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Executive Director

October 20, 1992

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 -

Dear Commissioners: ==
The Missouri Democratic Party is filing this complaint, charging violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“FECA"), 2 U.S.C. §§ 431 et
seq., and related regulations of the Federal Election Commission (“FEC”), 11 C.F.
R. §§ 100.1 et seq., by Malcolm “Mack” Holekamp, a candidate for the United States
House of Representatives in the 3rd Congressional District of Missouri, and his
principal campaign committee, Holekamp for a New Congress (“the Committee™)
(hereafter referred to collectively as “Respondents”).

\.D
Respondents have violated the law by accepting a prohibited $50,000 contnbuhon::
from an incorporated lending institution and by accepting an excessive =
contribution from an individual who guaranteed the full amount of the loan. 23

The third quarterly FEC report recently filed by the Committee discloses the =
receipt of a $50,000 loan from the Southwest Bank of St. Louis. The Schedule C-1¥
filed by the Committee to detail the terms of the loan reveals the following: -
* The loan is not secured by traditional collateral.

* The loan is not secured by future fund-raising receipts.

* The loan is secured by the guarantee of a single individual.
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Under the Act, a loan is considered a contribution, subject to the contribution
limits, unless it is from a specified lending institution, such as a bank, and unless
it is “made in accordance with applicable law and in the ordinary course of
business.” 2 U.S.C. § 431(8) (B) (vii).

The Commission considers this requirement to be met when the loan is, among
other factors, made on a basis which assures repayment. To demonstrate an
adequate basis of repayment, the Commission requires that the loan be fully
collateralized, either by traditional collateral (e.g., real estate, personal property,
certificates of deposit, etc.) or by projected fundraising receipts. 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(b)
(11) () (A) and (B).

Contributions or gifts to the Missouri State Democratic Committee are not tax deductible.
Paid for by the Missouri State Democratic Committee, Doug Brooks, Treasurer
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The FEC's regulations further provide that “each endorser or guarantor shall be
deemed to have contributed that portion of the total amount of the loan for
which he or she agreed to be liable in a written agreement...,” 11 C.F.R. § 100.7 (b)
(11), and that “amounts guaranteed by secondary sources of repayment, such as
guarantors and cosigners, shall not exceed the contribution limits....” 11 CFR. §
100.7(b) (11) () (A) (2).

In this case, the law and the regulations have clearly been violated. The $50,000
loan in question is not secured by any of the collateral identified by the FEC as
demonstrating an adequate basis for repayment. Rather, the loan is endorsed by a
single individual. Under the Commission’'s regulations, this individual is
considered to have made a contribution in the amount of the endorsement — in
this case, the contribution is for $50,000. This far exceeds the lawful contribution
limit for an individual of $1,000 per election.

On the basis of the foregoing, the Missouri Democratic State Party requests that the
FEC:

* Conduct an immediate investigation into the facts stated in this complaint;

¢ Enter into prompt conciliation with the Respondents to remedy the violations
set forth in this Complaint, including the immediate repayment of the full
amount of the loan so that the proceeds may not be used in connection with a
federal election;

* Impose any and all penalties required by the violations set forth in this
complaint.

Very truly yours,

A7iéi;44€;uz4u___

Eugefie Bushmann
Chairman, Missouri Democratic Party

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of October, 1992.

/ ,
__R@onna., fI1 e ;14}_-,‘_ S
Notary Public
My commission expires: —f:'/ié‘ né _"1497@
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204613

October 29, 1992

Eugene Bushmann, Chairman

Missouri Democratic State Committee
P.O. Box 719

419 East High Street

Jefferson City, MO 65102

MUR 3675
Dear Mr. Bushmann:

This letter acknowledges receipt on October 26, 1992, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®), by
Malcolm Lee Holekamp, Holekamp for a New Congress and Frank p,
McGee, as treasurer, William Holekamp and the Southwest Bank of
St. Louis. 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 3675. 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,

) 5 I
ATt _/‘:f . J—t__.»-.v/)q7

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 29, 1992

Frank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
344 Gray Avenue

Webster Groves, MO 63119

MUR 3675

Dear Mr. McGee:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Holekamp for a New 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 3675.
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 ocath. 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.




Frank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Richard Denholm
11, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

71 ~
'_/_/.r‘J >\ // ~ .l‘-'w \/\/\l——fmy
Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: Malcolm Lee Holekamp




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 29, 1992

Malcolm Lee Holekamp
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Holekamp:

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 3675.
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.




Malcolm Lee Holekamp
Page 2

If you have any gquestions, please contact Richard Denholm
II, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

- 9
- / At /4

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

WASHINGCTON, DC 20463

October 29, 1992

William Holekamp
79 Vvista Del Golfo
Naples, CA 90803

MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Holekamp:

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 3675.
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. 1If 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.




William Holekamp
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard Denholm
II, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

) A )
S A . \L"“-' “”97
Teresa A. Hennessy

Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

October 29, 1992

Edward C. Berra, President
Southwest Bank of St. Louis
2301 S. Kingshighway Boulevard
P.0. Box 790050

St. Louis, MO 63179

MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Berra:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Southwest Bank of St. Louis 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 3675. 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 Southwest
Bank of St. Louis 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 ocath. 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.




Edward C. Berra, President
Southwest Bank of S8t. Louis
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Richard Denholm
II, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of
the Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

A . "
S panae. A 3 ‘:L—w Qo
Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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November 12, 1992

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Richard Denholm

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3673

Dear Mr. Denholm: 5

Attached please find a completed "Statement of Designation ff
of Counsel" by which our client, Southwest Bank of St. Louis, ha&
designated Armstrong, Teasdale, Schlafly and Davis as its
representative in this matter.

Our review of this matter leads us to conclude that
Southwest Bank made the loan at issue in "the ordinary course og
business" as that term is used in 2 U.8.C. Section
431(8)(B)(vii). Thus, as to Southwest Bank, the loan at issue is =~
exempted from the contribution limits imposed by 2 U.S5.C. Section

431 et seq.

3

Our client has expressed its willingness to work with the
FEC towards a successful resolution of this matter. It has come
to our attention that the complaint filed by the Missouri State
Democratic Committee does not name Southwest Bank as a
“respondent." It is therefore unclear whether the FEC is naming
Southwest Bank as a "respondent," or simply seeking information.

Our research indicates that, should the FEC of its own
initiative name Southwest Bank as a "respondent,” the proper
notification procedure as to Southwest Bank is set forth in 11
C.F.R. Section 111.8. As you know, Section 111.8 provides that
Southwest Bank must be sent "a copy of a staff report setting
forth the legal basis and the alleged facts which support the
Commission’s action." 11 C.F.R. § 111.8(b). We do not believe
that legal or factual grounds exist which would require that
Southwest Bank be named a "respondent.®" Should the FEC feel
otherwise, however, provision of the required staff report would
greatly aid our efforts to work with the FEC towards a mutually
satisfactory solution.
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ABMSTRONG, TEASDALE, SCHLAFLY & Davis

Mr. Richard Denholm
November 12, 1992
Page Two

Please let me know if I can be of any further assistance to
you in this matter.

Yours very truly,

Mar, € K choka—

Mary C. kiﬁkham

MCK/3m

Enclosure




MUR 3675

NAME OF COUNSEL:
—and Mary C. Kickham

ADDRESS:
—One Metropolitan Square., Suite 2600
. . L 63 -

TELEPHONE: (_314 )_621-5070

The above-named individuals are hereby designated as counsel
for Southwest Bank of St. Louis and are authorized to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission and to
act on behalf of Southwest Bank of St. Louis before the

Commission.

>
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Date Southwest Bank of st.AE;uis
By: Edward C. Berra, President




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, D C 20461}

November 18, 1992

Frank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
344 Gray Avenue

Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675
Dear Mr. McGee:

In a letter dated October 29, 1992, you were notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicated that Holekamp for a New Congress ("Committee") and
you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). This Office has
enclosed a copy of the October 29, 1992 letter. Under the Act,
and Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against the Committee
and you, as treasurer.

A review of our files indicates that to date the Committee
and you, as treasurer, have not responded. Unless we receive a
response from you within 10 days, this matter may proceed to the
next stage of the enforcement process.

Should you have any guestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

- - ‘r' —
y o . 4 [ - T P el
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Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2046}

November 18, 1992

Malcolm Lee Holekamp
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Holekamp:

In a letter dated October 29, 1992, you were notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicated that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). This Office has
enclosed a copy of the October 29, 1992 letter. Under the Act,
and Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded. Unless we receive a response from you within 10

days, this matter may proceed to the next stage of the
enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Since;ely,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DI IR

November 18, 1992

William Holekamp
79 Vista Del Golfo
Naples, CA 90803

RE: MUR 3675
Dear Mr. Holekamp:

In a letter dated October 29, 1992, you were notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicated that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). This Office has
enclosed a copy of the October 29, 1992 letter. Under the Act,
and Commission regulations, you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against you.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded. Unless we receive a response from you within 10
days, this matter may proceed to the next stage of the

enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

AL s B B AIE

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, DC 204513

November 18, 1992

Edward C. Berra, President
Southwest Bank of St. Louis
2301 s. Kingshighway Boulevard
P.0O. Box 790050

St. Louis, MO 63179

RE: MUR 3675
Dear Mr. Berra:

In a letter dated October 29, 1992, you were notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicated that the Southwest Bank of St. Louis may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"). This Office has enclosed a copy of the
October 29, 1992 letter. Under the Act, and Commission
regulations, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against the Southwest Bank of St. Louis.

A review of our files indicates that to date you have not
responded. Unless we receive a response from you within 10
days, this matter may proceed to the next stage of the
enforcement process.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Aza;“u/’ﬂ/””-*47£%“///—’f’-

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure
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Holekamp
for a New Congress

State Route 141 and Highway 1-88
P.0O. Box 389 Arnold, MO 63010
(14) BAD 470 » Fue 214 PR9 0737

5344 Gray Avenue
webster Groves, Mo. 63119

31147962 05016

. Hennessy
seneral Counsel
ederal Election Commission
199 E Street, N.W
Washington, DC. 20463
t

tHennessy

In my haste to oblain the $50,000 loan from Southwest Bank | neglected 1o
list future campaign contributions as collateral and did not realize that the
campaign committee could not use a single guarantor of the loan.

| will be taking the necessary steps Lo raise inds and/or properly
collaterize the loan to the bank's satisfaction and to remove the single
guarantor s name from the loan. This will require 30 to 90 days to
wcomplish as | must be oul of town a large part of the tume. | hope this
will be satisfactory with the Commission. | apologize for the oversight.

Sincerely

lack ) Holekamp

Paid lor by Holokamp tor a New Congress Committes, Pat McGee, Treasurer. Contributions 10 a political campalgn are not tax deductibie
Corporate checks cannol be accepiad
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November 17, 1992

Mr. Richard Denholm

THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street Northwest
Washington, DC 20463

REFERENCE: MUR 3675
Dear Mr. Denholm:

In response to the Federal Election Commission's inquiry, the loan in
question did, in fact, contain a technical flaw. Neither Malcolm
Holekamp nor I realized that the loan document was missing a clause to
provide for its repayment by projected fund raising receipts, even
though we both intended to repay the loan in this way.

We apologize for this mistake, which was genuinely a technical over-
sight. If necessary, the documents could easily be corrected to comply.
However, as the election has passed, and Mr. Holekamp is the losing
candidate, a correction at this point would perhaps be academic. We

are looking to the Commission for a recommendation, but are seeking

your consideration of this matter as a technical oversight.

There was no intent to mislead the Commission or election process, and
we are more than willing to cooperate with the Commission in every way
possible. As indicated in the complaint to you, this loan was reported
in the FEC report, and the terms of the loan were fully disclosed in
Schedule C-1 to support our position that the error was, in fact,
unintentional.

Once again, we are perfectly willing to cooperate with the Commission
in every way. Please let me know if you require further information.

Sincerely yours, Subscribed to and sworn to before me
this 18th day of November, 1992,

p L 7 /&4&,

Brenda F. Haar - Notary Public

William F. Holekamp

BRENDA F. HAAR
NOTARY PUBLIC — STATE OF MISSOURI
ST. LOUIS COUNTY
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES APR. 14, 1994




MUR # 2L 15

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

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR 2615 .
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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.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC X461

DEC 10 99

REQUESTED

Eugene Bushmann, Chairman

Missouri Democratic State Committee
P.0. Box 719

419 Bast High Street

Jefferson City, MO 65102

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Bushmann:

On October 26, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
received your complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal 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 Holekamp for a New
Congress and Frank P. McGee, as treasurer, Malcolm Lee Holekamp,
William Holekamp, and Southwest Bank of S5t. Louis. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission 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).

Sincerely, .
Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: BEC 03 W
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MUR 3675
Holekamp F/New Cong

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by the
Missouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committee
accepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. Louis
and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. The
principal respondents include: the committee, William Holekamp,
and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loan
agreement contained a technical flaw because the agreement
should have contained a clause for its repayment from projected
fundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by
stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteed
by a single individual. Further, they stated that the loan
agreement should have contained a clause for the loan repayment
to come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidate
stated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantor
from the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and stated
that it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serious intent by the
respondents to violate the FECA and no significant issue
relative to the other issues pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC 20Mb3

Prank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
344 Gray Avenue

Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. McGee:

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain viclations 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 Holekamp for a New
Congress and you, as treasurer. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

S 47 6

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 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.
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I1f you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

)

Sincerely,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

pES 0 ¢ 199

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3675
Holekamp F/New Cong

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by the
Missouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committee
accepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. Louis
and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. The
principal respondents include: the committee, William Holekamp,
and the bank. 1In response, the guarantor stated that the loan
agreement contained a technical flaw because the agreement
should have contained a clause for its repayment from projected
fundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by
stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteed
by a single individual. Further, they stated that the loan
agreement should have contained a clause for the loan repayment
to come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidate
stated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantor
from the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and stated
that it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serious intent by the
respondents to violate the FECA and no significant issue
relative to the other issues pending before the Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 0463

DEC 1 0 B

Malcolm Lee Holekamp
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Holekamp:

On October 29, 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. 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.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely, -

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: peEd 09 met




O~
N
-
M
3
L
™
<
@
M

)

MUR 3675
Holekamp F/New Cong

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by the
Missouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committee
accepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. Louis
and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. The
principal respondents include: the committee, William Holekamp,
and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loan
agreement contained a technical flaw because the agreement
should have contained a clause for its repayment from projected
fundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by
stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteed
by a single individual. Further, they stated that the loan
agreement should have contained a clause for the loan repayment
to come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidate
stated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantor
from the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and stated
that it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serious intent by the
respondents to violate the FECA and no significant issue
relative to the other issues pending before the Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

William Holekamp
16 Ladue Lane
Ladue, MO 63124

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Holekamp:

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commisgsion
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.S5.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)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

L o Pl
Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3675
Holekamp P/New Cong

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by the
Missouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committee
accepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. Louis
and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. The
principal respondents include: the committee, William Holekamp,
and the bank. 1In response, the guarantor stated that the loan
agreement contained a technical flaw because the agreement
should have contained a clause for its repayment from projected
fundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by
stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteed
by a single individual. Further, they stated that the loan
agreement should have contained a clause for the loan repayment
to come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidate
stated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantor
from the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and stated
that it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.

This littet involves no indication of serious intent by the
respondents to violate the FECA and no significant issue
relative to the other issues pending before the Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20461

Armstrong, Teasdale, Schlafly & Davis
One Metropolitan Square

Suite 2600

St. Louis, MO 63102-2740

MUR 3675
Southwest Bank of
St. Louis

Dear Ms. Kickham:

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client 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 Southwest Bank of
St. Louis. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission
closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.5.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.

If you have any qguestions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely, x
HLL S T Bl T

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

NEC £ 0 0oy

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3675
Holekamp F/New Cong

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by the
Missouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committee
accepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. Louis
and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. The
principal respondents include: the committee, William Holekamp,
and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loan
agreement contained a technical flaw because the agreement
should have contained a clause for its repayment from projected
fundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by
stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteed
by a single individual. Further, they stated that the loan
agreement should have contained a clause for the loan repayment
to come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidate
stated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantor
from the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and stated
that it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serious intent by the
respondents to violate the FECA and no significant issue
relative to the other issues pending before the Commission.




