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Democratic Party of Bexar

1221 Broadway San Antonio, Texas 78215 210/227-3366

Walter Martinez, Chairman’ John Murnin, Executive Director

October 15, 1996

Dear Mr. Noble, mu’& (7[52 Z

It has come to my attention that the '"Republican Party of Bexar
County," which is responsible for promoting republican canidates in
Bexar County (primarily made up of S Antonio, Texas, with over one

million in population) 1is not filing the proper campaign documents

with the Federal Election Comission.
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The F.E.C. has no record of any
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form being filed by this quite active political organization.
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I request that your office look into this and respond to this

oftice.
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Sincerely yours,

Michael Vogel

STATE OF TEXAS

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me on the 15th day of
October, 1996.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 25, 1996

Michael Vogel

Democratic Party of Bexar County
1221 Broadway

San Antonio, TX 78215

Dear Mr. Vogel: -

This letter acknowledges receipt on October 18, 1996, of the complaint you filed
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 forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be swomn to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4522. 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.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

October 25, 1996

Pete Talkington, Treasurer
Republican Party of Bexar County
900 NE Loop 410, Suite 105

San Antonio, TX 78215

Dear Mr. Talkington:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Republican
Party of Bexar County (“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 4522. Please refer to this number in all future
coirespondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Committee and you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should
be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may talse further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)}(4)(B) and
§ 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Comimission 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. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

)

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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900 N.E. LOOP 410, SUITE D-105 ! SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78209 Ny 210-824-9445
November 12, 1996
==

Office of the General Counsel = s =
Federal Election Commission = Zgms
999 E Street NW e
Washington, D. C. 20463 ol

B ~Egef
Re: MUR 4522 = = =
Dear Sir: &

This is in response to your letter dated October 25, 1996, indicating that a

complaint had been filed against us by the Bexar County Democratic Party with the
N above referenced MUR number.

To the best of my knowledge, the Republican Party of Bexar County has not made political
expenditures in behalf of any federal candidate or measure and did not solicit contributions for
" such federal purposes. Any political expenditures in behalf of federal candidates in this

county were made by the campaign committee of the candidate or by the federal committee
of the State Republican Executive Committee.

Therefore, we do not believe that we were required to file any kind of document with
the Federal Election Commission, and we trust this information will enable you to close your
3 inquiry into this unfounded complaint.

State of Texas, County of Bexar

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 12th day of November, 1906.
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AGENDA DOCUMENT X97-55

FEC!
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ;. 1yl
UU e |

ENFORCEMENT moﬁ!-gr[l WE

TNB 19 wRaT;
GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT B g T

INTRODUCTION. SUBMITTED LATE

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low priority

based upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report

is submitted to recommend that the Commission no longe: pursue these cases.

CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSURE.

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Action Relative to Other Cases Pending
Be“ore the Commission
EPS was created to identify pending cases which, due to the length of their
pendency in inactive status or the lower priority of the issues raised in the matters
relative to others presently pending before the Commission, do not warrant further
expenditure of resources. Central Enforcement Docket (CED) evaluates each incoming
matter using Commission-approved criteria which results in a numerical rating of each

case.

Closing such cases permits the Commission to focus its limited resources on more

important cases presently pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified

34 cases which do not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.}

1 These cases are: MUR 4470 (Ward for Congress); MlIRu?B(ClhzrmforTmRzyndds),MURMZ(mq‘
Ken Poston); MURM;DWM#CWLMURMGEMTHMLMM bof
‘MMMG!?(WMMURMM)&M“ |
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Attachment 1 to this report contains summaries of each case, the EPS rating, and the

factors leading to assignment of a low priority and recommendation not to further

pursue the matter.

B. Stale Cases

Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and referrals to
ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity more distant in time
usually require a greater commitment of resources, primarily due to the fact that the
evidence of such activity becomes more remote and consequently more difficult to
develop. Focusing investigative efforts on more recent and more significant activity also
has a more positive effect on the electoral process and the regulated community. In
recognition of these facts, EPS also provides us with the means to identify those cases
which, though earning a higher rating when received, remained unassigned due to a lack
of resources for effective investigation. The utility of commencing an investigation
declines as these cases age, until they reach a point when activation of a case would not

be an efficient use of the Commission’s resources.

Congress); MUR 4522 (Republican Party of Bexar County); MUR 4523 (Cong. Andrea Seastrand); MUR 4524
(Danny Covington Campaign Fund Committee); MUR 4526 (Hoeffell for Congress); MUR 4528 (Pete King for
Congress); MUR 4529 (Pete King for Congress); MUR 4532 (Citizen’s Committee for Gilman for Congress); MUR
4535 (Visclosky for Congress); MUR 4537 (Di Nicola for Congress); MUR 4541 (Ross Prrof); MUR 4548
(Blagojevich for Congress); MUR 4550 (Friends of Wamp for Congress); MUR 4551 (John N. Hostettler); MUR
4557 (De La Rosa for Congress); MUR 4559 (Bill Baker for Congress); MUR 4560 (George Stuart Jr. for Congress);
MUR 4562 (Wayne E. Schile); MUR 4566 (Al Gore); MUR 4574 (Danny Covington Campaign Fund Comusmitiee);
MUR 4576 (Volunteers for Shimkus); MUR 4579 (New Zion Baptist Claerch); MUR 4580 (Friends of Mike Forbes);
MUR 4584 (Bill Baker for Congress); MUR 4588 (Navarro for Congress); and MUR 4613 (Guy Kelley for
Congress).

2

The US. District Court for the District of Columbia, however, held in Democratic Semelerial
Campaign Committee v. FEC, Civil Action No. 95-0349 (D.D.C. April 17, 1996)“3!““
hthwiﬂdlwhddnmhmmm : 3
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Twenty one cases have remained on the Central Enforcement Docket for a

sufficient period of time to render them stale, all of which are recommended for closure
in this Report.4 This group includes four MURs that became stale several months ago,

but were held pending criminal prosecution by the Department of Justice.5 DOJ obtained

 convictions in the two criminal cases related to these four MURs (U.S. v. Jay Kim and U.S.

v. Dynamic Energy Resources) based upon guilty pleas by the key defendants, who are also
the principal respondents in our pending matters. Pursuit of civil enforcement action in
view of the satisfactory results obtained in the criminal cases would not be the most

effective use of the Commission’s scarce resources at this time.

We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and

direct closure of the cases listed below, effective August 29, 1997. Closing these as

3

4 These cases are: MUR 4274 (GOPAC); MUR 4358 (Miller for
Senate); MUR 4361 (ABC-TV); MUR 4368 (Citizens Business Bank);
MUR 4380 (AFGE Local 2391 PAC); MUR 4385 (Dial for Congress); MUR 4386 (Zimmer for Senate);
MUR 4396 (ABC); MUR 4404 (Friends of Steve Stockman); MUR 4410 (3%
Legislative District); MUR 4417 (Our Choice IIj; MUR 4422 (Desana for Congress Commitiee);
and Pre-MUR 336 (Park National Bank & Trust).

3 These cases are: MUR 3796 (Jay Kim for Congress); MUR 3798 (Jay Kim); MUR 4275 (Jay Kim); and MUR
4356 (Dynamic Energy Rescurces). In dismissing the Jay Kim cases, we also recommend closing Pre-MUR
352, which is the transmittal of the guilty plea agreement and related documentation in lllcrhﬁlfﬂ

Comgreumnn Kim ferwarded by United States M!nnqr’l office. : 4




of this date will permit CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary time to prepare
closing letters and case files for the public record.
Il. RECOMMENDATIONS.

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective August 29, 1997, and approve the

~ appropriate letters in the following matters:

Pre-MUR 336 Pre-MUR 352

B. Take no action, close the file effective August 29, 1997, and approve the appropriate

letters in the following matters:

MUR 3796
MUR 3798
MUR 4274
MUR 4275

MUR 4356
MUR 4358
MUR 4361
MUR 4368

MUR 4380
MUR 4385
MUR 4386

MUR 4396
MUR 4404
MUR 4410
MUR 4417
MUR 4422
MUR 4470
MUR 4478
MUR 4492
MUR 4498
MUR 4506
MUR 4512
MUR 4517
MUR 4518
MUR 4520

MUR 4522
MUR 4523
MUR 4524
MUR 4526
MUR 4528
MUR 4529
MUR 4532
MUR 4535
MUR 4537
MUR 4541
MUR 4548
MUR 4550
MUR 4551
MUR 4557

% /df4a7
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Attachment:

Case Summaries




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Agenda Document No. X97-55
Enforcement Priority

CEPTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on August 19,
1997, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 4-1 to take the following actions with respect to
Agenda Document No. X97-55:

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file

effective August 29, 1597, and approve

the appropriate letters in the following

matters:

5 Pre-MOUOR 336. 2. Pre-MUR 352,

Take no action, close the file effective

August 29, 1997, and approve the appropriate

letters in the following matters:

1. MUR 3796. 2. MOUR 3798. 4274.

4. MUR 4275. 5. MUR 4356. 4358.

7. 4361. 8. MUR 4368. 4380.
4385. MUR 4386. 4396.
4404, 4410. 4417.

4422. 4470. 4478.

(continued)




Federal Electior Commission Page 2
Certification: Enforcement Priority
August 19, 1997

19. MUR 4492. 20. MUR 4458. 21. MUR 4506.
22. MUR 4512, 23. MUR 4517. 24. MUR 4518.
25. MUR 4520. 26. MUR 4522. 27. MUR 4523.
28. MUR 4524. 29. MUR 4526. 30. MOUR 4528
31. MUR 4528. 32. MUR 4532. 33. MUR 4535.
34. MUR 4537. 35. MUR 4541. 36. MUR 4548
37. MUR 4550. 38. MUR 4551. 39. MUR 4557.

) 40. MUR 45595. 41. MUR 4560. 42. MUR 4562.
43. MUR 4566. 44. MUR 4574. 45. MUR 4576.

: 46. MUR 4579. 47. MUR 4580. 48. MUR 4584.
49. MUR 4588. 50. MUR 4613.
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Commissioners Aikens, McDonald, McGarry, and Thomas
~ voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner Elliott
dissented.

Attest:

£-d1-97

Date

rjorie W. Emmons
retary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

August 29, 1997

Michael Vogel

Democratic Party of Bexar County
1221 Broadway

San Antonio, TX 78215

RE: MUR 4522

Dear Mr. Vogel:

s On October 18, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint

alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
i Act”).

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonial discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on August 29, 1997. This
matter will become part of the public record within 30 days.

r The Act allows a complainant to seck judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
«hisaction. Sge2 US.C. § 437g(a)(8).

A Sincerely,

F. Andrew
Supervisory Attoraey
Central Enforcement Docket




MUR 4522
REPUBLICAN PARTY OF BEXAR COUNTY

Michael Vogel alleges that the Republican Party of Bexar County has failed to
file reports with the Federal Election Commission even thought the Committee is
responsible for promoting Republican candidates in Bexar County.

In response to the complaint, the Republican Party of Bexar County states that it
does not make expenditures on behalf on any federal candidates and is not required to
file any reports with the Commission.

There is no indication of any serious intent to violate the FECA. This matter is
less significant relative to other matters pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

August 29, 1997

Peter K. Talkington, Treasurer
Republican Party of Bexar County
900 NE Loop 410, Suite D-105

San Anotonio, TX 78209

RE: MUR 4522
Dear Mr. Talkington:

On October 26, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging cerain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against the Republican Party of Bexar
County and you, as treasurer. Se¢ attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its

file in this matter on August 29, 1997.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.
<r 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 recerd when
received.

If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith on our toll-free telephenc
number, (800) 424-9530. Owur local telephone number is (202) 219-3400.



MUR 4522
REPUBLICAN PARTY OF BEXAR COUNTY

Michael Vogel alleges that the Republican Party of Bexar County has failed to
file reports with the Federal Election Commission even thought the Commitiee is
responsible for promoting Republican candidates in Bexar County.

In response to the complaint, the Republican Party of Bexar County states that it
does not make expenditures on behalf on any federal candidates and is not required to
file any reports with the Commission

There is no indication of any sernious intent to violate the FECA. This matter is
less significant relative to other matters pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

THISISTEEND OF MR # __4s22

DATE FILED F-9277  cnera b, 4
cverawn MU




