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October 20, 1992

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

Dear Commissioners:

The Missouri Democratic Part, is filing this complaint, charging violations of ft
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").

Respondents have violated the law by accepting a prohibited $50,000 contributio
from an incorporated lending institution and by accepting an excessive
contribution from an individual who guaranteed the full amount of the loan. r"O

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 C1-0.
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.

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) (i) (A) and (B).

Contributions or gifts to the Missouri State Democratic Committee are not tax deductible.
Padcl for by mhe Missouri State Derrocratic Committee Doug BrooKs. Treasurer
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The FECs 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. S 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 C.F.R. §
100.7(b) (11) (i) (A) (2).

In this case, the law and the regulations have dlearly 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;
0 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;
e Impose any and all penalties required by the violations set forth in this
complaint.

Very truly yours,

C

Euge Bshmann
Chairman, Missouri Democratic Party

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

Notary Public

My commission expires:2_ _
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October 29, 1992

Eugene Bushmann, Chairman
Missouri Democratic State Committee
P.O. Box 719
419 East High Street
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Bushmann:

This letter acknowledges receipt on October 26, 1992, ofyour complaint alleging possible violations of the FederalElection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), byMalcolm Lee Holekamp, Holekamp for a New Congress and Frnk p.McGee, as treasurer, William Holekamp and the Southwest Bank ofSt. Louis. The respondents will be notified of this complaintwithin five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal ElectionCommission takes final action on your complaint. Should youreceive any additional information in this matter, pleaseforward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Suchinformation must be sworn to in the same manner as the originalci: complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 3675. Please referto this number in all future correspondence. For yourinformation, we have attached a brief description of the
c", Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

1 1

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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Frank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. McGee:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that Holekamp for a New Congress ("Committee") andyou, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of thecomplaint 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 inwriting that no action should be taken against the Committee andCN you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual orlegal materials which you believe are relevant to the0%. Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, whichshould be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If noresponse is received within 15 days, the Commission may takefurther action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosedform stating the name, address and telephone number of suchcounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Frank P. McGee, Treasurer
Holekamp for a New Congress
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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,

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 20461

October 29, 1992

Malcolm Lee Holekamp
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: 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
iwriting 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.

C: This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
rthe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
e-K 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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Malcolm Lee Holekamp
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If you have any questions, please contact Richard Denholi
II, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, ye 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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 29, 1992

William Holekamp
79 Vista Del Golfo
Naples, CA 90803

RE: 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 General0' Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the

C Comission may take further action based on the available
information.

C This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 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

rx 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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William Holekamp
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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,

Teresa A. Hennessy
Assistant General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20463

October 29, 1992
Edward C. Berra, President
Southwest Bank of St. Louis
2301 S. Kingshighway Boulevard
P.O. Box 790050
St. Louis, MO 63179

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Berra:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichco9 indicates that the Southwest Bank of St. Louis may have violatedthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*theAct"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numberedthis matter MUR 3675. Please refer to this number in all future
Scorrespondence.

CN Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against the SouthwestBank of St. Louis in this matter. Please submit any factual orC t legal materials which you believe are relevant to theCommission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,C) statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, whichshould be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must besubmitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may takefurther action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 4 37g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be madepublic. If you intend to be represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosedform stating the name, address and telephone number of suchcounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.



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

If you have any questions, please contact Richard Denhoim
III 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,

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 RRCEIPT REOUESTED

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

Re: MUR 3675

Dear Mr. Denholm:

Attached please find a completed *Statement of Designation
of Counselm by which our client, Southwest Bank of St. Louis, haa&
designated Armstrong, Toasdale, 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 othe ordinary course otj
business" as that term is used in 2 U.S.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.S.C. Section
431 eat itQ.

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 orespondent," or simply seeking information.

Our research indicates that, should the FEC of its own
initiative name Southwest Bank as a Orespondent," 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 ma copy of a staff report setting
forth the legal basis and the alleged facts which support the
Commission's action.* 11 C.F.R. S 111.8(b). We do not believe
that legal or factual grounds exist which would require that
Southwest Bank be named a grespondent.9 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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Please let me know if I can be of any further assistance to
you in this matter.

Yours very truly,

Mary C. ickham

MCK/Jm

Enclosure

(N



STATEMENT OF DamIAION OF COUNSEL

"2

MUR 3675

NAME OF COUNSEL: Frederick 0. Hanser. John L. Sullivan
and Mary C. Kickha-

ADDRESS: Armstrong. Teasdale, Schlafly & Davis

One Metropolitan Square. Suite 2600 Ci

St. Louis. Missouri 63102-2740

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.
CN

Date Southwest Bank of St. Louis
By: Edward C. Berra, President



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTON DC 20463

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 questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA'SHINCTO% W) ( 04b

s'. 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 (uthe 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

CN 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,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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 ElectionCampaign 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 todemonstrate 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.

ID 
Sincerely,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Enclosure
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November 18, 1992

Edward C. Berra, President
Southwest Bank of St. Louis
2301 S. Kingshighway Boulevard
P.O. Box 790050
St. Louis, NO 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

%0 indicated that the Southwest Bank of St. Louis may have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

0\ ("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.

01% 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.

C

Sincerely, ,

Richard M. Denholm II

Attorney

Enclosure
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S.tate Rloute 141 antd ighway 1.W
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344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves. .Mo. 63 119
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; .\. }1ennessv

&:.eera1 Election (Commisslon
'" t r t e e t, N.V',

\' adhlngtofl. D (. 20463 f

011
Dear is. Hlennessv

0,4
In my haste to obtain the $50.000 loan from Southwest Bank I neglected t,)

0 hist future campaign contributions as collateral and did not realize that the
0,, campaign committee could not use a single guarantor of the loan.

1 will be taking the necessary steps to raise I inds and/or properly
collaterize the loan to the banks satisfaction and to remove the single

c" 1uarant)r's name from the loan This. will require 30 to 90 days to
w:cc m plih as I m ust he out ()I t)\%n a large part ()I the time. I hope this

\will be satisfactorv with the ()Mmission. I apologize for the oversight.

Sincerelv.

\! .., ! ,n i c la ioi(lek .:nmp

r'id to' by 14o'oknrvDP for n Now Congress Committee, Pat kAke., Treseure. Contlbutions to a poNtcel ceimpaign ae not tax deductible.
CorPorate Checs cannot be accepted.



16 Ladue Lane
Ladue, Missouri 63124

314/432-5457

November 17, 1992

Mr. Richard Denholm
THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street Northwest
Washington, DC 20463

REFEREIECE: MR 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 disuTh-sed in
Schedule C-i 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 et me know if you require further information.

Sincerely yours, Subscribed to and sworn to befor
I ) / this 8th day of November, 1992.

AA(,-,

e me

Brenda F. Haar - Notary PublicWilliam F.

BRENDA F. HAAR
NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF MISSOURI

ST. LOUIS COUNTY
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES APR. 14. 1994

e90 RECEI'VED
FEDERAL ELECTION

COMMISSION
MAIN COPY ROOM

bZ3 10 37 AN'S
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MUR # 34-6-

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

C.

oCD
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FOR TUiE ?OLLOIING DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO TUIS 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 ComissiOn vote, dated April 20, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. General Counsel's Report, In the Matter of 3*Eet
Priorityr, dated December 3. 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1623-1740.

5. Certification of CInieeioe vote, dated D.eoea .* 9, , *3.
See Reel 354, peges 1741-1746. "i

I .
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N* ri Btooratic SItte Committee
P.O. Box 719
419 fast 31731j Etteet
Jeffltson C ty, NO 65102

RE: NUR 3675

Dear Nit. Sushmaun:

OOctober 26, 199 2, the Vederal Election Camisoaorooid jo coqplaiat .12*9g crtain violatioms of ther~ds ! ~ecion Caq~1gm t of 1971, a. amended (%be Act').

- 4

~k ii t~1** f th-si S~ :jfl~ 2 O.LC.

8ia*i*1r,

Rlichard It. DemblU I Z
AttOlrney

AttachmentINarrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: _________

p.)



Swin ampP1v Camg
This matter was initiated by a complaint filed by theNi5louri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committeeaccepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Bank of St. oiand an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. Theprincipal respondents include: the committee, William Rolekamp,and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loanagreement contained a technical flaw because the agreementshould have contained a clause for its repayment from projectedfundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded by

stating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteedby a single individual. Further, they stated that the loanagreement should have contained a clause for the loan repaymentto come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidatestated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantofrom th loa agemn, ial, the- bank responded and statedthat it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.
u1 ~ ~ This matter involves no indication of seriouinetythN respondents to violate the --C- and no .. igni int sentbr eltv o theoter issues pending before the COmmisIiou.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION i
WASHW4GT(]. D)C 20463 ..

nk P. Ro,"ee, Treasurer
lekamp for a New Congress

344 G)ray Avenue
Webster Groves, NO 63119

RE: NUR 36"75

Dear Mr. lMcGee :

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 ezercise its prosecutorial
discretion end to take no action against Nolekamp for a. New
COngress and you, as treasurer. See attached narrtive.
Accordingly, the Commission closer--Its file in this smter.

the confidentiality provisios of 2 U.S.C. S 437gi~e)(l2) o
41 bol eoq, te le mt be pieced on the : ie

' 1b s .35 dey, this C~uld occur at any time fl e4~
" trio~infltiULm, n of theb Ce0isiHLOnl's vote. If3qt ouvi Usdidldt

' hes b r so as sleen as possible. Whl, the fi2l " .be :p3 eoe

.Sterials, any pe~rable submissions will be e e to the
jublic record when resoived.

If you have any questions, please contact a t (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Richard N. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Comission voted to close the file: DC6DEC09
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This matter was inlitiated by a complaint filed by theMissouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committeeaccepted a $50,000 contribUtion from Southwest Bn fS.L1

prinipal rpondent include: the committee, William Holekaup,and the bank. Zn response, the guarantor stated that the loanagreement contained a technical flaw because the agreementshould have contained a clause for its repayment from projectedfundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded bystating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteedby a single individual. Further, they stated that the loanagreement should have contained a clause for the loan repaymentto Come from PrOjected fundraising receipts. The candidatestated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantorfrom the loan agreement. Finally, the bank responded and statedthat it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.
This matter involves no indication of serious intent by therespondents to violate the F3CA and no significant issuerelative to the other issues pending before the Commission.



W ~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION .i

4. WASHINGTON. D C 2b 
.

Malcolm Lee Htolekamp
344 Gray Avenue
Webster Groves, MO 63119

RE: MUR 3675

Dear Mir. Holekamp:

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commissionnotified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of theFederal 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 prosecutorialdiscretion and to take no action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed it file. in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) nolonser apply and this matter is nov public. In addit~on,althongh the coqplete file must be placed on the public roo,eThin 30 daysa, this could occur at any time follova
crtification of the Commissions vote. If you wittO . tany factul or legal .mtrials to appear on the pubilo ti*p eeo do so as soon as possible. While th. file map be- #Iaon the public record prior to reeitpt of your additgna-
mtrials, any permissible submissions will be added tOthe
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (2*2)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Richard M. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment

Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC t09l9



Uolelrwap F/Wew Cong iI ..
This matter vas initiated by a complaint file bythMissouri Democratic Party. It allege- th...atb the teacpte $50,000 Contribution from SouthwestBnko St Loi

and an excessive contribution fro a.....r..ntor of an Ltpicplrespondents include: the committee, William Hlkiand the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loanagreement contained a technical flay because the agreementshould have contained a clause for isrpyetfo rjcefundaisig rceips. he committee and candidate responded bystating they did not knov a $50,000 loan could not be guarantee
by asinle ndiidul. urterthey stated that the loanagreement should have contained a clause for the la eamnto come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidatestated that he vould take steps to remove the single guaranofro th lon g rent. Finally, the bank respondedadsaetha itmad th lan in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serioue netb hrespondents to violat-teFIA-n no ... ni...... sunentbhrelative to the other isue pe... din .g or t issiu



' " " --. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ..

.• ' iWASINCTON. D C 2044,3

i~i William Hlolekamp
~16 Ladue Lane
i Ladue, NO 63124

RI: NUR 3675

Dear Nr. Holekamp:

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed vith that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
!0 Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial

discretion and to take no action against you. See attached* narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed I file in this

?he confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.c. S 437,4(a)(13) no
although theo complete file must be placed on the public v~wii!. witbim 30 days, this could occur at any ime follomd* .

i i  certificetio of the Commssion,'s vote. If you vish tot
4 ii, --plJws do so as aOn as possible. While the file mpW

.,.** on the public record prior to receipt of your additits3.-
(materilsl, any permissible submissions will be added t4 th, public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 4202)
. 219-3690.

. Sincerely,

Richard N. Denholm II
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: F



ii~i This matter vas initiated by a complaint filed by the' Nissouri Democratic Party. It alleges that the committeeaccepted a $50,000 contribution from Southwest Sank of at. LOUI5and an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan. eprincipal respondents include: the.omtee ila H11 o.oI. .and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loanagreement contained a technical flaw because the agreementshould have contained a clause for its repayment from projectedfundraising receipts. The committee and candidate rsoddbstating they did not know a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteedby a single individual. Further, they stated that telaagreement should have contained a clause for the loan rePaymentto come from projected fundraising receipts. The candidatestated that he would take steps to remove the single guarantorfrmteloan agreementFialy the bank responded and statedthat it made the loan in the ordinary course of business.
This matter involves no indication of seriu netb h

3 respondents to violate the FICA -ad no _ignificous issentb hreatv-t-teote issues pending before the Commission.



,i Waest. l&alia wi

Sit. Louis. NO 63102-2740

33t: RU 367/5
Southwest Bank of
St. Louis

Dear Ns. ickhaa-

On October 29, 1992, the Federal Ilection Commission
noified your client of a comlint allegin certain violations
of the Federal Eletion Cmpmga Act of 1971, as amended. A

coi lf h omp"Lintwa eose ith tt i ........ notifcation.

..... cms t cioac.o b.u> tr h

If ,you hav an qwiio, piass cotat !iibtt4'-l
219--3690.

Sincerely,

Richard N. bhimn :XX
Attorney

Attachmnt
Narrative

Date the Comission voted to close the file: ~ ~ qi i i i Jx i i i



Noekemp r/Nw Coos
This *atte[ yes initiated by a complaint filedbteMissouri Democratic Party. It aille that theCoiteaccptd .$5,000 contribution from Southwest Sank of St. Lutsand an excessive contribution from a guarantor of a loan." Theprincipal respondents include: the committee, William Holek p,and the bank. In response, the guarantor stated that the loanagreement contained a technical flaw because the agreementshould have contained a clause for its repayment from projectefundraising receipts. The committee and candidate responded tbystating they did not knov a $50,000 loan could not be guaranteedby a single individual. Further, they stated that the loanagreement should have contained a clause for the lonrpamnto come from projected funriigeeps Th candidaenstte that. heould take steps to remove the single urtofro m ad the gremn Finally , the bank responded and statedthat t mae th loa in the ordinary course of business.

This matter involves no indication of serious netb hrespondents to violate th _ n no .igni int sentb hrelative to the other issues pending before thean Cmssuon

7.' * : : , f- .,,' "


