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of 1949, as amended (1248 Act). This
rule adopts as final the interim rules
published on August 6, 1893, and
August 12, 1993. .
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 1, 1993, for
Upland Cotton Adjusted World Price—
Coarse Count Adjustment (58 FR 41984)
October 27, 1993, for Upland Cotton -
User Marketing Certificate ngmm (58
FR 42841).

. FOR FURTMER INFORMATION CONTACT:
- Janise Zygmont, Fibers and Rice -

Analysis Division, Agricultural
Stabilization and Conssrvation Service,

‘United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA), P.O. Box 2415, Washington, DC

20013-2415 or call 202-720-8734.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This final

rule combings amendments to the
regulations at 7 CFR part 1427 that were
published separately as interim rules-on
August 6, 1993, and August 12, 1993.

Executive Order 12866

This interim rule is issued in
conformance with Executive Order
12866 and has been determinad not to
be a “significant regulatory action.”
Based on information compiled by
USDA, it has been determined that this
interim rule:

(1) Would have an effect on the
economy of less than $100 million;

(2) Would not adversely affect in a
material way the-economy, a sector of
the economy, productivity, competition,
jobs, the environment, public health or
safety, or State, local, or tribal
governments OF communitiss;

(3) Would not create a serious
inconsistency or otherwise interfere
with an action taken or planned by
another agency;

(4) Would not alter the budgetary
impact of entitléements, grants, user fees,
or loan p orrightsand
obligations of recipients thereof; and

§ﬂWould not raise novel legal, or
pohcy issues arising out of legal
mandates, the President’s priorities, or
principles set forth in Executive Order
128566.

Regulatory Flexﬂbﬁll.iﬂy Acﬂ

It has been determined thet the
Regulatory Flexibility Act is nat
applicable to this final rule since the
Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) is
not required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any’
other provision of law to publish a
notice of proposed rulem. with
respect to the subject matter of these -
determinations. :

Environmental Evaluation

It hasboen determined byan °
environmental eveluation that this
action will not have a significant impact

“on the quality of the human

environment. Therefore, neither an
Enviroamental Asssssment nor an
Environmental Impact Statement is
needed.

Federal Agsistance Program .
The title and number of the Federal
Assistance Program, as found in the
Catalog of Federal Domaestic Assistance,
to which this rule applies are: Cotton-
Production Stabilization—10. 052

Executive Order 12778 »
This final rule has been reviewed in
accordance with Executive Order 12778.

The provisions of the final rule do not
preempt State laws, are not retroactive,
and do not involve administrative ’
appeals.

Executive Order 12372

This program/activity is not subject to
the provisions of Executive Order

*12372, which requires

intergovernmental consultation with |

" State and local officials. See notice

related to 7 CFR part 3015, subpart V,
published at 48 FR 29115 (June 24,
1983).

Paperwork Reduction Act

The amendment to 7 CFR 1427.25
will not result in any in the
public reporting burden. Tﬂrefore. the
information collection requirements of
the Paperwork Reduction Act are not
applicabls to the amendment relating to
the coarse count adjustment.

The information collection - -
requirements contained in the current
regulations at 7 CFR 1427.100 have been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) under the provisions
of 44 U.S.C. chapter 35 through July 31,
1995, and assigned OMB Ne. 0560-

- 0136. The amendments to 7 CFR

1427.100 set forth in this final rule
contain information collsctions that
require clearance by OMB under the

provisions of 44 U.S.C. chapter 35. The

information collection package was
submitted to OMB for review and was
approved September 27, 1893.

Background
Upland Cotton Adjusted World Price—
Coarse Count Adjustment

An interim rule wés published in the
Federal Register on August 6, 1903, at
58 FR 41994 which amended 7 CFR part
1427 to update the list of upland cotton -
qualities eligible for the coarse count
adﬁstment.

e interim rule provided for a 30-
dey public comment period which
ended on September 7, 1993. No
comments were received during the
comment penod.

U;;Iand Cotton User Marketing

. Certificate Program

An interim ruls was published in ths’
Federal Register on August 12, 1993, at
58 FR 42841 which emended 7 CFR part
1427 to revise the formula for :
determining liquidated damages when

shipment of cotton on an original export
contract or on a replacement contract is
not completed, or when a replacement
cantract is not designated by the
exporier within an established
timeframe. The interim rule also revised
the precedure for sstablishing the o
payment rate for U.S. upland cotion
shipped under an optional original
contract arid further outlined |
documentation requirements to support
relief requests for export contract
cancellations, contract amendments, or
any failure to export deemed beyond the
control of the exporte

lnn e provided for a 30-

day public comment period which
ended on September 13, 1993. No
comments were received during the
comment period. -

Accordingly, under the authority of 7
U.S.C. 1421, 1423, 1425, 1444, and o~
1444-2, and 15 U.S.C. 714b and 714c,
the interim rules amending 7 CFR part
1427 which were published at 58 FR
41994 on August 6, 1993, and at 58 FR |
42841 on August 12, 1993, are adopted

‘as a final rule without change.

Signed at Washington, DC, on October 20,
1903,

Floy E. Payton,

Acting Executive Vice President, Commodity
Credit Corporation. -

[FR Doc. 83-26458 Filed 10-26-83; 8:45 aml
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

- 11 CFR Part 104

[Motico 1883-25) .

Recordikasping and Reporting by -
Politlce! Committess: Bost Efforts

AGENCY: Federal Election Commission.
ACTION: Final rule; Transmittal of
regulations to Corgress.

suMrMARY: The Federal Election
Commission is revising its regulations
Elementing the requirement of

eral Election Campaign Act
("FECA") that treasurers of pohtical
committees exsrcise best efforts to
obtain, maintain and report the
complste identification of each
contributor whose contributions
aggregate more than $200 per calendar

. year. The revisions are intended to-
. ensuve that solicitations clearly and
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conspicuously request the necessary
contributor information, and to previde
guidance when the information is not
received with the contribution. The
changes also state the Commission’s
rule that committees must report
contributor identifications received
either before or after the end of the
applicable reporting peried.

DATES: Further action, including the
announcement of an effective date, will
be taken after these regulations have
been before Congress for 30 legislative
«days pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 438(d). A
document announcing the effectiva date
will be published in the Federal
Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Ms. Susan E. Proppar, Assistant General
Counsel, (202) 219-3690 or (800) 424~
8530, .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission is publishing today the text
of revisions to its regulations at 11 CFR
104.7(b), which set forth steps needed to

" ensure that political committees obtain,

- maintain and report the names,
addresses, occupations and employers
of contributors whose donations excesd
$200 per year. These regulations -
implement section 432(i) of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (“‘the Act” or “FECA”).
2U.8.C. 432(i),

" On September 24, 1992 the
Commission issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) in which
it sought comments on proposed
revisions to these regulations.. 57 FR
44137 (Sept. 24, 1992). Twenty three
written comments were received from
fourteen commenters in response to the
Notice. A public hearing was held on
March'31, 1893, at which six witnesses
presented testimony on the issues raised
in the rulemaking. :

The Commission also sent anonymous
questionnaires to 200 randomly selected
committees to obtain additional
information from a larger number of
committees regarding the specific
methods currently used to obtain,
maintain and report the necessary
contributor information, and the cost
and effectiveness of the methods used.
Only committees that received 40 or
more contributions of $200 or above
during the '91-'92 election cycle were
included. Approximately half of the
authorized committees and party
committees, and approximately one
quarter of the nonconnected committees
active during that election cycle had 40
or more contributions of over $200.
Committees included in the survey
ranged from those who received under
$20,000 in contributions during 1992, to
those whose contributions exceeded $5

million. The committees chosen were
divided into three groups based on
whether their reports contained a high,
medium or low percentage of
contributions containing information on
contributors’ name of employer. The
questionnaire was sent to both
incumbents’ committees and
challengers’ committees. (Separate
segregated funds were not included in

- the pool of surveyéd committees since

most SSF contributors have an
employment or other close relationship
wilg the SSF’s sponsoring organization.)

_Finally, the survey was publicized

through an FEC Record article which
invited other committees to participate
in the survay.

The Commission received responses
from 44 authorized committees, 11 party
committees, 19 nonconnected ’
committees and one unidentified
committes. Six additional committees
requested and completed «
questionnaires. Thus, there was a total
of 81 responses. Although the
questionnaires were completed
anonymously, 74 included demographic
information on the type.of committse,
its size, and whether it was in the upper
third, middle, or lower third based on
the amount of contributor information
obtained. A compilation of these 74
responses to the survey questions is
available from the Public Records

" Office. .

Section 438(d) of title 2, United States
Code requires that any rules or -

"regulations prescribed by the

Commission to out the provisions
of title 2 of the United States Code be
transmitted to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives and the President of
the Senate 30 legislative days before

they are finally promulgated. Thess -
regulations were transmitted to

Congress on October 22, 1993.

Explanaticn and Justification

The FECA specifies that reports filed
by political committees disclose “‘the
identification of each * * * person
(other than a political committee) who
makes a contribution to the reporting

_committee * * * whose contribution or

contributions [aggregate over $200 per
calendar year] * * * together with the
date and amount of any such
contribution,” 2 U.S.C. 434(b)(3)(A). For
an individual, identification means his
or her full name, mailing address,
occupation and employer. 2 U.S.C.
431(13).

The Commission's regulations at 11
CFR 104.7(b) implement these statutory
requirements. These rules are being
revised to address several concerns that
have arisen, including the low .
percentage of complete reporting by

_ some political committees. The

regulatory changes focus on three sizas
in which problems have arisen: The
phrasing and location of the request for
the information in committee
solicitations, the measures ccmimittces
take if the necessary contributor
information is not accompenying the
contribution, and the reporting procass.
Please note that revised § 104.7(b) kas
been reorganized into four paragrepls to
address the topics of solicitations,
follow-up, reporting, and amendmer ts
separately.

In reviewing the operation of the
curtent regulations, the Commission has
given serious consideratien to concs ms
raised by several commenters,
witnesses, and survey respondents
regarding the privacy interests of
contributors, and the perceived

-intrusiveness of asking for informaticn

about contributors’ home addresses,
occupations and employers. Despite the
concerns of some, 52 of the 74 survey
responses compiled indiceted that
contributors seldom expressly inform.ed
committees that they do not wish to
provide this information. Moreover,
these concerns must be evaluated in
light of the high priority the FECA
places on the public interest in the
disclosure of accurate and complete
contributor information. Some
witnesses and commenters balieved that
wide differences in reporting rates were
attributable to variations in the
seriousness of different committees’
efforts to comply with the stetutory
requirements. They were concerned t1at
the Commission’s long-standing best
efforts rules were inadequate in
ensuring sufficient disclosure.

The Commission has alse weighad
concerns regarding the cost,
burdensomeness, and sffectiveness of
various medifications to the regulations.
In revising these rules, the Commissicn
has made every sffort to ensure that
costs are reasonable, and has attempted
to give committees as much ﬂexibility
as possible in utilizing the methods tnsy
have found to be cost sfficient and
effective. The new rules establish
procedurss that many committess
already follow voluntarily. As noted
above, during the 1992 slection cycle,
about half of all authorized committee
and party committess and three quartars
of nonconnected committees had less
than 40 individual contributions
exceeding $200. Conseguently, many
committees will need tc meke minima.
additional efforts, or none, to meet the:e
requirements. In addition, these
measures do not apply to contributors
who give a political committee $200 ox
less per calendar year.

tr
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A. Solicitations

Under the previous regulations, to
satisfy the best efforts requirement, the
treasurer had to make at least one
written or oral request per solicitation
for contributor information. If the
solicitation corresponding to a
contribution requested the information
and notified the solicitee that the :
comnmnittes is required by law to report
such information, no further action had
to be taken. Experience demonstrated,
however, that the request for the
information and the notice about
reporting requirements often appeared
‘in small type in a way thatdid not =
adequately convey their importance. For
example, sometimes the request for
occupation and employer was not
included with the contributor’s name
and address on the front of the response
card, but was placed on the back in .
lighter type or in a separate insert.
Moreover, the regulations did not clarify
what responsibilities a political -
committee has if the contribution does
not correspond to a particular
solicitation and it is not possible to
know if the proper request and notice -
were provided. As a result, some
committees have reported incomplete
information for a significant percentage
of their itemized contributions.

- Accordingly, paragraph (b)(1) of -

§ 104.7 is being revised to specify that
if a political committee fails to provide
- all contributor information for any
contribution, the best efforts defense is
only available if the solicitation
inc{uded a clear request for the
information. The comments, testimony, -
and survey results indicate that most
political committees alieady do so, and
that they have found this to be a
. successful, financially feasible method
of obtaining contributor information. In .
order for the best efforts explanation to
be available, solicitations for
contributions of $200 or less must
include the request, since contributors
may make several contributions which
are individually under $200, but which
.aggregate over $200 during the course of
the calendar year. However, given that
the best efforts requirements only apply
when treasurers receive contributions
aggregating over $200 per calendar year,
contributions aggregating under this
amount would not trigger the best
efforts requirements. Further, any
contribution which is reported by a
committee with all required contributor -
information will meet the reporting
requirements for such information,
whether or not the committee asked for
the information in the solicitation or
used the specified in 11 CFR
"104.7(b)(1). .

- such as “Federal law

. B, Missit{g Infoxmation

. additional solicitations, but may thank

The revised rules at 11 CFR ‘
104.7(b)(1) also prescribe the precise
language to be included in the :
solicitation. The statement must say, °
‘Federal law requires political o
committees to report the name, mailing.
address, occupation and name of
employer for each individual whose
contributions aggregate in excess of
$200 in a calendar year.” Statements
uires political
committees to ask for this information,”
without more, do not meet the best
efforts requirement. The results of the
survey indicated that party committees

" tended to use the latter statement more

frequently than authorized committees
or nonconnected committees. Party -
committees tended to have lower
success rates than other committees in
obtaining contributor information.
Paragraph (b)(1) of § 104.7 also
addresses the location, size and
readability of the required language.
This provision is intended to ensure
that the request is more likely to be seen
and read by the contributor. Several
commeniters and witnesses at the
hearing favored a requirement that
would standardize the wording, ty?:r :
size, and placement of the request ’
contributor information. ) _ :

Section 104.7(b)(2) is being revised to
indicate that treasurers who receive
itemizeable contributions lacking
complete contributor identifications
must take an additional step to obtain
the information. The tion gives
committees flexdbility to decide whether
to send out written requests solely
devated to obtainingm&é needed
information or to make telephone calls -
which are documented in writing, To
ensure that a written request for the -
information is not overlocked, it cannot
include material on other subjects or

the contributor for the previous
contribution. The written or oral request
must be made no later than thirty days

 after the receipt of the contribution. Ifa

written request is sent out, it must be
accompanied by a pre-addressed return
envelope or postcard. The resulis of the
anonymous survey indicated that -
committees in the lower third in success
rate were much less likely to include
return envelopes. '
Please note that these follow-up
IMeAasures are Ie d whenever
complete contributor identifications are
lacking, even if the solicitation
associetes with the itemizeable
contribution asked for the information.
The comments, testimony and survey °
responses to this approach reflected a

wide diversity of views, including

‘importance of the

" to mean that Co

concerns regarding the cost and time

~ needed to contact contributors to obtain

missing information, and the perceived
success or lack thereof for different
follow-tfxp ‘measures, There twlf:as also a
range of opinion regarding the -
public’s right to know
who is contributing to candidates, and
possible reasons some contributors are
reluctant to provide the information.
Co! tly, the Commission believes
that it is mt{mble to allow committees
to have the choice of making either
verbal or written follow-up requests, so
that they may use whichéver method
they believe is most effective and least
costly. -

Soms of the commenters and one ,
witness construed the legislative history
ngress wished to ,
preclude what they presumed had been
the Commission’s previous practice of
requiring multiple requests. The
Commission notes that when the
original “best efforts” provision was
enacted by Congress in 1978, those
offering the amendment stated that
“[dlisclosure of a contributor’s
occupation and place of business,
including the name of the firm where
the person is employed, is vitally
important if the public is to know and
understand the source of a candidate’s
campaign funds.” 122 Cong. Rec. 6963
Clar‘Mamhk) 17, 1976) (statement of Sen.~

In 1979, the statutory best efforts
requirements were revised in several
respects, The amount triggering
reporting of occupation and'employer
was raised from $100 to $200. In
addition, the candidate’s obligation to
exercise best efforts was eliminated,
although the treasurer’s obligation -
remained. The House Report states that:

The application of the best efforts test is

~ central to the enf%rcement of thevisio of
recordkeeping an provisions
the Act. It i eopmthe(:ommittea

that the Commission has not adequately
incorparated the best efforts test into its
ndminisgaur:; proo;duros. such es
systematic review of reports.

One illustration of the application of this
test is tha current rsglnmﬂnt for a
committes to report the occupation and
prlncignl place of business of individual
contributors who give in excess of $100. If -
the committee does not;ﬁn the occupation
and principal place of business for each
itemized individual contribution, the
Commissien’s review and enforcement
procedures must be geared to d
whether the committee exercised its best
efforts to obtain the information. The best
efforts test is crucial since contributor
information is voluntarily supplied by
persons who are not under the control of the
committee. '

In & situation such as this, the first .
question is what efforts did the committee



e

£

57728 Federal Register / Vol. 58, No. 206 / Wednesday, October 27, 1993 / Rules and Regulations

take to obtain the information. Did the
solicitation contain a clear request for the

tion and p

contributor ignored the request, the
Commission should not requirethe

committes to make the same request
thres, or four times. On the other hand, if the

two,

best efforts test is not met, the committee

must be

such as conts

requesting the

HR.

Sess. 14 (1979).
The

to take corrective action,
the contributor and

Commission does not read this

legislative history to preclude
multiple requests. In fact, the 1

uiring

\{:

occupa rincipal place of business? -
If the committee made an effort to obtain the
information in the initial solicitation and the -

Rep. No. 86~422, 96th Cong., 1st

history set out above indicates concern

with the ineffectiveness of the

Commission's previous approach.

Similarly, in Federal Election

Commission v. Citizens for the Republic,
et al., Civil Action No. 78-1116, (D.D.C.

March 1, 1979) ths Court emphasized
the Commission’s “duty * * * to give

considerably more detailed guidance by
regulations, instructions, or otherwise,

as to what was to be done to get this

information * * *.”

t
hearing on defendant’s p

of

. summary

- judgment motion, p. 41. The -
Commission’s inih%l best efforts
regulations were promulgated in 1980

after this case was decided and after the

1979 Amendments to the FECA were

: mmdn .
. After careful consideration of the full
of the

effqrts

slative history, and in
t level of incom
disclosure since the 1980
rules were promulgated,

ste

'] th’
Commission concludes that Congress
did not intend to preclude it from

that committees take
additional measures when the

information sought in the solicitation is
such as a single

not forth
request of a '

oommmeemmkemq{mlwms

- does not include any other subjects or |

.solicitations, with an eccompanying

notice of the
more in line with the true

requirement, will
emphasize the importance and will be

of

“best efforts.” It will also clarify a

committes’s responsibilities
unsolicited contributions

the

proper itemization information,

C. Reporting .
" The Commission is also a

langusge at 11 CFR 104.7(b)(3) to ;ﬁm

that contributor identifications are

reported as accurately and as

completely as possi

ble. The revised

rules in (b)(3) state the
Commiul%cumnph t policy that
political committees are expected to
review their own records, including -

‘mare fully that poli

contributor records, fundraising records
and previously-filed FEC , 80 that
they can report
them but not list';d on contributor ¢
response cards. To prevent reporting o
outdated information, political
committees need only check their
records and reports for the current two-
year election cycle. In general, those
who responded to the survey indicated
that this approach enhances reporting
either a great deal or somewhat with
little increase in cost.

The Commission has decided not to
add new language requiring a committee
treasurer to t all contributor
information which is not provided by
the contributor, but which is in fact
known by the committee treasurer or the
treasurer’s agents. Some commenters
and survey participants expressed
concern the accuracy of the
information they would be expected to
provide when contributors are
prominent individuals, and
outdated or incorrect information
inadvertently supplied by the treasurer
or committes Revised § 104.7(b)(3)

" information.

Finally, new ph (b)(4) of
§104.7 sets foﬁgmommission’s
current that when political
committess do not have complete
thmnmﬁbl‘elw idonti‘g:;tions m time

reports, must

wﬁtwer information is available. In
this situstion, political committees have
an obl under the FECA to file
amended if additional
contributor is obtained after
the applicable reporting See
Matters Under Review 3528, 3114 and
2674. s ne\& )ilu;gua,ge ifnln :
being added to § 104.7(b)(3) to exp

two ts.
Underbothzm:ns, it is important that
committees clearly indicata the previous-
repart, schedule, number and line
number which is amended. Under
the first option, on or before the next
regularly scheduled date,
committees may amend each of their
previous reports on which the
contributions were originally reported.
Under the second option, they may file
a single memo Schedule A lsting all the
contributions for which they have
received additional information,
including the full name of each
eontrlbtt;tor. hi:lor her mailing tog:t‘limdmwﬁh
occupation, an s
the amount and date of the contribution.

Under this option, ths information
should be tted at the same time

committees file their next regularly

. election year. Several

' :Pplies to

forthcoming, These
' elim!natethaneedfg?em

T W5
————

scheduled reports. While both ogtions
are intended to promote more timely

and complete reporting of centrituter
information, the second opticn &voids

.. an increase in the number of times

committees must file reports duriag tho
comimenters,
survey participants and witnessee
suggested the amendments to
correspond to existing repo: dates.
Although this means that months mey
elapse in non-election years befor: such
information is placed on the public
record, it will ensure more timely
disclosure during election yeers.
Several comments end survey
participants raised concerns ragarding

" - the burdensomeness of filing

amendments over a lengthy period of
time. Accordingly, the revised rules
include lenguage indicating that ths
requirement to file amendmenis
contributor information caly
orts covering the two year

ection e in which contributions
waere ved from a contributor, sad
does not amendments to reorts
from previous election cycles. For

- exampls, if an itemizable contribut on

is received in Februery, 1884,
Ilow-up lotter is sent in thinly
days, and & responss ie received in
April, 1894, amendments would be
needed for previcusly filed reporis

lacking occupation end name of
em‘fl
and a

_ covari.ns the '93-"94 slection e, Jut
not for the '91—'92 election cycle. In

situations whers a contribution is
received in lste Qctobse, 1892, a folisw-
up request must be made by late
Nmmbel:c:iwz' an{l emendments %;m
'91-"92 9| on C] must b2
filed even iftheinfurmaﬁcyc mpg::sﬂsmt
received until March, 1883.

D. Other Issues

Two commenters suggssted reviairg
11 CFR 8036.2 so that Presidential
primary candidates would caly recel 7o
matching furds for contributicns
containing complete cantributor
information, Wgﬂa foll contribuler
identifications are required for
threshold submicgions, they are net
currently réquired for additionc]
submissions for me funds. The

" commenters’ suggesticn {s beyoad the

of this ruleraking, but may &t

mased ina t rulsmaking,

The Commission considezed
comments and testimony that ftemizalle
contributions which do not centain
complste contributor identifications b
returned or held without ting
them, until the necessary ton g
requested and a response is
posals would

ended repeit 3,
since they do not anticipets that
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. anything would be reportsed until the
contribution is deposited. Both of these
approaches are beyond the stetutory
authority granted to the Commission at -
this time. They ware incorporated into
the Commission’s legislative
recommendations submitted to Congrass
on January 26, 1993.

Cextification of No Effect Pursuant is 5

Xc.s).c. 605(b) (Regulatory Henbalny
t

msattachedﬁnalnﬂaswxﬂnot.if
promulgated, have a significant
economic impact on a substantial -
number of small entities. The basis for
this certification is that any small |
entities-affected are already reguired to
comply with the requirements of the Act
List of Subjects in 11 CFR Part 103"

Campaign funds, Political candidates,
- Political committess and parties,
~ Reperting requirements.
For the reasons set out in the
- preambls, subchaptar A, or I of
title 11 of the Coda of F
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 104—REPORTS BY POLITICAL
. COMMITTEES (2 0.S.C. 439)

1. The authority citation ﬁorpart 104
continues to read as follows: .

Auvthority: 2 U.S.C. 431(1), 431(8), 431(9).
432(i), 434, 438(2}(8), 438(b)-

2. Ssction 104.7.is amendsd by
revising paragraph (b) to read as follows:

5104.7 Boet sfiorts (2 u.s.c. 432(1).
1.1 * L -

(b) With regard to reporting the
identification as defined at 11 CFR
100.12 of each person whose
contribution(s) to the political
committee and its effiliated committess
aggregate in excess of $200 in a calendar
year (pursuant to 21 CFR 104.3(a}{4)),
the treasurer and the committee will
only bs deemed to have exercised bast
. efforts to obtain, meintain and report the
required informetion if— A

1} All written solicitations for
contributions include a clear request for
the contributor’s full name, mailing -
 address, occ:.gmﬂon and name of

employer, and include the following
statement: *Federal law requires ‘
pohtioal committees to report the name,

address, occupation and name

of oyer for each individual whose
con aggregatoe in excess of
' $200macale ears."’l‘hsrequast
and stetement appear in a clear
and conspicuous manner on any
response material included in e
solicitation. The request and statement
are not clear and conspicuous if they are

in small type of comparison to the
solicitation and response materials, or if
the printing is difficult to read or if the
placement is easily overiooked.

(2) For each contribution received

ag%atmg in excess of $200 per

calendar ysar which lacks required
contributor information, such as the

contributor’s full name, mailing address,
occupstion or name of employer, the
treasurer makes at least one effort after
the receipt of the contribution to obtain
the information. Such effort
shall consist of either a written request
sent to the contributoer or an oral request

" to the contributor documented in

writing. The written or oral request .
must be made no later than thrty (30)
days after receipt of the contribution.
The written or oral request shall not
include material on any other or
any additional solicitat:on. emept that it

may include solely thanking
: the oomﬂbutor for :ge contribution. The

request must clearly ask for the missing

_information, and must include the

statement set forth in paragmph (b)1) of
this section. Written
include this statement in adm and -
conspicuous manner. If the request is
written, it shall be accompanied by a
pre-addressed return post card or
envelo for the responss material;
{3} treasurer reports all

contributor information not provided by

the contributor, but in the political
committes’s

. possession regarding
contributor identifications, including

information in contributor records,
fundreising records and previously filed
reparts, in the same two-year election
cycle in accordance with 11 CFR 104.3;

and

{4)(i) If any of the contributor
information is received after the
contribution has been disclosed on a
regularly scheduled report, the pohtmal
A Bl et its o rogular}

ile wi next Y

scheduled an amended memo
Schedule A listing all contributions for
which contributor identifications have
been received during the reporting
period tovered by the next ly .
scheduled report togethet with the datss
and amounts of the contribution(s) and .
an indication of the previous rt(s) to
which the memo Schedule A refa(;es. or .

(B) Flle on or before its next regularly

ng date, amendments

to the repo::?’o ) originally disclosing the
contribution(s), which include the
contributor identifications together with
the dates and amounts of the
contribution(s).

(ii) Amendments must be filed for 2il

" reports that cover the two-year election

cycle in which the contribution was
received and that disclose itemizable

contributions from the same contributor.
However, political committees are not
required to file amendments to reports
covering previcus slection cycles.

Dated: October 22; 1993, )

" - Scott E. Thomas,

Chairman, Federal Election Commission.
[FR Doc. 93-26445 Filed 10-26-93; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 87(5-0+-8 '

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

12 CFR Part 2840

[Dookst No. R-0684]

Reguiations Regarding Forelgn Gifts
and Decorations

" AGENCY: Board of Governors of the

Federal Reserve System.
ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment. .

sunany: Congress has permitted
Federal government employees to
accept gifts from foreign governments in
amounts up to a “minimal value” that
is to be established by the General
Services Administration (GSA) in
consultation with the Secretary of State.
Rogarding

While the Board’s Rules

Foreign Gifts and ons set
*minimal value” at $200 or such higher
amount as might be established by the
GSA, the GSA has since redefined
“minimel value"”, effective January 1,
1993, to be $225. Accordingly, this
technical amendment will change the -
Board’s definition of “minimal value" to -
be $225 or such higher amount as might
ba established by the GSA, and will be
effective the same date as that of the
GSA amendment.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Cary
Williams, Senior Attorney (2027/452-
3295), Legal Division, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, D.C. 20551. For
the hearing impaired-only,

Telecommunications Device for the Deaf

- (TDD), Dorothea Thompson (262/452-

3544), Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, 20th and C Strest, NW.,
Washington, DC 20551.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Recei t of
gifts from'a foreign government without
the consent of Congress is prohibited by
Article I, Section 9, Clause 8 of the 1.8,
Constitution. Congress has passed a
statute that allows an employes of the
U.S. government to accept and reteina -
gift of “minimal value,” 5 U.S.C. 7342.
The statute authorizes the GSA to
determine “minimal valus” every three
years, in consultation with the Secretary
of State, to reflect changes in the





