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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

-~
~

Director, ADR Office

Washington, DC 20463
May 27, 2004
MEMORANDUM 4

TO: The Commission %’ ,

ME < ..:
THROUGH: James A. Pehrkon SENSI E S 585
Staff Director s REEo
SHoamd
FROM: Allan D. Silberman > 2Z2m
: . o b So

Q ..
D

SUBJ: Recommendation to Close the File on ADR 168

On May 17, 2004, the ADR Office (ADRO) received from OGC MUR 5419 to review and
determine its appropriateness for ADR processing. Based on that review, we determined that the case,
ADR 168, is inappropriate for ADR and recommend that the case be closed. Following the procedures
approved by the Commission on March 3, 2003, this matter will be closed by ADRO if the
Commission approves the recommendation in this memorandum. The Office of General Counsel
concurs in the description of this matter and also concurs that this matter will not be returned to OGC

for further action. ‘

Attached for the Comm1ss1on s review is the ADR Case Analysxs Report on ADR 168 along
with copies of the EPS and ADR Rating sheets ; K . .

ADR 168/MUR 5419- The complamt contends that Respondent Albert Tumer announced h1s .
_ candidacy for Congress ata non-proﬁt .community event on February-15;2004-and appealed for
financial support for his campaign. The complainant alleges that Respondent Turner: 1) ‘
solicited contributions on the premises of a non-proﬁt tax exempt organization; 2) coordinated
efforts with a “quasi-political” organization, i.e., the Perry County Civic League, to collect
contributions in violation of the Act; 3) solicited soft-money contributions for an organization;
4) accepted corporate contributions from Respondent Turner’s firm; and 5) failed to register
Respondent Tumer’s campaign committee. Counsel for Respondent Turner argued that Turner
did not qualify as a candidate for Federal office until March 4, 2004 when he filed his
Statement-of Candidacy with the Commission. Respondent’s Counsel further argued that the
candidate did not solicit or receive contributions at the February 15™ event, did not accept or
solicit contributions from the Civic League nor accept.corporate contributions. The
complainant presented no evidence to support the complaint while Respondent Turner’s
Statement of Organization and reports filed with the Commission support the conclusion that
the complamant s claims areunsubstantlated e E e e e e men e )

Recommendatlon' We recommend that ADR 168/MUR 5419 be closed and the appropnate letters t
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. ADR CASE ANALYSIS REPORT

ADR Case # 168 Respondents Albert F. Turner
Friends of Albert Turner
, Leslie Ford, Treasurer
; Perry County Civic League

MUR: 5419 : ' Milton E. McGregor

OGC Case Open Date: 3-1-04 Respondents’ Rep: James Lamb, Esq.

Date Forwarded to ADRO: 5-17-04 Committee Type: Authorized

Date Reviewed by ADRO: 5-20-04 Committee’s Name: Friends of Albert Turner
L N ' District #/or State: 7" C.D. AL

.BaptlstAcademjrnormakeanyassertlonmgardmg“* gihis carmpaigii for: g hddition

i EN Election Cycle: 2004
El . . ' "
': e K__A'/J( ‘Complainant: Tawanna Wright

Sumniary of Complamt Complamant, the campargn manager of Albert Turner’s opponent, contends
that Albert Turner announced on February 15, 2004 his candidacy for Congress at a non-profit - - =
community event sponsored by the Perry County Crvrc League. During the event, held at the: . - 'r', :

: Marion Baptlst Academy in Marion, Alabama, Respondent Tumer allegedly appealed for ﬁnanclal
. -~ 'support for his campaign, displayed two checlgs tota]mg $15,000, reportedly ‘madeé out to ‘the’ Perry
.. County Civic League in addition to collectmg an tndisclosed amount of money for the League The -

o Ny

;' "complaint conterids ‘thiat thes funds Wwere to be used to- support ‘the Ixagu“e"s “'poh ical activities” and : e
presumably Respondent Turher’§'¢andidacy; One’of the aforemenuoned"checks 5w ”refportedly isstied 7

by Turner’s lobbymg firm, the other; for $5, 000, by: Mrlton E- McGregor The complamant alleges that

" Respondent’ Turner:-1) solicited contibutions- on the préniises 6f a non-proﬁt tax-exempt orgamzatlon,

2) coordinated efforts with d quasr-pohtlcal” orgamzatron (ie;, the Perry Cov.mty Cmc League) to
collect eontn‘butlons in violation of the Act; 3)solicited soﬁ-money coritributions for : an orgamzatlon -
(i.., the Civic League) not eligible to receive contributions for'a federal election campargn, 4)
accepted corporate contributions from Respondent 'I‘urner s ﬁrm and 5) fa1led to reglster Respondent
Tumer scampalgneommrttee Lo T S
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AllegedVrolatlons 2USC §§ 433, 441b(a) andllCFR §1021 e e
i -v.—‘-..,:_f‘ ..,;._ ,_,3‘__ ,:.,, N o :.‘1‘. Y

Respondents’ Replres Couiisel for-the Fnends of Albert Tumer oommrttee (“the Commlttee ’) argued

' that Respondent Turner did not qualify.asa candldate for federal office’ “until March'4, 2004 when he

filedhis Statement of Candidacy.with the Commrssron. Comsel for-the' Commrttee further contends ” - -

that the candidate did not solicit-or receivé contributions at the February 15 ﬁevent at the Manon L

eounsel for the Commrttee asserts thaf’the‘P“’is WA’Cc’f" n
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contributions and that there has been no impermissible coordination between the IJezigue and the
Turner campaign committee. Respondent McGregor states that he did not make a $5,000 contribution
to Respondent’s campaign committee nor to the Perry County Civic League. There has been no

response from the Perry County Civic League.

Analysis: The complainant presents no evidence to support their complaint. In the meantime,
Respondent’s Statement of Organization and subsequent reports filed with the Commission supports
the assertion of Respondent’s counsel that Turner did not become a candidate until March 4, 2004 and
that Friends of Albert Turner did not receive any contributions from the Perry County Civic League
and the conclusion that the Complainant’s claims are unsubstantiated.
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