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Office of General Counsel CA
Federal Election Commission c LA
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sirs:

We respectfully request that you consider this letter to be a formal complaint
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.4 of the Regulations of the Federal Election Commission with
respect to the past and current activities of Ben Reyes and Gene Green and their
principal campaign committees in the race for Texas' 29th Congressional District. Based
upon the information set forth herein, we have reason to believe that both Messrs. Reyes
and Green and their re Ve ca n committees have violated and plan to continue
to violate federal election laws and re "a. Becaue of the urgency of this matter, we
respectfully request an expedited in gtion into the activities of these candidates and
their committees and a ruling on the legality of these activities.

Backgrod and FaW

Messrs. Reyes and Green are candidates for the Democratic nomination for Texas'
29th Congressional District. Mr. Green defeated Mr. Reyes in the April 14 runoff by a
margin of 186 votes. Mr. Reyes challenged the results of die runoff in state district court,
and on May 28, a state judge ordered a new election between the two candidates. Mr.
Green has appealed the trial court's decision to the Texas Court of Civil Appeals. A
three judge panel of that court will hear arguments in the case on June 29. Neither
candidate has requested a recount. Both Messrs. Reyes and Green remain candidates for
federal office, and their activities remain subject to the laws and regulations administered
by the FEC.

Recently published reports have indicated that Messrs. Reyes and Green and their
campaign committees have accepted contributions from individuals and political action
committees in excess of the per-election contribution limits of $1,000 and $5,000,
respectively. In such published reports both candidates or representatives of their
campaigns have admitted accepting contributions in excess of federal limits. Despite the
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absence of any clear precedent with respect to such matters, neither candidate has
requested an advisory opinion from the FEC as to the legality of their activities. Instead,
the candidates have said in published reports that they did not have time to ask for an
advisory opinion and have relied on the FEC's advisory opinion to the Miller for Senate
Committee with respect to fundraising for a recount (A.0. 1978-92). We note that the
FEC responded to the Miller for Senate Committee's request for an opinion in seven days.
The FEC has demonstrated its willingness to act in an expedited manner under other
circumstances on numerous occasions. Neither Mr. Reyes nor Mr. Green has looked to
the FEC for guidance on these matters, preferring instead to rely on their own
interpretations of federal election law.

Vw-ilati of Fedeal Elecdkm Law

We allege, based upon information and belief, that Mr. Reyes and Mr. Green and
their respective campaign committees have been violating and will continue to violate the
Federal Election Campaign Act and the regulations promulgated thereunder as follows:

1. Based upon published reports, we believe both campaigns have accepted
contributions greater than $1,000 per election from individuals and contributions greater
than $5,000 per election from political action committees.

2. Based upon published reports, we believe that neither campaign intends to
report on an itemized basis either contributions or expenditures relating to their ongoing
litigation.

We respectfully request that the FEC further inquire as to whether any
contributions purportedly segregated by the campaigns for litigation expenses have, in fact,
been spent on other campaign-related activities, such as candidate travel, staff salaries or
headquarters rent or operations. The published reports from which the information set
forth in this complaint have been collected are attached hereto as Exhibits.

Both campaigns have cited the Miller opinion as justification for their practice of
raising funds in excess of federal limits. The Miller opinion dealt with a recount. Reye
and Green are not engaged in a recount. The litigation filed by Mr. Reyes differs from
a recount in one essential fact - Mr. Reyes sought and the court has ordered a new
election. In a recount, there would be no new election. The Reyes-Green litigation differs
markedly from the facts in the Miller opinion because the goal of Mr. Reyes has always
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been a new election, an election which will be subject to federal regulations regarding the
amount of campaign contributions and the reporting of contributions and expenditures.

Mr. Reyes and Mr. Green have ignored this distinction. A primary purpose of the
Federal Election Campaign Act and the regulations administered by the FEC is to require
full disclosure by candidates of the sources of their support. As Mr. Reyes and Mr. Green
interpret these laws, they have the right to hide from voters the identity of their most
significant contributors. Since the Reyes-Green litigation may result in a new election, to
apply the Miller opinion under these facts would create a substantial loophole in the FEC
disclosure system. Excess funds from the current litigation could be converted, according
to the reasoning of Reyes and Green, to personal use after the nominee is named. TIsk
money could then be contributed by the candidate to his campaign without limit or could
be 'loaned" to the campaign committee for use in the general election contest. In such
a manner, funds raised outside the scope of the campaign finance disclosure system could
be used to influence the outcome of a federal election. This cannot be the result that was
intended by the Miller opinion.

A second primary purpose of federal election law is to insure that cn~ae
operate on a level playing field with respect to the size of contributions. If Miller ire
applie to these facts, Reyes and Green would gain an enormous advantage by miiibg
fiud with no dollar limits. According to their statements, both campaigns have raked
funds in this manner and will continue to do so, so long as this litigation continues. Two
months have already passed during which Reyes and Green have exploited this alleged
loophole. Their disregard for the campaign contribution limits continues to this date, and,
we believe, will continue until the FEC intervenes. Thc existence of litigation over the
result of a federal election cannot give the participants a free hand to ignore the rules
under which all other candidates must operate, particularly if the goal of such litigation
is another election. Such reasoning would suggest that any election challenge whatsoever
would sanction limitless, non-reportable fundraising.

We note in contrast to the Miller opinion the FEC's more recent advisory opinion
to the Martin Frost Campaign Committee in 1990 (AO 1990-23). Representative Frost
sought the views of the FEC as to whether his authorized committee could accept
contributions to a segregated account for expenditures relating to congressional
redistricting. Unlike Reyes and Green, Representative Frost went to the FEC before
accepting such contributions. The Frost Committee's account was to serve as a litigation
fund, like the accounts purportedly established by Mr. Reyes and Mr. Green, to contest
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the outcome of 1990 redistricting. The FEC noted in the Frost opinion that "[a) principal
campaign committee or authorized committee, by definition, is established and operated
only to receive funds for the purpose of influencing the election of its authorizing
candidate." The FEC concluded that the Frost Committee could not set up a separate
account to receive funds for litigation outside of the contribution limits and reporting
requirements of the Federal Election Campaign Act. If, as Mr. Reyes and Mr. Green
contend, their fundraising has been conducted and administered solely for purposes of
litigation, then their campaign committees may have violated federal law by administering
and accepting such contributions.

Acrkm Rpa

We respectfully request that the FEC address the issues raised in this complaint and
any related matters in an expedited manner since these abuses have continued for the pest
two months and will continue to have a serious impact on the election of a new
Congressman from Texas' 29th Congressional District. We request that the FEC order
Mesrs. Reyes and Green and their respective ommittees to comply immediately and
henceforth with the $1,0001$5,000 contribution limits and do so retroactively by retfig
all contnbutios in excess of these limits and itemize each contnibtion and expenditure
on their quarterly report for activity through June 30, 1992. We further request that the
FEC investigate the actual use of funds raised in excess of contribution limits or
unreported or unitemized funds by the Reyes and Green campaigns to ascertain whether
any such funds were used to further the election of either candidate and to clarify for all
parties involved the restrictions on a conversion of such funds into election-related
campaign funds, either directly or through a contnibution or loan fr the candidate.

Sincerely yours,

Address: 7 3 Katy Fr eway
H ston, Te s 77024
(71 682-151,4
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THE STATE OF TEXAS §
§

COUNTY OF HARRIS §

BEFORE ME, a notary public, on
_- i(_ K 7 iTC v"/Th/ , known to me

subscribed to the foregoing document and, being by
the statements therein contained are true and correci

Subscribed and sworn to before me and
this ay of 1 j& , 1992.

this day personally appeared
to be the person whose name is
me first duly sworn, declared that

given under my hand and seal of office on

My Commis sin Expires:

try Public in and for
State of TEXAS

JMT. LAAIG4U#
NwPik af f I

~~ 11

D 4CRXERV[.Y"OMPLAIN
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July 6, 1992

Mr. Clark Kent Ervin
The Clark Kent Ervin for Congress Committee
7943 Katy Freeway
Houston, TX 77024

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Ervin:

This letter acknowledges receipt on June 29, 1992, of your

complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by Ben Reyes, 
Ben

Reyes for Congress and Vidal G. Martinez, as treasurer, 
Gene

Green, and Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign and 
Helen

Green, as treasurer. The respondents will be notified of this

complaint within five days.

You will 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

forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such

information must be sworn to in the same manner as the 
original

complaint. We have numbered this matter RUR 3552. Please refer

to this number in all future correspondence. For your

information, we have attached a brief description of the

Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

July 6, 1992

Mr. Ben Reyes
333 Clay Avenue
Suite 800
Houston Texas 77002

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Reyes:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint 
which

indicates 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 3552.

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 Commissions' 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 da s of receipt 
of

this letter. If no response is received within IS days* the
Commission my take further action based on the available

information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance 
with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5) 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 nam, address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann

3umgarnero the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Comwission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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July 6, 1992

Vidal G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress
333 Clay Avenue, Suite 800
Houston, Texas 77002

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Martinez:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint 
which

indicates that the Ben Reyes for Congress ("Committee') 
and you,

as treasurer, 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 3552. 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 
the Committee and

ou, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or

egal 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 Counsells Office, 
mast 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.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann

suagarner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

'/9/

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C 2063

July 6, 1992

Mr. Gene Green
P.O. Box 16128
Houston, Texas 77222

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Green:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates 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 MuI 3552.

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 da s 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 5 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.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann

suagatner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief

description of the Commission's procedures for handlingcomplaints.

Sincerely,

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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July 6, 1992

Ms. Helen Green# Treasurer
Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign
P.o. Box 16128
Houston, Texas 77222

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Ms. Green:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

indicates that the Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign
("Committee") and you, as treasurer, 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 XUR 3552. 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 the Committee 
and

you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or

egal 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. 5 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.



Helen Green* Treasurer
S*ator Gene Green Congressional Campaign
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Suagarner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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July 20, 1992

Federal Election Commission
General Counsel's Office
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attn: Mary Ann Bumgarner
RE: MUR 3552

"r

C r"

0@ -

ze..

Dear Ms. Bumgarner:

This is the response by the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign and Gene Green, individually, to the above numbered
complaint by the Republican candidate, Clark Kent Ervin.

The complaint alleges two violations of Federal Election law:

1. failure to report contributions and expenditures
for the election contest

2. contributions in excess of legal limits

Please find attached the Gene Green Election Contest addendum
to the July 15, 1992 Quarterly Report of the Senator Gene Green
Congressional Campaign. All contributions and expenditures were
reported and no contributions were received or accepted in excess
of legal limits. The Gene Green Election Contest is a separate
bank account and there is a substantial debt owed. All future
contributions and expenditures will be reported. The filing of
this report should render moot the allegations as to the Senator
Gene Green Congressional Campaign.

Helen Green, Treasurer
Sen. Gene Green Congressional Campaign
P. O. Box 16128
Houston, Texas 77222-6128

Gene Green, Candidate

fow pd by Senw Gene Gum CoIua Cwmes. PO ft iU ufAm, TX 7722. Hon Gmt. Uemur



THE STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF HARRIS

BEFORE ME, a notary public, on this day personally appeared

Helen Green and Gene Green, known to me to be the persons whose
names are subscribed to the foregoing document and, being by me

first duly sworn, declared that the statements therein contained
are true and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to before me and given under my hand and
seal of office on this j0 day of July, 1992.

My Comission Expires:

Notary Publil nl for
Tho State of

I N4ONDA A. JOSM
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TELEX 77-1S04

Federal Eldion Commision
Atention: Ms. Mary Ann Bumgarner
General Counsel's Office
999 E Street, NW n
Washington, DC 20463 _

RE: MUR 3552 "

72

Dear Ms. Bumgrner:

I am in receipt of Ms. Teresa A. Hennessy's letter of July 69 1992 and the
,acmm o it by Mr. aak Kent E ,vin, and h ,eby submit this response.

Mr. Ervins 'pat focuses on two speciflc (1) that the Ben Reyes Campaig has
been acpng , in ces of the SU0 per prM per electin lmit; and (2)
that the Cmpa wil u" proMide i-mie dhom of these a m the ditre
for wbich they were dwecwed. Pk let me thit the c hem is nw moot a the

capabas bad(th i M si)th be d spnd for its
leial~icsonthe Jy IM5. Inddl in dw a mt o is a e A, which

pfar the nmt of Lo 1.5tber R md a Scheiml. -ts the
mmm o1 in 2-Obw£ _- _ _-_Alrecsip-md a haknto thelIepl

cost of the elctm coest have beea hed in a b ak nmat mV1 frm the campaign

accounL

With regard to the first allMtin, it is a fa that the camaig ha a more
than $1,000 frm certain lndkth1a-s 1- 11 10&7(b) (0) hoverm states that
these monies (used soly for an election cat) are NOT r We confirmed
this in several conversations with the FEC prior to these funds being received, more
particularly on Apri 26, 1992 with Ms Doroty Huthin, and on Apl 27, 1991 with Mr.
Guy Scott. We were i formed that the wilch apply to c o tribtion also apply
to these receipts, hover, the statte excudes any menton of which apply.
Further, we asked for an expedited advisory opinio o the reporting of these contributions
and received a response, see attached. We have omplied with all appliable aws and made
inquiries to outside counsel and the FEC for guidance where questions have arisen. Any
other monies raised during the period between April 14,1992 and July 3, 1992 for campaign
activities were deposited in the campaign account and used for the purpose of retiring both
primary and runoff debt. We have strictly adhered to the $1,000 individual and $5,000 PAC
limitations. These, too, are itemized on our July 15, 1992 report.



We reiseca svb m t that thecw bbee no vkilmioa of any burn b taws
mnd reqest tt m ou fid no c fraem in tis 1n1 w.

voy ty YmraO

Vidl G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress

VGM/ddf
Attachments

k M h MwM"k.vqM
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS*
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* EB REE I8 REFRRE TO A DDTIOUAL RICROFILEI WCO USTII

! P~OR TEI FOLLGI3 DOCUMENTS PEIRTINUWII TO TEll8 CASE

1. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated

September 22. 1992. Subject: Priority System Report.
See Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated
April 14, 1993. Subject: Enforcement Priority System.
See Reel 354, pages 1595-1620.

" 3. Certification of Commission vote, dated April 28, 1993.

I:4L See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

~~4. General Counsels8 Report, In the Ratter of EatfNint
~Priority, dated Deeler 3, 1993.

Se Rel34, ae 1623-1740.

S. Cettificatlos of Ceuiislonf vote, date4 e Rv 1*)J
j See Reel1 354, Ipege 1741-1746.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ., ?:,!.i,

%ASHISG4O1ON.C 204 1 "

bnortable Gene Green "

1i4. Logrth Mouse Office
building

W~shington, DC 20515

33:t MUU 3552

Dear lepresentative Green:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint vas enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Cm 0ision hs determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. Se attabed
nerretive. Accordingly, the Commission closed TE fle in th4s
Utter.

heconfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C . S437g(a)(12) se
lamr apply and this matter is now public. Zn oddities,.

it 30 deays, this cmild ooour at-ao -time fOel1 e. ....
e ileation of th CamiH/iss Vote. If youb j~.f t*
mow Liotual or leal matarials to apper on the p ib tv

bsa do so as soonl as polesib3.. Ule the file ~imp +v. u ...b0 , 4 +
o t he public record prior to reoeipt of your adito....
mmtelals, say permissible submi~sions will be added to theo i
public record when received.. ,

If you have any questions, pleae contact me at (252+)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Nary Ann Buaneret

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC 0 9 1993



flhaes for Congress ( nattee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Mk , , 4.
Kent Irvin for Congress Committee alleging that the Sen S .....
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congrew?%W.Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures hd
during the campaign and accepted contributions in excess of t~he
legal limit. This case involves contributions to accounts set
up for litigation in connection with a run-off election.
Complainant does not allege a specific amount in violation.
In its response, the Keyes Commtittee acknowledges that it
accepted more than $1,000 from certain individuals to be used
solely for an election contest. The Committee argues that,
according to the Commission's regulations, money received for
an election contest is not a contribution except that the
corporate prohibitions of the PICA still apply.

This matter reflects no significant issue relative to the
other issues pending before the Commission and involves no
substantial amounts of money.

:..*;,4



Clark Kent ErvinThe Clark Kent Irvin for Congress
Conmi ttee

7943 Katy ?reevay
Houston, TX 77024

RE: NUR 3552

Dear Mr. Ervin:

On Jung 29, 1 2,the 'Federal Election CoiscSstoo zeeedyour compl.f~rt a,1 t a certain violaUomts of the #Ov al
Ilection. C~egnt t: of 1971,. as auseded ('"the &Act').

ci Vwtag@.* et

r

0,

Nary Ann lhuagarner

AttachmentNarrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: _________
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'in 1 . for Coa~r@ss Caemittee

; Y"bis matter was generated by a complaint from the C~
Lent Irwin for Congress Couittoe alleging that the ISeuiI ..
f 2r COngress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congt ,! s
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures m.G
during the campaign and accepted contributions in excess of the
legal limit. This case involves contributions to accounts set
up for litigation in connection with a run-off election.
Complainant does not allege a specific amount in violation.
In its response, the lteyes Committee acknowledges that it
accepted more than $1,000 from certain individuals to be used
solely for an election contest. The Committee argues that,
according to the Commission's regulations, money received for
an election contest is not a contribution except that the
corporate prohibitions of the PICA still apply.

This matter reflects no significant issue relative to teother issues pending before the Commission and involves no
substantial amounts of money.

a-
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, *.eo Qreen~ .tr-easmar~elS°-ento r Gen* Green Congressional

campaign
P.O. Box 16128
Houston, TX 77222

rE: NURl 3552

Dear Ms. Green:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notifiedthe Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign and you, astreasurer, of a complaint alleging certain violations of theFederal Election C ampagn Act of l97l, as amended. At copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considrig~ th olccumstes~ Of th4 #.ii the

"publc record wheu" vwSqd,.

If you have any questions, pl1ease Contact me at (202)219-3400.

Sincerely,

Nary Ann Iunga rue r

Atttachment
Narrative

Date the Comission voted to close the file: DECO !



Sen 3ts e for Coagress Commilttee: i,

This matter was generated by a complaint fromt the C1kiiii *Kent Irvin for Congress Committee alleging that the Sen- li -
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Cogee4bm
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures
during the campaign and accepted contributions in excess of Lte
legal limit. This case involves contributions to accounts sot
up for litigation in connection with a run-off election.
Complainant does not allege a specific amount in violation.
:In its response, the Reyes Committee acknowledges that it
accepted more than $1,000 from certain individuals to be used
solely for an election contest. The Committee argues that,
according to the Commission's regulations, money received foran election contest is not a contribution except that the
corporate prohibitions of the PICA still apply.

This smitter reflects no significant issue relative to the
other issues pending before the Commission and involves no
substantial amounts of money.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION i

£ WASHIGTON. C ZO..

men Reyes
333 Clay Avenue, Suite 600
Nouston, TX 77002

RE: MUM 3552

Dear Hr. Reyes:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint vas enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed Ii file i thist
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 3 437g(a)(l2) ao
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
elthuh the complete file must be placed on the public-r e
V th4 30 d4y, this could occur at amy time following
eert~ification of the Coumissions vote. If you wisht to .nt
aImy factual or legal materials to a r on the pubjlicr  ,p'n do, so as soon as possible. aile the fisle amly
on-the public record prior to receipt:. of your additional
matrials, any permissible submissions vill be added to .t.he
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Nary Ann Sumgarner

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC S 9 199.



This matter was generated by a complaint from th* i
. ireint trwin for Congmes Comitte. alleging that the I5et*

f~or Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green congr.
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditurei I
during the campaign and accepted contributions in excess eI t
legal limit. This case involves contributions to accounts se
up for litigation in connection with a run-off election.
Complainant does not allege a specific amount in violation.
In its response, the Reyes Committee acknowledges that it
accepted more than $1,000 from certain individuals to be used
solely for an election contest. The Committee argues that,
according to the Commission's regulations, money received for
an election contest is not a contribution except that the
corporate prohibitions of the FECA still apply.

This matter reflects no significant issue relative to the
other issues pending before the Commission and involves no

) substantial amounts of money.
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Wi dal 0. nartiaes, TreasurerDE Im
n Keyes for Congress

333 Clay Avenue, Suite 800
ifouston, TX 77002

RE: 1NuR 3552

Dear Kr. Martinez:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Den Keys for Congress Committee and you, as treasurer, of a
complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal Election

~Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint was
enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter,te
, Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorl!
i~i disretion and to take no action against the men Kep es fori L Congress Committee and you,~ as troastrer. ke att~ces

nataiv. Accordingly, th €miso 1o its file "in 1dais
mb~attthOe

i m~tlea so ay seen lbosmelas pesbv iii te file to

public record eaten received.

!! If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.•

! Sincerely,

Nary Ann Bumgarner

Attachment

Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC0 9
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This matter was generated by * complaint from the . .,i• .
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that thes 3.a
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green CoteW ,-s3
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures e
during the campaign and accepted contributions in excess of the
legal limit. This case involves contributions to accounts set
up for litigation in connection with a run-off election.
Complainant does not allege a specific amount in vilation.
In its response, the Keyes Comittee acknowledges that it
accepted more than $1,000 from certain individuals to be used
solely for an election contest. The Committee argues that,
according to the Commission's regulations, money received for
an election contest is not a contribution except that the
corporate prohibitions of the FECA still apply.

This mtter reflects no significant issue relative to the
other issues pending before the Commission and involves no
substantial amounts of money.


