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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463
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‘IN ‘THE MATTER OF DON DAVIS,

DON DAVIS FOR CONGRESS

COMPLAINT

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ) mMR L‘I O (Oq

CITY OF WASHINGTON ) ss:

Grant K. Gibson, 1350 Eye Street, NW, Washington, DC 20003, being first duly
sworn, deposes and says:

1. My name is Grant Gibson. I was directly involved with and am fully aware of
the circumstances surrounding these allegations between myself and Don Davis and Don
Davis for Congress.

2 I was hired and provided services as Director of Finance for Don Davis
and Don Davis for Congress from July 1992 through November 1992. Don Davis owes me as
compensation for these services $18,490.80, including amounts owed for weekly stipend,

commission, mileage, out of pocket expense reimbursement, and interest.
3. Don Davis has failed to list this debt on Schedule D, Debts and
Obligations section of any of his quarterly filing reports as required under the Federal Election

Campaign Act, despite having been contacted no less than 25 times to pay this debt.

4 Mr. Davis also failed to withhold federal and state income tax and social

security (FICA) payments as required relating to my employment with Mr. Davis. My status
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2 of Mr. Davis was confirmed by IRS ruling Determination Letter GBR-EM-g4-
110, Internal Revenue Service, Greensboro District Office, dated June 17, 1994.

5. Upon information and belief, as Director of Finance during Mr. Davis'
campaign, I believe Mr. Davis to have many other debts and obligations including, but not
limited to debts to numerous businesses for printing, polling, general consulting, etc.

6. Moreover, upon information and belief, Mr. Davis owes salaries and
federal and state tax and FICA withholding payments to other employees of Don Davis and
Don Davis for Congress.

7. Accordingly, I assert the following willful disregard of FEC guidelines
and failure to adhere to FEC laws:
Don Davis, and Don Davis for Congress, FEC ID # C00241562, clearly
fail to meet FEC law and guidelines 104.3(d); 104.11; 116.10, by failing to file properly or
timely Schedule D, Loans and Obligations information listing debts owed to Grant Gibson and

others as valid debts and obligations owed by Don Davis For Congress.

Wherefore, I hereby request that the Federal Election Commission take appropriate
steps to have Don Davis and Don Davis for Congress comply fully with the law, rules and
guidelines of the Federal Election Campaign Act by listing all appropriate debts and

obligations on Schedule D
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA)
) 88:
COUNTY OF WAKE )

Robin Vanderwall, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. My name is Robin Vanderwall. I am currently the
publisher of The Citizen, a weekly newspaper covering the Wake
County region. From June, 1991 to December, 1992, I was employed
by Don Davis for Congress, as Campaign Manager (I was relieved of
my Campaign Manager duties during the months of June through
August 1992 in order to concentrate on other areas) and Direct
Mail writer. I was directly involved with and am fully aware of
the circumstances surrounding the employment of Grant Gibson as

Finance Director for Don Davis for Congress.

2 During the early summer of 1992, Don Davis and I
determined that the campaign would benefit from hiring a full-
time, professional finance director, as our previous fundraising
results were insufficient to meet the campaign's needs through

the November election.

3. In June 1992, Don Davis and I discussed the terms

under which the campaign would seek to hire a finance director.

VANDERWA.AFF



”iiﬁbnd the payment of a weekly stipend, we discussed offering a
' “fen (10%) percent commission for all direct solicitation (non-

direct mail) contributions to the campaign. Attached as Exhibit
A is a copy of a letter I wrote to Don dated 6/2/92 outlining the
need for a professional finance director and the anticipated

terms upon which we would attempt to hire one.

4. In June 1992, Grant Gibson's name came to my
attention as a possible candidate for the position of finance
director for Don Davis for Congress. Grant came to North
Carolina to interview for the position on July 22, 1992, and met

with Don Davis, Lee Selzer and myself.

5. During those interviews, we represented and
negotiated with Mr. Gibson that based upon his particular skills
and experience, that his compensation as finance director would
include a weekly stipend of §150.00 per week, a ten (10%) percent
commission on all direct solicitation (non-direct mail)
contributions to the campaign, and reimbursement of his out-of-

pocket expenses.

6. As a result of the interviews on July 22, 1992,
Don Davis authorized me to hire Mr. Gibson as Finance Director
for Don Davis for Congress on the terms discussed in the

interviews.

VANDERWA.AFF




¥ Mrx. Gibnon began work for Don Davis for Congress

on July 24, 1992. His duties included being solely responsible
for organizing direct solicitation, PAC communications,

fundraising events and tele-fundraising.

8. During Mr. Gibson's employment as Finance Director
with Don Davis for Congress, he obtained a $20,000.00

contribution from the National Republican Congressional Committee
which was earmarked for media expenditures and paid directly to

the campaign's general media consultant.

9. During the time that Mr. Gibson worked for Don
Davis for Congress as Finance Director, the campaign received
$9,992 in direct mail contributions. Attached as Exhibit B are
copies of campaign records which I created and maintained as part
of my duties which reflect the amount of contributions received
for the period from July 12, 1992 to November 7, 1992 from the

campaign's direct mail efforts.as $9,992.

10. Pursuant to the terms of his employment with Don
Davis for Congress, a 10% commission of all direct solicitation
(non-direct mail) contributions received, minus $9,992 of direct
mail contributions, is appropriate compensation for Mr. Gibson's

services.

VANDERWA.AFF
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

Grant K. Gibson
1350 Bye St. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 4069
Dear Mr. Gibson:

This letter acknowledges receipt on September 28, 1994, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™). The
respondent(s) 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
forwvard 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 4069. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Mi. TAM

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Mrs. Don Ella Drew, Treasurer
pon Davis for Congress Committee
P.0. Box 1113

punn, NC 28335

MUR 4069

Dear Nrs. Drew:

The Pederal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Don Davis for Congress Committee
("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 4069. 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 subait 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. 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.8.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




If you have any Questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at
(202) 219-3400. Por your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Nﬁﬁub 3. Tohetn

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

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




' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC. 20463

OCYOBER &, 1994

Ponald 8. Davis
Brwin, NC 281339

Dear Mr. Davis:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Pederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act®"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4069.
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 subsit 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, wvhich 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(2)(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.




“Pondld 8. Davis
questions, please contact Joan nclnctg at
tiet

If you have any
For your information, we have enclosed a

(202) 219-3400. .
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

""“""b“ TM

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




. ‘ RECEWY "
LAW OFFICES
ﬁ%&uu
OFFICE OF € L

BRYAN, JONES, JOHNSON & SNOW SQUNSE
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DWIGHT W. SNOW
JAMES M. JOHNSON

ROBERT H. JONES TELEPHONE 910892-2104
ROBERT C. BRYAN, RET FACSIMILE 910/892-5487
CECIL B. JONES

October 14, 1994

Ms. Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4069

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I enclose the original and three copies of an Answer filed by Donald S. Davis to Grant Gibson's

Complaint in the above captioned matter. Also enclosed is the Statement of Designation of
Counsel.

Please file the Answer and return to me a "filed” copy for my files.

Very truly yours,

BRYAN, J JOHNSON ow

IMJ:Ip
Encs.
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Duad, .C- 29535
2)0 562 -218%

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

10-12-94 (c:;;,&

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: ;;;;é;/d :Ez;gﬁhﬁzéf

ADDRESS : LA NE NN = oo
Dund, O.C. 2E33S

Yo B¢ 7-7282—
210 597-55Y2 -
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Don Davis, (Davis) answering Grant K. Gibson's complaint, alleges:

1. Davis admits that the complainant’s name is Grant Gibson (Gibson) and that he
The remaining allegations of paragraph 1 are denied.

- & Davis denies that Gibson was hired as an employee of Davis from July 1992
through November 1992. Davis admits that Gibson performed some comsulting services for
Davis during this period. Davis denics that he owes Gibson compensation in the sum of
$18,490.80. Davis alleges that he has paid Gibson for substantially afl consulting services
rendered Davis which payments were properly reported to the Federal Election Commission
(FEC) on reports filed by Davis. Davis admits that he owes Gibson some minor expenses but
nothing like the $1,047.40 (Exhibit A attached) Gibson alleges is due. Davis was unable to
report these expenses to the FEC because Davis was unaware of these expenses until they were
provided by Gibson on or about March 21, 1994. Except as herein admitted, the remaining

allegations of paragraph 2 are denied.




3. The allegations of paragraph 3 are denied. Davis denies that he is indebied to

Gibson except as set out above for some minor expenses. Davis admits that Gibson has

contacted him on no less than 25 occasions, has barassed him with phone calls and

correspondence, has had a Virginia attorncy named Leslic Walls purport to serve him with
“papers” at his home in Erwin, North Carolina, has sent copies of libelous letters to members

of Davis’s campaign committee and supporters, and has grossly overstated the expenses aliegedly

owed by Davis.

4. Davis admits that he did not withhold federal, state and social security taxes from

the consulting payments made to Gibson because Gibson was in fact hired as a consultant and

not as an employee. Davis admits that the IRS ruled in June 1994 that Gibson was an employee

of Davis during the period of time in question, and that Davis owed withholding and social
security taxes on the amounts actually paid Gibson. Davis accepted the ruling and paid the
amount of taxes due on $1,483.60. (Exhibit B attached) Davis demies that the ruling of the IRS

as to Gibson’s employment status is binding on this Commission or a court of law.

3. Davis moves to strike the allegations of paragraph 5§ because they are irrelevant

to Gibson’s claim and are based on conjecture and speculation. To the extent the allegations are

deemed proper by this Committee, they are denied, except that Davis admits that he paid some

campaign debts after the campaign closed.

6. Denied.

7. The allegations of paragraph 7 are denied.

WHEREFORE, having fully answered Gibson’s complaint, Davis prays that the FEC

dismiss Gibson's complaint with prejudice; that Gibson have and recover nothing of Davis; that



"dind secover of Gibson such other and further relief as to the Commission seems just and

equitabie,
This the 12th day of October, 1994.

BRYAN, JONES, JOHNSON & SNOW

Fax: 910-892-5487
N. C. State Bar No. 2375




The undessigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing pleading/document was
upon all parties to the sbove cause by depositing a copy, postage prepaid, huu-uu
Mail, properly addressed as disclosed by the pleadings on record herein to each said party or
his/her attorney.

This the 14th day of October, 1994.

BRYAN, JONES, JOHNSON & SNOW

B




DONALD S. DAVIS, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he has read the
foregoing Answer and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true of his own knowiedge,
except for those matters and things stated on information and belief, and as to those matters and

things he belicves them to be true.

Sworn to and subscribed before me this

the /< *““day of October, 1994.
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"

May 11, 1995

A

Ms. Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

R\

G, W 0T E

Re:

MUR 4069 - Donald S. Davis / Complaint filed by Grant Gibson

Dear Ms. Taksar:

Please advise the status of the above captioned matter.

Very truly yours,

BRYAN, JONES, JOHNSON & SNOW

Com. &
M. J




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION [. ¢ 12-10 P *%

In the Matter of

)
) Enforcement Priority

~ SENSITIVE

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

I. INTRODUCTION

This report is the General Counsel’s Report to recommend

that the Commission no longer pursue the identified lower

priority and stale cases under the Enforcement Priority Systea.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Purther Pursuit Relative to Other
Cases Pending Before the Commission

l

A critical component of the Priority System is identifying

those pending cases that do not warrant the further expenditure

of resources. Each incoming matter is evaluated using

Commission-approved criteria and cases that, based on their

ST 2470

rating, do not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases

4

are placed in this category. By closing such cases, the

Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more

important cases.

Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has

identified 10 cases which do not warrant further pursuit

relative to the other pending cases.1 A short description of

each case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatively

1. These matters are: MUR 4165 (Attachment 2); MUR 4187
(Attachment 3); MUR 4188 (Attachment 4); MUR 4199 (Attachment 5);
MUR 4211 (Attachment 6); MUR 4212 (Attachment 7); MUR 4216
(Attachment 8); MUR 4224 (Attachment 9); MUR 4243 (Attachment 10);
MUR 4245 (Attachment 11).




low priority and consequent recommendation not to pursue each
" case is attached to this report. See Attachments 2-11. As the
Commission requested, this Office has attached the responses to
the complaints for the externally-generated matters and the
referrals for matters referred by the Reports Analysis Division
in instances vhere this information was not previously
circulated. See Attachments 2-11.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively
more resources when the activity and evidence are old.
Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission focus its efforts on cases involving more recent
activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the
current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of
our limited resources. To this end, this Office has identified
33 cases that

do not

warrant further investment of significant Commission tosourcos.z

p L These matters are: PM 308 (Attachment 12); RAD 94L-29
(Attachment 13); RAD 94L-34 (Attachment 14); RAD 94NF-10
(Attachment 15), RAD 94NP-13 (Attachment 16); MUR 4027
(Attachment 1 MUR 4028 (Attachment 18); MUR 4033
(Attachment MUR 4042 (Attachment 20 MUR 4045
(Attachment MUR 4047 (Attachment MUR 4049
(Attachment MUR 4057 (Attachment MUR 4059
(Attachment MUR 4062 (Attachment MUR 4065
(Attachment MUR 4066 (Attachment MUR 4067
(Attachment MUR 4069 (Attachment MUR 4070
(Attachment MUR 4077 (Attachment MUR 4079
(Attachment MUR 4086 (Attachment MUR 4089
(Attachment MUR 4095 (Attachment MUR 4099
(Attachment MUR 4102 (Attachment MUR 4104
(Attachment MUR 4111 (Attachment MUR 4113
(Attachment MUR 4117 (Attachment MUR 4127
(Attachment and MUR 4132 (Attachment 44).
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e b e ol 2
' Since the fectmnsiidation not to ursue the Identified cases is
based on staleness, this Uffice Nas not prepaced separats
harratives for these cases. As the Commission requested, the
responses to the complaints for the externally-generated matters
and the referrals for the internally-generated matters are
attached to the report in instances wvhere this information was

not previously circulated. See Attachments 12-44.

This Office recommends that the Commission exercise its

prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the cases listed

below in Section III.A and III.B effective February 13, 1996.

By closing the cases effective February 13, 1996, CED and the
Legal Review Team will respectively have the additional time

necessary for preparing the closing letters and the case files

for the public record.

II1X. RECORMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file effective
February 13, 1996 in the following matters:

PM 308

RAD 94L-29

RAD 94L-34

RAD 94NF-10
RAD 94NF-13




8. Take no action, close Fthe file tl!tct February 13
::::- and approve the af iate letter in the following ',
ers:

4027
4028
40133
4042
4045
4047
4049
4057
4059
4062
4065
4066
4067
4069
4070
4077
4079
4086
4089
4095
4099
4102
4104
4111
4113
4117
4127
4132
4165
4187
4188
4199
4211
4212
4216
4224
4243
4245
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document #X96-13
Enforcement Prioxity

CORRECTED CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission, do hereby certify that the

Commission decided by votes of 4-0 to take the following

action in the above-captioned matter:

A. Decline to open a NUR and close the file
effective Maxrch 5, 1996, in the following
matters:

1) PM 308

2) RAD 94L-29
3) RAD 94L-34
4) RAD 94MF-10
5) RAD 94MP-13

Take no action, close the file effective
March 5, 1996, and approve appropriate
letter in the following matters:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

4027
4028
4033
4042
4045
4047
4049
4057
4059

EEEREEEE

(continued)




 Federal EKlection Commission
“Cezrtification: Enforcemsnt Priority
Mazch 6, 1996

(continued)




Federal Rlectiom Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priorxity
March S, 1996

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, and Thomas
voted affirmatively on the above-noted decisions.
Commissioner NcGarry was not present.

Attest:

SeciV¥tary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 7, 1996

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Grant K. Gibson
1350 Eye Street, N.W.
Wwashington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Gibson:

On September 28, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
received the complaint you filed alleging certain violations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action in the matter. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission’s docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
March 5, 1996, 1996. 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,

! Jehaa

Ge4)

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Ceiebrating the Commuission s 20th Annnversan

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Narch 7, 1996

Don Davis, Treasurer

Don Davis for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 1113

Dunn, NC 28335

Dear Mr. Davis:

On October 4, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified Don Davis for Congress Committee 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 exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against Don Davis for Congress Committee and you, as
treasurer. This case wvas evaluated objectively relative to
other matters on the Commission’s docket. 1In light of the
information on the record, the relative significance of the
case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission
determined to close its file in this matter on March 5, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(2)(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 record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,
A Jehaer
Ly, (784)

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Celebrating the Commussion s 20th Anniversan

YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Narch 7, 1996

James M. Johnson, Esquire
Bryan, Jones, Johnson & Snow
P.0. Box 397

punn, NC 28335

RE: MUR 4069
Donald §. Davis

Dear Kr. Johnson:

On October 4, 1994, the PFederal Election Commission
notified your client, Donald §. Davis, of a complaint allegin
certain v¥olations of the Pederal Election Campaign Act of 19?1,
as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against Donald §. Davis. This case was evaluated
objectively relative to other matters on the Commission’s
docket. 1In light of the information on the record, the relative
significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this
matter on March 5, 1996.

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 the Central
Enforcement Docket at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

raePC bl fap)

Mary {: Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Celebrating the Commssion s 20th Anniversan

YESTERDAY. TODAY AND TOMORROW
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20483

THISISTERD FMR # _ 40069
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