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June 22,

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1196

w
Dear Mx. Steele:

Thank you for the opportunity afforded the CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE to reply to your letter of June 12, 1981 prior to the above
refer ed file being made a part of the public record.
a0 This writing shall serve as the only reply to your invitation
to submit materials to appear in the public record.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman of the Federal Election Commission,
on June 26, 1980 wrote to our attorney Mark Dienstag setting forth
the following:

l. On June 3rd, 1980 the Commission determined that there was
no reason to believe that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction had been committed by the undersigned,
Alberto Cardenas.

On that same date, the Commission determined that there is
reason to believe that the Cardenas for Congress Committee
had violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Specifically, our campaign's
committee failure to report receipt of the $125.00 and $150.00
contributions addressed in the complaint constituted this
violation.

Subsequent thereto you received information which proved that
the above contributions had indeed been reported to the Federal Election
Commission; nevertheless, both contributions were improperly identified.




Mr. Charles N. Steele
June 22, 1981
Page Two

Both of these contributions were made within approximately one
month of each other and were delivered to the campaign committee by
the same individual, one Robert Campbell. Robert Campbell was a
volunteer fund raiser for the Cardenas for Congress campaign.

One of the two contributions was credited to Robert Campbell by
a volunteer in our campaign staff. The other contribution was made
by a Cashier's Check and it was properly deposited in the campaign's
bank account.

At issue, thus, was whether there exists a violation of the
statutes regulated by the Federal Election Commission whenever an
individual represents to a campaign committee that a donation was made
by him, when in fact it was not.

At issue also was whether there exists a violation whenever a
volunteer fails to provide statutorily required information whenever
a $150.00 Cashier's Check is donated to the campaign.

During the one month stint in question, hundreds of contributions
were received by our campaign staff. This staff was manned primarily
by volunteers who were trained as well as pnssible, based on the number
of hours availakle to donate to the campaign.

From my experience, in the first case, it is virtually impossible
for a campaign committee to have an investigative staff ready to deter-
mine whether an individual representing to wmake a contribution is
utilizing funds owned by someone else. It is reasonable to assume
that unless other facts are known, a person who contributes funds
personally is the owner of those funds.

In the second instance, a $150.00 Cashier's Check was delivered
to our offices. Once that check came into our possession, the campaign
staff did all that it could. That is, deposit the check in the campaign
account and report in our quarterly accounting to the Federal Election
Commission a number of similar contributions the origin of which could
not be determined.

It is my impression that under both of the subject circumstances
the campaign staff, manned primarily by volunteers, did all that it
could to live up to the spirit of the law.

If, indeed, the merits were properly evaluated by the Federal
Election Commission prior to its finding that there was reason to
believe a violation of 2 U.S.C. §434(b) had been committed, then
obviocusly the law is too stringent in its application.




Mr. Charles N. Steele

June 22, 1981
Page Three

I respectfully suggest that this case in particular be properly
reviewed so that amendments to the requlatory provisions and statutory
law can be properly inacted.

Naturally, I would be more than happy to be of service to the
Federal Election Commission in this regard if you would desire our
advice and comments.

ENAS
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The above-described material was removed from this
file pursuant to the following exemption provided in the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information L—”TET/;;rsonal privacy
(2) Internal rules and b/’/T;:/;;vestigatory

practices files

(3) Exempted by other ”’//75) Banking

statute Information
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commercial or (geographic or
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\///ng/lnternal Documents ;
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CERTIPIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Roger Goldman

Barron, Lehman & Cardenas, P.A.
888 Brickell Avenue

Miami, Plorida 33131

Dear Mr. Goldman:

On June 3, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that your client, the Cardenas for Congress Committee, hhd
violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended in connection with the abowe
referenced MUR. However, on , 1931, after con-
sidering the circumstances of this matter, the Commissdon
determined to take no furhber action and closed its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days.
Should you wishtté submit any materials to appear on the public
rccord, please do so within 10 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

June 12,

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Roger Goldman

Barron, Lehman & Cardenas, P.A.
888 Brickell Avenue

Miami, Florida 33131

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Goldman:

On June 3, 1980, the Commission found reason to
believe that your client, the Cardenas for Congress
Committee, had violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b), a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
in connection with the above referenced MUR. However,
on June 9, 1981, after considering the circumstances
of this matter, the Commission determined to take no
further action and closed its file. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days. Should
vou wish to submit any materials to appear on the
public record, please do so within 10 days.

Sincerely,

Gen rai Counsel

‘\f/\.qubi;ig/ C:;;;

Kenneth A. Gros

frtt

Associate Geneftal Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

June 12, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley and Shobat
200 S.E. First Street

Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on June 9, 1981,
that there is no probable cause to believe that your client
violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days.

If you have any questions, contact Suzanne Callahan at
(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Associate Gener;i Counsel




CEEIPEXED MAIL
RETURN BRCEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley and Shobat
200 S.E. First Street

Miami, Florida 33131

MOR 1196

Dear Mr. Sonnett:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on 1981,
that there isz no probable cause to believe that your client
violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,
nunbered MUP 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public reccrd within 30 days. Shodld you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days.

If you have any questiong,conntact Suzanne Callahan at
(202) 523-4057.

A
el I 1

Sincerely, X7 Lt i
-y L

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

June 12, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary B. Turner

420 South Dixie Highway
Suite 3F

Coral Gables, Florida 33147

Dear Mr. Turner:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on March 24, 1980, concerning the Cardenas for
Congress Campaign.

Based on your complaint, the Commission determined there
was reason to believe that: (1) the Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b); (2) the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. §441b; and (3) Robert Campbell
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f, provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and instituted an investiga-
tion of this matter. After an investigation was conducted and
briefs of the General Counsel and the respondents were con-
sidered, the Commission concluded that there was no probable
cause to believe that Robert Campbell or the Dadeland Bank
violated the Act. On April , 1981, the Commission voted to
take no further action against the Cardenas Committee's violation
of 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Accordingly, the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of
the Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. §437g
(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

7
0% 1
SRRESYT
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary B. Turner

420 South Bixie Highway
Suite 3F

Coral Gables, Florida 33147

MUR 11367
Dear Mr. ®urner:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commiss&don on March 24, 1980, concerning the Cardenas for
Congress Campaign.

Based on your complaint, the Commission determined there
was reason to believe that: (1) the Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee violated 2 U.S.C. $434(b); (2) the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. §441b; and (8] Robert Campbell

vidlated 2 U.S.C. §441f provédsions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and instituted an investiga-
tion of this matter. After an investigation was conducted and
briefs of the General Counsel and the raespondents were con-
sidered, the Commission concluded that there was no probable
cause to bhelieve that Robert Campbell or the Dadeland Bank
violated the Act. On Aptil . 1981, the Cormission voted to
take no further action against the Cardenas Committee#sd violation
of 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Acoordingly, the file in this matter,
nunberec¢ MUGRE1l196, has been closed. Thigsmatter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish to
submit any factual or lggal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of
the Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. 5437g
(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Suaanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this mattexr, at (202) 523-4057,

Sincerely,

Charéés H. Steele
GCeneral Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELFCTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

)
)
Cardenas for Congress Cammittee )
Robert S. Campbell, et al. )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W, Emmons, Recording Secretary for the Federal Election
Commission's Executive Session an June 9, 1981, do hereby certify that the
Cammission acted as follows on MUR 1196:

1) Failed on a vote of 2-4 to pass a motion to

take no further actian in this matter and close
the file.

Commissioners Harris and Reiche voted affirmatively
for the motion. Commissioners Aikens, McGarry,
Thomson, and Tiernan dissented.

Decided on a vote of 4-2 to -

a) Take no further action against the Cardenas
for Congress Committee in connection with its
violation of 2 U.S.C. §434(b).

b) Find no probable cause to believe that Robert
Campbell violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

c) Close the file.

OCommissioners Aikens, McGarry, Thamson, and Tiermnan voted
affirmmatively for the decision. Commissioners Harris and
Reiche dissented.

Attest:

L)lo/S/

Date ’ Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D ¢ 20463

MEMORANDUM T0: CHARLES STEELE

~

[l
FROM: MARJIORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTBR‘%L'
DATE: JUNE 2, 1981
SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1196 Memorandum to the
Commission, dated May 29, 1981; Received in
oCs, 5-29-81, 3:49
The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote ktasis at 11:00, June 1, 1981.

Commissioner Reiche submitted én objection to
the above-named memorandum at 4:27, June 1, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session
Agenda for Tuesday, June 9, 1981. A copy of Commissioner

Reiche's vnte sheet with comments is attached.

Attachment:
Vote sheet




FEDERAL ELECTION FOMN@S}ON

1325 K STREET \J\%\
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

Date and Time Transmitted: MONDAY, 6-1-¢t_,

11:00
)

Commissioner McGARRY, AIKENS, TIFRNAN, THOMSON, REICHE, HAR:ZIS

RETURN TO OFFICE OF COMMISSION SECRETARY BY: WEDNESDAY, JUNE 3, 1¢ 1,

11:00

MUR No. 1196 Memorandum to the Commission, dated May 29

. LB

approve the recommendation

I object tc the recommendation

° .
Date: erl ‘2[ Signature: MM_

A DEEINITEIVOTE IS QEQUIRED AND ALY, SHEETS SIGNED AND DAT .2

PLEASES RETURMIONGY  THE! VO SSSETS 1o TEEVOFRICE OF THE

CNMMISSION SECRETR°Y VO LATCR THAN THR DATE ANMD TIME SHOW
ABOVZ. o

<&

%
274.191® .




May 29, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

pakayson:5-29-81

cc: Callahan




BEF& THE FEDERAL ELECTION com.ussxous"' W
April 17, 1981 LU

OKEN; | =

In the Matter of

MUR 1396\0397 Pd: 59

Cardenas for Congress Committee
Robert S. Campbell, et al

ep—— T T2

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint filed by

I. BACKGROUND

Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe that the Cardenas
for Congress Campaign Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b) by failing
to report receipt of a $125 contribution from Gary Turner.

On that same date, the Commission found reason to believe
that Robert S. Campbell (former Vice President of Dadeland National
Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. §441f. The Commission's determination was
based on Turner's allegation that Campbell debited his personal
account at the Dadeland Bank without Turner's authorization, for
the purpose of making a contribution to the Cardenas campaign. The
contribution appeared to have been reported by the Cardenas Camﬁaign
as a $125 -'contribution from Robert Campbell.

Additionally, during the course of our iﬁbestigation, it was
discovered that Walter Scott accused Robert Campbell of misappro-
priating $150 of his money which was also allegedly contributed to the
Cardenas Campaign without his authorization. On April 7, 1981, the
General Counsel' brief recommending no probable cause to believe
Robert Campbell violated §441f was mailed to the respondent.

II. EVIDENCE/ANALYSIS

(See OGC Brief Re: Robert Campbell dated April 2, 1981)
The complainant submitted a copy of a debit memo from the

Dadeland National Bank which indicated that $125 contribution had




been made to the Cardenas Campaign from Turner's personal account
pursuant to his request. Turner denies that he authorized the

contribution.

The Cardenas reports do not reflect receipt of any contribution

from Turner and the Committee has been unable to explain th the
contribution was not reported. The Committee does report receipt
of $125 from Robert Campbell on May 23, 1980, the day after Turner's
account was debited but it is not known whose contribution that entry
represents.

Robert Campbell has stated under oath that he delivered the
$125 contribution to the campaign with a pledge card indicating that
the contribution was from Gary Turner. Campbell theorized that the
campaign workers may have inadvertently attributed the contribution
to him because he delivered it _and because the check was signed by
him in his capacity as Vice President to theDadeland Bank; the
pledge card cannot be accounted for, however.

Another contribution not reported by the committee was $156
from Walter Scott. Mr. Scott also denies authorizing the contribution
which was made from proceeds of a loan which he obtained from
Dadeland Bank. The committee reports do not show even a single
$150 contribution during the time period in which it was made.
Robert Campbell has stated that Scott's accountant, James Fisher,
authorized the contribution and that a pledge card filled out by
Fisher accompanied that contribution as well; this pledge card is
also unaccounted for.

The Cardenas campaign has not provided an éxplanation surrounding

its failure to report the two contributions other than the fact that




the campaign received over $260,000 in contributions and did have a
cash on hand discrepancy which was never reconcilled. While the
committee maintained its pledge cards, it was reluctant to undertake

a search for the two pledge cards pertinent to this case. Therefore,

on January 16, 1981, the Commission issued an order to the treasurer

of the committee in connection with its contributor records. The
response to the order indicates that a search of contributor records
was completed but did not reveal documented contributions from

Turner or Scott. However, counsel for the respondent committee states
that the subject contributions may be part of $3,000 in unitemized
contributions reported by the committee.

The 1976 amendments to the FECA required committees to itemize
receipt of all contributions which aggregated in excess of $100 per
vear. Thus, both the contributions at issue here should have been
itemized by the Cardenas committee. The 1979 amendments to the FECA
have raised the threshold for itemizing contributions to aggregate
amounts in excess of $200 under 2 U.S.C. §434(b) (3) (A). )

We have received contradictory evidence in this case regarding
the actual source of the subject contributions. While the Cardenas
campaign reported receiving a $125 contribution from Robert Campbell
on May 23, 1978, it is uncertain whether that entry represents the
same contribution which allegedly should have been attributed to
Turner. Additionally, the committee is unable to report the source
of the $150 contribution (wihich according to Campbell should be
attributed to Walter Scott). Mr. Scott has denied authorizing the
contribution and was subsequently reimbursed by the bank. Therefore,

the committee is not in a position to voluntarily comply with the

Act by filing amended reports reflecting the source of these




contributions because the information is uncettain at best. For the
above stated reasons, this office recommends that the Commission
take no further action in connection with the committee's reporting
violation in light of the fact that further pursuit of this matter
would not provide information enabling the respondent to comply with
2 U.S.C. §434(b).

Counsel for Campbell has not filed a responsive brief to the
General Counsel's Brief of April 7, 1981. Thus, it appears that
the respondent concurs with the General Counsel's recommendation
of a finding of no probable cause to believe a violation has been
committed . Therefore, in light of the fact that there is not
sufficient evidence to indicate that Robert Campbell has made a
contribution in the name of another, it is recommended that the
Commission find no probable cause to believe that Campbell has
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

III. RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Commission:
(1) Take no further action against the Cardenas for Congress
Committee "in connection with its violation of 2 U.S.C. §434(h);
(2) Find no probable cause to believe Robert Campbell violated
2 U.S.C. §441f; and

(3) Close the file.

22 Ao b\

Data

General Counsel

Attachment
Letter to complainant (1 page)
Notification letters (two pages)
Brief of OGC (2 pages)
( 5 total pages )
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary B. Turner

420 South Dixie Highway
Suite 3F

Coral Gables, Florida 33147

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Turner:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on March 24, 1980, concerning the Cardenas for
Congress Campaign.

Based on your complaint, the Commission determined there
was reason to believe that: (1) the Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Ccmmittee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b): (2) the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. §441b; and (3) Robert Campbell
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f, provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and instituted an investiga-
tion Qf this matter. After an investigation was conducted and
briefs of the General Counsel and the respondents were con-
sidered, the Commission concluded that there was no probable
cause to believe that Robert Campbell or the Dadeland Bank
violated the Act. On April » 1981, the Commission voted to
take no further action against the Cardenas Committee's Vviolation
of 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Accordingly, the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials tco appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of
the Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. §437g
(a) (8).

If vou have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Roger Goldman

Barron, Lehman & Cardenas, P.A.
888 Brickell Avenue

Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Goldman:

On June 3, 1980, the Commission found reascn to believe
that your client, the Cardenas for Congress Committee, had
violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaian Act of 1971, as amended in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, on , 1981, after con-
sidering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
determined to take no further action and closed its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days.
Should you wich to submit any materials tc appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

-

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGION, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley and Shobat
200 S.E. First Street

Miami, Florida 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on 1981,
that there is no probable cause to believe that your client
viclated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
February 18, 1981

In the Matter of

)
) MUR #1196
)

Robert S. Campbell
et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarizsd complaint
filed by Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe
that Robert S. Camprbell (former Vice President of Dadeland
Naticnal Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. §441£f. The Commission's
determination was based on Turner's allegation that Campbell
depited his personal account at the Dadeland Banx without
Turner's authorization, for the purpcse of making a contri-
bution to the Cardenas campaign. The contribution appears
to have been reported by the Carcenas Campaign as a 3125
contributicn £rom Reobert Camebell.
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However, counsel for the Cardenas Committee states that the
subject contribution may be part of $3,000 in unitemized
contributions reported by the Committee.

Campbell suggests that since the contribution was
delivered by him and the check was signed by him, it may have
been inadvertently attributed to him by the Cardenas Committee.

With respect to Walter Scott's allegation, it is
Campbell's position that James Fisher, Scott's accountant, =
authorized the transaction. To the best of Campbell's recollec-
tion, Mr. Fisher filled out a pledge card to accompany the
contribution which was picked up by a campaign runner along
with the cashiers check; this pledge card is unaccounted for,
also. The $150 :transaction in issue has been reimbursed to
Scott by the Dadeland Bank.

The Cardenas Committee has not been able to provide
an explanation as to why the $125 contribution from Turner was
apparently itemized as being from Campbell nor was an explanation
given as to why the $150 contribution from Scott was not reported
at all. We have obtained no evidence to support or refute Turner's
or Scott's allecacions; we merely have contradictory responses
submitted under oath.

in licht of the fact that there is not sufficient

indicate that Campcell hec made a coniribution

another, it is reccmmended that the Commission

cause to bslieve that Robert Campoell has
§441%.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the n\at;ter of

Cardenas for Congress Camnittee
Robert S. Campbell, et al

)
) MUR 1196
)
)

CERTTFICATION

I, Lena L. Stafford, Recording Secretary for the Federal
Election Camnission's Executive Session on April 30, 1981, do hereby
certify that the Conmission decided in a vote of 6-0 to refer the
above-titled matter with regard to MUR 1196 back to the General
Counsel to elicit camments fram the Reports Analysis Division and
the Audit Division and to report the General Counsel's recammendation
therein.

Cammissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thamson,
and Tiernan voted affirmatively.

Attest:

J-45- 5/ j A /Z, ,é%% L. &

Date Recording Secretary




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

J
N

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUS'.I’ER&-)(l
DATE: APRIL 27, 1981 L
SUBJECT: OEJECTION - MUR 1196 General Counsel's: Report,
dated April 17, 1981; Received in OCS, 4-22-81,
The above-named document was circulated on a 48 e

hour vote basis at 11:00, Aoril 23, 1981.

Commissioner Reiche submitted aﬁ objection at 9:48,
April 27, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Sessiocn
Agenda for Thursday, April 30, 1981. A copy of Commissioner

Reiche's vote sheet with comments is attached.

Attachment:
Vote Sheet




FEDERAL il,ecguomgcot&mnssuorq

1325 K srhm N
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Date and Time Transmitted; THURSDAY, 4-23-81,
11:00

. Commissioner McGARRY, AIKENS, TIERNAN, THOMSON, REICHE, HARRIS

RETURN TO OFFICE OF COMMISSION SECRETARY BY: MONDAY, APRIL 27, 1981,

11:00

MUR No. 1196 General Counsel's Report, dated April 17, 1981

signed April 22, 1981
(& 9) approve the recommendation
( I object to the recommendation °

te: ﬁlﬂlzl Signature: Q !‘aé ‘QE ‘g ?elﬁz’at

A DEFINITE VOTF IS RENUIRED AND ALL SHEETS SIGNED AND DATED.
PLEARSE"RETURI ONLY THI VOTE SYEETS TO TPFZ OFFICE OF THE
COMMISSION SECRETARY NO LATTR THAN THF DATE AND TIME SHOWN
ABOVZC.

@%




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

%

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE ;&

-~

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER/yka

T

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION
DATE: APRIL 27, 1981
SUBJECT: ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MUR 1196, General Counsel's
Report, dated April 17, 1981; Received in 0OCS,
April 22, 1981, 4:59
You were notified previously of an objection by
Commissioner Reiche.
Commissicner Harris submitted an additional objection
at 10:49, April 27, 1981.
This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Thursday, April 30, 1981.




april 223, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.
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In the Matter of

MUR 1396ppR22 P 4% 59

Cardenas for Congress Committee
Robert S. Campbell, et al

cnean comeew's e SENSITIVE

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint filed by

I. BACKGROUND

Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe that the Cardenas
for Congress Campaign Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b) by failing
to report receipt of a $125 contribution from Gary Turner.

On that same date, the Commission found reason to believe
that Robert S. Campbell (former Vice President of Dadeland National
Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. §441f. The Commission's determination was
based on Turner's allegation that Campbell debited his personal
account at the Dadeland Bank without Turner's authorization, for
the purpose of making a contribution to the Cardenas campaign. The
contribution appeared to have been reported by the Cardenas Campaign
as a $125 contribution from Robert Campbell.

Additionally, during the course of our investigation, it was
discovered that Walter Scott accused Robert Campbell of misappro-
priating $150 of his money which was also allegedly contributed to the
Cardenas Campaign without his authorization. On April 7, 1981, the
General Counsel' brief recommending no probable cause to believe
Robert Campbell violated §441f was mailed to the respondent.

II. EVIDENCE/ANALYSIS

(See OGC Brief Re: Robert Campbell dated April 2, 1981)
The complainant submitted a copy of a debit memo from the

Dadeland National Bank which indicated that $125 contribution had




been made to the Cardenas Campaign from Turner's personal account
pursuant to his request. Turner denies that he authorized the
contribution.

The Cardenas reports do not reflect receipt of any contribution
from Turner and the Committee has been unable to explain why the
contribution was not reported. The Committee does report receipt
of $125 from Robert Campbell on May 23, 1980, the day after Turner's
account was debited but it is not known whose contribution that entry
represents.

Robert Campbell has stated under oath that he delivered the
$125 contribution to the campaign with a pledge card indicating that
the contribution was from Gary Turner. Campbell theorized that the
campaign workers may have inadvertently attributed the contribution
to him because he delivered it and because the check was signed by
him in his capacity as Vice President to theDadeland Bank; the
pledge card cannot be accounted for, however.

Another coﬁtribution not reported by the committee was $150
from Walter Scott. Mr. Scott also denies authorizing the contribution
which was made from proceeds of a loan which he obtained from
Dadeland Bank. The committee reports do not show even a single
$150 contribution during the time period in which it was made.

Robert Campbell has stated that Scott's accountant, James Fisher,

authorized the contribution and that a pledge card filled out by

Fisher accompanied that contribution as well; this pledge card is
also unaccounted for.
The Cardenas campaign has not provided an explanation surrounding

its failure to report the two contributions other than the fact that




the campaign received over $260,000 in contributions and did have a

cash on hand discrepancy which was never reconcilled. While the

committee maintained its pledge cards, it was reluctant to undertake

a search for the two pledge cards pertinent to this case. Therefore,
on January 16, 1981, the Commission issued an order to the treasurer
of the committee in connection with its contributor . records. The
response to the order indicates that a search of contributor records
was completed but did not reveal documented contributions from
Turner or Scott. However, counsel for the respondent committee states
that the subject contributions may be part of $3,000 in unitemized
contributions reported by the committee.

The 1976 amendments to the FECA required committees to itemize
receipt of all contributions which aggregated in excess of $1006 per
year. Thus, both the contributions at issue here should have been
itemized by the Cardenas committee. The 1979 amendments to the FECA
have raised the threshold for itemizing contributions to aggregate
amounts in excess of $200 under 2 U.S.C. §434(b) (3) (7).

We have received contradictory evidence in this case regarding
the actual source of the subject contributions. While the Cardenas
campaign reported receiving a $125 contribution from Robert Campbell
on May 23, 1978, it is uncertain whether that entry represents.the

.-same contribution which allegedly should have been attributed to
Turner. Additionally, the committee is unable to report the source
of the $150 contribution (which according to Campbell should be
attributed to Walter Scott). Mr. Scott has denied authorizing the
contribution and was subsequently reimbursed by the bank. Therefore,
the committee is not in a position to voluntarily comply with the

Act by filing amended reports reflecting the source of these




o @

contributions because the information is uncertain at best. For the
above stated reasons, this office recommends that the Commission
take no further action in connection with the committee's reporting
violation in light of the fact that further pursuit of this matter
would not provide information enabling the respondent to comply with
2 U.S.C. §434(Db).

Counsel for Campbell has not filed a responsive brief to the
General Counsel's Brief of April 7, 1981. Thus, it appears that
the respondent concurs with the General Counsel's recommendation
of a finding of no probable cause to believe a violation has been
committed » Therefore, in light of the fact that there is not
sufficient evidence to indicate that Robert Campbell has made a
contribution in the name of another, it is recommended that the
Commission find no probable cause to believe that Campbell has
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

III. RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Commission:
(1) Take no further action against the Cardenas for Congress
Committee in connection with its violation of 2 U.S.C. §434(b);
(2) Find no probable cause to believe Robert Campbell violated
2 U.S.C. §441f; and

(3) Close the file.

22 kil \S4§ ¢

Dat

General Counsel

Attachment
Letter to complainant (1 page)
Notification letters (two pages)
Brief of OGC (2 pages)
( 5 total pages )




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary B. Turner

420 South Dixie Highway
Suite 3F

Coral Gables, Florida 33147

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Turner:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on March 24, 1980, concerning the Cardenas for
Congress Campaign.

Based on your complaint, the Commission determined there
was reason to believe that: (1) the Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b); (2) the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. §441b; and (3) Robert Campbell
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f, provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and instituted an investiga-
tion Qf this matter. After an investigation was conducted and
briefs of the General Counsel and the respondents were con-
sidered, the Commission concluded that there was no probable
cause to believe that Robert Campbell or the Dadeland Bank
violated the Act. On April . 1981, the Commission voted to
take no further action against the Cardenas Committee's violation
of 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Accordingly, the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of
the Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. §437g
(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Roger Goldman

Barron, Lehman & Cardenas, P.A.
888 Brickell Avenue

Miami, Florida 33131

Dear Mr. Goldman:

On June 3, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that your client, the Cardenas for Congress Committee, had
violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, on , 1981, after con-
sidering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
determined to take no further action and closed its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley and Shobat
200 S.E. First Street

Miami, Florida 33131

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Sonnett:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on 1981,
that there is no probable cause to believe that your client
violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1196, has been closed. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days. Should you wish
to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days.

If you have any questions, contact Suzanne Callahan at
(202) .523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
February 18, 1981

In the Matter of

)
) MUR #1196
)

Robert S. Campbell
et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint
filed by Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe
that Robert S. Campbell (former Vice President of Dadeland
National Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. §441f. The Commission's
determination was based on Turner's allegation that Campbell
debited his personal account at the Dadeland Bank without
Turner's authorization, for the purpose of making a contri-
bution to the Cardenas campaign. The contribution appears
to have been reported by the Cardenas Campaign as a $125
contribution from Robert Campbell.

Additionally, during the course of our investigation,
it was disccvered that Walter Scott has accused Robert Campbell
of misappropriating $150 of his money which was also allegedly
contributed to the Cardenas Campaign without his authorization.

II. Legal and Factual Analysis

Campbell responded to Turner's allegations by and
through counsel stating that it is his position that "any
monies debited from the account of Mr. Turner were done pursuant
to his regquest and that [Campbell] in no way" intended to or did
violate the Act.

Campbell has stated, under oath, that with Turner's
authorization, he debited his account and submitted a cashiers
check along with a pledge card in Turner's name to the Cardenas
Committee. Campbell has stated that Turner was a personal
friend of his and that he agreed to purchase tickets to a
fundraising dinner after being solicited by Campbell. The
Cardenas Committee, however, was unable to produce this pledge
card and was reluctant to undertake a search of its records to
determine if cne existed. Therefore, con January 16, 1981, the
Commission issued an order to the treasurer of the Committee in
connection with its contributor records. The response to the
order indicates that a sezrch of contributor r=cords was completed
bBut did not reveal decumented contriblutions from Turner or Scott.
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However, counsel for the Cardenas Committee states that the
subject contribution may be part of $3,000 in unitemized
contributions reported by the Committee.

Campbell suggests that since the contribution was
delivered by him and the check was signed by him, it may have
been inadvertently attributed to him by the Cardenas Committee.

With respect to Walter Scott's allegation, it is
Campbell's position that James Fisher, Scott's accountant, n
authorized the transaction. To the best of Campbell's recollec-
tion, Mr. Fisher filled out a pledge card to accompany the
contribution which was picked up by a campaign runner along
with the cashiers check:; this pledge card is unaccounted for,
also. The $150 transaction in issue has been reimbursed to
Scott by the Dadeland Bank.

The Cardenas Committee has not been able to provide
an explanation as to why the $125 contribution from Turner was
apparently itemized as being from Campbell nor was an explanation
given as to why the $150 contribution from Scott was not reported
at all. We have obtained no evidence to support or refute Turner's
or Scott's allegations; we merely have contradictory responses
submitted under oath.

In light of the fact that there is not sufficient
evidence to indicate that Campbell has made a contribution
in the name of another, it is recommended that the Commission
find no prcbable cause to believe that Robert Campbell has
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

A}

It is recommended that the Commission find no probable
cause to believe that Robert Campbell violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

,y/<7:i/”

g o3 A A

- N 5 4y L, ;

2 bt &8 77

Date u N. Steele
General Counsel




April 2, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the

Commissionoon an informational basis. Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K SIREET NW. 8; APP\ 2 P‘I: 30

WASHINGTON D€ . 20463

April 2, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steew
General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR #1196

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief
stating the position of the General Counsel on the legal and
factual issues of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this
brief and a letter notifying the responcent of the General
Counsel's intent to recommend to the Commission a finding
of no probable cause to believe was mailed on April 2,

1981. Following receipt of the Respondent's reply to this
notice, this Office will make a further report to the Commission.

Attachments

l. Brief
2. Letter to Respondent




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
February 18, 1981

In the Matter of

)
) MUR #1196
)

Robert S. Campbell
et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint
filed by Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe
that Robert S. Campbell (former Vice President of Dadeland
National Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. §441f. The Commission's
determination was based on Turner's allegation that Campbell
debited his personal account at the Dadeland Bank without
Turner's authorization, for the purpose of making a contri-
bution to the Cardenas campaign. . The contribution appears
to have been reported by the Cardenas Campaign as a $125
contribution from Robert Campbell.

Additionally, during the course of our investigation,
it was discovered that Walter Scott has accused Robert Campbell
of misappropriating $150 of his money which was also allegedly
contributed to the Cardenas Campaign without his authorization.

II. Legal and Factual Analysis

Campbell responded to Turner's allegations by and
through counsel stating that it is his position that "any
monies debited from the account of Mr. Turner were done pursuant
to his request and that [Campbell] in no way" intended to or did
violate the Act.

Campbell has stated, under oath, that with Turner's
authorization, he debited his account and submitted a cashiers
check along with a pledge card in Turner's name to the Cardenas
Committee. Campbell has stated that Turner was a personal
friend of his and thhat he agreed to purchase tickets to a
fundraising dinner after being solicited by Campbell. The
Cardenas Committee, however, was unable to produce this pledge
card and was reluctant to undertake a search of its records to
determine if one existed. Therefore, on January 16, 1981, the
Commission issued an order to the treasurer of the Committee in
connection with its contributor records. The response to the
order indicates that a search of contributor records was completed
but did not reveal documented contributions from Turner or Scott.
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However. counsel for the Cardenas Committee states that the

subject contribution may be part of $3,000 in unitemized
contributions reported by the Committee.

Campbell suggests that since the contribution was
delivered by him and the check was signed by him, it may have
been inadvertently attributed to him by the Cardenas Committee.

with respect to Walter Scott's allegation, it is
Campbell's position that James Fisher, Scott's accountant,
authorized the transaction. To the best of Campbell's recollec-
tion, Mr. Fisher filled out a pledge card to accompany the
contribution which was picked up by a campaign runner along
with the cashiers check; this pledge card is unaccounted for,
also. The $150 transaction in issue has been reimbursed to
Scott by the Dadeland Bank.

The Cardenas Committee has not been able to provide
an explanation as to why the $125 contribution from Turner was
apparently itemized as being from Campbell nor was an explanation
given as to why the $150 contribution from Scott was not reported
at all. We have obtained no evidence to support or refute Turner's
or Scott's allegations; we merely have contradictory responses
submitted under oath.

In light of the fact that there is not sufficient
evidence to indicate that Campbell has made a contribution
in the name of another, it is recommended that the Commission
find no probable cause to believe that Robert Campbell has
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f€f.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

It is recommended that the Commission find no probable
cause to believe that Robert Campbell violated 2 U.S.C. §441f.

2 6&-&; 4 \& K\

Date

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 N STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON ,D.C. 20463
April 2, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley & Shohat
200 S.E. First Street

Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on
March 24, 1980, and information supplied by your client, the
Commission determined on June 3, 1980 that there was reason
to believe that Robert Campbell had violated 2 U.S.C. §441f,
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not
approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt
of this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also
be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Cbmmission before proceed-
ing to a vote of no probable cause to believe a violation
has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact
Suzanne Callahan at (202) 523-4057.

arles N.‘Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

April 7, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Garry B. Turner

420 south Dixie Highway
Suite 3F

Coral Gables, Florida 33147

Dear Mr. Turner:

This is in response to your letter of March 23, 1981,
in which you request information pertaining to the complaint
filed by you with the Commission.

The Federal Election Campaign Act prohibits any person
from making public the fact of any notification or investi-
gation by the Commission unless the party being investigated
has agreed in writing that the matter be made public. See
437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A). Because there has been
no written agreement that the matter be made public, we are
not in a position to release any information at this time.

As you were informed by letter of March 31, 1980, we
will notify you as soon as the Commission determines what
action should be taken.

-o-_-‘
Show to wham, dats and addroms of dalivery... ¢

RESTRICTED DELIVERY

-

to wham snd date delrveredeccoococosccem@
RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

"~ iShow to wham, date, and address of delfivery.$ .
Al - :
s {CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) : B

2 ARTICLE ADORESSLD TO:

O Show to whom and date deliviredeeeceaa.e

; Show
Gary Turner o SRR
Coral Hables, FL 331

1. The following service is requested (check ene.)




Gd!:}' B . Turn er

A«orm.?' at Law

©800:South Dadelamd Bodovarde i Dadeland Towers « Miami Floride 33156+ Telephoae (305) 6887880,

420 So., Dixie Highway, Suite 3F, Coral Gables, Fla, 33147 666-2831

March 23, 1981

Chas. N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
washington, D. C., 20463

RE: Gary B, Turner v, Cardenas, et. al.

Dear Mr. Steele:

On or about March 24, 1980, I filed the referred Complaint
with the F.E.C. I received your letter dated March 31, 1980 ac-
knowledcing receipt of this Complaint and assuring me that I would
be notified by the Commission as to the disposition of this matter.
As of the date of this letter, one year has now elapsed without any
further communication from your office.

Please provide me with a status report at your earliest
convenience.

Siyicerely,

Gary B§ Turne:éi é SeT—y

P.&., Please note the address chance above.




Gary B. Turner .

Attorney at Law MLt .
=420 So. Dixie Highway WEIVED
ymSuite 3F A"

Coral Gables, Fla. 33147 ki aisiaa el dl= 0
’ I MARE AR : B4

Cchas. N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Tlection Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463




Warron, Fehman & Gurdenns, P. A,

RONALD M. BARRON ‘@88 BRICKELL AVENUE
ALBERTO R. CARDENAS 248 FLOOR

RocgRr S, GOLDMAN Miami, FLORIDA 33131
RICHARD S. LEMMAN

MR Maen TCLEPHONE (308) 374-4747
ANDREW J. MARRUS i ea
GRrEaORY C. Picken e i -
Bruck Jay ToLAND

rebruary 5, 1981

de 9634 |

E¢

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

In response to the Order of the Chairman of the Federal
Election Commission of January 16, 1981, I have been in
contact with Mr. Richard Krissel, Treasurer, Cardenas for
Congress Committee and Mr. Krissel responds to the questions
contained therein in the following manner:

l. Provide a detalled statement which will show how the
contributor information cards were maintained during
the campaign, i.e. alphabetical, chronological by
date, etc.; if any changes have been made, describe
the changes in detail. State whether these records
are available for Commission inspection.

A contributor information card index was maintained

and kept in an alphabetical listing. On the back of each
contributor card was the amount and date of the contri-
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butions by a particular contributor.
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Mr. Charles N. Steele
February 5, 1981
Page Two

3, State whether the Committee's contributor information
records, including, but not limited to, contributor
cards show that Walter Scott and Gary Turner made
contributions of $150 and $125 respectively to the
Cardenas for Congress Conmittee.

The Committee's contributor information records,
including but not limited to, contributor cards do not
show any record of contributions by Walter Scott and Gary
Turner of $150 and $125 respectively. Plecase see the
response to question 8 of the Sentember 16, 1980 letter
of Mr. Mark Dienstag.

4. State whether or not the Committee records show that
Walter Scott or Gary Turner made any contributiens
to the Comuittee at any time during the campaign.

The Committee records do not reflect any contributions
Walter Scott or Gary Turner at any time during the

NpaLEn.
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Mr. Charles N. Steele

February 5, 1981
Page Three

state in what manner the information referred to In
question 7 was usually provided to the committee (i.e.
pre-printed forms, 3x5 index cards etc.)

The information referred to in question 7 was usually
provided to the committee by means of 3x5 index cards.

You will note that the October 1975 Report of Receipts
and Expenditures of the Cardenas for Congress Committee
contained approximately $3,000.00 in contributions which were
reported to the Comnission but not credited to any particular
contributor. It Ls possible that the alleged contributions of
Walter Scott and/or Gary Turner were contained within that sum.

If you have any questions relative to the foregoing,
please contact the undersigned at (305) 374-4747,

Very truly yours,

Kege Milhon

3 NTNT Yy T N
ROGER GOLDMAN
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

.
-

January 16, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark A. Dienstag, Esqg.
Cardenas, Amador & Dienstag
1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

Re: MUR 1196

Mr. Dienstag:

On January 15, 1981, the Commission voted to deny
your request of an extension of time until March 1,
1981 in which to respond to the questions previously
sent to you.

Accordingly, the Federal Election Commission has
issued the attached Order which requires Richard
Krissel to provide specific information which will
assist it in carrying out its statutory duty of super-
vising compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act.

It is required that the requested information be
submitted under oath within ten days of your receipt
of this order.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Suzanne Callahan at (202) 523-4057.

ey
SinqugdSZ/,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Order
Questions
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark A. Dienstag, Esqg.
Cardenas, Amador & Dienstag
1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Dienstag:

On January , 1981, the Commission voted to deny
vour request of an extension of time until March 1,
1981 in which to respond to the questions previously
SEREEEOMS LN

Accordingly, the Federal Election Commission has
issued the attached Order which requires Richard
Krissel to provide specific information which will
assist it in carrying out its statutory duty of super-
vising compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act.

It is required that the reguested information be
submitted under oath within ten days of your receipt
of this order.

If you have any guestions please direct them to
Suzanne Callahan at (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Englasure

Order

Quuestions
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

-~

y MUR 1196
Cardenas for Congress
‘* Committee et. al.
QRDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Richard Krissel

Treasurer, Cardenas for Congress Committee

c/o Mark Dienstag, Esq.

1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a) (1), and in furtherance
of its investigation in the above-styled matter, the
Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must
be forwarded to the Commission within 10 days of your
receipt of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C.

7 /9%
on this /ézzzday of ;#ﬁknbaf;?éﬁ . }3%6(

ATTEST:

el ~ oy /Z /
%{Z@/&;& &l LY é/”/?//z'i 9774:_/

Marjoraie W. Emmons /= 16=5f
Secneﬂary to the Commission
p—

Attachment (s)
Questions (2 pages)




Questions to Richard Krissél
MUR 1196

In your response to interrogatories which you filed with the
Commission on September 16, 1980, you state that committee
procedures in connection with receipt of contributions and
documentat1on 6t contributor information wers as follows:
LY
No photos of checks were kept. All checks, however,
were checked @5 to previous contributors [sic] from
same individual. After checking as to whether or not
the contributor had made a previous ccntributiocn, then
the neme of the new contributor was added to the list
in the event that there had been no orevious contri-
bution. If there had been & previous contribution

from this individual,

same would be added next to

the individual's criginal

contribution on the list.

All of the foregoing was kept on a quarterly basis
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statement which will show how the contri-
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are available for Commission inspection.
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ively to the Cardenas for Congress Committee.

re- N
Deta

.n
e

3

172]




Questiens to Richa Krissel ‘
Page Two

State whether or not the Committee records show that
Walter Scott or Gary Turner made any contributions to
the Committee at any- tile during the campaign.

- -
-

\

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is negative, provide
a detail statement which shows the records searched, the
individual or individuals who searched said records and
the method utilized by the individual(s).

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is affirmative, provide
the amount, and date of each contribution and the method
of contributing e.g. bv check, pledge, cash.

State what contributor information (i.e. occupation, principal
place of business) volunteer fundraisers were required to
provide the ccmmittee with contributions to the campaign.

State in what manner the information referred to in question 7

was usually prcvided to the committee (i.e. pre-printed forms,
35 index cards etc.)

In li=su of detailed statements, copies of records reflecting
the contributions may be submitted.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY v
DATE: JANUARY 16, 1981

SUBJECT: ORDER IN RELATION TO MUR 1196

The attached order, approved by a vote of 6-0 on

January 15, 1981, has been signed and sealed this date.

ATTACHMENT:
Order - Krissel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1196
Robert Campbell
Dadeland National Bank
Cardenas for Congress Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 15,
1981, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the
following actions regarding MUR 1196:

1. Deny respondent's request for an
extension of time.

2. Authorize the Order and cover letter,
as attached to the General Counsel's
memorandum, to be issued to Richard
Rrissel, Treasurer of the Cardenas
for Congress Committee.
Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,
and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

x/

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Memorandum - undated
Received in Office of the Secretary of the Commission: 1-13-81, 12:32
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-13-81, 4:00




January 13, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Pleaee have the attached Memo to the Commission
distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. SteW
General Counse

SUBJECT: Authorization to Issue an Order in
connection with MUR 1196

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint,
the Commission: (1) found reason to believe that the
Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee violated 2
U.S.C. § 434(b) by failing to report receipt of a $12z5
contribution from Gary B. Turner; (2) found reason to
believe that the Dadeland National Bank violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b by contributing $150 to the Cardenas Campaign
Committee; and (3) found reason to kelieve that Robert
S. Campbell (former Vice President of Dadeland National
Bank) violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f by debiting Gary Turner's
personal account at the Dadeland Bank without Turner's
authorization, for the purpose of making contributions
to the Cardenas Campaign.

On June 17, 1980, the Commission approved the
General Counsel's recommendation to send Orders/Subpoenas
to Dadeland National Bank and Robert S. Campbell in order
to ascertain whether the allegations made by the
complainant were true. As a result of the responses
received to the Orders/Subpoenas, additional questions
were sent to Robert Campbell, the Dadeland National Bank
and the Cardenas for Congress Committee on August 8, 1980.

In light of the fact that we received contradictory
responses to our questions, eight follow-up questions
were sent to the Cardenas campaign on October 20, 1980.
Counsel for the Cardenas Committee requested an extension
of time until December 1, 1980, in which to respond.
However, no response was filed and on December 12, 1980,
counsel requested an extension "of at least until March 1,
1981, " in which to file a response because Mr. Cardenas
is working on the Reagan Transition team in Washington.
({letter attached)




It is the view of this office that counsel's request
is excessive. Since all the requested documents are in
Miami and are accessible to respondent's counsel as well
as other staff members, it is recommended that the
Commission issue the attached Order to Answer Questions.
The requested information is needed in order to make a
recommendation to the Commission with respect to Robert
Campbell's possible violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441 (f).

Recommendation

L Deny Respondent's request for an extension of time.
26 Authorize the attached Order and cover letter to be
issued to Richard Krissel, Treasurer of the Cardenas for
Congress Committee.

Attachments
Letter from Dienstag
Copy of Order (1)
Copy of cover letter (1)
Authorization form

(6 total pages)
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Curdenas, Amador & Bienstng

4o neel? all: 54

ALBERTO R, CARDENAS 2%° FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILDING
ROLANDO A, AMADOR 1230 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD
Mark A. DiENSTAG Miami, FLORIDA 33132

TELEPHONE (30%) 388-3700
December 12,

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election
Commission, Washington D.C.
20463

RE: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Steele:

Please excuse this delay in writing you relative to the
above-captioned matter. However, the parties who would give the
most information relative to the questions posed are currently
working with the Transition Team 1in Washington D.C. Included
with those individuals is, of course, Mr. Alberto Cardenas who
although has already been cleared by your committee of any
wrongdoing, mignt have access to seome off the records whieh we
would supply.

I am sure you are aware that the work currently being
done by the Transition Team in Washington D.C. 1is extremely
complex and time-consuming and as such, through date hereof I
have been unable to elther obtain sworn statements which you
reguested or alternatively been able to review and forward you
relevant records.

Needless to say it has been impossible for us to comply
December 1, 1980 deadline in view of all relevant
lease be adviced that we are requesting an extension

until March 1, 1981.

VAR R L N O DS

CARDENAS, AMADOR & DIENSTAG

Lbicls [igsn

MARK DIENSTAG
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1196
Cardenas for Congress
Committee et. al.
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS
.Richard Krissel
Treasurer, Cardenas for Congress Committee
c/o0 Mark Dienstag, Esqg.
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33132
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l), and in furtherance
of 1ts investigation in the above-stvled matter, the
Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers tc the gquestions attached to this Order.
Sucnh answers must be submitted under oath and must
be forwarded to the Commission within 10 days of youxr
receipt of this Order.
WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the lederal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C.

on this day of

John W. McGarry
Chailrman

ARSI

Marjorys W. Emmons

Secrotary to the Commission

Attachment (s)
Questions (2 pages)
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Questions to Richard Krissel
MUR 1196

In your response to interrogatories which you filed with the
Commission on September 16, 1980, you state that committee
procedures in connection with receipt of contributions and
documentation of contributor information were as follows:

No photos of checks were kept. All checks, however,
were checked as to previous centributors [sic] from
same 1ndividual. After checking as to whether or not
tne contributor had made a previous ccentribution, then
the name of the new contributor was added to the list
in the event that there had been no previous contri-
bution. If there had been a previous contribution
from this individual, same would be added next to

the individual's original contribution on the list.
All of the foregoing was kept on a quarterly basis
with regard to the FEC reports which were required
and then aggregated in a total contributcr ligt after
those guarterly reports had been filed.

Information in the possession cf the Commission indicates that
the Ccumittee uUsed some tvpe of separate contributor cards (possikly
ndex cards"”) which identified each contributor and were used to
) identify previcus cortrlbutLb ns by contributor and (2) tabulate
gregate figures for use in ceompiling the list referred to in yout
er above. In this connection, vou are required to submit the
cllowing information.

1. Provide a detailed statement which will show how the contri-

i lon cards were maintained during the campaign,
i.e. aiphabetical, chrcnological by date, etc.; if any changes
have been made, describe the changes in detail. State whether
these recovds are availatle for Commissicn inspection.
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28 In additicn to contributor cards, describe in detail all
recerds currentlv in thc noesession of the Committee which
concain SENt LB EeTE inf;ruat*or State whether these records

are avallable ror Commission inspecticn.
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Questions to Richard Krissel
Page Two

State whether or not the Committee records show that
Walter Scott or Gary Turner made any contributions to
the Committee at any time during the campaign.

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is negative, provide
a detail statement which shows the records searched, the
individual or individuals who searched said records and
the method utilized by the individual(s).

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is affirmative, provide
the amount, and date of each contribution and the method
of contributing e.g. by check, pledge, cash.

State what contributor information (i.e. occupation, principal
place of business) volunteer fundraisers were required to
provide the committee with contributions to the campaign.

-

State in what manner the information referred to in question 7
was usually provided to the committee (i.e. pre-printed forms,
3x5 index cards etc.)

In lieu of detailed statements,

the contributions may be submitted.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark A. Dienstag, Esqg.
Cardenas, Amador & Dienstag
1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196

Mr. Dienstag:

On January , 1981, the Commission voted to deny
your request of an extension of time until March 1,
1981 in which to respond to the questions previously
SEREtECR Y e uR

Accordingly, the Federal Election Commission has
issued the attached Order which regquires Richard
Krissel to provide specific information which will
assist it in carrying out its statutory duty of super-
vising compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act.

It is required that the requested information be
submitted under oath within ten days of your receipt
of this order.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Suzanne Callahan at (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

gl P : e
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AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE ORDER

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of an
Order to the following person in connection with MUR 1196.

Richard Krissel, Treasurer
Cardenas for Congress Committee
c/o Mark Dienstag, Esqg.

1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

John W. McGarry Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

O T 2

3

9

Frank P. Reiche Robert O. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

71

Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner

Vernon Thompson
Commissioner




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 21, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Barbara E. Vicevich
SHUTTS & BOWEN

100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196

Dear Ms. Vicevich:

on November 20 , 1980, the Commission determined that
there is no probable cause to believe that the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter as it pertains to your client. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days after taking final
action with respect to all respondents in this matter. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. If you have any
questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan at 202-523-4057.

~-
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Counse
/W

enneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Barbara E. Vicevich
SHUTTS & BOWEN

100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

2 { MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

On » 1980, the Commission determined that
there is no probable cause to believe that the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter as it pertains to your client. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days after taking final
action with respect to all respondents in this matter. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. If you have any
questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan at 202-523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 1196
Dadeland National Bank
et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on November 20,
1980, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the
following actions regarding MUR 1196:

1. Find NO PROBABLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE
the Dadeland National Bank violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b.

2. Close the file as it pertains to
the Dadeland National Bank.

Commissioners Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry,
Reiche, and Tiernan voted affirmatively on this matter.

Attest:

¢/Z/faa7wzz/l4¢¢L//

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 11-18-80, 3:01
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 11-18-80, 11:00




November 18, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached General Counsel's Repott

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION. s - “i.
November 6, 1980 e AR Y 1Y

In the Matter of BU NUV|8 P3- 0'
MUR 1196
Dadeland National Bank
et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint filed
by Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe that
the Dadeland National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b by contributing
$150 to the Cardenas for Congress Committee. The Commission's
determination was based on a photocopy of a cashier's check
submitted by the complainant. The Dadeland Bank check was made

payable to Cardenas for Congress Committee and was signed by

Robert Campbell as an officer of the Bank; no remitter was listed

on the face of the check. The complainant also alleged that the
Bank debited his account in the amount of $125 for a political
contribution without his authorization. Turner submitted a copy
of the $125 debit memo upon which he based his allegation.

ITI. LEGAL ANALYSIS

See OGC Brief of October 10, 1980 and concurring letter from

respondent's counsel dated October 29, 1980.




III. RECOMMENDATION

1.

Find no probable cause to believe the Dadeland National

Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

2. Close the file as it pertains to the Dadeland National

Bank.

- - J
Charles N.
General Counsel

Attachments

l. Letter to Respondent
2. Brief of 0OGC

3. Concurring letter of Respondent
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Barbara E. Vicevich
SHUTTS & BOWEN

100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

2 ! MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

On « 1980, the Commission determined that
there is no probable cause to believe that the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441lb.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter as it pertains to your client. This matter will become
part of the public record within 30 days after taking final
action with respect to all respondents in this matter. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. If you have any
questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan at 202-523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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October 29, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission

Washington,

ATTENTION:

Dear Ms.

date wherein I advised that I had received Mr.

D.C. 20463

Ms. Suzanne Callahan

Re MUR 1196

Callahan:

Attachment'ili'kngs)
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This will confirm our telephone conversation of this

S

teele's letter

of October 27, 1980 enclosing General Counsel's Brief stating
the legal and factual issues, and General Counsel's recommen-
dation concerning the above referenced matter.

I have had an opportunity to review

the Brief, and

have conferred with my client concerning the factual and legal

issues therein stated.

As I explained during our telephone

conversation, the factual issues presented in the Brief are

correct to the best of our knowledge.

Further,

Dadeland National

Bank concurs with General Counsel's recommendations to the

Commission.

Accordingly, neither I nor my client see any rea-

son to file a brief with the Commission. Anything we could

file would simply be duplicitious, and, as a practical matter,
virtually identical to General Counsel's Brief.

If either you, or the Commission have any further

’
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SHUTTS & BOWEN

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
Page 2
October 29, 1980

questibns, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,

SHUTTS & BOWEN

e

Barbara E. Vicevich

BEV:1la

cc: Richard H. Dailey
President
Dadeland National Bank
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ATTENTION: Ms. Suzanne Callahan

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Ms. Callahan:

This will confirm our telephone conversation of this
date wherein I advised that I had received Mr. Steele's letter
of October 27, 1980 enclosing General Counsel's Brief stating
the legal and factual issues, and General Counsel's recommen-
dation concerning the above referenced matter.

I have had an opportunity to review the Brief, and
have conferred with my client concerning the factual and legal
issues therein stated. As I explained during our telephone
conversation, the factual issues presented in the Brief are
correct to the best of our knowledge. Further, Dadeland National
Bank concurs with General Counsel's recommendations to the
Cormmission. Accordingly, neither I nor my client see any rea-
son to file a brief with the Commission. Anything we could
file would simply be duplicitious, and, as a practical matter,
virtually identical to General Counsel's Brief.

If either you, or the Commission have any further




SHUTTS & BOWEN

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
Page 2
October 29, 1980

questions, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,

SHUTTS & BOWEN

BEV:la

cc: Richard H. Dailey
President
Dadeland National Bank
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
»

.KNYN FLOOR SOUTHEASY FIRSY NATIONAL BAN® BUILDING

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

ATTENTION: Ms. Suzanne Callahan




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTON . DD.C . 20463

THE COMMISSION
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY,/7"A~

OCTOBER 28, 1980

MUR 1196 - General Counsel's Brief
Memorancum to the Cammission dated 10-27-80

The attached documents are circulated for your information.

ATTACHMENTS:
1) Memo; 2) Brief:




October 27, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Memo and Brief distributed

to the Commission on an informationdl basis. Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Vicevich

SHUTTS & BOWEN

100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich: '

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on March 27,
1980, the Commission determined on June 3, 1980, that there was
reason to believe that the Dadeland National Bank violated section
441b of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission,
the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to recommend that
the Commission find no probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position_
of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the
case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you
may file with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies)
stating your position on the issues and replying to the brief of
the General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel. The General Counsel's
brief and any brief which you may submit will be considered by
the Commission before proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to
believe a violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
at (202) 523-4057.

General Counsel

v

Enclosure

Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 27, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR #1196

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this brief
and a letter notifying the respondent of the General Counsel's
intent to recommend to the Commission a finding of no probable
cause to believe was mailed on October 27 , 1980. Following
receipt of the Respondent's reply to this notice, this Office
will make a further report to the Commission.

Attachments

l. Brief
2. Letter to Respondent




o €3  ATTACHMENT II (3 pgs)

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
October 10, 1980

In the Matter of
MUR 1196

¢

Dadeland National Bank

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

Tie Statement of the Case

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint filed by

Gary Turner, the Commission found reason to believe that the Dadeland
National Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b by contributing $150 to
the Cardenas for Congress Committee. The Commission's determination
was based on a photocopy cf a cashier's check submitted by the
complainant. The Dadeland Bank check was made payable to Cardenas
for Congress Committee and was signed by Robert Campbell as an
officer of the Bank; no remitter was listed on the face of the
check. The complainant also alleged that the Bank debited his
account in the amount of $125 for a political contribution without
his authorization. Turner submitted a copy of the $125 debit memo
upon which he based his allegation.
II. Legal Analysis

The Bank responded to the allegations contained in Turner's
complaint on April 21, 1980, through its counsel, Barbara Vicevich,
S

epit memo submittecd by

Turner Was nEEl F] : b former Vice President

of Dadeland Bank.




Ms. Vicevich states that it is the Bank's
position that it did not violate any election laws and that
only person employved with the Bank who had knowledge of the
transactions at issue here would be Robert Campbell.

With respect to the June 22, 1978, cashiers check (No.

CLC01008) made payable to the Cardenas for Congress Committee,

-Vicevich initially indicated that a bank customer had purchased

it. However, at that time, counsel did not supply the name of

the purchaser; her statec reason being that the bank was prohibitecd
from disclosing specific information under the Right to Financial
Privacy Act of 1978. Ms. Vicevich did state, at that time, that
although the check was drawn on the Dadeland Naticnal Bank, it was
not a contribution by the bank. Nevetheless, on June 3, 1980,
absent information as to who purchased the check, the Commission
found reason to believe that the Dadeland Bank violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b.

On June 26th, the Commission issued an Order to Richard Dailey,

President of Dadeland Bank 1n connection with the purc@aser of the

heck in guestion. Ms. Vicevich then advised this office that

in@rcated €hHat the ! S 4 : pOT EYOH




Campbell. Scott contends that he did not authorize any portion

of his loan to be contributed to the Cardenas Campaign. Robert
Campbell maintains that Scott's accountant, James Fisher, authorized
the contribution; Fisher denies that allegation.

Even though there are discrepancies in the information
received by the Bank concerning the authorization of the contri-
bution, the bank reimbursed Scott $150 and we are informed that
the Banks bonding agency has orally agreed to reimburse the bank
for that amount. -

Various explanations have been received in this matter as to
whether Mr. Scott's accountant authorized the $150 political contri-
bution to be made from proceeds of Scott's loan. However, there is
no evidence to indicate that the Dadeland Bank authorized or made
an expenditure in connection with a federal election. Therefore,
it is recommended that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe the Dadeland Bank has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

I1I. Recommendation
It is recommended that the Commission find no probable cause

to believe the Dadeland National Bank has v1olated 2 U.S. C. § 441b.

LN Ol Qb0 / /[ S/ /

Date \~/CharIes . Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Vicevich

SHUTTS & BOWEN

100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich: '

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on March 27,
1980, the Commission determined on June 3, 1980, that there was
reason to believe that the Dadeland National Bank violated section
441b of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission,
the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to recommend that
the Commission find no probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position
of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the
case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you
may file with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies)
stating your position on the issues and replying to the brief of
the General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel. The General Counsel's
brief and any brief which you may submit will be considered by
the Commission before proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to
believe a violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
at (202) 523-4057.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Brief
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMHISSION
October 10,*1980

& 1
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In the Matter of
MUR 1196

o

Dadeland National Bank

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

Statement of the Case

On June 3, 1980, based upon a notarized complaint filed by
Gary Turner, the.Commisgion found reason to believe that the Dadeland
National Bank viaﬁated 2 u.s.cC. § 441b by contributing $150 to
the Cardenas fcr Congress Committee. The Commission's determination
was tased on a photocepy cf a cashier's check submitted by the
complainant. The Dadeland Bank check was made payable to Cardenas
for Congress Committee and was signed by Rcbert Campkbell as an
officer of the Bank; no remitter was listed on the face of the
check. he ccmplainant also alleged that the Bank debited his
account in the amount of $125 for a political contribution without
his authorization. Turner submitted a copy of the $125 debit memc
upon which he based hisz allegation.
II. Legal Analvsis

The Bank responded to the allegations contained in Turner's

..

n April 21, 1980, through its counsel, EBarbara Vicevich,
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Ms. Vicevich states that it is the Bank's
position that it did not violate any election laws and that the
only rerson emploved with the Bank who had knowledge of the
transactions at issue here would be Robert Campbell.

With respect to thé June 22, 1978, cashiers check (No.

CLC01008) made payable to the Caraenas for Congress Committee,

-Viggvich initially indicated that a bank customer had purchased

it. However, at that time, counsel did not supply the name of
the purchaser; her ‘ reason being that the bank was prohibitec
from disclecsing specific informaticn under the Right to Financial
Privacv Act of 1978. Ms. Vicevich did staté, at that time, that
although the check was drawn on the Dadeland National Bank, it was
not a contribution by the bank. MNevetheless, on June 3, 1980,
absent 1nformation as to who purchasec the check, the Commission
found reascon to believe that the Dadeland Bank violated 2 U.S.C.
41b.
26th, the Commission :ssued an Order to Richard Daii=y,
in connection witn the purchaser of the

Vicewilch' than iYL nis
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Campbell. Scott contends that he did not authorize any portion

of his loan to be contributed to the Cardenas Campaign. Robert

Campbell maintains that Scott's accountant, James Fisher, authorized

the contribution; Fisher denies that allegation.

‘Even though there are discrepancies in the information
received by the Bank concerning the authorization of the contri-
bution, the bank reimbursed Scott $150 and we are informed that
the Banks bonding agency has orally agreed to reimburse the bank
for that amount. -,

Various explanations have been ;eceived in this matter as to
whether Mr. Scott's accountant authorized the $150 political contri-
bution to be made from proceeds of Scott's loan. However, there is
no evidence to indicate that the Dadeland Bank authorized or made
an expenditure in connection with a federal_election. Therefore,
it is recommended that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe the Dadeland Bank has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

III. Recommendation
It is recommended that the Commission find no probable cause

to believe the Dadeland National Bank has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

LN O eer \G PO 9%
Date - “~TCharles N. Steele
General Counsel
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LAW OFFICES

Cardenas, Amador & Biensing

ghoeelr Ail: 54

ALeerto R, CanDENAS 2%° FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILOING
ROLANDO A, AMaDOR 1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD
Mank A, DiENSTAG Miami, FLORIDA 33132

TELEPHONE (308) 388-3700

December 12, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal FElection
Commission, Washington D.C.
20463

RE: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Steele:

Please excuse this delay in writing you relative to the
above-captioned matter. However, the parties who would give the
most information relative to the questions posed are currently
working with the Transition Team in Washington D.C. Included
with those individuals 1s, of course, Mr. Alberto Cardenas who
although has already been cleared by your committee of any
wrongdoing, might have access to some of the records which we
would supply.

I am sure you are aware that the work currently being
done by the Transition Team 1in Washington D.C. 1is extremely
complex and time-consuming and as such, through date hereof I
have been unable to either obtain sworn statements which you
requested or alternatively been able to review and forward you
relevant records.

Needless to say 1t has been impossible for us to comply
with the December 1, 1980 deadline in view of all relevant
et ozt

Please be advised that we are requesting an extension
of at least until March 1, 1981.

Very truly yours,

CARDENAS, AMADOR & DIENSTAG

MARK DIENSTAG




LAW OFFICES

o Qurdenas, Chomat, Geiss, Amador & Bienstag
2%° FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILDING
1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD
Miami, FLORIDA 33132

Mr. Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
Federal Election

Commission, Washington D.C.
20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 13, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTFED

Mark Dienstag

Cardenas, Anador &
Dienstag

2nd Floor, Total Bank Eldg.

Miami, Florida 33132

Re: MUR 1196
Pear Mr. Dienstaaq:

This is in reference to your letter of Novermber 4, 1980,
in which you request an extension of time in which to respond
to the interrogatories sent to you on October 20th. Please
be advised that you may have until December 1, 1980, in which
to file a response.

YWe are not in a position, as you have requested, to terminate
our investication in this matter at this time. A recommendation
as to the final disposition of this matter will be made to the
Comnission after our investigation is concluded.

‘ If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan
at 202-523-4057.

CGeneral Counse
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LAW OFFICES

o9 Uurdenns, Chomnt, Geiss, Amador & Bienstag
2%0 FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILDING
1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD
Miami, FLORIDA 33132
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CEARLES N. STEELFK, ESQ.

Federel Electicn Ccmn’ssicr.
Washingtor D.C., 20462
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LAW OFFICES

(urdenns, Amadar & Biensing
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ALBERTO R, CARDENAS 2n0 FLOOR, YOTAYWANK BuiLOING'
ROLANDO A. AMADOR 1730 BISCAYNE BOULLVARD

MARK A. DIENSTAG Miamt, FLORIDA 33132

November 4, 1980

TELEPHONE (30S) 388-3700

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
Federal FElection Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Steele:

I received the latest 1in the series of correspondence
coeming from the Federal Election Commission concerning two items
totaling an amount of $275. referenced the above-captioned in a
campaign which otherwise collected in excess cf $6C0,000.

We are at this time unable to formulete respocnses to
your questicns within fifteen (15) of Octcber 20, 1980. The
reascn therefor is that mcst c¢f the pecple whce were invclved in
the campaign cn & prcfessicnal level whe cversaw the day-to-day
cperations ¢f the campaign are presently involved in the presi-
dential electicn and it Is extremely difficult tc get in contact
with them. As I am sure ycu are aware, pecple invclved in a
campaigr are contirually noving frcm city tc city acrcss the
ccuntry in ar effcrt to bteth, solicit contribtuticns and crgan’ze
events for tre resrective candidates.

We do hereby formally request for arn extersicr of time
at 1least until Decemter 1st sc that we can sit down ard
formulate specific respcenses tc the eight (8) questicns which
have beern asked.

I am scmewhat ccrcerrec about the sesttitude c¢f the
Federel Electicn Commissicn with regeré ¢ these matters as 1
hzve repeatecly scked Ms. Susan Callahan whether cr nct the on-
ly questicns irvclived revclve arcund the twe 1tems, cne in the
amount of $125., and cre ‘n the amcunt of $150. I have been
repeatedly tcld that the cnly guestict that tne FEC had was with
regard t¢ those twe items, that there was rc allegaticns of
cther wrcng doirg in the campaign, n¢ prceblem with the quarterly
repcrts which were handed in from the campaign znd in fact that
the ertire rpaiier was almest diminimous.
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Charles N. Steele, Esq.
November &4, 1980
Page two

I would appreciate your writing me at your earliest
convenience relative to:

1. Our request for extensicr c¢f time.

2. Our several! requests for a termirat ¢n of the inves-
tigation due tc¢ the demirimcus character therecf.

Very truly yours,

CARDENAS, AMADQF & DIENSTAG

X

MARK DIENSTAG

Cardenas, Amador & Bienstag




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 20, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark A. Dienstag, Esg.
Cardenas, Amador & Dienstag
1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Dienstag:

In furtherance of its investigation in the above-
referenced matter, the Commission requests that answers
to the enclosed questions be submitted to the Commission

within 15 days. Please have the required answers submitted
uncer oath.

If ycu have any questions, contact Suzanne Callahan at
523=31057,

rles Steele
General Counsel

Encleosure
Questions




Questions to Mark A. Dienstag
MUR 1196

In your response to interrogatories which you filed with the
Commission on September 16, 1980, you state that committee
procedures in connection with receipt of contributions and
documentation of contributor information were as follows:

No photos of checks were kept. All checks, however,
were checked as to previous contributors [sic] from
same individual. After checking as to whether or not
the contributor had made a previous contribution, then
the name of the new contributor was added to the list
in the event that there had been no previous contri-
bution. If there had been a previous contribution
from this individual, same would be added next to

the individual's original contribution on the list.
All of the foreqoing was kept on a gquarterly basis
with regard to the FEC reports which were required
and then aggregated in a total contributor list after
those quarterly reports had been filed.

Information in the possession of the Commission indicates that

the Committee used some type of separate contributor cards (possibly
"index cards") which identified each contributor and were used to
(1) identify previous contributions by contributor and (2) tabulate
aggregate figures for use in compiling the list referred to in your

answer above. In this connection, you are required to submit the
following information.

l. Provide a detailed statement which will show how the contri-
butor information cards were maintained during the campaign,
i.e. alphabetical, chronological by date, etc.; if any changes
have been made, describe the changes in detail. State whether
these records are availabkle for Commission inspection.

In addition to contributor cards, describe in detail all
records currently in the possessicn of the Committee which
contain centributor information. State whether these records
are avallable for Commission inspection.

State whether the Committee's contributcr information records,
includina, but not limited to, contributor cards show that
Walter Scott and Gary Turner made contributions of $150 and
$125 respectively to the Cardenas for Conoress Committee.




.Questions to Hat‘. Dienstag ‘
Page Two

State whether or not the Committee records show that
Walter Scott or Gary Turner made any contributions to
the Committee at any time during the campaign.

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is negative, provide
a detail statement which shows the records searched, the
individual or individuals who searched said records and
the method utilized by the individual(s).

If your answer to questions 3 and 4 is affirmative, provide
the amount, and date of each contribution and the method
of contributing e.g. by check, pledge, cash.

State what contributor information (i.e. occupation, principal
place of business) volunteer fundraisers were required to
provide the committee with contributions to the campaign.

-

State in what manner the information referred to in question 7
was usually provided to the committee (i.e. pre-printed forms,
3x5 index cards etc.)

In lieu of detailed statements, copies of records reflecting
the contributions may be submitted.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE \m\p(‘y

FROM: MARJNORIE W. FEMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY ~ <

DATE : OCTOBER 7, 1980

SUBJECT: MUR 1196 - Interim Investigative Report #1 dated

10-2-80: Signed 10-7-80; Received in OCS
10-6-80, 11:37

The above-named document was circulated to the
Cormission on a no-ohjection basis at 4:00, October 6, 1980.
There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.




October 6, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached InterimiInvest Report

distributed to the Commission. Thank you.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
October 2, 1980

In the Matter of
MUR 1196
Dadeland National Bank,
et al.

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On June 3, 1980, basea upon a nctarized complaint, the
Commission: (1) found reason to believe that the Cardenas

for Congress Campalign Cornmmittee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)

by failing to report receipt of a $125 contribution from Gary B.

Turner; (2) found reason to believe that the Dadeland National
Bank violated 2 U.S.C. y§ 441b by contributing $150 to the Caraenas
Campaign Committee; ana (3) found reason to believe that Robert S.
Campbell (former Vice President of Dadelanu National Bank) violatea
2 U.S.C. 5§ 441f by debiting Gary Turner's personal account at the
Dadeland Bank without Turner's authorization, for the purpose of
making contributions to the Cardenas Calipaign.

On June 17, 1980, the Commission approved the General Counsel's
recommendation to send Oraders/Subpoenas tc Dadeland National Bank
and Robert S. Campbell in order to ascertailn whether the allegations
maae by the comnplainant were true. As a result of the responses
recelved to the Orders/Subpoenas, aadgdlitiocnal questions were sent to

the respondents.




The responses received to the interrogatories have raised
additional issues which are currently being analyzed. We expect

to be in a position to report to the Commission within 30 days.

Genvral Counsel
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LAW OFFICES

BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
FIFTH FLOOR
PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING
200 S.€. FIRST STREET

DONALD 1. BIERMAN MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131

NEAL R. SONNETT TELEPHONE J358-7477
RICHARD A. BEILEY

COWARD R. SHOHAT September 4, 1980 AREA CODE 308

STEPHEN E. MANDER
BENEDICT P. RUEMNE

Ms. Suzanne Callahan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Ms. Callahan:

Enclosed please find the sworn answers to the
questions propounded by my client, Mr. Robert S. Campbell,
by the Federal Election Commission on August 8, 1980.

As you will recall, you telephonically extended
the time for filing of these answers until September 5,
1980. I appreciate your cooperation in that regard.

If I can be of any further assistance to you,

please don't hesitate to call upon me.

Very truly yours,

BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY

& SHOHAT, P.g.
&7

R. SONNETT
NRS/p - Encl.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED




SWORN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

PROPOUNDED BY THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

STATE OF FLORIDA)
SSs:
COUNTY OF DADE )

BEFORE ME, ‘the undersigned authority, personally
appeared ROBERT S. CAMPBELL, and he being first duly sworn,
answers the questions propounded by the Federal Election
Commission on August 8, 1980, as follows:

1. By "Internal Authority", I referred to authority
given to the officers by the Board of Directors of the Bank
for internal transfer of funds.

2. As stated above, I was given this authority
by the Board of Directors.

3. The delegation of authority should appear
in writing in the Minutes of the Board of Directors' meetings,
held annually.

4. Debits and credits on customer accounts were

handled pursuant to oral requests by the customer, followed

by a written advice of debit or credit to the customer's

account. It was considered standard procedure to debit
or credit an account without prior written authorization
of the customer.

5. The customer was not requested to ratify
the transaction in writing subsequent to the transaction
taking place.

6. No documentation or extemporaneous memorandum
was made of a telephonic request, other than the advice
of debit or credit to the customer's account as noted in
the answer to question number 4 above.

7. I am not aware of any written instructions
issued by the bank in connection with the procedures to

be followed in debiting and crediting customer accounts.




.3;’)2@12?3!‘4

8. I was a member of the Steering Committee
of the Alberto Cardenas Campaign.

9. Please see answer to question number 8, above.
In addition, I performed a variety of volunteer functions,
including fund raising.

10. No.

11. No.

12. 1 was requested and authorized to raise
and solicit campaign funds by Alberto Cardenas.

13. I cannot remember all solicitations made
by me for the Cardenas Campaign, but I raised, altogether,
approximately $5,000 in small amounts.

14. I cannot locate copies of any documents
showing campaign contributions made by me; my best recollection
is thap those contributions totaled approximately $475
and were designated for the general election.

15. As noted above, I do not have a recollection
of all contributions transmitted by me or through me to
the Cardenas Campaign.

l16. I do not have a firm recollection regarding
my solicitation of Gary Turner, but I believe it was made
by telephone.

17. I do not recall the date of my solicitation,
but I believe it was prior to either the Ronald Reagan dinner
or the John Connally dinner.

18. I sold tickets to the fund raising dinners.

19. I do not recall; I believe that tickets
for one of the dinners were sold at $125 per person and
tickets for the other dinner were sold at $50 per person.

20. To the best of my recollection, Mr. Turner
agreed to purchase one ticket.

21. I do not remember the dates of either of
the dinners mentioned above; my recollection is that both

dinners were held at the Omni International Hotel.




22. VYes.
23. I do not recall specifically whether Mr.

Turner attended either of the dinners mentioned above; both

dinners were attended by hundreds of persons.

24. Since I am not familiar with the reports
filed by the Cardenas for Congress Committee, I have no
way of knowing if the excerpt from the July 10, 1978 quarterly
report lists the contribution which I referred to in my
prior Affidavit.
25. I have no firm recollection of how the cashier's
check was delivered to the Campaign Committee, but it was
fairly standard procedure that contributions would be picked
up, at my office, by a runner from the campaign.

26. Please see answer to question number 25,

27. I have no firm recollection of how the transaction
took place, but I believe that Mr. Scott authorized his
personal financial adviser, Mr. James Fisher, to make a
contribution from the proceeds of Mr. Scott's loan, in Mr.
Fisher's name.

28. Yes.

29. Please see answers to questions 27 and 28
above. I do not remember the date.

30. To the best of my recollection, the solicitation
was made in person.

31. I do not believe any written authorization
was given to me; my best recollection is that Mr. Scott
gave oral authorization to Mr. Fisher.

32. I have no firm recollection of how this
cashier's check was delivered to the Cardenas Committee,
but I believe it was probably picked up by a campaign runner.

33. To the best of my recollection, a pledge

card, filled out by Mr. Fisher, accompanied the contribution.




34. Please see answer to question number 32,

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

ROBERT S. CAMPBELL

SWORN to and SUBSCRIBED before me this 4th day
of September, 1980.

e /‘4’ (,,(.’;1 "(;‘\L/
NOTARY PUBLIC

My Commission Expires:

AN 2 1DA AT LARGE
oy pLBLIC STATE OF FLOR

Nc)ﬂ Qv'*-.-d;.:\na,lon ExbIRSS July 23 1984
BC.owb likU GIHERAL NG UNGLRWRITERS




LAW OFFICES

™. BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
FIFTH FLOOR
PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING
T . 200 8 € FIRSY STREET
MIAMI, FLORIDA 3313!

Ms. Suzanne Callahan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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LAW OFFICES

@ardenns, Amador & Bienstag "= CLivaD

ALRERTO R. CARDENAS du seaa&, YﬁAaA{NMoLomo

ROLANDO A, AMADOR 1730 BISCAYNE BO ARD
Mamrk A, DiENSTAG Miami, FLORIDA 33132

TELEPHONE (308) 3858-3700

September 16, 1980

Ms. Calliahan
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463 ;;

RE: MUR-1196
Dear Ms. Callahan:

Pilease excuse the delay in writing to vou relative to
the questions posed by the FEC concerning the above-captioned
matter. However, we were unable to contact Mr. Barry Davant and
set up meeting until Monday, September 15, 1980, as I had been
on vacation for the previous two-week period.

Pursuant to the original series of questions which
were posed in the Commission's letter of August 8, 1080, as
modified bv our conference of August 13, 1980; confirmed by my
letter to you of August 22, 1980. Please be advised that Mr.
Harry Davant has thoroughliy reviewed all records which are
available to us concerning the "Cardenas For Congress Committee"
and woulid respond to your questions as follows:

1. State your position with the "Cardenas For Congress

Committee” (Committee).

Campaign Consuitant.

What were yvour duties in that cavacityv?

-

directions of all aspects of the campaign.

2. Who was in charge of fund-raising activities for
the committee?

A finance committee of approximately thirty volun-
teers were in charge of fund-raising activities.
Overail, approximately one huncdred and twenty volun-
teers were invoived in fund raising in one capacity
wur another.




Ms. Callahan

September 16,

Page two

1980

List all individuals officially authorized between
May and June of 1978 inclusive to solicit funds on
behalf of the committee.

There was no designated official fund raiser other
than committee as set forth above. Also during this
time, two fund-raising dinners were scheduled and
took piace. One 1involving Ronald Reagan and the
other involving John Connally where the entire
campaign staff and all volunteers in the organiza-
tion were involved in the solicitation of contribu-
tions.

Omitted. See letter of Aupust 22, 1980C.
See letter of Aupust 22, 1080.

Please describe in detail committee procedures 1in
connection with receipt of contributions and docu-
mentation ©f '‘contributor iInformation during the
perivd referred tu in question No. 4. above. (Reply
specifically if photos of checks were kept).

Mo photus of checks were kept. All checks, however,
vere checked as to vrevious contributors from same
individual. After checking as to whether or not the
contributor had made a nrevious contribution, then
the name of the new contributor was added to the
ist in the event that there had beer no previous
contribution. If there had been a previous contribu-
vion from this individual, same wou.d be added next
to the individual's origiral contribution on the
2ist. ALl of the foregoing was kept on a quarteriy
basis with regard to the FEC repurts which were
required ard then acerercated in a toral contributor
sist afrer those quarterly reports had bheen filed.

Inpformatian in 71 2ssion of the commission indica-
tes that on M a2 C7H, the committee received a
$1.20. convrigucion f n Gary Turner and on June 27,
5 received a2 £18C, contributiun from Walter
howaver, nef contributipn is itemized on

the committea's reports. Please explain why

f these contributions s itemized on the

G ol i

Cardenas, Amador & Bienstag




Ms. Callahan
September 16, 1980

Page three

again arulogize fur the deiayv in gett

T

Based upon a thorough review of those records which
were available, the only contributions of that
amount received by the committee on or abouts the
date which you indicate, both came from Mr. Robert
S. Campbell. On 5-23-78 our records reveal that Mr.
Campbell made an individual contribution in his own
name in the amount of $125. relative to the John
Connally dinner which was scheduled to take place
on or about that time. Cur records do not reflect
and would nrot reflect any bhank-to-bank transfer
relative to same. This amount was reported to your
commission as Mr. Campbell's contribution.

On June 23, 1078, Mr. Camptell also appears to have
made a §150. contribution. We have no information
nor do our records reflect ary contribution made a
Mr. Scott pursuant to question No. 8. Further and
since the copy of the cashier's check supplled 1is
SO unclear as tu not csrecify eifther the date or
whether or not there was a remitter, we cannot make
any furtrher contribution relative thereto except to
point out that the name zprearing on the cashler's
check 1s that of Fobert Campbell. It would seem
that the contribution and check were made on or
about June 23, 1978, but not processed until June
27, 1978, when the item was raid by the remitting
bank.

It would seem based upon our review of the records,
that this particular contributfon was not reported
tu the FEC. However, pursuant to my previous corres-
pondence with the FEC, and Mr. Dienstag's corres-
nondence with the FEC, we would ask that this
matter Dhe considered diminimous in light of the
fact that the "Cardenas For Courgress Campaign" re-
ceivad over $260,000. in contributions during that
nerigd e me  -and- this was: alearly an unin-=

qu:
tentional error.

., Diease advise. I once
information to VOu.

there are anyv aguestion

1S
ngs wRi g

S Yery Loy YOUurs,

Cardenas, Amador & Bienstag
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S. T2llekan
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463
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The above-described material was removed from this
file pursuant to the following exemption provided in the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information L——*TﬁT/Personal privacy
(2) Internal rules and L_,/’/Ta) Investigatory

practices files

(3) Exempted by other L”//TE; Banking
statute Information

(4) Trade secrets and (9) Well Information
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Gd!‘] B . Turn er

A(tomtzy at Law

20441 S.W. 92 Court, Hiami Florida 33189 Telephone (305) 666-2831

August 28, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: Complaint of Gary B. Turner against
Dadeland National Bank, Alberto Cardena, et al.

Dear Mr. Steele:

As your file will reflect, your offices acknowledged
receipt of the referred complaint in your letter to me dated
March 31, 1980. While your letter implied that this matter
would be given prompt attention, it has now been five (5)
months since the Complaint was filed and I have heard nothing
further from you.

I have refrained from filing a Complaint in Federal
District Court under the act seeking that this matter be
expedited on the understanding that the matter would most likely
be pursued with the interest of the Complaint protected. However,
this apparently was a misconception on my part since I have not
ever becen afforded the courtesy of a status report over this
five (5) month period.

Please provide me with a status report as well as an
indication as to whether this matter will be given due
consideration as previously indicated.

Sigcerely,

Gary g. Turner 2




GARY B. TURNER
20441 S.W. 92 Court
Miami, FL 33189

B0SEr 2> alp; 35

CHARLES N. STEELE, ESQ.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL July 18, 1980

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Dienstag

Cardenas, Chomat, Geiss,
Amador & Dienstag

1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Suite 201

Miami, Florida

-

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Dienstag:

On June 26, 1980, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that the Cardenas
for Congress Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
arended ("the Act"). At that time, you were given the
opportunity to submit information relevant to the Commission's
analvsis otf this matter.

As of this date we have received no respcnse from you.
The Cominission intends to conclude its investigation shortly.
In the absence of any materials from ycu, the Commission will
decide whether to take further actiocn in this matter based on
the information at hand. If you want to supply any information,
please do so within five (5) days of your receipt of this noti-
fication.

1£f you have any questions regarding this matter, please
call Suzanne Callahan, the staff member assigned to this case,
ShE U= SRS 7l
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

August 8, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Dienstag

1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Suite 201

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Dienstag:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided in your
response of April 18, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed gquestions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the
Commission's investigation of this matter. All answers should
be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questions, contact
Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Dienstag

1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Suite 201

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Dienstag:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided in your
response of April 18, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the

Commission's investigation of this matter. All answers should
be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questions, contact

Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057. : -‘\CK(J
W

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




@ ouesTions

Treasurer/Chairman _
or Appropriate Agent of the
Cardenas Congress Committee
MUR 1196

State your position with the Cardenas for Congress Committee
("the Committee").

What were your duties in that capacity?

Who was in charge of fundraising activities for the
committee?

List all individuals authorized at any time to receive or
expend funds on behalf of the committee.

Itemize all records and documents of the committee which are
available for inspection at this time.

In whose possession are these records held? (Please include
the address of the individual).

Please describe, in detail, committee procedures in connection
with receipt of contributions and documentation of contributor
information.

Information in the possession of the Commission indicates that
on May 22 1978, the committee received $125 contribution from
Gary Turner and on June 27, 1978, received $150 contribution
from Walter Scott; however, neither contribution is itemized
on any of the committee's reports.

Please explain why neither of these contributions is itemized
on committee reports.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 8, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Fifth Floor

Peninsula Federal Building
200 S.E. First Street
Miami, Flo¥ida 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:
In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that Robert Campbell

provide certain information in addition to that provided in his
affidavit of July 9, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within five

days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other factual or
legal material which you deem relevant to the Commission's investi-
gation of this matter. All answers should be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questions, contact
Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057.

eéneral Counsel

Enclosure
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Law orrices RECEIVED
Gardenns, Amudor & Bienstng 104062

ALsErTO R, CAmDENAS 80 Aus on, vonuAa&anno

ROLANDO A, AMADOR 1730 BISCAYNE 80 Ano
Mark A, DIENSTAG Miami, FLORIDA 23

TELEPNONE (308) qu, (o1}
August 22, 1980 3

o)

e

Ms. Callahan £
Federal Election Commission (§p
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Callahan:

Please let this letter reconfirm our conference of
August 13, 1980. My client is the "Cardenas For Congress
Committee" and is asking for a fifteen (15) day extension as
measured from the 13th in order to ascertain who can best
answer the questions as set forth in Mr. Charles M. Steele's
letter to us dated August 8, 1980. By way of information, that
ietter was not received by these offices until the 13th of
August, 1980.

Pursuant to our conference, questions no. 5 and 6
are deleted in their entirety. Paragraph 4. has been redrafted
SO as to read:

4, List all individuals officially authorized
between May and June of 1978 inclusive to soli-
cit funds on behalf of the committee.

Paragraph 7 1s amended as follows:

7. Please describe, in detail, committee proce-
dures in connection with receipt of contribu-
tions and documentation cf contributor informa-
tion during the period referred to in question
No. 4 above. (Reply specifically if photos of
checks were kept).

Otherwise the questions as requested by Mr. Steele
are ae presenteds

Further, pursuant to our conversation of August 13,

i: my understandineg that the only question which the

relative te the handling of the funds for "Cardenas
uungress" are the two items referred to in question No.

in the transmiival letter of August 8, 1980, by Mr.

I shail be attempting to obtain the answers to these
ions and forwarding them tc you as quickly as possible.




RECEIVED

Ms. Callahan

August 22, 1980 30AUG27 PI2: 3p

Page Two

Please consider this once again a request for the
committee to consider this entire matter diminimous in view of
the monies involved.

Very truly yours,

CARDENAS, AMALOR & DIENSTAG

MARK DIENS

@ardenas, Amador & Bienstag
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LAW OFFICES

Gardenns, Chomat, Geios, Amador & Bienstng

s Suihd
ALBERTO R. CARDENAS 2%° FLOOR, TOTALBANK EUILDINO
Jomag RODRIGUEZ-CHOMAY 1730 BISCAYNE 80 ARD
Rosgar A GEISS Miami, FLORIDA 3)32

ROLANDO A.AMADOR -
MARRIAIDIERS TAD August 7, 1980 TELEPHONE (308) 38§=3700

Ms. Callahan
Federal Election Commission
Washington'D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Callahan:

It was a pleasure speaking with you on the 31st day
of July, 1980, relative to the above-captioned matter.

Pursuant to our earlier conferences and correspon-
dence, it is my understanding that there 1is absolutely no
liability at all attaching to Mr. Cardenas individually based
upon the running of the "Cardenas For Congress Campaign Commit-
ety

It is understood pursuant to our conversation that
the allegations of violation of 3 U.S.C. 434(p) is based upon
the fact that on two occasions improperly identified contribu-
tions were given to the campaign. The first occasion was an
apparent unauthorized transfer of $125. and the second occa-
sion was an apparent cashier's check in the amount of $150.

I would urge the committee to take no action rela-
tive to these matters based upon the following conditions.
First of all, please note that the "Cardenas For Congress
Campaign" accepted and reported properly over $250,000. worth
of contributions including those currently =subject your in-
vestigation. It 1s not that these contributions went unre-
ported but that they perhaps were not reported properly under
the Act. Further, under the current Act, these contributiorns
would not have even been required to have been reported being
less than $200. I would respectfully suggest that the problem
ig diminimous .

Quite Frankly, my client
pnay Mr. Turner his §l5. which ‘was
ferred in crder to save thousands
fees.

or

I appreciate your comments relative ta the

foregoin
as well as the comments of Mr. Steele, Generali Counsel to th

g
e




Ms. Callahan .
August 7, 1980
Page two

Federal Election Commission.

Verypgru ours, (¢

ARK DIENSTAG

3§

Cardenas. Chomat. Geiss. Amador & Bienstag
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Fifth Floor

Peninsula Federal Building
200 S.E. First Street
Miami, Florida 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that Robert Campbell
provide certain information in addition to that provided in his
affidavit of July 9, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within five
days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other factual or
legal material which you deem relevant to the Commission's investi-
gation of this matter. All answers should be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questions, contact -
Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057. A%fqﬂv/czg
A

Sincerely, iS\

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




o QUESTIONS

Robert S. Campbell
MUR 1196

You have stated in an affidavit filed with the Commission, that
during your employment with the Dadeland National Bank, as
Assistant Vice President, your "internal authority allowed
[you]to debit and credit customer accounts." What is meant by
"internal authority?"

By whom were you given this authority?

Were you given the authority in writing?

Please detail the standard procedure followed by you in debiting
and crediting customer accounts. Would it be considered standard
procedure to debit or credit an account without prior written
authorization of the customer?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, would the
customer be requested to ratify the transaction subsequent to
the transaction taking place?

If a customer request for a debit or credit was made via telephone,
what type of telephonic documentation or extemporaneous memorandum
did you keep for your records?

Did the bank, as far as you are aware, ever have any written
instructions in connection with the procedures to be followed
in debiting and craditing customer accounts?

Please detail your connection with Alberto Cardenas and his
campaign committee, the Cardenas for Congress Committee.

In what capacity were you involved with the Cardenas Campaign?
Please include both official and non-official, as well as volunteer
functions which you performed in connection with Alberto Cardenas'
campaign.

Did you have a "title" in connection with the functions you performed?
Did you receive any salary or compensation whatever from the committee?

Please detail.

Were you ever authorized by Cardenas or any of his agents to raise
or solicit funds for his campaign? By whom?




Questions to Robe‘s. Campbell ,. .
MUR 1196
Page Two

List all solicitations made by you for the Cardenas campaign
regardless of whether or not such solicitations were authorized
by Cardenas or his agents.

Please list all contributions made by you to the Cardenas campaign
including amounts, date of contribution, a copy of the check or
written instrument used to make the contribution, and indicate
whether each separate contribution you list was designated for the
primary or general election.

Please list all contributions, from individuals other than yourself,
transmitted by you or through you to the Cardenas Campaign, including
amounts, dates of the contributions, name of the contributor, how

the contribution was transmitted to the campaign (hand carried, mail
etc.) and what type of written instrument was used.

In your affidavit, you state that you solicited Gary Turner to purchase
tickets to a fundraising dinner being sponsored by the Cardenas
Committee.

Was this solicitation made via telephone or in person?

To the best of your recollection, on what date did this solicitation
take place?

In what capacity were you involved with the fundraising dinner?

How much was each ticket to the fundraising dinner?

How many tckets did Turner agree to purchase?

On what date was the fundraiser held? Where?

Did you attend?

Do you know if Gary Turner attended? Please detail the source of
the information you use to answer the above question.




Questions to Robe S. Campbell .
MUR 1196
Page Three ~
In connection with the following question, please see the
attached excerpt from the July 10, 1978, quarterly report filed
by the Cardenas for Congress Committee on July 7, 1978. 1In your
affidavit, you state that the $125 contribution listed as being
from you was not a contribution from you but rather, represents
a $125 contribution from Gary Turner which you submitted to the
Cardenas for Congress Committee on his behalf on May 23, 1978.

To the best of your knowledge, is the $125 contribution listed on
the attached excerpt the same contribution which you state should
have been attributed to Gary Turner?

In your affidavit, you state that you submitted the $125 contri-
bution from Turner to the Cardenas committee in the form of a
cashier's check.

How was the cashier's check delivered to the campaign committee?

If the contribution was hand delivered, please give the name of
the individual at the committee to whom the contribution was given.

During the course of our investigation, we have been advised that

in your capacity as Assistant Vice President of Dadeland National
Bank, you personally handled a commercial loan to Walter Scott on
June 8, 1978, in the amount of $65,000; $150 of the proceeds of the
loan was used to purchase a commercial loan cashier's check numbered
CL001008 made payable to "Cardenas for Congress."”

Please describe in detail how that transaction took place.

Did you solicit this contribution?

From Whom? On what date?

Via telephone or in person?

Did you receive any written authorization to use proceeds of Walter
Scotts' loan for a political contribution to the Cardenas Campaign?

How was the cashier's check delivered to the Cardenas Committee?

Did a pledge card or some other contributor indication accompany the
contribution? Please detail.

If the contribution was hand delivered, please give the name of the
individual at the campaign committee to whom the contribution was
given.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 8, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Vicevich
100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided by Richard
Dailey in his affidavit of July 3, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the
Commission's investigation of this matter.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to

be made public. Should you have any questions, contact Suzanne
Callahan at 202/523/4057.

g Asealop J0 WIPPS PUS ‘6ED WIGH 04 ok
.——.‘.....oo-om “"”' 20 < : : i




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Vicevich
100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided by Richard
Dailey in his affidavit of July 3, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the
Commission's investigation of this matter.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to
be made public. Should you have any questions, contact Suzanne

Callahan at 202/523/4057. Epi
| . \% Q

Sincerely, % Y

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




. QUESTIONS

Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
MUR 1196

1.

Please describe, in detail, the Bank's procedures concerning
the debiting and crediting of customer accounts by Bank
officials; including a listing of those individuals who had
the authority to debit or credit accounts for the period
from January 1, 1978 to December 31, 1978.

Does the bank now have, or has the bank ever had written
instructions in connection with the procedures to be followed
in debiting and crediting customer accounts?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, please
submit a copy of such instructions.

If such instructions were orally conveyed, so state and
summarize the instructions in your answer.

Could an account be debited or credited without prior written
authorization of the customer?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, is the
customer required to ratify the transaction in writing
subsequent to the transaction taking place?

How is this ratification effected?

If a customer request for a debit or credit is made via
telephone, what type of telephonic documentation or
extemporaneous memorandum would be recorded pursuant to
bank procedures?




Richard Dailey, Pz’sident
Dadeland National Bank
MUR 1196

Page Two

Please submit any telephonic documentation or memorandum in
the bank's possession concerning Campbell's debit of Gary
Turner's account for a political contribution to the
Cardenas for Congress Committee on May 22, 1978, referred
to in Barbara Vicevich's letter of April 21, 1980.

Please submit any telephonic documentation or memorandum in
the bank's possession concerning Campbell's debit of

Walter Scott's account for a political contribution to

the Cardenas for Congress Committee on June 27, 1978,
referred to in your affidavit of July 3, 1980.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1196
Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee, et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 7, 1980,
the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to send the
letters, as attached to the General Counsel's August 5, 1980,
memorandum, to Robert Campbell, Richard Dailey and the
Cardenas for Congress Committee.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners
Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:

W Z’/W

i3 Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretarv to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis:




August 5, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Mamo distributed to the

Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046} 80 AUG § PI2: 30

August S5, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission
FROM: Charles N. SteelW
General Counsel
SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information - MUR 1196

In furtherance of our investigation into the above-
referenced matter, the Office of General Counsel recommends
that the attached questions be sent to the following respon-
dents: Robert S. Campbell, Richard Dailey and the Cardenas
for Congress Committee.

We expect the responses to the attached questions to
enable us to determine whether depositions should be taken
prior to making a final recommendation to the Commission.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Commission approve the sending
of the attached letters and questions to: Robert Campbell,
Richard Dailey and the Cardenas for Congress Committee.

Attachments
Notification letters (3)
and guestions




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Vicevich
100 South Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33131

MUR 1196

Dear Ms. Vicevich:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided by Richard
Dailey in his affidavit of July 3, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the
Commission's investigation of this matter.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to
be made public. Should you have any questions, contact Suzanne
Callahan at 202/523/4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




@ QUESTIONS

Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
MUR 1196

1.

Please describe, in detail, the Bank's procedures concerning
the debiting and crediting of customer accounts by Bank
officials; including a listing of those individuals who had
the authority to debit or credit accounts for the period
from January 1, 1978 to December 31, 1978.

Does the bank now have, or has the bank ever had written
instructions in connection with the procedures to be followed
in debiting and crediting customer accounts?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, please
submit a copy of such instructions.

If such instructions were orally conveyed, so state and
summarize the instructions in your answer.

Could an account be debited or credited without prior written
authorization of the customer?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, is the
customer required to ratify the transaction in writing
subsecquent to the transaction taking place?

How 1s this ratification effected?

If a customer reguest for a debit or credit is made via
telephone, what type of telepnonic documentation or
extemporaneous memorandum would be recorded pursuant to

.bank procedures?




Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
MUR 1196

Page Two

Please submit any telephonic documentation or memorandum in
the bank's possession concerning Campbell's debit of Gary
Turner's account for a political contribution to the
Cardenas for Congress Committee on May 22, 1978, referred
to in Barbara Vicevich's letter of April 21, 1980.

Please submit any telephonic documentation or memorandum in
the bank's possession concerning Campbell's debit of
Walter Scott's account for a political contribution to

the Cardenas for Congress Committee on June 27, 1978,
referred to in your affidavit of July 3, 1980.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Dienstag

1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Suite 201

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Dienstag:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that you provide
certain information in addition to that provided in your
response of April 18, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within
five days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other
factual or legal material which you deem relevant to the
Commission's investigation of this matter. All answers should
be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questions, contact
Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




@ ouestions

Treasurer/Chairman

or Appropriate Agent of the
Cardenas Congress Committee
MUR 1196

1.

State your position with the Cardenas for Congress Committee
("the Committee").

What were your duties in that capacity?

Who was in charge of fundraising activities for the
commi ttee?

List all individuals authorized at any time to receive or
expend funds on behalf of the committee.

Itemize all records and documents of the committee which are
available for inspection at this time.

In whose possession are these records held? (Please include
the address of the individual).

Please describe, in detail, committee procedures in connection
with receipt of contributions and documentation of contributor
information.

Information in the possession of the Commission indicates that
on May 22 1978, the committee received $125 contribution from
Gary Turner and on June 27, 1978, received $150 contribution
from Walter Scott; however, neither contribution is itemized
on any of the committee's reports.

Please explain why neither of these contributions is itemized
on committee reports.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Fifth Floor

Peninsula Federal Building
200 S.E. First Street
Miami, Florida 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

In furtherance of its investigation into the above
referenced matter, the Commission requests that Robert Campbell
provide certain information in addition to that provided in his
affidavit of July 9, 1980.

Please submit answers to the enclosed questions within five
days of receipt of this letter, as well as any other factual or
legal material which you deem relevant to the Commission's investi-
gation of this matter. All answers should be submitted under oath.

This letter shall remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.5.C. §437g(a)(4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you state
to the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation
to be made public. Should you have any questicns, contact
Suzanne Callahan at 202/523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure




S QUESTIONS .

Robert S. Campbell
MUR 1196

You have stated in an affidavit filed with the Commission, that
during your employment with the Dadeland National Bank, as
Assistant Vice President, your "internal authority allowed
[youlto debit and credit customer accounts." What is meant by
"internal authority?"

By whom were you given this authority?

Were you given the authority in writing?

Please detail the standard procedure followed by you in debiting
and crediting customer accounts. Would it be considered standard
procedure to debit or credit an account without prior written
authorization of the customer?

If your answer to the above is in the affirmative, would the
customer be requested to ratify the transaction subsequent to
the transaction taking place?

If a customer request for a debit or credit was made via telephone,
what type of telephonic documentation or extemporaneous memorandum
did you keep for your records?

Did the bank, as far as you are aware, ever have any written
instructions in connection with the procedures to be followed
in debiting and crediting customer accounts?

Please detail your connection with Alberto Cardenas and his
campaign committee, the Cardenas for Congress Committee.

In what capacity were you involved with the Cardenas Campaign?
Please include both official and non-official, as well as volunteer
functions which you performed in connection with Alberto Cardenas'
campaign.

Did you have a "title" in connection with the functions you performed?
Did you receive any salary or compensation whatever from the committee?

Please detail.

Were you ever authorized by Cardenas or any of his agents to raise
or solicit funds for his campaign? By whom?




Questions to Robe.s. Campbell ‘
MUR 1196
Page Two

List all solicitations made by you for the Cardenas campaign
regardless of whether or not such solicitations were authorized
by Cardenas or his agents.

Please list all contributions made by you to the Cardenas campaign
including amounts, date of contribution, a copy of the check or
written instrument used to make the contribution, and indicate
whether each separate contribution you list was designated for the
primary or general election.

Please list all contributions, from individuals other than yourself,
transmitted by you or through you to the Cardenas Campaign, including
amounts, dates of the contributions, name of the contributor, how

the contribution was transmitted to the campaign (hand carried, mail
etc.) and what type of written instrument was used.

In your affidavit, you state that you solicited Gary Turner to purchase
tickets to a fundraising dinner being sponsored by the Cardenas
Commi ttee.

Was this solicitation made via telephone or in person?

To the best of your recollection, on what date did this solicitation
take place?

In what capacity were you involved with the fundraising dinner?

How much was each ticket to the fundraising dinner?

How many tckets did Turner agree to purchase?

On what date was the fundraiser held? Where?

Did you attend?

Do you know if Gary Turner attended? Please detail the source of
the information you use to answer the above gquestion.




Questions to Robe ’ Campbell (.

MUR 1196
Page Three

In connection with the following guestion, please see the
attached excerpt from the July 10, 1978, quarterly report filed
by the Cardenas for Congress Committee on July 7, 1978. In your
affidavit, you state that the $125 contribution listed as being
from you was not a contribution from you but rather, represents
a $125 contribution from Gary Turner which you submitted to the
Cardenas for Congress Committee on his behalf on May 23, 1978.

To the best of your knowledge, is the $125 contribution listed on
the attached excerpt the same contribution which you state should
have been attributed to Gary Turner?

In your affidavit, you state that you submitted the $125 contri-
bution from Turner to the Cardenas committee in the form of a
cashier's check.

How was the cashier's check delivered to the campaign committee?

If the contribution was hand delivered, please give the name of

the individual at the committee to whom the contribution was given.

During the course of our investigation, we have been advised that

in your capacity as Assistant Vice President of Dadeland National
Bank, you personally handled a commercial loan to Walter Scott on
June 8, 1978, in the amount of § ; $150 of the proceeds of the
loan was used to purchase a commercial loan cashier's check numbereo
CL001008 made payable to "Cardenas for Congress."

Please describe in detail how that transaction took place.
Did you solicit this contribution?

From Whom? On what date?

Via telephone or in person?

Did you receive any written authorization to use proceeds of Walter
Scotts' loan for a political contribution to the Cardenas Campaign?

How was the cashier's check delivered to the Cardenas Committee?

Did a pledge card or some other contributor indication accompany the
contribution? Please detail.

If the contribution was hand delivered, please give the name ot thL
individual at the campa" ~m=nitise to whom the contributinn W
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LAW OFFICES

Qurdenas, Chomat, Beiss, Amndor & Biensing

ALBERTO R. CARDENAS 2%° FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILDING
JORGE RODRIGUEZ CHOMATY 1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD

RoeerT A.GEiss MiAMI, FLORIDA 33132
ROLANDO A . AMADOR

Marn A DIENSTAG TELEPHONEK (308) 358-3700

July 31, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C., 20463

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is 1n relation to the above-captioned
matter and your letter of July 18, 1980. Your letter was
received at our offices on the 25th of this month and as such,
please excuse any delay in forming a reply.

I am attempting at this point to contact former
members of the Cardenas For Congress Committee. Please advise
as to the facts leading to your belief as to the specific
violation referenced in your letter so that I may obtain a
clearer picture of the problem.

As you are aware, the original Complaint filed
through your organization was rather rambling in nature and I
wish to focus into the specific problem which you feel should

be addressed.

Very truly yours,

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISS,
AMADOR STAG

MARK DIENSTAG
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SHUTTS & BOWEN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
TENTH FLOOR SOUTHEAST FIRSY NATIONAL BANR BUILDING

MIAML, PLORIDA 9:31i1

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED

Attention: Ms. Suzanne Callahan,
Staff Member

.
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-

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street,

Washington,

D.C.

N.W.

20463




LAW OFFICES

- Gardenas, Chomat, Geiss. Amador & Bienstng

2"® FLOOR, TOTALBANR BUILDING
1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD
Miam), FLORIDA 33132

Mr. Charles !I. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Washington D.C., 20463
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BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT C ool
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION ' (G e
FIFTH FLOOR
PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING

200 S.€ FIRST STREET ; W @
DONALD i. BIERMAN MIAMI, FLORIDA 3313 q o Q("' Q

NEAL R. SONNETT
RICHARD A. BEILEY
EDWARD R SHOHAT

TELEPHONE 358-7477
AREA COLE 30S

STEPHEN E MANDER July 9, 1980

BENEDICT P KUENNE

Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf

Chairman

Federal Election Commission CERTIFIED MAIL
Washington, D.C. 20463 RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Friedersdorf:

On July 1, 1980, I received your letter of June 26, 1980,
regarding the above-caontioned matter, together with the Subpoena
to Produce Written Documents and Order to Submit Written Answers.

In that regard, I have enclosed an Affidavit duly executed
by my client, Robert S. Campbell. I trust that his Affidavit fully
explains any misunderstanding resulting from the contribution of
$125.00 to the Cardenas Committee on May 23, 1978.

If my client or I can provide any further information,
please do not hesitate to call upon me.

Very truly yours,

BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY
& SHOHAT, P.:

Kool £

NEAL R. SONNETT

SE il g5, ;

!




STATE OF FLORIDA)
SS:
COUNTY OF DADE )
BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared
ROBERT S. CAMPBELL, and he being first duly sworn, deposes and
states:
A. This Alfidavit is made pursuant to a Subpoena
to Produce Documents and Order to Submit Written Answers issued
by the FFederal Election Commission on .June 26, 1980, in case
number MUR 1196.
B. In commliance with the request for written answers,
your Affiant statcs as follows:
1. On May 23, 1978, 1 was assoclated with the
Dadeland National Bank.
2. On May 23, 1978, I was employed by the Dadeland
National Bank in the capacity of Assistant Vice-President,
My dutics and responsibilities as Assistant
Vice-President of the Dadeland National Bank were primarily in
the arca of lending, although my responsibilities carried over
into the operations area. Specifically, my internal authority
allowed me to debit and credit customer accounts.
4. To the best of my recollection, the "subject
contribution" of May 23, 1978, was made by cashier's check.
>. Not applicable.
6. To the best of my recollection, the "subject
contribution” of Mav 23, 1978, was delivered personally by me to
the Cardenas Campaign Committee.

7. To the best of my recollection, the "subject

contribution" of May 23, 1978, came from the Dadeland National Bank

account , number 0034534906, of Gary Turner. Mr. Turner had
authorized me to debit his account, and to convey the proceeds

($125.00) to the Cardenas Campaign Committee for the purchase of

LAW OFFICES OF BIERMAN, SONNETT. BEILEY & SHOHAT. P A.. 5TH FLOOR PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING. MIAMI. FLORIDA 388-7477




dinner tickets in Mr. Turner's name. Pursuant to his authorization,
I debited his account, as described above, converted the proceeds
into a cashier's check, and submitted it to the Cardenas for
Congress Committec. At the same time, I submitted a pledge card,
properly executed in the name of Gary Turner, in order to reflect
that the contribution was from Gary Turner, not from me.

8. Seo answer to question number 7, above.

9. Gince I am no longer cmployed by the Dadeland
National Bank and no longer associated with the Cardenas for
Congress Committee, [ do not have, and therefore cannot submit,
a cony of the front and back of the negotiable instrument which
was used to make the "subject contribution”, nor do I have, and
therefore cannot submit, the accompanying pledge card, in the name
Oof Gary Turncer, submitted with the subject contribution.

10. Because 1 am no longer employed by the Dadeland
National Bank, I do not have, and therefore cannot submit, photo-

coples of the bank statements for the account from which the

subject contribution was drawn. As stated above, the funds for

the "subject contribution" were derived from account number
0034534906, in the name of Gary Turner, at the Dadeland National
tjank, Miami, IFlorida 33156,

C. Because the questions, as phrased, do not give me
a tull opportunity to explain what has been referred to by the
IF'ederal Election Commission as the "subject contribution", your
Affiant wishes to further expand upon the written responses
detailed above.

D. During May, 1978, your Affiant was assisting Albert
Cardenas in his campaign for Congress. Pursuant thereto, your
Affiant spoke with Mr. Gary Turner, a personal friend as well as
a customer of the Dadeland National Bank, and requested that
Mr. Turner purchasce tickets to a fund raising dinner being
sponsored by the Cardenas for Congress Committee. Mr. Turner
agreed to purchase the said tickets, and authorized your Affiant,

in his position as Assistant Vice-President of the Dadeland

=l
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Nat ional Bank, to debit his bank account in the amount of $125.00,
and to submit a like amount to the Cardenas for Congress Committee.
Oon May 22, 1978, vour Affiant, pursuant to Mr. Turner's instructions,
did debit his account in the amount of $125.00. Those proceeds
woere then converted into a cashier's check, which was submitted to
the Cardenas for Congress Committee. At the same time, your
Aftiant filled out a pledge card in the name of Gary Turner, and
submitted the said pledge card with the campaign contribution.
The campalgn contribution was intended to be a contribution from
Gary Turner, was authorized by him, and the debiting of his
account was done by your Affiant pursuant to his instructions and
with his full and complete authorization.

L. Because your Affiant is no longer employed by the
Dadeland National Bank and is no longer associated with the Cardenas
for Congress Campaign Committece, your Affiant has been unable to
personally review the bank and Campaign Committee records related to
the above-described contribution. However, your Affiant states
that the subject contribution was intended to be, and was, a
contribution from Mr. Turner, not from your Affiant, If the
records of the Cardenas for Congress Campalgn Committee reflect
the subject contribution as one from your Affiant, then your
Affiant can only suygest that the Cardenas for Congress Campalign
committee committed an inadvertent cerror in the recording of the
contribution. That error may have been committed because your
Affiant, as an Assistant Vice-President of the Dadeland National
jank, may have signed the cashier's check described above, and
recording officials of the Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee
may not have realized that the pledge card in the name of Gary
Turner, which was submitted at the same time, was related to the
subject cashier's check.

F. While the contribution of May 23, 1978, was, to the
hest of your Afriant's recollection and belief, derived from the

account of Gary Turner, your Affiant never intended that the

LAW OFFICES OF BIERMAN, SONNETT. BEILEY & SHONAT. P A.. ST+ FLOOR PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING. MIAMI, FLORIDA 338-7477
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contribution be submitted in the name of your Affiant, and was
unaware that the contribution had been recorded in your Affiant's
name. As stated above, Mr. Turner agreed to make a contribution
to the Cardenas tfor Congress Campaign Committee, authorized your
Affiant to submit the contribution in Mr. Turner's name, and your
Affiant submitted a properly executed pledge card from Mr. Turner
pursuant thereto.

G. Your Affiant further states that he never intended to
violate the provisions of 2 U.5.C. §441(f), and does not believe
that the provisions of that Statute were violated by the procedures
which your Affiant followed in submitting Mr. Turner's campaign
contribution to the Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee.

Your Affiant was unaware that the contribution of May 23, 1978,
was recorded 1n the name of your Afflant and submits that the
said contribution should have been listed in the name of Gary
Turner. Your Affiant further believes that any failure to do so
on the part of the recording officials of the Cardenas for
Congress Campaign Committee was 1nadvertent and not done in any
attemot to violate or subvert the Federal Election Laws.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAITH NOT.

ebecd S (Puabett
ROBERT S. CAMPBELL

SWORN to and SUBSCRIBED before me this 9th day of
Al I
! iloey A L lsa

NOTARY PUBLIC # State of Florida
at Large

My Commission Expires:

MOTARY PUSLIC STATE OF RLORIDA AT LARGE
2R COMMISSION EXPIRES APR. 22 1982
Imubtuuomnuustmnmns
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LAW OFFICES
BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
FiFTH FLOOR
PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING
200 8. €. FIRST STREET
MiIAMI, FLORIDA 33131

Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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FEDERAL EL.ECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463
" June 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL -
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harry Devant
440 Marmure Ave.
Coral Gables, FL

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Devant:

On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you, may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on June 3, 1980, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint that there is
no reason to believe that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the

Commission has closed its file in this matter as it pertains
to you.

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
Callahan at (202) 523-5071.

4—-—¢
il

N. Steele
ounsel

AV

 J¢'Y eneral Counsel

Add your address in the “RETURN TO" spece on

fevene,

1 The following service is requested (check one).

R: Complete itoms 1, 2, snd 3.

Show to whom, date, and address of delivery. . —wat-
(CONSULT POSTMASTIR FOR FEES) =~ : Ll

RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom, date, and address of delivery. $emm

Show to whom and date delivered. . .. .. ..

-INMn.ute=‘zV!°

ol Galles, £] 33/

1 Show to whom and date delivered. . . . ... ..

[] RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

® SENDE
0
=l Al

4

. 2.4 ARTICLE
147

PS Form 3811, Aug. 1978




FEDERAL ELEC HHON COMMISSION

VASHPSCTON D e 20tet

* EKTIFIED MAIL

PiTURN _RECETPT REQUESTED

Harvy Devant
1) Marmure Ave.,
nral Gables, FL 33146

MUR 1196

»r Mr., Devant:

On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
wplaint alleging that you, may have violated certain
+tions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
noended,

The Commission, onJi};d--, 1980, determined that on

"*iv basis of the information in the complaint that there is
reason to believe that a violation of any statute within
" jurisdiction has heen committed. Accordingly, the
wmission has closed i1ts file in this matter as 1t pertains
N Qe

Should y2u have any questions, please contact Suzanne
allahan at (202) 523-5071. <5/VNA:”

Sincerely, Cp (2;7 %ﬂl)

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH
THE RIGHT.TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT

Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
c/o Barbara Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

MUR 1196

I hereby certify pursuant to Section 1103(b) of the Right
to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. § 3403(b), that the
provisions of the Act have been complied with as to the enclosed
Written Questions Under Order/Subpoena, answers to which are being
ordered pursuant to 12 U.S.C. § 3413(h)(1)(A). I further certify
that good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves your
institution and its employees and agents of any possible liability
to the customer in connection with the disclosure of this infor-
mation.

Y.
Date Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

=7 b

Kenneth A, Gross
Acting General Counsel




Letter to Barbara. Vicevich
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you —
wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerely,
A
//ﬁ .
I 7 cat
Max L. Friedersdor
Chairman

Enclosures

| #us30n4
clstnin olgr of eddressee or agent)

g received the article described above.
D ddg ] L) rized agent

| e

€ UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE: | cLerx's
I NITIALS
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara E. Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients
on March 31, 1980, of a complaint alleging that they may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to them at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on June 3, 1980, determined that there is no reason to
believe Richard Dailey personally violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. On that same date, the Commission determined
that there is reason to believe that the Dadeland Bank violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b. Specifically, it appears that the cashier's
check numbered CL001008, enclosed with the complaint, may have
been a contribution by the bank to the Cardenas for Congress
Committee in violation 2 § 441b. You may submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter.

Enclosed a set of written questions, an Order of the
Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the Right to
Financial Privacy Act of 1978, all directed to Dadeland National
Bank.

In absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire.




Letter to Barbar‘. Vicevich .
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) (formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerely, ‘AWT/]/Y()

ol

Enclosures




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Richard Dailey, President

Dadeland National Bank

c/o Barbara Vicevich MUR 1196
Shutts & Bowen 5

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, FL 33131

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l) and (3) and in furtherance
of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal
Elecsion Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers
to the questions attached to this Order and Subpoenas you to
produce requested documents.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded
to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt of this —
Order/Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on June e?(,, 1980.

Chairman

ATTEST:

Marjoifie W. Emmons
Secrpfary to the Commission




WRITTEN QUESTIONS

Dadeland National Bank MUR 1196

In accordance with the attached Order of the Federal
Election Commission issued under the authority of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437d(a)(l) and (3) as part of a lawful investigation being
conducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2), please
submit written answers to the gquestions below and have an
atfidavit signed by the appropriate bank official and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10)
days of your receipt of these questions.

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Dadeland
National Bank, Miami, Florida 33158, bearing the notation
"CL001008" near the upper right hand corner, dated June 22,

1978, and also bearing the following series of numbers across the
bottom: "0670 0239 65 0[1]48 00000 5000." (The number in brackets
was not clear on the photocopy in the possession of the Commission.)

For the purposes of these written gquestions, the term
"Dadeland National Bank customer" is defined as any person in
whose name an account is maintained in the Dadeland National
Bank. '

1. Did Dadeland National Bank issue the cashier's check at the
request of any Dadeland National Bank customer?

If your answer to Question 1 is in the affirmative, please
state the name and address of such customer.

If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative, please state
the name of the person who requested the issuance of the
cashier's check.

Please describe and submit all records and documents supportina
your answers to the above guestions.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 26, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara E. Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich: -~

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients
on March 31, 1980, of a complaint alleging that they may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to them at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on June 3, 1980, determined that there is no reason to
believe Richard Dailey personally violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. On that same date, the Commission determined
that there is reason to believe that the Dadeland Bank violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b. Specifically, it appears that the cashier's
check numbered CL001008, enclosed with the complaint, may have
been a contribution by the bank to the Cardenas for Congress
Committee in violation 2 § 441b. You may submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter.

Enclosed a set of written questions, an Order of the
Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the Right to
Financial Privacy Act of 1978, all directed to Dadeland National
Bank.

In absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a tfinding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 26, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL ;
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTE

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley,
& Shohat, P.A.

200 S.E. First Street

Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131 z

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

The Federal Election Commission notified your client on
March 31, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that he may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint
was torwarded to him at that time.

Upon tfurther review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on June 3, 1980, determined that
there is reason to believe that Mr. Campbell may have violated
2 U.S.C. § 441f. Specifically, it appears that his contribution
of $125 to the Cardenas Committee on May 23, 1978, may constitute
a contribution dervied from the account of Gary B. Turner, and thus,
a contribution given in the name of another. You may submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commiscsion's analysis of this matter.

Your response to the Commission's initial notification of
this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
the matter(s) in gquestion. Please submit answers to the enclosed
Order/Subpoena.

in absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that nc further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
intormal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe i1f you so desire.




Letter to Neal R. Sonnett
‘Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(1l2)(A) [formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public. A

o

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahéﬁ,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerley,

h/’{ 4 / .
Tl 7 C?MW
Max L. Friedersdorf
Enclosures Chairman




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley,
& Shohat, P.A.

200 S.E. First Street

Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

The Federal Election Commission notified your client on
March 31, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that he may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint
was forwarded to him at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on June 3, 1980, determined that
there is reason to believe that Mr. Campbell may have violated
2 U.S.C. § 441f. Specifically, it appears that his contribution
of $125 to the Cardenas Committee on May 23, 1978, may constitute
a contribution dervied from the account of Gary B. Turner, and thus,
a contribution given in the name of another. You may submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter.

Your response to the Commission's initial notification of
this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
the matter(s) in question. Please submit answers to the enclosed
Order/Subpoena.

In absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire.




Letter to Neal R. Sonnett
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerley, S;Z;Y1\<iz n /%AD

v

Enclosures




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Robert S. Campbell
c/o Neal R. Sonnett
200 S.E. First Street
Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196

- N et N Nt P

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l) and (3) and in furtherance
of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal
Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers
to the gquestions attached to this Order and Subpoenas you to
produce requested documents.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt
of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on June a?é, 1980.

T § ottty

Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

A b

le W. Emmons
ary to the Commission

ATTEST:




WRITTEN QUESTIONS

Robert S. Campbell MUR 1196

In accordance with the attached Order/Subpoena of the —
Federal Election Commission issued under the authority of
2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(1l) and (3) as part of a lawful investigation
being conducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2),
please submit written answers to the questions below and have an
affidavit signed by Robert S. Campbell.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10) days
of your receipt of these questions.

The Cardenas for Congress Committee reports receipt of $125
contribution from you on May 23, 1978 which is rcferred to in the
following questions as "subject contribution.”

l. Were you associated with the Dadeland National Bank at the
time you made the subject contribution?

If your answer to the above is in the afflrmatlve, in what
capacity where you so employed?

Please detail your duties and responsibilities in connection
with your response to question number 2 above.

Did you make the subject contribution by check?

If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative, how did you
make the subject contribution?

Did you make the contribution via mail, in person or through
an intermediary? Please detail your response.




auestions to Robert S. Campbell
Page Two

From what source did the funds with which you made the
subject contribution come?

From what bank actount was the subject contribution drawn?
In your response, please include the account number, the
name and address of the bank, and the name(s) of the
individual(s) in which the account is held.

Please submit a copy of the front and back of the negotiable
instrument which you used to make the subject contribution
as well as any accompanying written instrument submitted
with the subject contribution.

Please submit photocopies of your bank statements for the
account from which the subject contribution was drawn for
one month preceeding and, one month subsequent to the
subject transaction.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

June 26, 1980

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Dienstag

Cardenas, Chomat, Geiss,
Amador & Dienstag

1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Ste. 201

Miami, FL 33132

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Dienstag:

On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified your clients
of a complaint alleging that they may have violated certain
sections of the -Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on June 3, 1980, determined that on
the basis of information in the complaint and information
provided by you, that there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed by Alberto Cardenas.

On that same date, the Commission determined there is
reason to believe that the Cardenas for Congress Committee
has violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Specifically, the Committee's
failure to report receipt of the $125 and $150 contributions
addressed in the complaint constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C.
§434(b) .

You may submit any additional factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
this matter. In absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against
your client, the Commission may find probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation.
Of course, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe if you so desire.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and §437g(a)(l2)(A) {formerly S§437g(a)
(3)(B)] unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.




Page Two

Ltr. to Mark Dienstag

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
Callahan, the staff member assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-5071.

=

Sincerely,

= : 5 /
Tiest ¥ it
Max L. Friedersdor
Chairman
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“tarll Dienstag
it denas, Chomat, Geiss,
amador & Dienstag

'71) Biscayne Rlvd.
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BN, S EE 381812

Re: MUR 1196
war Mr. Dienstang: .
On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified your clients
1 complarnt alleging that they may have violated certain

~ti1ons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
cded.,

The (ommissinn, on &é}ﬁ*ﬂ _?71980, determined that on
v basis of i1nformation i1n the complaint and 1nformation
» waded by you, that there is no reason to believe that a
*-lation of any statute within 1ts jurisdiction has been
i tted by Alberto Cardenas.

On that <amne date, the Commission determined there 1s
son to believe that the Cardenas for Congress Committee
v violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Specifically, the Committee's
1rlure to report receipt of the $125 and $150 contributions
I'vymssed in the complaint constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C.
121 (b) .

You may submit any additional factual or legal materials
“irch you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
s matter.  In absence of any additional information which
"onstrates that no further action should be taken against
oclient, the Commission may find probable cause to bhelieve
t 3 vinlation has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation.
~ourse, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
voanth anformal concrliation prior to a finding of probable cause
believe 1§ vou so0 desire,

This matter will remain confidential 1n accordance with
LGS0, 2427 a)(4)(B) and 5437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly §437g(a)
£ Y (B)] unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
h the matter to be made public.




I"aae Two

IL.tr. to Mark Dienstag

1f you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
Callahan, the staff member assigned to this matter at

(202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY W
DATE: JUNE 26, 1980

SUBJECT : SUBPOENAS IN RELATION TO MUR 1196

The attached subvoenas, approved by a vote of 6-0
in Executive Session on June 17, 1980, have been signed

and sealed this date.

ATTACHMENT :
Subpoenas (2)
1) Campbell
2) Dailey




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CI-'.ANEY/”‘”
DATE: JUNE 25, 19890

SUBJECT : MCR 1196 - Memorandum to the Commission dated

6-23-80; Received in OCS 6-23-80,
2:20

The above-named document was circulated to the
Commission cn a 24 hour no-objection basis at 11:00,
‘June 24, 1980.

There were no objections to the revised cuestions
as attached to the above-named memorandum at the time of

the deadline; however Commissioner Reiche noted a

typogravhical error. A cooy of his vote sheet is attached.

ATTACHMENT «
Coov of Vote Sheet
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June 239y 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie H. Emmons
FROM3 Jane Colgrove

SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission on

MUR 1196 distributed on a 24 hour no-objection basis.

Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463 80 JUN23 P 2: 20

June 23, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Stee :
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Revised questions - MUR 1196

On June 17, 1980, the Office of General Counsel was directed
during executive session to revise the proposed questions directed
to Robert S. Campbell,under Order, in connection with his possible
violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441f.

Attached for the Commission's approval are revised questions
which incorporate the Commission's determination of June 17th;
specifically, guestions numbered one through three have been
added to those originally proposed.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the Commission approve the attached
questions directed to Robert S. Campbell under Order/Subpoena.




WRITTEN QUESTIONS

Robert S. Campbell MUR 1196

In accordance with the attached Order/Subpoena of the
Federal Election Commission issued under the authority of
2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(1) and (3) as part of a lawful investigation
being conducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2),
please submit written answers to the questions below and have an
affidavit signed by Robert S. Campbell.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10) days
of your receipt of these questions.

The Cardenas for Congress Committee reports receipt of $125
contribution from you on May 23, 1978 which is referred to in the
following questions as "subject contribution."

Where you associated with the Dadeland National Bank at the
time you made the subject contribution?

I1f your answer to the above is in the affirmative, in what

capacity where you so employed?

Please detail your duties and responsibilities in connection
with your response to question number 2 above.

Did you make the subject contribution by check?

If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative, how did you
make the subject contribution?

Did you make the contribution via mail, in person or through
an intermediary? Please detail your response.




Questions to Robert S$. Campbell
Page Two

From what source did the funds with which you made the
subject contribution come?

From what bank account was the subject contribution drawn?
In your response, please include the account number, the
name and address of the bank, and the name(s) of the
individual(s) in which the account is held. =

Please submit a copy of the front and back of the negotiable
instrument which you used to make the subject contribution
as well as any accompanying written instrument submitted
with the subject contribution.

Please submit photocopies of your bank statements for the
account from which the subject contribution was drawn for
one month preceeding and, one month subsequent to the
subject transaction.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMAISSION

In the Matter of )

)
Cardenas for Congress ) MUR 1196

Campaign Committee, )
et al. )

CERTTFICATION

I, larjorie W. Frmons, recording secretary for the Federal
Election Camission's executive session on June 17, 1980, do
hereby certify that the Camission decided by 2 vote of 6-0 to take
the following actions in MUP 1196:

1. Send to counsel for Dadeland lational Bank
the notification letter attached to the FEC
General Tounsel's June 11, 1280 memorandum report.

Authorize the General Counsel to sion the Certification
of Corpliance directed to Richard Dailey of Dadeland
National Bank (2ttachment 4 of the General Counsel's
June 11, 1980 memorandum report).

2porove the Orcder/Subpoena to Dadeland Mational Bank
(Attachment 3 to the General Counsel's June 11, 1280
report.)

Approve the notification letter to counsel for Robert
S. Carobell (Attackment 2 to the General Counsel's
June 11, 19230 report).

Pporove the Order/Subpoena to Fobert S. Campbell,
subject to arendment of the attached cuestions to
ask vhat vere the duties of !Mr. Carpbell at the bank
at the time he vas vice presicdent of the bank.

Attest:

0
5 v } i
[l N ete T opn il

Yarjorie V. Ermons
L Secretary to the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHAPLES STEELE v{\,lU) ¢/

FROM MARJORIE W. EMMOMNS/MARGARFT CHANEYW

DATF: JUNF 16, 1980

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1196 - Memorandum to the
Commission dated 6-11-80: Received in
0oCS 6-12-30, 9:05

The above-named document was circulated on a 48 hour
vote basis at 11:00, June 12, 1980.

Cormmissioner Reiche submitted an objection at 10:07,
June 16, 1980, thereby vplacing MUR 1196 on the Amended
Agenda for Executive Session on Tuesdav, June 17, 1980.

A cooy of Cormmissioner Reiche vote sheet is attached

showing his comments.

ATTACHME!T:
Vote Sheet




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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WASHINGTON D C. 20403
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June 11, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the

Commission on a 48 hour taljy basis. Thank you.




gl
o ECES e
e {7,
# ‘;. ’.-’\ .- ‘: ‘[I?
e ]jp;
' V‘&.n’.,‘\'é-

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION "

e

».,?Y

WASHINGTON, D ¢ 20463 80 JUN 12 4 9: 05

MEMORANDUM June 11, 1980

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. SteeW
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Revised Notification Letters - MUR 1196
Authorization to Issue Orders/Subpoenas

On June 3, 1980, the Commission voted to amend the
recommendations contained in the First General Counsel's
Report in connection with MUR 1196. The amendments included
findings of reason to believe that Robert S. Campbell violated
2 U.S.C. § 441f and reason to believe that the Dadeland National
Bank violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

Attached, for Commission approval, are two notification
letters which the Office of General Counsel recommends be sent
to the above-named respondents advising them of the Commission's
determination.

It is also recommended that the Commission approve the
attached Order/Subpoena directed to the Dadeland National Bank
in furtherance of our investigation of this matter.

The proposed questions are exempted from all but the
certification requirements of the Right to Financial Privacy
Act of 1978, by virtue of § 3413(h)(1)(A) which is an exception
permitting disclosure of financial records in connection with a
lawful investigation directed at the bank itself. 1/ The answers
will assist us in determining whether the cashier's check, at issue
in this matter, represents a political contribution by the Dadeland

Bank.

Additionally, it 1s recommended that the Commission approve
the attached Order/Subpoena directed to Robert S. Campbell in
order that we be 1n a position to ascertain whether a contribution
in the name of another has been made by Mr. Campbell.

1/ See Attachment 1 to Memorandum




Memo to the Commission
Page Two

Recommendations

It is recommended that the Commission:

Approve the attached notification letter to counsel for
Dadeland National Bank;

Authorize the General Counsel to sign the attached
Certification of Compliance directed to Richard Dailey

of Dadeland National Bank;

Approve the attached Order/Subpoena to Dadeland National Bank:

Approve the attached notification letter to counsel for
Robert A. Campbell; and

Approve attached Order/Subpoena to Robert S. Campbell.

Attachments

l. Excerpt - Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978
2. Notification letters (2)

3. Order/Subpoena (2)

4. Certificate of Compliance (1)

S. Authorization Form (2)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara E. Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196
Dear Ms. Vicevich:

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients
on March 31, 1980, of a complaint alleging that they may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to them at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on June 3, 1980, determined that there is no reason to
believe Richard Dailey personally violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. On that same date, the Commission determined
that there is reason to believe that the Dadeland Bank violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b. Specifically, it appears that the cashier's
check numbered CL001008, enclosed with the complaint, may have
been a contribution by the bank to the Cardenas for Congress
Committee in violation 2 § 441b. You may submit any factual
or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter.

Enclosed a set of written questions, an Order of the
Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the Right to
Financial Privacy Act of 1978, all directed to Dadeland National
Bank.

In absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire.




Letter to Barbara. Vicevich .
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerely,

Enclosures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH
THE RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT

Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
c/o0 Barbara Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

MUR 1196

I hereby certify pursuant to Section 1103(b) of the Right
to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. § 3403(b), that the
provisions of the Act have been complied with as to the enclosed
Written Questions Under Order/Subpoena, answers to which are being
ordered pursuant to 12 U.S.C. § 3413(h)(1)(A). I further certify
that good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves your
institution and its employees and agents of any possible liability
to the customer in connection with the disclosure of this infor-
mation.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Richard Dailey, President

Dadeland National Bank

c/o0 Barbara Vicevich MUR 1196
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, FL 33131

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l) and (3) and in furtherance
of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal
Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers
to the guestions attached to this Order and Subpoenas you to
produce reguested documents.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded
to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt of this
Order/Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on June , 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission




WRITTEN QUESTIONS

Dadeland National Bank MUR 1196

In accordance with the attached Order of the Federal
Election Commission issued under the authority of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437d(a)(1) and (3) as part of a lawful investigation being
conducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2), please
submit written answers to the questions below and have an
affidavit signed by the appropriate bank official and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10)
days of your receipt of these questions.

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Dadeland
National Bank, Miami, Florida 33158, bearing the notation
"CL001008" near the upper right hand corner, dated June 22,

1978, and also bearing the following series of numbers across the
bottom: "0670 0239 65 0[1)48 00000 S000." (The number in brackets
was not clear on the photocopy in the possession of the Commission.)

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"Dadeland National Bank customer" is defined as any person in
whose name an account is maintained in the Dadeland National
Bank.

1. Did Dadeland National Bank issue the cashier's check at the
request of any Dadeland National Bank customer?

If your answer to Question 1 is in the affirmative, please
state the name and address of such customer.

If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative, please state
the name of the person who requested the issuance of the
cashier's check.

Please describe and submit all records and documents supporting
your answers to the above questions.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Neal R. Sonnett

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley,
& Shohat, P.A.

200 S.E. First Street

Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Sonnett:

The Federal Election Commission notified your client on
March 31, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that he may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint
was forwarded to him at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on June 3, 1980, determined that
there is reason to believe that Mr. Campbell may have violated
2 U.S.C. § 441f. ©Specifically, it appears that his contribution
of $125 to the Cardenas Committee on May 23, 1978, may constitute
a contribution dervied from the account of Gary B. Turner, and thus,
a contribution given in the name of another. You may submit any
tactual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter.

Your response to the Commission's initial notification of
this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
the matter(s) in question. Please submit answers to the enclosed
Order/Subpoena.

In absence of any additional information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your client, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if you so desire.




Letter to Neal R. Sonnett
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly 437g(a)
(3)(B)) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-5071.

Sincerley,

Enclosures




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Robert S. Campbell
c/o Neal R. Sonnett
200 S.E. First Street
Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131

MUR 1196

N N N i P P P

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l) and (3) and in furtherance
of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal
Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers
to the questions attached to this Order and Subpoenas you to
produce requested documents.

Such answers must be submitted under ocath and must be

forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt

of this Order.
WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on June , 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission




WRITTEN QUESTIONS

Robert S. Campbell MUR 1196

In accordance with the attached Order/Subpoena of the
Federal Election Commission issued under the authority of
2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(1l) and (3) as part of a lawful investigation
being conducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2),
please submit written answers to the questions below and have an
affidavit signed by Robert S. Campbell.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10) days
of your receipt of these questions.

The Cardenas for Congress Committee reports receipt of $125
contribution from you on May 23, 1978 which is referred to in the
following questions as "subject contribution.”

Did you make the subject contribution by check?

If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative, how did you
make the subject contribution?

Did you make the contribution via mail, in person or through
an intermediary? Please detail your response.

From what source did the funds with which you made the
subject contribution come?

From what bank account was the subject contribution drawn?
In your response, please include the account number, the
name and address of the bank, and the name(s) of the
individual(s) in which the account is held.

Please submit a copy of the front and back of the negotiable
instrument which you used to make the subject contribution
as well as any accompanying written instrument submitted
with the subject contribution.




Questions to Robert S. Campbell
Page Two

Please submit photocopies of your bank statements for the
account from which the subject contribution was drawn for
one month preceeding and, one month subsequent to the

subject transaction.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

AUTHORIZA

The Commiss
Answer Written Ques

to be issued to:

TION TO ISSUE ORDER/SUBPOENA

ion hereby authorizes an Order to

tions and a Subpoena to produce documents

Robert S. Campbell
c/o0 Neal R. Sonnett
200 S.E. First Street
Fifth Floor

Miami, FL 33131

Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner

Robert O. Tiernan
Commissioner




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE ORDER/SUBPOENA

The Commission hereby authorizes an Order to Answer
Written Questions and a Subpoena to produce documents to be

issued to:

Richard Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank
c/o Barbara E. Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

100 S. Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, FL 33131

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Frank P. Reiche
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner Commissioner




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSICN

In the Matter of

Cardenas for Congress
Campaicn Cammittee, et al.

)
; MR 1196
)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie 'J. Ermons, Recordinc Secretary for the Federal
Election Cammission's Executive Session on June 3, 1980, do hereby
certify that the Comission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the
following actions in MR 1196:

1. Find reason to believe that the Cardenas for Congress
Carpaion Committee has violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b).

Find reason to believe that the Dadeland lational Bank
has violated 2 U.S.C. §441b.

Find reason to believe that Pobert Campbell has violated
2 U.S.C. §441f.

Find no reason to believe that Alberto Cardenas, Richard
Dailey, or Farry Devant violated any provision of the
FECA of 1271, as amended.
5. Send letters of notification.
Commissioners Friedersdorf, Harris, licGarry, Peiche, and Tiernan
voted affirmatively for the decision; Cormissioner Aikens was not

present at the time of the vote.

Attest:

L /5765 ) Lorrnese

Date Marjorie #. Fmmons
Secretary to the Camission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

%

0
MFMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE i\
FROM: MARTORIE W, EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY M
DATE : MAY 29, 1980
SUBJECT: NBJECTION - MUR 1196 - First General Counsel's

Revort dated 5-27-80: Received in
OCS 5-27-80, 10:51
The above-named document was circulated on a 48
hour vote basis at 4:00, Mav 27, 1980.
Commissioner McCGarry submitted an objection at 11:22,

May 29, 1980, thereby vlacing MUR 1196 on the Executive

Session Agenda for Tuesday, June 3, 1980.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

L

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEFXLE Q

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGAET CHANEY #&~
DATF. : MAY 29, 1980

STJIRJFCT : MISSPELLED NAME OF RESPONSENT IN MUR 1196

The name of one of the resvondents is svpelled
differently on the face of the First General Counsel's
Renort and the notification letter than it is in the
Recormendation vortion and backup navers. The nare is
tvoed "Harry Davant” in the former cases and "Harry Devant"

in the latter cases.




May 27, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1196

Please have the attached First CC Report distributed

to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RECEIVED
1325 K Street, N.W. OPFICE OF THE
Washington, D.C. 20463 COMMIS .l SECRETARY

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
BOMAY27 Al0: §

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR #__ 1196
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION [iry - [ 1980 DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC__ 3/24/80

STAFF MEMBER Callahan
523-5071

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Gary B. Turner

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Alberto Cardenas, Harry Davant,
Richard H. Dailey, Robert S. Campbell,
The Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee,
Dadeland National Bank

RELEVANT STATUTE: §434(b), 441b

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

On March 24, 1980, Gary B. Turner filed a notarized complaint
with the Commission alleging violations of the FECA of 1971, as
amended by: Alberto Cardenas (FL/14), the Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee ("the Cardenas Committee"), the Dadeland National
Bank ("the Bank"), Richard H. Dailey (President of the Bank), Robert S.
Campbell (former Vice President of the Bank) and Harry Devant (a
consultant to the Cardenas Committee).

The complaint 1s based on Turner's allegation that the bank
debited his personal checking account in the amount of $125 on
May 22, 1978 for a political contribution without his knowledge
or authorization. The complainant submitted a copy of the debit
memo at issue which reads, "Debiting account per your request,
proceeds will go to Cardenas for Congress."

Turner alleges a violat:ion of 2 U.S.C. §434(b) by the Cardenas
Committee based on the fact that the $125 contribution debited from
his account 1s not 1temized on committee reports. Turner notes that
the committee's reports list receipt of a $125 contribution from
Robert Campbell one day after his (Turner's) account was debited,
but that he does not know "whether this money 1s the same as that
extracted from [his] account."”
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by the bank based on a copy of a cashlers check in the amount of
$150 which was deposited by the Cardenas Committee; 1/ the
complainant contends that the contribution appears to be from

the bank in violation of §441b. Additionally, the cashiers check
did not indicate the remitter and no itemized contribution of like
amount is listed on committee reports during the appropriate time
period, allegedly in violation of §434(b).

The complaint contains no specific allegation against Harry
Davant.
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Campbell responded to Turner's complaint through counsel by
letter dated April 28, 1980. Counsel states, "it 1s Mr. Campbell's
position that any monies debited from the account of Mr. Turner
were done pursuant to [Turner's] request and that [his] client 1in
no way intended to or did violate any of the provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971."

The 1ssue of whether the $125 debit to Turner's account was
made without his authorization is not within the jurisdiction of
the FECA of 1971, as amended. However, the failure of the Cardenas
Committee to report receipt of the subject contribution appears to
constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C. §434(b).

The Cardenas Committee has responded to Turner's allegation by
admitting that 1ts records do not report receipt of $125 from
Gary Turner but offer no explanation as to why the discrepancy exists.

However, enclosed with Turner's complaint was a letter dated
February 19, 1980, from Richard Krissel, treasurer of the Cardenas
committee, 1n which he responded to Turner's 1inquiry concerning the
failure of the committee to report him as a contraibutorx. In his
letter, Krissel states that the committee has a cash discrepancy
between 1its cash on hand and FEC reports, indicating that the $125
contribution may be part of a reconciling error. Nevertheless,
the commitee's failure to i1temize Turner's conftribution 15 a
VROt IS S M= S22 N IS INE e CRAIRE AT (T

1/ It 1s unknown where Turner obtained the copy of the cashiers
check which he submitted with his complaint.




In connection with the separate issue of the $150 cashiers

check which Turner alleges may have been a political
contribution from the bank, the bank's counsel states that
the check was purchased by a bank customer and was
not a contribution by the bank to the Cardenas campaign.
Counsel did not submit the purchasers name pursuant to the Right
to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. §3401 et seq; it is
the view of this office that subpoenaing the individuals name is
unwarranted.

The Bank's response states that "at no time did the bank or
any of its officers or directors ever authorize any contribution
to be made in 1its behalf to 'Cardenas for Congress'".

There 1s no evidence to indicate that the bank has made a
contribution in connection with a federal election. Therefore, it
1s recommended that the Commission find no reason to believe the
bank violated 2 U.S.C. §441b.

Additionally, Turner alleges a separate §434(b) violation in
that the Cardenas Committee has failed to report receipt of the $150
cashiers check at issue here. It 1s impossible to substantiate
Turner's claim since the purchaser of the cashiers check is unknown
and we are therefore unable to verify the allegation. However, the
Cardenas Committee reports do not reflect receipt of any $150
contribution during the reporting period in which the cashiers check
was purchased. Therefore, the apparent failure of the committee to
itemize receipt of the $150 cashiers check appears to be an
additional §434(b) violation.

RECOMMENDATIONS

l. Find reason to believe that the Cardenas Committee has
violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b).

2. Find no reason to believe that the Dadeland National Bank
has violated 2 U.S.C. §441b.

Find no reason to believe that Alberto Cardenas, Richard
Dailey, Robert Campbell or Harry Devant violated any provision
of the FECA of 1971, as amended.

Approve and send the attached notification letters.

Attachments

1. Complaint (30 pgs)
2. Responses to allegations contained
in complaint (9 pgs)
3. Proposed notification letters (5 pgs)




‘ Attachment I (30 pgs)

COMPLAINT BEFORE
THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Gary B. Turner,

Complainant,
v.
Alberto Cardenas, Harry Davant,
Richard H. Dailey, Robert S.
Campbell, The Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee, and Dadeland
National Bank

Respondents,

COMES NOW, Gary B. Turner, pursuant to the provisions of
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Sections 111.2
and 111.04 of the Regulations, ¢of The Federal Election Commission,
Title 2 U.S.C. 441(b) and Title 2 U.S.C. 433,434 of the Act, and files
this, his Complaint against Dadeland National Bank, a banking
corporation existing under the laws of the United States of America,
Alberto Cardenas, a candidate for Congress, (1977-78) l4th Congress-
ional District, Florida, Barry Davant, Richard H. Dailey, Robert S.
Campbell, and Dadeland National Bank, and in furtherance thereof
states:

1. That the Complainant's full name is Gary Benjamin

2. That the Complainant's address is 8530 S.W. 102 Avenue,
Miami, Florida, 33173.

3. That the Complainsnt's telephone number is (305)271-9732.

4. That Dadeland National Bank is a National Bank located
at 7545 North Kendall Drive, Miami, Florida 33156, telephone number
(305) 667-8401.

5. That Alberto Cardenas, is sui juris, and has offices
located at 1730 Biscayne Blvd., Miami, Florida 33132, telephone number
(305) 358-3700 and was a Republican Candidate for the 1l4th Congressicnzl
District, the State of Florida 1977-78.




6. That Richard H. Dailey, is sui juris, and is the
President 6f Dadeland National Bank, and his address is 7545 North
Kendall Drive, Miami, Plorida 33156, telephone number (305) 667-8401.

7. That Harry Davant is, sui juris, and is a proféssional
Political Campaign Organizer and advisor and provided services in
such capacity in the Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee during
1977 and 1978. Mr Davant's address may be obtained from Respondent,
Alberto Cardenas.

8. That Robert §. Campbell is, sui juris, and was an
Assistant Vice President of Dadeland National Bank at all times per-
tenent hereto and was a member of the Steering Committee of the
Campaign of Alberto Cardenas during 1977 and 1978. Mr. Campbell's
current address may be obtained from Respondent, Dadeland National
Bank.

9. That the Cardenas for Congress Campaién was a Committee
organized under the law of the Unfted States, a political committee
for, among other purposes, soliciting and disbursing campaign con-
tributions to the election Campaign of Alberto Cardenas in Cardenas'
campaign for a United States Congressional seat, 1l4th Congressional
District, State of Florida (1977-78).

9. That the factual basis for this Complaint is as follows:

(a) On or about May 15, 1979 the Complainant maintained
a personal checking account, account number 0034534906, at Dadeland
National Bank. As of an audit of said account, Complainant discovered
a Debit Memo to the account entered without the knowledge, consent or
authorization or ratification of Complainant which Debit Memo was
dated May 22, 1978, and it was stated thereon as the explanation of
said memo: "Debiting account per your request, proceeds will go to
Cardenas for Congress."” See Attachment 1.

(b) Complainant did not request, authorize or ratify

the withdrawal of this money from his account by Dadeland National Bark.




and so informed said bank on May 29, 1979, January 21, 1980 and
February 2, 1980 in writing, requesting reimbursement of the monies
wrongfully appropriated. See Composit Attachment II.

(c) Dadeland National Bank has refused to respond to
the letters referred to in paragraph?&bove and continues to refuse
to reimburse the Complainant for this wrongfully misapplication of
funds.

(@) Complainant informed the Office of The Controller
of The Currency on January 21, 1980 and again on February 2, 1980 of
the irregularities set forth in paragraph @} above requesting that
office's assistance. That office has not answered said letters
which are attached hereto a Composit Attachment II1I.

(e) As a result of the investigation of F.E.C. records
pertaining to Mr. Cardenna'CampaiQn, it was ascertained that
cOmplainanth name did not appear on any Reports of Receipts submitted
by Cardneas to the F.E.C. See Reports on File with the F.E.C.

(£) As a further result of this investigation into
F.E.C. Reports record, however, it was determined that on May 23,
1978, one day after the date (May 22, 1978) Dadeland National debited
Complainant's account, a contribution in a like-amount ($125.00) was
recorded by Cardneas with the doner's name therefore being Robert S.
Campbell, and officer of Dadeland National Bank and campaiqn official
of the Cardenas Campaign. It is not known whether this money is the
same as that extracted from Complainant's account. See in this regard
page 4 of 5S4 pages of the Itemized Report of Receipts for Cardenas for
Congress dated July 7, 1978 and received by the F.E.C. on July 10, 1978.

(g) Subsequent to receiving the information set forth
in(e) and (f) above, Complainant on January 21, 1980 once again wrote
to Dadeland National Bank reguesting an explanation of this matter.
See attachment II. Dadeland National Bank continues to ignore this

matter.
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(h) On Febrnmary 3, 1980 the Complainant wtote to

The Federal Election Commission concerning this matter. A copy of

that letter is attached hereto ard made part hereof. See Atﬁlchnent Iv.
(i) On February 4, 1980 the Complainant wrote to Alberto

Cardenas requesting any information or explanation he may provide.
See Attachment V.

(j) On or about February 6, 1980 Complainant discovered
another questionable contribution apparently made to Cardenas and
originating with Dadeland National Bank. This contribution was in
the form of a Cashier Check $#001008 dated June 22, 1978 drawn upon
Dadeland Natioral Bank and made payable to "Cardenas for Congress.”

The Cashier's Check is signed by a bank officer but there is no
indication on the item as to whom the remitter may have been. The
backside of this Cashiers Check has been stamped "Cardenas for Congress”
and deposited in Account #5001 20 9318 on June 27, 1978. See Attachment
VI.

fk) On February 6, 1980 the Complainant again wrote
Alberto Cardenas requesting any information he may have as to who
the donor may have been with respect to the item set forth in (j)above.
See Attachment VII.

(1) On or about February 12, 1980 Complainant received
a letter from Alberto Cardenas dated February 11, 1980:;esponse to
Complainant's letter dated February 4, 1980 (attachment W.) wherein
Cardenas referred Complainant to Richard Krissel, C.P.A., his
Campaign treasurer. See Attachment VIII.

(m) On February 12, 1980 Complainant once again wrote
to Alberto Cardenas requesting his further assistance. See Attachment
IX. Cardinas responded to Complainant's letters on February 11 and
February 26, 1980. See Attachment X.

{n) On February 12, 1980 Complainant hand deliWered a

letter to Mr. Richard Krissel, C.P.A., the campaign treasurer re-

guesting ing his assistance in the matter. See Attachment XI.




(o) In response to my February 12, 1980 referred to
in (n) above, Mr. Krissel wrote the Complainant on February 20, 1980
and confirmed (1) that Complainant's name was not reported as a
contributér~to the Cardenas Campaign and (2) that the $150.00 item
referred to in paragraph "j" above also does not appear on the Reports
of Cardenas to the F.E.C. See Attachment XII.

WHEREFORE, the Complainant requests of The Federal Election
Commission :

1. Duly file and process this Complaint to determine whether
there is "reason to believe" that the Respondents herein have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, specifically
these provisions of said Act concerning the reporting of contributions
and disbursements by Congressional Candidates as well as Title 2 U.S.C.
441 (b) concerning contribution by National banking corporations tc
political campaigns.

2. Order an audit of the records of Dadeland National Bank
and The Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee to determine the
extent of contributions made by same bank to Cardenas as well as the
manner in which Cardenas reported said contribution.

3. Provide the Complainant with all other relief it deems

Res tfully Submitte

necessary and proper

->

//;ary B. Turner




BEFORE ME, this 24th day of March 1980 appeared GARY B.
TURNER, who, after first being duly sworn states that the above
Complaint consisting of five (5) pages is true and correct to the
best of his knowledge.

Notary Pudiie, State of Florida ot Lan
My Commisson Capmres m.‘-‘: 1983,
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WE HAVE CHARGED YOUR ACCOUNT AS FOLLOWS
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Debiting account per your requasm b | $125.00
will go-to Cardenas for Congress- :-.__. . s
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I enclose herewith a copv of yet another Deblt Memo lssued
by your "bank'" dated 5/22/78 which purports to debit my
personal account for the sum of $125.00 stating in

t
support thereof "Debiting Account per your request, l !
I Eave never |

proceeds will g Cardenas for Congress"™.

heard of this chajyer except on a recent artlcle in the
Miami Herald alleging his arrest for DUI, careless drlulng,
and leaving the scene of an accident. You are hereby ;
notified that this Debit was never authorized by me and I
that unless I am in receipt of your check in payment there-
of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion !
of my money by your "hank". '
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GARY B. TURMNER !
8530 S.W. 102 Avenue
Miami, Fla. 33173

271-9732

Mr” Richard Daily, May 29, 1979
Presi t

Dadeland National Bank

7545 North Kendall Drive

Miami, Florida 33156

Re: Gary B. Turner v Dadeland
National Bank, Richard Daily,
et. al. 5 . o :

Dear Mr. Daily:

On May 25, 1979, I was finally provided a copy of Mr. Brown's
letter to the Florida Bar Association dated April 2, 1979, wherein
he, as your agent, alleges certain wrongdoing by myself with re-
spect to my relationship with your 'bank". :

In preparing a response to Mr. Brown's allegations and
innuendoes, I have just discovexed the following matters to which
I request your immediate attention and response:

1. Cashiers Check #37897, dated August 10, 1978, issued by
Dadeland National Bank and made payable to the order of
Gary B. Turner in the amount of $3050.00, a copy of the
front side of which is attached, has never been received
by me nor have I received the funds. I would request a
copy of the back side of said check which may indicate an
endorsement, together with any other information which
you may have as to the disposition of said funds. It is
my impression that said monies have been covnerted by a
gerson or persons unknown or by your '"bank' to its own

avor.

I enclose herewith check #245 drawn on the Dadeland
account of Service Center, Inc. (Account #1-60301-906)

in the amount of $237.70, bearing the date of August 4,
1978 and once again made payable to myself. The endorse-
ment thereon is an outright forgery (and not even a good
one). It appears that Dadeland- National Bank was the
recipient of this money inasmuch as the endorsement is
so designated. As you are aware, this is a felony and

I shall hold both the "bank'" and yourself personally re-
sponsible for such criminal acts. 1 also assume the checks
described in paragraphs numbered 1 and 7 hereof have

been forged and converted as well and therefore subject

aﬁ/@c/)m@/ e
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to criminal investigation, penalty and punative damage.

I enclose herewith a copy of a Debit Memo issued by your
"bank' dated 6/1/78 which purports to '"close'" my. personal
account at Diadeland National Bank. The amount of said
debit is $1,034.07; the account was never closed by this
advice; the undersigned never received this money. Once
again, I assume the 'bank'" has elected to convert said
sum to its own use. This appears to constitute illegal
"debit memo dipping' by your 'bank".. - g m

I enclose herewith a copy of yet another Debit Memo issued
by your '"bank' dated 5/22/78 which pu:ports to debit my
. personal account for the sum of $125.00 stating in - . .
support thereof: 'Debiting Account per your reguest,
proceeds will go Cardenas for Congress' . ave never
heard of this chapter except on a recent article in the
Miami Herald alleging his arrest for DUI, careless driving,
and leaving the scene of an accident. You are hereby
notified that this Debit was never authorized by me and
that unless I am in receipt of your check in payment there-
of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion
of my money by your ''Rank'"..

I enclose herewith yet another Debit Memo dated 7/20/78
charging my personal account for the sum of $534.00 for

a returned check. This check was re-deposited but I

never received credit for it. Incidently, the check was
drawn on the account of Walter Scott; the check has

cleared Mr. Scott's account; your bank continues to
withold the credit from me. Presumably, this may be yet
another conversion of funds,but perhaps you can explain it.

I have recently been informed that monies totalling
approximately $1800.00 which represents monies due for
services rendered by Turner & Ashe, P.A. on behalf of
Dadeland National Bank with respect to a UCC foreclosure
and private sale of Dr. Dans Service Center have some-
how been ''extracted' from the account or loan proceeds

of Mr. Walter Scott and, of all things, applied to the
loan account of Gary B. Turner. This application of

funds by you was totally unauthorized by myself or Turner:
& Ashe, P.A. and represents a further conversion of funds,
the return of which is demanded. I am sure Mr. Scott will
also request credit for this misuse of his funds.

I am informed that on or about June 2, 1978 Mr. Thomas E.
Ashe wrote to the order of Gary B. Turner his personal
check on his account which he maintains at your ''bank"

in the amount of $10,000.00. To this date, neither the
check nor the proceeds of same have been received by me
even though the check has cleared Mr. Ashe's account and
this appears to be your most flagerant conversion of funds.
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I hereby once again demand that this item be paid forthwith
to avoid your further unlawful involvement in the con-

- version of funds designated to be paid to me. I understand
Mr. Ashe has also recently been victimized by your "debit
memo dipping' procedures. :

I enclose herewith yet another Debit Memo dated 5/24/78
charging my personal account for the sum of $5000.00 for
a check issued to '"Miller, Thompson and Wall'. This

debit to my personal funds was never authorized by me and,
once again, represents a unilateral conversion by your
-bank of my personal funds. Demand is hereby made for the
return to me of this money.

As a result of the unauthorized and unlawful .'debit memo
dipping'" set forth in paragraphs numbered 3, 4, 5 and 8
above, my personal account at Dadeland National Bank
became overdrawn. Without addressing myself the personal
and professional damage suffered as a result of Dadeland
National Bank having wrongfully returned checks on said
account (a matter which will be persued at a later date),
please be advised that my account was once more charged
for the sum of $90.00 as a service charge for returning
said checks. Said cheeks would not have been returned
had it not been for your unlawful "dipping' by debit
memo. According I request the return of this money as well.

The above represents only an investigation of my personal
account at Dadeland between May and August, 1978. The investigation
is continuing as to those periods prior to and after this time
period. Also being investigated of course, are my Trust Account
records which indicate continuing ''debit memo dipping' and other
forms of fraudulent misconduct on the part of the 'bank'".

This letter does not address itself to further wrongdoing
of Dadeland National Bank concerning without limitation, the
manner and method of obtaining certain mortgage documents from
the undersigned, Dadeland's file "padding'" to satisfy the invest-
igations of Federal Bank Auditors, the infamous Sabal Chase
property sale, the outstanding unpaid receivables for professional
services and costs rendered by my firm, and the liabilities of
Mr. Brown, Shutts and Bowen, and Dadeland National Bank as
Egégcipal, arising out of Mr. Brown's libelous letter of April] 2,

Tt is my conc that vou respond to this letter, on or before
Friday J 3. If I have heard nothing from vou by then,
L shall insturct my attorney to immediatedy institute lifigation
demanding actual and conpenastory damages outlined in paragraph 1
thru. 9 above as well =s the obvious punative damages which attach
to the conversion of funds by a fiduciary. 4 »
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The criminal aspects of your conduct and that of the Bank
also be vigorously pursued through all appropriate agencies

government .

R In this regard, I have written to the F.B.1I (copy enclosed)
W.nforming that Agency of my willingness to fully co-operate vith
respect to the alleged investigation glluded to in Mr. Brown's
letter dated April 2, 1979. To facilitate this, I would request
cy and myself with a complete waiver of

that you provide that Agen
proersiogal privelege in order that all matters may be freely

discussed and all documents provided.

"1 await your timely response together with the return of my

R noney e . !

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

Please resond to the new address
and telephone number:

GARY B. TURHER

8530 S.W. 102 AVERUE
MIAMI, FLORIDA 33173
2719732
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WE HAVE CHARGED YOUR ACCOUNT AS FOLLOWS:

Debitdng account per-your request, pﬂ?ceeds
will go to Cardenas. for Congress.

Poare 05-22-78 |

$125.00

[Accountwo. 0034534906

e
: 'c.

Gary Turner
9300 S. Dadeland Blvd.
Dadeland Towers

L_ Miami, Fla.

5

$ 125.00

_Jav‘
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January 21, 1980

Mr. Richard Dailey
President

Dadeland National Bank
7545 North Kendall Drive
Miami, Florida 33156

Re: Turner v. Dadeland
National Bank, et al.

Dear Mr. Dailey:

On May 29 and June 4, 1979 I wrote you requesting
your position as to certain irregularities discovered in nmy
trust account and personal account at Dadeland National Bank.

For some inexplicable reason you have elected to
ignore these requests and yet, 1 have testimony that you have
ly discussec these matters with third parties.

Once again I request your immediate attention to
this matter.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner
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4. As you are aware, legal services, for which you
agreed to pay, were performed by my firm on behalf of Dadeland
National Bank with respect to Walter Scott and the UCC private
sale of Dr. Dan's Service Center. The fee for this transaction
was $1778.25 whet¢h, instead of being remitted to my firm, as
would be normal, was unilaterally and without authorization
applied to my personal indebtedness to the bank. The money
belongs to the law firm, not the bank, although you appear ‘
to be attempting to obtain it for your own purposes notwith-
standing the facts.

5. Neither myself nor Mr. Ashe authorized conversion
of Mr. Ashe's check in the amount of $10,000.00 for the purpose
of payment to Miller, Thompson and Wall. Mr. Ashe informs me
that he did not make an application for a Cashier's Check to
that payee and neither did I; nor did I endorse th¢/ item for
negotiation. There is no reason why my firm wogld have paid
Miller. Thompson and Wall from the proceed of this item.

I look forward to meeting with you and your attorney

concerning the items set forth in my letters of May 29 and
June 4, 1373 and, like you, feel our meeting will ke "“much
more fruitful” if we have access to the following information

before the meeting:

1. With respect to Cashier's Check #37807 payable
to me, please provide me with a copy of the "back-side" of
such check in order that I may determine an endorsement thereon.
Also, a copy of the application for this check would be help-
tul in answering your question as to the purpose of this item.

2. A copy of the Cashier's check in the amount of
51034.07 as being "enclosed” with your letter of January 29,
1980 which check was not, in fact, so enclosed or received by

me.

3. Copies of any items you may have in your flles
a3 to the payment of attorney's fees to my firm for the Walter
Jcott transaction in the amount of $1778.25 together with
copies of any checks acutually issued for these fees and applied

to my loan account.

You will recall that I sent you the entire file in E
this matter doring the summer of 1979.pursuant to your request
!
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4. With respect to the debit memo referred to in
my May 29th letter and dated May 22, 1978 effecuating a debit
to my account for $125.00 and stating "debiting account per
your request, proceeds will go to Cardenas for Congress",
please be advised that F.E C records do not reveal a con-
tribution in my name to Cardenas for any amount. I would
appreciated any information you may have with respect to this
amansaction.

5 I would also appreciate a written response to
all the other items set forth in my previous letters to which
you did not address in your letter of January 29, 1980.

Jpon receipt of the above, my Attorney will contact
you as to a time and place for a meeting on these matters.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

BHERE
Atlanta,

_ ~o0 01 2927
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January 21, 1980

Controller of The Currency

229 PSHHE: ST 77 &

Atlanta, Georgia
I 3303

Re: Dadeland National Bank
Miami, Florida

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find letters dated May 29
and June 4, 1979 and January 21, 1980 which letters are ex-
planatory.

Inasmuch as Dadeland National Bank has taken the
posture that it need not acknowledge these requests, I am
requesting any assistance which your office may provide in
urging a responde.

It is my understanding that Richard Dailey, Presi-
dent of Dadeland, has, on at least one occassion, discussed
at least one of the irregular items with third parties in
violation of my right to confidentiality with respect to my
bank records.

Hopefully, I can expect some response from your
office in this matter as well as assistance in encouraging
Mr. Dailey to provide me with the information I have requested
and which it is my right as a customer of his bank and as a
citizen to have.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner
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Gar] B. Turner
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February 2, 1980

Comptroller of Currency
229 Peachtree Street, N.E.
~ Atlanta,. Georgxa 30303

b . .. " . 7, "=
'ihTT”NTION- Ms. Betty L. Jarrett

RE:-~Dadeland National Bank
Case +#134824

s IO

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find my letter dated
Fekruary 2, 1980 in response to the letter of Dadeland
National Bank dated January 29, 1980 in the referred matter.

I am disappointed that Mr. Dailey's letter dated
January 29, 1980 does not address itself to the several
questions I have submitted to him in my letters. Rather
than honestly and straight-forwardly respond, he cortinues
first to deny responsibility for not responding to my letters,
using some feeble excuse in an attempt to shift that responsi-
bility to me and then fails to respond in any meaningful manner.
This is precisely the type approach and attitude which has
governed the kehavior of the ofrfices and directors of Dadeland
National Bank for several years and has resulted in so many
severe problems. Cne would think that Mr. Dailey would learn
that approaching these problems in this manner is of no bene-
fit to him ot his bank. 1 request your assistance in
encouraging Mr. Dailev to provide a complete, honest answer
2 ma Ulefeiee

During my relationship with Dadeland National Bank,
on many occassions has refused to answer letters
sent him, two of which letters I enclose herewith
2L your assistance 1n obtaining a response:

L. Tetter dated March 6, 1979 (copy enclosed)
concening Mr. Dailey's failure to comply with his agreement
as to the sale of a parcel of real estate which I owned

and which was security for a loan in my name at Dadeland
National Bank. The letter is explantory. Mr. Dailey has
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never responded to it even though Dadeland's failure to
comply with its agreement has resulted in devastating re-
.purcussions. I request any help you can give me in order
to obtain Mr. Dailey's position in this matter.

2. Letter dated August 20, 1979 (copy enclosed)
which was yet another attempt to discuss my relationship with
Dadeland National Bank and yet this letter also remains
unanswered. Perhaps you can help me obtain a response to
this letter as well.

N I also wxsh to inform your office of a discovery
which I have made concerning an unauthorized debit to my
account at Dadeland in the amount of $125.00. Such debit was
dated May 22, 1978 and the reason for which was stated thereon
as "Debiting Account per your request, proceeds will go to
Cardenas for Congress". ‘

As I advised Mr. Dailey in my letter dated May
29, 1979, I did not "request" or otherwise authorize this
application of my funds. Mr. Dailey's letter dated January 29,
1980 f=a2ils to respond to my questions concerning this item.

It now appears that not only did Dadelan d National
Bank wrongfully extract these funds from my account but also
the records of the Federal Election Commission concerning
Reports of the contributions to Cardenas for Congress do not
include my name as a contributor. An officer and a director
ot Dadeland National Bank do appear, however, on said reports
as contributors.

In this connection, enclosed herewith please find
a letter of complaint dated February 1980 to the Federal
Election Commlssion which 1s explanatory.

lease consider this my Complaint to the Comptroller
for miscoplication of my funas on deposit with Dadeland
National Bank tfor purposei oI maxlng contriputions to the
alehh-on Lamoa‘gn or Al Cardenas. I reguest that you invest-
gaite @i EUtEn Bndg. prQuide EHE AinRarsigned withn o eancings

S5 =&
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February 3, 1980

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
washington, D. C. 20463

Re: Complaint Against
Dadeland National Bank

W/
" Gentlemen:

Please consider this the undersigned's complaint

nd National Bank, a national banking corporation
orgenized under of the United >tates of America, lo-
cated at 7545 North Kenda Miami, Florida 33156.

© crisd A B ofe iy, . BT - —3— =
This complaint relates to campaign contributions
to the Congressional Campaign of Al Cardenas, 14th Congression-
al District, Florida, Identification #069710 (1977-1378).

I have discovered that on May 22, 1978 Dadeland
National Bank withdrew, without authorization or ratification,
the sum of $125.00 from my checking account #0034534906 main-
tained at that bank for the purpose of "Debiting account per
yyour request, proceeds will go to Cardenas for Congress". I
enclose a copy of the debit memo utilized by the bank to ex-
tract the money from my account.

Further investigation also reveals that no such
amount if received by Cardenas was never reported by the
Cardenas Campaign to the F.E.C. However, 1 direct your attent-
ion to page 4 of 54 pages of the Itemized Report of Receipts
for Cardenas for Congress dated July 7. 1978 and received by
your offices on July 10, 1978 wherein it is reported that on
May 23, 1978 (one Bay after the withdrawal from my account)
Robert 5. Campbell, then an officer o€ Dadeland National Bank,
contributed the like sum of $125.00 to the Cardenas' Campaign
in his own name.

(LHChmeT TC




It is my understanding that Mr. Camplell also
my have been a member of Mr. Cardenas election committee.

It will also be noted that a member of the
Board of Directors of Dadeland National Bank, Billy Miller,

also contributed to Mr. Cardenas' campaign - see page 25 on
the referred report.

I have written the President of Dadeland National
B nk, Richard H. Dailey, requesting an explanation for this
transaction on May 29, 1979 and again on January 21, 1980 with
copies of said letters to the Comptroller of the Currency.

Mr. Dailey, for some reason, refuses to respond to my letters.

It occurs to me that such activitee on behalf
of the Bank and its officer could be a violation of Federal

Election Law and, of course, definitely is an inexcuseable
violation of my constitutional and statutory rights with re-
spect to my participationiin the political process.

I request an investigation of this matter be con-
Jultea Ly your Commission.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

GBT/vt

cCc:

Comptroller of Currency
Atlanta, Ga.




8,30 S W 102 Avenue 33173 271-9732
XXX S LLAXKXXX L LXXLLKLXCLUKK LXXXX - XXX 32030 20¢

rebruary 1 1330

Aloerto Cardenas Esq.
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami Florida

RE: 1977-78 Cardenas for
Congress, lath Congressional
District, Florida

. Dear Mr. Cardenas:

On May 22 1378 Dadeland National Bank, without
(5 my authorization or ratification. extracted the sum of
3125.00 from my account at that Bank for the tensible reason
of making a contribution to your Congressional Campaign. I
o enclose herewith & copy of the debit memo utilized by thne
bank for this transaction

< I have contactec the Federal Election Commission
and have keen informed that my name does not appear as a con-
tributor in any Reports of Receipts filed ky your Campaign

(s otficials with the Commission.

e Please confirm first, whether your campaign re-
o ceived the sum of $125.00 in my name and, secondly if in
fact, you did receive same whether you reported same to the
dommiss ion.

I would also request any information you coulcd
provide as to the role any employees. officers or directors
of Dadeland National Bank may have assumed with respect to
your campailgn

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated.

Sincerely,

QumcHmenr V-

apt/ve E C

Gary B. Turner
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((ZT> I enclose herewith a copv of yet another Debit Memo issucd
\__~ bv vour "bank" dated 5/22/78 which purports ro debit my
personal account for the sum of $125.00 stating in
support thereof: 'Debiting Account per your request,
proceeds will go Cardenas for Congress”. T have never
heard of this charrer except on a recent article in the
Miami Herald alleging his arrest for DUI, careless driving,
and leaving the scene of an accident. Yoq are hereby
notified that this Debit was never authorized by me and
that unless I am in receipt of your check in payment there-
of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion
of my money by your "hank'.
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February 6, 1980

Alberto Cardenas, Esq.
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida

Re: 1977=-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14 Congressional District, Florida

Dear Mr. Cardenas:

Reference is made to mylletter to you dated
February 4, 1980 concerning the above.

I enclose herewith a copy of a Cashiers Check
#001008 made payable to Cardenas for Congress and I request
that you inform me whether your documentation of this con-
tribution indicates who the donor may have lLeen.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.
Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

»’
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LAW OFFICES

Cardenas, Chomat. Geiss, Amador X Ilmwt.m

ALpLRTIO R CaRDLNAS QRO FLUC Kk TOTALBANRA BUILODING
JORGE RODRIGUEZ CHOMAT 1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD

Roeent A.GEIss Miami. FLORIDA 33132
ROLANDO A AMACOR e

Mawr A IDIENSTAG TELLPRONE 1330S 3688 3700
February 11, 1980

Gary B. Turner, FEsquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Turner:

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 4, 1980 relative
to an alleged contribution made by you, or on your behalf,
almost two years ago.

Noelchor I o nor any members of my lawtirm represent the Dadeland
National Bank nor any of its officers or directors. Additionally,
neither I nor anycne in our law offices have any bank accounts
with said bank.

1 have alsc
WO were re
of the camp

&

checked with the members of the campaiagn staff€
sponsible for the financing and accounting functions
aign and none of them recalls ever having been
contacted bv vou during our campaign relative to this matter.

wat, 1f you wish to look further into h 5 ma
SOt act our campailgn treasurer, Richard K el,
nzals 1 SN

er
(O ol s

gny Further assisStance tol yvou, kandly tontact
LO-Qt OIERGRGESIN e tiE e
Wi=mes (ESaetsr 0 oRibas)

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISE
AMADOR & DIENSTAG

" @9, Om&- -

AL CARDENAS
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February 12, 1980

Alberto R. Cardenas, Bsq.
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33132

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Cardenas:

This will acknowledge your letter dated February
11, 1980 in response to my letter dated February 4, 1980.

This is to advise that I spoke with Mr. Krissel
prior to having written you and it was he who suggested 1
contact you concerning the matter.

In my letter to you dated February 4, 1980 I re-
quested, and, once again, request, whether any employee, officer
or director of Dadeland National Bank assisted your Campaign
in any capacity. The second paragraph of your letter of
February 11, 1980 implies that perhaps you may have misunder-
stood this request. I would appreciate any information which
you could provide in this regard.

In accordance with your letter, I shall once again
contact Mr. Kiissel in an attempt to obtain the answers to

those questions set forth in my previous letters dated February
4 and February 6, 1980.

Thank yau for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

i

Gary B. Turner

ETTHCHMENT X
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Cardenas, Gliomat. Getss. Amudor & Dienstaq

ALBEnrTO R. CARDENAS 2%0 FLOOR, TOTALBANK BUILDING
Jomag RoomriauEZz CHOMAY . 1730 B1SCAYNE BOULEVARD
Roscar A Griss Miami, FLoRriDA 33132
ROLANDO A.AMADOR .

MARRr A DIENSTAG

TELEPHONE (30%) 358-3700

February 26, 1980

Gary B. Turner, Esquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress
14 Congressicnal District, Florida

Dear Mr. Turner:

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 12, 1980 requesting
information relative to the Dadeland National Bank.

Federal Congressional Campaigns are governed by the Federal

Election Campaign Act and the rules and regulations which are
promulgated by the Federal Elections Commission. Our Congress-
ional Campaign was mandated to comply with the reporting require-
ments of the Federal Elections Commission. Accordingly, copies of
any reports which were filed on behalf of the Cardenas for Congress
Congressional Campaign are available to you, or any other individual
in the United States, upon request. I suggest that you obtain
copies of our reports from the Federal Elections Commission.

I am not familiar with anv rule, or regulations which recuires
our Campaign Committee to answer inguiries such as the one
promulgated by you in your recent correspondence.

I have spoken with the principals of our Campaicn Ccmmittee and we
are all in agreement to cooperate with any official investigation
and/or to fully answer any question which would be asked in a
civil deposition or criminal investigation of the incident vou
discussed with me.

WViera it el o Ui sl

AL CARDE

- NN
s »

i

6 ‘Richard Krassell, CLPBLAL

(LHAcHmenT X

N R RO T R 2 T K e S S S S P A - oot i




LA/ OFFICES

Cardenas, Chomat. Geiss, Amador & Licnstag

ALBERTO R CArDENAS 2%0 FLOONR.TOTALBANK BUILDING
JORGE ROORIGUEZ CHOMAT d 1730 BISCAYNE BOULEVARD

ROBERT A.GLISS i 1 Miami, FLonriDa 33132
ROLANDO A AMADOR s
MaRr A DIENSTAG 1 TELERPHONE '30%5 358-3700

February 11, 1980

Gary B. Turner, FEsquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
l4th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Turner:

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 4, 1989 relative
to an alleged contribution nade by you, or on your behalf,
almost two years ago. &
Neither I nor any membersﬂgi my lawfirm represent the Dadeland
Vational Bank nor any of its officers or directors. Additionally,
neither I nor anyone in our law offices have any bank accounts
with said bank. _

I have also checked with'tﬁé members of the campaign staff

who were responsible for'tﬁé financing and accountinc functions

of the campaign and none of them recalls ever havinag been
gantacted by weu durning éu campaign relative to this matter.

thalt ), iE vou w1sh to 1ok further intoltais imatter,
SQItact (O Lampafqn treasurer, Richard Krissel, C.P.A.
gongalez, GURAS™

-~
-~

Be ‘gf anw further assistance to wou, kindly
vor reasipe o Ehi s lettal, '

Very truly vyours,

EARBENESEH EHOMAEGE BERSE
AMADOR & DIENSTAG

»

AL CARD




8530 S§.W. 102 Avenue 271-9732
20ERIICHIEAHRKKIICICHICIIICIICIIICHINIOICIICK O RRANRKX

February 12, 1980

Richard Krissel,CPA
5901 S.W. 74th Street
South Miami, Plorida

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,

14th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Krissel:

Enclosed herewith please find letters dated February
4 and February 6, 1980 which are explanatory.

In accordance with the suggestion of Mr. Cardenas
set forth in his letters dated Februaryll, 1980 (copy also
enclosed) I hereby request your assistance in providing answers
to the questions posed in my letterss

Sinceraly,

Gary B. Turnher

(Lttachmadt X1




KRisskl., BAKER, JOHUNS AND COMPANY
CCRTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
890! S W 74T STieLcr - Suite 302
Miami, FLORIDA 33143

TELEPHONE (30S) 6689033

YERACLL J BAKER C P A Mh B R

LOUIS G JONNS C P a
MCHARD KAISSEL C » A
BUSAN B AERTKER C P A

VIULTOR Mo C P A

AMLMICAN IN3TITUYE OF
CLATIFILD PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
FLOINDA INBT TUTE OF
CRATHIFD #LUBLIC AaCCOUNTANTS

February 19, 1980

Gary B. Turner, Attorney at Law
8530 SW 102nd Avenue
Miami, FL 33173

1977/78 Cardenas for Congress
l4th Congressional District
Florida

Turner, per your request, after reviewing Schedule 6A of
Federal TFlections Commission form of contributions for
period Mav 1, 1973 through June 30, 1978, page 1 to 54,

tollowing has been unoted:

Your name does not appear as a contributor to
the Cardenas for Congress campaign fund.

There is no listing on the form stated above of

a $150 contribution during this same period.
However, as previously discussed, the Campaign
Committee has written a letter to the FEC stating
that the cash in bank did not agree to the reports
by S6n9. This $150 item mav be part of a
reconciling item.

As soon as av workload pemmits, [ will look further into this
matter and try to resolve the difference between the cash in

hank at the above period and the reports.

GUHIESE QL e

Federal Flections Commission

(Ltlachmen7 XTT
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Aftacment 2 (9ngs)

R

GARY B. TURNER,

Complainant,
vs.
ALBERTO CARDENAS, HARRY DAVANT,
RICHARD H. DAILEY, ROBERT S.
CAMPBELL, THE CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, AND DADELAND
NATIONAL BANK,

Respondents,

ANSWER

COMES NOW, the Respondent ,THE CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE,
by and through undersigned counsel and makes this its
response to the allegation of the Complaint filed before
The Federal Election Commission in consecutive paragraphs
corresponding to those as filed by the Complainant:

1. Without knowledge.

2. Without knowledge.

3. Without knowledge.

4. Without knowledge.

S. Admitted.

6. Without knowledge.

7. Admitted insomuch as Harry Davant was
a political campaign organizer for Defendant but denied
in that Defendant does not know if he has a current
address for Mr. Davant.

8. Denied in that Robert S. Campbell was a member
of the Steering Committee. Mr. Campbell was an organizer
of a specific fund raising event.

9. Admitted.

9. (Complainant has twe paragraph 9. and
censequently we have answered as such).

(a) Defendant is without knowledge as

to the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands

Cardenan Chemnt Geras. Amader & Dienstag
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strict proof thereof.

(b) Defendant is without knowledge as to
the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands strict
proof thereof. '

(c) Defendant is without knowledge as to
the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands
strict proof ;hereof.

(d) Defendant is without knowledge as to
the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands
strict proof thereof.

(e) Admitted.

(f) Defendant is without knowledge as to
the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands
strict proof thereof.

(g) Without knowledge.

(h) Without knowledge.

(1) Admitted.

(j) Without knowledge and Defendant would
also show that the copy provided of the alleged "question-
able contribution” by Plaintiff is so illegible due
the poor quality of the copy that we cannot possibly
formulate a response.

(k) Denied at this time in that Respondent
does not have in his files nor does he recall the letter
allegedly sent and consequently demands strict proof

thereof.

(1) Admitted.
(m) Admitted.
(n) Without proof and demands strict proof.

(o) Without proof and demands strict proof.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

The basis of the Complaint filed herein as against

the Respondent, upon review of all of the exhibits which

Cardenae, Chomat Grise. Amador & Dienstag
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have been attached to the Complaint seem to really involve
issues at dispute as between Complainant and Dadeland
National Bank with regard to a $125,00 debit of Complainant's
account and certain other major discrepanciel‘uhlch

appeared in that same account. See Complainant's letter

of May 29, 1979.

2. Respondent, THE CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS CAMPAIGN COMMITTEX
has been thrown in as a gratuitous respondent for purposes
of bringing additional pressure as against Dadeland
National Bank to settle all matters at dispute as per
Complainant's letter of May 29, 1979, to that bank.

3. At all times Respondent THE CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS
to the best of its knowledge complied mf%ml
and State law, rules and regulations which were applicable
to the running of his campaign and filed all reports
as were required.

4. All those reports ar! matter of public
records and on file with the Federal Election Commission
and subject to their review.

5. The substance of the Complaint filed herein
i{s apparently that non-authorized contribution of $125.
was made by Complainant's bank on his behalf to the
Cardenas Campaign without his permission and that further
after Complainant's review of the entire Federal Election
Commission file concerning this particular candidate
he found the possibility of another violation by way
of one cashier's check made payable to the Cardenas
Campaign in the amount of $150.00 which was not traced.
(The copy supplied Respondent Cardenas of this other
item was completely illegible).

' 6. The hundreds and thousands of dollars
that were contributed to the Cardenas Campaign, a mis-

description of one $150. item is diminimous.

Cardenas Chomat irtes Amador & Dienstag
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WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests
this body to dismiss the complaint as it pertains to
Respondent, as it clearly. shows on its.
face the dispute is not between Complainant and Respondent
but between Complainant and Respondent Dadeland National
Bank and Respondent's involvement is merely
as a gratuitous Respondent for purposes of bringing
pressure as against Dadeland National Bank for his dispute
with that bank which according to his own letter of
May 29, 1979, amount to monies in excess of $10,000.

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a trueléopy of the foregoing
was mailed to Gary B. Turner, Esq., 8530 S.W. 102 Avenue,
Miami, FL, 33173, on this 18th day of April, 1980.

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISS,
AMADOR & DIENSTAG

1730 Bisc. Blvd., Ste. 201
Miami, FL 33132 (358-3700)

Cardenia Chomat. Geiss. Amador & Dienstag
290 FLO00R YOTALBANK BLUILD WG T30 BISCAYNE BOULLVARD Miam: fLORDA 3332 - TCLECPHONE (30S 358-370C
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LAW OFFICES
BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
FIFTH FLOOR
PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING

200 S. E FIRSY STREET

DONALD t BIFRMAN MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131
NEAL R SONNETT
RICHARD A BEILEY TELEPHONE 388- /477

EDWARD R SHOMNAT AREA CODE 305

o April 23, 1980

STEPHEN E MANDFER
BENEDICT P KRUE RNE

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission g3 1y
Washington, D.C. 20463 SU7740

Attn: Ms. Suzanne Callahan

Re: Your file MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

with respect to the above captioned file, I have
enclosed a letter, signed by my client, Robert S. Campbell,
authorizing me to represent him with respect to the
complaint before the Federal Election Commission filed by one
Gars Bl Tuarnen.

. Your office has already been made aware of the fact
that the complaint was originally forwardec to the Dadeland
National Bank, where my client, Mr. Campbell, is no longer
emnloved. For that reason, there was some delay in our
receint of the complaint and as a result, we were unable to
forward our answer to you prior to this time. I telephonically
discussed that fact with Ms. Suzanne Callahan of your office,
and indicated to her that this reply would be forthcoming.

With resvpect to the substance of the complaint, I

with great interest, that the complaint was not filed

ch of 1980, even though the acts complained of

rred almost a full year prior to that time. I also

observed with interest that the specific complaint involving
violations of the Federal Election Campaign &Act of 1971 seems
to be a very small part of a much wider dispute between Mr.
Turner and the Dadeland National Bank. It is, therefore, not
unreasonable to assume that the complaint may well be using
the Federal Election Commission and its comolaint procedures
as a mcans of applving pressure against the Dadeland National
Bank and cothers for unrelated purposes.

¢S il ggugvgr
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
April 23, 1980
Page Two

However, with respect to the specific allegations
made by the complainant against my client, we confirm that
he was an Assistant Vice President of the Dadeland National
Bank and that, in the course of his duties, he signed an
"Advice of Debit" form which appears as attachment one to the
complaint.

On its face, that form indicates that the account was
debited per the request of the account holder, Mr. Turner. It
is Mr. Campbell's position that any monies debited from the
account of Mr. Turner were done pursuant to his request and that
my client in no way intended to or did violate any of the
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

It is our further position that the complaint does
not set forth a possible violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act and that no further investigation ic warranted by
the Federal Election Commission.

er information is neecded by the Commission,
ol callliaEmentme.

Very truly vours,

BLERMAN, SONNELT, ‘BEILEY
& SHOHAT, P.




Attachment 3 (5pgs)

FEDERAL FLECFHION COMMISSION

MYASTHIIMG TON DD C 20068

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Rarbara E. Vicevich
Shutts & Bowen

o §. Biscayne Blvd.
Mivrani , EBL 33330

MUR 1196
mar Ms. Vicevich:
On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified your client
1 complaint alleging that they may have violated certain

cwoti1ons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
nded.

{

The Commission, on May , 1980, determined that on the
hiasra of the information in the complaint and information
i ovided by you that there is no reasen to believe that a
1o lation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
wmi1tted by the Dadeland National Bank or Richard Dailey.
weoordingly, the Commission has closed its file i1n this
atter as 1t pertains to your clients.

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
Mlahan at (202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELEC FION COMMISSION

AWASTHINGTON DO 2006

CERTIFL
PETURN R

PT REQUESTED

I'eal R. Sonnett

RIFRMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY, &
SHOHAT, P.A.

N S.E. First .St,

I'1fth Floor

Miami, BL 330131

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr.s Sonnett: .
On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified your client
3 complaint alleging that he may have violated certain

cctions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
cnded.

s F

The Commission, on May r 1980, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-
1t 1on provided by you, that there 1s no reason to believe
ot a violation of any statute within 1ts jurisdiction
i been committed by Robert S. Campbell. Accordingly, the
mmission has closed its file i1n this matter as it pertains
o your client.

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
1t tahan at (202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELEC FION COMMISSION

WASHING TON, DO 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL

RITURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

lark Dienstag

¢ vydenas, Chomat, Geiss,
Amador & Dienstag

1710 Biscayne Rlvd.

Ste, 201

"tiamy, FL 33132

Re: MUR 1196

iwar Mr. Dienstag:

On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified your clients

a complaint alleging that they may have violated certain

«tions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
mended .

r

The Commission, on May . 1980, determined that on
he bhasis of 1nformation in the complaint and information
ravided by you, that there 1s no reason to believe that a
“i:lation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
wrmitted by Alberto Cardenas.

On that same date, the Commission determined there is
:ason to believe that the Cardenas for Congress Committee

hac violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b). Specifically, the Committee's

a1 lure to report receipt of the $125 and $150 contributions

ilreased in the complaint constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C.
13id(b).

You may submit any additional factual or legal materials

~hich you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
a4

112 matter, In absence of any additional information which

Jdoeponstrates that no further action should be taken against

i

|

P calrse,
i

wmr alient, the Commission may find probable cause to believe
vt a vaiolation has occurred, and proceed with formal conciltiation.
thi1s does not preclude the settlement of this matter

nformal concirliation prior to a finding of probable cause
helieve 1f you so desire,

L Ougn

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

 1.8.C. 542379(a)(4)(B) and 5437g(a)(12)(A) [formerly §437g(a)

}(B)] unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
toh the matter to be made public.




I'age TwoO

IL,tr., to Mark Dienstag

1f you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
tallahan, the staff member assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,




HEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MWASHPGITON DE 200408

(NPTIFIED MALL
PETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

'yir vy Devant
10 Marmure Ave,
13l Gables, FL

MUR 1196

w1 Mr. Devant:

On March 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
vulaint alleging that you, may have violated certain

vti1ons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as
~aended.,

The Commission, on May , 1980, determined that on
' basis of the i1nformation i1n the complaint that there 1is
» reason to believe that a violation of any statute within
‘= jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the
win) ssion has closed 1ts file in this matter as 1t pertains

VXY,

Should you have any questions, please contact Suzanne
] Llahan at (202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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o April 23, 1980

STEPHEN € MANDER
BENEDICT P HUEMNE

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission y
Washington, D.C. 20463 307740

Attn: Ms. Suzanne Callahan

Re: Your file MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

With respect to the above captioned file, I have
enclosed a letter, signed by my client, Robert S. Campbell,
authorizing me to represent him with respect to the
complaint before the Federal Election Commission filed by one
Gary B. Turner.

Your office has already been made aware of the fact
that the complaint was originally forwarded to the Dadeland
National Bank, where my client, Mr. Campbell, is no longer
employed. For that reason, there was some delay in our
receipt of the complaint and as a result, we were unable to
forward our answer to you prior to this time. I telephonically
discussed that fact with Ms. Suzanne Callahan of your office,
and indicated to her that this reply would be forthcoming.

With resvect to the substance of the complaint, I
observed, with great interest, that the complaint was not filed
until March of 1980, even though the acts complained of
occurred almost a full year prior to that time. I also
observed with interest that the specific complaint involving
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 seems
to be a very small part of a much wider dispute between Mr.
Turner and the Dadeland National Bank. It is, therefore, not
unreasonable to assume that the complaint may well be using
the Federal Election Commission and its complaint procedures
as a means of applving pressure against the Dadeland National
Bank and others for unrelated purposes.

28 :1d sy
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RECEIV
O ® VED

a0 APR 29 MM 95

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
April 23, 1980
Page Two

However, with respect to the specific allegations
made by the complainant against my client, we confirm that
he was an Assistant Vice President of the Dadeland National
Bank and that, in the course of his duties, he signed an
"Advice of Debit" form which appears as attachment ore to the
complaint.

On its face, that form indicates that the account was
debited per the request of the account holder, Mr. Turner. It
is Mr. Campbell's position that any monies debited from the
account of Mr. Turner were done pursuant to his request and that
my client in no way intended to or did violate any of the
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

It is our further position that the complaint does
not set forth a possible violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act and that no further investigation is warranted by
the Federal Election Commission.

If any further information is needed by the Commission,
please do not hesitate to call upon me.

Verv truly yours,

BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY
& SHOHAT, P.

NRS/p - Encl.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RERURNGRECETIRE REGUESEED
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April 23, 1980

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Your file MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

I hereby acknowledge receipt of your letter of
March 31, 1980 together with the complaint alleging that
I may have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971.

In connection therewith, please be advised that I
will be represented by counsel in this matter. Please direct
any notifications and other communications from the Commission
to my attorney, to-wit:

Neal R. Sonnett, Esqguire

Bierman, Sonnett, Beiley & Shohat, P.A.
200 S.E. 1lst Street, Suite 500

Miami, Florida 33131

Telephone: 305-358-7477

Any and all communications should be channeled through Mr. Sonnett.

Sincerely, o

A ",‘,; Ao [
jAéu\fx}_&aﬂ bed d
ROBERT S. CAMPBEI\.’;\]b




LAW OFFICES

' BIERMAN, SONNETT, BEILEY & SHOHAT
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
FIFTH FLOOR

PENINSULA FEDERAL BUILDING

CERTIFIED MAIL
el L A RETURN RECEIPT- REQUES
MIAMI. FLORIDA 33131

CERTIFIED

No. 321144

General Counsel
M }Q 5 L Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Charles N. Steele

iCi6 W aAttnd M. Suzanne Callahan




GARY B. TURNER,
Complainant,
Vs.

ALBERTO CARDENAS, HARRY DAVANT,
RICHARD H. DAILEY, ROBERT S.
CAMPBELL, THE CARDENAS FOR CONGRESS
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, AND DADELAND
NATIONAL BANK,

Respondents,

ANSWER

COMES NOW, the Respondent, ALBERTO CARDENAS,
by and through undersigned counsel and makes this his
response to the allegation of the Complaint filed before
The Federal Election Commission in consecutive paragraphs
corresponding to those as filed by the Complainant:

1. Without knowledge.

Without knowledge.
Without knowledge.
Without knowledge.
Admitted.

Without knowledge.

7. Admitted insomuch as Harry Davant was
a political campaign organizer for Defendant but denied
in that Defendant does not know if he has a current
address for Mr. Davant.

8. Denied in that Robert S. Campbell was a member
of the Steering Committee. Mr. Campbell was an organizer
of a specific fund raising event.

9. Admitted.

9. (Complainant has two paragraph 9. and
consequently we have answered as such).

(a) Defendant is without knowledge as

to the truth or falsity of the allegation and demands

61 :2d ¢eudt -
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Cardenas, Chomat, Geiss. Anador & Dienstag
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sCake, b

strict proof thereof.

(b) Defendant is
the truth or falsity of the
proof thereof.

(c) Defendant is
the truth or falsity of the
strict proof thereof.

(d) Defendant is
the truth or falsity of the
strict proof thereof.

(e) Admitted.

(f) Defendant is
the truth or falsity of the

strict proof thereof.

without knowledge as to

allegation and demands strict

without knowledge as to

allegation and demands

without knowledge as to

allegation and demands

without knowledge as to

allegation and demands

(g) Without knowledge.

(h) Without knowledge.

(i) Admitted.

(j) Without knowledge and Defendant would

also show that the copy provided of the alleged ''question-

able contribution'" by Plaintiff is so illegible due

the poor quality of the copy that we cannot possibly

formulate a response.

(k) Denied at this time in that Respondent

does not have in his files nor does he recall the letter

allegedly sent and consequently demands strict proof

thereof.

(1) Admitted.

(m) Admitted.

(n) Without proof and demands strict proof.

(o) Without proof and demands strict proof.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

The basis of the Complaint filed herein as against

the Respondent, upon review of all of the exhibits which

Cardenas, Chomat. Geiss, Amador & Dienstag

PTALEB AMY TWOILEHRG 1730 BISCAYME TULEVARR MIAME FLORIDA 332 - TCELEPHONE B3OS BS8E 3200




have been attached to the Complaint seem to really involve

issues at dispute as between Complainant and Dadeland

National Bank with regard to a $125,00 debit of Complainant's

account and certain other major discrepancies which
appeared in that same account. See Complainant's letter
of May 29, 1979.

2. Respondent, ALBERTO CARDENAS, apparently
has been thrown in as a gratuitous respondent for purposes
of bringing additional pressure as against Dadeland
National Bank to settle all matters at dispute as per
Complainant's letter of May 29, 1979, to that bank.

3. At all times Respondent ALBERTO CARDENAS,
to the best of his knowledge complied with all Federal
and State law, rules and regulations which were applicable
to the running of his campaign and filed all reports
as were required.

4. All those reports are matter of public
records and on file with the Federal Election Commission
and subject to their review.

5. The substance of the Complaint filed herein
is apparently that non-authorized contribution of $125.
was made by Complainant's bank on his behalf to the
Cardenas Campaign without his permission and that further
after Complainant's review of the entire Federal Election
Commission file concerning this particular candidate
he found the possibility of another violation by way
of one cashier's check made payable to the Cardenas
Campaign in the amount of $150.00 which was not traced.
(The copy supplied Respondent Cardenas of this other
item was completely illegible).

6. The hundreds and thousands of dollars
that were contributed to the Cardenas Campaign, a mis-

description of one $150. item is diminimous.

Cardenas, Chomat. Geiss, Amador & Dienstag
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WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests
this body to dismiss the complaint as it pertains to
Respondent Alberto Cardenas as it clearly shows on its
face the dispute is not between Complainant and Respondent
but between Complainant and Respondent Dadeland National
Bank and Respondent, CARDENA'S involvement is merely
as a gratuitaous Respondent for purposes of bringing
pressure as against Dadeland National Bank for his dispute

with that bank which according to his own letter of

May 29, 1979, amount to monies in excess of $10.000.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing
was mailed to Gary B. Turner, Esq., 8530 S.W. 102 Avenue,
Miami, FL, 33173, on this 18th day of April, 1980.

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISS,
AMADOR & DIENSTAG

1730 Bisc. Blvd., Ste. 201
Miami, FL 33132 (358-3700)

Cardenas, Chomat. Geiss, Amador & Dienstag
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® BARR STER & SOLICITOR, ALBERTA CANACA

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

8734,

Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Steele:

On April 3, 1980, Dadeland National Bank received
an envelope addressed to Robert S. Campbell, Assistant Vice
President, Dadeland National Bank. This is to advise you that
Mr. Campbell's employment at Dadeland National Bank was terminated
approximately one year ago. As is the bank's practice, the
bank accepted this correspondence since it may have pertained to
ongoing bank business. Upon opening the envelope and determining
that your correspondence did not pertain to ongoing bank business,
the bank today forwarded your March 31, 1980 letter to Mr. Campbell
with enclosures to Mr. Neal Sonnett, Mr. Campbell's attorney. I
would suggest that should you wish to communicate with Mr. Campbell
in the future, that you do so through Mr. Sonnett. His address
is Suite 500, 200 S. E. 1lst Street, Miami, Florida 33130.

Very truly yours,

SHUTTS & BOWEN

BEV:1la
cc: Neal Sonnett, Esq.
Mr. Richard Dailey, Padeland National
MY T g ae)

B
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Charles N. Steele, Esgq.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert S. Campbell
Assistant Vice President
Dadeland National Bank
7545 North Kendall Drive
Miami, Florida 33156
Re: MUR 1196

Dear Mr. Campbell:

This letter is to notify you that on March 27, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of this
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1196.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing that no action should be taken against you in
connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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.

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 Commission by sending a letter of represen-
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Letter to: Rober . Campbell
Page Two ‘ .

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4037.
For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedure for handling c

General Counsel

Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedures

1. The following service is mm&(
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harry Devant

440 Marmore

Coral Gables, Florida
33146

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Devant: i

This letter is to notify you that on March 27, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of this
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1196.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against you in
connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information. :

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.

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 Commission by sending a letter of represen- -
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Letter to: nart‘e‘ vant
Page Two .

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4037.
For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commisson's procedure for handling complaints.

.;iiiii;:”’r
S —f= N- -1
General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures




Letter to: Rich‘ H. Dailey
Page Two .

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4037.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
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Letter to: Albe Cardenas
S @ O

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4037.
For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedure




Letter to: Rich‘ Krissel
Page Two .

If you have any questions, please contact Suzanne Callahan,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4037.
For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

sSinc

(3 e
General Counsel

Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard H. Dailey, President
Dadeland National Bank

7545 North Kendall Drive
Miami, Florida 33156

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Dailey: i

This letter is to notify you that on March 27, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U S. Code. A copy of this
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1196.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against you in
connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information. :

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.

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 Commission by sending a letter of represen- -
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive

any notifications and other communications from the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Alberto Cardenas
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33132

Re: MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Cardenas:

This letter is to notify you that on March 27, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of this
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1196.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportuanity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against you in
connection with this matter Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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.

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 Commission by sending a letter of represen-
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard Krissel, Treasurer
Cardenas for Congress Committee
1730 Biscayne Blvd.

Miami, Florida 33132

MUR 1196
Dear Mr. Krissel:

This letter is to notify you that on March 27, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that your Committee may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act ) or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S.
Code. A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1196. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your
Committee in connection with this matter. Your response
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter.
If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

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.

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 Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

March 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary B. Turner
8530 S.W. 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Dear Mr. Turner:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of March 24, 1980, against Alberto Cardenas, Harry Davant,
Richard H. Dailey, Robert S. Campbell, The Cardenas for Cong-
ress Campaign Committee, and Dadeland National Bank which
alleges violations of the Federal Election Campaign laws.

A staff member has been assigned to analyze your allegations.
The respondents will be notified of this complaint within

5 days and a recommendation to the Federal Election Commission
as to how this matter should be initially handled will be

made 15 days after the respondents' notification. You will

be notified as soon as the Commission takes final action

on your complaint. Should you have or receive any additional
information in this matter, please forward it to this office.
For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for hapdlgng complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure
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Gdl’y B Turner

Attornev at Law

8530 S.W. 102 Avenue 33173 271-9732
IEBIEARENXA N LXK IKNKBARKSIRREAX Miami, Florida BHBK- Telophone (305) SRKIBX

March 24, 1980

Dan Blassington, Esquire
Office of The General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: Complaint against Dadeland
National Bank, Alberto Cardenas
for Congress Campaign Committee
1977-78, l14th Congressional District,
Florida, Robert S. Campbell, Richard H.
Dailey and Harry Davant

Dear Mr. Blassington:

Enclosed herewith please find the Complaint of the
undersigned which hopefully fulfills the requirements of Section
111.2 of the Commissions regulations.

Please keep me advised as to the disposition of this
matter.

GBT/vt
Enels

Ceh IOLERES
Atlanta
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COMPLAINT BEFORE
THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Gary B. Turner,

Complainant,
v.
Alberto Cardenas, Harry Davant,
Richard H. Dailey, Robert S.
Campbell, The Cardenas for Congress
Campaign Committee, and Dadeland
National Bank

Respondents,

NP o Nl P Nl P i P Nt i il i NP P s

COMES NOW, Gary B. Turner, pursuant to the provisions of
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Sections 111.2
and 111.04 of the Regulations, of The Federal Election Commission,
Title 2 U.S.C. 441 (b) and Title 2 U.S.C. 433,434 of the Act, and files
this, his Complaint against Dadeland National Bank, a banking
corporation existing under the laws of the United States of America,
Alberto Cardenas, a candidate for Congress, (1977-78) l4th Congress-
ional District, Florida, Harry Davant, Richard H. Dailey, Robert S.
Campbell, and Dadeland National Bank, and in furtherance thereof
states:

1. That the Complainant's full name is Gary Benjamin
Turner.

2. That the Complainant's address is 8530 S.W. 102 Avenue,
Miami, Florida, 33173.

3. That the Complainsnt's telephone number is (305)271-9732.

4. That Dadeland National Bank is a National Bank located

at 7545 North Kendall Drive, Miami, Florida 33186, telephone number

(305) 667-8401.

5. That Alberto Cardenas, is sui juris, and has offices
located at 1730 Biscayne Blvd., Miami, Florida 33132, telephone number
(305) 358-3700 and was a Republican Candidate for the l4th Congressional

District, the State of Florida 1977-78.




6. That Richard H. Dailey, is sui juris, and is the
President 6f Dadeland National Bank, and his address is 7845 North
Kendall Drive, Miami, Florida 33156, telephone number (305) 667-8401.

7. That Harry Davant is, sui juris, and is a proféesional
Political Campaign Organizer and advisor and provided services in
such capacity in the Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee during
1977 and 1978. Mr Davant's address may be obtained from Respondent,
Alberto Cardenas.

8. That Robert S. Campbell is, sui juris, and was an
Assistant Vice President of Dadeland National Bank at all times per-
tenent hereto and was a member of the Steering Committee of the
Campaign of Alberto Cardenas during 1977 and 1978. Mr. Campbell's
current address may be obtained from Respondent, Dadeland National
Bank.

9. That the Cardenas for Congress Campad&dgn was a Committee
organized under the law of the Untéed States, a political committee
for, among other purposes, soliciting and disbursing campaign con-
tiibutions to the election Campaign of Alberto Cardenas in Cardenas'
campaign for a United States Congressional seat, 14th Congressional
District, State of Florida (1977-78).

9. That the factual basis for this Complaint is as Pollows:

(a) On or about May 15, 1979 the Complainant maintained
a personal checking account, account number 0034534906, at Dadeland
National Bank. As of an audit of said account, Complainant discovered
a Debit Memo to the account entered without the knowledge, consent or
authorization or ratification of Complainant which Debit Memo was

dated May 22, 1978, and it was stated thereon as the explanation of

said memo: "Debiting account per your request, proceeds will go to

Cardenas for Congress.” See Attachment 1.
(b) Complainant did not request, authorize or ratify

the withdrawal of this money from his account by Dadeland National Bank.




and so informed said bank on May 29, 1979, January 21, 1980 and
February 2, 1980 in writing, requesting reimbursement of the monies
wrongfully appropriated. See Composit Attachment II.

(c) Dadeland National Bank has refused to respond to

the letters referred to in paragraph?&bove and continues to refuse

to reimburse the Cemplainant for this wrongfully misapplication of
funds.

(d) Complainant informed the Office of The Controller
of The Currency on January 21, 1980 and again on February 2, 1980 of
the irreqularities set forth in paragraph @ above requesting that
officé*s assistanee. That office has not answered said letters
which are attached hereto a €Composit Attachment III.

(e) As a result of the investigation of F.FE.C. records
pertaining to Mr. Cardenas'Campaﬁgn, it was ascertained that
Complainant% name did not appear on any Reports of Receipts submitted
by Cardneas to the F.E.C. See Reports on File with the F.E.C.

(f) As a further result of this investigation into
F.E.C. Reports record, however, it was determined that on May 23,
1978, one day after the date (May 22, 1978) Dadeland National debited
Complainant's account, a contribution in a like-amount ($125.00) was
recorded by Cardneas with the doner's name therefore being Robert S.
Campbell, and officer of Dadeland National Bank and campaign official
of the Cardenas Campaign. It is not known whether this money is the
same as that extracted from Complainant's account. See in this regard
page 4 of 54 pages of the Itemized Report of Receipts for Cardenas for
Congress dated July 7, 1978 and received by the F.E.C. on July 10, 1978.

(g) Subsequent to receiving the information set forth
in(e) and (f) above, Complainant on January 21, 1980 once again wrote
to Dadeland National Bank requesting an explanation of this matter.
See attachment II. Dadeland National Bank continues to ignore this

matter.
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(h) On Febrmary 3, 1980 the Complainant wtote to
The Federal Election Commission concerning this matter. A copy of
that letter is attached hereto add made part hereof. See Attachment 1IV.

(i) On February 4, 1980 the Complainant wrote to Alberto
Cardenas requesting any information or explanation he may provide.

See Attachment V.

(j) On or about February 6, 1980 Complainant discovered
another questionable contribution apparently made to Cardenas and
originating with Dadeland National Bank. This contribution was in
the form of a Cashier Check #001008 dated June 22, 1978 drawn upon
Dadeland National Bank and made payable to "Cardenas for Congress:®”

The Cashier's Check is signed by a bank officer but there is no
indication on the item as to whom the remitter may have been. The
backside of this Cashiers Check has been stamped "Cardenas for Congress”
and deposited in Account #5001 20 9318 on June 27, 1978. See Attachment
VI.

¥k) ©On February 6, 1980 the Complainant again wrote
Alberto Cardenas requesting any information he may have as to who
the donor may have been with respect to the item set forth in (j)above.
See Attachment VII.

(1) On or about February 12, 1980 Complainant received
a letter from Alberto Cardenas dated February 11, 1980:;esponse to
Complainant's letter dated February 4, 1980 (attachment W.) wherein
Cardenas referred Complainant to Richard Krissel, C.P.A., his
Campaign treasurer. See Attachment VIII.

(m) On February 12, 1980 Complainant once again wpote
to Alberto Cardenas requesting his further assistance. See Attachment
IX. Cardinas responded to Complainant's letters on February 11 and
February 26, 1980. See Attachment X.

(n) On February 12, 1980 Complainant hand deliVered a
letter to Mr. Richard Krissel, C.P.RA, the campaign treasurer re-

questing ing his assistance in the matter. See Attachment XI.




(0) In response to my February 12, 1980 referred to
in (rn) above, Mr. Krissel wrote the Complainant on Bebruary 20, 1980
and confirmed (1) that Complainant's name was not reported as a
contributércto the Cardenas Campaign and (2) that the $150.00 item
referred to in paragraph "j" above also does not appear on the Reports
of Cardenas to the F.E.C. See Attachment XII.

WHEREFORE, the Complainant requests of The Federal Election
Commission :

1. Duly file and process this Complaint to determine whether
there is "reason to believe" that the Respondents herein have violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, specifically
these provisions of said Act concerning the reporting of contributions

and disbursements by Congressional Candidates as well as Title 2 U.S.C.

441 (b) concerning contribution by National banking corporations to

political campaigns.

2. Order an audit of the records of Dadeland National Bank
and The Cardenas for Congress Campaign Committee to determine the
extent of contributions made by same bank to Cardenas as well as the
manner in which Cardenas seported said contribution.

3. Provide the Complainant with all other reléef it deems

jtf ully Submi tte?

7
//gary B. Turner

necessary and proper




BEFORE ME, this 28th day of March 1980 appeared GARY B.

TURNER, who, after first being duly sworn states that the above

Complaint consisting of five (5) pages is true and correct to the

best of his knowledge.

‘; e A
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ARY REPUBLIC //

Notary Pudilc, State
of Floridg st
My Commisgion Expires Aprit 30, :::;
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Debiting account per your requegt, p@cee@'s
will ‘go-to Cardenas: for Congress- o,
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Gary Turner Sk
9300 S. Dadeland Blvd.
Dadeland Towers

L:_ Miami, Fla. . ,.,; | L
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! I enclose herewith a copy of yet another Debit Memo issued
by your "bank' dated 5/22/78 ‘which purports to debit my
personal account for the sum of SN-255 00 stating in
support thereof: "Debiting Account por your request,
prgceeds will go Cardenas for CongleSb” I Eave never
heard of this charrer except on a recent article in the
Miami Herald alleging his arrest for DUI, careless driving,
and leaving the scene of an accident. You are hereby
notified that this Debit was never authorized by me and
that unless I am in receipt of your chack in payment there-
of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion
of my money by your "pank'.
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GARY B, TURNER
8530 S.W. 102 Avenue
Miami, Fla. 33173
271-9732

Mr . Richard Daily, May 29, 1979
Presi t

Dadel! and National Bank

7545 North Kendall Drive

Miami, Florida 33156

Re: Gary B. Turner v Dadeland
National Bank, Richard Daily,
et. al.

Dear Mr. Daily:

On May 25, 1979, 1 was finally provided a copy of Mr. Brown's
letter to the Florida Bar Association dated April 2, 1979, wherein
he, as your agent, alleges certain wrongdoing by myself with re-
spect to my relationship with your 'bank".

In preparing a response to Mr. Brown's allegations and
innuendoes, I have just discovexed the following matters to which
I request your immediate attention and response:

1. Cashiers Check #37897, dated August 10, 1978, issued by
Dadeland National Bank and made ga able to the order of
3

Gary B. Turner in the amount of 50.00, a copy of the
front side of which is attached, has never been received
by me nor have 1 received the funds. I would request a
copy of the back side of said check which may indicate an
endorsement, together with any other information which
you may have as to the disposition of said funds. It is
my impression that said monies have been covnerted by a

person or persons unknown or by your '"bank'" to its own
favor.

I enclose herewith check #245 drawn on the Dadeland
account of Service Center, Inc. (Account #1-60301-906)

in the amount of $237.70, bearing the date of August &4,
1978 and once again made payable to myself. The endorse-
ment thereon is an outright forgery (and not even a good
one). It appears that Dadeland National Bank was the
recipient of this money inasmuch as the endorsement is
so designated. As you are aware, this is a felony and

I shall hold both the 'bank" and yourself personally re-
sponsible for such criminal acts. I also assume the checks
described in paragraphs numbered 1 and 7 hereof have

been forged and converted as well and therefore subject

((tHachmen T 7]




Page 2

to criminal investigation, penalty and punative damage.

I enclose herewith a copy of a Debit Memo issued by your
"bank' dated 6/1/78 which purports to "close" my personal
account at DiJeland National Bank. The amount of said
debit is $1,034.07; the account was never closed by this
advice; the undersigned never received this money. Once
again, I assume the ''bank" has elected to convert said
sum to its own use. This appears to constitute illegal
"debit memo dipping'" by your 'bank'.

I enclose herewith a copy of yet another Debit Memo issued
by your "bank'" dated 5/22/78 which pu:ports to debit my
personal account for the sum of $125.00 stating in

support thereof: 'Debiting Account per your request,
prgceeds will go Cardenas for Con%?ess I Eave never
heard of this chapfer except on a recent article in the
Miami Herald alleging his arrest for DUI, careless driving,
and leaving the scene of an accident. You are hereby
notified that this Debit was never authorized by me and
that unless I am in receipt of your check in payment there-
of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion

of my money by your 'Rank'.

I enclose herewith yet another Debit Memo dated 7/20/78
charging my personal account for the sum of $534.00 for

a returned check. This check was re-deposited but I

never received credit for it. Incidently, the check was
drawn on the account of Walter Scott; the check has
cleared Mr. Scott's account; your bank continues to
withold the credit from me. Presumably, this may be yet
another conversion of funds,but perhaps you can explain it.

I have recently been informed that monies totalling
approximately $1800.00 which represents monies due for
services rendered by Turner & Ashe, P.A. on behalf of
Dadeland National Bank with respect to a UCC foreclosure
and private sale of Dr. Dans Service Center have some-
how been 'extracted" from the acceunt or loan proceeds

of Mr. Walter Scott and, of all things, applied to the
loan account of Gary B. Turner. This application of
funds by you was totally unauthorized by myself or Turner
& Ashe, P.A. and represents a further conversion of funds,
the return of which is demanded. I am sure Mr. Scott will
also request credit for this misuse of his funds.

I am informed that on or about June 2, 1978 Mr. Thomas E.
Ashe wrote to the order of Gary B. Turner his personal
check on his account which he maintains at your '"bank"

in the amount of $10,000.00. To this date, neither the
check nor the proceeds of same have been received by me
even though the check has cleared Mr. Ashe's account and
this appears to be your most flagerant conversion of funds.




I hereby once again demand that this item be paid forthwith
to avoid your further unlawful involvement in the con-
version of funds designated to be paid to me. I understand
Mr. Ashe has also recently been victimized by your '"debit
memo dipping' procedures.

I enclose herewith yet another Debit Memo dated 5/24/78
charging my personal account for the sum of $5000.00 for
a check issued to '"Miller, Thompson and Wall". This
debit to my personal funds was never authorized by me and,
once again, represents a unilateral conversion by your
bank of my personal funds. Demand is hereby made for the
return to me of this money.

As a result of the unauthorized and unlawful .''debit memo
dipping' set forth in paragraphs numbered 3, 4, 5 and 8
above, my personal account at Dadeland National Bank
became overdrawn. Without addressing myself the personal
and professional damage suffered as a result of Dadeland
National Bank having wrongfully returned checks on said
account (a matter which will be persued at a later date),
please be advised that my account was once more charged
for the sum of $90.00 as a service charge for returning
said checks. Said cheeks would not have been returned
had it not been for your unlawful "dipping' by debit
memo. According I request the return of this money as well.

The above represents only an investigation of my personal
account at Dadeland between May and August, 1978. The investigation
is continuing as to those periods prior to and after this time
period. Also being investigated of course, are my Trust Account
records which indicate continuing ''debit memo dipping" and other
forms of fraudulent misconduct on the part of the '"bank'.

This letter does not address itself to further wrongdoing
of Dadeland National Bank concerning without limitation, the
manner and method of obtaining certain mortgage documents from
the undersigned, Dadeland's file '"padding' to satisfy the invest-
igations of Federal Bank Auditors, the infamous Sabal Chase
property sale, the outstanding unpaid receivables for professional
services and costs rendered by my firm, and the liabilities of
Mr. Brown, Shutts and Bowen, and Dadeland Mational Bank as
ggggcipal, arising out of Mr. Brown's libelous letter of April 2,

It is my concern that you respond to this letter, on or before
Friday June 1, 1979. 1If I have heard nothing from vou by then,
I shall insturct my attorney to immediatedy institute lifigation
demanding actual and conpenastory damages outlined in paragraph 1
thru.9 above as well as the obvious punative damages which attach
to the conversion of funds by a fiduciary. '




Wrhe criminal aspects of your conduct and that of the Bank
also be vigorously pursued through all appropriate agencies

government .

In this regard, I have written to the F.B.I (copy enclosed)
informing that Agency of my willingness to fully co-operate with
respect to the alleged investigation alluded to in Mr. Brown's
letter dated April 2, 1979. To facilitate this, I would request
that you provide that Agency and myself with a complete waiver of
professional privelege in order that all matters may be freely
discussed and all documents provided.

1 await your timely response together with the return of my

. money.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

GBT/vt
Enclosures

Please resond to the new address
and telephone number:

GARY B. TURHER

8530 S.W. 102 AVENUE
MIAMI, FLORIDA 33173
271-9732
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February 2, 1980

Mr. Richard Dailey
President,

Dadeland National Bank
7545 North Kendall Drive
Miami, Florida 33156

Dear Mr. Dailey:

Reference is made to your letter of January 29,1980.
I will not comment on your failure to respond to my letters
to you dated May 29 and June 4, 1979 other than to say that
your motives in failing to anewer those letters as well as
veur motive 40 0lesbing: 40-500pend 00 -ay-Ji0otbes- dabed: Januery

21, 1980 are obvious.

With respect t the items set forth in your January
29, 1980 letter please be advised as follows:

1. The "purpose” for which Dadddaaddissued its

- Cashier Check #37807 made payable to Gary B. Turner was
apparently based on an application for Cashiers Check sub-
mitted to your teller together with the cash or cash equivalent
of $3050.00 with instructions to exchange such cash for a
Cashiers Check payable to Gary B. Turner (I am sure you are
familiar with the procedure). Your records should reflect

the application, receipt of cash, the issuance of the check,
and the actural item as well.

2. Althouwgh you state that you have enclosed a
Cashiers Check for my inspection concerning the §$1034.07
amount, same was not included with your letter of January 29,
1980.

3. I have reviewed my records with respect to the
$534.00 check and have determined that I did in fact receive
credit for this item.




8530 S.WN. 102 Avenue 271=9732
'3799.8 333368 ¢88337373737374747933737676 333767876 LI

January 21, 1980

Mr. Richard Dailey
President

Dadeland National Bank
7545 North Kendall Drive
Miami, Florida 33156

Re: Turner v. Dadeland
National Bank, et al.

Dear Mx. Dailey:

On May 29 and June 4, 1979 I wrote you requesting
your position as to certain irregularities discovered in my
trust account and personal account at Dadeland National Bank.

For some inexplicable reason you have elected to
ignore these requests and yet, I have testimony that you have
ly discussec these matters with third parties.

Once again I request your immediate attention to
this matter.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner




4. As you are aware, legal services, for which you
agreed to pay, were performed by my firm on behalf of Dadeland
National Bank with respect to Walter Scott and the UCC private
sale of Dr. Dan's Service Center. The fee for this transaction
was $1778.25 wht¢t¢h, instead of being remitted to my firm, as
would be normal, was unilaterally and without authorization
applied to my personal indebtedness to the bank. The money
belongs to the law firm, not the bank, although you appear
to be attempting to obtain it for your own purposes notwith-
standing the facts.

5. Neither myself nor Mr. Ashe authorized coneersion
of Mr. Ashe's check in the amount of $10,000.00 for the purpose
of payment to Miller, Thompson and Wall. Mr. Ashe informs me
that he did not make an application for a Cashier’'s Check to
that payee and neither did I; nor did I endorse thg’ item for
negotiation. There is no reason why my firm wo have paid
Miller. Thompson and Wall from the proceed of this item.

1 look forward to meeting with you and your attorney
concerning the items set forth in my letters of May 29 and
June 4, 1379 and, like you, feel our meeting will ke "much
more fruitful* if we have access to the following information
before the meeting:

1. With respect to Cashier's Check 37807 payable
to me, please provide me with a copy of the "back-side" of
such check in order that I may determine an endorsement thereon.
Also, a copy of the application for this check would be help-
tul in answering your question as to the purpose of this item.

2. A copy of the Cashier's check in the amount of
+1034.07 as being "enclosed” with your letter ot January 29,
1980 which check was not, in fact, so enclosed or received by
me.

3. <Copies of any items you may have in your files
a8 to the payment of attorney's fees to my firm for the Walter
_cott transaction in the amount of $1778.25 together with
copies of any checks acutually issued for these fees and applied
to my loan account.

You will recall that I sent you the entire file in
this matter dnring the summer of 1979.pursuant to your request




{or same

V4. With respect to the debit memo referred to in
my May 29th letter and dated May 22, 1978 effecuating a debit
to my account for $125.00 and stating "debiting account per
your request, proceeds will go to Cardenas for Congress*®,
please be advised that F.E C records do not reveal a con-
tribution in my name to Cardenas for any amount. I would
appreciated any information you may have with respect to this
amansaction.

5 I would also appreciate a written response to
all the other items set forth in my previous letters to which
you did not address in your letter of January 29, 1980.

Jpon receipt of the above, my Attorney will contact
you as to a time and place for a meeting on these matters.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

Atlanta, Ga.
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January 21, 1980

Controller of The Currency

279 PSHCHIPS ST 77 ¢
Atlanta, Georgia
303

Re: Dadeland National Bank
Miami, Florida

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find letters dated May 29
and June 4, 1979 and January 21, 1980 which lettexs are ex-
planatory.

Inasmuch as Dadeland National Bank has taken the
posture that it need not acknowledge these requests, I am
requesting any assistance which your office may provide in

urging a responde.

It is my understanding that Richard Duiley, Presi-
dent of Dadeland, has, on at least one occassion, discussed
at least one of the irregular items with third parties in

" violation of my right to confidentiality with respect to my
bank records.

Hopefully, I can expect some response from your
office in this matter as well as assistance in encouraging
Mr. Dailey to provide me with the information I have requested
and which it is my right as a customer of hie bank and as a

citigen to have.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner




Gd!‘y B Turner
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February 2, 1980
Comptroller of Currency

229 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

iy . T
ATTENTION: Ms. Betty L. Jarrett

RE: Dadeland National Bank
Case #134824

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find my letter dated
Fektruary 2, 1980 in response to the letter of Dadeland
National Barnk dated January 29, 1980 in the referred matter.

I am disappointed that Mr. Dailey's letter dated
January 29, 1980 does not address itself to the several
questions I have submitted to him in my letters. Rather
than honestly and straight-forwardly respond, he continues
first to deny responsibility for not responding to my letters,
using some feeble excuse in an attempt to shift that responsi-
bility to me and then fails to respond in any meaningful manner.
This 1s precisely the type approach and attitude which has
governed the behavior of the offices and directors of Dadeland
National Bank for several years and has resulted in so many
severe problems. One would think that Mr. Dailey would learn
that approaching these problems in this manner is of no bene-
1t to him ot his bank. I request your assistance in
encouraging Mr. Dailey to provide a complete, honest answer
to my letters.

During my relationship with Dadeland National Bank,
Mr. Dailey, on many occassions has refused to answer letters
which I have sent nim, two of which letters I enclose herewith
and request your assistance 1n obtaining a response:

1. Letter dated March 6, 1979 (copy enclosed)
concening Mr. Dailey's failure to comply with his agreement
as to the sale of a parcel of real estate which I owned

and which was security for a loan in my name at Dadeland
National Bank. The letter is explantory. Mr. Dailey has




O [

never responded to it even though Dadeland's failure to
comply with its agreement has resulted in devastating re-
purcussions. I request any help you can give me in order
to obtain Mr. Dailey's position in this matter.

2. Letter dated August 20, 1979 (copy enclosed)
which was yet another attempt to discuss my relationship with
Dadeland National Bank and yet this letter also remains
unanswered. Perhaps you can help me obtain a response to
this letter as well.

‘ I also wish to inform your office of a discovery
which I have made concerning an unauthorized debit to my
account at Dadeland in the amount of $125.00. Such debit was
dated May 22, 1978 and the reason for which was stated thereon
as "Debiting Account per your request, proceeds will go to
Cardenas for Congress".

As I advised Mr. Dailey in my letter dated May
29, 1979, I did not “"request" or otherwise authorize this
application of my funds. Mr. Dailey's letter dated January 29,
1980 fails to respond to my questions concerning this item.

It now appears that not only did Dadelan d National
Bank wrongfully extract these funds from my account but also
the records of the Federal Election Commission concerning
Reports of the contributions to Cardenas for Congress do not
include my name as a contributor. An officer and a director
¢of Dadeland National Bank do appear, however, on said reports
as contributors.

In this connection, enclosed herewith pleaée find
a letter of complaint dated February 1980 to the Federal
Election Commission which 1is explanatory.

Please consider this my Complaint to the Comptroller
for misapplication of my funds on deposit with Dadeland
National Bank for purposed of making contributions to the
Election Campaign of Al Cardenas. I request that you invest-
gate this matter and provide the undersigned with your findings

in the matter.
Iincerely, 7
ary Bl Turner ’
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tebruary 3, 1980

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N W.
washington, D C. 20463

Re: Complaint Mainst

Dadeland Mational Bapk

Please consider this the undersigned's coamplaint

nd National Bank, a national banking corporation
organized under of the United States of America, lo-
cated at 7545 North Kenda Miami, Florida 33156.

L ealedvam e, S "

This complaint relates to campaign contributions
to the Congressional Campaign of Al Cardenas, 14th Congression-
al District, Florida, Identification #069710 (1977-1378).

I have discovered that on May 22, 1978 Dadeland
National Bank withdrew, without authorization or ratification.
the sum of $125.00 from my checking account 0034534906 main-
tained at that bank for the purpose of "Debiting account per
yyour request, proceeds will go to Cardenas for Congress". I
enclose a copy of the debit memo utilised by the bank to ex-
tract the money from my account.

Further investigation also reveals that no such
amount 1f received by Cardenas was never reported by the
Cardenas Campaign to the F.E.C. However, I direct your attent-
ion to page 4 of 54 pages of the Itemized Report of Raeceipts
for Cardenas for Congress dated July 7 1978 and received by
your offices on July 10, 1978 wherein it is reported that on
May 23, 1978 (one Bay after the withdrawal from my account)
kobert 5. Campbell, then an officer of Dadeland National Bank,
contributed the like sum of $125.00 to the Cardenas' Campaign
in his own name.

(LiihCh mevr TC




It is my understanding that Mr. Campbell also
my have been a member of Mr. Cardenas election committee.

It will also be noted that a member of the
Board of Directors of Dadeland National Bank, Billy Miller,

also contributed to Mr. Cardenas' campaign - see page 25 on
the referred report.

I have written the President of Dadeland National
B nk, Richard H. Dailey, requesting an explanation for this
transaction on May 29, 1979 and again on January 21, 1980 with

copies of said letters to the Comptroller of the Currency.
Mr

. Dailey, for some reason, refuses to respond to my letters.
It occurs to me that such activitee on behalf
g of the Bank and its officer could be a violation of Federal
-~ Election Law and, of course, definitely is an inexcuseable
violation of my constitutional and statutory rights with re-
= spect to my participationiin the political process.
=i
) I request an investigation of this matter be con-
Julteu Ly your Ccommission.
[
P

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner
GBT/vt

cc: Comptroller of Currency
Atlanta, Ga.
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rebruary 4 1330

Aloerto Cardenas Esq.
1730 Biscayne Blvd
Miami Florida

RE: 1977-78 Cardenas for
Congress., l-th Congressional
District. Florida

Dear Mr. Cardenas:

On May 22 1378 Dadeland National Bank, without
my authorization or ratification. extracted the sum of
»125.00 from my account at that Bank for the tensible reason
of making a contribution to your Congressional Campaign. I
enclose herewith & copy of the debit memo utilized by the

bank for this transaction

I have contacted the Federal Election Commission

and have been informed that my name does not appear as a con-
tributor in any Reports of Receipts filed ty your Campaign
otfficials with the Commission.

Please confirm first, whether your campaign re-
ceived the sum of $125.00 in my name and, secondly if in
fact, you did receive same whether you reported same to the

éommission.

I would also request any information you coulc

provide as to the role any employees. officers or directors
of Dadeland National Bank may have assumed with respect to

your campaign

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated.

Sincerely,

QumcHmenT 7~

aB1/veE E C

Gary B. Turnerx
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' I enclose herewith a copy of yet another Debit Memo issued
" by your "bank” dated 5/22/78 which purports to debit my
personal account for the sum of $125.00 stating in
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heard of this charyer except on a recent article in the
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of this also shall be considered an unlawful conversion
of my money by your "hank".
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February 6, 1980

Alberto Cardenas, Esq.
1730 Biscayne Blvd.
Miami, Florida

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14 Congressional District, Florida

Dear Mr. Cardenas:

Reference is made to mylletter to you dated
February 4, 1980 concerning the above.

I enclose herewith a copy of a Cashiers Check
#001008 made payable to Cardenas for Congress and I request
that you inform me whether your documentation of this con-
tribution indicates who the donor may have been.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

OLTTACH menT™ I
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February 11, 1980

Gary B. Turner, Fsquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
l4th Congressional District,
Florida

déar Mr. Turner:

[ am In receipt of your letter dated February 4, 1989 relative
to an alleged contribution made by you, or on your behalf,
almost two years ago.

Nedther 1bonor oany membeors of my lawtirm represent the Dadeland
National Bank nor any of its officers or directors. Additionally,
neither I nor anyone in our law offices have any bank accounts
with said bank.

I have also checked with the members of the campaign staff

who were resvonsible for the financing and accounting functions
ot the canpaian and none of them recalls ever havina been
contacted by wou during our campaign relative to this matter.

I sugaest that, if vou wish to look further into this matter,
that vou contact our campaign treasurer, Richard Krissel, C.PLA.

or Manuel ‘Gonwalez, \CUR AL

1t I may be of anv further assistance to vou, kindly contact
Alg UDenN xollp Teceipt OoF Ithi's letter.

Very truly vours,

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISE
AMADOR & DIENSTAG




8530 S.W. 102 Avenue 271-9732
30 203C3RICICICICICICICHIC K IEIICITICIEN HEIICICICICIEICICIICK 30303L0LC

February 12, 1980

Alberto R. Cardenas, Esq.
1730 Biscayne Blvdad.
Miami, Florida 33132

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Cardenas:

This will acknowledge your letter dated Pebruary
11, 1980 in response to my letter dated February 4, 1980.

This is to advise that I spoke with Mr. Krissel
prior to having written you and it was he who suggested I
contact you concerning the matter.

In my letter to you dated February 4, 1980 I re-
quested, and, once again, request, whether any employee, officer
or director of Dadeland National Bank assisted your Campaign
in any capacity. The second paragraph of your letter of
February 11, 1980 implies that perhaps you may have misunder-
stood this request. I would appreciate any information which
you could provide in this regard.

In accordance with your letter, I shall once again
contact Mr. Ktissel in an attempt to obtain the answers to
those questions set forth in my previous letters dated February
4 and February 6, 1980.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

A7THCHMENT (X
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February 26, 1980

Gary B. Turner, Esquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress
14 Congressional District, Florida

Dear Mr. Turner:

I am in receipt of your letter dated February 12, 1980 requesting
information relative to the Dadeland National Bank.

Federal Congressional Campaigns are governed by the Federal

Election Campaign Act and the rules and regulations which are
promulgated by the Federal Elections Commission. Our Congress-
ional Campaign was mandated to comply with the reporting require-
ments of the Federal Elections Commission. Accordingly, copies of
any reports which were filed on behalf of the Cardenas for Congress
congressional Campaign are available to you, or any other individual
in the United States, upon request. I suggest that you obtain
copies of our reports from the Federal Elections Commission.

I am not familiar with any rule, or regulations which requires
our Campaign Committee to answer inquiries such as the one
promulgated by you in your recent correspondence.

I have spoken with the principals of our Campaign Committee and we
are all 1n agreement to cooperate with any official investigation
and/or to fully answer any question which would be asked in a
civil deposition or criminal investigation of the incident you
discussed with me.

Very truly yours,

(I

CARDENAS

Richard Krissel, C.P.A.

(e AcumanT X
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February 11, 1980

tary B. Turner, Fsquire
8530 South West 102nd Avenue
Miami, Florida 33173

~—
Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
—, l4th Congressional District,
Florida
Dear Mr. Turner:
—
-~ I am in receipt of your letter dated February 4, 1980 relative
to an alleged contribution made by you, or on your behalf,
o almost two years ago.
£ Nelther I nor any members of my lawtfirm represent the Dadeland
s National Bank nor any of its officers or directors. Additionally,
neither I nor anyone in our law offices have any bank accounts
P with said bank.

-— I have also checked with the members of the campaign staff

who were reswvonsible for the financing and accountinc functions

@ ot the campaiun and none of them recalls ever havina been
contacted by vou during our campaign relative to this matter.

vou wish to look further into this matter,

I sugogest that, if
Krussedl, G.RoA.

that you contact our campaign treasurer, Richard
or Manuel Gonzalez, CG.BR.A.

LE 1 may B '9f any further assistance to vou, kKindly eontagt
me upen vour receipt of this letter.

Ve Erdly ¥ours

CARDENAS, CHOMAT, GEISS
AMADOR & DIENSTACG

RO <::2E&S!9!!!'-""'”
A

L CARDENAS

AC/me




8530 §.W. 102 Avenue 271-9732
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February 12, 1980

Richard Krissel,CPA
5901 S.W. 74th Street
South Miami, Plorida

Re: 1977-78 Cardenas for Congress,
14th Congressional District,
Florida

Dear Mr. Krissel:

Enclosed herewith please f£ind letters dated February
4 and February 6, 1980 which are explanatory.

In accordance with the suggestion of Mr. Cardenas
set forth in his letters dated Februaryll, 1980 (copy also

enclosed) I hereby request your assistance in providing answers
to the questions posed in my letterss

Sincerely,

Gary B. Turner

(LttachmadT XT




KRrisskl, BAKER., JOHNS AND COMPANY
CrRTIFIED FuBLiC ACCOUNTANTS
SO S5 W 74T STRET Suite. 302

Miami. FLORIDA 33143
TeLe PHONE (305) 66590433

MM e

TENRELL J BAKER C P A
AN HICAN INSTITCTE Qe

LOUIB G JOMNS G P A
. CEMIL D POBLIC ALUOUMTANTSG
RIUCHARD KRAUELL C P A L) (S
PLOMIDA INGTITUTL OF
a AERTHKER o A LAt e D e B AL WDIONT AT Y.
BlUnAN =
ViCTOR R G P A

February 19, 1980

Gary B. Turner, Attorney at lLaw
8530 SW 102nd Avenue
Miami, FL 33173

Re: 1977/78 Cardenas for Congress
l4th Congressional District
Florida

Mr. Turner, per your request, after reviewing Schedule¢ 6A of
the Federal Viections Commission form of contributions for
the period Mav 1, 1978 through June 30, 1978, page 1 to 54,

the tollowing has been noted:

l. Your name does not appear as a contributor to
the Cardenas for Congress campaign fund.

There is no listing on the form stated above of
a 5150 contribution during this same period.
However, as previously discussed, the Campaign
Committee has written a letter to the FEC stating
that the cash in bank did not agree to the reports
by S6n9.  This $150 item mav be part of a
reconciling item,
As soon as my o workload permits, | will look further into this
vatter and try to resolve the difference between the cash in

hank at the above period and the reports.

Vapry frul v s ours),

Righdrcd K iggel
| Lt

loections Commission

( LtHachment X1T

Fadera it




ary B. Turner, Esquire
8530 S.W. 102 Avenue
ami, Plorida 33173

Dan Blassington, Esquixe
Office of The General Counsel
Federal Eleaction Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Photocopy of letter to Turner
originally mailed on June 12, 1981
was re-mailed Ocotber 2, 1981.

Complainant did not receive
original due to his failure to
provide Commission with current

address.
10/5/81
S. Callahan




Legal Center S %fsmnaam
el | . 2t 130 81,
Bnoie,

GARY B. TURNER |
September 26, 1981

Mr. Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission 1n1e
Washington, D. C. 20463

| d BE;HS i

Re: Gary B, Turner v. Cardenas, et al.

£S

Dear Mr. Steele:

On or about March 2%, 1980, I filed the referred
complaint with the F.E.C. As of this date, I have received
nothing from you with respect to the disposition of this
matter, and, accordingly would request a status report.

Please note the above address change.

Thank you for your cooperation and prompt attention
" to this matter.

%

erely, -
Il

ary B. Turner
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P.O. BOX 562075
.HAMI, FLORIDA 33156

Mr. Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463
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