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

95 :E Hd GZNIr 26

Dear Sirs:

We respectfully request that you consider this letter to be a formal complaint
pursuant to 11 CF.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 respective campaign committees have violated and plan to continue
to violate federal election laws and regulations. Because of the urgency of this matter, we
respectfully request an expedited investigation into the activities of these candidates and
their committees and a ruling on the legality of these activities.

Background and Facts

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 1esults of the 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.O. 1978-92). We note that the
FEC responded to the Milier for Senate Committee’s request for an opinion in seven davs.
The FEC has demonstrated its willingness to act in an expedited manner under other
circumstances on numerous occasions. Neither Mr. Reves 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.

Violations of Federal Election 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. Reyes
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. Reves 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. This
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 candidates
operate on a level playing field with respect to the size of contributions. If Miller were
applied to these facts, Reyes and Green would gain an enormous advantage by raising
funds with no dollar limits. According to their statements, both campaigns have raised
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. The 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 imits 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.

Action Requested

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 past
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
Messrs. Reyes and Green and their respective committees to comply immediately and
henceforth with the $1,000/35,000 contribution limits and do so retroactively by returning
all contributions in excess of these limits and itemize each contribution 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 contribution or loan frgm the candidate.

Sincerely yours,

Address: 7943 Katy Freeway
Hogpston, Texps 77024
(713}) 682-1534
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THE STATE OF TEXAS §
§
COUNTY OF HARRIS §

-
.

BEFORE ME., a notary public,c on this day personally appeared 2
(“ LA /{51\.- 7 ERVINI . known o me to be the perscn whose name is
subscribed to the foregoing document and, being by me first duly sworn, declared that
the statements therein contained are true and correct.

Su:}»scribed and sworn to before me and given under my hand and seal of office on
this ~

ay of =Ju é' , 1992

My Commission Expires:

e L.
L’?‘? -[S - ?S’ /X 7/1'\-&;/&/
\/Nﬁfﬁary Public in and for
e State of TEXAS
JOAN 1. LAUuHUN

Notary Publc. State of Teuas  E
My Commassion Experes 12-1595 B

D KRFERVINNCOMPLAIN




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION D 2046}

July 6, 1992

Mr. Clark Kent Ervin

The Clark Kent Ervin for Congress Committee
7943 Katy Freeway

Houston, TX 77024

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 MUR 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,

‘//;Mq_.-\ B ‘ /174—-'\-«-«.1..)/07

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

July 6 1992

Mr. Ben Reyes

333 Clay Avenue
Suite 800

Houston Texas 77002

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

:,)meaqxx _/J. aZL-LJuﬂi?/

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3

. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20463

July 6, 1992

vidal G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress

333 Clay Avenue, Suite 800
Houston, Texas 77002

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
you, as treasurer, 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.
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Vidal G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress
Page 2

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

it A Friony

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

July 6, 1992

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

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 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 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.
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I1f you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Bumgarner, 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,

/%8 /‘/; :lh-axf/

Teresa A. Hennessy

Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

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

WASHINGCTON D C 20463

July 6, 1992

Ms. Helen Green, Treasurer

Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign
P.O. Box 16128

Houston, Texas 77222

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 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
you, as treasurer, 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. 1If 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.




Helen Green, Treasurer
Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Mary Ann
Bumgarner, 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,

N ,:';!-ﬂv-/}fs /J o AL" . )‘y

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




RECEIVE

. . FEDERAL E&Ii] -
- & i. ROOM
United States of America

w1l |sPH'9
The State of Texas

SENATOR GENE GREEN
CONGRESSIONAL CAMPAIGN July 20, 1992
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Federal Election Commission =

General Counsel's Office w

999 E. Street, N.W. &

Wwashington, D. C. 20463 -
MUR 3552

Attn: Mary Ann Bumgarner

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.

'-,,&;g’(m: /él‘gﬁ .
Helen Green,
Sen.

Gene Green, Candidate
Gene Green Congressional Campaign
P. O. Box 16128

Houston, Texas 77222-6128

Treasurer

Not printed or mailed al state expense
Pol agv pad by Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign, PO Box 16128, Houston, TX 77222, Helen Green, Treasurer
o B «




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 20 day of July, 1992.

My Commission Expires:

O‘““"g o Sl i EE‘—K\% Ck i—\%
O Notary Public in\an§y for
The State of TEXAS—
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1. mwﬁéhw

Gene Green Election Contest

ADDENDUM TO QUARTERLY REPORT

ADDRESS (number and sireet) l'_'] Check il difierer then previously reponed.

2. FEC IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
FOR SEN. GENE GREEN CONGRESSI(

TYPE OR PRINT

2. 9. —CAMPAIGK
CITY. STATE and 2P CODE STATEDISTRICT 3 1S THIS REPORT AN AMENDMENT?
ADDENDUM TO C€00254185
Houston, Tx. 77222-6128 Texas/2° [ ves T1wo

4. TYPE OF REPORT Election Contest Fund for

: Apri 15 Quanerty Repon

T—'—' July 15 Ouanerty Reporn

"jmmm Reyes vs Green-Cause §92-0188

X PEX BDOWS 8 & 269th- Distrid

elechion on in the State o! *:
uJ ————
~N 2 ok
" October 15 Quanerly Repor: 1 Therueth cay repor toliowsng the General Election on = -
L2l L) = -
January 21 Year Enc Repon n the State of '\‘) B
" e
T July 31 Mio-Year Repor: (Non-eiechion Year Onsy} [T ] Terrmnanon Repor: § ‘- =
Tres repon conlans — _— —_— —
acvity tor __| Pnmary Eiection |_! General Exction __| Special Eection a,motfﬁan
=
SUMMARY z
04/27/92 6/30/92 g COLUMN A ; COLUMN B .
g Covenng Penoc through i This Period cu.nuu Year-to-Dste

€ Net Conrridutons (otnher than ioans)
(al Tota! Comtribumons (other than loans) (trom Line 11(e))
(5)  Toial Comribuuon Retunds (from Line 20(d)}

(c) Nei Contributions -(other than loans) (subtract Line 6{b) from &(a))

' $17,520.00 $17,520.00
7. Net Operating Expendaures :
(2  Total Operating Expenditures (irom Line 17). 5
: $27,.555.00 ] $27,555.00
(d)  Total Oftsets 10 Operating Expenditures (from Line 14) I {
(ci  Net Operatng Expendnures (subtract Line 7(b) from 7(a)). | |
$27,355.00 ! $2 55.0C
& Cash on hanc a: Close o Reporung Period (from Line 27) s1.388. 08 | For Sartiser aissmation

¢ Deos ang Opipauons Owec TO the Commmee
(hemize at on Schecule T and/or Scheduie D) .

contact:
| Feoceral Eleciion Commussion
| 998 E Swreel. NW

10 Debts anc Obligations Owed BY the Commmee
{nermize al or. Scheoule C ana/or Scheduile D} .

I Wasningion, DC 204€3

32,020.43 | Tol Free 800-224-9530

i 1 centily tha: | nave examined this Repor: anc Io the best of my xnowhope and beloel 1 1s ruve, correcl

anc COmpieie.

Loca' 202-37€-3720

Type o7 Pnint Name of Treasurer
Helen Green

Sgnature of Treasure’

Hede,, / A/J/wgm/

Saie
| '7[ A'/ ga

NCOTE: Submussior. of {alse. erroneous, OF InCompigle iNIOrMaLon may subyect the pers

on signing this Repor: 1o the perahies of 2 U.S.C. §4373.

|| FECFORNS

(revised &4/67) |




@  DETALED SUMMARY PAG

of Receipts and Disbursements
(Page 2, FEC FORM 3)

Name of Commitise (in hull) Repon Covenng the Period:
Gene Green Election Contest From: 04/27/92

COLUMN A
L RECEWXTS Total This Period
than loang

(a) iIndivicuais/Persons Other Than Poliicsl Comminess
) hemized (use Scheduls A) .
(M) Unitemizad . . .
m)'randmmm
(b) Politica! Party Commitises . "
(c)omuPoﬂalcomﬁnm(wd\nPACs) ial H el s s s $17,520
(d) The Candidale .
{e) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS [olhormbuu)tudﬂ(am (b, (c)lnd(d)‘

12. TRANSFERS FROM OTHER AUTHORIZED COMMITTEES.
13 LOANS:

$20.00
$20.00C $20.00

.0C $£17,520,00

). OC

(a) Made or Guaranisec by the Candidale .
(D) A OtherLoans . . . :
() TOTAL LOANS (add 13(a) nnd (b)) ‘

14. OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Relunds, Rebates, eic.)

15. OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends, inlssest, eic.) .

1€. TOTAL RECEIPTS (add 11({e). 12, 13(c). 14 and 15) .

$28,843.00 $2€,843.00

. DISBURSEMENTS

17.OPERATINGEXPENDITURES . . . . . . . $27,555.00

18. TRANSFERS TO OTHER AUTHORIZED COMMITTEES.

18. LOAN REPAYMENTS:
(2) Ol Loans Made er Guaraniesd by the Candidele
®OCIAEOtherloans . . .
(c) TOTAL LOAN REPAYMENTS (add 19(-) .ﬁd(b))
2C. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:
(a} individusis/Persons Other Than Pollical Commilless .
(o) Poliical Party Comnitiess . . .
(c)OlhuPohalComnhm(sud\uPAC.s) .
() TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 20{a). (b) and lc))

21, OTHER DISBURSEMENTS .

22 TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (aoc 17, 18, 18(c). 20{(d) and 21).

lil. CASH SUMMARY

23. CASH ON HAND AT BEGINNING OF REPORTING PERIOD

24. TOTAL RECEIPTS TH!S PERIOD (irom Line 16) .

25. SUBTOTAL (add Line 23 and Line 24) .

26. TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS THIS PERIOD (from Line 22).

27. CASH ON HAND AT CLOSE OF THE REPORTING PERIOD (subtract Line 26 from 25).
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS

Contributi from Other Politica)l Committees

Us rapersts echatiuisls)

PAGE os
fur eath astagory of the
Deosslted Summary Pagn {Fom LiINE
1l (&)

Any Ilermation copied from sush Repors and Swmments may APt be 80i0 o7 Vied by any Peron for the purpeose of soliching eontributions or for
Surpose;, other then using the name end sderes of sny politicsl sarnmities 10 sokch sontributions from such gommiriss.

NAME OF COMMITTEE (in Full}

| | Omer (ipscity): Election Contest

Apgregste Yesr-10-Dete > 85000

Gane Green EZlection Contest
A. Full Noms, Maolling Addrems ond ZIP Cods Name of Empioyer Dsw (momh, |  Amount of Each
Realtors Political Action Committee dey, yeer| Receipt this
430 K. Michigan Ave. 05/23/92 $5000.00
Chicago, IL 60611
Occupetion
nn.im:.;r. | Premary L_‘eru! PAC

8. Full Name, Malling Address and Z1P Code

Political Action
£ Gateway Center

Funcé

United Steelworkers of America

l Narme of Employer

Date imomn,
Ccay, vesr)

06/C2/92

| Occupstion

Pitesbureh, PR 15222
FReceip: For | Primery

i | Genere!

‘Orner spacily). Election Contes:

PAC

Agprepste Yn'-!o-Dne> $ 20500

Amoun: of Each
Receipt this Peri

$250C.00

C. Full Namse, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

| Name ¢! Empiover

Dste (month,

Amoum of Each

Gecupation

Receipt For:
G X
t 1 Owner (specify!:

! Primary

| Genera:
S

Aggregate Yesr-10-Dste ~> §

day, yeer) Recaipt this Peri
DRIVE Political Puné
25 Louisiana Ave, N.W. 06/23/92 $§500C.00
Washipgtorn, D. C. 20001 i
Rieceip: For: | Primary i | Generst | PAC
71 Other specify): v mres 5 e o | Agoregate Yesrto-Dete > § 0
D. Full Nama, Mailing Address and ZIP Code | Namae of Employer Dets {(momh, Amoum of Esch
NRA-Institute for Legislative Actiorn . ooy, vewr] Pooion 1l fwving
160C Rhode Island Ave., N.W., 7¢th F2. |
Washincton, D. C. 20036 - 05/25/%2 $5000.00
i Occupation
Recew: For. {_{Primary ;__J Genersl! ] PAC
[} Ower oscity): Election Contest ! Aggregeie Year-to-Dste > S 5000
E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code | Name of Employer Dete imonth, Ameun of Esch
! dey, year} Recsiot this Period

F. Full Nama, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Neme of Employer

Dete {month,
asy, vear)

Occupstion

Receipt For:
T Other soecifyl:

Erimary

| Genera!

Aggregate Year-10-Oate > $

Amount of Esch
Recsipt this Period

G. Full Nama, Mailing Address enc ZIP Cooe

Naeme ¢! Employer

Date {monih,

Amoun: of Each

aay, year) | Receion this Period

1

|

Occupaetion ',

Receip: For: Primary i | Genersl i

i Owher (specify!: Agoregate Yn--:o-Dne> S 1

{ |

l L R T e L U e S S ™ e R e P . AT >’

1 |
1§

WRTAL Thit Parion v taps sivit Tine Dombor $RIF] . & v a v v ad o 06 gv s ams s wh s m s oo s om0 E el @ s sess e b N

§17,50C.00




ll"lZED DISBURSEMENTS

Operating Expenditures

Use sspermis sshesuie(s) |PAGE OF
tor sach cotegory of the 1 L 2
Dewsiied Summary Page

FOR LINE NUMBER

17

Any infprmation connd frem such Reporn and Sements Mey ASt Be 00i@ o wesd by any penon tor the purpese of selisiting contributions er for
Purpesss, other than using the neme and sddress of efry politice! ssmmitiss 10 sohich comributions irom such sommitmes.

MNAME OF COMMITTEE (in Full)

Gene Green Election Contest

A. Full Name, Malling Addream snd Z1P Code

Jack 0gg & Assoc.
2700 Post Oak Blvd.,
Aouston, Tx. 77056

#1770

8. Full Nema, Melling Address snd Z1P Code
Randall Buck Wood

F. O0.. Box 165001
Austin, Tx. 78716

Amount of Esch
Disbursement Thus Perio

§5000.00

l Purposs of Disbursement Dete (month,

| Legal Fees asy, yeer)

| Dsbursement luU Primary UGmu.l 05/29/92

i’.—lOmr (specity) o i o

| Purpose of Disbursemant Dete (month,

| Legal Fees | - .
05/30/92 |

| Disbursement tor: |

—_—

| Primary

| Geners

[—

1
‘

-
") Otwer (soecity)Electior Contest |

Amount of Esch
Oubursement Thus Perioc

§5000.00

C. Full Nems, Malling Addres snd ZIP Coods
LaVearn Ivy

| Purpose of Disburiemen:

Date (montr,

osy, vesr! Dispurtemnen: Thi Feroc
€31 Bedworth | Court Transcripts 05/28/52 . $750€.00
|  Houstor, Tx. 77088 |Dabursement for: | | Prumary | | Genera: 06/11/22 | $2500.00
i | Otner specity) Election ContestD6/24/92 | $5000.00

Amount of Eacr

C. Full Nerm, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Loretta Korzeb
301 Fannin, Rm. 604
Eouston, Tx. 77002

| Purpose of Disbursement

L i e
! iranscripcs

| Dete tmonth,

| Dispursement for: | | Primery

vt

") Otner ispecityiElection Contest |

Amount o! Esch
Disbursement This Perioc

$1232.00

E. Full Name, Mailing Addrem and ZIP Code
Yatherine Tyra
1001 Preston
Houston, Tx. 77001

| Purpose of Disbursement
i Court Costs

Ii csy, yesri %
| \
— —06/01/92 |
L_} General ; !
Date (mon1h,
day, year)

[Disbursement for: | JPrimary | [General 05/26/92

[] Other specitylEl ection Contest |

Amount of Each
Disbursement This Period

$1323.00

F. Full Nama, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

| Purpose of Disbursernant
§

i

| Disbursemam for:
Prs—

! | Other (specity)

D Primary

| Generat

——

Date imoatn, l
asy, vesr) |

Amoun of Each
Disbursement This Perioc

G. Full Name, Meiling Addres and ZIP Code

gh.nrpou of Disbursemnent

f

'Dubursement for: ; | Primary
| | Ozner (specity)

| Genersi

Date imonth, |
ocay, yesr)

| Dispursement This Perioc

Amoum of Each

H. Full Nams, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

| Purpose of Disoursement

| Dubursemen: for: ; | Pnmary

—

+ Otnher (specilyi

| Geners! |

Date imontn,
Gay, year)

Amount of Each
Disbursement This Periog

i. Full Neme, Mailing Address anc ZIP Cooe

| Purpose of Disbursemen:

Dubursemen: for: | Primary

1 Otwner (specily)

t Genere!
-

Oaze (month,
cay, vear) §

Amoun: of Eazh
Dispursement This PerioC

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional)

TCTAL This Pariog (iast page this line number caly)




L ¥ 14
.

EDULE C
: ° {Revised 3/80)

-

LOANS

Made by Candidate

Y of 1 for
LINE NUMBER T3a
(Use seperste scheduies
for esch numbered lina)

feme of Committes (in Full)
‘ ,_M Green Election Contest

A. Full Noma, Mailling Address end ZIP Cade of Losn Source Originel A (~ Payment | Balenes Ouwtanding st
Gene Green (Personal Funds) of Loen Yo Dew Cios of This Peried
379 County Pair $10,000.00 -0- $10,000.00
Houston, Tx. 77060 !
~Election: DPrimery O Genersl D Onher (speciiy): I

Torms:  Dete Incurred Q&L?.EL&Z_ Dete Dus inwerest Rate %(apr) C Secured

List A Endorers or Guarsntors (i sny) 10 ttem A

1. Full Nems, Maliing Address end ZIP Code

Neme of Empioyer

Occupstion

3

Amount Guasrsntesd Outstanding:

2. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Name of Emplover

Occupation

Amount Guarantesd Outstanding:
S

3. Full Neme, Mailing Adaress and ZIP Code

Name of Employer

b 4

o™~ 1
Occupstion
O
SRS Amount Guersntesd Outsunding:
S
T 8. Fuli Nemme! Meiling Address sna ZIP Code of Loen Source Original Ameunt | Cumulstive Payment | Batance Outstanding st
of Losn To Date | Clom of This Period
o) Gene Green (Personal Funds) {
379 County Fair $1323.00 -0- | $1323.00
ON Houston, Tx. 77060 |
]
o Election: OPrimery O General T Osher epecify): J |
Terms: Dot 05/26 Dets Due Inwrest Rare %lapr)
< - 1
List AN Endorers or Guarantors (if sny) 10 lrem B . i
< 1. Full Neme, Meiling Address and ZIP Code Name of Emoioyer b
P!
Occupetion ‘
O {

Amount Guarsnteed Outstanding:Lg

2. Full Neme, Meiling Address and ZIP Code

Name of Empioyer

Occupstion

S

3. Full Neme, Mailing Addrass and ZIP Code

Name of Emplover

Occupation

| Py %'}
and Bhlonill, o o i b oud

SUBTOTALS This Period This Page (optional) . . .

TOTALS This Pericd (last page in this line only)

Carry outstanding balance only to LINE 3, Schedule D, for this line. if no Schedule D, carry forward to appropriste line of Summery.




Page 1 of _J;_ior
' DEBTS AND OBLlGATIONS m:‘ NUMBER 10
{Revised 3/80) . Excluding Loans SR SiAS

for each ~mbered line)

Name of Committse (in Full)

Insurred Thes

Gene Green Election Contest This Period Bl

A. Full Nema, Malling Address end Zip Coae of Debrer or Creditor
Jack 0Ogg & Assoclates
2700 Post Oak Blvd., 42700
Houston, Tx. 77056

Onn—‘n
Belanse Baglnning
This Peried
-0=

‘ Amavnt Peymann Outsanding
]
|

$16,215.4 §£,000.00C

Neture of Debt (Purpose):
Legal Pees

8. Full Narne, Malling Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

LaVearn Ivy
8831 Bedworth
Houstor, Tx. 7708¢&

Neture of Debt (Purposs):
Court Transcripts

C. Full Neme, Mailing Adoress and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor (

Neture of Debt (Purpose):

0. Full Nams, Malling Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Neturs of Debt (Purpose):

E. Full Name, Mailing Address snd Zio Code of Debtor or Creditor g

isure of Debt (Purposs):

F. Full Name, Mailing Address snd ZipGode of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpose):

1} SUBTOTALS This Period This Page {optional)

2} TOTAL This Period (last page this line oniy)

3} TOTAL OUTSTANDING LOANS from Schedule C (last page only)

4} ADD 2) end 3) snd carry forward to appropriste line of Summary Page (iast page only)




RECEIVED

O ® FEDERAL ELEATI0 N
COMMIS S0y
MAlL RooM

SEwELL & Ricas

U
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION h 3 3 .! M 31
333 CLAY AVENUE
SUITE 8OO

HousTon, TEXAS 77002-4088
VIDAL G. MARTINEZ TELEPHONE (713) 652-8700

713 €s52-8822 TELECOPIER (713) 652-8808
July 21, 1992 TELEX 77-5584

Federal Election Commission
Attention: Ms. Mary Ann Bumgarner
General Counsel’s Office

999 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3552

26011y GE W26

Dear Ms. Bumgarner:

I am in receipt of Ms. Teresa A. Hennessy’s letter of July 6, 1992 and the
accompanying complaint by Mr. Clark Kent Ervin, and hereby submit this response.

Mr. Ervin’s complaint focuses on two specifics: (1) that the Ben Reyes Campaign has
been accepting contributions in excess of the $1,000 per person per election limit; and (2)
that the Campaign will not provide itemized disclosure of these monies and the expenditures
for which they were collected. First let me note that the second item is now moot as the
campaign has disclosed (with full itemization) the monies collected and expended for its
legal costs on the July 15, 1992 report. Included in that report is a Schedule A, which
supports the amount of Line 15-Other Receipts, and a Schedule B, which supports the
amount on Line 21-Other Disbursements. All receipts and expenditures relating to the legal

costs of the election contest have been held in a bank account separate from the campaign
account.

With regard to the first allegation, it is a fact that the campaign has accepted more
than $1,000 from certain individuals. CFR11 100.7(b) (20), however, specifically states that
these monies (used solely for an election contest) are NOT contributions. We confirmed
this in several conversations with the FEC prior to these funds being received, more
particularly on April 26, 1992 with Ms. Dorothy Hutchins, and on April 27, 1991 with Mr.
Guy Scott. We were informed that the prohibitions which apply to contributions also apply
to these receipts, however, the statute excludes any mention of limitations which apply.
Further, we asked for an expedited advisory opinion on the reporting of these contributions
and received a response, see attached. We have complied with all applicable laws 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 respectfully submit that there has been no violation of any federal campaign laws
and request that you find no cause for action in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Vidal G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress

VGM/ddf
Attachments




MUR # 35S at

ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20463

HISISTEED FMR# BS5S5 2

DATE FILMED /O/2.8 CAVERA NO. 2
CAMERAMAN _Ma_
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

NASHINCTONS OC J08)

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR 3552\.
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THE READER IS REFERRED TO ADDITIONAL MICROFILM LOCATIONS

FOR THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THIS 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.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. General Counsel’s Report, In the Matter of Enforcement
Priority, dated December 3, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1623-1740.

5. Certification of Commission vote, dated December 9, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1741-1746.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204614

; ngg\&ﬂ&-
The Honorable Gene Green
1004 Longworth House Office
Building
Washington, DC 20515

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Representative 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 was 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 1ts file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’'s vote. If you wish to subamit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public recocrd when received.

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

Y ] . / 7 3\
/)Ué ¢ f ¢ C/mﬁu NgddL

Mary Ann Bumgarner

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: _lECUg 1993
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MUR 3552
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Clark
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that the Ben Reyes
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures made
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 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
subgstantial amounts of money.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

Clark Kent Ervin

The Clark Kent Ervin for Congress
Committee

7943 Katy Freeway

Houston, TX 77024

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Ervin:

On June 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commission received
your complaint alleging certain violations of the Pederal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against Ben Reyes, the
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee and Vidal G. Martinez, as
treasurer, the Honorable Gene Green, and the Senator Gene Green
Congressional Campaign Committee and Helen Green, as treasurer.
See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commigssion closed its
file in this matter. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission’'s dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(8). . S

Sincerely,

TneylrnLumpasn_

Mary Ann Bumgarner “

Attachment
Narrative

0o
Date the Commission voted to close the file: DECQS o
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MUR 3552
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Clark
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that the Ben Reyes
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures made
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 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.




FEDDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Helen Green, Treasurer
Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign

P.O. Box 16128

Houston, TX 77222

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Ms. Green:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Senator Gene Green Congressional Campaign 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, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the Senator Gene Green
Congressional Campaign and you, as treasurer. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

e ey ? 2

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

Sincerely,

Mﬁfuk/ﬁu A

Mary Ann Bumgarner .

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: [JEC 09 @




NUR 3552
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Clark
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that the Ben Reyes
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures made
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 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

Ben Reyes
333 Clay Avenue, Suite 800
Houston, TX 77002

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. 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 was 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 Its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,
“fhﬂ.uz, @W
Mary Ann Bumgarner

Attachment
Narrative

2
Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC 09 ‘99
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NMUR 3552
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Clark
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that the Ben Reyes
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures made
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 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON,. D C 20463

DEC 1 0 092

Vidal G. Martinez, Treasurer
Ben Reyes for Congress

333 Clay Avenue, Suite 800
Houston, TX 77002

RE: MUR 3552

Dear Mr. Martinez:

On July 6, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
the Ben Reyes 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, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial
discretion and to take no action against the Ben Reyes for
Congress Committee and you, as treasurer. See attached

narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

/

Vil WML'
Mary Ann Bulgarner'

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: BECQQ 1997




MUR 3552
Ben Reyes for Congress Committee

This matter was generated by a complaint from the Clark
Kent Ervin for Congress Committee alleging that the Ben Reyes
for Congress Committee and the Senator Gene Green Congressional
Campaign failed to report contributions and expenditures made
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 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.




