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THEXAW OFFICE OF WILLIAM TPO^ ^ S S 
Anoinqr ac Law 

2700 POST OAK'BOULEVAItD. SUITE 1050 
HOOSTON,.'nXA5 77056 

VW.TBDPOVEUlAW.COM 

WilAMT. POWELL TdcplSne: 71>722-9233 
TeD9TEDPOVELLlAV.OOM Itenmik: 7\3'7il-9433 

November 15,2012 
W^ 
t^ Federal Election Comtnission (viafax: 202-219-3923) 
J> 999 E, Street, NW 
^ Washington, D.C. 20463 

RE: MUR 6671 - Irmalyn Thomas, Complalniuit v. Randy Welier, Weber for 
^ (Coiigress and Robert Nolan, Respondents: Before tlit Federal Election 

Commiffion 
iii 
H Dear Commission: 

You have served ixpbn Mr. Carl Davis a complaint alleging a violation of the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended C*The Act**). Ih accoidance with the rules stated in 
you communication dated November 1,2012, the following is Mr Davis's, response submitted to 
the Commission withhi the proscrihed fifteen day response time. 

The complainam, Innalyn Thomas, alleges Mr. Davis contributed SŜOOO.OO to the 
"Weber for Congress'* campaign v/tî n he was only allowed to contribute S2,50d.00. It appears 
that the campaign contributioh was incorrectly credited to only Mr, Davis. The campaign 
contribution was not just'fit>m Mr. Davis but also from his wife, Mrs. Davis. Both Mr and Mrs. 
Pavis signed the contnbution check signifying that the contribution was from both, maidng the 
contribution $2,500.00̂  eiftck 

Since the contribution was from both Mr. aftd Mrs. Davis the contribution did not exceed 
allowable contributions under **The Act̂ . 

Mr. an4 Mrs. D̂ vts would of dourse pr̂ er this mattbr to remain confidential. Howeiver it 
must be noted tbiait' Ms.'Irrt3alyn iliomas. Complainant, filed the complaint with ilhe Lone Star 
l̂ oiect and it was published on its web site at www.lbnestarprojectnet/files/WeberFEG.Ddf. 

If .additional infonnatlbn is required please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

WTP:cb 


