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Lawrence Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

The Democratic Senatorial Campaign Commttee ("1DSCC") files ti
Complaint, alleging serious violations by the Friends of Jim Inhofe campamign of the
disclosure and spndn iiato reureet of the Federl ElIonCmag
Act of 197/1, as amended.

Introduction

Press report in Oklahoma show that a paid consultant of the Inhofe campaign
has provided multiple copies of a flier attacking lDenmcrat nominee to the Oklahoma
Federation of College Republicans ("OFCR"). The flier punpout to be an
"independent expenditure," but it does not contain any "disc~laimer" such as required
under section 441ld of the Act, stating who paid for and authorized this publication.

It appears that the Inhofe campaign's involvement in the distribution of the flier
disqualifies it completely from treatment as an "independent expenditure." Thus,
contrary to the expectations of the Inhofe campaign and the OFCR, the monies spent
for the production and distribution of the ad are "in-kind contributions" to lnhofe -
subject in full to the statutory limits. Moreover, the Inhofe's campaign involvement
makes it a party to a wholesale violation of the "disclaimer" requirements of section
441ld of the Act.
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m Noble
November 1, 1994

The iDKe

Mc~urdy, Plainly intended o prnt is deea i the creat Unte Sts Sme

"Olaom Freedoms Netok" a group decie in pres report as o e to Ipm
conol.

There is no doub whateve that the exedtr for this flier isa --inde ---den
t expenditure." It is focused o• a compms of the records of Mc ud read his Seat

opponent, and make specific refernce to qusin Mc rd has uaswrd t hisown campaign rallies. In the words of the M case, it obiu that this nmal,
- which clearly identifies the candidate in question,

" .... when read as a whole, mnd with limited reference
to external events, [is] susceptble of no other reasonble

r,,,interprtation but as an exhortation to vote fr or against a
spcii candidate."

Federal Election Commisso v. Furmtc 802 F.2d 857, (9th Cir. 198Th !
484 U.S. 850 (1987).

,,. It is equally obvious that the flier was not in fact independent and that the
sponsors of the flier have failed to meet the standards for "independence' which

"" would permit them to do what they want -~ spend unlimited sums, outside federal law
limitations, in support of the Inhofe candidacy. It is also clear that the flier lacks the
"disclaimer" properly naming the persons paying and authorizing the advertisement.

1. Non-lndependence of the Indepaendent Expenditure

The flier in question traveled in bulk from the "Oklahoma Freedoms
Network" to a Republican party organization - by the hand of a paid consultant to the
Inhofe campaign. The involvement of this consultant - an illegal worker retained by
Inhofe by the name of Rob Anders -- was quickly admitted by the OFCR, then denied
after-the-fact when the legal significance of that admission finally dawned on OFCR
officials. See Exhibit B.
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Larac Noble
i, Novembe 1, 1994
~Page 3

The involvement of the lnhofe campaign throgh Anders detry my
claim to "independence" the OFN might claim. The regulations of the Commissiom
make clear that an expenditure cannot be independent if it is made 'trog an
individual who is, or has been, reeving any form of compensation from the
candidate or candidate's campaig." 11l C.FIR § 109. l(bX4Xi)(B). Ander wasth
delivety man for these fliers, passing them on to the Oklahoma Republicans from dhe
OFN. His involvement disqualifies the expenditure from treatment as "indepadent"
with the following results:

0 O The OFN payments are in-kind contributions
~subject to the $1,000 contribution limit for the

Inhofe campaign.

* "The OFN payments should have been rported by
the Inhofe campaign as "contributions in-kind"

c' received.

., If the payments made by the OFN exceeded $1,000
- and therefore the contribution limits - the OFN

'. should have registered and reported as a "political
c committee" to the Federal Election Commission.

'<0 2. The "Disclaimer"

The flier did not have the appropriate disclaimer if it had been - as it
was not - a true "independent expenditure." The regulations state clearly that the
disclaimer for an "independent expenditure" should have read "paid for by the
Oklahoma Freedoms Network and not authorized by any candidate or candidate
committee."

But inasmuch as this ad did not represent an "independent expenditure"
but rather involved the Inhofe campaign deeply, the disclaimer should have read "Paid
for by the Oklahoma Freedoms Network and authorized by the Friends of Jim Inhofe
campaign." This was not done.

104005-000 I DA943040 0571 IlI!1/I/94



Lawftnc Noble
Nowaber 1, 1994

The Comnaissim has before it the last-minute acin oft a amugsddc
to winning at all costs, incutding widespread violations of the la. Thi flier as a Ispi
frau - anam pt t style ai exnitue as somehow uimafiia with a Semae

For ths reasons, the Comission should act promply and vigorousl to
rdesthese violations, imosn al aprpit penatis provided by law.

..Pesp~fi submitted,

'q" Robert F. Baner
¢,4Genal Counsel for
r-.Democratic Seatral
. Campaign Committee

'C District of Columbia ) ss.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 1st day of November, 1994.

Notary Public
My Commission Expires: 2/28/98

{04003-000 i DA9430410.05' II/i'9I I/IP94
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agaist iaznm not/1 ton o a and hsvoted to py for abortion with our tax mossy. Roll call o
309. Jun 30, 1993.

BOUNCED CHECKS -av Me ury bone check dnalbanks a,
run laho b oune JNkae urdy can't maag hi own moe how m-et bmI t'

SC [INTON - Eoav ,N-C..ry suport, Bil lintoL. McCuy nominae Clinto fo Presiden, and v
O for Clinton's policies 93% of the time. Mc )"d and Clintoa have becrends for yers and they CO-Abumldd

the DLC togethr.

DEFENSE CUTS Da- ?4 MCury voedtoseuc o naioaldeeie.Me ,ysas haow
nccd to ejc i savc our military bases. Hhe ha not voted Ikr Clno's dcfcail our ase" wouldn't

ENERGY TAX - Dave Mc wd ,votd for th enrg ax. Sinc Okahm Is Oil.wddn ate,.
"this tax would have hurt Oklhm badly.

C-

'"FOREIGN AID - Dav Mcrdv ,oted for S13 billion of forcign aid. HR 2295: Roll call vote, June
17, 1993.

G UN CONTROL - Dac Mcury,,uport gun- contoL He ote for the Brady Bil an th ban
,n rifles and hadus hnasked about ths cud cl.,d Isastart.'

II OMOSEXUALITY - Dave¢ Mc :rd vcotcd to allow bornosexuals into the country to participate
in the Gay-.Gancs. He also votcd to allow homosexuals in the M iitary. Hc suppor.s "Gay Rights", but recent-
ly fired one of his employces for homosexual acts.

I NVESTIGATION - McCurdy ,.':'_d against investigating the Congressional Post Office scandal ar
the House Banking Scandal.

J UNKETS - McCurdy hs taken numcrous trips to Jamaica, Florida, and Mexico while in congress.
Thesc trios were paid for lz:y taj'aycrs, or kobbyist tryirng :o influcnce McCurdy's vote



LA!1cl - nM ay2( 3.Mmsy oed&lm

cuts, Retion of 'Am and widows benefits and prooia d oe- • ,aw y.

NAtIONAL DEBT -M~curd ha vocd miu Fedra upmiq 318bSni.

OUT OF KOUCH -McCutd s lerl ot of t~ouc ,th Oklah.mm an her .au .. .m.
his opposition to tcTnf limits, which just pue by a 2 to I mrgin hi ou k

PORNOGRAPHY - Mxury has ote fo ac td as~E hc ot.~a
anod pornogaphic art. He has als o opposed anm ent. to p.ropahy Tha vsm o ne
Oct. It, 1990, Oct. 24, 1991, June 30, 1993 and Oct. 14,1993.

voted (or requiring rac-al quotas for hnpoei~tlon of the death penalty.

SR IGHTS -Mc urdy voted repeatedly to violate the Coustitudonsl riglt m erian contained ji ou
Bill of IRights. Speciilaly the 1st, 2nd ad teath amndments.

t
SPENDING - Mc u votedfos$18bilon In ew pemil

every u man woman ad chld it ed Sta. (mes, We-'n, A c Naim ldtakm

UNITED NATIONS On OSeptember 0,19.cud voted: to ~h U-± Tzwau o ,vs le
x: Foreign Com mander in the United Nations. Dave Mcury Is a member ofda th (2R Cou on Posg Rdl-

c- ationas, a one world Government orgmnizationi).

,+" VETERANS - Mc+ury has ot-dto opposevetrans ostof livng ajenm.,s a.do t eern
• .retirement pay. He also voted to reduce military widows and survivors bcnaefls by the amoutl of their raoial sec-

urnty benefits.

'WELFARE - Dave' MckCudyvote to incr,ea efr spend ing by $14 billion. HR 2518: Roll call vote,
June 30, 1993.

'c:tcd on cxactiy the same bills and issues in congress. TIheir Record speaks for itself and the differences are clear.

YOUR FUTURE - Your children's future Oklahoma's futur and our contry's futre is at sta ke. Vk
meist not 1lse Oklahoma's Senate voice by ciceting Dave McCurdy to effcctivcly cancel Senator Nicles vote in
the U.S. Seraic.

Z ERO RATING - is what Dave McCurdy deserves fcr not representing Oklahoma's conservative valucs

farnily values, morality and desir~ for less government intrusion in'o our lives.

Sources include: The Christiani Ccaltion, National Taxpayers Union. National Federation of Independent
b'.;si!1e5sss, the~ Lwton Corstitutior, the Daily Oklahoman, the TRIM bulletin, the New Amcrican magazine, and
Persona!!y asked Questioins of Congre.°sman McCurdy at one of his Campaign rallies

OKLAHOMA FREEDOMS NETWORK (405) 353-5385
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L.~ri'io f~
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@utheJfilers. -*.. - .

$n-e e Biezs do ntcostai '  k" said andes M4him t. headumn.. ,
that statement , th.,oul b- a 2disrbute.th fi.,,.riaath M.. _ d,,c__ld fil a _..

iolaii~n. '"-'""s"lt. ' ' ' ' "-.,,.,'-" "."".',--with.- the FEC, wbo'couJ&sat.k :..
But inhof~e's comnica'tions -. U ,~ -S j a-t1OI quis h ~ ii ~ ..

diectr, Jack Edens,a4 di_ be mus hav misuderoo th wn'. sa Tom Eiseb,-..
eewhere hecaeg.W io. -1.uetlon and did no, nfIc~ry 5 s ?'" ".j

Iao.g- .- - - c -o.- r- -s thefi om AdrL,..": . Ezseabauer. said be wasn't

Edens refused to commet ii- .:b said'*f i'd knw ,rat ou.l'fio Inhof th las ti , he lal -

statementlater . ;.' - -- "t , 4 "-. :-. , '.. .- .-.-- In 1986. Inhof.was fned for-

man, taako,:,aDail Fri=-nor the. Oklahoma-Republicanx...
day that he recei-ed the er fror";'Pa', no'w says the frst time be- se q . 2

b~4
N
01

@9
4'.

* - . .,.o .

• - . ,,.,S ' .!s 4, ;.

and Da,,e McOurd . One of Jnho', j ~ w-rke. rwitr mad ce ba as
rages on. 57u~ haS bt fnkVs*hm M, Xat bet elrecid bya an

indCPCdC ouc to k@ a or fomer e~er or emly of.

ate-campain may have violated Rob Andeus a paid eupeg by F EC reufeme~s thle .-

":!toi tcasib- b Dave - olgiintlie ers to I .F "t ' "-imr blok"e.oul hase appc,.j



FEDERAL IELECTION COMiSiO

Robe rt F . aer
lrtkins Cole
6 07 tourteenth lStt,,t, n.W.
Washingt@S, D.C. 20005-2011

3r3s NUNt 4117

Dear lir. Dmoer:

Thias letter acknowledges receipt on November 1, 1994, of
the complaint you fled on behalf of the Democratic Senatorial
Cmpaign Committee alleginag possible violations of the federal
glection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (ethe £ct°). 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, pleae
frward it to the Office of the Geheral Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the sam manner as the original
complaint, we have numnbered this mtter NUt 4117. Please refer
to this number in all future coinanicatious. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Since rely,

Tksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures



"" N..u.beul' 8. 1994
tichlard D. OaS Lome
fti~ldSl of Jim|ll~
3035 Worthnest 63rd., iut 2013
Oklahoma City. OE 73316

R~g RUE 4117

Dear Kr. Cri4L:

The federal Election Comission receivod a ccelsint which

indicates that rieond of Jim Inhefe (Cmi~ttoeo) nd u, as
treasurer, may have violatod the Pederal Election Cga Act

of 1971, as aended 'the &ct°)o A 0o97 of the o mlaint i*
enclosed. We have numbered this matter 303 4117. Pleae refer

to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportuity to deesonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Comttes and

1 uas treasurer, in this matter. Please sutnit any fartual or

ute~l~awhich you believe are relevant *to the

Commisoionsa analyis of ths matter. * Wheo appropriate,
statemonts soul~d be inubeittsd under oath. Yorat reapmoe which
should be addressed to the General Cmosl' a Office, ast be
subsitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no

response is received within 15 days, the Conmisalos may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(S) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form stating the name address and telephone number of such

counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



... **9=,44W. t., tuftutIo. . av
pUel *t Wjlje*' procedure8 for

Joan Keuweteenclosed a Wiltl
handling

Since rely,

Z &ly Tlk:ltorne
central Enforcement Docket

Unc~ovres

3. 4gmetioa of Counsel Statement

CCI 3tepre~loal ttiV. James R. Inlhofe
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- Mt NUu 4117

the 1edetl Ulectio Coito receve a complaint which
iaes that the Oltlahema Itep.licaa State Commtte

(=€0aitte) auid you, as Ckairu~s, sy have violated the
ftekra~l 31.ction (auyaion Act of 1971 * as euended ('b Att) .
& ecpsr of .the at pl i s enclosed. we have nmw4 thids
settet tmt 4117. Please refer to this numer in all fwete

under the hot, yo, have th opportmItyr to 4ea rte in

legalmteerisls whh pee-belim~ are ralmat te tee

statemnts should be e*~lttid under oath. loutr vospeoe, which
should be addresed to the General Cousel'sa Off ice, suet be
submitted within 1S days of receipt of this letter. It no
response is received within 15 days, the Commissono umy take
further action based on the available informtion.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2U.S.C. £ 437g(a)(4)(5) and S 437g(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be mae
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.



( )" i * ° € nomton ve have enclosd i *
* be*Of* in ioms procedures for hadling

Sincerely,

3nclosures
1. Complaint
2. Pcedures
3. DienlgetOn of Counsel Statement



q2~m s eRqb 731*S

33:s Ill 4117

Dst Mrt. Kiltto:

ikea Feerl Ulection Cossou receied. cesmplitat which
iniwte a t theokiahoms Federat ion of Colle,.f eiuem

"n you s( Cairma, my haeo violated the era3letok~ Lo 0* 71,-S as aended ('the Act'). A O~g d t

Ig Emeld, U have numbered this inat tet 4117.
tlede~tedt to this aumber in all future co-te=-de..e-

0rider the Let, you have the opportunitp to denntreo in
Vrti,q tht v U im sbould be tkn aa inst the Okieae
ntMe~aier of Cle1,-e e~blen and rou * CettU, is -this
matter. timle embilt aajr £atual or ,eyal msteri~1e wheh you
believe are relewast to Ce omission's aualoi of this
mtter. bre ,apptopriat., stateants souIt4 hau .hiud ol r
oa.th. Tour repomse, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted vithin 15 days of reocipt of
this letter. If no response 1. received within 15 days, the
Coision may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.s.c. 5 437g(a)(4)(3) and S 437g(a)(12)(a) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the COmmiOn.



!.wiyt tlOn-iet the ( oon.l procedures for handling

Sineely,

nclosures
1. Cop1aint
2. ftoeduros
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



U Anders
'405! N, erida OOO
okClahoma. 03 73113t

313: NIN 4117

Derc Mr. Andecs:

The Federasl Ulection Comision recei'ved a complaint which
indiceltos tat you r hallve violated theJ~l ,Ferl 3le,1.t
ceaagag Act of 1F71. as amended (t b* At) . A oopy of the
coupleint is enclosed, *we have nmmeted this matter 3Dm 4117.
tiese refer to this nmber in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the oprortunity to demonstrate in
vriting that no actIon hbould be tso agiinst you in this
matter. Pleeo mabel ta factual or loesl astetile which yo
believe are rel2va to the Commission's nlwis of this
matter. *Wnhre eppopae ~e em should be sulitted under
oath. Tour respeoe, which eblud be aevresed to th sl

this letter. If no repos Is received wiUtin 15 diys, tho
Conmission uy take fuetber action based on the avalle
information.

'This matter riii remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.s.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Comission in writing that you wish the mtter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
mtter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name address and telephone nuinber of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



~: ~

"Utbe.Q t1oga. poc~drea for hanling

Sincerely,

NarytLYihkiabr, AttornaK
Central Inforcement Docket

icloeurea1. ~oplaist
2. foidur.
3. D..ightioa of Conel Statement
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Duer Dtr. Dims

the federal Llectiofl Cemi/ssion received a omaplelet which
indicae tbst the, Oklahoam Vdrns Neowak sndcm 8
Director, he viOlaed the federal Llettish ( &a of
1q7.1, a " d (e'beMt'), A ogy of the eupiet Laj

enote. w ew mmmse ktis Metter EOa 4117. Plaeoe reter
to this. mevber it neli futre eOrr'poec.

graer the Act1: porn h the eopportunity to deetete. in
Vtit kI? that mete e se1 de itaken., lueit *lh n ftedi

rkan joe, so Director is thiS uetter__ plee subuit *isy
factul* or ,l atetiels whichb you believe sre releveat te the
Omiaoet'e analysise of thi matter.sts ahore optiato..
stamt8t should be sw tted under oath. Your ropome, which
should be addressed to te General Counsel's Offioe, mist be
submitted withln 15 dayre of receipt of this letter. If-no
response is resoived within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

Thismautter will remain confidential in accordance vith
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(S) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorising such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



il ...... 13* q lat@, please contact 3o0n55t
t)3? 11 1 * , Pt o  1foruatlon, we have enclosedf

:,, nj .t 0 .ae. .ion" procedures for handlioq

sincerely,

Nary L. Taksaro Attorney
Central Inforcement Doeket

3acloeures
1. Vinplalnt

1') 2. procedurs
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Novmer 21, 1994

lElec n Comission
999 East Stree, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 4117
Dear Sirs,

This is in respome to youir recent corresomleme readn the ditibto of a
campaign flier which di not have the prope disclaimer.

Until I neceived your correspomleme I had never seen the flier in qusin Fudat,
the Oklahoma Reulican State Committee has had no involvement in the creation or ditilto
of this flier.

I ha read the news wcouts in the Sunday Okaoa iwpse regarding this mlr.
Mr. Joseph Kit, who is Chairman of the Oklahoma Federation of College Reubi aml a
ield Reprmitrve for the Oklahoma Republican State Committe, called me that imxi to

explain his role in this matte. He informed me, he had no distributed this flier wor had he ever
state a sw mcit the press.

Tis constiute the entire connection between this "flier, myself, antl the Oklahoma
Repulican Stat Comitte. I hope this answers any questions readn this mate.

Sincerely,

Clinton Key
Chairman
Oklahoma Republican Party

4031 N. LINCOLN BLVD. * OKLAHOMA CITY. OKLAHOMA 73105
(405) 528-3501
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Nary L. Taksar, Esq.
Cntral Enforcement Dce
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Friends of J13 fln1ofe Cammite(the Coittee"): ElI 4117

Dear Ms. Taksar:

I received on Roi 15, 1994, your cor-espo dn
dated November 8, 1994 dirce toad the t-e- ma. The
Comittee is diligently att ting to deemieall fet pertineut
to this matter in order to dketerinel whte there was any
Committee involvement.

In order to thoroghy iesigat thi matter and
adequately respond to your iiries, I reupettu reuet an
additional 44 days from today's date, or January 6, 1995, in order
to complete our investigation and prepqare an apprpriate rsponse.

Please call if you have any questions or require any
additional information.

Very truly yours,

Richard D. Craig, rau

RDC/reb

rj i:hli
~, 0

w! 7 ii,
>



FW~A&ELECTI CxnwOM

ltichard D. €raig, ?reasurer
Friemads of Jim Inbhe
3035 Morthwest 43rd, Suite 2013
Oklahoma City, OK 73316

33: NUN 4117

Dear Sir. Craig:

This is in response to your letter dated November 23, 1W94,
requesting an extension of 44 days until January 6, 199S, to
respond to the complaint.

Considering the Federal Ilection Cosmission's
responsibilities to act expeditiously in the conduct of
investigations, the Office of the General Counsel cannot grant
your full request, but can only agree to a 30 day extension.
Accordingly, the response is due by close of business on December
30, 1994.

If you have any questions, please contact Alva 3. Smith at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Nary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central lEnforcemnt Docket
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Lw Noble
Oemzral Counel
Federal Election Commission
999 B Street, N.W.
Wailnagton, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:
RUIk 4L~/7

This corrspmlne is to serve as an official response to the complaints bruh by the
Democratic Senstrial Campaign Comite (DSCC) on behalf of the Oklahoma Federation of

College Republicans (OFCR) and myself, Joseph itto, the State Chairman.
First, it is impotant to explain the full relationship between the OFCR and the Inhofe

capag. As with any and all Republica capagn, th OFCR is dedicated to asitn in e

campaign as a volunteer force. We, as a body, neither consult, advise nor are we compensated

by any campaigns. Secondly, the Inhofe campaign received no more and no less attenion from

our voute pool than anyone else. Finally, any atemts to link the OFCR wit the Oklahoma

Republican Pat (oR!') are equally erron ou. The OFCR is an ineedn oraizto that

has as its headquarers in Washington DC. The ORP' is organized the same way with a

completely sepamte raiztoa body. The fact that I am employed at the State OR!' office
has no bearin on my actions in my caact as State Chairman of the OFCR. I take direction

from the College Republican National office exclusively. The DSCC seems to be trying to link

togte organizations which do not report to one another.
The complaint is based on unreliable sources and flagrantly attempts to create a situation

where none exists by the DSCC. The 'Press reports" alluded to in the complaint consists of one

article of a collegiate newspaper in which the reporters are not old enough to be sued for liable.

In fact, the only adults are the faculty sponsors. This can hardly be considered a reliable source.

The interview on the Friday, as indicated in the story, was supposedly focusing on the

accomplishments of the OICR in the past year-. There were only a few questions regarding

volunteers for the campaigns. Within an hour and a half after the interview a press release came

out of the McCurdy campaign stating that I had confirmed that Rob Anders handed out the ABC

fliers. Immediately the adult,professional media contacted me and I informed them of the error.

I thought the issue was ended. That Sunday evening the student editor of the Oklahoma Daily

contacted me and asked to confirm the story information taken on Friday. I informed her of the

error and she thanked me and hung up. An hour or so later the original student reporter called

me herself and admitted that she had called the McCurdy campaign because they had asked her

to find out information on the ABC flyer in the first place. When we finished going over what

we remembered from the original interview she realized that she had combined two statements

I had made into one and came to a wrong conclusion. She apologized and hung up. Shortly

thereafter the student editor again called me and stated that she had spoken with their faculty

sponsor and that they were going to print what the reporter had originally written. I was never

contacted by the McCurdy campaign regarding the press release. In this complaint the DSCC

would have you believe that a reputable press source reported my statements when this is simply

untrue. The Oklahoma Daily is a state funded newspaper and therefore should not be working

in conjunction with any candidate.

3r.lw
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N ARY L. TAICSAR

ROB -
N UR 4117 - FEC MATERIALS

PG8 2 FOLLOW : QhE .....
Dear Miss Taksar,

I received your letter on Novmer 28th as I was preparing
for a trip to Toronto. I am faxing you this letter as well as
following up with a copy in the mail.

As to the charges filed: My role in the caapaign was merely
to help organize young Republican voters. The first tim that I
saw "The ABCs of Dave Mc rdy" flier was on the night of taping
the televised debate. Your letter surprised me as I was not even
aware of the existence of an "Oklahoma Freedoms Network" or their
activities until your correspondence arrived.

While the media may have been looking for a story this is a
siaple case of the Descratic Senatorial Camaign COmaittee
barkig up the wrong tree. I believe there was an older
gentlmn distributing the flier in question at the debate. I
did not pass out the flier in question. The charges filed

aanst myelf and the Friends of Jim Inhofe are false.

ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCERNS? PLEASE CONTACT ME AT:

ROB ANDERS9209 SANTANA CRESCENT NW
CALGARY, ALBERTA
T3K 3N1
CANADA

HOME (403) 730 8622FAX (403) 730 8622
VOICE MAIL (403) 680 4442

YOURS TRULY,

DaTE

FROM

RE

"ii
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Deemer0, 1994

Lawrence Nobe, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Friends of Jim Inhofoand Richard Craig,
(collecively refere
*Couitte*) : MJ 4117

Coinittee
Treasurer
to as the

Dear Mr. Noble:

The Committee files this respons. to a oamlaint (the
"Complaint") previously lodge with the Feea lection OCaion
(the "FEC) by Mr. Robert muer, on behalf of the Deoratic
Senatorial Campaign Comittee (the 'DBCC). This r-espose is being
timely filed with the FEC pusat to an eenion reuet granted
by Ms. Nary Taksar of the Central Enforcmet Dect and dated
December 6, 1994, allowing until December 30, 1994, to file a
response to the Complaint.

It is our considered view that based on the discovery
occurring to date, there exists no factual or legal basis
whatsoever on which the FEC should take any action against the
Committee. Because this matter may be completely disposed of by an
accurate and complete discussion of the facts, little attention
will be devoted to the various legal arguments that support the
view of no action by the FEC in this matter. The Committee
reserves the right, as necessary, to supplement this response with
any applicable legal analysis.

As discussed in more detail below, no link exists between
the production, transportation or distribution of the flier
entitled "The ABCs of Dave McCurdy" (the "Flier" or "Fliers") and
any employee or agent of the Committee. Additionally, because the
Flier was created, produced, transported and distributed without
the cooperation or prior consent of the Committee or any agent
thereof, the Committee should not be held responsible for any
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alleged omision of the required "disclaimer." Without concedtitgany legal or factual issue relevant to these determinations, it is
important to note that this analysis and conclusion remains ttie
whether or not Mr. Anders, referenced in the Complaint and
discussed more below, is considered affiliated with the Comittee.

The Complaint is based entirely on the factu~al
inaccuracies contained in a University of Oklahoma student
nes~paper article. The student-written article does not purport to
contain any information from individuals who actually attended the
meeting of the Oklahoma Federation of College Republicans (the
"Mee4tng") at which the Flier was allegedly delivered ad
distributed by a "paid consultant" to the Committee. Instead,th
reporters limited the investigation and scope of their article to
the statements of those persona having no actual first hand
knowledge of the relevant events. For example, the student
reporters interviewed Mr. Joseph Kitto, Oklahoma Federation of
College Republicans State Chairman. Mr. Kitto was not at the
Meeing that evening and, moreover, has no personal knowledge of
any connection between Mr. Anders and the Flier. However, the
student reporters quoted Mr. Kitto as having stated that he
received copies of the Flier from Mr. Anders at the Meeting and
that Mr. Anders had asked for his help in distributing them. The
substance of the Complaint rests entirely on the accuracy of Mr.
Kitto's statements as quoted in the student newspaper. To our
knowledge, the DSCC has offered no other evidence of any connection
between Mr. Anders and the Flier. Clearly, the DSCC does not
allege that another alleged "paid consultant" of the Committee was
involved in any way with the Flier. Therefore, if the student
paper is inaccurate in this respect, the Complaint lacks all merit.

Based upon my telephone conversations with Mr. Kitto
occurring on December 28, 1994, the statements attributed to him in
the student article were not, in fact, made by him and, as
corroborated by our factual discovery, simply are not true. It is
our understanding that Mr. Kitto has already provided a written
disclosure to the FEC in which he denies making these statements.
He has no knowledge whatsoever of any connection between Mr. Anders
and the Flier. He neither received Fliers from Mr. Anders nor was
asked to distribute any Fliers. He is willing to provide a sworn
statement to that effect.

As admitted in the Complaint, the Flier was created and
produced by the Oklahoma Freedoms Network (the "OFN"). Apparently,
the OFN is opposed to gun control and had its own reasons for
advocating the defeat of Congressman McCurdy. However, the OFN
neither sought nor received the cooperation or the consent of the
Committee either before or after producing, transporting or
delivering the Flier at the Meeting.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(17), "independent expenditure"
is defined as "an expenditure by a person for a communication..
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Which is not made with the cooperation or with the prior consent
of, or in consultation with, or at the request or suggestion of, a
camdidate or any agent or authorized comittee of such candidat.'
The DSCC claims that the OFW'ts expenditure for the Flier falls
outde this definition and, thus, is really an "in-kind
contribution." However, the DSCC sets forth no evidence more
reliable than the student newspaper article to support its
allegation of a connection between the Committee and either the
production, transportation or distribution of the Flier.

During the course of our discovery, we interviewed
individuals who actually attended the Meeting at which the alleged
distribution of the Flier by a "paid consultant" to the Committee
occurred. One such attendee, Mr. Chad Bradley, has provided an
affidavit which states that Mr. Anders, the alleged "paid
consultant," was not, in any way, connected to or responsible for
either the production, transportation or distribution of the Flier.
According to Mr. Bradley, Mr. David Dewing, a professor at the

,' University of Oklahoma, produced a box containing copies of the
Flier at the Meeting. Because Professor Dewing is neither employed

"": by nor an agent of the Committee, nor has he ever been, Professor
t Deming's actions cannot be attributed to the Committee.

r Pursuant to Mr. Bradley's affidavit, Professor Dewing was
a speaker at the Meeting and encouraged those students present to

~take and distribute the Fliers. He subsequently left the box of
Fliers on the stage. Even though Mr. Anders spoke on the same

~stage as these Fliers, he did not attempt to distribute any of
0 them. Additionally, Mr. Bradley stated to us that no one employed
" by or associated with the Committee contributed to, assisted with

=: - or gave their consent to the production of the Flier.

c Pursuant to my telephone conversation with Professor
Dewing which occurred on December 29, 1994, he corroborated the

\ fact that he did deliver the Fliers to the Meeting. He printed
r- multiple copies of the Flier with money he had collected with no

involvement, direct or indirect, from the Committee. He brought
these copies of the Flier to the Meeting himself ad intended to
give them to members of the College Republicans for distribution.
He does not believe any other copies of the Flier were present at
the Meeting. Thus, he was responsible for bringing the only
available copies. Professor Deming unequivocally stated that Mr.
Anders was in no way connected with the production, transportation
or distribution of the Flier. Professor Deming neither gave copies
of the Flier to Mr. Anders nor saw him handing any out at the
Meeting.

In summary, the facts simply do not support the DSCC's
allegations of campaign violations. The money spent by Professor
Deming is, by definition, an "independent expenditure." This
expenditure constitutes an "in-kind contribution" only if it was
made "in cooperation, consultation or concert, with, or at the
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reqwest or suggestion"~ candidate nhdofe, th...i.e e
of their agents. Eased on the facts contained inti ea an de
the attached affidavit, an "in-kind contribution' cleal doe *:.
exist.

The Committee has affirmatively established that
absolutely no link between the Comittee or any agent thereof n
the Flier exists. At most, an agent of the Committee may aF
umnxpetantly been present at the Neting at which Profesor ~i
produced copies of the Flier. However, this fact alone doe ot
turn an "independent expenditure" into an inknd contrit~o.'
Accordingly, we respectfully request that the General Counlt's,
report to the FEC recommend that the FEC find no reason to believe
that the Complaint sets forth a possible violation of th Feeal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and that the FEC close
tefile in this matter.

The Committee reserves the right, if necessary, to
9 supplement this response as additional information is obtained.

Attached also is a completed Statement of Designation of Couse
- : allowing me to file this response to the Complaint on behalf of the

Comittee and Richard Craig.

~Please call if you have any questions or I might provide
any additional information.

Very truly yours,

C GBE:lit

" cc: Mary L. Taksar, Esq.
Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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I, Chad Bradley, of lawful age, after being first duly
sworn, depose and state:

1. I am presently a legislative assistant to SenatorJames K. Inhofe and have first hand knowledge of events whichhocurred at(the meeting of the Oklahoma Federation of Colleg
Republicans th fleting') referred to in the comlaint filed with
the Federal Election Coession by Kr. Robert Dauer, on behalf ofthe Democratic Sentorial Campaign Cointtee, and dated1 Noe 1,
1994.

2.* I have read the complaint and am familiar with ther charges filed against the Friends of Jim Inhofe Cmittte (the
"Cmmttee) and Richard Craig. The facts as alleged by Kr. Durns

CN are incorrect.
tfl 3. I traveled to Norman with Kr. Rob Anders to attend

r the eting. According to the complaint, it was at the Meeting
that the alleged campaign violations occurred.

4. Neither Kr. Anders nor I was responsible to anyNdegree for or otherwise involved in, directly or indirectly, in an
vay, developing or approving the content of the fliers, describe

" below.

5. Neither Kr. Anders nor I was responsible to anyc degree for or otherwise involved in, directly or indirecly, in any
way, transporting the fliers entitled "The AB~s of Dave KcOurdy*

~(the "Fliers') to the Meeting.

6. The first speaker at the meeting produced a box of
the Fliers and asked the students in attendance for their help indistributing them. This speaker was Mr. David Deming, a professor
at the University of Oklahoma.

7. Professor Deuaing left the box of Fliers on stage
after he finished speaking.

8. Mr. Anders was the third speaker of the evening. He
spoke about political canvassing. He did not speak about, refer to
or distribute any of the Fliers left on stage by Professor Dezing.

9. Mr. Anders did distribute information concerning
questions and standard format instructions an individual could use
when soliciting voters and campaign volunteers during a canvass
effort. However, he did not distribute any of the Fliers.
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) Enforcement Priority

GIK~UA COUNSKL' S 3I

I . INTRUOOCTIOU

This report is the General Counsel's R~eport to recommend

that the Commission no longer pursue the identified lower

priority and stale cases under the Enforcement Priority System.

II. CASKIS auONIE IPOE CWOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other

Cases Wending Before the Commission

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

Comissionl-approved criteria and cases that, based on their

rating, do not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases

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. 1A 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).



.. .. priority and consqssCe@@ea.tonnot to purWse# eriIh

*.e is attached to this vpott. see A tacbments )-11. J* aih

ebssion requested, this Office Ies attached the responses to

the complaints for the externally-generated matters and the

referrals for matters referred by the aeotts Aalysis Division

in instances where this information was not previously

circulated. See Attachments 2.-il.

S. Stale Cases

investigations are severely impeded and require relatively

more resources vhen 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 sore 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 resources.2

2. These matters are: PM 308 (Attachment 12); MAD 94L-29

(Attachment
( Attachment
(Attachment
( Attachment
(Attachment
( Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment
(Attachment

13); MAD 94L-34 (Attachment 14) ; IlAD 94Nr-1015); MAD 94N?-13 (Attachment 16); IR 4027
MqUR
RUM
MUM
IMUM
MUM
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUM
MUR
MUM
MUR
MUR
and

4028 (Attachment 18); MqUM4042 (Attachment 20) ; IRUM
4047 (Attachment 22); MqUM
4057 (Attachment 24) ; lMUM
4062 (Attachment 26) ; MUM
4066 (Attachment 28) ; MUM
4069 (Attachment 30); MUR
4077 (Attachment 32); MUR
4086 (Attachment 34); MUM
4095 (Attachment 36); MUM
4102 (Attachment 38); MqUM
4111 (Attachment 40); IMuM
4117 (Attachment 42); MqUR
MqUR 4132 (Attachment 44).

40334045
4049
4059
4065
4067
4070
4079
4089
4099
4104
4113
4127

17);
19)3
21);
23);
25);
27);
29);
31);
33);
35);
37);
39);
41);
43);



respoas.. to the comlplaints for the e trs& ,e te maers

and the referrals for the internall-,enetated mi!tercn are

attached to the report in instances where this information was

not previoeasly circulated. See Attachments 12-44.

This Office recommends that the Comi~ssion execise its

prosecutoril discretion end no longer pursue the cases listed

below in Section II. A and 111.1 effective February 13, 1996.

sy closing the cases effective February 13, 1996, CRD and the

Legal Review Team rill respectively have the additional time

necessary for preparing the closing letters and the case files

for the public record.

IIX. PJCIUSDTXOWS

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

1) PM 308
2) R&D 94L-29
3) R&D 94L-34
4) R&D 94NF-)l0
5) R&D 94N1'-13



1"594 and appOet :i;.... .$ h*..
mattke rs: °

1) HuE 4027
2) NUR 4028
3) HUEt 4033
4) HUE 4042
5) HUE 4045
6) NUE 4047
7) HUEt 4049
8) HUE 4057
9) HUE 4059
10) HUEJ 4062
1.1) HUE 4065
12) HUE 4066
13) HqUE 4067
14) HUR 4069
15) HUE 4070
16) HUE 4077
17) HUE 4079
18) HUE 4086
19) HUR 4089
20) HUE 4095
2) ) UE 4099
22) HqUE 4102
23) HUE 4104
24) HUE 4111
25) HUE 4113
26) HqUE 4117
27) HUE 4127
28) HUE 4132
29) HUE 4165
30) HUE 4187
31) HUE 4188
32) HUE 4199
33) HUE 4211
34) HUE 4212
35) HUE 4216
36) HUE 4224
37) HUE 4243
38) HUR 4245

27
d-~

wrence * 0
General Counsel

Date //
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In t~he Maero of ) ) Agenda Document: me-i|
Unforomant Priority

I0 Marjorie V. l ,s reodn seretary for the
eeral Ziectio Cam~ti 0n do heeb certf that te

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

action in the abv-captione atter

A. Decline to open a 30 end close the file
effective March S, 1994, in the folloin

2.) I8 30S
2) MtD 941.-29
3) lt&D 941.-34
4) ItJD 94 -10
5) MDU 94LI3-13

D. Take no action, close the file effective
Mairch 5, 1996, and approve appropriate
letter in the following matters:s

1) MUR 4027
2) MUR 4028
3) HNn :<,
4) Ne .,
5) lNUN q0O.5
6) N(UN 4047
7) NUN 4049
8) NUN 405'7
9) NUN 4059

(continued)



am 4065
MDI 4066
NUR 4067
- R4069

NUN t4070
NUN 40"7
am 4079J
Jam4006
JMD 4069
NUN 4095
NUN 4099
NuNR 4102
amO 4104
am0 4111
amR 4113
am 4117
am t4127
-m 4132

amO4165
NtUN 4167
am R4100
M~l 4199
amO4211

NUNt 4243
NUN 4245

(conttnued)

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
16)

20)
21)
22)

24)
25)

26)
27)
20)
30)
31)

33)
34)
35)
36)
37)
36)

5": :!i , i ,.' L,, i :, . , r' :'" "' " " " :ii / ..... " , :/ ". t i!i ' iL  -,, :
• , "S, . ,, , . . , - • •
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SFEDERAL ELECTION CI ~O
AwI cO. D.C. 20*3

arsch 7, 19ff

CERTIFIED .NAILt
IKRETUN REKCEIPT REQUJE.STED

Robert F. Dauer, Esquire
Perkins Coje
607 14th Street, NW..
Washington, D.C. 20005-201

REt: NR 4117

wr Dear Mr. Bauer:

On November 1, 1994, the Federal Election Comission
tr) received the complaint you tiled on behalf of thes Democratic

Senatorial Congressional comilttee alleging certain violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as ndd ('the

r Act' ).

o After considering the circumstances of tlhis matter, the
r . Commission exercised its prosacutorial diecretios to take no

action in the matter. This case was evaluated obletively
: relative to other matters on the Ceomission's docket. In light

of the information on the record, the relative significance of
~the case, and the amount of tim that has elapsed, the

Commission determined to close its file in this matter onCMarch 5, 199. 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.
S 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Mary L. j Taksar, Attorney

Central Enforcement Docket

('eletwating the C (mm',"irn . 20th 4nnitr.r.

~ESTERDA , T(ODAY AND TO)MORR() "
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED



Mtch 7, 1996

,; iicbxser,at 3squire

T~o rahift ae 1t lo

Oklaom City. OK 7/3316

Friends of Jim Inhoe
Richard D. Craig, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Craig:

On November 8, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified Four clients, Friends of Jim Inhore and Richard D.
Craig, as treasurer, of a complaint alleging certain violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A
copy of the complaint waj enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised i ts ptosecutorial discretion to take no
action against Friends of Jim Inhefe and you, as treasurer.
This case was evaluated objectively relative to other matters on
the Couision'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.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be p laced 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,

Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

YESIER[),.'. TODA3 AND TOMORROW .
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC" INFORMED



March 7, 1996

Clinton Key, Chairman
Oklahoma Republican stat. Committee
4031 5. Lincoln Soulevard
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

33: MU! 4117

Deaf Mr. Key:

On November 8, 1994, 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

0O the complaint vas enclosed with that notification.

~After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no

to action against the Oklahoma Republican State Committee and you,
as Chairman. This case was evaluated objectively relative to

r other matters on the Commission's docket. In light of the
information on the record, the relative significance of the

C case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the Commission
r determined to close its file in this matter on March 5, 1994.

: The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,

r although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

Ccertification 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,

2  •'iTaksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

D)EDIC TED 10 KEEPING THE PL;BLIC INFORMED



March 7, :1996

3aseph Kitto, Chairmn
Oklahoma Federation of Colege aepublicans
C/O Oklahoma Republican State Comaittee
4031 3S. Lincoln SoUlevard
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

RE: RU 4117

Dear Pir. Kitto:

On November 8, 1994, the Federal Election Comission
notified you of a coplaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Caumpaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
dosmission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against the Okiahosa Federation oft College Republicans
and you, as Chairman. This case was evalzuated objectivelyF
relative to other matters on the Comi~ssion'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
cosmission determined to close its file in this mtter on
arech 5, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g,(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. Inadiin
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Coinission'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 wh en received.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Cefwhating the Comm.,%,on , 20Th 4nn, er%,ir

YESTE RDAY, T1DMA\D IO0()RR() \

DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED



- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASN O. D.C..10*3

Ntarch 7, 1996

Rob Anders
4025 N. xeridan 980
Oklahoma, OK 73112

RB:- NUR 4117

Dear Kr. Anders:

On November 8, 1994, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, .s amended. A copy of

QO the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

::: After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no

if) action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light

r of the information on th. record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in ths matter on Katch

5, 1996.

,... The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(12) no

longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
r although the complete file must be placed on the public record

within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
c. certification of the Commission's vote. If you vish to submit

any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
'Cplease 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,

M i7Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

't ESTERD- T( )D-Vi AN",D T( )%i()RR()V
DEDICATED T() KEEPING THE PL BLI( I,'F()RMED



iMatch 7, 1996

David Dixon, Director
okahoma ftt U4 ~ etwork
CO 103 8..4 *treet

ayo Citj~ Ml
Layton, OK 79501

Kg: MUK 4117

Dear Mr. Dixon:

O On Noveer S. 1994, the ?ederal Blection Comi/sion
1oo a complaint l ui;certain viltoaof the

FdealElctonCampail Ato191, as amended. A copy of
the complaint vms enclosed with that notification.

tr)
Af~ter covsideriny the ci rumstances of this matter, the

r Comaission ceored at proseuorial discretion to take no
action against the Oklah fteodoms Network and you, as
nirector. ;This case was e matod objectively relative to other
matters on the Comitssion's donket. In light of the information

r% on the record, the relative I/gmificance of the came, and the
amount of time that has elapeed, the Comission determined to
close its file in this matter on Mrtch 5, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437q(a)(12) no
c longer apply and this matter is nov public. In addition,

although the complete file must be placed on the public record
'0within 30 days, this could occur at any time following

certification of the Comeission'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,

•Taksar, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

YESTERDAy. TOD4.,I ,VD TO ,!(RR(),
DEDICATED TO KEEPING THE PUBLIC INFORMED



*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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