3

»
,

AMBIR0 Celteines: ekt Ui Dl

0%,
o
:g
-

FEDELRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

UB A SIRTINW
WAN INGION D C. XH6Y -

TRIS 1S THE END OF TR /276

Date Filmea 32l - § canera wo. --- 2

Cameraman &B /




0

at]
~
c
T‘:—

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

&ﬁor“z éo!vtsPQndmw.) C’iuf\l:(:’caTH“nS N.[a{x}?} ﬁ_

Lenc. l(‘tt(\‘ong QM‘@. bauk vecads b oy dual Iglmk vecoq s

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 3% (6) Personal privacy

S

(2) Internal rules and
‘practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

Internal Documents

FEC 9-21-77

(8)

(9)

Investigatory
files

Banking
Information

Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

N




ALy,
c e %

‘ D  FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

\
‘ , WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463
Y

. d ‘ ‘ :

February 10, 1982
Mr. Paul Wheeler '
P.O. Box 3812

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

RE: MUR 1276

Dear Mr. Wheeler:

On February 8, 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter, and it will become a part of the public
record within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B)
prohibits any information derived in connection with any
conciliation attempt from becoming public without the written
consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should you wish
any such information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.
Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Counsel
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1276

Paul Wheeler
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT
This matter was initiated by the Federal Election COqiissiqn
(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information
ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found probable cause to believe

that Paul Wheeler ("Respondent®) violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3) by

commingling campaign funds with personal monies.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent,
and the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with
the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1 Respondent acted as an agent of the Anderson for
President Committee during the 1980 presidential
primary election campaign.

2. Respondent received three wire transfers of

campaign funds totaling $2,443.54 into a bank account
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in his name at the Midland National Bank, Minneapolis,
Minnesota (Account No. 24-47-279).

3. Respondent made expenditures for cgmpaign expenses

from the bank account noted in "2" above.
4. Respondent received campaign advances and
deposited reimbursements in the bank account in his name
during the 1980 presidential primary.
5. As an agent for the Anderson campaign, Respondent
opened a checking account (#29591138) at the Marquette
National Bank, Minneapolis, Minnesota, on January 28,
1980. The account was in the name of the Anderson for
President Committee.
6. Respondent contends that the account was opened
for the purpose of conducting campaign business in
Minnesota.
7. Respondent contends that officials of the National
Anderson Campaign immediately instructed the Minnesota
Campaign to close the checking account. The account
was closed two days later on January 30, 1980.
8. Respondent contends that this erroneous
administrative decision, coupled with inadequate
procedures for the authorization of expenditures are
responsible for these commingling charges.
V. Respondent commingled campaign funds with personal
monies in a personal bank account in violation of 2 U.S.C.

§ 432(b) (3).
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Vi. Respondent agrees that he shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Canpdign

Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S5.C. § 431, et seq.

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1) concerning the matters at issue
herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this
agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any
requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil
action for relief in the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission ha

approved the entire agreement.

Charles N. Steele
General Coqpsel

7 204,
Jté iy LT BY: %& ﬁ/ LA A At
s 7

Date Kennéth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

MM
Date aul Wheeler




\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
) WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 10, 1982

Ms. Jane Fowler
Star Route 84
Greenville Junction, Maine

RE: MUR 1276

Dear Ms. Fowler:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

iy

i k__,‘/
enneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 10, 1982
Mr. William B. Glew, Jr.

2102 Arlington Boulevard, $2
Charlottesville, Virginia 22903

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Glew:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele

AL
§

General Counsel //(7
//:;kf/

hosA
enneth A. Gros,
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 10, 1982
Ms. Lucille A. LaPlante, Treasurer ‘ :
Anderson for President Committee
1100 Talcott Building

Rockford, Illinois 61101

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Ms. LaPlante:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Genexal Counsel .//’

Kenneth A. Gros

Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 10, 1982
Mr. Sidney Gardner

161 Tremont Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06105

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Gardner:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

October 22, 1981

Ms. Lucille A. LaPlante, Treasurer
Anderson for President Committee
1100 Talcott Building

Rockford, Illinois 61101

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Ms. Lag}ante:

On October 21, 1981, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you and a civil penalty in settlement of
violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 432(b)(3), 432(h)(1) and 433(b)(6),
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
as it pertains to your committee, and it will become part of the
public record within thirty days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. However,
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any information derived in
connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.
Should you wish any such information to become part of the public
record, please advise us in writing. The Commission reminds
you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(1l2)(A) remain in effect until the
entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you
when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles-N. Steele
General Counsel
{enneth A G/%ss

'Associate Generdl Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement




BEFORE T‘DERAL ELECTION CQIHISSI.

In the Matter of
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MUR 1276

The Anderson for
President Committee

- P
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CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission™), pursuant to information ascertained

in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.

The Commission found reason to believe that the Anderson for

President Committee ("Respondent®) violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3)

by commingling campaign funds with personal monies in personal

bank accounts. Respondent failed to designate, disclose and

make expenditures from campaign depositories in violation of

2 U.S.C. §§ 432(h)(1) and 433(b)(6).

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a finding

of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent, and

the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has the

effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(1).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

l. On May 7, 1979, Respondent was authorized as the

principal campaign committee for presidential candidate

John Anderson.
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2. Bank records and personal statements obtained during

the investigative process show that certain accounts

used for campaign activity may be characterized as
personal bank accounts.

3. Payments from the Respondent's registered campaign
depositories were deposited into the accounts and campaign-
related expenditures were made from the personal accounts.
4, Four authorized committee agents deposited advances

and reimbursements of funds from the Respondent into

their personal accounts resulting in the commingling

of campaign funds with personal monies of the field
persons.

5. The bank accounts in which commingling occurred are:
Connecticut Bank & Trust United Bank and Trust
Account No. 4116690 Account No. 014918142
Hartford, Connecticut Hartford, Connecticut

(In the name of Sidney L. (In the name of Gardner
Gardner) Associates, Sidney L. Gardner)
Union Warren Savings Bank Midland National Bank
Account No. 106004584 Account No. 2447279
Boston, Massachusetts Minneapolis, Minnesota

(In the name of Jane Fowler) (In the name of Paul Wheeler)
Chittenden Trust

Account No. 15115815

Burlington, Vermont

(In the name of William B.

Glew, Jr.)

6. The commingling activity occurred during the 1980
Presidential primary campaign.

7. Two of the Respondent's agents used three bank accounts
for campaign purposes during the 1980 presidential primary

election campaign which were not designated or disclosed

as campaign depositories.




8. The bank accounts used for campaign expenditures

which were not designated or disclosed as campaign

depositories are:

Continental Bank and Trust Chemical Bank
Account Nos. 188-330 and Account No. 092201539
699-448 New York, New York
Mi lwaukee, Wisconsin
9. Respondent, through its agents, made expenditures
from certain bank accounts for campaign purposes during
the 1980 presidential primary election campaign which
should have been made from registered campaign depositories.
10. The bank accounts used for the expenditures which
should have been disbursed from a depository are:
Union Warren Savings Bank Midland National Bank
Account No. 106004584 Account No. 2447279
Boston, Massachusetts Minneapolis, Minnesota
Chittenden Trust Connecticut Bank and Trust
Account No. 15115815 Account No. 4116690
Burlington, Vermont Hartford, Connecticut
United Bank and Trust
Account No. 014918142
Hartford, Connecticut
V. Respondent, through its agents, commingled campaign funds
with personal funds in five instances in violation of 2 U.S.C.
§ 432(b)(3).
Vi. Respondent failed to designate and report depositories
as noted herein in violation of 2 U.S.C. §§ 432(h)(l) and 433(b)(6).
ViI. Respondent agrees to designate and report as depositories
the bank accounts noted at Section 1V, number 8.
VIII. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer of

the United States in the amount of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000),

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(5) (A).




IX. Respondent agrees that it shall not undertake any actiiity
which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

X. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.

If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for
relief in the United States District Court for the District of
Columbia,

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date
that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has
approved the entire agreement.

XII. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days from
the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and
implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to
so notify the Comnission. |

T

/’/

U/

Date

\/

//‘Eeneral Counsel

1

The Anderson for President Committee




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

November 4, 1981
Mr, William B. Glew, Jr.
2102 Arlington Boulevard, #2
Charlottesville, Virginia 22903

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Glew:

On November 2, 1981, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
s 432(b)(3), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter as it pertains to you, and it will become part of
the public record within thirty days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. However,
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any information derived in
connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.
Should you wish any such information to become part of the public
record, please advise us in writing. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(l2)(A) remain in effect until the
entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you
when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele”)
Gen )

; A
Kenneth A. Grgdss
Associate Geferal Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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In the Matter of

)
) MUR 1276
William B, Glew, Jr. )

1 0CT26 P3: 52
CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission
(hereinafter "the Commission®), pursuant to information ascertained
in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities.
Reason to believe was found that William B. Glew, Jr. ("Respondent")
violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling campaign funds with
personal monies in a personal bank account.

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having participated
in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a finding of probable
cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent, and
the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has the
effect of an agreement entered pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(1).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken in this matter.
III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with
the Commission.
IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
1. Respondent acted as an agent of the Anderson for
President Committee during the 1980 presidential primary

election campaign.




2. Respondent received three wire transfers of

campaign tunds totaling $2,844.78 into a bank account

in his name at the Chittenden Trust Company, Burlington,

Vermont (Account No. 1=51-15&1-5).
3. Respondent deposited personal funds into the account
in "2" above which were commingled with campaign funds
therein,
4. Respondent made expenditures for campaign expenses
from the bank account noted in "2" above,
5. Respondent received campaign advances and deposited
reimbursements in the bank account in his name during
the 1980 presidential primary.
V. Respondent commingled campaign funds with personal monies
in a personal bank account in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).
VIi. Respondent agrees that he shall make every effort to
ensure against any activity which 1s in violation of the Federal
tlection Campaiyn Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.
Vii. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under £ U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement,
If the Commission believes that this ayreement or any requirement
thereof nas been violated, it may 1institute a civil action for
relief 1n the United States District Court tor the District of

Colunpbia.
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VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission

has approved the entire agreement.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/////’/ QM

Date ’ Kenfneth A. Gross :
Associate General Counsel

jo /s /4 Dt A K ﬁ

Date ° William B. Glew, Jr.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C 20463

November 30, 1981

Ms. Jane Fowler
Star Route 84
Greenville Junction, Maine 04442

RE: MUR 1276

Dear Ms. Fowler:

On November 27, 1981, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter as it pertains to you and it will become
part of the public record within thirty days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
However, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any information
derived in connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming
public without the written consent of the respondent and the
Commission. Should you wish any such information to become part
of the public record, please advise us in writing. The
Commission reminds you, however, that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

General

e e
BY: Kennzzkxif GrossV/

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement




BEFORE 'm.rsnsmn ELECTION COMMISST

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1276
Jane Fowler )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

’ 0

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commis@on
(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information ascer®dined
in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsié%lities.

Probable cause to believe has been found that Jane Fowler n
("Respondent”) violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling o
campaign funds with personal monies.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (A)(1)
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent,
and the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken in this matter.
I1I. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with
the Commission.
IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
l. Respondent acted as an agent of the Anderson for
President Committee during the 1980 presidential primary
election campaign.
2. Respondent received six wire transfers of campaign
funds totaling $9,353.91 into a bank account in her name
at the Union Warren Savings Bank, Boston, Massachusetts

(Account No. 106-004-584).




3. Respondent made expenditures for campaign expenses
from the bank account noted in "2" above.
4. Respondent received campaign advances and deposited
reimbursements in the bank account in her name during
the 1980 presidential primary.
V. Respondent commingled campaign funds with personal monies
in a personal bank account in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).
VI. Respondent agrees that she shall not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

n

VII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.
If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for

relief in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia.

o~
P
o

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission

320

has approved the entire agreement.

< Charles N

K\?féﬁ General :
<-Z€QJ S?;/l%f// BY: - S

Date Kenheth A. Gross s
Associate General Counsel

/-b-8/

Date
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 9, 1981

Mr. Sidney Gardner
161 Tremont Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06105

Dear Mr. Gardner:

On December 8, 1981, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter as it pertains to you and it will become
part of the public record within thirty days after this matter
has been closed with respect to all other respondents involved.
However, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any information
derived in connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming
public without the written consent of the respondent and the
Commission. Should you wish any such information to become part -
of the public record, please advise us in writing. The
Commission reminds you, however, that the confidentiality
prov1s1ons of 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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In the Matter of @cc“
_ MUR 1276 s§78
Sidney L. Gardner

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

-

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Comiiission
-2

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information aseertained

in the normal course of cafrying out its supervisory respon®ibilities.
i 5

Probable cause to believe was found that Sidney L. Gardner:;
("Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by comminglindgo
campaign funds with personal funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having duly
entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(i)
do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Comnission has jurisdiction over the Respondent,
and the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken in this matter.
I1I. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with
the Commission.
IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent acted as an agent of the Anderson for
President Committee during the 1980 presidential primary
election campaign.
2. Respondent received six transfers of campaign funds
totaling $21,541.05 into two bank accounts in his name:
Connecticut Bank and Trust United Bank and Trust
Account No. 4116690 Account No. 014918142
Hartford, Connecticut Hartford, Connecticut

(Sidney L. Gardner) (Gardner Associates, Sidney L.
Gardner)
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3. Respondent made expenditures for campaign expenses

from the bank accounts noted in "2" above.
4. Respondent received campaign advances and deposited
reimbursements in the bank accounts in his name during
the 1980 presidential primary.
V. Respondent commingled campaign funds with personal monies
in two personal bank accounts in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).
VIi. Respondent agrees that he shall not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

VIiI. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein
or on its own motion, may review compliance with this agreement.
If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement
thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil action for
relief in the United States District Court for the District of
Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date
that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission

has approved the entire agreement.

/Qwi’ /4]

Charles N.
General Cou

Date BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

wl2s)si € iy

Date Sldney L. ardner




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1276
Paul Wheeler

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on February g,
1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the
following actions in MUR 1276:

1. Accept the conciliation
agreement with Paul Wheeler
as submitted with the
General Counsel's Memorandum
to the Commission dated
February 4, 1982.

2. Close the File.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry and
Reiche voted affirmatively; Commissioner Harris did not

cast a vote in this matter.

Attest:

2/ 5/ 5L

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 2-4-82, 10:00
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 2-4-82, 4:00




February 4, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FPROM: Phyllis A. Kayson
SUBJECT: MUR 1276

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Hagan




] February 10, 1982
Mr. Timothy Kinast

1328 West Greenfield, Apt. $#2
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 55204

RE: MUR 1276

Dear Mr. Kinast:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on February 9, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly, the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1276, has been
closed. This matter will become part of the public record within
thirty days. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Assoc1ate Gener 1l Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

)
) MUR 1276
)

Timothy J. Kinast

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on February 9,
1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the
following actions in MUR 1276:

l. Find no probable cause to
believe that Timothy J. Kinast
violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3).

Close the file as it relates
to Mr. Kinast.

Send the letter as attached to
the General Counsel's February 3,
1982 Report.
Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry and

Reiche voted affirmatively; Commissioner Harris did not

cast a vote in this matter.
Attest:

2/1/82 o B Loprttena

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 2-4-82, 2:52
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 2-5-82, 2:00




February 4, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emonns
PROM: Phyllis A. Kayson
SUBJECT: MUR 1276

Plesese have the attached General Counsel's Report

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thankyyou.

Atsachment

cc: Hagan




OFFICE OF THE

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION coMMISSWMI: (X SECRETARY
February 3, 1982

® SBlS\'INE O RECEIV.E‘:.Vl:v

82FEBd P2: 52

In the Matter of
MUR 1276
Timothy J. Kinast
GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On December 8, 1980, the Commission found reaéon to believe -
that Timothy J. Kinast violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3) by
commingling campaign funds with personal monies in bank accounts
used during the 1980 presidential primary election on behalf of
candidate John Anderson. On September 28, 1981, this Office sent
Respondent a brief concerning this matter which included the
recommendation of no probable cause to believe that a violation
occurred in Mr. Kinast's case. (See OGC Brief of 9/28/81).

Mr. Kinast did not respond to the General Counsel's Brief.

During the audit of the Anderson for President Committee
("the Committee”), FEC auditors found that the Committee made
wire transfers of campaign funds directly into a bank account in
Mr. Kinast's name. The possibility that campaign funds had been
commingled with personal funds in an individual's account led to
the Commission's finding of reason to believe against Mr. Kinast.

Upon notification of the Commission's finding, Mr. Kinast
responded with a letter concerning his role in the Wisconsin
primary campaign and the bank accounts in question.

(Attachment A). Mr. Kinast states that as an agent of the
Committee he staffed the Milwaukee campaign office. He states
that the Committee treasurer instructed that he open an account

"to be used only for campaign business" which would facilitate
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local campaign disbursements. Mr. Kinast opened the account in
his own name and was subsequently informed that "there could be
no personal accounts with campaign funds."” He then opened an
Anderson for President account by transferring residual funds from
the account in his own name.

Mr. Kinast submitted bank statements and canceled check
copies (front and back) from the account in his name. The
Committee submitted itemized lists of deposits to and expenditures
from both accounts used by Mr. Kinast. The deposits and
expenditures are supported by bank statements and canceled check
copies as well as by receipted bills or deposit slips.

The Office of General Counsel's review of bank records and
supporting documentation reveals no evidence that campaign funds
were commingled with personal funds of the Committee staff member
in either account. Deposits into the accounts originated from a
registered Committee depository and each expenditure from the

accounts is thoroughly documented as a campaign expense. Thus,

these two accounts are unregistered Committee depositories. 1/

1/ on October 13, 1981, the Anderson for President Committee
amended its Statement of Organization to include these bank
depositories. This amendment was required in conciliation
with the Anderson for President Committee, MUR 1276.
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We conclude, therefore, that there was no commingling of campaign
funds with personal funds in the accounts and that no violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3) occurred in this case.
Recommendations
Find no probable cause to believe that Timothy J. Kinast
violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3).
Close the file as it relates to Mr. Kinast.
Send attached letter.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

N
Kenrieth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel

{4 /98

Attachments:
Letter from Timothy Kinast - A
Letter to Timothy Kinast - B
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Tim Kinast
1707 S. 6th St. #42
Milwaukee, WI--. 53204

_’

15 February 1§§1 Ce

—
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°

Ms. Frances B. Hagen _;,
Federal Elections Commission i
WWashington, D.C. 20463 : ] ;_;1~

Re: MUR 1276

Dear Ms. Hagen:

Enclosed you will find records from the bank accounts used
by the Anderson primary zampaign kere in Milwaukee. I requested,
and received, from the Continental Bank copies of all statements
and checks from account 699-448 which was in ny name. I also
requested the first statement from account 188-330 which was
opened up after 669-448 was drawn down to abalance of zero,
and which was in the name of %Anderson for President-Milwaukee".
(Since writing you last it occurred to me wky we opened up a
second account. After the first-had been opered in my name,
Barry explained.to_me.that_*hene_couli;he.no personal _accounts
-with campaign funds, and therefor my neme should not be on fthe

_“zvrsunt. EHe told me t6 Have the account ckanged to "Anderson for
Presidént-Milwaukee". wWhen I attempted to Bdve tHE mame—ofthe
dount so changed, I was told that the new name would require
a business account. I then opened the new account with a check

for the talance of the old account.) This statement should
establish the fact that the balance of 699-448 was transferred to
188-330. 2ecause of the cost of reconstructing the records for
the accounts ($35.00 for what I requested) I did not request the
checks or further statemeants from 188-3%0.

There are two statements from account 699-448. The first
(dtd 26 Mar 80) shows a check for §3%366.90 dtd 24 March. VYou will
find this check numbered as #13 and written to the Continental
3ank. This wgs the last check written on account 699-448; and
it reduced the checkbook balance to zero. You will see a deposit
for this amount listed on the stztement for account 188-330,
Upon inspection of checks 1-12 of accourt 699-448 you will notice
that they are 211 dated on or before the 24th of March, although

they all cleared later. Since these checks had not yet cleared the
bank we had to keep the account open.

There were two derosits to account 699-448, 3oth of then
($1,000 cn March 21st and $943,.,89 on March 24th) came from Harry
AODlln in Rockford. I can't remerber the exact form which they
came in. I believe the first was a check, and the second was
either a check or a ‘bank wire. . All checks were written on the
campaign acccunt in a Rockford Bank. We eventually went to wires
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because the Fost Office demanded certified checks for stamps '
and it took too long for checks to clear to establish our baiance.

I do not have access to any records which would prove that these
deposits were accomplished with Anderson for President checks from

Harry Koplin, but the Anderson campaign records wﬁould be able to
verify that. ‘

The checks written on account 699-448 were all to either
businesses which we purchased services from, or to campaign,
personnel for reimbursement. In the latter category, Paul Reeves
(check 11, 24 March) was a paid staffer who I was instructed
bg Rockford to reimburse for living expenses incurred while on
the road for the campaign; and Jon Sender (Check #1, 21 March)
was a volunteer who was reimbursed for the purchase of city maps
for canvassing., As I remember, there was a problem with Paul
Reeves. At one point, I was instructed to reimburse him for
expenses even though he did not have receipts to back them up.
Later, he again requested reimbursement and produced receipts;
it was not until reinmbursing him that I discovered that they were
the receipts which he had promised to forward to Rockford for
the first reimbursement. ZExcept for this problem with Reeves,
all expenditures from the campaign accounts should be backed up
by receipts contained in the March and April FEC reports for
the Milwaukee campaign office; I wrote the reports so I know
they are in there.

The records for account 188-330 should be available from the
Anderson campaisn. I turned over all records for both accounts
to the Rockford office after coxzpleting the FEC reports. I would
rather not reguest further records unless it is absolutely
necessary, vecause of the expense involved.

If I can be of any further assistance to you, please
contact nme.

Sincerely,
- / >
T e L vadT

Tim Xinast




Tim Kinast
1707 S. 6th St. #42
Milwaukee, WI 53204

414-384-62u44
Ms. Frances B. Eagen
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1276
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" Dear Ms.. Hagen; ‘
This letter is coming to you per our phone conversa®ton
of Wednesday afternoon, 21 January 1981. I have request®8 the
_.Continental Bank and Trust company of Milwaukee to supply me
with copies of all records pertaining to the campaign account
which was opened in my name. I will forward those records to
you when I receive them. In the mean time my statement will
have to rely on my memory from the Wisconsin primary campaign
of February and March of 1980.

"Ill'?
@

From January until May of 1980 I was a paid staffer for
the Anderson for President campaign, receiving between $125.00

and $150.00 per week. I was sent from Madison on February 25th
to staeff the Milwaukee office of the campaign., There I Wwa

under the supervision of the state campaign chairperson Ann
Peckham, and the Milwaukee campaign chairperson Lloyd Levine.
For financial matters I was in direct contact with the then
Campaign Finance Director Harry Koplin in Rockford.

Cne of the first difficulties I encountered in Milwaukee
was in paying our bills in a timely manner. A% that time
everything was paid for either directly from Rockford by a
check from Harry Koplin, or else out of our petty cash fund

- of 3$100.00 which was replenished by a check from Harry. After
a few weeks I asked Harry to set up a more manageable furding
arrangement. He responded by instructing me to.open up a
checking account In my name at a local bank, This account was

—+t ¢ be used-only.for campaign business. Money would be deposited

— "By wires from Earry Koplin, or elSe by checks written expressly

Ifor that purpose by Harry. (As I remember, we stuck to wires
&because it took too long for checks to clear.) Disbursements

" 'were to be by check, and no check was to be written for cash.
: A1l disbursements had to be documented by receipts. (The receipts
| for all disbursements are part- of the documentation I submitted
lto Harry for the March and April FEC reports.)

This funding arrangement was used for a few weeks, and
several checks were written on this account for campaign
expenditures. Harry then instructed me to open a new account
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. in the name of the Anderson for Rgggigggg_comnittec—ﬂilwaukeeia

‘and to transfer all funds Zibm the 0ld accoult 1o my name_
'nEW‘EUUuunET“EﬁE'Ersfe a check for the balance o oild account
~EY d&Posit

ted it into the new account. But for some techmical
recason which I am not now sure of, I let the old account stand.
I believe there was a problem with determining the exact balance
of that account; it may have had to do with a check which we had
lost the receipt to and were not sure of its amount, or it ma
have been that all checks had not yet cleared. At any rate, { deci-
ded to let the account stand until we received the next monthly
statement so the problem could be cleared up. But there could
not have been any more than a balance of a few dollars remaining
in tkat account other than any uncleared checks. . The _new account
was subject to the same instructions as was the old account.

— I—followed thOSe instructions very"carefnllyn_

N i - e s

After the Wiscons1n primary campaign I completed the FEC
.reports for the Milwaukee office, and delivered them along with~
611 supporting documentation to Earry Koplin in the Rockford
office. The bank accounts were left open because statements
had not been received and in order to give checks a time to clear.
I was then sent to Indiana and later to Michigan to work on the
campaign. My work for the campaign ended in May. After returning
to Wisconsin I corntected the Continental bank to inguire about
closing the campaign accounts. I was told by the bank that those
two accounts had already been closed.

Before, during, and after the imnderson campaign

a~pe*soval‘ch€6ﬁlﬁg.account at_the University National Bank in

"Filwa"zeé—‘aﬁa’aio all of ny personal banking there (other than
~—savinss accounts in my name in Madison and Indianapolis while
working in those cities). At no time did I do any of my personal
banking through either campaign account. at the Continental bank.

At 1o time did any money from either acccunt accrue to me. My
salary was paid by check directly from the Rockford office. At
that time all personal expenses 1 incurred came out of my salery.
The only other campaign money which I received at that time would
have come through disbursements from the petty cash account which
was always replerished by a check di ectly from Harry Koplin on
the basis of receipts which we submitted Yo him; (this was cash
on hand, and was not in a bank account).

While my handling of the books for the Milwaukee office prob-
ably leaves alot to be desired, to my knowledge everything was
done above board. Tkere were cases of sloppy bookkeeping where
receipts were nmisplaced, arnd I'm sure the FEC reports which I
subnitted for the Milwaukee office will reflect those inadequacies.
But ziven the cenfusion which prevailed throughout the-campaign
organization -- and particularly in the last few weeks of the
Wisconsin primary campaign -- I take a great deal of pride in the
manner in which we in the Milwaukee office conducted ourselves,
and in the effort we expended to document our compliance w1th
FEC regulations.

Sincerely, &
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1276
Sidney L. Gardner

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on December 8,
1981, the Commission accepted by a vote of 6-0 the
conciliation agreement, which has been signed by Mr. Sidney
Gardner, as submitted with the General Counsel's December 3,
1981 memorandum.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

(/8/5/ IHNasparce QY Lo o’

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 12-3-81, 12:43
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 12-3-81, 4:00




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS ION

In the Matter of
MUR 1276
Jane Fowler

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on November 27,
1981, the Commission accepted by a vote of 6-0 the
conciliation agreement, as submitted with the General
Counsel's November 23, 1981 memorandum, which has been
signed by the respondent.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

17 [

#"Marjorie W. Emmons
Sécretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 11-23-81,
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 11-24-81,

4:05
11:00




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1276
The Anderson for President Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on November 2,
1981, the Commission accepted by a vote of 6-0the concili-
ation agreement, as submitted with the General Counsel's
October 29, 1981 memorandum, which has been signed by
William B. Glew, Jr., an individual who worked on behalf
of the Anderson for President Committee during the 1980
Presidential primary campaign.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

‘/(7'

LI Y T
/

/

| Marjorie W. Emmons
e Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 10-29-81, 9:
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 10-29081, 4:




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

: MUR 1276
The Anderson for President
Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on October 21,
1981, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to accept
the conciliation agreement, as submitted with the Generél
Counsel's October 16, 1981 memorandum, which has been
signed by the treasurer of the Anderson for President
Committee.

Commissioners Aikens, McGarry, Harris, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

10 L1/ peted U Cotmsre

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 10-16-81, 12:04
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 10-19-81, 11:00




AR STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
: (s0e reverse sids for instructions) . /276
. (s) Name of Committee (in Full) O Check if neme or address is changed. 2. Dste
ANDERSON FOR PRESIDENT deroBel 4 4 Ry 3 aj: 14
©) Address (Number end Strest) 3. FEC identification Number
1100 Talcott Bldg. C00109660
(c) City, State and ZIP Code 4. s this an smended Ststement? HXYES O NO
ROCKFORD, ILLINOIS 61101 ADDITIONAL DEPOSITORIES
. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one):
‘®X(s) This committee is a principal campaign committes. (Compiete the candidate informetion below.)
O (b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committes. (Complets the cendidate information below.)

—uJOHN B, ANDERSON ___  _REPUBLICAN _____  _PRESIDENT U.S.
[Nlmo of Candidate Candidste Party Affiliation Office Sought mmmj

Q (c) This committee supports/opposes only one candidate and is NOT an authorized committee.
(name of candidate)

0 (d) This committes is a committes of the Party.
(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican, etc.)

3 (e) This committee is a separate segregated fund.
O (f) This committes supports/opposss more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a seperate segregsted fund nor a party committes.

S

8. Name of Any Connested Mailing Address snd Retotteachin
Orgenizstion or Affilisted Committes ZIP Code

If the registering political committes has identified a ‘‘connected organization’ above, please indicate type of organization:
© "o corporstion O Corporation w/o Capital Stock O Labor Organization 0 Membership Orgenizstion O Trade Associstion O Cooperstive

=7 Custodien of Records: Identify by neme, address (phone number — optional) and position, the person in possession of committes books and
records.

a.
i) Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Fosition

. Tressurer: List the name and address (phone number — optional) of the treasurer of the committes; and the name and sddress of any designated
agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name Mailing Address and 2P Code Title or Position

LUCILLE A. LAPLANTE 5846 Knollwood Road TREASURER
Rockford, IL 61107
(815) 399-3040

. Banks or Other itories: List ali ks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, hold: nts, rents safety deposit boxes
e e T S A DB P O AT B CE TORTIES ™™ : SRS S '

Neme of Bank, Depository, ete. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

CONTINENTAL BANK AND TRUST 735 Wisconsin Avenue-Milwaukee, WI 53233
(Acct.#699-448 & #188-330)

CHEMICAL BANK 1 East 42nd Street-New York, NY 10017
(Acct.#092201539)

| certify that | have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and compiete.

LUCILLE A. LAPLANTE ,ﬁad‘_ 7 _% ﬁ’mﬁ/ /0/7A’/

Type or Print Name of Treasurer SIGNATURE OF TREASURER Da

NOTE: Submission of faise, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §4375.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530, Local 202-523-4068

FEC FORM 1t (3/80)




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

September 28, 1981

Mr. Timothy J. Kinast
1707 South Sixth Street, #42
Mi lwaukee, Wisconsin 53204

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Kinast:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal Election
Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that
you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), 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. A copy of your
previously submitted statement will be attached to this office's
recommendation for Commission review.

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 Commission before proceeding
to a vote of no probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan
at (202) 523-4529.

: Tk
Sincerejly, L
’ o

/ ¥, A ’/’
i /“/??/’,'0”’/
/ al / ’."' N
CQE?%;SKN}“Ségégg‘

General Counsel

-

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 28, 1981

Mr. Sidney L. Gardner
161 Tremont Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06105

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Gardner:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe
that you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an
investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission,
the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to recormmend that
the Commission find 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
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 subnit will be considered by the Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission will
not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.




Lotter to Mr. Si.dn‘. Gardner
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A finding of probable cause to believe tequires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than

thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, at (202) 523-4529.

Since‘r‘ey/ ' -
/’/ / Ao

Char 1 /
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

September 28, 1981

Ms. Jane Fowler

The Woodward Building

Suite 900

Fifteenth and H Streets, N.W.
wWashington, D.C. 20005

MUR 1276
Dear Ms. Fowler:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal Election
Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that
you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an investi-
gation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
reconmend that the Commission find 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
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 Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission
will not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.




’ﬁctter to Ms. Jane ‘1 B er
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A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than

thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan at (202) 523-4529.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

September 28, 1981

Mr. Paul Wheeler
P.O. Box 3812
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, and information
supplied by your committee, the Federal Election Commission, on
December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that you had violated
2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an investigation in 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 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
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 Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.,

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission will
not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.




Letter to Mr. Paul _‘eler
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A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than

thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan at (202) 523-4529.

-

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




September 28, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson
SUBJECT: MUR 1276

Pleaee have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission for theér information.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Hagan




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 28, 1981

L A SENSITIVE

FROM ¢ Charles N, Steel ./
General Counseléﬁa%

SUBJECT: MUR 1276

Attached for the Commission's review are four briefs stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the above-captioned matter. A copy of these briefs
and letters notifying the respondents of the General Counsel's
intent to recommend to the Commission a finding of probable
cause to believe or no probable cause to believe was mailed
on September 28 ¢« 1981. Following receipt of the
Respondents' replies to this notice, this Office will make a
further report to the Commission.

Attachments

l. Briefs
2. Letters to Respondents




BEFORE 'r. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSHR
, 1981

In the Matter of
MUR 1276

Timothy J. Kinast
GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

On December 8, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe

that Timothy J. Kinast violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling

campaign funds with personal monies in bank accounts used during
the 1980 presidential primary election on behalf of candidate
John Anderson.

During the audit of the Anderson for President Committee
("the Committee”), FEC auditors found that the Committee made
wire transfers of campaign funds directly into a bank account
in Mr. Kinast's name. The possibility that campaign funds had
been commingled with personal funds in an individual's account
led to the Commission's finding of reason to believe against
Mr. Kinast.

Upon notification of the Commission's finding, Mr. Kinast
responded with a letter concerning his role in the Wisconsin
primary campaign and the bank accounts in question. Mr. Kinast
states that as an agent of the Committee he staffed the Milwaukee
campaign office. He states that the Committee treasurer instructed
that he open an account "to be used only for campaign business”
which would facilitate local campaign disbursements. Mr. Kinast
opened the account in his own name and was subsequently informed
that "there could be no personal accounts with campaign funds.”
He then opened an Anderson for President account by transferring

residual funds from the account in his own name.




Mr. Kinast submitted bank statements and canceled check
copies (front and back) from the account in his name. The
Committee submitted itemized lists of deposits to and expenditures
from both accounts used by Mr. Kinast. The deposits and expenditures
are supported by bank statements and canceled check copies as
well as by receipted bills or deposit slips.

The Of fice of General Counsel's review of the bank records
and supporting documentation reveals no evidence that campaign
funds were commingled with personal funds of the Committee staff
member in either account. Deposits into the accounts originated
from a registered Committee depository and each expenditure
from the accounts is thoroughly documented as a campaign expense.
Thus, these two accounts are unregistered Comnmittee depositories.
We conclude, therefore, that there was no commingling of campaign
funds with personal funds in the accounts and that no violation
of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) occurred in this case.

Recommendations

1. Find no probable cause to believe that Timothy J. Kinast

violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).

e
2. Close the file as it relates to Mr. K#nast,.
¢ s A

v
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General Counsel




BEFORE T’F‘BDERAL ELECTION COMMISS’
August , 1981

In the Matter of ) _
) MUR 1276

Sidney L. Gardner )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

On December 8, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe,
that Sidney L. Gardner violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling
campaign funds with personal monies in bank accounts used during
the 1980 presidential primary election on behalf of candidate
John Anderson.

During the audit of the Anderson for President Committee
("the Committee"), FEC auditors found that the Committee made
wire transfers of campaign funds directly into two bank accounts
used by Sidney L. Gardner. The evidence that campaign funds may
have been commingled with personal funds in an individual's
account led to the Commission's finding of reason to believe
against Mr. Gardner.

Committee records reveal that six transfers totaling $21,541.05
were deposited into two accounts in the name of Sidney Gardner
and Gardner Associates during the Connecticut primary campaign.

(1) Connecticut Bank and Trust (2) United Bank and Trust
Account No. 4116690 Account No. 014918142
Hartford, Connecticut Hartford, Connecticut
(Sidney L. Gardner) (Gardner Associates, Sidney L.

Gardner)

The Committee provided a list of checks and wire transfers with

accompanying documentation showing that the deposits originated

from the registered campaign depository in Illinois and from

transfers between the local accounts.




Expenditures for campaign purposes were also made from the
accounts. Committee lists itemize each of these expenditures
and include check numbers, dates, amounts, payees and purposes.

The canmpaign expenses are substantially documented by bank state-
ments (for the account with more activity), canceled checks and
receipts or invoices demonstrating the disbursement's connectiod
to the campaign.

The same documents which substantiate the campaign expenditures
also provide evidence that Mr. Gardner made deposits and expenditures
from the accounts which did not relate to the caapaign and, absent
evidence to the contrary, are considered personal financial
activity.

The available bank statements from the Connecticut Bank
and Trust account show deposits and expenditures which are not
identified as campaign activity. The high check numbers on
Mr. Gardner's personal business account at the United Bank and
Trust indicate an account not newly opened for the campaign's
duration. In addition, the Committee advises that the Gardner
Associates account remains open, but inactive.

It is apparent that Mr. Gardner conducted both campaign and
personal financial activity from these accounts. In his response
to the Commission's initial finding against him, Mr. Gardner
states, "The [Committee] transfers were reimbursements for campaign
expenditures or advance payments against the campaign budget for
allowable campaign purposes." Reimbursements to a campaign worker
for an initial outlay of funds relating to the campaign are considered

personal funds which should be held separate from campaign funds.




Based on an analysis of the available documents and state-

ments, the Office of General Counselidraws the following con-

clusions: The two bank accounts in question may be characterized
as personal rather than campaign accounts. Campaign expenditures
from these accounts should have been made from registered Committee
depositories. Advances and reimbursements of funds for campaign
expenses were commingled with other personal funds in each account.
The commingling of campaign funds with personal monies constitutes
a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).

Recommendation

l. Find probable cause to believe that Sidney L. Gardner violated

2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).

2% el . \S4/

Date

General Counsel




BEFORE 'r.ranmm. ELECTION COMMISSH
| / s 1981

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1276
Jane Fowler )
GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF
On December 8, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe

that Jane Fowler violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling

campaign funds with personal monies in a bank account used duriﬁg

the 1980 presidential primary election on behalf of candidate
John Anderson.

During the audit of the Anderson for President Committee
("the Committee"), FEC auditors found that the Committee made
wire transfers of campaign funds directly into a bank account in
the name of Jane Fowler. This evidence that campaign funds may
have been commingled with personal funds in an individual's account
led to the Commission's finding of reason to believe against
Ms. Fowler.

Committee records reveal that seven transfers totaling
$9,353.91 were wired to Ms. Fowler's account at the Union Warren
Savings Bank in Boston, Massachusetts (Account no. 106-004-584).
Expenditures for campaign purposes were made from the account
as well. The Committee provided an itemized list of these
expenditures which includes the check numbers, dates, amounts, payees
and purposes. The expenses are supported, with few exceptions,
by receipts, invoices and some check copies. Bank statements were
not provided.

In her response to the Commission's finding, Ms. Fowler

states, "The money wired in to my personal checking account was




to reimburse me for amounts I had spent on primary campaign

expenses."” Our review of Committee records showed two campaign
deposits totaling $657.91, which could be identified as reimburse-
ments for specific expenditures. An examination of cash flow and
corresponding dates of receipts and expenditures shows that many
deposits were advances for future campaign expenses. Reimburseﬁents
for a field person's initial outlay of funds are considered

personal monies which should not be commingled in the same account
with advances for campaign expenditures.

Based on an analysis of available bank records as well as
Committee documents and the respondent's statement, it is the
Office of General Counsel's conclusion that the bank account in
question may be characterized as a personal account rather than
a Committee depository. Gaps in the numbered sequence of checks
identified by the Committee as campaign expenditures indicate
the presence in the account of monies ‘other than campaign funds.
Advances and reimbursements for campaign expenses were deposited
into this account. Therefore, it appears that campaign funds were
commingled with personal monies in the Fowler bank account. The
total amount of commingled campaign funds is calculated at $8,696.
Such commingling of funds constitutes a violation of 2 U.S.C.

§ 432(b)(3).

Recommendation

l. Find probable cause to believe that Ji/g Fowler violated
2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).

Dazt% 2.\l // / C{[’( {

Cﬁ&lles N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE 'I‘!’FBDERAL ELECTION CGGHISSIQ
» 1981

In the Matter of

MUR 1276

Paul Wheeler
GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

On December 8, 1980, thé Commission found reasoh to believe-
that Paul Wheeler violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) by commingling
campaign funds with personal monies in a bank account used during
the 1980 presidential primary election on behalf of candidate
John Anderson.

During the audit of the Anderson for President Committee
("the Committee”), FEC auditors found that the Committee made
wire transfers of campaign funds directly into a bank account
in the name of Paul Wheeler. This evidence that campaign funds
may have been commingled with personal funds in an individual's
account led to the Commission's finding of reason to believe
against Mr. Wheeler.

The respondent was notified of the Commission finding by
certified mail. However, receipt of notification cannot be
verified as the certified notice has not been returned to this
Office and Mr. Wheeler has not responded. The Committee submitted
a list of three transfers of funds totaling $2,443.54 which were
wired to the account in his name at the Midland National Bank
in Minneapolis, Minnesota. Six campaign expenditures were made
from the account for media advertisements and postage. Four of
the expenditures are supported by receipted bills or invoices.

No bank records are available.
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According to the Comnittee, Mr. Wheeler's account remains
open, apparently functioning as the respondent's personal account.
The high check numbers noted on receipts indicate a long-standing
personal account rather than one recently opened for the campaign.
The Committee transferred funds into the account from a registered
campaign depository and expenditures were made from the account
on behalf of the campaign. Based on the available information
regarding this account, the Office of General Counsel concludes
that the bank account in the name of Paul Wheeler may be characterized
as a personal account from which campaign expenditures were made.
Further, a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3) occurred when campaign
funds were comminéled with personal monies in this account. The
- anount of the violation is $2,173.54, the total amount of campaign
advances for expenditures, One of the six expenditures for a
newspaper advertisement appears to have been reimbursed in the
same amount as the campaign expense. -ﬁeimbursements are viewéd
as the individual's personal funds rather than the Committee's
campaign monies. Therefore, the amount of this reimbursement
is not included with the commingled total.

Recommendation

l. Find probable cause to believe that Paul Wheeler violated

2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3).

1Q g \SE/ &/

Date N Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 28, 1981

Mr. Timothy J. Kinast
1707 South Sixth Street, #42
Mi lwaukee, Wisconsin 53204

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Kinast:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal Election
Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that
you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), a provision of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), 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. A copy of your
previously submitted statement will be attached to this office's
recommendation for Commission review.

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 Commission before proceeding
to a vote of no probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan

at (202) 523-4529.
Slncijﬁhf’ J/ 2 s
Char%;§~Nﬁ’§€e$;A

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 28, 1981

Mr. Sidney L. Gardner
161 Tremont Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06105

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Gardner:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe
that you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an
investigation in 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 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
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 Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission will
not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.




~

" Letter to Mr. Sidﬁé’. Gardner
Page 2

- A £inding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than

thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely
’// 48
e =7 Al
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Char le¢ NS
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D .C. 20463
September 28, 1981

-Ms. Jane Fowler

The Woodward Building

Suite 900

Fifteenth and H Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 1276

Dear Ms. Fowler:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal Election
Commission, on December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that
you had violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an investi-
gation in 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 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
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 Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission
will not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.




Letter to Ms. Jane !‘ir
Page 2 ;

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than
thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan at (202) 523-4529.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 '

September 28, 1981

Mr. Paul Wheeler
P.O. Box 3812
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

RE: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, and information
supplied by your committee, the Federal Election Commission, on
December 8, 1980, found reason to believe that you had violated
2 U.S.C. § 432(b)(3), and instituted an investigation in this
matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission f£ind 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
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 Commission before pro-
ceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within fifteen
days, you may submit a written request to the Commission for an
extension of time in which to file a brief. The Commission will
not grant any extensions beyond twenty days.
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Letter to Mr. Paul i.eler

Page 2

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of General Counsel attempt for a period of not less than
thirty, but not more than ninety days to settle this matter
through a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan at (202) 523-4529.

4

Sincerely;

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Termination Agreement

Upon termination, the Anderson For President Committee
("The Committee") agrees to meet all of the conditions set
forth in 2 U.S.C. 433(d) and Section 102.3 of the Commission's
Regulations and further agrees to amend the public record after
termination, if necessary, regarding any open items being reviewed
by the Commission at the time of termination. Civil penalties
may also be imposed after termination in connection with said
open items.

. The Committee understands that 2 U.S.C. 432(d) and Sections
102.9(c) and 104.14(b) (3) of the Commission's Regulations require
that the Committee maintain records and copies of reports for
inspection for at least three (3) years. 1In addition, the Committce
may be required to respond to Commission reguests for information
regarding the Committee's federal election activity and previously
filed reports.

Should the Committee receive and accept contributions and/or
make expenditures that would gqualify it as a political committee
subsequent to the filing of the termination report, it would be
required to commence filing disclosure reports in accordance with
181N R ER TR O}

' i = . i 9 :
et Ja fha L g-vé,

Treasurer
Anderson For President Committee




The Anderson for President Committee 321 W. State St., Room 100, Rockford, IL 61101 . 815/964-3258

March 5, 1981

Ms. Frances Hagen
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Frances:

Enclosed please find the requested information for the seven (7)
bank accounts.

On the attachment we have listed them by name, account number,
if they are open or closed and the date the account was closed.

ILAETETNE

If you should need any further information, please do not hesitat

to contact us.

€S

Sincerely,

Lot Lo P

Lucille LaPlante
Treasurer

LL:dt
Attachment
cc Daniel Swillinger

Said tor ang authonzea by The Angerson tor Presigent Committee Fank P Moggio Charman. and Hugh D Hommersiog. Treasurer A copy Of Our repod is
ar e with the Fegeral Hection Commission and s availabie for purchase from the Federai Elechon Commussion Washington. DC @’




161 Tremont St.
Hartford, Conn. 06105

Ms. Frances B. Hagan

Federal Elections Commission
1325 K St. N.W.

Washington D.C.

Dear Ms. Hagan,

I am writing in response to Chairman Friedersdorf's
letter of December 12, 1980, which I received February 20,
1981, due to delay in the mails.

During the Anderson primary campaign in Connecticut,
as your factual and legal analysis indicates, I received
a number of transfers of funds from the national Anderson
financial offices for use in the Connecticut primary cam-
paign. Those transfers were used in entirety for campaign
purposes and solely for campaign purposes. It is my understan-
ding that Anderson campaign officials have reviewed the
details of these transfers and expenditures with the FEC
and have verified that all expenditures from the three
accounts used in the Connecticut campaign were made in
accordance with federal law and FEC reguirements. The
transfers were reimbursements for campaign expenditures
or advance payments against the campaign budget for allow-
able campaign purposes.

I understand that there was an additional question
about the "Gardner Associates" account, as to whether that
was a corporate account. It is not; that is simply a desig-
nation I use for a checking account for my own unincorporated
business.

I hope this is sufficient information to enable the
completion of your investigation. I would be happy to provide
any additional information which would be useful.

Sincerely,

—
-;>Lé£i~<i£;1FZQ§ﬁ\\
Sidney:l. Gardne
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LAW OFFICES OF
DAVIS AND GOOCH
920 PENNSTLVANIA AVENUE, 8. B.
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20003
WILLIAM B. DAVIS ¢ T

RAYMOND L.GOOCH * (202) 543-3600

© ALSO MEMBER NORTN CAROLINA BAR
4 ALIO NEMBER VIROMMLA BAR

February 24, 1981

Ms. Frances Hagen

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Fran:

I spoke on February 23, 1981 with Sidney Gardner,
regarding the legal status of Gardner and Associates. As you
recall, one of the campaign bank accounts was in that name.

Mr. Gardner informed me that Gardner and Associates is
a sole proprietorship, and is not a corporation. You could
verify that through the Connecticut Secretary of State, but
I have no reason to believe that Mr. Gardner's statement to
me is anything but accurate.

Should you wish to speak with him directly, he can be
reached at Area Code 203-566-6710.

Please call if you need any additional information.

Sincerely,

Swillinger

DJS/asc
cc: Lucille LaPlante




~LAW OPFFICES OF
¢DAVIS AND GOOCH

*,920 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. $. B.
@3 WASHINGTON. D. C. 20003

Ms. Frances Hagen
Office of the General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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The Anderson for President Committee 321 W. State St., Room 400, Rockford, IL 61104 . 8415/964-3258

February 10, 1981

Chairman of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW

Washington, DC 20463

Dear Chairman:

In response to your letter dated December 12, 1980, the Anderson for
President Committee has prepared the attached summary. The purpose of
this summary is to clarify that any action in the seven bank accounts
by the five state coordinators referred to in your letter were used
entirely for campaign purposes. Every attempt has been made to obtain
receipts and cancelled checks to substantiate this.

Documentation in its entirety is also available for the counsel's
review.

Sincerely,

S ST

Lucille LaPlante
Treasurer

LL:dt
Attachments: Summary
Copy of Documentation

Paid for and authonzed by The Anderson for President Commitiee. Frank P. Maggio Charman, and Hugh D Hommersiag. Treasurer A copy Of our report is
on tile with the Federal Blectior Commission and 1s available for purchase from the Federal Election Commussion, Washington. D.C ,&}5




Page 2 / F.E.C.

Paragraph A - Jane Fowler Massachusetts
Warren Union Savings Bank
Account #106-004-584

Money received $ 9,161.15
Documented expenses 9,161.15

Paragraph B - Sidney Gardner Connecticut
Continental Bank and Trust
Account #4116690

Money received $16,000.00
Documented expenses 16,368.42
+368.42

United Bank and Trust Co.
Account #01-491-8142

Money received $ 5,541.15
Documented expenses 5,388.28
(152.87)

Connecticut Bank & Trust Co.
Account #121538-8

Money received $ 5,100.00
Documented expenses 5,099.13
(.87)

Total difference ' $ +214.68

Records show contributions from Sidney Gardner to the Anderson for Presi-
dent Committee are $550.00 plus $214.68 making his total contribution
$764.68, which is under the limit of $1,000.00 to comply with federal elec-
tion commission regulations.

Paragraph C - William Glew Vermont
Chittenden Trust
Account #1-51-1581-5

Money received $ 4,054.87
Documented expenses 4,067.09
+12.22




page 3 / F.E.C.

Paragraph D - Timothy Kinast Wisconsin
Continental Bank & Trust
Account #669-448

Money received
Documented expenses

Continental Bank & Trust
Account #188-330

Money received
Documented expenses

Paragraph E - Paul Wheeler Minnesota
Midland National Bank
Account #24-47-279

Money received
Documented expenses

$ 1,943.89
1,943.89

$ 5,498.84
5,498.84

$ 2,443.54
_2,438.16
(5.38)




Tim Kinast
1707 S. 6th St. #u42
Milwaukee, WI 53204

—

15 February 1881 1.
o _'
Ms. Frances B. Hagen
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1276

Dear Ms. Hasgen:

Enclosed you will find records from the bank acccunts used
by the Anderson primary campaign here in Milwaukee. I requested,
and received, from the Continental Bank copies of all statements
and checks from account 699-448 which was in my name. I also
requested the first statement from account 188-3%0 which was
opened up after £99-448 was drawn down to abalance of zero,
and which was in the name of ¥Anderson for President-Milwaukee".
(3ince writing you last it occurred to me why we opened up a
second account. After the first had been opened in my name,
Harry explained to me that there could be no personal accounts
with campaign funds, and therefcr my name should not be on the
account. He told me to have the account changed to "Anderson for
Fresident-Yilwaukee". When I attempted to have the name of the
account so chanzed, I was told that the new name would require
a business account. I then opened the new account with a check
for the balance of the old account.) This statement should
2s8tablish the fact that the ba ance c¢f ©699-448 was transferred to
188-330, Zecause of the cost of reconstructing the records for
the accounss (§35.00 for what I reguested) I did not r=quest the
checks or furtner statementse from 188-%30.

statements from account 699-448,., The first
shows a check for $266.90 dtd 24 March. You will
numbered as #13 and written to the Continental
wna the last check written on account ©99-448: and
he (@ ecu“ook talance to zero. You will see a deposit
The sihs for account 183-%30.
: 529-447% rou will notice
of Harch, although
not yet cleared tae
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page 2 of Kinast @ Hegen, mUR 1276, 15 Fev @)

because the Post Office demanded certified checks for stamps

and it took too long for checks to clear to establish our baiance.
I do not have access to any records which would prove that these
deposits were accomplished with Anderson for President checks from
Harry Koplin, tut the Anderson campaign records @hould be able to
verify that.

The checks written on account 699-448 were all to either
tusinesses which we purchased services from, or tc campaign
personnel for reimbursement. In the latter cutesory, Paul Reeves
(check 11, 24 March) was a paid staffer who I was instructed
by Rockford to reimburse for living exnenses incurred while on
the road for the campaizn; and Jon Sender (Check #1, 21 March)
was a volunteer who was reimbursed for the purchase of city maps
for canvassing. As I remember, there was a problem with Paul
Reeves. At one voint, I was instructed to reimburse him for
expenses even though he did not have receipts to back them up.
Later, he azain reguested reimbursement and preduced receipts;
it was not until reimbursing him that I discovered that they were
the receipts which he had promised to forward to Rockford for
the first reimbursement. Zxcept for this probvlem with Reeves,
all expenditures from the campaign accounts should be backed up
by receipts contained in the March and April FZC reperts for
the Milwaukee caumpaisn office; I wrote the renorts so 1 know
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LAW OFFICES OF
DAVIS AND GOOCH

B dconoqrlpgr AT THT VIS
WILLIAM E. DAVIS ¢ T DANIEL J. SWILLINGER

RAYMOND L.GOOCH * (202) 843-3800 i obi

+ Ao Hmm VROBOA At February 17, 1981

Honorable John McGarry

Chairman, Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Chairman:

This is in response to the Chairman's letter of
December 8, 1980 to the Anderson for President Committee,
stating that the Commission has found reason to believe
that 2 U. S. C. §§432 (b)(3), 432 (h) (1) and 433 (b) (6)
were violated by the Committee. This response is made on
behalf of the Committee in my capacity as General Counsel
to the Committee.

SUMMARY OF COMMITTEE POSITION

A. Commingling of Funds - - Committee

Each of the five individuals listed were Anderson
State Coordinators, and as such were agents for the
Committee in incurring qualified campaign expenses, and
making reimbursements for expenses.

As the attached documentation conclusively
demonstrates, the funds which were transferred and
deposited into the accounts were used exclusively
for campaign purposes, and in no way inured to the
benefit of the individuals, except to the extent they
were reimbursed for personally incurred campaign
expenses, such as travel. It should also be noted that
full disclosure was made of all of this acitivity
pursuant to 2 U. S. C. §§431 et seq.

It is the Committee's position that campaign
funds were not commingled with personal funds of indivi-
duals, within the meaning of 2 U. S. C. § 432 (b) (3),
and accordingly, this allegation should be dismissed
by the Commission.




Honorable John McGarry
February 17, 1981
Page Two

B. Commingling of Funds - - Individuals

For the reasons stated above, the same conclusion
reached as to the Committee must be reached as to
the five named individuals. Accordingly, the allegations
against Sidney L. Gardner, William Glew, Timothy Kinast,
Jane Fowler, and Paul Wheeler should be dismissed by the
Commission.

C. Campaign Depositories

The Committee admits that the seven bank accounts
were campaign depositories within the meaning of
2 U. S. C. §§432 (h) (1) and 433 (b) (6), and will
promptly amend the appropriate forms to reflect those
accounts.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, and more fully detailed
in the attached documentation, the Committee requests that
the Commission dismiss the allegations relating to Comming-
ling.

Sincerely,

Daniel J. Swillinger

General Counsel

Anderson for President
Committee

DJS/asc

Enclosures




BEFORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION coun:sa@pﬁ
February 19, 1981

In the Matter of

Anderson for President MUR 1276
Committee

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On December 8, 1980, the Commission found reason to
believe that the Anderson for President Committee and five
Committee agents violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (3) by commingling
campaign funds with personal monies in six bank accounts.

The Commission also found that the Committee violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 432(h) (1) and 433(b) (6) for failure to designate
and report as depositories the six bank accounts.

On February 18, 1981, the Committee treasurer and counsel
met with the Office of General Counsel staff and delivered their
response to the findings along with documentation regarding
the accounts for our review. We are still attempting to
reach each of the individual respondents with notification

of RTB.

20 ¥el \aQ)

Date . Steele
General Counsel
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Tim Kinast
1707 S. 6th St. #u42
Milwaukee, WI 53204

414-384-6244

Ms. Prances B. Hagen 3
Federal Election Commission ==
Washington, D.C. 20463 =

Re: MNUR 1276 3
)

Dear ls.. Hagen; =

This letter is coming to you per our phone conversa#on -
of Wednesday afternoon, 21 January 1981. I h:ve request®® the
Contanental Bank and Trust company of Milwaukee to supply me
with copies of all records pertaining to the campaign account
which was opened in my name. I will forward those records to
you when I receive them. In the mean time my statement will
have to rely on my memory from the Wisconsin primary campaign
of February and March of 1980C,

From January until May of 1980 I was a p3id staffer for
the Anderson for President campaign, receiving tetween 3125.0C0
and 315C.0C per week. I was sent from Madison on February 25th
to stzff the Milwaukee office of the c"mvaian. There I was
under the supervision of the state campaizgn chairpsrson Ann
Peckham, and the Milwaukee campaign chairperson Llo"i Levine
For financial matters I was in direct contact with the then
Campaign Finance Directcr Harry Koplin in Rockford.

Cne of the fi £ i I encountared in Milwaukee
was in paying our bills manner. At that time
everything was paid for eit irectly from Rockford by a

check from Harry xoplin, or else out of our petty cash fund

of 3100.20 which ws S replenished by a check from Harry. After

a few weeks I asked Harry to set up a more manageable funding
arrangement. He responded by instructing me to open up a
checking acccunt in my name a2t a local bank. 7This account wes
to be used only for campaign business. lioney would be deposited
by wires from Harry Koplin, or else by chacks written expressly
for tiat purpose by Harry. (As I remecmber, we stuck to wires
because it took too long for checks to c‘ear ) Disbursenents

¢ ye oy checx, and n neck was b *eq O,

15% eLts h: :

C ey e




Page 2 of 25 Jan 81 letter to Hagen, MUR 1276

in the name of the Anderson for President Committee=Milwaukee,
and to transfer all funds from the o0ld account in my name to the
new account, and wrote a check for the balance of the old account
and deposited it into the new account. But for some technical
reason which I am not now sure of, I let the o0ld account stand.

I believe there was a problem with determining the exact balance
of that account; it may have had to do with a check which we had
lost the receipt to snd were not sure of its amount, or it may
have been thst all checks had not yet cleared. At any rate, I deci-
ded toc let the account stand until we received the next monthly
statement so the problem could be cleared up. 3But there could
not have been any more than a balance of a few dollars remaining
in that account other than any uncleared checks. The new account
was subject to the same instructions as was the old account.

-

I followed those instructions very carefully.

After the Wiscensin primary campaign I completed the FEC
reports for the Milwaukee coffice, and delivered them along with
t11 suprorting documentaticn to Harry Koplin in the Rockford

£fice. The Ytank acccunts were left open because statements
had not been received and in order to give checks a time %o clear.
I was then sent to Indiana and later to Michiszan to work on the
campaign, My work for the campeign ended in May. After returning
te Wisoconsin ntacte: Continental bank to inquire about
closing the ¢ = tcld by the bank that those
two accounts
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January 22, 1981

Ms. Frances B. Hagen

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463 ‘
/€ 1276

Dear Ms. Hagen:

I have just received Max Friedersdorf's letter of December 12, 1980.
It was sent to a long since abandoned primary campaign headquarters
in Boston, eventually signed for by a former employee, and forwarded
to me here in Washington.

The money wired in to my personal checking account was to reimburse
me for amounts I had spent on primary campaign expenses.

I hope this answers your questions about those funds.
Sincerely,

ek B P etenlline

ne B\ Fowler




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

R

January 16, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Paul Wheeler
P. O. Box 3812
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

MUR 1276
Dear Mr. Wheeler

On December 8, 1980, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that you violated
section 432(b)(3) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act") by commingling campaign funds with
personal funds in an unregistered committee dep<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>