~,hiCh should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further dction based on the available
information.

This matter xiill remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. ~ 437gia.(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12UA) 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.



If you have any questions, please contact Nichael
Narinelli, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
376-8200. Por your information, ye have attached a brief
description of the Commissions procedures for handling
complaints.

Lavrence K. Noble
General Counsel

DY: Lois ner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

o



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Noveimber 9, 3.990

Joan Kelly Horn
1750 S. DrentVOOd Blvd.
Suite 256
st. Louis, MO 631h4

RE: 14UR 3158

C~J
Dear t4rs. Horn:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 1, 1990, of

your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal

Election Campaign ~Ct of 1971. as amended ("the Act"), by Jack

Buechner, Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A. Hutton, 
Jr.,

N. as treasurer, Samuel B. Hayes, iii. Thomas Uhite. T.M. Hohan,

Eileen Bunlinger. Robert J. Uittman. Patricia llcBride, Joan

Campbell. Evelyn N. l4osley. Judith tioran Harris. Joyce A.

O HestOn, Beverly J. Steuart and liindy Komen. The respondents

~ii1l t~e notified of this complaint vithin tive days.

You xiill be notified as soon as the Federal Election

CommisSion takes final action on your complaint. Should you

receive any additional information in this matter, please

foruard ~t to the Office of the General Counsel. Such

information must te s~iOrn to in the same manner as the original

complaint. ~ie have numbered this matter IIUR 3158. please refer

to thiS number ifl all future correspondence. For your

information, ue have attached a brief description 
of the

Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

If you have any questions. please contact Retha Dixon.

Docket Chief. at (202) 376-3110.

Sincerely.

Laurence 14. Noble
General CounselI /

BY: Loi~G. ,Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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November 20, 1.990

Mr. Michael Marinelli
Federal Election Coumise jOft
WashiDgtok, D.C. 20463

00
DC: MUD3158

Dear Mr. Marinelli:
ci

pursuant to our telephone conversation, the 
undersigned

hereby enter their appearance as attorneys 
for Patricia MoSt±dS

with regard to the above matter. On her behalf, we :equest an

additionAl 15 days, to and j~oluding December 5, 1990, 
within

which to file a response to t1~ie complaint in this matter.

Please ac]cnowledgt receipt of this request.

Tha.nk you for your cooperation in this matter.

Very trul~ yours,

Thomas B Weaver

TEW: iiidb



BUECHNER, MCCANI!xy, LEoNARD, K&zxxunzn. Owzw & LADEEMAN
AZONNUT AT LAW

UMUALV POINT

16141 NORTH OUTER FORTY DRIVE, SUITE 1300
ST. LOUIS IOHUSTZUFIUW), MISSOURI @13017-1774

(014) 502-7100JACK SUEcHNER
TItOp~ AS W. MCCARTHY lii
KICk AEL K. KAKMMERER
ANIRRW R LEONARD

JAMES C. OWEN
LOUIS N. LADERMAN 

I~-.' K~~-"~-.WALTER 3. LAMEIN 
FACSIMILE ~4.ul1W,

DIANA K. WIELAND
JAMES P. TOWEl, JR.

BRIAN 3 MCGOVERN
ELIZABErn M. DIKrZMANS

TODD A. MASSA

November 26, 1990ALSO LIC ENSED IN ILLINOIS

Ms. Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

NJ

Re: HUE 3158

Dear Ms. Lerner:

Please be advised that this office represents CongressmanN Jack Buechner individually and the Jack Buechner for Congress
__ Committee.

This letter is in response to your letter of November 8,1990 regarding Ms. Horn's complaint which includes newspaperreports of her complaint and other hearsay evidence.

The letter of complaint contains no independent affidavitssubstantially Ms. Home's allegations regarding a 1984 election
to which she was not a party.

Neither Mr. Buechner not the committee admits any violations
of Federal Election Laws.

The individual noted in Ms. Home's letter, Thomas White wasa prominent Republican donor who was active in Mr. Buechner's1984 race. All dealings with Mr. White and the campaign werewithin the law. Mr. White secured the $10,000.00 loanguarantors. The proper notice of the guaranty was filed (seeattached). None of the guarantors exceeded this maximum allowed
by law ($1,000.00).

Following the election a portion of the note was paid by thecampaign. Mr. Buechner did not have any contacts after thecampaign with Mr. White but it is Mr. Buechner's recollectionthat Mr. White secured the balance of the unpaid loan from each



Ms. Lois 6. Lerner
November 26, 1990
Page Tvo

of the co-guarantors. The bank notified the committee that the
loan was paid and a pro-rata distribution of the balance was
reflected by the Treasurer in the F.E.C. records tiled in that
campaign.

Mr. White is now deceased. Neither Mr. Buechner nor the
campaign ever received any funds from the White Company as
alleged by Congressman Buechner' s 1990 opponent Joan Horn.

Very truly yours,

~A4AAS 4~24
Andrew B. Leonard

ABL/cm

'N

-o

N.
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~t..i. * &b~EWVR Ut ~VUW U1UU55
Office of Records and Registration
1036 Longworth House Office Building 9 ~
Washin~ton.D. C. 20515 Nov
To whdm it may Concern: !I1I1iiKiuJThe ~aCk Suechner for Congress Conwittee. 11040 Manchester IMo. * 63122 recleved a loan In the form of a Cashier's CheckBoatinen~, Bank of St. Louis County. 222 South Central, Clayt~. ~ ~
63105 on Oct. 30. 1984 in the anwunt of $10,000.00.

This loan is guaranteed by the following, each for $1,000.00. Theaddress for each of the following is do The White Company, 940 WestPort PIdz~. 5t* Louis. Mo. 6)1.16 They are dll employed by The White Co.

Eileen A. Buhllnger
Robert J. WittziWnn
Patricia A. Mc8rlde
Joan Campbell
T. M. Mohan
C.a~lyn M. Mosley
Judtth K. Moran
Joyce A. Heston
Bev'rly J. Stewart
Mindy Koc~n

~Ancerely,

Randy Mulcahy
Camoaign Manager

11040 ME~Ae6~f Rd.. KIatw~ H. 63122
~14IS22-7173

- by hack bcww. ba ~ Cinama~.
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AZXSTZONG, TR&SDALB, SOHL&PLY, DAvIs & Dious
A PASNSRSMIP SWCLUSN PUOPSUSONAL @OUPOATI@WS ~S NOV a& A~ 10: 3L~

ATTORNEYS AND GOUNSUWUS

Owu Mzmom'oLmN SQuARE
ST. Louis, Missouzz 68102-2740

(814) 691-8070
TuLuaoMuu (814) 081-5068 AMSAS CITY. wissoum

333J.UVILLU. ILLINOIS

OVERLAND PARK. KANSAS

Thamas B. Wmw, P.C.

(314) 342-U21

November 20, 1990

By Telecopier

Mr. Michael Marinelli
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR3158

Dear Mr. Marinelli:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, the undersigned
hereby enter their appearance as attorneys for Patricia McBride
with regard to the above matter. On her behalf, we request an
additional 15 days, to and including December 8, 1990, within
which to file a response to the complaint in this matter.

Please acknowledge receipt of this request.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Very trul~yours,

Thomas B Weaver

G. David Harpool

TBW:mdb
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November 21, 1990

Ms. Lois G. Lerner
Associate General counsel
Federal Election Commission -~

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3158

Dear Ms. Lerner:

This letter is in response to your letter of November
1990, which was received by me on November 15, 1990. You ask no

specific questions so I assume you want a statement.

During the 1984 election, Mr. Thomas J. White, Sr. asked me
to guarantee $1,000 of a loan from Boatmen's Bank. I signed that
guarnatee as requested by Mr. White. About one year later I
received a past due notice from Boatmen's. Between then
(September or October of 1985) until October 1990, I heard noth-
ing else about the subject.

I assure you I had no intention to violate any law in sign-
ing that guarantee and don't feel I did anything wrong.

Yours truly,

CD (~1~7~ ~7
Evelyn Mosley

EM: 1dm
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November 21, 1q90

Is. Lois G. Lerner
kssociate General Counsel
Federal Election Commissioi
Washington, D.C. 20463

33: ID! 3158 ~II
Dear Is. Lerner:

This letter is in response to your letter of November 8, 1990k which was

received by me on November 15, 1990.

During the 1984 election, Er. Thomas J. white, Sr. asked me to guarantee

0 $1,000 of a loan from Boatmen's Bank. I signed that guarantee as requested by

Er. White. About one year later I received notice from the bank that the loan

had not been fully repaid. I contacted the bank and learned they had been un-

able to collect the total loan from Er. Buechner and had been unsuccessful in

contactinq him. I tried to contact him and was also unsuccessful. In lovem-

her, 1985, Er. White paid Boatmen's Bank $7,203.83, the remaining balance of

the loan including accrued interest.

I assure you I had no intention to violate any law in signing that
~r) guarantee and I don't feel I did anything wrong.

Between November 1985 and October 1990, I heard nothing of this subject.

In early October 1990 lindy Komen telephoned to ask me what I remembered about

this situation. I reminded her that Er. White had asked ten employees to sign

guarantees. She asked if I remembered who signed and more specifically

whether she had signed. I told her I did not remember, for sure, who had

signed but thought she might have been one of the ten.

Several days later, a reporter from the St. Louis Post Dispatch

telephoned. I spoke to this reporter for approximately fifteen minutes. The

quotes she used in her article of October 18, 1990, were taken out of context

and twisted to say things I was not really saying. I told her throughout the

interview I really did not remember how things were resolved and that it would

be n~~essary to check the records to be more certain.

gain, I assure you there was no intention to violate the law by any of

people named in Joan Kelly Horn's letter to the Federal Election Con-

on. I, therefore, respectfully request you take no action against these

Yours truly,

Thomas N. Nohan

TNNi~
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MUR 3i6~

iwin 01 c~ns~~ R,~JDi1E*J .

ADD~5: ibi4I ~ du1~L Fbaxi

U'
-. 6

TRLBIUOUZ: 3I~ 532..7IOO '~1

The above-named individual is hereby designated 
as my -Vt','

counsel and is authorized to receive any notificationS and other~ ~--~

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf bet or~ ~

the Commission.
t- 0

r~. rate

CC)

0

RESPONDENT S ~IAME: ~ACK. Bti~X-i+~J~P- Fo~~ (~oAJ&a~SS COMM iT71~

C) ADDRESS: i'PN~ So. OWfl~A. FoI~~

ST. LO~JIS,. MO. ~~3o7

HOME PHONE: _____________________

BUSINESS PHONE: (3i4)~(.S~iIOI
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November 23, 1990

Ms. Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

)mrYj

RE: MUR 3158 'a

Dear Ms. Lerner: 
~

This letter is in response to your letter of NovOmber-.B,~~,

1990, which was received by me on November 15, 1990. You asko~3~

specific questions so I assume you want a statement.

During the 1984 election, Mr. Thomas J. White, Sr. asked me

to guarantee $1,000 of a loan from Boatmen's Bank. I signed that

guarantee as requested by Mr. White. About one year later I

received a past due notice from Boatmen's. Between then

(September or October of 1985) until October 1990, I heard noth-

ing else about the subject.

I assure you I had no intention to violate any law in sign-

ing that guarantee and don't feel I did anything wrong.

Yours truly,

?y~Ak~
Joyce Heston

JH:ldm

0
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112 CarrIage Hou~ Drive
St. Cbarlea~ MO 63303
November 27,1990

Lawrence Noble, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission ~ -C,4 .,

1325 K. Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3158

Dear Mr. Noble:

I have received the information from your office concerning the above-referenced matter.

The following summarizes the extent of my involvement and knowledge of this situation:

o I guaranteed a loan to Jack Buechner's campaign. It was my understanding that Jack

Buechner would repay the loan, and I was not aware that he did not repay the loan.

o I did not contribute any money to his campaign nor was I aware that a contribution

o was reported under my name.

o It was never inferred or implied in any way that any wage increases or bonuses were

tied to any contributions.

- Although I am not aware of anything else that increases your knowledge of this matter, you

may feel free to contact me concerning this situation.

Sincerely,

2Jc~A±~

Beverly J. Stewart
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Noveuber 26, 1990

~ ~~1~~Mr. Lawrence
General N. NobleCounsel
Federal Election Commission ~
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

I am writing in response to your letter dated November 8, -~

1990 in regards to matter NUR 3158.

Your letter and accompanying material provided the first
evidence to me that I vas in any way party to the loan in
question. I was not asked to make such a loan by Mr. White or Mr.
Buechner, nor did I sign any loan papers nor did I make any loan
repayment myself.

1~) I was only vaguely aware, via second-hand conversation, that
some type of loan arrangement was made between Mr. White and Mr.

N. Buechner. However, I knew none of the details nor was I in any
way party to any of the discussion or negotiations pertaining to
the arrangement in question.

0
Respectfull~y yours,

C)
Robert J. AWittmann
do Kenrick-Glennon seminary
5200 Glennon Rd.
St. Louis, MO 63119
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHING ION. DC 20413

November 30, 1990

Thomas B. Weaver, Esquire
Armstrong, Teasdale, Schiafly, Davis & Dicus
One Metropolitan Square
St. Louis, Missouri 63102-2740

RE: MUR 3159

Patricia McBride

Dear Mr. Weaver:

This is in response to your letter dated November 20, 1990,
which we received on November 20, 1990, and your client's
designation of counsel which received on November 27, 1990,
requesting an extension of 15 days until December 10, 1990, to
respond to the complaint filed against your client. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I have
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on December 10, 1990.

~f)
If you have any questions, please contact Michael Marinelli,

0 the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lerner
Assoc/~ ate General Counsel
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November 21, 1990
N) :~

Ms. Lois G. Lerner
Associate General COUnSOl 

-

Federal Election COU2EiSSiOfl N ~u'

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: RUE 3158

Dear Ms. Lerfl*r

This letter is in response to your letter of November 8,

1990, which vas received by me on November 15, 1990. You ask no

N specific questions so i assume you want a 
statement.

During the 1984 election, Mr. Thomas J. White. Sr. asked me

to guarantee $1,000 of a loan from Baotmen's 
Bank. I signed that

guarantee as requested by Mr. White. About one year later I

received a past due notice from Baotmefl's. 
In NoVember 1985, Mr.

White told me to prepare one of his personal 
checks in the amount

N of $7,203.83 to pay off the Boatmen's loan, as one of his ac-

countants I did as he instructed. Between then (November 1985)

until October 1990, I heard nothing else about 
the subject.

I assure you I had no intention to violate 
any law in sign-

ing that guarantee and don't feel I did anything 
wrong.

Yours truly,

Joan ampbell

JC:ldm
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AuxsTxohro TU.&SD&LD, Sozz.&PLY, Davis & Dious
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ATIOmqUTU &x~ Gouwu3wUS

Oira XTaOPOUTAN Sou*au

ST. Louxu, MisSOURI 08100-0740

(814) 603-6070

TaLmooPz3u (634) 633.6005 KANSAS am, xmsouuz
333J~3Y!LL3, U.LINOXU

ov33ZAM3 FAUX, KANSAS

Thoam B. Wcava~, P.C.

(314) 342-8021

November 27, 1990

Mr. Michael Marinelli
Federal Election Commission
v44-~w~ fl t~ 9fl&6A

I..

fl~bA1J.AL'~ ~ ~. ~. 
-'

Re: MUR 3158 ~'

Dear Mr. Marinelli:

Enclosed please find the Statement of Designation of Counsel 
C.,, j~

executed by Patricia A. McBride in the above-referenced matter. ~
z

TBW: mdb
Enclosure

2)

Very truly yours,

Thomas B. Weaver



0? ~ 0?

MUR 3158

1W. 0? COUES3L3 THONAS B - UIP~AV~

DAVIS & DICUS

ONE METhOPOLIT~ S0UAR~
SUITE 2600

ST. LOUIS, 140 63102-2740

rRIZlHOUE (314) 621-5070

The aboveflam@d 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 ~~jSSiOfl.

rate

RESPONDENT'S ~4AME: p

ADDRESS: 
1

HONE pHONE:

BUSINESS pHONE: 
-

3 jgriaCUr~

ATRICIA A. MCBRIDE

960 CapoSele Lane

iazelwood, MO 63042

(314) 895-1876
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ST. Louis, MzssouaI 68102-3740
(814) 021-5070

Thz..oovzua (854) S31-S@~
Thomas B. Weavcr, P.C.

(314) 342-8021

KANSAS CITY, MiSSouRI
5ULLUVILLU, ILLINOIS

OVERLAND PARK. KANSAS

December 10, 1990

~
Mr. Michael Marinelli

I,.-,

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

~
Re: MUR 3158

Dear Mr. Marinelli: ~
.~', (4

0

As attorney of record on behalf of Patricia McBride in the

above matter, I submit this letter in response to the letter

dated November 8, 1990, from Lois G. Lerner to Mrs. McBride. The

letter states that the Federal Election Commission has received a

complaint which purportedly alleges that Mrs. McBride may have

violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. Included

with Ms. Lerner's letter was a letter dated October 25, 1990,

from Joan Kelly Horn to Lawrence Noble, General Counsel of the

Federal Election Commission. We assume that Ms. Horn's letter is

the complaint to which we are referred.

We have reviewed Ms. Horn's letter and the accompanying

materials. We submit the following in response.

Mrs. McBride was an employee of the White Company in 1984.

While an employee of the White Company Mrs. McBride was

approached by her then boss, Mr. Thomas White, and asked whether

she would be willing to sign a form with regard to a loan to be

made by a bank to Mr. Jack Buechner. Mr. White advised Mrs.

McBride that the form was a formality and indicated that several

other employees at White intended to sign the form. In response

to this request by Mr. White, Mrs. McBride did in fact sign the

form. Although Mrs. McBride did not fully understand the effect

of her signing the document and did not review the document that

she had been asked to sign, she does remember signing the form,

again at the request of Mr. White.

With regard to purported campaign contributions by Mrs.

McBride to Mr. Buechner's campaign, Mrs. McBride states that at

no time did she make any campaign contribution in any amount to



* I 0 S
ARMSTRONG, TEABDALE, SOHLAFLY, DAVIS & Dicus

Mr. Michael Marinelli
December 10, 1990
Page -2-

Mr. Buechner's campaign. Mrs. McBride states that at no time did
she authorize the White Company or any other person to make a
campaign contribution in her name. Mrs. McBride states that at
no time prior to this year was she aware that any campaign
contribution had been made in her name. Her only knowledge with
regard to any purported campaign contribution made in her name
comes from the newspaper articles attached to Ms. Horn's October
25, 1990 letter.

Mrs. McBride further points out that in Ms. Horn's letter
and one of the newspaper articles, Tom Mohan, Vice President of
the White Company, ~ that the company "probably made it
up to the employees later." Mr. Mohan's speculation is simply
wrong. At no time did Mrs. McBride receive any raises or bonuses
reflecting repayment of any campaign contribution which may have
been made in her name, without her knowledge. The only raises or
bonuses Mrs. McBride received were performance related.
Obviously, considering the fact that she made no contribution to
Mr. Buechner's campaign, it is somewhat frivolous to even discuss
the issue of whether any raise or bonus was paid to her in

repayment for a non-existent contribution.
Based on the above facts, it is clear that Mrs. McBride did

not participate in any violation of any provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971. She did not participate in any
improper donations or erroneous campaign reports.

In light of the above, we believe it is clear that no action
should be taken against Mrs. McBride in this matter.

Mrs. McBride is willing to cooperate in any way appropriate.
She has nothing to hide. It is unfortunate that she has been
dragged into this matter, through no fault of her own.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or
comments you may have with regard to this submission. If you
need any additional information, please advise and we will
cooperate with you as much as possible.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Very truly yours,

TBW: mdb Thomas B. Weaver
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ARMSTRONG, TEASDALE, SORLAFLY, DAVIS & Dious

Mr. Michael Marinelli
December 10, 1990
Page -3-

I, Patricia McBride, hereby state and aver that I have read

the foregoing letter and that the facts recited therein are true
and correct.

S~aZ~~ ~W
Patricia McBride

~ Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public, this

Mday of December, 1990.

KAREN S. NEWELL, NOTARY PUBLIC

Jefkrso~' County, State of M;ssouri
PAy ~crti; o~ ~x'~ ro~ 4-27.92

f~')

N.

('C'

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTONI DC 3043

June 24, 1991

Mr. Samuel 3. Hayes, U!, President
Boatmen's Sank
800 North Market
St. Louis, Missouri 63101

RE: HUH 3158

Dear Mr. Hayes:

On November 1, 1990, the Federal Election Commission
received a complaint alleging that you may have violated
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the "Act"). The notification letter sent to you on
November 8, 1990, as well as a copy of the complaint, a
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints and a designation of counsel form, were returned to
this Office due to an incorrect address. Enclosed please find
that letter and accompanying documents.

We have numbered this matter NUR 3158. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

0 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 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
Office of the General Counsel, 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.

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 authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Samuel B. Hayes, KU
Page 2

It you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Buagarner, the attorney assigned to thi5 matter, at (202)
376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate Genera Counsel

LI) Enclosure
Letter dated November 8, 1990 (and accompanying documents)

N

0
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ATTOSNUVS AT LAW 91 ii
61101.1W STREET

ST. WUU MUSOUR, 63101
314/444-7600

RoberL B. Hocrnc'ke FAcSIMIlE 514/3454056

July 9, 1991

Via Federal Express

Mary Ann Bumgarner, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3158

Dear Ms. Bumgarner:

Enclosed is our Entry of Appearance on behalf of
Bank in this matter. We respectfully request an addit
fourteen (14) days, up to and including July 26, 1991,
which to submit any factual or legal materials which w
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matt

N We request the additional fourteen days to file a
sponse in order to allow us sufficient time to locate
any relevant documentation and to speak with Boatmen's
sonnel. As you know, the campaign loan in question wa
in 1984. Congresswoman Horn did not file her complain
late 1990 and we did not receive a copy of the complal
very recently. During the passage of time, at least c
the persons involved in the campaign loan has left Boa
Bank. Additionally, as part of Boatmen's routine docE

- handling, the original loan documents may no longer bE
possession and may have to be sought elsewhere.

We therefore request the additional time to allo~
prepare an appropriate response.

Very truly yours,

Robert B. Hoemeke

RBH:lz
Enclosure
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MUR 3158

NAME OF cOUWSB~a Hr. Robert Ho~eke

ADDDZSS: Levis, Rice & Fingersh
611 Olive Street, Suite 1400

TELEPUOME:

St. Louis, HO 63101

(314) 444-7600

The above-named individual is hereby designated as any

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and, to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

THE
July 9, 1991
Date

RESPONDENT S NAME:

ADDRESS:

~AL BANK OF ST. LOUIS

President of Central Region

Boatmen' s Bank

800 North Market Street

St. Louis, MO 63101

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0 C 20463

July 16, 1991

Robert B. Boemeke, Esquire
Levis, Rice & Fingersh
611 Olive Street
St. Louis, Missouri 63101

RE: HUE 3158

Boatmen's Bank

Dear Mr. Hoemeke:

This is in response to your letter dated July 9, 1991,
which we received on July 10, 1991, requesting an extension of
14 days to respond to the complaint in this matter. After
considering the circumstances presented in your letter, I have
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is
due by the close of business on July 26, 1991.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Bumgarner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

__ 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

7)

ry.. BY: Lois G. rner
Associate General Counsel
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ATTOSHEWS AT LAW
611 OUVRIRNET 5:. Louis, Missouri

ST. LOUIS. M3~OUR1 63101 Overland lurk, Kanma
314/444.7600 Kansas City, Missouri

Robert B. J-ioemcke v&cszuiua S54/241-6056 Cisyoa.Misouri

July 23, 1991

Via Federal Express

Mary Ann Bumgarner, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3158

-~ zDear Ms. Bumgarner:
0

This letter is the response of the Boatmen's National Bank
of St. Louis to your letter of June 24, 1991, regarding MUR 3158.0~
This matter was initiated by the complaint of Joan Kelly Horn,
dated October 25, 1990, against then Congressman Jack Buechner

NI~) of Missouri's Second District. Ms. Horn was, at the time of
the complaint, running against Mr. Buechner for election to

N. Missouri's Second District Seat in the United States Congress.
Ms. Horn's complaint does not directly mention Boatmen's but
the Federal Election Commission has requested a reply from Boat-
men's.

Boatmen's has reviewed its records but has been unable
to locate the original loan file. From the interviews of em-

C) ployees, and the records that are available to Boatmen's, it
is possible to put together some of the loan history.

On October 30, 1984, a $10,000 loan was made to the Buechner
for Congress Committee. The loan was evidenced by a demand
note which was signed by Jack Buechner (Exhibit A). The loan
was unsecured except for ten separate $1,000 guaranties made
by individuals.

On November 5, 1984, a $2,000 payment was made by the Buechner
for Congress Committee on the loan. Boatmen's expended some
effort in collecting the remaining balance of the loan which
was ultimately paid in full on November 25, 1985. At this time,
the bank has not been able to locate a copy of the item that
was used to pay the loan.
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Mary Ann Bumgarner, Esq.
July 23, 1991
Page two

Boatmen's has no knowledge regarding the claims that Patricia
McBride and Judith (Moran) Harris had no knowledge of being
guarantors on the loan. The individual guaranties were not
signed in the presence of bank officials.

Please contact me if we can be of further assistance.

Very truly yours,

Robert B. Hoemeke

o RBH:lz
Enclosures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

Auqust 26,

White Diversified, Inc. B
940 west Port Plaza
St. Louis, NO 63146

RE: HUE 3156

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that The White Company may have violated sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered

In this matter MUR 3158. Please refer to this number in all
future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to
administrative oversight. 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 materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,

O statements should be submitted under oath. Your response,
which should be addressed to the Office of the General Counsel,
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.

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 authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Bumgarner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-5690. For your information, we have attached a brief
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White Diversified, Inc.
Page 2

description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lavrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

If)

N

a
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(314) 876.0400

Aupet 30, 19~1

Is. Lois C. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
Federal Electi.n Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Is. Lerner:

This letter is in response to your letter of August 26, 1991.

-D

C4)

C,, --

C,, ~

White Diversified, Inc., a Corporation that was owned by Thonas 3.
White, Sr. during 1984 was the employer of the people listed in Is. Horn's
complaint. The Corporation had no involvement in the matter described in Is.
torn's complaint.

The employees of the Corporation and the Corporation had no intention to
violate any law. Therefore, we respectfully request you take no action
against the employees or the Corporation.

Thomas I. Nohan
Executive Vice President

TIN: 1dm
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONK! 5510K
999 3 Street, U.N.

Washington, D.C. 20463

COEPLAINANT:

RESPONDENTS:

0

RELEVANT STATUTES:

SENSiTIVE
FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

MUR: 3158
DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC: 11-01-90
DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO
RESPONDENTS: 11-8-90
STAFF MEMBER: MARY ANN BUMGARNER

Joan Kelly Horn

Jack Buechner
Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A.

Hutton, Jr., as treasurer
Eileen Buhlinger
Joan Campbell
Judith Moran Harris
Joyce A. Heston
Mindy Komen
Patricia McBride
Thomas M. Mohan
Evelyn N. Mosley
Beverly 3. Stewart
Robert 3. Wittmann
Thomas White
Boatmen's National Bank
White Diversified, Inc.

2 U.S.C. S 434(b)
2 U.S.C. S 441a(f)
2 U.S.C. S 441b
2 U.S.C. S 441f

11 C.F.R. S 11O.4(b)(1)
11 C.F.R. S 114.5

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF RATTER

The Commission received a complaint from Joan Kelly Horn

alleging that Congressman Jack Buechner, her opponent in the
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1990 general election for the seat in the U.S. Eouse of

Representatives from Missouri's Second District, violated the

Commission's regulations.1 Attachment 1. Congressman Suechner

vas defeated in the 1990 general election by Ms. Horn by only

approximately 50 votes. Ms. Horn won the election with 50.01%

of the votes, as compared to Mr. Buechner's 49.99% of the

votes.2

This Office notified Congressman Buechner of this

complaint, as well as his campaign committee and treasurer.

This Office also notified the ten employees of The White

Company who were listed as co-guarantors of a $10,000 loan

referenced in the complaint. These employees are

Eileen Buhlinger, Joan Campbell, Judith Moran Harris,

N Joyce A. Heston, Mindy Komen, Patricia McBride, T.M. Mohan,

Evelyn N. Mosley, Beverly 3. Stewart and Robert 3. Wittmann.
0

This Office also notified Samuel Hayes, III, President of

Boatmen's Bank, which made the subject loan. A letter was also

- sent to Thomas White, President of The White Company and to

White Diversified, Inc.3 Responses have been received from all

1.

2. Mr. Buechrler first ran for Congress in 1984, but was

unsuccessful. However, in 1986 and 1988, Mr. Buechner was

elected to the United States House of Representatives.

3. As discussed infra, The White Company is a fictitious name

used by White Divejillied, Inc., an incorporated for-profit
company in Missouri.
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respondents except for windy iomen and Mr. White, who is now

deceased.

II * FACTUAL AND LIGAL ANALTIKS

A. Complaint

Complainant alleges various violations of the Commission's

regulations by the parties referenced therein. The primary

issue in the complaint appears to be whether campaign

contributions allegedly made by ten employees of The White

Company, and reported as such by the Jack Buechner for Congress

committee (the "Committee") on their reports filed with the

Commission, were in fact contributions made by those
to

individuals. Based on information contained in the complaint,

a $10,000 loan from Boatmen's Bank to the Buechner committee

r~. was guaranteed by 10 employees of The White Company; however,

the Buechner committee defaulted on part of the loan.

This loan was reported on the Committee's 1984 Post-General

Report in connection with the 1984 general election.
CD

Subsequently, reports filed with the Commission by

Congressman Buechner's committee listed each of these

10 employees as contributing either $576.41 or $576.42 on

January 15, 1986, thereby raising the implication that these

contributions were made to pay off part of the loan. These

contributions were reported on the Committee's 1986 April

Quarterly Report in connection with the 1986 primary election.

According to complainant, at least three of the guarantors

referenced above had no knowledge as to the loan guarantees or

the subsequently reported contributions in question. Attached
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to the complaint were two newspaper articles from the St. Louis

Post-Dispatch dated October 13 and October 18, 1990.

respectively. Attachment 1 at 4-5. Both articles address

statements made by Mindy Komen, an employee of The White

Company. According to Ms. Komen, she signed no papers

guaranteeing the loan in question, nor did she make a campaign
contribution to Congressman Buechner. In fact, she claims she

never even knev about the campaign loan or contribution. The

complaint further alleges that two other White Company

employees, Patricia McBride and Judith Moran Harris, have

stated that they did not know about being a guarantor of the
loan, nor did they make a contribution to Buechner's campaign

or know that a contribution was made in their name. Based on

the foregoing, complainant cites to a possible violation of

11 C.F.R. S llO.4(b)(l), which prohibits the knowing acceptance

of a contribution made by one person in the name of another.

See also 2 U.s.c. S 441f. In addition, a question arises as to
C)

the accuracy of the Committee's reports since these guarantors

are listed as contributors on the Committee's Schedules A of

itemized receipts.

The second issue addressed by complainant concerns the

possibility of corporate contributions made by The White

Company to the Buechner committee. Complainant refers to

statements made by Thomas M. Mohan, Vice President of The White

Company, that appeared in the article dated October 18, 1990.

In recalling the loan and contributions, Mr. Mohan stated that

the workers were complying with a request of the Company's
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owner, Kr. Thomas Whit., to guarantee the loan. Mr. Mohan i5

also quoted as saying that the company 'probably made it UP to

the employees later" by raises. lased on the foregoing,

complainant cites to 11 C.F.R. sS 114.5 and appears to be

alleging that The White Company, through its employees, 3ade a

corporate contribution to Congressman Duechner's campaign

committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Co3plainant also

cites to a possible violation of 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(1), which

disallows a contributor to be paid for his or her contribution

through any form of compensation.

,r) B. Responses

In the response from counsel representing both Congressman

Buechner and the Jack Buechner for Congress committee

N (Attachment 2), Counsel states that neither Congressman

Buechner nor the Committee admit any violations of the "Federal

Election Laws." According to Counsel, Thomas White, who was

referenced in the complaint, was a prominent Republican donor

and was active in Congressman Buechner's 1984 race. Counsel

states that Mr. White secured the ten employees of The White

Company as guarantors of a $10,000 campaign loan to Congressman

Buechner's committee. Counsel further states that the proper

notice of the guarantee was filed and none of the guarantors

exceeded the applicable statutory limit of $1,000.

Counsel further states that following the 1984 election, a

portion of the note was paid by the campaign; however, it is

Congressman Buechner's recollection that Mr. White secured the

balance of the unpaid loan from each of the co-guarantors.
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Counsel states that after the campaign Congressman luochner did

not have any contacts with Mr White and it was the bank that

notified the Committee that the loan was paid. At that time.

Counsel states the committee attributed the final tepayaent of

the loan balance to each of the guarantors on a pro-rata basis,

as was reflected by the treasurer in the reports filed with the

Commission during the 1986 campaign. Lastly, Counsel asserts

that neither Congressman Suechner nor the Committee ever

received any funds from The White Company as alleged by

complainant.
0

In a letter from Thomas N. Mohan (Attachment 3), Vice

President of The White Company, Mr. Mohan states that during

the 1984 election9 Mr. White asked him to guarantee a loan from

Boatman's Bank. Mr. Mohan states that he signed that guarantee

as requested and approximately one year later he received a

notice from the bank stating that the loan had not been fully

repaid. According to Mr. Mohan, he contacted the bank and

learned that they had been unsuccessful in contacting

Congressman Buechner and, therefore, were unable to collect the

total amount of the loan. According to Mr. Mohan, in November

1985, Mr. White paid Boatman's Bank $7,203.83, the remaining

balance of the loan including accrued interest.

Mr. Mohan states that between November 1985 and October

1990, he heard nothing about the loan or contributions. He

states that sometime in October a reporter from the St. Louis

Post-Dispatch telephoned and he spoke with the reporter for

approximately fifteen minutes. According Mr. Mohan, the quotes
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used in the article dated October 18, 1990, vere "taken out of

context and tvisted to say things I was not really saying."

According to Kr. Rohan, he told the reporter throughout the

interview that he did not remember how things were resolved and

that it would be necessary to check the records to be more

certain. Finally, Kr. Nohan states that there was no intention

to violate the law by the ten guarantors named in the complaint

and requests that no action be taken against these individuals.

In the response from Boatmen's National Bank

(Attachment 4), counsel for the Bank states that while

Boatmen's reviewed its records, it has been unable to locate

the original loan file in connection with this matter.

However, from interviews of employees and available records,

Boatmen's reconstructed the loan history. According to

Boatmen's, on October 30, 1984, a $10,000 loan was made to the

0 Jack Buechner for Congress committee. The loan was unsecured

except for ten separate $1,000 guarantees made by individuals.

On November 5, 1984, a $2,000 payment was made by the

Jack Buechner for Congress committee on the loan; however,

according to the Bank, that was the only payment made by the

Committee. Counsel states that Boatmen's Bank expended some

effort in collecting the remaining balance of the loan, which

was ultimately paid in full on November 25, 1985. Counsel

further states that, at this time, Boatmen's Bank is unable to

locate the instrument that was used to pay the loan.

In the responses received from Eileen Buhlinger,

Joan Campbell, Joyce Heston, Patricia McBride, Evelyn Mosley
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and Beverly 7. Stewart (Attachments 5-10), these respondents

admit they were co-guarantors of the loan in question, but they

each deny any further involvement in this matter. According to

Ms. Campbell, Ms. baton and Ms. Nosley, these respondents

signed the subject guarantee as requested by Kr. White, and

about one year later each one received a past due notice from

Boatman's Bank. These respondents state that between the time

the past due notice was received and October 1990, they heard

nothing else concerning this matter. However, Ms. Campbell

does state in her response that in her capacity as an
c~J

accountant for Mr. White, at his request she prepared a

personal check for him in the amount of $7,203.83 to pay off

the remainder of the subject loan.

N. Further, in her response, Eileen Buhlinger states that

after guaranteeing the loan in question, she did not hear of it

again until the Commission's letter of notification regarding

the complaint in this matter. Ms. Buhlinger also states that
C)

she was not compensated by The White Company with regard to

this matter. Patricia McBride and Beverly J. Stewart also deny

in their responses that they were ever reimbursed in any way in

connection with the alleged contributions made by the ten

guarantors. Both of these individuals also deny that they

contributed any money to Buechner's campaign and, in addition,

deny any knowledge of any kind concerning the alleged

contributions from the ten guarantors reported by the Buechner

campaign.

In responses from Robert J. Wittmann and
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Judith Moran Harris (AttachmentS 11-12). each respondent denies

any knowledge of the loan in question. Both respondents deny

signing anything in connection with loan. According to

Ms. Harris, she did not make any contribution to

Congressman Buechner's campaign. Kr. wittmann also states that

he made no loan repayments in this matter.

Lastly, in the response received from White Diversified,

Inc., Thomas Mohan, Vice President of The White Company and an

individual respondent in this matter, states that White

Diversified, Inc. is a corporation which was owned by

Thomas J. White during 1984. According to Mr. Mohan, the

corporation had "no involvement in the matter described in

Pd) Ms. Horn's complaint." Furthermore, Mr. Mohan states that the

N employees of the corporation and the corporation itself had "no

intention to violate any law." Therefore, Mr. Mohan requests

that no action be taken against the employees of the

corporation, which are the individuals listed in Ms. Horn's

complaint.

C. Committee Reports

On October 30, 1984, the Committee reported on their 1984

Post General Report the receipt of the subject $10,000 campaign

loan. According to the Committee's response, only a portion of

the note was paid; however, the Committee's reports filed with

the Commission show three payments, totaling $5,235.89, were

made on the loan. The Committee apparently miscalculated the

total of these payments or misreported one of these payments,

because on the Committee's 1985 Year End Report, the cumulative
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payment to date on the loan was reported as $4,235.69, i.e.

$1,000 less than was previously reported as paid. Also

inconsistent with the Committee's reports is a statement made

in the response from Boatmen's Bank. In the response, counsel

for the Bank states that the Committee made only one $2,000

payment on the loan on November 5, 1964. Additional

inconsistent numbers result from responses received from

T.M. Mohan, Vice President of The White Company and

Joan Campbell, an accountant for The White Company. Based on

these responses, it appears that Mr. White paid off the

remainder of the subject loan by a personal check in the amount

of $7,203.83, which far exceeds all the above figures.

Apparently, this payment by Mr. White included all interest

accrued on the loan.4

In any case, while a discrepancy exists in the amount that

0
was actually paid by the Committee on the subject loan, the

fact remains that the remaining balance was apparently paid in

full by Mr. White but, on the 1986 April Quarterly Report, the

Committee listed the ten co-guarantors as contributing either

$576.41 or $576.42. However, as set out above, each

co-guarantor denies making a contribution to the Buechner

4. The Committee reported on their 1984 Year End Report
interest due on the subject loan as $172.38. In addition, on
the Committee's 1985 Mid-Year Report, the Committee reported
interest due on the loan as $467.67. Based on the Committee
reports, it is unclear whether the initial amount of interest
accrued on the loan was paid by the Committee or whether it was
included in the $467.67 reported as accrued on the Committee's
1985 Mid-Year Report. In any case, the amount of interest due
on the loan does not clear up the discrepancy in the amounts
referenced above.
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campaign committee in order to pay off the remaining balance of

the loan.

D. Contributions in the maine of another

2 U.S.C. S 44lf states that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another person or knowingly permit

his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no

person shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person

in the name of another person.

The loan made to the Buechner campaign committee was

signed by Congressman Buechner, but as indicated on the note,
If)

the Congressman was not individually liable. Instead, the loan

was unsecured except for the ten separate $1,000 guarantees

V') reportedly made by ten individuals. In their responses, two of

these individuals deny any knowledge of the loan in question

and deny signing any "loan papers in connection with this

matter. One individual, who did not respond to the complaint,

is quoted in a separate response as being unable to recall
C)

whether she in fact signed the guarantee. However, in

responses from the seven remaining co-guarantors, each

individual admits to signing the loan guarantee. In addition,

it appears that the loan guarantees were properly reported to

the Commission based on the Committee's belief that the ten

individuals listed were the co-guarantors of the subject loan.

Thus, it appears that the $10,000 loan made to the Buechner

committee was in fact guaranteed by at least seven of the ten
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5
individuals listed. Since none of the co-guarantors made any
other contributions to the Buechner committee, the loan

guarantees would not result in excessive contributions from the

individuals.6 Therefore, the primary issue in this matter

becomes whether the nine $576.41 contributions and the one

$576.42 contribution reported by the Buechner committee as

being subsequently received from the co-guarantors of the

subject loan, were in fact contributions from those

individuals.

Based on the evidence, it does not appear that the

co-guarantors did in fact make the reported contributions. In

addition to the denials made by all ten individuals,7

Joan Campbell states in her response that in her capacity as an

5. In their responses, five co-guarantors specifically state
that the amount for which they agreed to guarantee the loan
totaled $1,000 each.

C)
6. An additional contribution was made to the Buechner
committee from the authorized campaign committee of
Robert J. Wittmann, one of the listed co-guarantors of the
subject loan, who was a candidate for the House in 1986 from
the First District of Missouri. However, contributions from a
candidate committee are not considered to be personal
contributions by the candidate and thus would not impact upon
the candidate's personal contribution limits to other
campaigns. See Advisory Opinion 1984-34. Therefore,
Mr. Wittmann could make the individual contribution to the
Buechner campaign, without violating 2 U.S.C. S 441a.

7. While eight individuals deny making the loan guarantees,
all ten individual respondents deny making the contributions
reported by the Buechner committee. Of these denials, nine are
made in responses to the complaint and one denial is made in
newspaper articles attached to the complaint. A response to
the complaint was not received from Mindy Komen; however,
Ms. Komen, in the subject newspaper articles, denies making a
contribution to the Buechner campaign committee in order to pay
off the remaining balance of the loan.
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accountant for Mr. White, she prepared a personal check" for

him in the amount of $7,203.83 to pay off the remainder 
of the

subject loan. Furthermore, in the response from Thomas Rohan,

he states that in November, 1985, Mr. White paid Boatman's Bank

the remaining balance of the loan including accrued interest.

Based on the foregoing, it appears that the money used to pay

off the remaining portion of the subject loan came from

Mr. white's personal account and not from contributions made 
by

the co-guarantors. Indeed, the guarantors apparently were not

even aware of this payment by Mr. White. Therefore, this

Office recommends that the Commission find there is no reason

to believe that Eileen Buhlinger, Joan Campbell,

Judith Moran Harris, Joyce A. Heston, Mindy Komen,

N patricia McBride, T.M. Mohan, Evelyn N. Mosley,

Beverly J. Stewart and Robert J. Wittmann violated 2 U.S.C.

0
S 441f by knowingly allowing their name to be used to effect a

contribution. Similarly, this Office recommends that the
CD

Commission find no reason to believe that the Jack Buechner for

Congress Committee and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by accepting contributions in the name

of another.

Furthermore, while it appears that the money used to pay

off the remainder of the loan came from Mr. White's personal

account, it is not known whether Mr. White was ultimately

reimbursed by The White Company or White Diversified, Inc.

According to the response from White Diversified, Inc., the

corporation had no involvement in the matter described in
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Ms. Horn's compliant; however, it remains unclear whether

Mr. White, at some later date, was reimbursed by the

corporation of which he was the owner. It does not appear that

this Office will be able to discover whether any such repayment

occurred since the loan in question took place over five years

ago and Mr. White is now deceased. Therefore, based on the

foregoing, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

action against white Diversified, Inc. with respect to 2 U.s.c.

S 441fA

3. Prohibited and Excessive Contributions

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441b, corporations are generally

prohibited from making contributions and expenditures in

connection with federal elections. Section 441b further

N prohibits political committees from knowingly receiving or

accepting such prohibited contributions. Further, pursuant to
0

11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(1), a contributor may not be paid for his

or her contribution through a bonus, expense account, or other

form of direct or indirect compensation.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), no person shall make

contributions to any candidate and his authorized committee

8. In addition, with regard to the initial guarantees of the
subject loan, while seven of the co-guarantors admit to signing
a guarantee, at least two guarantors deny making such a
guarantee. Therefore, it is unclear whether Mr. White, who it
appears personally asked the employees to guarantee the loan,
possibly made any of these guarantees himself. If this is the
case, in effect, Mr. White would have made guarantees in the
name of another. Since Mr. White is deceased, this Office has
no way of determining what actually happened at the time these
guarantees were made and, therefore, this Office makes no
recommendation as to a possible violation of the Act relating
to the making of the guarantees.
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with re5pect to any election for Federal office which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000. Further, 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states

that no candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept

any contribution in violation of the provisions of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a.

The White Company is a fictitious name used by White

Diversified, Inc. White Diversified, Inc. is an incorporated

for-profit company operating in Missouri. According to the

Missouri Secretary of the State, both White Diversified, Inc.

and The White Company list the same mailing address.

As discussed supra, Complainant appears to be alleging in

the complaint that The White Company, through its employees,

made a corporate contribution to Congressman Buechner's

campaign committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Based on

information in the complaint, this allegation would appear to

0
be based upon the denials by three co-guarantors that they did

not in fact make the reported campaign contributions to the

Buechner committee and the fact that the co-guarantors of the

e~. subject loan were all employees of The White Company.

Similarly, Complainant cites to a possible violation of

11 C.F.R. S 114.5(b)(1), which disallows a contributor to be

paid for his or her contribution through any form of

compensation. This allegation stems from statements reported

as being made by Thomas N. Mohan in the October 18, 1990

article. Attachment 1 at 5. In the article, Mr. Mohan is

quoted as saying that in regard to the loan and contributions,

the workers were complying with a request of the Company's
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owner and the company probably made 
it up to the employees

later through raises.

Despite Complainant's allegations, it appears that the

money used to pay of the remaining portion 
of the subject loan

came from Mr. white's personal account 
and, therefore, there

appear to be no violations of 2 U.S.C. 
S 441b in this matter.

Once again, it is not known whether Mr. white was 
ever in fact

reimbursed by The white Company or White 
Diversified, Inc. for

his payment of the remaining portion 
of the subject loan. In

addition, in his response, Mr. Mohan states that he was

misquoted in the October 18, 1990 article and he had told the

reporter that he did not remember how 
things were resolved and

would have to check the records to be more certain. Also, in

N the responses received from Ms. Buhlinger, Ms. McBride and

Ms. Stewart, each of these respondents deny that 
they were ever

0
reimbursed in any way by The White Company with 

regard to this

matter. Based on the foregoing, this Office recommends that

the Commission take no action against White Diversified, 
Inc.

(Y\ with respect to 2 U.S.C. S 441b. Further, this Office

recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that

jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b by accepting corporate

contributions from White Diversified, 
Inc.

While is unclear how much of the loan was actually paid by

the Buechner committee, by the Committee's own admission a

portion of the loan was defaulted on by the Committee. The

remaining portion, which was ultimately paid by Mr. White from
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his personal funds, apparently totaled not less than $5,764.11,

which is the last amount reported by the Committee as being due

on the loan, and not more than $7,203.83, which is the amount

that was paid by Mr. White according to the accountant.

Regardless of which figure is used, the payment by Kr. White

clearly exceeds the applicable statutory limit of $1,000.

It is unclear what information was provided to the Buechner

Committee when the balance on the loan in question was paid.

Counsel for the Committee states that it is the Congressman's

recollection that Mr. White secured the balance of the unpaid

loan from each of the co-guarantors; however, Mr. White was no

longer in contact with the campaign at the time the loan was

repaid. Thus, it apparently was the bank that notified the

Committee that the loan had been repaid. Therefore, it is

unclear what would lead the Committee to believe that the

0
balance of the loan had been repaid by the co-guarantors.

In any event, at the time the Committee was notified that the
C)

loan had been repaid, it seems that the Committee could have

easily discovered who was responsible for the final loan

repayment, thus avoiding possible violations of the Act.

Therefore, based on the available evidence, this Office

recommends that the Commission find there is reason to believe

that Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by accepting an

excessive contribution from Mr. Thomas White. However, this

Office makes no recommendation as to the making of this

excessive contribution, since Mr. White is now deceased.
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F. Reporting

Pursuant to 2 U.s.c. £ 434(a)(l), each treasurer of a

political committee shall file reports of receipts and

disbursements. Section 434(b)(3)(A) further requires each

report to disclose the identification of each person who makes

contributions to the reporting committee with an aggregate

value in excess of $200 within the calendar year, together

with the date and the amount of such contributions.

As discussed supra, it is unclear what information was

provided to the Buechner committee when the balance on the loan

in question was paid. According to the Committee's response,

it is only the Congressman's "recollection" that Mr. White

secured the balance of the unpaid loan from each of the

co-guarantors. The Committee did in fact attribute the final

repayment on the loan to each of the guarantors on a pro-rata
0

basis, as is reflected in the reports on file with the

Commission. This erroneous information, however, was

apparently not provided to the Committee by Mr. White since he

was no longer in contact with the campaign at the time the loan

was repaid. Instead, it was the bank that notified the

Committee that the loan had been paid; however, the bank is

unable to corroborate this claim or provide any additional

information since it is unable to locate its file on the loan

and the instrument used to pay off the loan. As is the case

with the Committee's violation of section 441a(f), it appears

that the Committee could have determined, at the time the
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remaining balance of the loan was paid, the correct identity of

party responsible for the final payment on the subject loan.

In any event, the Committee erroneously attributed the

final payment on the loan to the guarantors when, as already

demonstrated, the actual source of those funds apparently was

Mr. White. Thus, it is Kr. White who should have been

identified on the Committee's reports as the contributor of the

remaining balance paid on the subject loan. Therefore, this

Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

that Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to

correctly identify the contributor on their reports. However,

since there is no indication that the candidate, Jack Buechner,

N was personally involved in this or any of the alleged

violations here, this Office recommends that the Commission

find no reason to believe that Mr. Buechner violated the Act.

Based on the circumstances of this case, particularly the

fact that this activity occurred over five years ago, that the

relevant bank records are apparently now unavailable and that

Mr. White is deceased, and consistent with the proper ordering

of the Commission's priorities and resources, this Office

recommends that the Commission take no further action with

respect to this or the other section 441a(f) violation by the

Committee and close the entire file in this matter.

See Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U.S. 821 (1985).
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III. RECORR3UD~TIOKS

1. Find no reason to believe that Eileen Buhlinger,
Joan Campbell, Judith Moran Harris, Joyce A. Keaton,
Mindy Komen, Patricia McBride, ?.M. Nohan, Evelyn N.
Mosley, Beverly J. Stewart and Robert J. Wittaann
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

2. Take no action against White Diversified, Inc. with
respect to 2 U.S.C. 55 441b and 441f.

3. Find no reason to believe that Jack Buechner for
Congress and Robert A. Hutton, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441b and 441f.

4. Find reason to believe that Jack Buechner for
Congress and Robert A. Hutton, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. 55 434(b)(3)(A) and 441a(f), but take no
further action.

5. Find no reason to believe that Jack Buechner violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

6. Approve the appropriate letters.

N 7. Close the file.

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

'743/9/
Dare (

Attachments
1. Complaint
2. Response
3. Response
4. Response
5. Response
6. Response
7. Response
8. Response
9. Response

10. Response
11. Response
12. Response
13. Response

BY:
Lois G. Lerner ~
Associate General Counsel

from
from
from
from
from
from
from
from
from
from
from
from

the Buechner committee
Thomas M. Nohan
Boatmen's Bank
Eileen Buhlinger
Joan Campbell
Joyce Heston
Patricia McBride
Evelyn Mosley
Beverly J. Stewart
Robert J. Wittmann
Judith Moran Harris
White Diversified, Inc.

Staff Assigned: Mary Ann Buugarner
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COIIRISSION

In the Matter of

Jack Buechner; Jack Buechner for
Congress and Robert A. Hutton,
Jr., as treasurer;

Eileen Buhlinger; Joan Campbell;
Judith Moran Harris; Joyce A. Heston;
Mindy Komen; Patricia McBride;
Thomas M. Mohan; Evelyn N. Mosley;
Beverly 3. Stewart; Robert 3. Wittmaflfli
Thomas White; Boatmen's National Bank;
White Diversified, Inc.

NUR 3158

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on September 27, 1991, the

Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 3158:

1. Find no reason to believe that Eileen Buhlinger,
Joan Campbell, Judith Moran Harris, Joyce A.

Heston, Mindy Komen, Patricia McBride, Thomas M.

Mohan, Evelyn N. Mosley, Beverly 3. Stewart and

Robert J. Wittntann violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

2. Take no action against White Diversified, Inc.
with respect to 2 U.S.C. 55 441b and 441f.

3. Find no reason to believe that Jack Buechner for

Congress and Robert A. Hutton, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b and 441f.

(Continued)

0



Page 2Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUM 3158
September 27, 1991

4. Find reason to believe that Jack Buechner for
Congress and Robert A. Hutton, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b)(3)(A) and 441a(f),
but take no further action.

5. Find no reason to believe that Jack Buechner
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

6. Approve the appropriate letters, as recommended
in the General Counsel's Memorandum dated
September 23, 1991.

7. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McGarry, and Thomas voted

affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner McDonald did not

cast a vote; Commissioner Josef iak recused himself from the

matter.

Attest:

?2/ ~z>
(JMarjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., Sept. 24, 1991 3:01 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., Sept. 25, 1991 11:00 a.m.
Deadline for vote: Fri., Sept. 27, 1991 11:00 a.m.

dr
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!WERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D.C. p463 r

october 18, 1991

Robert B. Icemeke, isquire
Lewis, Rice a Fingerish
Doatmen's National Rank of
611 Olive Street
St. Louis, NO 63101

I
St Louis

9
RE: NUR 3158

Boatmen's National Bank
of St. Louis

Dear Mr. 30030kB:
':0

On June 24, 1991, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. This is to
advise you that the entire file in this matter has now been closed
and will become part of the public record within 30 days. ~-

Should you have any questions, contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel I

BY: Loi * Lerner
Associ te General Counsel

$7

I



FE ML ELECTION COMMISSION

October 18, 1991

35. JoyCe A. BostOn
do The White ~ppany
940 west Port P ass
St. Louis, NO 63146

NE: NUN 3156

Joyce A. Heston

Dear Ks. Heston

On Novembe 8, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. .~

On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

This matter vill become a part of the public record vithin 30
O 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.

If you have any questions, please contact Nary Ann Bumgarner,
- the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
Enclosure General Counsel -

General Counsel's Neport

I

BY: L~~G~IIralC~±nselAssoci

&
r

I,



FEDE ELECTION COMMISSION

35. Beverly 3. October 18, 1991
112 Carriage Hou4~?&ane
St. Charles, 30 63303

RE: RUR 3158
Beverly 3. Stewart

Dear Ms. Stewart: -

On November 8, 1990. the Federal Election Commission notified
o you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the

federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this

N 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

o record, please do so within ten days. Please send such materials
to the Office of the General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

*1.

Sincerely,

Lawrence 3. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associ te General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

i
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 19. 19

Ms., MUady been
c/o~)aragon Group Inc.
l24O~O1 I we Soulevard

St. LouIs, 50 63141

RE: RUR 3158

Dear Ms. Komen: Rindy Komen

~On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of theto Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.f

CC) On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint, that there is no reason to
believe that you violated 2 u.s.c. S 441f. 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.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G.
Associate era~ Counsel

Enclosure &
General Counsel's Report

I'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSI 18, 'ir

Ms. Ju 1~h loran Harris
9701 Little laiseb Lane 

:4Sunse Hills, NO *3127

RE: MUR 31583k Judith Moran HarrisDear 5. Harris: I* 4On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Comission notifiedyou of~a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the:0 Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis ofthe information in the complaint and information supplied by you,that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

N S 441f; Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

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

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,
- the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G.
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

.1



FEDERAL EL N COMMISSION

October iS, 1991

Us. Evelyn 3. Kosley
c/o The Whit. Company
940 west Port Plaza
St. Louis, 30 63146

RE: HUE 3158
Evelyn 3. Rosley

Dear Ms. Nosley:

On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections, of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

-0 4
On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of

the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this

N matter. 4

This matter vill become a part of the public record within 30
days. If you vish to submit any materials to appear on the public

O record, please do so within ten days. Please send such materials
to the Office of the General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Nary Ann Buagarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. L rner
Associate General Counsel

_ *1Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

I k
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I COMMISSION

October 18, 1993.

Ms. Joan Campbell
c/a The White Company
940 West Port Plasa
St. Louis, MO 63146

RE: MU! 3158
Joan Campbell

Dear Ms. Campbell:

On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Commissin notified
you of a complaint al1egin~ violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On September 27, 1991; the Commission found, on th~ basis of
the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441f. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

I'This matter will become a part of the public record vithin 30
days. If you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public

0 record, please do so within ten days. Please send such materials
to the Office of the General Counsel.

-) If you have any questions, please contact Nary Ann Bumgarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690

1

Sincerely,r~.
Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY:
Associ

Enclosure
General Counsel's Reports

4

I

rner

Gene ral Counsel

4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMiSSION
* WASHINGTON. DC 3

Ms. Eileen lublinger
1192 Caittna ~rive
St. LOUIs, 30 63141 -

Eileen Duhlinger

Dear Ns Buhlinger: I
On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified

you of a complaint alleging violations of certai sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amendedi.

i
'0 On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of.

the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

N
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.

If you have any questions, please contact Nary Ann Sumgarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely, t
Lawrence N. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G.Lei74 r
Associate General Counsel

V
2iEnclosure

General Counsel's Report I.
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COMMISSION
FEDERAL ELECTION
wAg4NGT0. DC 34S

October 18, 1993.

Thomas B~ Weaver, Esquire
Armat ron~?easdale, Schiafly,
Davis abicus -

One Retro~61itan Square
St. Loui s"uso 63102.4740

RI: RUn 3156
Patricia Rc5ride

'0 your ~ 19,: Federal Election Commission notified

Dear Mr. Weaver: of a complaint alleging violations
of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that Patricia McBride violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f. 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.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Buagarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure I~

General Counsel's Report

.1
I

BY: Lois G. L4
Associate Counsel

I



~DERAL ELECTIQN C JSSION

Oct~.r 16, 3.991

~ White Diversified, Inc.
940 West Port llama
St. Louis, MO 63146

it. Diversified, Inc.

Dear Sir or Mada3es Pe~ra13lection

On August 26, 1991, theyou of a complaint alleging violations of Commission motif edcertain sections of the
Federal Ilection Campaign Act o~ 1971, as amended.

On September 27, 1991, the Commission determined, on the I
basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by you, to take no action against White Diversified, Inc. with
respect to 2 U.S.C. SS 441b and 441f. 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.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Buagarner,
(3 the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

~ Si
ncerely,

i Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
~ Associate General Counsel 4~

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

i

I I.
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CT1ON COMMISSION

October 18, 199

Nc. T.R. Rohan
c/a Ihe White Compi
940 West Port Plazi
St. Louis, NO 631

Dear Rr. Kohan:

*1-

RE: RUE 3158
T.R. Rohan

00 On November sT9~o, the Federal Election Commisilon notified
you of a complaint alle;inq violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Ca3paign Act of 1971, as amended. 4

On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of
the information in the complaint and information supplied by you,
that there is no reason to believe that you violated 2 U.s.c.

N S 441f. Accordingly~ the Commission closed its file Cn 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.

o
If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence N. Noble

BY: Lois G. erner

General Counsel

Enclosure I
General Counsel's Report

Associat General Counsel

IL

FEDERA~
WASHINC'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 343

October 18,

AndrewY~, Leonard, Esquire
Suechnet, McCarthy, Leonard,

Isemnerer, Oven & Ladermap
Emerald Point
16141 North Outer Forty Drive
Suite 300
St. Louis (Chesterfield), 30
63017-1774

RE: RUN 3158I Jack BuechnerDear Mr. Leonard:
-o

On November 6, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified
your client, Jack Suechner, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, by your client, Jack Buechner.

N.
On September 27, 1991, the Commission found, on the basis of

the information in the complaint and information provided by your
client, that there is no reason to believe that Jack Buechner
violated the Act. 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.

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann Bumgarner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

General Counsel's Report

IL

Lawrence N. Noble
General Counselt

BY: Lois G.
Associate General Counsel

'ii



FEDERAL ELECTION 4
WASI9INC?0t4, D.C. 3*3

OctQbt 15, 1991

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIF! 330113SED

r

4.

ii

Joan Kelly Horn
1750 5. Dr.ntvood Slvd.
Suite 256

St. Louis, NO 63144 1
RE: NUR 3156 I

Dear Ms. Horn: I
On September 27, 1991, the Federal Election Commission

reviewed the allegations of your complaint dated October 25, l990,~

and found that on the basis of the information provided 
in your

complaint and information supplied by the respondents, there is

reason to believe that Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A.

Hutton, Jr., as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b)(3)(A) and

441a(f), but determined to takeno further action. The Commissioli

also found there is no reason to believe that Jack 
Buechner for '~

Congress and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. SS 441b and 441f. In addition, the Commission found

there is no reason to believe that Eileen Buhlinger, Joan

Campbell, Judith Noran Harris, Joyce A. Heston, Nindy Komen,

Patricia McBride, Thomas N. Mohan, Evelyn N. Nosley, Beverly 3.

Stewart and Robert 3. Wittmann violated 2 U.S.C. S 
441f.

The Commission also found that there is no reason to believe

that Jack Buechner violated the Federal Election Campaign 
Act of

1971, as amended. Lastly, the Commission determined to take no

action against White Diversified, Inc. with respect to 2 U.S.C.

55 441b and 441f. Accordingly, on September 27, 1990, the

Commission closed the file in this matter.

C)

0

*

I



Joan Kelly
?age 2

w

The F~ral 33ecti@fl Campaign Act of 1971, as amel
a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commissiol
dismissal o4~tbis action. See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(S).

If you eve any questions, please contact Nary Ani
the attorne'~ assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-369'

Sincerely,

Lawrence K. Noble

Gener 1 Counjel

BY: Lois . erner

Associate General C

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

* allows
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0 C. ~3*3

October 18, 1991

Andre 5. Leonard, 3squire
Suechner, RoCarthy, Leonard,
Kaeane:er, Oven & Laderman

330 raid ?oint
181417 North Outer Forty Drive
Suite 300
St. Louis (Chesterfield), MO
63017-1774

RE: MUR 3158
Jack Buechner for Congress
and Robert A. Hutton, Jr.,
as treasurer

(NI
Dear Mr. Leonard: :1:

On November 8, 1990, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A.
Mutton, Jr., as treasurer, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

N amended.

On September 27, 1991, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is no reason to believe that Jack Buechner for Congress
and Robert A. Hutton, Jr., as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
SS 441b and 441f of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the "Act"). On that same date, the Commission found
reason to believe that Jack Buechner for Congress and Robert A.
Hutton, Jr., as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b)(3)(A) and

- 441a(f); however, after considering the circumstances of this
matter, the Commission also determined to take no further action
and closed its file.

The Commission reminds your clients that when accepting
contributions, it is necessary to determine the correct identity
of the party responsible for the contributions in order to ensure
the accuracy of reports filed with the Commission and prevent
possible violations of the Act.

The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days.~ Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the
public record, please do so within ten days of your receipt of
this letter. Please send such materials to the General Counsel's
Office.

_ I



Andrew 3. Leona
Pag.2 4

It you hav?'~ny questions, please contact na:
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 21

lincerel

Joan P. Aiken~

Vice Chairman

1 4
Enclosure

General Counse leport
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