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In this complaint, which includes numerous amendments andsupplements, Ralph Perkins challenge$ Respondentso receipt of A$32,000 bank loan as well as numerous cotributions designate forthe 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as well as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FICA.
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5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507
August 24, 1992

General Counsel
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 "E" Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

fLAK 5cl-7
ko

Dear Counsel:
UA

Enclosed is a sworn affidavit reiterating my August 13, 1992 lettt
to the General Counsel. The purpose of this is to file my
complaint in the proper format as required by the FEC.

If I can be of further assistance or provide information, please do
not hesitate to call or write.

Respectfully,

q~a 4F%0Perkins

Telephone # (904) 492-1341

encl: Sworn affidavit.
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AFFIDAVIT

COMMONWEALTH OF

STATE OF FLORIDA A

as:

COUNTY OF KSCAMBIA )
PARRISH )

I. Ralph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard. Pensacola.
Florida 32507

hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle, Shalimar,
-- Florida 32579. Republican candidate for the First Congressional

Seat, District 1, Florida.

The purpose of this affidavit is to file a complaint against
Terrance R. Ketchel and request an audit of his financial reports.
I ask that this audit go back to 1990 when he was a congressional
candidate running against Congressman Earl Hutto.

Upon examination you will find many disbursements that are quite
vague. There are unusally large amounts of money being spent that
are chronologically very close together such as his living
expenses. It is odd that he pays himself for meals, travel, and
lodging as well as living expenses. Numerous loan repayments are
made that are identified simply as "loan repayment" without

C explanation. Identification of which loan and the amount paid are
not noted. Furthermore, there are transposing errors where totals
change from one page to another page.

Let's look at living expenses for 1990. Mr. Ketchel gives no
explanation for these expenses other than listing these
disbursments as "living expenses." Since July 31, 1990 no further
living expenses are claimed. Why has he not listed expenses for
1991 & a992? The following are living expenses for 1990.

6/3/90 $1,500.00
6/13/90 $1,500.00
7/18/90 $1,900.00
7/31/90 $1,933.75

Page 1 of 4 Pages Affiant's Initialsq
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The total amount Mr. Ketchel paid himself for living expenses in
1990 is S6.833.75.

There are simple mathematical errors throughout Mr. Ketchel's
reports. For example, for the report covering 7/1/91 - 12/3/91 he
shows on page 1 of 2 a total of $9,394.33. The correct amount
should be $9,134.83; thus, there is a mathematical error of
$259.00. This error is carried over to page 2 of 2 and reflects a
total of $9,614.69. Subtracting the $259.00 error the correct
amount should be $9,355.19. There are other mathematical errors
throughout his reports.

A most unusal phenomenon that occurs in his financial reports.When one considers the errors it becomes even more interesting. In
his campaign reports for the period from January 1, 1991 to June30, 1992 he lists his debts as; $40,667.55 for the period ofJanuary 1, 1991 to June 30, 1991; $36,767.55 for the period
covering July 1, 1991 to December 31, 1991; and $32,242.55 for theperiod covering April 1, 1992 to June 30, 1992. What is so unusal

\- is that he always ends up with 5CN. If the errors were
corrected this 55 cents would change. It just does not computel

From 1991 to date Mr. Ketchel is showing interest payments on a
$32,000.00 loan with the Vanguard Bank, 300 Mary Ester Cut-Off,
Mary Ester, Florida 32569 which was incurred 11/26/90 with a due
date of 11/25/91. He continues to pay interest on this loan as

ON, noted in his reports.

We know he is paying interest payments on this $32,000.00 loan and
that there has been no reduction in the debt from the original
loan. Upon examination his entire financial reports from 1990 to

C date we are looking at many thousands of dollars for Oloan
repayment" without explanation. This raises serious questions as
~) to where all these monies are going.

rc- In Mr. Ketchel's latest statement he pays his campaign manager
twice on the same date with the same amount. His campaign
manager/treasurer Mr. William A. Dossey, 508 Dracena Way, Gulf
Breeze, Florida 32561 received $1,555.00 on 4/1/92 as recorded onpage 2 of 7 pages and again received $1,555.00 on 4/1/92 as
recorded on page 4 of 7 pages. Then Mr. Dossey received $1,555.00
on 5/15/92. In two months time Mr. Dossey received three months
pay.

It needs to be brought to your attention that Mr. Ketchel has notprovided full financial disclosure in his financial statements for
January 1, 1990 through December 1, 1990 and January 1, 1991

Page 2 of 4 Pages Af f iant'Is Initial



I0

through April 15, 1992. Hr. Ketchel failed to report Part I -
Earned Income; Part IV - Liabilities; and Part V - Positions. Mr.
Ketchel only list his law firm of "Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A.o" Fort
Walton Beach, Florida. He show no liabilities, yet he is carring
a $32,000.00 loan with the Vanguard Bank - not to include his other
campaign debts. He is the managing partner of Henry, Monroig, &
Ketchel, Attorneys At Law and yet he shows no income from this
position.

In a letter dated August 24, 1992 I have brought to the attention
of Mr. Craig Donsanto, Director, Election Crime Branch, U.S.
Justice Department the matter of Mr. Ketchel not filing full
financial disclosure. I have also furnished documentation to Mr.
Donsanto clearly showing Mr. Ketchel's failures to disclose, his
debts, and proof of his position with the law firm of Henry,
Monroig, & Ketchel. Other documentation has also be furnished...

I cannot list all the errors or descrepancies in Mr. Ketchel's
financial statements. I have brought a few to your attention.
Upon a full audit you will find many more problems with
accountability in his financial reporting.

Mr. Ketchel's financial reports lists thousands of dollars for
living expenses in 1990 without explanation. On top of this he

.-N receives payments for food and lodging. It makes me wonder what
exactly does living expenses include? Since living expenses were

I- only taken out in a two month period for 1990, why does he not need
them for 1991 and 1992?

We must look at all these "loan repayments." There is no
explanation as to what loans and what amounts were paid on these

c loans. Furthermore, double payments to his campaign
manager/treasurer raises questions.

M)

Just how many more mathematical and transposing errors are there?
How does he keep carrying a 55CENT end on his financial debts? Mr.
Ketchel's financial reports are rife with numerous errors and a
lack of accountability and explanation.

After I had talked with your office I am informed that Mr. Ketchel
has been sent three letters concerning his financial reports and am
awaiting receipt of these along with other information. I have
just sent for a copy of all documents in his file. I am also
informed that the FEC does a "desk audit" which is nothing but a
cursory review. Apparently this has not been adequate.

I request a full audit of Mr. Ketchel's financial reports. I ask

Page 3 of 4 Pages Affiant's Initials
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that they go as far back as his campaign against Congressman Bari
Hutto in 1990.

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFIX ' S SIGNATURE
Ralph Frank Perkins

FL dr lic P625726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me at Pensacola. florida.
on this 26, day August 1992

Jan'W Lynn Weston
Comm# AA73761 4 NOTARY PUBLIC. STATE OF FLORIDA.

My CONMISSION EXPIRES: JAN. 4. 14.
U0Oi twv WTA*W PUrum gw.

Affiant's Initialso

to) -

C) -

C., --2

Tom
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20)461

September 2, 1992

Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grand Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, FL 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on August 31, 1992, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William A.

,tn Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William A. Dossey,
and Henry, Monroig & Ketchel. The respondents will be notified
of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
C, Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should you

receive any additional information in this matter, please

forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the same manner as the original
complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

CSincerely,

r')

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463e

September 2, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel
P.O. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, FL 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the

NO complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUE 3597.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this

C. matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Comission may take further action based on the available
information.

C- This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Torrance R. Ketchel
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For

your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the

Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cN

C"



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 2V43

September 2, 1992

William A. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
P.O. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, FL 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Ketchel for Congress '92 ("Committee") and you,
as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Committee and
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take

C further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



William A. Dossey, Treasurer

Ketchel for Congress '92

Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For

your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the

Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

O .



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 0463

September 2, 1992

Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, FL 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Sir or Madame:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Vanguard Bank & Trust may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 3597. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

N- Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against Vangaurd Bank &
Trust in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant to the Comission's
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should
be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be
addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted

Cwithin 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Comission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Vanguard Bank & Trust
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20463

September 2, 1992

William A. Dossey
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, FL 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the

IN complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

c" This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



William A. Dossey
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For

your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the

Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON 0 C 20463

Sepetember 2, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
26 N.W. Racetrack Road
Suite F
Port Walten Beach, FL 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Henry, Monroig & Ketchel may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A
copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
NUR 3597. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
C7 writing that no action should be taken against Henry, Monroig £

Ketchel in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
0% materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's

analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should
be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be

Caddressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

-- - - . - . . - :- . I I 1 11, . . ---- , -- ,- ';-" I .. N o



Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig a Ketchel
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffner,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Comaission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

r3. Designation of Counsel Statement

0%



23 S JOHN SIMS PARKWAY VALPARAISO, FL 32580 (%41 67&4141
New Telephone Number (904) 729-5500

Mary Esther Office (904) 664-9562
Facsimile (904) 664-959)0

September 23, 1992

N)3

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
Atn: Mr. Craig D. Reffner
999 E" Street. N.W. C
WVashington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

We received the letter from the Federal Election Commission concerning the above
referenced matter on September 9, 1992, and are currently in the process of investi.gating
this matter. Our records indicate that a bank loan was made by Vanguard Bank & Trist
Company to the candidate in the ordinary course of business, and was not a contribution.
Therefore, we believe that no action should be taken by the Federal Election Commission
against Vanguard Bank & Trust Company in this matter.

If you would like additional information, please contact Garilo Pa,,-c at 901 Front
Avenue, Suite 301, Columbus, Georgia 31902, (706) 649-4793.

Sincerely,

RLF:mnn
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P.O. Box 5456 * Ft. Walton Beach, FL 32549 * (904) 862-6988

September 24, 1992

Via Federal Express

General Counsel
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General Counsel

Re: Response to Matter MUR3597

Dear Ms. Klein:

The following is the response to the above-ferenced Federal
Election Coission Complaint filed by Mr. Ralph Perkins. Ailthough
I an by profession an attorney, this response in my capacity as a
Candidate for the United States Congress will be entirely factual
in nature because I believe that the allegations raised are
superficial in nature and are easily explained by providing a
factual account and reasoning for the ite s listed in the
Complaint. It is my intention to fully explain all relevant
details surrounding the questions raised by Mr. Perkins, but I want
you to know that I am very willing to provide any and all further
information and/or data that is necessary for you to fully
understand the FEC Reports that were submitted by my Campaigns in
1990 and 1992.

While I understand that the Federal Election Comission is
acting appropriately and within the rules and regulations
promulgated by Congress in seeking a response to any and all FEC
Complaints, I believe that it is also important for the FEC to
realize in evaluating this particular Complaint that the individual
filing the Complaint was actively and integrally involved with the
campaign of my primary opponent, Tom Banjanin. In fact, he has
repeatedly sent information similar to this FEC Complaint to media
outlets around the First Congressional District of Florida in an
attempt to gain political points for my opponent. He even went so
far as to file an ethics complaint against a fellow Republican
Supervisor of Elections in Okaloosa County, Florida (which was
summarily dismissed) in an effort to make headlines in the above-

Pid for by Terry Kesdis for Conpm Tom Wilt., Tsmmw



General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
September 24, 1992
Page 2

referenced Primary campaign. These attempts were without merit on
their face and as a result have never been published in any fashion
in any media outlet in Northwest Florida. Although you must review
the Complaint based solely on the merit of the information provided
to you, I thought that this additional background information on
the Complainant would be helpful to you.

First, let me begin with the last allegation presented by Mr.
Perkins--that involving the allegation that I have "not provided
full financial disclosure in my Financial Statement for January 1,
1990 through December 1, 1990 and January 1, 1991 through April 15,
1992."

cO
(1) Allegation: No liabilities shown involving $32,000

loan with Vanguard Bank.

Response: The loan carried with Vanguard Bank (see
attached Exhibit "A") is a debt of my campaign Coumittee, not anindividual debt. I have, however, co-signed this debt personally

CY% in accordance with the Federal Election Commission rules, but this
guarantee of another debt, campaign or otherwise, is specifically

CIP excluded under the guidelines for the Financial Disclosure Report
provided to me.

(2) Allegation: My Financial Disclosure does not include
"other campaign debts".

C' ResRonse: Likewise as noted above, any debts owing
under the current campaign are debts to the campaign and not debts
to Terrance R. Ketchel, individually. Again, the instructions
listed for the Financial Disclosure Report state that I am to list
all individual debts, not debts owing for campaign or other
unrelated entities.

(3) Allegation: "[Terry Ketchel] is a Managing Partner of
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel, Attorneys At Law, and yet he shows no
income from this position."

Response: As noted in the attached Exhibit "B", the
law firm of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel is a partnership of
professional corporations. The "partner" of which I am affiliated
with as the Fort Walton Beach branch office of Henry, Monroig &
Ketchel is the individual professional association whose legal name
is Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A., a professional corporation



70

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
September 24, 1992
Page 3

incorporated under the laws of the State of Florida. This entity,
Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A., is technically my employer and all
salaries and/or distributions received by me in my practice of law
are obtained from Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A., not Henry, Monroig &
Ketchel. Please note my 1990 and 1991 tax returns (Exhibit "C")
clearly highlight the fact that my income is received solely from
Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A. which is a partner (in the partnership
of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel). Henry, Monroig & Ketchel does submit
a partnership tax return as required under the tax laws of the
United States, but this partnership shows no income and is merely
an administrative entity serving as a vehicle to share business and
legal information between three financially independent branch
offices. Therefore, it would be incorrect to list any income
derived by me from Henry, Monroig & Ketchel when I receive none.

As an historic note, Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A. formally
severed its relationship with Henry, Monroig & Ketchel earlier this

C, year, but all income and/or distributions received from my practice
of law continue to be derived from Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A.

Next, I will attempt to decipher the allegations made with
regard to my FEC Reports filed in 1990 through 1992, where such
allegations provide sufficient factual basis to be able to
determine a response.

, (1) Allegation: The first allegation centers around my
disbursements in 1990 for living expenses, and Complainant's
questioning these disbursements as well as why no "living expenses"
were listed in 1991 or 1992.

Response: The "living expenses" correctly listed by
Complainant in June and July, 1990 were payroll paid to Terry
Ketchel from the campaign as allowed under Federal Election
Commission rules. This payroll was counted as income on my 1990
federal tax return (see Exhibit "C"), on which I paid federal taxes
and FICA withholding. No further payroll disbursements were made
to me in any of the FEC reporting periods submitted by my campaign
up to and including the last FEC report submitted in August, 1992.
Therefore, the reason no living expense disbursements were listed
for 1991 and 1992 are that no such disbursements were made. I wish
that a more substantial explanation could be provided but I can
only say that the campaign made a financial decision to no longer
provide any living expenses to the Candidate and to reserve all
limited funds to be utilized directly for campaign expenditures.



General Counsel
Federal Election Coamission
September 24, 1992
Page 4

(2) Allegation: Complainant cites a $259 mathematical
error in computation in the FEC report covering 7/1/91-12/3/91.

Response: While some minor mathematical errors have
occurred in preparing various FEC reports, the FEC administrative
staff has always outlined these errors, which were immediately
corrected.

(3) Allegation: Complainant questions why debts listed on
the FEC reports from January 1, 1991 to June 30, 1992 "always ends
up with $0.55". Complainant also states that "if errors were
corrected, this $0.55 would change", without apparently stating

Cwhat error he is referring to.

-1) ResRonse: The January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1992
FEC reports filed by the Ketchel for Congress campaign show
gradually lessening debts for each of these reporting periods due
to the fact that debts accrued prior to these reporting periods
were paid back in these reporting periods. One of these debts, a
personal loan by the Candidate on 9/10/90 was in the amount of
$3,259.55. The fact that the debts always "end up with $0.550

(N merely indicate the fact that repayments of debt made during this
18 month period cited by Complainant were all made in even dollar
increments, thereby creating debt totals always ending up with
$0.55.

C" Complainant's coment that "It just does not compute" can be
overcome with a mere cursory review of the loan repayments made
during this 18 month period cited by Complainant and the fact that
all of the loan repayments were made in even dollar amounts during
the reporting periods cited.

(4) Allegation: Complainant correctly states that the due
date of the original promissory note which is the basis for the
$32,000.00 debt to Vanguard Bank shown by the campaign in the FEC
reports is 11/25/91, and questions why such debt has not been paid
and continues to be listed as a debt.

Resonse: What Complainant is not aware of is that
this debt was renegotiated as of February 26, 1992 and continues
as an interest only debt with a one year balloon which is due on
February 26, 1993 (see Exhibit "D" for renegotiated promissory note
to Vanguard Bank). The Ketchel for Congress '92 Committee
continues to pay quarterly interest on this note to Vanguard Bank,
but has made no reduction in the principal of this debt as of the



General Counsel
Federal Election Comission
September 24, 1992
Page 5

last reporting period.

(5) Allegation: Complainant states that the Ketchel for
Congress FEC reports cite "many thousand of dollars for 'loan
repayment' without explanation".

Response: On each FEC report submitted during the
last two campaign cycles, each disbursement made as a "loan
repayment" is listed on the Schedule B, Itemized Disbursements,
along with a corresponding reduction in various loans on the
Schedule C, Individual Loans. Therefore, Complainant's allegation
that the disbursements listed as "loan repayments" were made

-- without explanation is on its face false and incorrect. All of the
loan repayments made were for personal loans made by the Candidate

'0 and were distributed among the various personal loans listed on
Schedule C.

(6) Allegation: Complainant alleges that the disbursement
to Mr. William H. Dossey as Campaign Manager, for his payroll

C> creates an improper transaction due to the fact that Mr. Dosseyreceived two individual monthly pay checks of $1,550.00 both on
4/1/92.

Response: Complainant is correct in the allegation
made but incorrect as to this allegation's impropriety. In fact,
Mr. Dossey was paid two month's salary on a single date, but this

C, was due to the fact that Mr. Dossey had not been paid for theprevious month's work as the Campaign Manager. As you well know,
V) campaigns often must delay payment of salaries to key personnel

when cash flow is tight, and this simple explanation is the reason
why Mr. Dossey was paid two month's salary on 4/1/92. Even if Mr.
Dossey had not missed a previous month's salary and the campaign
paid him an extra month's salary, this fact would in no way
constitute an improper disbursement under any Federal Election laws
or rules.

The last part of Page 3 of Mr. Perkins' Complaint reallege in
generalities the specific allegations made earlier in the Complaint
which are answered above. These summary allegations lack specific
facts and serve merely to attempt to create doubt as to the
impropriety of the FEC reports filed by my campaign without having
any basis upon which to make such an allegation.

-NIM,
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I would respectfully request that this Complaint be dismissed
based upon lack of merit, and I am certainly open for any further
request for information that may be necessary to clarify any of the
allegations raised in this Complaint. Thank you for your
assistance with this matter and I look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Terry Ketchel

Enclosures
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PARTNERSHIP AGREUENT
OF

HENRY & MONROIG

THIS AGREEMENT, is made and entered into effective as of the

1st day of June, 1988, by and among those professional corporations

which have executed this Agreement (hereinafter sometimes collec-

tively referred to as the "Partners").

ARTICLE I

GENERAL PROVISIONS

1.1 Establishment of Partnership. The Partners hereby enter

into this Partnership Agreement ("Agreement") effective as of June

1, 1988.

"O 1.2 Firm Name. Location and Purpose. The name of the Partner-

,T ship is Henry & Monroig which shall continue to be the Firm name

C) until changed in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement.
Ok

The names of the Partners shall be listed alphabetically in all

0D documents requiring such listing. The name of any person will be

r deleted from the Partnership name upon the expulsion, withdrawal or

C dissolution of that Partner. The offices of the Firm during the

FD term of its existence shall be at the following locations together

with such other place or places as the Partners may from time to

time agree:

A. 2300 M. Street N.W.
Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20037

B. 315 W. Huron Street
Suite 320
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48103
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C. 99 Racetrack Road, N.W.
3rd Floor
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32548

The Partners are severally engaged in the practice of law for

their individual accounts, and no sharing of revenues derived from

the practice of law is contemplated by this Agreement. 214a ch

Partner agrees to save and hold each other Partner and the Partner-

ship harmless at all times from the debts and obligations of said

Partner, and no Partner is authorized to procure goods or services,

or any other thing of value, in the name, or upon representation of

the financial condition, of any other Partner or of the Partnership,

except as herein otherwise expressly provided with regard to certain

Partnership expenses.

The purpose of the Partnership is to act as a business consul-

ctant to its Partners, to provide facilities for marketing legal

O. services, to form a group of primary insureds for the procurement of

professional liability insurance, and to form a pool of professional

skills from which attorneys and counselors at law may draw as they

provide services to their respective clients.

Each and every Partner agrees to comply at all times during

the term of this Agreement with the Canons and Disciplinary Rules

of the Supreme Court of each state in which it conducts the practice

of law, the State Bar of each state in which it conducts the

practice of law, and the rules of practice and other regulations

applicable in any court or administrative agency before which the

Partners or employees of the Partners shall be admitted to practice.
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1.3 Term. The Partnership shall continue from the effective

date of this Agreement until dissolved in accordance with the

provisions of this Agreement. The Partnership will not auto-

matically dissolve on the expulsion, withdrawal, or dissolution of a

Partner.

1.4 FisaL.Year. The fiscal year of the Partnership shall be

the calendar year.

1.5 partnership -Books and Records. The Fiscal Agent shall

keep full and accurate books and records of account for and on

behalf of the Partnership following the cash receipts and cash

disbursements method, according to generally accepted accounting

principles, and such books and records shall be available for

S inspection by all Partners or copies thereof shall be made available

cto any Partner upon request and at the expense of that Partner. The

01. Fiscal Agent shall prepare, quarter annually, written sumary

04 reports of the assets and liabilities of the Partnership and of its

C profits and losses, if any, and shall furnish such reports to all

Partners not later than the 15th day of the month next following

the last day of each calendar quarter. The Fiscal Agent shall

prepare, quarterly, (i) an itemized written statement showing all

receipts and disbursements of the Partnership, cash on hand at the

beginning of the period and cash on hand at the conclusion thereon;

and (ii) a six (6) month cash forecast showing all funds required

to pay authorized expenses of the Partnership (estimated as neces-

sary) as they become due over the ensuing six (6) month period,

cash on hand at the beginning of the forecast period, amounts
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expected to be received from sources other than the Partners, the

amount of cash (estimated as necessary) required to be contributed

by the Partners at specified dates in order to pay the expenses of

the Partnership, and the balance of cash, if any, forecast to remain

on hand at the conclusion of the forecast period. The first of such

reports, described in (i) and (ii) above, shall be due on July 15,

1989. Thereafter such reports shall be due on the fifteenth (15th)

day of the month following the end of each calendar quarter. Such

statements may be delivered by mail, facsimile, computer modem, or

any other means calculated to complete actual delivery of such

written information. Nothing herein shall be deemed to authorize

0 the Partnership as such to have or retain net taxable income for

federal income tax reporting purposes. The foregoing notwithstand-

Sing, it shall be the duty of the Fiscal Agent to prepare and file

Sall Partnership tax returns when due as required by law.

C*I 1.6 Individual Books an~d Records. The books and records of

Seach Partner may be kept on a cash or accrual basis, as such

Partner may elect; provided, each Partner agrees to keep individual

full and accurate books and records of account, and to provide all

Partners, no less often than once each calendar quarter, a written

summary statement of such Partner's assets and liabilities, and a

written summary statement of such Partner's profits and losses

derived from the practice of law, beginning as of the effective date

of this Agreement. The first such reports shall be due on the first

(1st) day of April, 1989, and shall include reports as herein above

described for 1988 and the first quarter of 1989.
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ARTICLE 11
CAPITAL OF THE PARTNERSHTP

2. 1 Ca~ital Accounts. The interest of each Partner of the
Partnership therein shall be evidenced by a capital account which

shall be maintained for each Partner.

2.2 Cajsh Capital -Contributions. The Partners each agree to

contribute capital to the Partnership as may be necessary from time

to time to defray certain Partnership expenses as they become due.

Partnership expenses shall include the cost of organizing the

partnership, the cost of keeping its books and records of account

and preparing its reports and tax returns, the cost of procuring and

- maintaining in force a policy or policies of professional liability

*. insurance, and such other expenses as the Partners shall approve and

Sdeem to be Partnership expenses. As of the date of this Agreement,

the initial capital contributions of the current Partners of the

Firm shall be in the amounts set forth in the Schedule of Capital

Contributions attached hereto as Schedule A (the "Capital

Schedule"). The Capital Schedule shall be amended from time to time

~yto reflect the initial capital contributions of Partners hereafter

M)admitted, if any.

2.3 Dis~rorxortjonate Capital- Contributions. Each Partner
agrees to make such capital contributions to the Partnership,

disproportionate to those contributions of the other Partners, as

may be required to defray any disproportionate expenses of the

Partnership incurred in such Partner's behalf, including (but not

necessarily limited to) any increase in professional liability

insurance premiums incurred to cover a primary insured who is
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engaged in an area of practice for which a higher rate is imposed

by the insurer.

2.4 Withdrawal -of Capital. Except as herein expressly

provided, no Partner shall have the right to withdraw his capital

interest in the Partnership.

ARTICLE III
PROFITS AND LOSSES OF THE PARTNERSHIP

3.1 p~efinition. The net profits (or net losses, as the case

may be) of the Partnership shall consist of the gross income of the

Partnership from all sources less all Partnership expenses, but

shall not include any profits or losses of the individual Partners.

For purposes of this Agreement, all capital contributions of the

Partners shall be considered as income to the Partnership.

3.2 Sharing of Profits or Losses. The net profits or net

~. losses of the Partnership each fiscal year will be shared among the
'~Partners, prorata, in proportion to their capital contributions.

ARTICLE 3[V

4.1 Si. natories. The Partners shall consist of those profes-

sional corporations which are initial signatories to this Agreement.

4.2 Admission- of Partners. No person or entity may be

admitted as a Partner except a professional corporation engaged in

the practice of law, which is elected a Partner by an affirmative

vote of two-thirds (2/3) of the then existing Partners, and which

shall accept, execute and agree to be bound by the terms and
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conditions or this Agreement (including amendments, if any) prior to

such Partner's admission.

ARTICLE V

PARTNERSHIP MEETINGS

5.1 Regular Meetings. There shall be a regular meeting of

the Partnership at 6:00 O'clock p.m., Eastern Standard Time, on the

3rd Tuesday in each calendar month. Attendance at such meetings may

be in person or by teleconference initiated by the Fiscal Agent or

by any Partner; provided, all meetings and all proceedings taken

must be open to communication and participation by all Partners.

5.2 Special Meetingis. Special meetings of the Partnership

may be called by any Partner from time to time, upon not less than

~-24 hours notice communicated to all Partners. Notice of all

C' special meetings must state the purpose thereof and disclose any

CN motion or other matter to be submitted for decision. Attendance at

such meetings may be in person or by teleconference initiated by the

Fiscal Agent or by the Partner calling the same; provided, aill

meetings and all proceedings taken must be open to communication and

n participation by all Partners.

5.3 Partnership Decisions. Partnership action may be taken

only (i) by vote of the Partners by their respective Partner

Representatives attending a regular or special meeting of the

Partnership held in accordance with this Agreement, (ii) without a

Partnership meeting, by unanimous written consent of the Partners by

their respective Partner Representatives, or (iii) by the Fiscal

Agent within the ordinary course of his duties set forth in this
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agreement or within the confines of a further specific authorization

granted by the Partners in conformity with (i) or (ii) above. The

following actions taken at a meeting of the Partnership shall

require a majority of the total votes authorized under Section 5.4

of this Agreement:

A. Admission of a new shareholder in any Partner;

B. Approval of expenses of the Partnership to be incurred;

C. Change of the Partnership name; provided, any change of

the Partnership name not necessitated by the application

of ethical standards, the expulsion of a Partner, or the

withdrawal of a Partner in compliance with this Agreement,

shall require unanimous consent;

FD. opening of any new office by any Partner;

0 E. Adoption of accounting methods and procedures;

0 %F. Resolution of issues regarding conflicts of interest

ON. and professional ethics;

G. Resolution of issues regarding docket and deadline

controls and reminders;

H. Selection of the Fiscal Agent; and

I. All other business to come before the Partners, in

furtherance of the purposes of the Partnership as herein

set forth, except as provided in sections 4.2, 6.1 and 7.1

hereof.

5.4 Voting. Each Partner shall be authorized to cast the

following number of votes on each matter requiring or permitting a

vote of the Partners:
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A. Robert L. Henry, Jr., P.C. -two (2) votes;

B. Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A. -two (2) votes;

C. Anthonio Monroig, P.C. -two (2) votes.

If David A. Dopsovic, P.C. is admitted at any time, the Antonio

Monroig, P.C. shall have one (1) vote and the David A. Dopsovic,

P.C. shall have one (1) vote. Upon the expulsion, withdrawal or

dissolution of a Partner, or the admission of a new Partner, this

Section 5.4 may be amended by appropriate addendum, referred to as

Exhibit "C" and incorporated herein by reference for all purposes.

Such addendum shall be attested by the Fiscal Agent.

5.5 Who May Vote. No Partner may cast its vote(s) except by

and through its Partner Representative, designated in accordance

with this Agreement. The initial Partner Representative of each

Partner is designated in Exhibit "B' to this Agreement. Any Partner

c may amend its designation or appoint a new Partner Representative at

CK any time and from time to time; provided written notice of such

amendment or appointment must be delivered to all Partners before

any action may be taken by any new representative. A Partner may
(-7

designate one or more than one person to act as its Partner Rep-

resentative; provided, only one such representative may act at any

one time and the order of substitution of such representatives must

be clearly stated in such designation. No person may serve as a

Partner Representative who is not either an officer or employee of

such Partner, or the holder of its signed proxy, and no person may

serve as a Partner Representative who is not engaged in the practice
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of law. No proxy shall be valid which rests in whole or in part in

parole.

5.6 Minutes. Minutes of actions taken at all meetings shall

be kept by the Fiscal Agent, or, if the Fiscal Agent be absent, by

any Partner Representative appointed by those in attendance,, and

such minutes shall be recorded and kept in the permatnent records of

the Partnership. Copies of the minutes shall be distributed to all

Partners forthwith. Any Partner shall have the right to make

objection thereto and move for correction of the same at all

reasonable times.

'0 ARTICLE VI1
EXPULSION. WITHDRAWAL AND DISSOWUTION-OF PARTERS

Nr 6.1 E2=lsion. Any Partner may be expelled from the Partner-

V ship at a meeting held for that purpose if at least two-thirds (2/3)

of the total votes authorized in Section 5.4 are cast in favor of

such expulsion. Upon expulsion, the expelled Partner's interest in

the Partnership shall terminate, and such Partner shall be entitled,

C in liquidation of its Partnership interest, to (a) the return of any

Ssurplus remaining in its capital account after payment of all

r~Partnership expenses incurred to the date of expulsion, and (b)

within sixty (60) days after the close of the fiscal year of the

Partnership in which its expulsion took place, its share of the net

profits of the Partnership to the date of its expulsion, if any,

less any portion thereof already received, such share to be deter-

mined by the Fiscal Agent in accordance with generally accepted

accounting principles.
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6.2 Witbdrmval. A Partner may voluntarily withdraw from the

Partnership at any time upon giving sixty (60) days prior written

notice to the Fiscal Agent and to the other Partners; provided, if

by reason of such withdrawal the Partnership name need be changed in

order to comply with such cannon(s) of ethics or disciplinary

rule(s) as shall apply in any jurisdiction in which a remaining

Partner is engaged in the practice of law, the withdrawing Partner

agrees to pay all costs of such change incurred by the Partnership

and the remaining Partners, including (but not necessarily limited

to) the cost to replace all stationery, signage, printed forms and

promotional materials. Any such withdrawal shall terminate the

Nwithdrawing Partner's interest in the Partnership.

The withdrawing Partner shall be entitled, in liquidation of

C its Partnership interest, to (a) the return of any surplus remaining

Dk in its capital account after payment of all Partnership expenses

incurred to the date of withdrawal, and (b) within sixty (60) days

after the close of the fiscal year of the Partnership in which its

withdrawal took place, (i) its share of the net profits of the

Partnership to the date of its withdrawal, if ar'y, less any portion

r~thereof already received, such share to be determined by the Fiscal

Agent.

6.3 Dissolution. If a Partner elects to wind up its affairs

and dissolve its corporate entity, or if a Partner files a petition

for relief under the United States Bankruptcy Code or suffers an

involuntary petition for relief under the United States Bankruptcy

Code to be filed against it and such petition is not dismissed
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within sixty (60) days of the date of filing, then in any such

event, such Partners' interest in the Partnership shall terminate

and such Partner shall be deemed to have withdrawn from the Partner-

ship, and the provisions of Section 6.2 shall apply. In the event

such withdrawal results from a proceeding in bankruptcy, notice of

vithdrawal shall be deemed given by filing of the petition for

relief, whether filed by the Partner or its creditor.

ARTICLE VII

TERMINATION, DTSSOUJTTON AND LIQITDATION

7.1 Termination of Partnership. The Partnership may be

terminated at a meeting held for that purpose if at least two-

thirds (2/3) of the total votes authorized in Section 5.4 are cast

. - in favor of termination; provided, no vote to terminate the Partner-

C? ship shall take effect until the expiration of ten (10) calendar

0% days after the date the Partners shall have appointed a Fiscal

Agent for the purpose of liquidation of the Partnership. The

prohibition contained in Section 9.4 notwithstanding, a Fiscal Agent

may succeed himself for the purpose of liquidation, if he or she

shall consent to such succession.

7.2 Liqcuidation of Assets. The Fiscal Agent on the effective

date of the termination of the Partnership shall become the agent of

the terminated Partnership and of the Partners thereof for purposes

of winding up its business and affairs, liquidating and distributing

its assets. The Fiscal Agent shall continue to serve in such

capacity until the completion of the winding up of the business and
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affairs of the Partnership and the liquidation and distribution of

its assets.

7.3 Distribution of Proceeds from Liquidation. After payment

of any reasonable expenses incurred in the winding up of the

business and affairs of the Partnership and the liquidation of its

assets, the remaining assets thereof and the proceeds of such

liquidation shall be applied in the following order:

A. To the payment of the debts and liabilities of the

Partnership owing to creditors other than Partners;

B. To the payment of debts and liabilities of the

Partnership to the Partners other than for:

(i) capital cash contributions;

(ii) shares of the prof its of the Partnership to the date

of termination; and

C>% (iii) any amounts yet to be paid on account of the expul-

0% sion, withdrawal, or dissolution of a Partner.

C0 C. To the payment of any amounts yet to be paid on account*

qT of the expulsion, withdrawal, or dissolution of a

C, Partner; and
V~)

D. To the payment of the capital accounts of the Partners.

If the assets of the Partnership and the proceeds from the

liquidation thereof are insufficient to pay all of the items

referred to in Paragraphs A through C above, then the Fiscal Agent

shall make an assessment against the Partners based on their

Partnership interests as herein specified, to satisfy any such

unsatisfied items.
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ARTICLE VIII

8.1 yr3gg. The Partnership may carry and maintain in

force at all times a policy or policies of Lawyer's Professional

Liability Insurance insuring the Partnership and all Partners, as

primary insureds, against errors, omissions, negligence or other

malpractice on the part of any Partner, its shareholders, members,

associates or employees, occurring durinq the term of this Agree-

ment, regardless of the tire any claim for loss or damage resulting

from such malpractice may be made, in such amounts, including such

additional coverages and exceptions, as the Partners may approve

C: pursuant to Section V of this Agreement, and the premium cost of

:~such insurance shall be payable by the Fiscal Agent when due out of

SPartnership funds. Premiums payable for such insurance may be

Cfinanced on terms approved by the Partners. If a Partner is

expelled, withdraws or is dissolved, coverage shall continue as to

such Partner for claims made subsequent to the termination of its

~.Partnership interest, based upon acts or omissions committed while

,-still a Partner.

8.2 Indemnification. The Partners individually shall indem-

Snify the Partnership and all other Partners for all losses which

would be insured under the Partnership's professional liability

insurance policy but for the fact that such loss is uninsured or is

less than the retention limit or deductible set forth in such

policy, or exceeds the policy limit.
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ARTICL3 Ix

9.1 initial Fiscal agent. The initial Fiscal Agent of the

Partnership shall be:

Robert L. Henry, Jr.

9.2 oualification. Until such time as approved by the

Partners, no person may serve as Fiscal Agent of the Partnership

except a natural person who is an officer or employee of one of the

Partners.

9.3 Vacancy. Upon the death of the Fiscal Agent, or if the

Fiscal Agent shall cease to be the employee of any Partner, or if

the Fiscal Agent shall fail or refuse for any reason to carry out

the duties of the Fiscal Agent as set forth in this Agreement, or

if the Partners shall vote to remove the Fiscal Agent, then, and in

0, any of such events, the office of Fiscal Agent shall be deemed

c-, vacant, and the Partners shall forthwith meet and select a successor

C as provided in Article V.

9.4 Success~ion. The Partners shall meet for the purpose of

selecting a new Fiscal Agent at intervals to be agreed upon by the

Partners, but no less often than once in each calendar year. No

Fiscal Agent shall succeed himself. Every new Fiscal Agent shall be

entitled possession of and in good faith to rely upon (i) the books

and records, financial statements and reports of the Partnership

made, kept or maintained by all previous Fiscal Agents and (ii) the

last previous audit report (if any) made by a certified public
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accountant employed by the Partnership to examine such books and

records.

9. 5 R-mo The Fiscal Agent shall serve at the pleasure of

the Partners consistent with the terms and provisions of this

Partnership Agreement, and may be removed by action of the Partners

in accordance with Article V.

9.6 Compensation. The Fiscal Agent shall be entitled to

reimbursement for all costs and expenses incurred in connection

with the performance of his/her duties as such; and, as compensation

for his/her services the sum of $50.00 per hour payable monthly

from Partnership funds.

-~ ARTICLE X

MISCELIANEOUS PROVSIONS

C 10.1 Bindingi Effect and Benefit of this Agreement. This

c,% Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of

the parties hereto and their respective successors and assigns;

provided, the duties of a Partner hereunder, and the Partnership

interest of a Partner in the Partnership, shall be non-transferable;

and further provided, no transferee shall obtain the right to vote

~.upon any matter effecting the Partnership or its affairs except in

accordance with Article V of this Agreement.

10.2 Entire Agreement. This instrument represents the entire

agreement of the Partners with respect to the subject matter hereof.

No termination, revocation, waiver, modification or amendment of

this Agreement, or of the terms and provisions hereof, shall be
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binding unless in writing and signed by two-thirds (2/3) of the then

existing Partners.

10.3 Interpretation and Construction. As used in this Agree-

ment, the masculine gender shall include the feminine or neuter

gender and the plural shall include the singular wherever

appropriate. The titles of the Articles and Sections herein have

been inserted as a matter of convenience of reference only and

shall not control or affect the meaning or construction of any of

the terms or provisions hereof.

10.4 Arbitration. Any controversies or claims arising out of

or relating to this Agreement or any part thereof shall be settled
,W)

by arbitration in accordance with the rules of the American Arbitra-

tion Association then in effect. Any award rendered therein shall

cbe final and binding upon the parties thereto, and judgment thereon
0- may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof.

10.5 Noiceg. All notices, certificates or other communica-

tions hereunder shall be sufficiently given and shall be deemed

given when delivered in person, by facsimile, or mailed by register-

ed mail, return receipt requested, postage prepaid to the individual

SPartners at the addresses designated by them for such purpose.

10.6 Implementation. The parties hereto agree that each of

them will execute all further instruments and perform all further

acts which are or may become necessary to effectuate each and all

of the terms and provisions hereof.

10.7 Counterparts. The parties hereto may execute this Agree-

ment in any number of counterparts, each of which, when executed and
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delivered, shall be an original; but all such counterparts shall

constitute one and the same instrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have duly executed this

Agreement as of the day and year first above written.

Date of Execution: "PARTNERS"

ROBERT L. HENRY, JR., P.C.

____ ____ ___By:L

Robert L. Henry, Jr.

TERRANCE R. KETCHEL, P.A.

By:
Terrance R. Ketchel

Nr

- ANTONIO MONROIG, P.C.

0C By:_ _ _ _ _ _ _
0% Antonio Monroig

C
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delivered, shall be an original; but all such counterparts shall

constitute one and the same instrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have duly executed this

Agreement as of the day and year first above written.

Date of Execution: "PARTNERS"

ROBERT L. HENRY, JR., P.C.

By:
Robert L. Henry, Jr.

TERRANCE R. KETCHEL, P.A.

By:jW-w r ed
Terrance R. Ketchel

ANTONIO MONROIG, P.C.

By:

C

Antonio Monroig
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RHIBIT A

HENRY & NONROIG

Partnership

Robert L. Henry, Jr., P.C.

Antonio Monroig, P.C.

Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A.

Contribution

$200.00

$200.00

$200.00

C)

cY\

Nr



EXHIBIT B

The Partner Representative for the individual Partnerships
involved in Henry & Monroig are as follows:

Robert L. Henry, Jr., P.C.

Antonio Monroig, P.C.

Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A.

Robert L. Henry, Jr.

Antonio Monroig

Terrance R. Ketchel

0r

,D

C)
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
TALLAHASSEE. FWLORDA 3239"00 4

J. T00AS HEOODN

Post Office Box 5139
Tallahassee, Florida32314-5139

October 27, 1992

Mr. Ralph F. Perkins "'a l(
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

Re: Information Concerning Possible Campaign Irregularities

Dear Mr. Perkins:
co"

We acknowledge receipt of your letter dated October 19, 1992,!
in which you express concern regarding possible campaign -

contribution irregularities in the Congressional race in the FirsV
District of Florida.

Since this appears to be a federal matter, I am referring you ?
all letter to the Federal Election Comission, 999 E Street, N.W.,
O " Washington D.C. 20463. Because Florida has no state income tax on

individuals, we do not foresee a violation of any Florida Revenue
Claw.

We appreciate your concern for good government and welcome any
information which you may care to submit concerning violations of
Florida Statutes.

S]on'han E. Swift I
xAudit Specialist

Division of Audits

cc: Federal Election Coinission
Genn

Bob Livingston

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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5545 Grnfde- Laj i fO 'Mio'evard
Pensacola, Florida 32507 %D
October 19, 1992

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
FederaLE >',.tion Commission
999 E. Street. N.W.
WashIr:qton, P.C. 04t

E:ce rf?-d y,:I wI ~nd =n addendim t: my 3~v< uI offidavit
'n n - nq 7,I rar,:-.- r KetheI, n,_ Lk., L-rr:, n C, - -ti . Shalimar,

Lb? :da ,2157.. Mr. KetheP t.h Repiiiiran ,:ardidate for the
Fir - CongreszFina' Seat, Dlst.i-- I , F . My affidavit 1.5
sei f-explanatory.

The reason for the update is because I am now in possession of Mr.
Ketchel's entire financial reports from the Federal Election
Commission as well as other documents. There is much more, but I
feel at this time this is sufficient. Hopefully it will open the
Federal Election Commission's eyes and cause them to do a thorough
audit.

It appears that Mr. Ketchel took out a bank loan for S32,000.00 on
November 26, 1990 from the Vanguard Bank & Trust, Mary Ester Cut-
Off, Mary Ester, Florida 32569. It is my understanding from
looking at the records that the due date of this loan is November
25, 1991, it appears to date to still be carried with the due date
of November 25, 1991.

As far as I can determine Mr. Ketchel has only made interest
payments which in my opinion are not sufficient for the amount
borrowed. He has followed no payment schedule or amortization
schedule.

Apparently an errant loan is picked up by Bank Regulators in 90
days. If this is the case, then why is it the Bank Regulators did
not detect this loan? Furthermore, why is it the FEC did not
dete-t thi'?

Stephen Ruckel the President of the Vanguard Bank made two $500.00
contributions to Mi. Ketchel. The first was May 17, 1990 and the
second was November 2. 190.



Lisa E. Klien
Assistant General Counsel
October 19, 1992
Page 2

As a citizen T am concerned about campaign contribution fraud and
I question whether taxes or other revenues are being evaded by this
practic, - In this era of failing banks this lcan appears
quest lc nat,. .

t - . : t t ai.
v I .'Y n" r : <. ~ ¢ "i7.,

I WAITr- C'rr I3t c
w 71 a t . : -I:,, - ,

11 d' f
31:7 leadditOeran
: b -. -  ! can.

t Letter and

,nc ee t ±

Ralp F. Perkins
(904) 492-1341

encl: Affidavit dtd. October 15. 1992.o(N

M r ., I I', . :, 'I I!Ii' !j T" T " . .:' " _ : . . .



AFFIDAVIT

COMMONWEALTH OF

STATE OF FLORIDA

as:

COUNTY OF B.SCMP-IA -

PARRISH .. .....

I a.lp.. F.e i k1n S, _ 5_5_ Grande _oLouley r.. Pn
Florida 3250/

hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Republican candidate for the First
Congressional Seat, District 1, Florida.

NThe following is an addendum to my initial affidavit dated August
26, 1992. Since I now have Mr. Ketchel's entire financial reports
from the Federal Election Commission as well as other documents I
will up date my complaint. Again, I urge an audit of his financial
reports. I request that this audit go back to 1990 when he was a
congressional candidate running against Congressman Earl Hutto.
Mr. Ketchel is now making his second bid against Congressman Hutto.

Stephen Ruckel, President, Vanguard Bank & Trust, Mary Ester Cut-
COff, Mary Ester, Florida 32569 contributed $1,000.00 to Mr.

Ketchel's campaign in 1990. The first contribution for $500.00 was
made May 17, 1991, recorded in his Report of Receipts &
Disbursements dated July 13, 1990, for the period covering April 1,
1990 through June 30, 1990. Mr. Ruckel's second contribution to
Mr. Ketchel's campaign for $500.00 was made November 2, 1990,
recorded in his Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated December
5, 1990, for the period covering September 18, 1990 through
November 26, 1990.

On November 26, 1990 Mr. Ketchel incurred a $32,000.00 loan from
the Vanguard Bank & Trust with a due date of November 25, 1991.
This information is reported in his Report of Receipts &
Disbursements, Scheduie C, dated December 5, 1990, for the period
covering September 18, 1990 through November 26, 1990. To date his
due date on this loan is still carried as November 25, 1991.

On March 8, 1991 Mr. Ketchel made a $792.27 interest payment to the

Page 1 of 7 Pages Affiant' s Initials z



Vanguard Bank on this $32,000.00 loan. This is recorded in his
Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated July 31, 1991, for the
period covering January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1991. In this
report he carried this interest payment as a loan. Mr. Ketchel was
corrected by the Federal Election Commission in a letter dated
September 20, 1991 by Elfi Blum-Page that this interest payment was
to be carried as a disbursement - not a loan. This error was
corrected in his Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated January
30, 1P 2, t-or the period covering January 1, 1991 through June T0,
19)1.

In nis Repoi-t cf Receipts & Disbursements dated January 30, 19)'2,
fo: the period coverlng July 1. 1991 through December 31, 1991 Mr.
y e'chel repo-ts Three interest payments on this $32,000.00 loan.
Tht,'y w,'tk S86,?.25 on June 1i, i99i; $809.88 on September 9, 1991;
and $850.25 on December 6. 1991.

In Mr. Ketchel's Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated April 15,
1992, for the period covering January 1, 1992 through March 31,
1992 he shows an interest payment of $785.62 on February 27, 1992.
Then in his Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated July 15, 1992,
for the period covering April 1, 1992 through June 30, 1992 he
shows an interest payment of $735.30 on June 2, 1992 on this

NZ- $32,000.00 loan.

To date Mr. Ketchel has paid a total of $4,853.69 in interest
payments on his $32,000.00 loan. The second anniversary date of0% this loan is November 25, 1992. Mr. Ketchel is obviously not

keeping up with interest payments. Furthermore, it is evident that
he is not following any sort of amortization or payment schedule.

DThe due date of November 25, 1991 has since past, yet he continues
to carry this due date in his latest reports. The pattern of this
loan is not in keeping with the Federal Election Commission
Regulation 100.7 (b) (11).

All documents and pertinent data concerning this $32,000.00 loan
need to be reviewed and verified. The front and back of all

rcanceled checks concerning these interest payments should be
produced to verified if these loans were indeed paid on the dates
shown in his reports.

Now in what I can only call a most unusual phenomenon in Mr.
Ketchel's Reports of Receipts & Disbursements is that he has six
consecutive statements with Debts & Obligations all ending in 55
Cents. When one considers the numerous errors, corrections,
dealing with odd and even numbers, etcetera, the odds of this

Page 2 of 7 pages Affiant's Initials



occurrence are highlv unlikely. Also, we are dealing with two
different sources. Debts from Schedule C & Obligations from
Schedule D. Schedule C & D are combined to give a total for Debts
& Obligations on the cover page, line 10. The Debts & Obligations
are as follows:

January 1, 1990 through August 15, 1990

July 1, 1990 through September 30, 1990 $10,000.00

August 16, 1990 through September 30, 1990 $20,658.28

Septembe-r 1. 1.990 through September 17, 1990 $23,976.04

November i8. 1990 through November 2b, 1990 $48,959.55*

November 27, 1990 through December 31, 1990 $42,959.55*

January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1991 $40,667,55*

June 1, 1991 through December 31, 1991 $36,767,55*

January 1, 1992 through March 31, 1992 $36,442.55'

April 1, 1992 through June 30, 1992 $32,242.55*

July 1, 1992 through August 12, 1992 $32,000.00

55 Cents does not compute. These statements need to be corrected
to show the correct Debts & Obligations on line 10.

For example: In Mr. Ketchel's Report of Receipts & Disbursements
dated September 22, 1990, for the period covering September 1, 1990
through September 17, 1990 he shows the following obligation
transactions in Schedule D. Outstanding Balance Beginning This
Period, $9,398.73. Plus the Amount Incurred This Period =
$14,294.49. Minus Payment This Period of $4,778.00 = $9,516.49.
In the Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated December 5, 1990,
for the period covering September 18, 1990 through November 26,

1990 in Schedule D Mr. Ketchel shows an Outstanding Balance
Beginning This Period of $9,398.73. If we subtract the balance
from the last period of $9,516.49 from this balance of $9,398.73
there will remain a balance of $117.76. This alone will carry on
throughout the rest of the statements unless corrected - which it
has not been corrected; hence, there can be no 55 Cents at the end
of this and the following five consecutive statements, etcetera...
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Another interesting transaction in Mr. Ketchel's Obligations is the
one he shows in his Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated
September 15, 1990, for the period covering August 16, 1990 through
September 30, 1990. In his Schedule D he shows for Outstanding
Balance Beginning This Period $8,399.54. In his previous
statements there is no record of this $8,399.54. He does not tell
us when he incurred this obligation.

In Mr. Ketchel' ; Report ef Receipt-s & Disbursements dated July 15,
1,92, for the period covering April 1, 1992 through June 30, 1'92
ht. shows d disbursement of $141.30 for Petition feeE to the
(,kaicosa County Supervisor of Elections. In his following Report
,)f R2ceipts & Disbursements dated August 18, 1992, for the period
rr vering July 1. 1992 through August 12, 1992 Mr. Ketchel shows no
piyment-s fcr petition fees.

5,625 petitions are required to be certified as a congressional
candidate in the First Congressional District of Florida. More
petitions are turned in above the required number that are rejected
for various reasons. Just the same they are counted in the cost to
process the petitions. I do not know the total number of petitions
Mr. Ketchel turned in, but I do know that at least 5,625 had to be
certified. At a cost of 10 cents per petition for processing the

Vpetition cost to Mr. Ketchel would be at least $562.50 plus.
$562.50 minus $141.30 equals $421.20 not accounted for in his
disbursements. Additional fees were owed in Okaloosa County above
the $141.30. Fees were also owed in Escambia County, Santa Rosa,
Walton, Bay County, and Holmes County. There were also several
other counties outside the First Congressional District where Mr.
Ketchel submitted petitions. Mr. Ketchel says he paid these fees,

Nr yet he shows no disbursements for petitions other than Okaloosa
County. The deadline for paying the fee was July 10, 1992. Where

C? are Mr. Ketchel's disbursements? It would be interesting to see
to the canceled checks - front and back. This needs to be documented.

Mr. Ketchel has apparently failed to file full financial disclosure
in his Financial Disclosure Statements for the periods covering
January 1. 1990 through December 1, 1991, and January 1, 1991
through April 15, 1992 as a congressional candidate in the First
Congressional District, Florida. I submit copies of these
statements for your perusal and possible civil and criminal
sanctions under 5 U.S.C. app. f & 104 and 18 U.S.C. & 1001.

Attached to this affidavit you will find a copy of letter dated
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September 21, 1992 from Joseph E. Gangloff, Acting Deputy Chief,
Public Integrity Section, Criminal Division, U.S. Department of
Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530. As the Federal Elections
Commission is the proper recipient the Justice Department will not
take further action with regard to this matter at the present time.
It is within the purview of the Federal Election Commission to put
it together and then submit it to the Justice Department if it is
deemed the law has been violated. Therefore, I add this to my
affidavit to put this complaint in the proper format required.

As pertains to Part I - Earned Income: Mr. Ketchel falls to 1ist
his position as the Managing Partner of Henry, Monroig & Ketchl,
Attorneys At Law, located at 26 Northwest Racetrack Road, Fort
Walton Beach, Florlda 32548-163S. Consequently, he list no income
as the Managing Partner.

As pertains to Part IV - Liabilities: Mr. Ketchel fails to list
his $32,000.00 loan with the Vangard Bank & Trust, Mary Ester Cut-
off, Mary Ester, Florida 32569. This loan was incurred on November
26, 1990 and to date Mr. Ketchel is in arrears in his payments and
still owes $32,000.00. This loan is recorded in his Report of
Receipts & Disbursements, Schedule C to the Federal Election
Commission.

NX
Lastly, Part V - Positions: Mr. Ketchel fails to list himself as

C the Managing Partner of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel, Attorneys At Law.

In Mr. Ketchel's Report of Receipts & Disbursements dated July 13,
z1990, for the period covering April 1, 1990 through June 30, 1990

he shows two disbursements for "Living Expenses" amounting to
q r $3,000.00. The first disbursement was made June 3, 1990 for

$1,500.00 and the second disbursement was made June 13, 1990 for
$1,500.00. In Mr. Ketchel's Report of Receipts & Disbursements
dated August 20, 1990, for the period covering July 1, 1990 through
August 15, 1990 he makes two disbursements for "Living Expenses"

Kfor $2,933.75. The first disbursement was made July 18, 1990 for
$1,900.00 and the second disbursement was made July 31, 1990 for
$1,933.75. His total for "Living Expenses" from June 3, 1990
through July 31, 1990 is $6,833.75.

During the above period Mr. Ketchel did take out expenses for meals
once. Since these four disbursements for "Living Expenses" Mr.
Ketchel has not listed any "Living Expenses" for the rest of 1990,
all of 1991, and none to date in 1992. For these periods he does
list expenses for food, lodging, etcetera. These disbursements
come nowhere near his disbursements for "Living Expenses."
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Mr. Ketchel's Statement of Candidacy is dated April 9, 1990. This
means for a period covering April 9, 1990 through July 31, 1990 (
112 days) he spent $6,833.75 for "Living Expenses." When the
population distribution and boundaries of the First Congressional
District are taken into account it is hard to fathom his "Living
Expenses." Mr. Ketchel lives in the Southern Central part of the
district. One can drive from this point to any part of the
district in a matter of minutes to an hour and a half for the
extremities East, West, and North. A maximum distance of no more
than 100 miles either way.

Mr. Ketchel lists thousands of dollars for "Living Expense" with)ut
explanation. Just what do "Living Expenses include? Since "Living
Expenses were oniy taken out for this short period for 1990, why
do- he nut n-d them for the rest of i990, all of i91, and tor

Even though there is no limit on living expenses for a candidate,
the fact that he drew "Living Expenses" for this one period only
raises questions why not throughout his entire campaigns? An

'C examination of his receipts for the period he drew "Living
-, Expenses" will show where these monies went.

C There are numerous mathematical errors. There are transposing
CN errors throughout Mr. Ketchel's reports where totals change from

one page to another page. Illegal contributions in excess of the
$1,000.00 limit for individuals and families. Vague disbursements
for large amounts that are chronologically very close together such
as "Living Expenses." There are double payments and receipts on
the same date, but on different pages. For example his campaign
manager/treasure Mr. William A. Dossey being paid $1,555.00 on

(7 April 21, 1992 on page 2 of 7 pages and $1,500.00 again for April
21, 1992 on page 4 of 7 pages in his Report of Receipts &

V-1 Disbursements dated July 15, 1992, for the period covering April 1,
1992 through June 30, 1992. There is much more, but I hope this is
an eye opener to the Federal Elections Commission that a full audit
of Mr. Ketchel's Reports is in order. Apparently the Federal
Election Commission has missed a lot.

Copies of this affidavit will be sent to the Public Integrity
Section, Criminal Division, U.S. Justice Department, Washington,
D.C.; Internal Revenue, Atlanta, Georgia; and Banking Regulatory
Agencies - Federal & State.
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I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFIRMANT'S SIGNATURE
FDL # P 625-726-41-309-0

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me at Pensacola. Florida,
on this _, day

C:

sworn to and aiw 'Ind bft m t W 19th OC 4ber 1992
Ralph F. Pex.in who hma prulcP M 6 -7-U70

.w did take an oath.

Notary Public 1,OTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF FLORIDA.

Stte of F1-ridL MISS EXPIRES OCT.
Commission #AA707907 --" 0( 17 --9

Affiant's Initials ez'lPage 7 of 7 Pages



U.S. Depat , of Justice

Washington. D.C. 20530

SLF 2 1992

Mr. Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola: Florida 32507

Dear Mr. Perkins:

Thank you for your recent letter to Election Crimes Branch
cO Director Craig C. Donsanto in which you allege certain omissions in

Financial Disclosure Statements filed by Congressional candidate
Terrance R. Ketchel. Your letter indicates that you have provided
a copy of your allegations to the Federal Election Comission. As
that agency is the proper recipient of such complaints, the
Department of Justice will not take any further action with regard
to this matter at the present time.

CK
Sincerely,

(Yoseph E. Gangtoorf
Acting Deputy Chief

V "Public Integrity Section
Criminal Division



5545 Grande Laog 4glt'
Pensacola, Florida 32507
October 24, 1992 IN

Mr. Lyle V. Helgerson 2
Regional Director, FDIC N'

245 Peachtree Center Avenue, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 , "-"

Thi I-, _" %dd.fnd!:m to my previous 1btt4 , dated O( tober 1 , l,1) .
Th, enci F . ldliC 1 U l. c osu . S ta toments to: Terrar-ce R.

Ketchel clearly show i -ont3nui~g pattern ot ,)missicr and possible
(1e, e t 1 , 1- -1I F' ,w n 1 'i v recernt t'lephone conver Sdt1(,n with Ms.
.c4ens from the Legal Department of your offLce, as -er our
r)nv,,rsatlox-., I am enci(,sing these reports for your perusal.

The reports cover the periods from January 1, 1990 through December
1. 119l. and January 1. 1991 through April 15, 1992. Mr. Ketchel's

0% $32,000.00 loan was incurred November 2t,, 1990 with the Vanguard
Bark & Trust, Mary Ester Cut-Off, Mary Ester, Florida 32569.

1Obviously the time frame of these reports cover his loan period,
yet, in Part IV - Liabilities of both reports he fails to show this
loan.

Coupled with Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 Vanguard Bank loan there are

two shareholder loans totaling $106,417.00 which are recorded in
Part I - Earned Income. Just as the $32,000.00 is a liability, so

O' too should the shareholder loans be listed as a liability. The
total combined liabilities that should be recorded in Part IV -
Liabilities is $138,417.50.

Mr. Ketchel also fails to show his position as the Managing Partner
C of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel, Attorneys At Law (see campaign flyer).

Furthermore, he does not list any income as the Managing Partner in
Part I - Earned Income. Certainly Mr. Ketchel should receive some
form of compensation as the Managing Partner of a substantial law
firm.?

Mr. Ketcnel's income shown in his Financial Disclosure Statements
is not compatible with the amounts he is borrowing. On such a
small amount of income as shown in Part I - Earned Income, how can
he possibly meer nas loan repayment schedule? The appearance is
that he may not be reporting his full income...

I an concerned about campaign contribution fraud with possible
taxes and other revenues being evaded by this practice. This bank
loan appears highly questionable concerning banking practiLces which



Lyle V. Helgerson
Regional Director, FDIC
October 24, 1992
Page 2

would be under the purview of the FDIC.

If you have any questions or I can be of any assistance, please do
not hesitate to contact me.

Sint, 'ret .

p t . P er 1 .1n
(904 ) 4t -13 41

encl: Financial Disclosure Statements for January 1, 1990 through
December 1, 1991 and January 1, 1991 through April 15,
1992.

0 Copy Campaign flyer used in both of Mr. Ketchel's campaigns.

C cc: Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue Service,
Atlanta, Georgia 39901.

Federal xlectt 4-s7_ - .
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has. I voted by absentee ballot.
Robert L. Wilson

Pensacola

We're for Ketchel
I met Terry Ketchel in 1987

when Panhandle Republicans
were working to successfully elect
George Bush as president. It was a
pleasure to work with him then.
Later in 19901 supported him in
his first congressional race, which
he nearly won.

Now he's again seeking the
privilege of representing the
people of the 1st Congressional
District in Washington. I have
closely watched as he and his wife
Carolyn have campaigned all over
the district, and have seen a fine
example of a man who preaches
and practices family values.

There are some disgruntled
Republicans trying to imply that a
majority of the Republicans are
not supporting Terry Ketchel for
Congress. The truth is simply sour
grapes because their man did not
win. The truth also is that without
exception the majority of the
Republican Executive Committee
in this district has supported
Ketchel for the past two years.

I am in a position to know of
what I speak, since I am the vice
chairman of the Republican
Executive Committee in
Escambia County.

Andre Dyar
Pensacola

Tell us the rest
T erry Ketchel's list of

accomplishments always
includes his graduation from
Choctawhatchee in 1973, his
graduation from Duke University
in 1977 and his service to
Congressman Guy Vander Jagt

4/7W7Oa
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from 19S3 to 1986.
What he has conveniently not

told people is that after leaving
Vander Jagt's payroll hebcame a
Washington lobbyist for a Florida
law firm. This firm apparently
organized a series of financial
institutions for its business
clients, including Coral Savings
and Loan. The senior partner of
Ketchel's firm was chairman of
the board of Coral Savings and
Loan. Coral eventually failed,
costing taxpayers over $5 million.

Terry Ketchel has tried to
present himselfa Florida boy who
wants to serve the people. A close
inspection of his record indicates
he has lived outside the district he
wants to represent for over a dozen
years. He has worked and lobbied
in Washington and is beholden to
special interest and the national
Republican Party. What Terry
Ketchel wants is for us to send
him back home to Washington.
I wonder what else he isn't

telling us?

I'm fort ll111[
T here have been many flying

birds during the political
campaign for president. Some
swoop, some sweep. some shriek,
some soar, some rip and tear, some
attack by night, some make songs,
some only do small things to show
that they are there.

So let's decide which birds of
pride ,hould fill our skies with
promise. Can we go with the
unrulenting eagle of the Persian
Gulf? Can we swoop over Moscow
by night with the owl of Oxford?
Can we run with the roadrunner
chasing the tumbleweeds in Texas
and across our land'?

The most important thing is to

by Garry Trudeau
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keep all those birds flying over
America, and to make sure the soft
and universal voice of the sparrow
gives substance to the swoops and
soars and rips and tears so the
song can come through.

In case you want to know, I am
for the eagle of the Persian Gulf.

Dave OMeson
PensacoLa

Voting for Benson
Iam a teacher and support Lois

Benson for state
Representative, District 2,
because I know she is the best
person to advance education
issues in the state House.

Lois is a former teacher. She does
not just talk about problems
confronting the classroom teacher,
she understands them.

Lois Benson is committed to the
children of this state and their
brighter future. They need her to
represent their intests in
Tallahassee. And their best
interests are ours as welL
I'll vote (or Lois because they

cannot.

It's shameful
p resident Bush's statement

that he'd "do anything to get
re-elected" should have been
interpreted as a shameful
statement for any responsible
person to make. This should have
alerted his supporters to distance
themselves from him and cause
everyone to pause and think

He's proving it by using a
deceitful ploy. Veterans, some
senators and congressmen have
been urging Bush to remove VA
Secretary Edward J. Derwinski
since 1989 when he became a
thorn in the side of everyone
dependent on veterans issues.

Bush stood by while many
veterans died in poorly run
hospitals and nursing homes
because of inept care.

We read with elation on Sept. 27
that Derwinski had resigned to
take ajob in Bush's campaign to
court support among ethnic
voters. Good timing, huh? Our
elation quickly turned to caution.
If anvone readin, this is so

sz %*



-NEWS
Office of Thrift SupervisionNES

-ftI IL D.C. -~~.
FOR RCLEASE at 4 p.m. EST Fot further informationFriday, January 25, 1991 Contact: Paulette OdumOTS 91-19 404/888-8549

Gwendolyn Gregg
202/906-6677

OTS PLACES CORAL SAVINGS

UNDER GOVERNMENT CONTROL
WASHINGTON, D.C., Jan. 25, 1991 -- The Office of Thrift

Supervision (OTS) today placed Coral Savings and Loan Association,
Coral Springs, Fla., in receivership and chartered a new federal

Cmutual institution to take its place.
0% The new institution, Coral Savings and Loan Association, F.A.,

wil assume certain assets and liabilities of the old thrift, and
will operate in conservatorship under the oversight of the Resolution

Trust Corporation.
C" The receivership did not result in any interruption of Coral

Savings, day-to-day operations. The institution will remain open for
business at usual. Holders of insured accounts are not affected by
the action, which was taken by OTS to protect insured depositors and
the interests of th thrift insurance fund. Deposits remain insured
to the $100,000 legal limit.

-more-



Coral Savings - 2

OTS initiated the action because Coral Savings was operating in

an unsafe and unsound condition in that it had insufficient capital,

with o prospect of replenishment without federal assistance.

The institution had been reporting operating losses since March

1987. The deterioration was due to inadequate policies and procedures

for the classification of assets, real estate appraisals and the

management of interest rate risk. 'oral Savings had been operating

under regulatory loan and investment restrictions since July 31,

1990, and had been experiencing average monthly losses of $S8,000.

Coral Savings and Loan Association was a state-chartered stock
association. Shareholders will retain no interest in the new

'r)
institution.

ON. As of Sept. 30, 1990, Coral Savings and Loan Association

reported assets of $36.12 million, liabilities of $35.93 million and

c tangible capital of $189,000, for a tangible capital-to-assets ratio

of 0.52 percent.
C 9**

. 6



d ,' i ..L. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard

Pensacola, Florida 32507
November 2, 1992

Lisa Z. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR3597

Dear Ms. Klein:

Enclosed for your perusal please find a copy of my letter dated
November 2, 1992 with attachments to Mr. Lyle V. Helgerson,
Regional Director, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, Atlanta,
Georgia 30303. The letter and attachments are self-explanatory.

I am not impressed with the Federal Election Commission's failure
to detect Mr. Ketchel's errant bank note with a due date of
November 25, 1991. Mr. Ketchel's interest payments are obviously
far short of being current. The fact that he is not following any
sort of payment schedule or amortization schedule coupled with the
many other obvious items of errors should have caught the attention
of the FEC.

I urge a thorough investigation. This should also include the
FEC's failures. I will keep you appraised, I am

Sincerely,

Ralph F. Perkins
Ile (904) 492-1341

encl: Letter with attachments dated November 2, 1992 to Mr. Lyle
V. Helgerson, Regional Director, FDIC, Atlanta, Georgia.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN T( N 0)( 204t)4

November 9, 1992

Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grand Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on October 26, October 29,
and November 5, 1992, of the supplements to the complaint you
filed on August 31, 1992, against Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel
for Congress '92 and William A. Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard
Bank & Trust, William A. Dossey, and Henry, Monroig & Ketchel.

tn The respondents will be sent copies of the supplements. You
will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission

(7 takes final action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

011 Craig Douglas Reffnir
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
(WI FL I A ASH INC TON (

(A November 9, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the\0 notification.

On October 26, October 29, and November 5, 1992, theCommission received additional information from the complainantpertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed are
copies of this additional information.

Q4% If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

C CNy '~Rf

tn Craig Doug Reffner
Attorney

Enclosures



U FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOn D( .N4b

November 9, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
26 N.W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On October 26, October 29, and November 5, 1992, the
CV Commission received additional information from the complainant

pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed are
Ok. copies of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
• %ASH1~%(,l'()% 0( 20'461,

November 9, 1992

William A. Dossey
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On October 26, October 29, and November 5, 1992, theCommission received additional information from the complainantpertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed arecopies of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougls Ref ner

Attorney

Enclosures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON L( 0441

November 9, 1992

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust Company wasnotified that the Federal Election Commission received a
complaint from Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. At that time Vanguard Bank & Trust Company was given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

C' On October 26, October 29, and November 5, 1992, the
Commission received additional information from the complainant
pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed are

Scopies of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougl s RefLner
Attorney

Enclosures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A ASHIN(, [) ( 2)4h

#November 9, 1992

William A. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given aC: copy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On October 26, October 29, and November 5, 1992, theCommission received additional information from the complainant
Vpertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Enclosed are

copies of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Dou las Re n r

Attorney

Enclosures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 2463

November 12, 1992

Jonathan E. Swift
Tax Audit Specialist
Division of Audits
Department of Revenue
State of Florida
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0100

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Swift:

This is to acknowledge receipt of a copy of your letter to
Ralph F. Perkins dated October 27, 1992, advising us of the
possibility of a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). We are currently reviewing the
matter and will advise you of the Commission's determination.

If you have any questions or additional information, please
call Craig Douglas Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 219-3400. Our file number for this matter is MUR 3597.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A),
the Commission's review of this matter shall remain confidential
until the file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel
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5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507
November 10, 1992

The Honorable Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
MC, U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515 /4' 1~

Dear Chairman Gonzalez:

The purpose of this letter is to request your assistance 4io
determine why the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation and the
Florida Comptroller's Office of Banking & Finance Regulators failed
to detect an errant loan with the Vanguard Bank & Trust Company,
Valparaiso, Florida. This loan was incurred by Terrance R.
Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle, Shalimar, Florida 32579 who is
the defeated Republican candidate for the First Congressional
District of Florida.

Enclosed please find excerpts from Mr. Ketchel's Reports of
Receipts & Disbursements to the Federal Election Commission,
Washington, D.C., which give account of this loan's history. On
November 26, 1990 Mr. Ketchel incurred a $32,000.00 loan from the
Vanguard Bank & Trust Company of Valparaiso, Florida. The due date
on this loan is November 25, 1991. This date is still carried as
the due date on his reports to the Federal Election Commission to
date. The interest is listed as 10%.

The Federal Election Commission reports show Mr. Ketchel has only
made interest payments to date. Mr. Ketchel's "Interest Payments*
to date are as follows:

March 8, 1991
July 11, 1991
September 9, 1991
December 6, 1991
February 27, 1992
June 2, 1992
Total

$792.27
$862.25
$809.88
$850.37
$785.62

$4,853.69

The history clearly shows that this loan does not follow a payment
schedule or amortization schedule. In fact, the loan is in arrears
and way past its due date! A loan that is errant for 90 days is
picked up by the regulators and should be reported by the bank in
its quarterly reports. The question is why this loan has not been
detected?



Congressman Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
November 10, 1992
Page 2

The enclosed excerpts of Mr. Ketchel's reports show that Stephen
Ruckel the President of the Vanguard Bank made two $500.00
contributions to his campaign. The first was on May 17, 1990 and
the second was November 2, 1990.

Furthermore, Mr. Ketchel Is bank loan does not meet the criteria set
forth in 11 CFR Ch. 1 (1-1-92 Edition) 100.7(b)(11); i.e., it in a
prohibited contribution. The Federal Election Commission has even
failed to pick up on this errant loan, too. Had I not been
monitoring Mr. Ketchel's reports this loan would have gone
completely undetected by the bank regulators and the Federal
Election Commission.

Mr. Ketchel is an attorney with a concentration in Real Estate Law;
Corporate Law; Commercial Law; and Franchise Law. His law firm
represents several banks (see Martindale - Hubble Law Directory
1992, FL242B).

The reason I have not approached Congressman Earl Hutto of the
First Congressional District, Florida is because he was Mr.

C. Ketchel's Democratic opponent who won reelection. I feel
0% contacting Mr. Hutto would smack of partisanship politics, or sour

grapes. Consequently, I feel it only appropriate that I contact
you because of your position as Chairman of the House Banking
Committee that has oversight on such matters.

There are serious questions as to why the bank regulators failed to
detect this loan and do something about it. I am further concerned
that this whole matter may be covered up by confidential banking
laws (this was one of the major reason for the S&L crisis). Also,
there are questions about possible campaign contribution fraud and
taxes as concerns a prohibited campaign contribution.

Again, I request your assistance to get to the truth of the matter
and not allow it to be covered up by some guise or confidentiality
law etcetera. Being that Mr. Ketchel was a congressional candidate
and filed with the Federal Election Commission his records should
be a matter of public record and subject to the Freedom of
information Act. As a candidate he relinquished confidentiality.

If there are any questions or additional information needed, please
do not hesitate to contact me. I will cooperate in any way I can.



S 9
Congressman Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
November 10, 1992
Page 3

Respectfully,

Ralph F. Perkins
Telephone # (904) 492-1341

encl: Excerpts from Terrance R. Ketchel's Reports of Receipts &
Disbursements to the Federal Election Commission.

cc: Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, Atlanta, Georgia.
State Comptroller's Office of Banking & Finance, Tallahasse,
Florida.

Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue Services,
Atlanta, Georgia.

NZFedorul lect lam Ciniusiom, .mlagtm, D.C.1

0%



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A % SHINCTON D(" 2046

November 18, 1992

Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grand Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 13, 1992, of
your letter to the Honorable Henry Gonzalez, Chairman, House
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs Committee, concerning the
complaint you filed on August 31, 1992, against Terrance R.
Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William A. Dossey, as
treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William A. Dossey, and Henry,

- Monroig & Ketchel. The respondents will be sent a copy of this
letter. You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougl Reffn

Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

%VAI1%(;T0% D ( 20461

November 18, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission ("Commission") received a complaint from
Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
you were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of

- receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9, 1992,
you were notified that the Commission received additional

'f information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Copies of this additional information were

Cgiven to you at that time.

On November 13, 1992, the Commission again received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the
allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this

Cadditional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

rVA

Crai ~ougl Ref fne
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHIN(;T(% D( 20461

November 18, 1992

William A. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission ("Commission") received a complaint from
Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
you were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9, 1992,
you were notified that the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Copies of this additional information were
given to you at that time.

On November 13, 1992, the Commission again received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the
allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

IA

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON W) '46

November 18, 1992

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Estero Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust was notified
that the Federal Election Commission ("Commission") received a
complaint from Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. At that time Vanguard Bank & Trust was given a copy of

- the complaint and informed that a response to the complaint
should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification. Subsequently, on November 9, 1992, you were
notified that the Commission received additional information
from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the
complaint. Copies of this additional information were given to
you at that time.

_ On November 13, 1992, the Commission again received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the
allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougla Re f f r*r 41el
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;M(% D ( 20461

November 18,1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
26 N.W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission ("Commission") received a complaint fromRalph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that timeyou were given a copy of the complaint and informed that aresponse to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days ofreceipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9, 1992,you were notified that the Commission received additionalinformation from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Copies of this additional information were

0O1 given to you at that time.

rOn November 13, 1992, the Commission again receivedadditional information from the complainant pertaining to theallegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig'Dougl s Reffner

Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W 'ASHINCTO% 0f2146

November 18, 1992

William A. Dossey
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission ("Commission") received a complaint fromRalph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that timeyou were given a copy of the complaint and informed that aresponse to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days ofCN4 receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9, 1992,you were notified that the Commission received additionalinformation from the complainant pertaining to the allegationsin the complaint. Copies of this additional information were
given to you at that time.

On November 13, 1992, the Commission again receivedCadditional information from the complainant pertaining to theallegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,
il T

Crai Doug'as Ref f er

Attorney

Enclosure
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hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Defeated 1992 Republican candidate for
the First Congressional Seat, District 1, Florida.

The following is an addendum to my affidavits dated August 26, 1992
and October 19, 1992. I have acquired new information that was not
available before; hence, the reason for this update. Again, due to
the numerous irregularities and errors in Mr. Ketchel's Reports of
Receipts & Disbursements to the Federal Election Commission I
strongly urge a full audit of his financial reports. I request
that this audit go back to 1990 when he was a congressional
candidate running against Congressman Earl Hutto.

It is during this campaign against Mr. Hutto that Mr. Ketchel
incurred on November 26, 1990, his errant $32,000.00 Loan from the
Vanguard Bank & Trust, 300 Mary Ester Cut-Off, Mary Ester, Florida
32569. The due date on this loan is listed in his Schedule C as
November 25, 1991 with an interest rate of 10.0%. Mr. Ketchel
lists himself as the guarantor of this loan. Furthermore, he lists
as his employer "Henry, Monroig & Ketchel."

The history of this loan as shown in his Disbursements shows that
he is only making interest payments. I reiterate the record as
follows:

March 8, 1991
July 11, 1991
September 9, 1991
December 6, 1991
February 27, 1992
June 2, 1992
Total Interest

$792.27
$862.25
$809.88
$850.37
$785.62

$4,853.69

Affiant's Initialso

pin fda 32507
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In Mr. Retchel's Reports of Receipts & Disbursements up to the
period covering from July 1, 1992 through August 12, 1992 he still
continues to list in Schedule C the following as concerns his
Vanguard Bank Loan for $32,000.00.

Date Incurred: November 26, 1990
Due Date: November 25, 1992
Interest: 10.0%

In Hr. Ketchel's latest Reports of Receipts & Disbursement to the
Federal Election Commission for the periods covering from August
13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 and October 1, 1992 through
October 14, 1992 he shows the following on his $32,000.00 loan from
the Vanguard Bank in his Schedule C.

Date Incurred: November 26, 1991
Due Date: February 26, 1993
Interest: 8.5%
Renegotiated: February 26, 1992

ZN
It is interesting to note that Mr. Ketchel did not list his

C\ renegotiated loan in his Schedule C of his Report of Receipts &
Disbursements covering the period from January 1, 1992 through
March 31, 1992 and other previous reports. Why did he wait until
his Report of Receipts & Disbursements covering the period from
August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 to list in his Schedule

O. C that he had renegotiated this loan as of February 26, 1992? This
report was dated October 15, 1992.

What is even more interesting is that Mr. Ketchel had no idea that
I was pursuing his loan difficulties and other matters in his
Reports of Receipts & Disbursements until he was notified by the
Federal Election Commission. I received a letter from Ms. Lisa 9.

C1 Klein, Assistant General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20463 in regards to my initial affidavit dated

nAugust 26, 1992 stating the following:

C11 "This letter acknowledges receipt on August 31, 1992, of your
complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act"), by Terrance R.
Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress'92 and William A. Dossey, as
treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William A. Dossey, and
Henry, Honroig & Ketchel. The respondents will be notified of
this complaint within five days."

The earliest Mr. Ketchel could have known about my complaint would
be September 7, 1992. Is Mr. Ketchel acting after the fact trying
to cover for himself?

Page 2 of 11 Pages Affiant's Initials



The due date on this loan was originally November 25, 1991. Mr.
Ketchel by his hand shows that he did not renegotiate this loan
until February 26, 1992 which is 91 days after the due date of
November 25, 1991.

Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 Vanguard Bank loan does not meet the
criteria set forth in 11 CFR Ch. I (1-1-92 Edition) 100.07(b)(l1);
i.e., it is a prohibited contribution. Even with the renegotiation
of this loan on February 26, 1992 the history clearly shows that
this loan does not follow a payment schedule or amortization
schedule. This loan still continues to be an errant loan!

Since Mr. Ketchel renegotiated his loan he has now gone 5 months
without making any payment on this loan since June 2, 1992. He
last made an "Interest Payment" of $735.30 on June 2, 1992.

The rules of banking that Mr. Ketchel is following and that the
Vanguard Bank & Trust is allowing defy logic. I doubt that this
sort of monkeyshines is allowed by the banking industry. I, too,
would like a loan that anytime I felt like throwing a nickel at it
I could, and not have to worry if I did not. The bank regulators

CN have missed their cue on this one, just as the Federal Election
Commission has.

Mr. Ketchel has run for Congress twice. He was a congressionalaide to Congressman Guy Vander Jagt who headed up the National

0% Republican Committee for Congress (NRCC). He has worked in other
congressional elections. Also, consider the fact that Mr. Ketchel

011 is an attorney with a concentration in Real Estate Law; Corporate
Law; Commercial Law; and Franchise Law. His law firm represents
several banks (see Martindale - Hubble Law Directory 1992, FL242B).
One would expect Mr. Ketchel to be very knowledgeable in Banking
and Federal Election Campaign rules by now.

C% I urge the Commission to subpoena the entire bank files as concerns
Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 loan with the Vanguard Bank & Trust. This
should include all checks - front and back. This information
should be shared with banking regulators both State and Federal.
Furthermore, the Department of Treasury, Internal Revenue Services,
Atlanta, Georgia should also be appraised for taxation purposes...
It appears that more than just the Federal Election Commission laws
have been violated!

The Commission needs to examine Mr. Ketchel's Disbursements vs. his
Schedule C account concerning loans and the repayment thereof. Mr.
Ketchel's record on disbursements as of his last report I have
received covering the period from October 1, 1992 through October
14, 1992 shows the following "Loan Repayments."

Page 3 of 11 Pages Affiant's Initials



8/16/90
1/31/91
3/12/91
8/10/91
7/1/91
12/16/91
12/23/91
2/3/92
2/20/92
6/9/92
6/25/92
5/20/92
5/11/92
6/1/92
6/5/92
7/1/92
7/12/92
7/17/92
7/24/92

$2,000.00
$2,292.00
$250.00
$750.00
$200.00

$2,700.00
$250.00
$500.00
$325.00
$100.00
$100.00

$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,000.00

$50.00
$900.00
$100.00
$100.00

Total "Loan Repayment" listed
$14,617.00.

in Mr. Ketchel's disbursements is

In Mr. Ketchel's Schedule C up to the period covering from October
1, 1992 through October 14, 1992 he lists the following loans.

Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:
Date Incurred:

6/29/90
9/10/90
10/15/90
10/17/90
11/9/90
11/26/90
blank
3/8/91
11/26/90
11/8/90
3/2/92
7/8/92

$10,000.00
$3,259.55
$2,200.00
$1,000.00
$2,500.00
$32,000.00
$1,000.00

$250.00
$3,259.55
$2,500.00

$500.00
$900.00

Total loans listed in Schedule C amount to $56,869.10 in Mr.
Ketchel's Reports of Receipts & Disbursements for the period
covering from July 1, 1992 through September 12, 1992. He shows a
debt balance of $32,000.00 at this time.

If you take Mr. Ketchel's total loans of $56,869.10 minus his
$32,000.00 debt balance shown in his last statement you will have
a balance of $24,869.10. Of this debt balance Mr. Ketchel paid
$14,617.00 in "Loan Repayments" as shown in his disbursements.
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This will still leave Mr. Ketchel owing $10,252.10 on top of his
$32,000.00 Vanguard Bank loan.

The numbers do not compute. Mr. Ketchel must show a resolution to
this debt still owed of $10,252.10. What happened to these monies?

Other interesting points are that Mr. Ketchel list loans and for
the Endorsers or Guarantor he lists "N/A." He also has a $1,000.00
loan in which he does not list a date incurred, due date, or
interest rate...

The following is a phenomenon that defies mathematical logic and
the odds of probability concerning his Debts & Obligations. I
raised this issue earlier in my previous affidavit. To have 6
consecutive statements end in 55 cents does not compute.

When you examine further Mr. Ketchel's Disbursements and his
Schedule C as concerns his loans and amounts paid on these loans
the odds become even greater and the mathematical probability even

C.- more far fetched!

When one considers the numerous errors and dealing with odd and
even numbers etcetera the gap grows greater. We must also take
into consideration that these numbers are coming from two different

OP sources. One source is his debts from Schedule C and the other is
obligations from Schedule D. The combination of Schedule C &

O0 Schedule D added together give us his total Debts & Obligations on
the cover page of his Reports of Receipts & Disbursements on Line
10.

The following is a list of all the statements I have to date on Mr.
Ketchel listing his Obligations & Debts on Line 10 of his Reports
of Receipts & Disbursements:

STATEMENT COVERING PERIOD DEBTS & OBLIGATIONS

January 1, 1990 through August 15, 1990 0

July 1, 1990 through September 30, 1990 $10,000.00

August 16, 1990 through September 30, 1990 $20,658.28

September 1, 1990 through September 17, 1990 $23,976.05

November 18, 1990 through November 26, 1990 $48,959.55*
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November 27, 1990 through December 31, 1990

January 1, 1991 through June 30, 1991 $40,667.55*

June 1, 1991 through December 31, 1991 $36,767.55*

January 1, 1992 through March 31, 1992 $36,442.55*

April 1, 1992 through June 30, 1992 $32,242.55*

July 1, 1992 through August 12, 1992 $32,000.00

August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 $32,000.00

October 1, 1992 through October 14, 1992 $32,000.00

In my previous affidavit I brought to your attention a simple
mathematical error in Mr. Ketchel's Schedule D, Obligations that in
itself would negate the 55 Cents ending balance. This is one of

No many.

C Let us look at Mr. Ketchel's Schedule C, Debts. All his loans end
in 0 Cents except two. These loans are both in the amount of
$3,259.55. One was incurred on September 10, 1990 and the other

_ was incurred on November 26, 1990. The Cents ending of these two
loans would end in 10 Cents which in turn would negate a 55 Cent

0,-, ending.

01 To further negate this 55 Cent ending one must take into account
that Mr. Ketchel still has yet to pay off $10,252.10 as shown in
his Disbursements for the amount paid out for loans to date. Mr.
Ketchel has yet to bring to a resolution the matter of settling up
his debts.

C
How in Mr. Ketchel's last three Reports of Receipts & Disbursements
does he now end up with a balance of $32,000.00 for Debts &
Obligations, Line 10? The odds and probability are against Mr.
Ketchel!

Another unusual phenomena in Mr. Ketchel's innovative accounting
that I question are his drawls on "Living Expenses." Upon
examination you will find many disbursements that are quite vague
(What are "Living Expenses?"). They are for unusually large and
even amounts of money that are chronologically very close together.
For example: All Mr. Ketchel's "Living Expenses" were drawn in a
two month time frame. It is odd that he pays himself for meals,
travel, and lodging as well as living expenses.
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I gave you Mr. Ketchel's "Living Expenses" for 1990. They were as
follows:

6/3/90 $1,500.00
6/13/90 $1,500.00
7/18/90 $1,900.00
7/31/90 $1,933.75

For this period only Mr. Ketchel drew a total of $6,833.75 for
"Living Expenses." Mr. Ketchel made no further draws for "Living
Expenses" until August 17, 1992. I question why?

Now in Mr. Ketchel's Reports of Receipts & Disbursements for the
period covering from August 13, 1992 through September 9, 1992
again makes draws for "Living Expenses." They are as follows:

8/17/92 $500.00
8/25/92 $400.00
9/8/92 $500.00
9/10/92 $500.00
9/15/92 $155.00

CN 9/17/92 $250.00
9/22/92 $1,000.00

1-0 9/28/92 $1,000.00

Total draws for "Living Expenses" this period is $4,305.00

In Mr. Ketchel's Reports of Receipts & Disbursements for the period
covering from October 1, 1992 through October 14, 1992 he made the
following draws for "Living Expenses." They are as follows:

10/7/92 $700.00
10/9/92 $600.00

C 10/14/92 $100.00

V) Total draws for "Living Expenses" this period is $1,400.00

Mr. Ketchel's draws on "Living Expenses" for 1992 to date are
$5,705.00. Again, even if he goes up to the General Election he
will be drawing "Living Expenses" over a two month period.

Mr. Ketchel's combined total of "Living Expenses" for 1990 and 1992
to date are $12,538.75.

When the population distribution and boundaries of the First
Congressional District are taken into account it is hard to fathom
his need for thousands of dollars in living expenses. Mr. Ketchel
lives in the Southern Central part of the district. On can drive
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from one point to any part of the district in a matter of minutes
to an hour and a half for the extremities East, West, and North.
Ak maximum distance of no more than 100 miles either way.

Even though there is no limit on living expenses for a candidate,
the fact that he drew living expenses for only these two short
periods in 1990 and 1992 raises questions as to why not throughout
his entire campaigns? An examination of his receipts for these
periods will show where his monies went. The Federal Election
Commission needs to look at these disbursements more closely...

The Commission needs to look more closely at Mr. Ketchel's
Financial Disclosure Statements for the period covering January 1,
1990 through December 1, 1991 and January 1, 1991 through April 15,
1992. 1 have brought this matter to your attention before, now
there is additional information to be brought out.

CO Mr. Ketchel fails to lists his loans of $10,000.00 or more as
required in Part IV - Liabilities. There is his $10,000.00 loan as

C\; of June 29, 1990. A $32,000.00 loan from the Vanguard Bank as of
November 26, 1990. Plus there are two shareholder loans for

~r) $53,284.50 and $53,133.00 which are listed as income in his
Financial Disclosure Statement. A loan is a liability, not income.
None of these loans are listed in liabilities.

In Part I - Income Mr. Ketchel indicates to us a very modest income
CN by the amounts shown. For the Statement of January 1, 1990 through

December 1, 1991 he shows salary for the "Current Year to Filing"
of $3,750.00 and for the "Preceding Year' a salary of $28,456.00.
Now for the period covering from January 1, 1991 through April 15,
1992 he shows a salary for the "Current Year to Filingw of
$5,250.00 and for the "Preceding Year" a salary of $4,500.00. an
this small amount of income how can he possibly even meet his loan
repayments on his many debts?

One other item. Mr. Ketchel fails to list himself as the managing
Partner of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel Attorneys At Law (see campaign
flyers). Certainly he must receive some compensation as the
managing partner of a substantial law firm... Furthermore, Mr.
Ketchel fails to list his position of managing partner in Part V -
Positions.

We cannot discount his other debts throughout his campaigns which
amounted to a total of $24,869.10. Add this to all his other debts
and loans his total would be $163,286.60. His savings amount to
approximately $18,000.00 to $33,000.00 as shown in Part II and III
-Assets and "Unearned Income."
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The appearance is that Mr. Ketchel is not reporting all. I cannot
say whether Hr. Ketchel has any other debts, but if he does, it can
only compound the differentiation of income and liabilities already
listed!

The above appear to be in violation of 5 U.S.C. app. 6 & 104 and 18
U.S.C. & 1001. The Financial Disclosure Statement is required by
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, as amended (5 U.S.C. app. 6
& 101 et seq.).

Mr. Ketchel qualified as a congressional candidate by petition. He
made a big issue about his qualifying by petition. Now I brought
to your attention in my previous affidavit the fact that Mr.
Ketchel shows in his Reports of Receipts & Disbursements that he
paid $141.30 for petition fees to the Okaloosa County Supervisor of
Elections, Crestview, Florida. Mr. Ketchel fails to show any
payments to other Supervisors of Elections for petitions and any

IN additional payments to the Okaloosa Supervisor of Elections for
petitions in his disbursements.

CN
Mr. Ketchel turned in 4008 petitions to the Supervisor of Elections
in Okaloosa County, Florida. Of this number turned in only 3749
were certified. 259 were rejected giving a rejection rate of 6%
which is unusually low.

The cost per petition is 10 Cents for processing. Having turned in
0O. 4008 petition in Okaloosa County Hr. Ketchel would owe $400.80 for
- processing. Having only paid $141.30 out of $400.80 owed he comes

up short $259.50.

The following is a list of petitions certified for Mr. Ketchel from
c the Florida Director of Elections, Tallahassee, Florida:

CERTIFIED

Escambia 834
Santa Rosa 625
Okaloosa 3,749 Turned in 4008 Petitions
Walton 200
Holmes 1
Bay 125
Pasco 2
Alachua 53
Hernando 2
Columbia 1
Duval 60
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Lafayette 1
Suwannee 2
Total Certified 5,655

5625 petitions are needed to qualify as a congressional candidate.
Mr. Ketchel was 30 petitions over the qualifying number. Based on
the total number certified only, Mr. Ketchel would have to pay
$565.50. Having paid only $141.30 for petitions as shown in his
disbursements he is short $424.20. This number should be greater
because I have not included the total number of petitions Mr.
Ketchel has turned in.

Mr. Ketchel says he paid the petition fees, yet he shows no
disbursement of funds for petitions other than Okaloosa County.
The deadline for paying the petition fees was July 10, 1992 to be
certified. Now if Mr. Ketchel wishes to he can still pay these
fees even to date if he has not yet paid them. Where are Mr.
Ketchel's disbursements? It would be interesting to see the
canceled checks - front and back, plus documentation from the
various Supervisors of Elections as to whether he paid or not.
This needs to be documented.

To date I have copies of thirteen letters to Mr. Ketchel from the
Reports Analysis Division of the Federal Election Commission. The
dates of these letters is as follows:

August 21, 1990
September 13, 1990

1-0 September 18, 1990
October 11, 1990
November 27, 1990

C-_ December 7, 1990
December 20, 1990
January 2, 1991
January 24, 1991
September 20, 1991
March 24, 1992
July 7, 1992
July 30, 1992

The Federal Election Commission has found time to write Mr. Ketchel
on many what I would call trivia matter. In my conversations with
the Federal Election Commission I have been given excuses ranging
from they have to deal with thousands upon thousands of reports,
short on personnel, etcetera. Yet, they find time to deal with
trivia... After seeing Mr. Ketchel's reports to the Federal
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Election Commission and other agencies, I am appalled at what has
been missed or overlooked. When I look at the numerous errors,
omissions, mathematical mistakes, transposing errors, double
entries, illegal contributions, and other gross oversights, I
cannot help but wonder why even have a Federal Election Commission.

Mr. Ketchel's records are sloppy at best. Is this inadvertent,
intentional, stupid, or what? Apparently the Federal Election
Commission has missed a lot! More will follow...

Copies of this affidavit will be sent to the appropriate parties.

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFIRMANT' S SIGNATURE
Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P625726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
If) before me at Pensacola. Florida.

on this j3, day November. 1992

Cathy D. Booth
0% AA690681

NOTARy p1,SUC. STATE OF FLORIA.
UTy COg"ISSION ]EXPIRS: .ULY. 12. 'toLow OTy R Vu PUSL&, uP5OSMIJ1116
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 10, 1992

Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on December 1, 1992, of the
supplement to the complaint you filed on August 31, 1992, against

ITerrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William A.
Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William A. Dossey,
and Henry, Nonroig & Ketchel. The respondents will be sent copies
of the supplement. You will be notified as soon as the Federal

!-0 Election Commission takes final action on your complaint.

C Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 10, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
26 N.W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a" -copy of the complaint and informed that a response to theUcomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

C
On December 1, 1992, the Commission again received additional0information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations inCthe complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

0Sincerely,

Cr7 DoQ 2 aRI no
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION CONiMISSION

December 10, 1992

William A. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
P. O. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

C On December 1, 1992, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at0 (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougas Refiner

Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\% SHI%(, I()% [ ( : 4U.

December 10, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

C

On December 1, 1992, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in

01- the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

(D If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

Nr

Sincerely,

Ca~Dou7s Ref &rr
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 10, 1992

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust Company was
notified that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
from Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of

0the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that
time Vanguard Bank & Trust Company given a copy of the complaint
and informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of the notification.

On December 1, 1992t the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in0*. the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

0% If you have any questions, please contact me at

0(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Crai Ref
0tt our ne

Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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December 10, 1992

William A. Dossey
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election

rN. Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 1, 1992, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.O%

0O1 If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

C3

Sincerely,

Craig Doug s Re 'FAttorney

Enclosure
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AFFIDAVIT .

COMONWA T_______

STATE OF FLORIDA )

as:

COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA

PARRISH } )
I. Raliph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lauoon Boulevard. Pensacola.
Florida 32507

hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

cO Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated Republican
candidate for the First Congressional Seat, District 1, Florida.

The following is an addendum to my previous affidavit of October
c 19, 1992. Due to the lack of clarity and consistency in Mr.

Ketchel's "Report of Receipts & Disbursementsm it is most difficult
01 to make any determination as to aggregate amounts contributed

toward a particular election. It is impossible to determine
0 1 whether the contributions are from individuals, a comittee or

group, multicandidate committee, or whatever. It appears that many
of Mr. Ketchel's contributors have exceeded the $1,000.00 limit per
separate election. I an bringing to the attention of the FEC what
I believe are individual contributions that have exceeded the

C". $1,000.00 limit.

On the Republican side Mr. Ketchel ran unopposed in 1990. "A
primary election which is not held because the candidate was
nominated by a caucus or convention with authority to nominate is
not a separate election for the purposes of limitations on
contributions of this section" 110.1(j)(4). In 1990 there was only
a General Election, The significance here is that this would place
even greater financial restraints on Mr. Ketchel's contributions.
All contributions would apply toward the general election.

The following appear to me to have exceeded the $1,000.00
contribution limit per separate election:
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A. Full Name, Mailing
Address & Zip

Name of Employer Date Amount

1990

Tom Walton
P.O. Box 122
Shalimar, Fl. 32579

Tom Walton
P.O. Box 122
Shalimar, Fl. 32579

Tom Walton
P.O. Box 122
Shalimar, Fl. 32579

Self 4/16/90 $500.00
Occupation - Sec. - Treas.

Aggregate year to date $1,000.00

Okaloosa Asphalt
Sec. - Treas.

5/17/90 $500.00

Aggregate year to date $1,000.00

Self
Occupation - Investo

8/14/90 $1,000.00

The math is not right here. If on 4/16/90 Mr. Ketchel shows a
Aggregate year to date balance of $1,000.00, then by adding Mr.
Walton's $1,000.00 Aggregate year to date balance May 17, 1990
would give an Aggregate year to date balance of $2,000.00. On top
of this we add his $1,000.00 contribution for 8/14/90 which will
give an aggregate year to date balance of $3,000.00. This means he
is $2,000.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual per separate
election.

Furthermore, there is no designation for the contribution dated May
17, 1990. The contributions for April 16, 1990 and August 14, 1990
are designated for the primary election. Since there was no
primary election the limitations on contributions is for the
general election only (see 110.1(J)(4).

Felix A. Beukenkamp
101 Baywind Drive
Niceville, Fl. 32578

Self 4/30/90 $1,000.00
Occupation - Developer

Aggregate year to date $1,450.00

The Aggregate year to date balance of $1,450.00 clearly shows Mr.
Beukenkamp is $450.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual per
separate election - the General Election.

Felix Beukenhamp
101 Baywind Dr.
Niceville, Fl. 32578

Self-Employed 5/23/90 $450.00
Occupation Developer In-Kind rec.

Aggregate year to date $1,430.00

Mr. Beukenkamp's Aggregate year to date balance of $1,430.00 places
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0 0

him $430.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual contribution
per separate election - the General Election.

Felix Beukenkamp
101 Baywind Dr.
Niceville, Fl. 32578

Shalimar Develop. 9/28/90 $397.00
Corp. In-Kind

Aggregate year to date $1,397.00

Mr. Beukenkamp's Aggregate year to date balance of $1,397.00 places
him $397.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual contribution
per separate election - the General Election.

Felix A. Beukenkamp
101 Baywind Dr.
Niceville, Fl. 32578

10/31/90 $250.00

Aggregate year to date $1,250.00

What is interesting is that in Mr. Beukenkamp's Aggregate year to
date balances he lists a decrease instead of increase. This makes
no sense. His contributions do not even add up to any of his
Aggregate year to date balances.

Mr. Beukenkamp's Aggregate year to date balance for April 30, 1990
is listed as $1,450.00. He makes an in-kind contribution on April
23, 1990 of $450.00 and lists his Aggregate year to date balance as
$1,430.00. Both of these contributions are designated for the
primary election. The result is a $450.00 contribution in excess
of the $1,000.00 limit per individual per separate election.

His other two contributions on September 28, 1990 for $397.00 and
on October 31, 1990 for $250.00 are designated for the general
election. This is immaterial for there was no primary; i.e., for
the limitations on contributions there was only a general election
(see 110.1(J)(4).

Hugh E. Jones
4212 W. Fairfield Dr.
Pensacola, Fl. 32505

Urinette 6/28/90 $1,000.00
Self-Employed

Aggregate year to date $2,000.00

Mr. Jones shows a Aggregate year to date balance of $2,000.00. Mr.
Jones shows a designation for both the primary and general
election. Since there was no primary election the limitations per
individual applies only to the general election (see 110.1(j)(4).

Jim Harris Norton Insurance
121 Edward Lane Salesman
Ft. Walton Beach, Fl. 32548

4/2/90 $2,000.00
In-Kind rec.

The individual campaign contribution limit is $1,000.00 per
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separate election - the General Election; therefore, with Mr.
Harris' $2,000.00 In-Kind Contribution he is $1,000.00 over the
limit.

Amanda A. Harris Homemaker
121 Edwards Lane
Ft. Walton Beach, Fl. 32548

4/2/90 $2,000.00
Ink-Rind rec.

The individual campaign contribution limit is $1,000.00 per
separate election. The Harris showed a designation for both the
primary and general election. Since there was no primary election
the limitation applies only to the general election (see
110.1(j)(4).

The Harris together are $2,000.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per
individual per separate election - the General Election.

Ron Yirigoyen
9034 Gulf Breeze Pkwy.
Gulf Breeze, Fl. 32569

Self 4/18/90
Occupation - Sign Company

$1,040.00
In-Kind re.

Mr. Yirigoyen is $40.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual
)contribution per separate election. Mr. Yirigoyen shows a

designation for both the primary and general election. Since there
was no primary election the limitation applies only to the general
election (see 110.1(j)(4).

Vickie Hughes U.S. Government
1100 Crosswinds Landing #2 Nurse
Ft. Walton Beach, Fl.

5/9/90 $1,700.00
In-ind rec.

Ms. Hughes is $700.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual per
separate election.Ns. Hughes shows a designation for both the
primary and the general election. Since there was no primary
election the limitation applies only to the general election.

Darren Shields
4117 S.W. 201 Ave. #351
Gainesville. Fl. 32607

5/11/90 $2,000.00
In-Kind rec.

Ms. Shields fails to show her employer or her occupation. Her
$2,000.00 In-Kind contribution places her $1,000.00 over the
$1,000.00 limit per individual per separate election. Ms. Shields

Page 4 of 7 Pages Affiant's Initialsg



shows a designation for both the primary and the general election.
Since there was no primary election the limitation applies only to
the general election (see 110.1(j)(4).

Gary Pearson
Marihoro St.
Shalimar, Fl. 32579

Self 5/9/90 $1,500.00
occupation - Car Dealership In-Kind rec.

The $1,500.00 contribution places Mr. Pearson $500.00 over the
$1,000.00 limit per individual per separate election. Mr. Pearson
shows a designation for both the primary and the general election.
Since there was no primary election the limitation applies only to
the general election (see 110.1(j)(4).

William A. Pullum
Rt. 1 Box 5
Mary Ester, Fl. 32569

Self 8/31/90 $500.00
Occupation - Real Estate

Aggregate year to date $1,500.00

Mr. Pullum is $500.00 over the $1,000.00 limit per individual
contribution per separate election. Mr. Pullum shows a designation
for the general election only. Since there was no primary election
the limitation applies only to the general election (see
110.1(j) (4).

Allyn C. Donaldson Retired
Rt. 1 Box 365
Santa Rosa Beach, Fl. 32459

4/10/90 $500.00

Allyn C. Donaldson (Blanche) Retired 6/26/90 $300.00
Rt. 1 Box 3560 Aggregate year to date $800.00
Santa Rosa Beach, Fl. 32459

Allyn C. Donaldson
Rt. 1 3560 Retired
Santa Rosa Beach, Fl. 32459

11/2/90 $500.00
Aggregate year to date $1,355.00

It is not clear whether these are joint contributions or just
exactly what type of contributions these are. if these are
individual contributions then Mr. Donaldson has exceeded the
$1,000.00 limit for an individual per separate election.

Regardless of the contributions, there is a simple mathematical
error. $500.00 + $500.00 + $300.00 = $1,300.00, NOT $1,355.00 as
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shown for the Aggregate year to date balance dated 11/2/90. There
is a $55.00 error.

All Mr. Johnson's contributions are designated for the primary
election.

From the above it appears that we are looking at thousands of
dollars in excessive contributions over the $1,000.00 limit per
individual per separate election.

Mr. Ketchel throughout his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements"
fails to keep up with his aggregate amounts. In most cases he
never lists an aggregate amount - it's a hit and miss affair. Many
of his aggregate numbers are in error. This makes checking his
total contributions per individual very difficult to determine.
Because of the many errors the only sure way is to go through his
reports page by page and do your own math.

,V) A contribution must be deposited within 10 days of the treasurer's
receipt, otherwise returned within 10 days to the contributor.
Redesignation or reattribution must be accomplished within 60 days,
or the committee must refund the excessive portion of the
contribution and disclose the refund on its next report (see

C- 103.3(b)(3) and 104.8(d)(4). The FEC encourages the committee
treasurer to make a determination within 30 days as to whether a
contribution exceeds the contributor's limit or the campaign's net
outstanding debts. This is to allow the committee sufficient time
to act within the 60 day time limit. All of Mr. Ketchel's
excessive contributions I have listed above exceed the 60 day limit
for redesignations and reattributionst

When excessive contributions that may exceed the contribution
cr' limits or net debts outstanding to the campaign are deposited, the

committee must make sure that the funds are not spent since they
may have to be refunded. These monies may be kept either in the
campaign depository or a separate account used solely for the
deposits of possible illegal contributions (see 103.3(b)(4). It
appears that Mr. Ketchel may not have had sufficient funds
available in some of his statements to cover the many excessive
contributions.

Every time I talk with the FEC they always seem to be short of
personnel and are swamped with an overload, especially during an
election year. Concerning Mr. Ketchel's "Financial Disclosure
Statement," the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct told me
that they accept the report based on a candidate's word. They only
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do a desk top cursory review. The reason for this, they say, is
they have neither the resources nor personnel to verify these
statements.

"A primary election which is not held because a candidate was

nominated by a caucus or convention with authority to nominate is
not a separate election for the purposes of the limitations on
contributions of this section." (110.1(j)(4). Knowing this I
cannot help but wonder if the FEC verifies all its facts. Does it
check the elections it oversees as to whether or not there is a
primary, a run-off, or a general election? Did the FEC know there
was no primary election and only a general election in the First
Congressional District of Florida in 1990?

Must the FEC depend upon the candidate's word as to how many
separate elections there are? I cannot help but wonder if the FEC
knew there was not a congressional primary in the First
Congressional District of Florida in 1990. It appears they do not
know what was going on. Mr. Ketchel designated contributions to
both the primary and general election in his "Report of Receipts &
Disbursements."

Mr. Ketchel is an attorney with a concentration in Real Estate Law;
Corporate Law; Commercial Law; and Franchise Law. His law firm

P represents several banks (see Martindale - Hubble Law Directory
1992, FL242B). Mr. Ketchel worked several years as a legislative

C assistant to Congressman Guy Vander Jagt (R), Michigan. Mr. Vander
01 Jaqt headed the National Republican Congressional Committee (NCC).

Mr. Ketchel's wife Carolyn also worked for Congressman Vander Jagt.
ON Aside from his past two campaigns for congress against Congressman

Earl Hutto (D), Panama City, Florida, he has worked in other
congressional elections.

Mr. Ketchel appears to have rather extensive knowledge in finance
through his background in law. He also seems to be a person who
should be well versed in congressional campaigns considering his
political background. Are these mistakes inadvertent or by design?
I would appreciate the FEC looking into this matter and taking
appropriate measures.

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFIRMANT' S SIGNATURE
Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P625726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me,t Penscola. Florida.

this day7 P eal
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Company /

23 S JOHN SIMS PARKWAY VALPARAISO. FL 32580 (904) 676-4141
New Telephone Number (904) 729-5500

Mary Esther Office (904) 664-9562
Facsimile (904) 664-9590

December 17, 1992 ,-

EXPRESS MAIL _J

Mr.Craig Douglas Reffner
Federal Election Commission L -
Office of General Counsel ""
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner

This letter is in response to your letter dated November 18, 1992, concerning the
above-referenced complaim filed against a candidate for federal office in connection with a
loan from Vanguard Bank & Trust Company to that candidate.

The loan in question was made in the ordinary course of business and is current.
Although the borrower has made no principal payments on the loan, he is current on the
interest payments, which are due and payable quarterly.

The loan was renewed on February 26, 1992; the maturity date for the renewed loan

is February 26, 1993.

The loan officer responsible for renewal of the loan has discussed with the borrower
plans for reduction of the principal indebtedness. It is currently anticipated and ha been
communicated by the loan officer to the borrower that in the event that the loan is not paid
off at maturity on February 26, 1993, the loan will be placed on a scheduled repayment
plan.

Rngir 1: Farrar
President

RLF:mrm



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 24, 1992

Mr. Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on December 18, 1992, of the
'0 amendment to the complaint you filed on August 31, 1992, against

Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William H.
Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William H. Dossey,
and Henry, Monroig & Ketchel. These respondents as well as the
other Respondents identified in your amendment, Tom Walton,
Felix A. Beukenkamp, Hugh Z. Jones, Jim Harris, Amanda Harris,
Ron Yirigoyen, Vickie Hughes, Darren Shields, Gary Pearson,
William A. Pullman, and Allyn C. Donaldson, will be sent copies of

01% the amendment. You will be notified as soon as the Federal
Election Commission takes final action on your complaint.

Sincerely,

C

Craig Douglas!Reffne
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION\

December 24, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, Managing Partner
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
26 N.W. Racetrack Road
Suite F
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, Henry, Monroig & Ketchel was notified
that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint from
Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel was given a copy of the complaint and
informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted

c within 15 days of receipt of the notification.

On December 18, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, Henry, Nonroig & Ketchel is hereby afforded an
additional 15 days in which to respond to the allegations.

C If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

r , Sincerely,

raig oula ffne
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 24, 1992

William H. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:
co On September 2, 1992t You were notified that the Federal

Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given acopy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 18, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which

C to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

&s ./

Attorney

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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December 24, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel
c/o Ketchel & Brown
26 N. W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

CY% On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On December 18, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Dourney s Reff
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 24, 1992

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust was notified that
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F.
Perkinj alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
Vanguard Bank & Trust was given a copy of the complaint and
informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of the notification.

On December 18, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in

01 the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original

Cl) complaint, Vanguard Sank & Trust is hereby afforded an additional
15 days in which to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Dougla s ffner /

Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

December 24, 1992

William H. Dossey
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalElection Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkinsalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a-- copy of the complaint and informed that a response to thecomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

Ln On December 18, 1992, the Commission received additional0 information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations inthe complaint. enclosed is a copy of this additional information.0- As this new information is considered an amendment to the originalcomplaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which0O1 to respond to the allegations.

C", If you have any questions, please contact me at
N3, (202) 219-3400

C Sincerely,

Crai~g/ougla Reffn
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELE( lIO) ( (),%MI. 1SS1I()k

December 24, 1992

Allyn C. Donaldson
Rt. 1, Box 3560
Santa Rosa Beach, Florida 32459

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Donaldson:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

LU) relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your

Cresponse, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications

r-. from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely

isa E li
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL E[ (T I(Io ( OJMMISSI 

or, December 24, 1992

William A. Pullman
Rt. 1, Box 5
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Pullman:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that you may have violated the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint isenclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer tothis number in all future correspondence.

n Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in this matter...n Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe arerelevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Whereappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If noresponse is received within 15 days, the Commission may take furtheraction based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 4 37g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify theNCommission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizingsuch counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig DouglasReffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of theCommission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

is eneral Counse

istn Geeal eu
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 24, 1992

Darren Shields
4117 S. W. 20th Avenue, #351
Gainesville, Florida 32607

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Shields:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe arerelevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Whereappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no0 response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, pleaseC' advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

L E lin
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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A December 24, 1992

Vickie Hughes
1100 Crosswinds Landing, #2
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32548

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Hughes:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

trO Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your

C" response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the

N3, Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, pleaseC advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 24, 1992

Ron Yirigoyen
9034 Gulf Breeze Parkway
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Yirigoyen:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
" - Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe arerelevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Whereappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your

C" response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincere

As tant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 24,1992

Amanda Harris
121 Edwards Lane
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32548

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Harris:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

If) appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
C response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,

must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
0O. response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further

action based on the available information.
ON

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the

N7 Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

istant era l Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO\

liii LADecember 24, 1992

Jim Harris
121 Edward Lane
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32548

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Harris:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

C appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing

r such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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1$11) December 24, 1992

Hugh E. Jones
4212 W. Fairfield Drive
Pensacola, Florida 32505

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Jones:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

CUnder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.

fl Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commissionos analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(a) and I 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please

C" advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

OaE. lin
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 24, 1992

Felix A. Beukenkamp
101 Baywind Drive
Niceville, Florida 32578

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Beukenkamp:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Q Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

'P appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no

CN response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

0e E Kei
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 24, 1992

Tom Walton
P. 0. Box 122
Shalimar, Florida 32579

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Walton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe aret - relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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December 29, 1992

Gary Pearson
Pearson's Auto
West Highway 90
DeFuniak Springs, Florida 32433

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Walton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

'0 Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

7relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Li E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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COMMONWEALTH )__ _"

STATE OF FLORIDA.) "-

as: a

COUNTY OF -SCAMB ___

PARRISH

I,- Ralph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard. Pensacola,
Flrida 32507

hereby solemnly swear a affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated Republican
candidate for the First Congressional Seat, District 1, Florida.

In the 1990 congressional election Mr. Ketchel ran unopposed on the
C Republican ticket; therefore, there was no primary election.

Enclosed you will find excerpts from the "1990 Calendar and
OY Election Dates" compiled by the Division of Elections, Florida

Department of State, Jim Smith, Secretary of State, Tallahassee,
Florida. It list the First Primary as September 4, 1990, the
Second Primary as October 2, 1990, and the General Election as
November 6, 1990.

This calendar lists "DATES FOR CANDIDATES TO QUALIFY." For Federal
Candidates (Congressional Candidates) it lists the last date and
time for filing as "Noon May 11, 1990." Mr. Ketchel according to
his "ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS, SCHEDULE B" on page I of 4 pages lists
his "Candidate Filing" date as May 7, 1990. The amount of this
disbursement is for $5,370.00 to the Division of Elections, State
of Florida, Tallahassee, Florida. The disbursement is marked for
the Primary.

Mr. Ketchel's "Report of Receipts And Disbursements" (see reports
for periods covering April 1, 1990 through June 30, 1990 and July
1, 1990 through August 15, 1990) are clearly marked "Primary
Election." His disbursements and contributions received are also
clearly marked "Primary." In these reports he shows total
contributions of $73,228.51. His net operating expenditures were

Page I of 2 Pages Affiant's Initials



$71,281.67. I find these amounts to be exorbitant for a primary
election that never wasf

Terry Ketchel's expenses for a primary that never occurred in 1990
defy logic. Hr. Ketchel needs to give a full accounting of his
contributions and disbursements. There appears to be a lot of
loose money floating around that needs to be accounted for.
Because of his past performance he should be required to produce
canceled checks, receipts, itineraries, etc.

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement. of
fact and correct. )

AFFTrMANT' S SIGNATURE
Ralph F. Perkins
FDL 4 P265726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me at Pensacola. Florida.
on this 31 day December 1992

State of Florida
County of Escaobia

NotorY

e t Lynn ston
Comm# AA737614

: 1994.

Affiant's Initialsu

Page 2 of 2 Pages
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO% 0( 2C)461

January 12, 1993

Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grand Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on January 4, 1993, of
the amendment to the complaint you filed on August 31, 1992,
against Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and
William A. Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, William
A. Dossey, and Henry, Monroig & Ketchel. Terrance R. Ketchel
and Ketchel for Congress '92 and William A. Dossey, as
treasurer, will be sent a copy of the amendment. You will be
notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final
action on your complaint.

.. Sincerely,

c_ Craig Dougl s Reffne
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

January 12, 1993

William A. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission ("Commission") received a complaint from
Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
you were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9,
November 18, and December 10, 1992, you were notified that the
Commission received additional information from the complainant

Cpertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Copies of this
additional information were given to you at that time. You were
also notified on December 24, 1992, that the Commission received

Nan amendment to the original complaint. A copy of this
information was given to you and you were afforded an additional

CD 15 days to respond to the allegations.

On January 4, 1993, the Commission again received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the
allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information. As this new information is considered
an amendment to the original complaint, you are hereby afforded
an additional 15 days in which to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 204631

January 12, 1993

Terrance R. Ketchel
P. 0. Box 5456
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

on September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission ("Commission") received a complaint from
Ralph F. Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that timeyou were given a copy of the complaint and informed that a
response to the complaint should be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of the notification. Subsequently, on November 9,*) November 18, and December 10, 1992, you were notified that the
Commission received additional information from the complainant
pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. Copies of this
additional information were given to you at that time. You were
also notified on December 24, 1992, that the Commission received

CN an amendment to the original complaint. A copy of this
information was given to you and you were afforded an additional
15 days to respond to the allegations.

On January 4, 1993, the Commission again received
additional information from the complainant pertaining to the
allegations in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this
additional information. As this new information is considered
an amendment to the original complaint, you are hereby afforded

X an additional 15 days in which to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

Sincerely,

Craig Dougl s Reffn

Attorney

Enclosure



WilA F. STONE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

POST OFFICE BOX =3
FORT WALTON BEACH, FLORIDA 3492230

jil IS S 24 'S1 193
LEUMONE

("4) 243-5451

January 12, 1993

Federal Election Commission
Attn: Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

Please be advised that I represent Felix A. Beukenkamp in the able
referenced matter.

I am requesting an extension of time in which to respond to the
complaint against Mr. Beukenkamp. I have requested documentation
from Mr. Ketchel as evidenced by the enclosure, and need time to
review the requested records.

Please contact me immediately if there is any difficulty in
granting this request for an extension of 45 days.

Si r

WILIAI F. STONE

WFS:bd

Encl.

cc: Ralph F. Perkins
Mr. Felix A. Beukenkamp

0
:r L) ! !!" I'



WHILAM F STONE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

POST OFFICE BOX 22
FORT WALTON BEAC. FLORIDA 32549-2230

LEPHONE
(904) 243-3451

January 12, 1993

TERRANCE R. KETCHEL, ESQUIRE
26 N.W. Racetrack Rd., Suite F
Ft. Walton Beach, FL 32547

RE: Federal Election Campaign Funds
Felix A. Beukenkamp
WFS No. 93-003

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

Please be advised that I represent Felix A. Beukenkamp in the above

matter. Mr. Beukenkamp has been contacted by the Federal Election
Commission regarding an alleged violation of the Federal Election
Commission Act of 1971 with respect to his contributions to your
campaign. Enclosed please find a copy of the Affidavit by Ralph

Perkins which contains the allegations.

Please provide us with copies of your reports of receipts and
disbursements so that we may investigate the allegations made

against Mr. Beukenkamp.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,-'

WILLIAM F. STONE

WFS:bd

cc: Mr. Felix A. Beukenkamp
Federal Election Commission



* Route 1, Box 3560r~i 'S3Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459
L January 13, 1993

Lisa E. Klein, Assistant General CounselL
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Klein,

I am in receipt of your letter of December 24, 1992 concerning a complaint
bearinl- the subject niurl~r.

First, I am astounded to learn that the Federal Election Commission would
forward a complaint to those accused of violating a Federal Statute, without
even determining that the complaint is based on a violation of the Statute.
in this case, this Perkins person erroneously quotes the Statute to state

C'J that a contributor is limited to a total contribution of $1,000 to a con-
gressional condidate who is unopposed in the primary election. The Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 states:

110.1 (B)(1) - "No person shall make contributions to any candidate,
his or her authorized political conmmittee or agents

c with respect to any election for Federal office which,
in the aggregrate, exceeds $1,000."1

0%110.1 (J)(2) - "An election in which a candidate in unopposed is a separate
election for the purposes of the limitation on contribu-
tions of this section."

110.1 (J)(3) - "A primary or general election which is not held because
a candidate is unopposed or received a majority of votes
in a previous election is a separate election for the
purposes of the limitations on contributions of this section."

C7

rl~e)Based on the language in the Act, a cursory review of the complaint, by anyone
in your office, should have led to a return of this complaint to the comn-

011. plainer with appropriate remarks. I am, of course, assuming that your office
staff is familiar with the statutes under which it operates.

Second, I am Mr. Allyn C. Donaldson. Mrs. Blanche S. Donaldson is my wife
and all contributions are made on a joint basis.

Therefore, under "Perkins Law", our contribution limit is $2,000, and under
the "Act", our limit is $4,000 and the aggregrate year to date contribution
of $1,355 is well under both.

If you had reviewed this compliant, particularly the next to last paragraph,
it should have been obvious to you, as it is to me, that Parkins is on some



9 0

sort of vendetta to discredit Terry Ketchel. He or she should be told to

go away and quit wasting the taxpayers money.

Your comments will be most appreciated.

Very truly yourS,

clii' //'~ 4 A

Al n C. Donaldson

att. Affidavit

cc: Terry Ketchel

Senator Connie Mack

L-

C

0,.
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AFFIDAVIT

We, Allyn C. Donaldson and Blanche S. Donaldson, do hereby solemnly
swear and affirm that all contributions to the 1990 campaign to elect
Terry Ketchel to the Florida First Congressional District seat were made
on a joint basis, and are, therefore, well within the limit of $2,000
per individual, or $4,000 per married couple, as stated in S 110.1 (B)(1),
(J)(2) and (J)(3) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1Q7 1as
amended.

AlIvt. Donaldson
/

~i:k ~

Blanche S. Donaldson

,///i/ 431~ t- cL
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JAMES W. HARRIS
P.O. Box 1048

FouT WALTON BEACH, FORIDA:

FEDERAL ETEC; , )N

COMMISSI4
MA34 ROOM

3,540 i s 6 o 1A "3
(904) 243-3105

January 14, 1993

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MVR 3597

ATTENTION: Craig Douglas Reffner

Dear Si r:

In regard to the letters dated December 24, 1992 sent to myself and my wife,
Amanda A. Harris, regarding the above referenced complaint, please see the

J,) attached correspondence. I feel that the attached properly addresses the
situation and that no further action needs to be taken.

Please review this and if you do not request further information, I will
assume that the matter is closed. This letter is written on behalf of
myself and my wife, Amanda A. Harris.

e iy

W. Harris



ATTOMMI's AT LAW

24 .yV. 3ACMMM MD SUIZU F
YT. U ==lCNo MUM 32547

m ("4) S2-6S9
13!U 0) 6 141-2069

tit 1993

MAr. and Mrs. James Harris
121 Edward Lane
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32548

Re: Ralph E. Perkins/FEC Contributions Letter

Dear Jim and Amanda:

On Monday of this week I was more than a little surprised to
receive correspondence from the Federal Election Comission stating
that a complaint had been filed against me by a top cam gn worker
of my 1992 primary opponent, Tom anjanin, claiming that FEC laws
and regulations had been violated because I received campaign
contributions from individuals in my 199Q campaign in excess of
$1000. I became even more upset when I realised that the FEC hadC) mailed similar notices to major suppoZters of that cam gn
indicating they also may have been in violation of Federal campaign
expenditure laws. The purpose of this letter, although I have
spoken with many of you by phone already, is to explain in detail
and with documentation why absolutely no election law were
violated by You making a contibtion in a Federal election ofovr $1000,

First, to explain the allegations. Quite simply, Mr. Perkins
alleges that you and others exceeded individual campaign
contribution limits by contributing in excess of $1000 to my 1990
congressional campaign. He arrives at this erroneous conclusion
by misapplying FEC Reg. 110.1(j)(4) to my 1990 campaign.

Federal Election Law allows a maximum contribution of $1000
for each "Federal Election" (see enclosed Reg. 110.1(b)(1) ). In
practical terms, this means that an individual may contribute $2000
per Congressional election, $1000 each for the primary "election"

Civil Litigation, Corporate, Real etate, Collection,
Comebial and Praacbize Law



Mr. and Mrs. James Harris
January 8, 1993
Page 2.

and for the general "election." This system is utilized &v4
a candidate is unopposed in a primary election as long as a pr.;
election was held (see the heading in the Federal Elec'
Commission Campaign Guide titled "UnopQoj4 Candidates; Elect
Not Held"as well as the enclosed FEC Reg. 110.1(j)(3) ).

This, of course, is exactly the situation in my 1990 campaikj ,
I confirmed that the $2000 limit applied to my 1990 campaign t,
contacting the general counsel of the National Republic.ill
Congressional Campaign Committee, Sue Waddell, who not on ly
reiterated that our interpretation was correct, but also faxed a
copy of a U.S. Attorney Advisory Opinion 1978-61 (which
coincidentally involved another Florida Congressional campaign)
that conclusively backs up our interpretation of the Federal
campaign contribution limitations.

I might add that this limitation rule for Federal campaigns
is well known among campaign workers and those involved in
Congressional fund raising. I honestly question whether Mr.
Banjanin's top campaign aide was so seriously misinformed about
Federal law so as to file an official FEC complaint, or whether
other political motives were present. I guess some people do not
realize that the campaign is over.if)

C The section cited by Mr. Perkins in his affidavit,
110.1(j)(4), is the paragraph that immediately follows the

CN paragraph applying to the situation at hand. (j)(4) deals with the
situation not found in Florida in which candidates are chosen via
caucus or convention. In Florida candidates are chosen, as we are
all well aware, by primary, not by caucus or convention.

In closing, let me state how sorry I am that you were dragged
into a political action where my 1992 Primary opponent
is for some reason attempting to create problems even afte! the
General election is concluded. I am particularly disappointei'.: is

n9 type of petty, obviously incorrect (and easily explainable ,
is being undertaken by a fellow Republican.

The information and documentation provided in this lett,
be utilized by you if you desire to respond formally to FEC. .
event, please know that I will pass this information along t.
FEC who will undoubted dismiss this matter as the Florida E::
Commission dismissed the complaint that this same individual :.
against our Okaloosa Supervisor of Election, Pat Hollarn during
last part of this 1992 election.

Finally, I want to reassure you that the FEC staff attc :..
that I spoke with earlier this week was clear that the FEC's act.,
in informing you of this complaint in no way implies any wrongdoi.
and was merely FEC mandated procedure.



mr. aMd Mrs. Jameri
Janary 8, 1993
Page 3.

Please do not hesitate to contact m for any reason if I can
further explain this matter or provide you any additional
information. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ten e eR.Ketchel

TRKsmyt\FEC. L05

enclosures
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Political committees established, fi-
nanced, rmaitained or controlled by the
same person, organization or group are
affiliated and therefore operate under the
same lmits on contributions they receive
and give. 110.3(a)(1)(i). This defirition ap-
ples to all types of political committees.
including inconnected com'rvtees, par-
ty committees, corporate/labor PACs and
authorized committees.

Party Poltcal Commttees
Although a State party ctrnmittee oper-
ales under its own contribution limit, local
party comnmttees within a State are pre-
sumed to be affiliated with the State party
committee. This means that contributions
from local party committees count against
the State committee's limit. 110.3(b)(1)(i,)
and (2)(i).

Note, however, that the national com-
mittee, the House campaign committee
and the Senate campaign committee are
consilered separate committees, with
separate contrbuton limits (except for the

_ ., special $17,500 limit for Senate candi-
dates, as explained above). 110.3(bX2)(i)
and (4).

Corponate/Labor PACs
SAH pxate segregated funds (also called

political action committees or PACs) es-
tablaed. financed, maintained or con-
trolled by the same corporation or labor

-' orgaon are affilated. For exarrple:
* VACs established by a parent corpora-

ton and its subsidlires are affiliated.
* PAC established by a national or inter-

-, national union and its local unions are
affilate.

'- PACs established by a federation of
national or internatkial unions and the

- f federation's State and local central bod-
ies are affiliated.

* ACs established by an incorporated
nembership organiza on and its related

State and local entites are affiliated.
100.5(g)(2)(i) and 110.3(a)(1)(ii).

Party Caucus or
Convention
A party caucus or convention constitutes
a primary election only if it has the authori-
ty under relevant State law to select a
nominee for Federal office. Otherwise,
there is no separate linit for a caucus or
convention, it is considered part of the
primary process.$ 100 2(c)(1) and(e). See
also, for example, Advisory Opintons
(AOs) 1986-21 and 1986-17

Candidates Not Running
in Election
A candidate is entitled to an election limit
only if he or she seeks office in that
election. Thus, a candlate who loses the
primary (or otherwise does not participate
in the general election) does not have a
separate limit for the general. 110.1
(b)(3)(i) and 102.9(e). See also "Designat-
ed and Undesignated Contributions," be-
low, and "Contributions to Retire Debts,"
page 8.
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Unopposed Candidates;
-_ _Elections Not Held

2. HOW LIiTS WOrK

The $1,000 and $5,000 limits on contribu-
tions to candidates apply separately to
each Federal election in which the candi-
date partcipates. A primary election, gen-
eral election, runoff eecbon and special
electbon are each considered a separate
election with a separate contribution limit.'
100.2. In some cases, a party caucus or
convention is considered a primary elec-
tion, as explained below.

A campaign is entitled to a separate
contribution lirit even if:
• The candidate is unopposed in an elec-

tion;
" A primary or general election is not held

because the candidate is unopposed;*
or

• The general election is not held be-
cause the canKdate received a majority
of votes in the previous election.

(The date on which the election would
have been held is considered the date of
the election.) 110. ()(2) and (3). The cam-
paign must file a pre-election report and,

in the case of a general election, a post-
election report. AO 1986-21. See also
"When to Report." page 24.

3. Contributions to
Unauthorized
Committees

If a contributor makes a contribution to a
committee not authorized by any candi-
date and knows that a substantial portion
of the contribution will be contributed to or
spent on behalf of a particular candidate.
the contribution counts against the do-
nor's election limit for that candidate.
110.1(h).

4. Designated and
Undesignated
Contributions

The C;omission strongly recommends
that carpigns encourage cWbuors to
d- hait cwi bns. Ceftmonr
designate cor~bliins by incrating im
writng the speri elwon to hch thy
intend a conialbion to pply. 22n~tbu-
tors may male Vit iwitten desigmnmon on
the check (or om writmen intnment) or
in a signed statement accomiyng te
contribution. 1 10.1(bX4). The oiWbition
then counts agarnt the donr's Unit for
the designate election.

An undegneted conrbuo, on the
other hand, aultomacany counts against
the limit for th candidate's iAcon"wng
election. 110.1(bX2).

Designated conibutions ensure that
the cor $i s iment is conveyed to the
candidate's canaign. In the case of
conitrbutions fom poliical comfmtes,
written designations also pronxt conms-
tency i reporting and thereby avoid the
poss*e appearalce of excessive contn-
butions on reports.
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(2) The contributor does not ive
with the knowledge that a eubtantial
portion will be contributed to, or ex-
pended on behalf of, that oandidate
for the same electi; and

(1) The contributor does not retain
control over the funds.

(I) Cnitrtbutoa by spouse and
minors. (1) The limitations on contri.
huttons of this section shall apply sep-
irately to contributions made by each
spous even It only one spouse has
Income.

(2) Minor children (children under
18 year, of age) may make eontrtbu-
tions to any candidate or poliUcal com.
mittee which In the aggregate do not
execed the limitations on contribu-
tlon3 of this section, If-

(1) The dcision to contribute ls
made knowingly and voluntarily by
the itnlr child:

i!! TI fwntiq. good,. or services non-
trlbutec are owned or controlled ex-
clusivel' by the minor child, such as
Ineone earned by the child, the pro-

o a trst for which the child ia
tie 'ierefileiary, or a savings account

rpefned and maintained exclusively In
the 'hilli's name; and

(if!) 'Tne contribution Is not made
front the proceeds of a gift. the ptir-
p ae of which was to provide funds to
be eontributed. or Is not in any other
way controlled by another Indlvilual.(J) 0 m~ hi
tiOm (1) The limitations on cntlibu-
tions of this section shall aply seps.
rately with respeet to each election as
defined in 11 CPR 100.2, except that
all elections held in a calendar Year
for the offloe of Presidert of the
United States (except a general ele-
tUon for that offloe) shall be comid-
trod to be one election.

(3) An eleoti b wtuh a Miait
is ftlsei ia esinme enml forthe m ot the ilmhu em as-t iasm ouise soMosnie.

(3) A POMa Y or semsl eseionwhisk li hebemse amiiiaeWh WNam bmmus a asotw
In orpes reeied a Majors" ed
Tom Am a "MY de me 6 a esa-
rate moetim for the ppoMes 0 the
limitaoam on b t om of tis
setlo. The date on which the elee-
tion would have been held sIll be
considered to be the date of the elec-
tlon.

9 110.1

(4) A primary electin whch is not
held because a candidate was nomeiat.
ad br a caucus or oonvetlos with au.
thority to nominate is not a separat
election for the pulpoe of the limita.&
tioi on contributions of this motion.
(k) Jotnt oontributloa anwd retti,.

bitio" (1) Any contribution Made by
more than one person, except fot a
contribution made by a Partnership.
shl include the siature of each
contributor on the check, money
order, or other negotiable Instrument
or in a separate writing.
(3) If a oontribution made by More

then one person does not Indicate the
Lmount o be attributed to each con-
tributor, the contribution shal be at-
trihuted equally to each contributor.

'3)(iD If a nontribution to a candidate
or poUtical committee, either on i.4
fure or when airrerated with other
contribmtions from thie same contribu-
tor. eXcefedd the limitations on contri-
t)utions set forth in It CPR 110.1 (b),
(c or (d as appropriate, the tresmrer
of the recipietit politlUl committee
inrcy Uk the contributor whether the
cuitribucion war Intmded to be a JoInt
onztrilbtion by more than ome pencn.
(,) A eontribution shal be 00Md-

ered to 1,Y reattrbuted to another con-
tr1hutor i f-

(A) Tlhe tremurer of the recipient
political committee asks the contribu-
tor whether the contributmon Is intend-
ed to be a Joint contributmon by more
than one person, and informs the con-
tributor that he or she may request
the return of the excesive portion of
the contribution if it Is not intended to
be a joint contribution; and

(8) Within sixty days from the date
of the tresasurer's reetpt ot the eantri-
buton, the contributors prvid tWe
tresuer with a wrlttan reattribution
of the oontribution, which Is signed by
each contributor, and which Indimte
the amount to be attributed to each
contributor If equal attibution Is not
Intended.
(1) Supporfnm eMdemn, (1) If a po.

lltloal committee receives a contribu.
tion designated in writing for a par.
ticular election, the trMasurer shaJl
retain a copy of the written designa.
tioi,. as required by 11 CPR 110.1(b)44)
or 110.2b)(4). &A appropriate. It the
wrif.ten (etirnation is made on a check
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§ 1II.1

ses.
110.7 PuJy OOmmttse eXpenditure limita.

tion (2 UI.S.C. 441iad)L
110. Presidential cwidate expenditure

IUmitations.
110.9 MiDOeLaeMMus Paisie.
1,10 14LhO eLlWRU6 7anddaes

110.11 Comraunlatio advetlng (2
UtS.C. 4414.

110.12 Honorarla(SUALC. 4411).
110.13 NonpnrtiCan .didate debOaM.
110.14 Contrlbutonm to and expenditurs

by deierates and delegta ammittess.
AvrxoitrTr' 2 A.B.C. 421(8). 431(9).

432)(02) , 43d(aX8). 4)StaXII). 441A. 441b.
441d, 4414, 41t. 441g. 441h and 4411.

'r 110.1 Contributions by persons other
than multlcandldmAe splitlegl commit.
tees (2 11.C. 441al(aX1)).

(a .cope. This section aDplije to all
rontrtbutlnns made by any person a
iefiied iit ii C 100.10. Oexcept mul-
ic'ridate political committees am de-

tlne(t in 11 CFR 10O.&(eX3) or entities
ebd LndividuLsA prohibited from
nmaking cnntributfort under 11 CUf

10.4 ad II CIR parts 114 and 115.
(b) Omtrbuflome fm es-ed~o. des-

tvmatieu n; ad'W.-
C1) No v ImI h a$bo atbit-

tn to an M ibai. bb or her au-
t -sW MPeamSmaIeN -eM MWa ents
WIS ion ekto MeWanyads fa1W edr-
al eb whi. h m amat.

(2 m t ad Sad" sewvS.itMod$00Ow.- -- OM.(11) 1Pr purpam Of tiro ton, mnth
repeo b sap riams mrs

(1) In the com of a' e-,tI:bution des-
ignated in writI by the Contributor
for a particular eletion, the electlon
so designateod. Contributors to candi-
dates are encoursa to designate
their contributions In wilting for par.
ticular elections. Se 1 1 1
I 10.1(bX4).

(l) In the cae of a contribUon not
deslVmWtel In writing by the contribu-
tor for a arUicular election. the next
election for that Pesl office after
the contribution Is made.

(3)(1) A contribution designated In
wrlting for a particular election, hut
made after that election, @hill te
made only to the extent that the con-
tributlon does not exceed net debts
outatandingr from such election. To
the exteri. that such contribution ex-
ceeds net debts outstanding, the candl-
date or th.e candidate's authorized po-
111tcal committee shall return or ae-

I1 CIR Oh. 1 (1-1-"2 Eikii)

poet the contribution within W days
from the date of the treawurers re-
ceipt of the contribution as Provided
by II CrR 103.3(a), and If deposited.
then within sixty days fro the date
of the treasurers reoeipt the treuurer
shal take the following action, #A ap-
propriate:

(A) Refund the contribution using a
committee check or draft; or

(B) Obtain a written redasination
by the contributor for another elec-
tion in acoordanee with 11 CiPR
110.ch)S): or

(C) Obtain a written reattrlbutlon to
Lother contributor in aordance

with it CII1 1t0.i(k)(3).
If the candidate its not a candidate In

the renervl election. all contributions
made. for the general election shall be
either returned or refunded to the
contributors or redesnated In accOrd-
ano0 with 1I CM110.1(bX), or ret-
tributed In accordance with 11 CR
110.1 (k)(3), o appropriate.
(U) In order to determine whether

there are net debts outstanding from a
partiular ehpention, the treuAe Of
Lhe ,'andidat.' authorned 001iti
cowitte shall cR npiate na debt.
outstanding a of tta s ate of th else-
tion. Por purprm of thbis se1in, Rset
daie oustandtng mean the total
amount of unpaid debtA ad obba.
%ions incurred with repect to an eMe.
tkL, including the estimated cot of
raidnit funds to liudate debts In-
currad with respect to theelcon
and, If the candidate'ls autherheco
mittee ternlnate or if the candidate
will not be a candidate for the nmt
election, estimated necem eTas ma-
soiated with tormnation of Dolitical
activity. such as the cos of omply-
ing with the postelectton require-
rnsfta of the Act and other neemssary
sUlnistr ive costs aeocltMed with
wimding down the caMpaig bInlding
office space rental, staff slaSes gad
office supplies, lew the sum Of:

(A) The total cash on hand avilable
to pay those debts and oblgations, In-
cluding: currency: balances on depsit
in banks, savings and loan insttutos.
ad tither depository Institutions; tray-
ele' checks: certificates of deposit;
treasury billls: and any other commit-
tee hivestmenta valued at fair marker
valut. and

11i
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rated. October 10, 1918.
VI %hI lAttear * eue that so of Jino 90, )i et the 79 Jerry'.reoearmto m 444 of the to LoUg Jem silver*eafo S croeraesd dlWOeGt1 b7 JelIa• or 145. ate ,11 l are0 lear that the W cut oera d et fty pe " o areturnts owned cMd oraed by Jorrileo or WS no be 9o1U1ee for
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4) Are we required to file pro-a poet-
PS*ral olottiasi reports so well as
quarterly romouc..

Altboulh hr. Irelcad'& m will got appeax on the general eieeriios ballethe to A Pateleipacins oe~di~ece for Purpamee Of disclosure in thaet sbodam,otace under Flotids statucauj/ he will sot nteM,. a certificae of eletiuuntil after the dare of %he geeral election. Accordiggly, is ES&NO to yourfirwe sold fourth 46eCcioua the Aedy Ireian comeip C"Mittaoe will be reqduirdto file a teo doy pre-Voneal oelotie port mod a thirty der poec-99"ngal
6leetlaM wevoort as proscribed by 2 u.S.C. 14 34(a)(1)(A4/J. The Comitte will

- -also be required to file as October 10 quarterly report if the Cgi:ee bh
received or Owpoued so"e them, @1000 Is the period floe July I. tkhml sopteamsr
30, 197M. (If the CMLeeO hes regalid of expeddea thou $10tOWS doaethird quarter of 1IM a pat-eftdo in liu of a report. may Ite filed.) JM0ieiem
ally, a year and report Sevelr Noveber 20 threo Deather Lois ""AN"wo to
be fil0d by Jmeary 31, 1979. i the Committee reooives emtribuimg or ggk
Oulemdttvres is the fourth quarter which evsed $1,000., see 11 C711 3*4.lU)(1)
(1) eod 104.4(d).

In Mover to your "esued quesion, under ll0.)(e)(2)(i.) of the rowi0usie.gsurplus fnode from the 1079 eopais ee ucae my be triatter or eew owto Mr. [voiced'. caimpt" cetge, for 1980. To ewid applicatlos of we MW0
limits to 064h mirrbuipm **a Lius the trasferred survive, all to tom

-. --. ferred *At haw be"es to asev dn of the date of the 117g "uVal eleegiM ju -dsthem etheequsec to thee elocciom). boeept to the onteet that there ane gm&oteadIa debts fie. a 1973 aleeton, each "cMtribeeio.0 aftr the &@to ofgomerel election is IM7 in obarged sgatset the eeotflbtie Limits of doe
"rigisl cosribeeer with respect to & future eleotims. Rxcoes 11 loma betds-

0a d by the Commttee would get hae" to be eeperntelv reported ao %egmeh"orhmy ether Mmma It the comuibuton of thee. tode war* prefLemeLY dteAmsed,
requilred, M repo filed ie 1ilO.

-S n eMkver to your third qeegeim, the dom'rbtbet limit@ 1. 2 U.S.. 64U&
apply vith rspec to each eletion in which a asigreeeieual eandidete and*
Malvaauon or alectem. 2 U.S.C. 04416ae)(6). ePAalaei~a of the Ommi4af
further "alaie that am ercim in vwhiela eeadidace Is amppoee M a Ossen
o10ctlom Ied if a Ptumry aloerlee to uveaeoeseary beeoe a emoidase to joesV
peod. the date Wm Which that primary Woud hae fboo bold to deeMad 2e be tasdate of the priary for purpeega of tMhe trbutiou liultte. See U CM Up,(J). Thue so a aoidate for atulmtis god a toadIdate for the gemare eleotbemyou my receive 11.04 withb Peepe to the primary Sa *1,000 With repsem te *
Peorel elautim free the Son Iidirldval. 2 U.I.C. $441&(&). Cosaeim reowlotions futter prov de that. of e general rule. cmntributlae. mode aftr the dateof the Mrimery eloctios are celerod &a made for the pgerel obeetiem. Ui m

The roportieg of calendar year aggregate. for ceuerftbatia woeo i I 191
IN not affec toi the eioeertOb presooeted. hider 2 U.S.C. a44b)3 e msri-butien In one ealaader fear to 66bregeeed with other contributseme frou ase iemdoner In that emss vest. For *%ample. a costributtoo by cheek made tom keohor1978 to eggrod for rporelna 2rWo6ee with other tontribtome so" adreceived in 1971 even though the contribut iona for~.~jn.g mayi emsr aFog

-. -the contributor's primary election limit (fo 1950. psmycmaao

This reupeaga constitutee an advisory opiieow boncerning the GPPUleanmo
a general rul of low stated In the Act, or preseribed as a commeciem ropietam.to the epecifle factual ottuate et at frth is your requet. See I U.S.C. 64)79.

beteds October 17, 1978.

.1/ Crtifites1 Of eleatioa to the Vjted Stats. Coogreeg are teeme~d by the
Florida Deperutmut Of StoLe after the Steate, Can &ee ef the Veo.4 31F10.1!91010s C04 106.331. 1%e svome to hold after the aLeas ofthe Poll$ MW Got laer thna on the day after the soaei, Id,
1102.1411 a** also 11102.071, 102.111, 102.121, ad 102.131.

15360 01lots, Commwc Ccmuwig Howe L
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WJAM F. STONE
ATTIORNEY AT LAW

F13 Z 1156M '53

POST OFFICE BOX 2230
FORT WALTON BEACH, FLORIDA 32549-2230

TELPPIlONE
(%)4) 243.5451

January 28, 1993

Federal Election Commission
Attn: Craig Douglas Reffner, Esquire
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

Enclosed please find the original executed Statement of Designation
of Counsel regarding the above matter.

Please do not hesitate to call if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM F. STONE

WFS:bd

Encl.



7~r~'

S *113111? OF DRSx=xION O coUNSzL

"M 3597

*AM O$ William F. Stone, Esquire

A n P. 0. Box 2230

Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549

TZL"E[c=: 904-243-5451

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

SIgnature' 7/

RUSPOUDUTgI S KAM:

ADOiSS:

Ho.. PI3O

BUSIrn8 l1UN:

Felix Beukenkamp

101 Bayvind Drive

Niceville, Florida 32578

904-897-2226

904-651-8673

Date



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. 0 C 20463

February 3, 1993

William F. Stone, Esq.
P. 0. Box 2230
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32549-2230

RE: MUR 3597
Felix A. Beukenkamp

Dear Mr. Stone:

This is in response to your letter dated January 12, 1993,
requesting an extension of 45 days to respond to the complaint
in the above-referenced matter.

Considering the Federal Election Commission's
responsibilities to act expeditiously in the conduct of
investigations, the Office of the General Counsel cannot grant
your full request, but can only agree to a 30 day extension.
Accordingly, the response is due by close of business on

(February 11, 1993.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3690.

cj ~Slacerely,

Craig D. Reffnei
Attorney



5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard '
Pensacola, Florida 32507
January 30, 1993 j-

Craig Douglas Reffner, Attorney
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

The enclosed letter to Congressman Henry Gonzalez, Chairman, U.S.
Housp Banking Committee, Washington, D.C. is for your perusal, and
is self-explanatory.

I wish to clarify a second reference to a Mr. Tom Walton, P.O. Box
122, Shalimar, Florida 32579 concerning possible excessive
contributions. In essence both affidavits say the same about Mr.

cD Walton. The more recent statement presents itself more clearly.

At this juncture I do not intend to send anymore complaints as
concerns Terrance R. Ketchel. Even though there is more, I trust
the Federal Election Commission has sufficient material now and is

- is capable of rooting them out and dealing with them. Through
other channels I do intend to continue pursuing Mr. Ketchel's

0% errant bank loan and why the bank regulators failed to pick up on
this. There is an indication by Mr. Ketchel's latest reports to
the Federal Election Commission that no action has been taken by
the bank regulators.

If I can be of any assistance or provide further information,

please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

F.Perkins
Telephone Number (904) 492-1341

encl: Ltr. to Congressman Henry Gonzalez, Chairman, U.S. House
Banking Committee, Washington, D.C.

Three Affidavits/Terrance R. Ketchel, MUR 3597.

cc: Ltr. to Alan Greenspan, Chairman, Board of Governors
of The Federal Reserve system, Washington, D.C.



5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507
January 30, 1993

The Honorable Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
MC, U.S. House of Representatives
2129 Rayburn House office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-6050

Dear Chairman Gonzalez:

Trhank you for your letter dated January 11, 1993 in response to my
letter to you dated November 10, 1992 as regards Mr. Terrance R.
Ketchpl's campaign finances, and his loan from the Vanguard Bank &
Trust Company. Basically, your response is the same as those I
have received from Mr. Lyle V. Helgerson, Regional Director,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 245 Peachtree Center Avenue,
N. E., Atlanta, Georgia 30303 and Mr. Terrance MN. Straub, Director,
Division of Banking, Suite 1401, The Capitol, Tallahassee, Florida
32399-0350.

The question is, where do we draw the line in protecting individual
privacy, covering up questionable banking practices, failure by the
regulators, vs. protecting the public and their right to know? The
Savings & Loan Crisis is an excellent example of questionable
practices being covered up by confidentially laws and regulators

01 not doing their jobs.

011 1 an also pursuing this and other matters through the Federal

C-1 Election Commission (Mr. Ketchel's case number is MUR 3597). 1
C view this with a jaundice eye because they missed this loan from

its very beginning. Had I not brought this to their attention I
doubt that they would have discovered it. This is also the case

c with the Florida Comptroller's Office which oversees State bank
regulators.

Enclosed you will find a copy of my affidavit to the Federal
Election Commission addressing the latest activity on Mr. Ketchel's
bank loan. Mr. Ketchel in his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements"
dated October 15, 1992 that covers the period from August 13, 1992
through September 30, 1992 shows he renegotiated this loan. The
following is the history on this loan:

Date Incurred: November 26, 1990
Due Date: November 25, 1991
Interest: 10.0%

Date Incurred: November 26, 1990
Due Date: February 26, 1993



Congressman Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
January 30, 1993
Page 2

Interest: 8.5%
Renegotiated: February 26, 1992

Mr. Ketchel went from November 26, 1991 to February 26, 1992 (3
months) past his due date on his bank loan that was due November
25, 1991. He then shows he renegotiated this loan on February 26,
1992. An interesting question is why Mr. Ketchel did not report
this to the Federal Election Commission in his "Report of Receipts
& Disbursements" dated April 15, 1992, which covered the period
from January 1, 1992 through February 31, 1992? In the medntime,
what did the Vanguard bank do? Where were the bank regulators?

There are three Previou financial reports to the Federal Election
Commission that Mr. Ketchel could have (should have) reported the
renegotiation of his bank loan, yet, he waited until his report

CD dated October 15, 1992 that covers the period from August 13, 1992
through September 30, 1992. Where was the Federal Election
Commission?

tf) Not only is Mr. Ketchel late to report the renegotiation of his
bank loan, but he is also late in reporting his September 23, 1992
interest payment on this loan. He does not report this
disbursement until his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" dated
December 3, 1992 that covers the period from October 15, 1992
through November 23, 1992. The interest payment should have been
reported in the same statement he reported his loan renegotiation.

The following are his current payments to date as of his December
3, 1992 report. *marks his last two payments that were reported

C' in this report.

March 8, 1991 $792.27
July 11, 1991 $862.25
September 9, 1991 $809.88
December 6, 1991 $850.37
February 27, 1992 $785.62
June 2, 1992 $735.30
September 23, 1992 $720.85 *
October 18, 1992 6.5*
Total Interest $6,261.06

Mr. Ketchel's reports show that he continues to make only interest
payments at a hit and miss pace. From the very beginning this was
a troubled loan. His first payment after taking out this loan on
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November 26, 1990 was on March 8, 1991. This equates to 3.5 months
(102 days). Then his second payment on July 11, 1991 was 4.1
months (125 days), and so it goes. On top of these hit and miss
payments he fails to pay of f the loan on its due date of November
25, 1991. Three months after the due date he shows that he
renegotiated this loan on February 26, 1992. The funny thing is
that he did not show this in his reports to the Federal Election
commission until his report dated October 15, 1992 covering the
period from August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992. it
appears that Mr. Ketchel is reacting to my complaints to the
Federal Election Commission and others.

Looking at Mr. Ketchel's latest "Report of Receipts &
Disbursements" dated December 3, 1992 one cannot help but wonder if
the bank regulators have done anything about this loan. It appears

-to be business as usual. If the bank regulators did take any
action on this loan, then Mr. Ketchel should have reported it to
the Federal Election Commission. His failure to do so may very
well be a violation of campaign law.

C-71 Recently I heard from what I consider a reliable source that the
First Union National Bank of Florida is considering buying the

01. Vanguard Bank & Trust Company. If this is the case, a bank
planning to buy another bank should be fully appraised of errant

C11% loans of this nature? If the regulators are not aware of this,
then how are others to know?

Being aware of the bank confidentially laws that prohibit me (the
public) from finding out actions taken by the bank regulators if

C any, I feel compelled to request an appearance before a State Grand
Jury which is my right to do so. In the meantime I hope that the
Federal Election Commission will vigorously pursue this and other
matters concerning Mr. Ketchel's campaign finances. I, too, would
like a loan that anytime I felt like throwing a nickel at it I
could, and not to worry if I did not.

Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 loan from the Vanguard Bank &Trust
company certainly does not follow the criteria set forth in 11 CFR
1 (1-1-92 Edition) 100.07(b)(11).

"A bank loan is not a contribution by the bank if it is made
according to applicable banking laws in the ordinary course of
business. This means that a bank loan must:

* Bear the bank's unual and customary interest rate for the
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category of loan involved;

" Be made on a basis which assures repayment;

* Be evidenced by a written instrument; and

* Be subject to a due date or an atmortization schedule.
100.7(b)(11).

A bank loan that does not meet the above criteria is a
prohibited contribution 114.2."

"Prohibited Sources - Those entities that are prohibited from
making contributions or expenditures in connection with, or for the
purpose of influencing, a Federal election. 110.4 and 114.2."CN
Stephen Ruckel, President, Vanguard Bank & Trust Company
contributed $1,000.00 to Hr. Ketchel's campaign in 1990. The first
contribution for $500.00 was made May 17, 1990, and the second
contribution for $500.00 was made November 2, 1990. This
information comes from Hr. Ketchel's OReports of Receipts &
Disbursement" filed with the Federal Election Conmission.

I appreciate your interest in this matter and thank you. If there
is any further assistance you may be it would be greatly
appreciated. If I can be of any help in this matter or provide
additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Z.Ral h F. Perkins
Telephone Number (904) 492-1341

encl: Affidavit to FEC.
Ltr. to Craig Reffner, Attorney, Federal Election

Commission.

cc: The Honorable Donald Riegle, Chairman, Senate Banking
Committee, Washington, D.C.

Alan Greenspan, Director, Federal Reserve, Washington, D.C.
Lyle V. Helgerson, Regional Director, Federal Deposit

Insurance Corporation, Atlanta, Georgia.
Department of The Treasury, Internal Revenue Services,
Atlanta, Georgia.
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Congressman Henry Gonzalez
Chairman, House Banking Committee
January 30, 1993
Page 5

Craig Douglas Reffner, Attorney, Federal Election
Comission, Washington, D.C. HUR 3597

The Honorable Bolley "BOO Johnson, Speaker of The House,
Tallahassee, Florida.

Gerald Lewis, Comptroller Of Florida, The Capitol,
Tallahassee, Florida-3299.

State Comptroller's Office of Banking & Finance,
Tallahassee, Florida.

Terrance M. Straub, Director of Banking, Tallahassee,
Florida.
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AFFIDAVIT

COIEOSIALTH OF )__ _

STATE OF FLORIDA )

as:

COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA )
PARRISH )

I. Ralph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard. Pensacola.
Florida 32507

Hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle, Shalimar,
Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated 1992 Republican
candidate for the First Congressional Seat, District 1, Florida.

The following is an addendum to my previous affidavits concerning
Mr. Ketchel and his finances. I wish to raise a few additional
concerns about his campaign finances.

There are some contributions that appear to exceed the $1,000.00
limit per individual per separate election that I feel need closer
scrutiny by the Federal Election Coinission. The following are
some contributions that appear to be excessive.
Zx1.1

Tom Walton Okaloosa Asphalt 4/16/90
P.O. Box 122 Sect. - Treas. $500.00
Shalimar, Fl. 32579 Aggregate Year-to-date $1,000.00

Tom Walton Self 8/14/90
Post Office Box 122 Investor $16000.00
Shalimar, Fl. 32579 Aggregate Year-to-date 0

On 4/16/90 Mr. Walton is shown as having contributed $500.00 with
an aggregate Year-to-date balance of $1,000.00. Some where there
had to be another contribution for $500.00 to get an aggregate of
$1,000.00, yet Mr. Ketchel does not show this in his reports.
Where did this $500.00 come from?

On 8/14/90 Mr. Walton is shown as having contributed $1,000.00 with
an aggregate Year-to-date balance of $1,000.00. Mr. Ketchel fails
to carry forward his previous aggregate balance of $1,000.00
recorded on 4/16/90. This aggregate plus the $1,000.00
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contribution on 8/14/90 equal an aggregate Year-to-date balance of
$3,000.00. This will place Mr. Walton $2,000.00 over the $1,000.00
contribution limit per individual per separate election. The
aggregate Year-to-date amounts are incorrect and make no sense
what-so-ever.

No Designation

Tom Walton Okaloosa Asphalt 5/17/90
P.O. Box 122 Sect. - Treas. $500.00
Shalimar, Fl. 32579 Aggregate Year-to-date $1,000.00

There is no designation marked in Mr. Ketchel's report; therefore,
is this to be attributed to the Primary or the General election?
If it goes to the primary, then his aggregate Year-to-date of
$1,000.00 recorded 5/17/90 will have to be added to the total
aggregate for the Primary. This would place Mr. Walton $3,000.00
over the $1,000.00 contribution limit per individual per separate
election.

If this is attributed to the General election, then the Year-to-
date aggregate amount will have to be changed to reflect this. Mr.
Ketchel's Year-to-date aggregates make no sense what-so-ever.

Primary & General

Hugh E. Jones Urinette 4/13/90
4212 West Fairfield Self $1000.00
Pensacola, Fl. 32505 Year-to-date aggregate $2,000.00

CK
On 4/13/90 Mr. Jones is shown as having contributed $1,000.00 with
an aggregate Year-to-date balance of $2,000.00. Somewhere there

Nhas to be another $1,000.00 contribution to get an aggregate
balance of $2,000.00, yet Mr. Ketchel does not show this in his
reports. Where did this other $1,000.00 come from?

Hugh E. Jones Urinette 6/28/90
4212 West Fairfield Self $1,000.00
Pensacola, Fl. 32505 Year-to-date aggregate $2,000.00

On 6/28/90 Mr. Jones is shown as having contributed $1,000.00 with
an aggregate Year-to-date balance of $2,000.00. Mr. Ketchel fails
to carry forward his previous aggregate balance of $2,000.00
recorded on 4/13/90. This aggregate plus the $2,000.00
contribution on 6/28/90 equal an aggregate Year-to-date balance of
$4,000.00. This will place Mr. Jones $1,000.00 over the $1,000.00
contribution limit per individual per separate election in both the
Primary and the General. The aggregate Year-to-date amounts are
incorrect and make no sense what-so-ever.
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The above are some of the contributions that appear to be
excessive.. .Throughout Mr. Ketchel's reports he fails to keep
accurate aggregate amounts, designates a contribution to the
primary and general election, but fails to give us a breakdown as
to what amounts go to each election, fails to show the origin of
some contributions (they just appear out of nowhere), and so on...

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFfRMANT' S SIGNATURE
Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P265726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me at Penam ola . F l rda ,
on this , day Wa,,i

State of Florida
- County of Escambia

NotaryuC

Y A.0N U
"iebvy NOs-h of NN

Sold.d T. NreuNPAh& b kewubr
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0
AFFIDAVIT

CONVONWEALTH OF

STATE OF ZWRID&

COUNTY OF USCAMBIA
PARRISH

I. Ralph F. Perkins
Florida 32507

5545 Grande Laooon Boulevard. Pansacnoa

Hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated 1992
Republican candidate for the First Congressional Seat, District 1,
Florida.

The following is an addendum to my previous affidavits concerning
Mr. Ketchel and his finances. I wish to raise a few additional
concerns about his campaign finances.

There are some contributions that appear to exceed the $1,000.00
limit per individual per separate election that I feel need closer
scrutiny by the Federal Election Commission. The following are
some contributions that appear to be excessive.

Kimberly L. Wright Retired
P.O. Box 20081
Panama City Beach, Fl. 32407 Aggregate Year-to-date

Primary & General

Kimberly L. Wright Housewife
P.O. Box 20081
Panama City Beach, Fl. 32407 Aggregate Year-to-date

3/11/92
$1,000.00
$1,000.00

4/22/92
$1000.00
$2000.00

Mr. Ketchel does not give us a break down of the contribution
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designated for both the Primary and the General Election. No
matter, from $0.01 up to $999.99 would place this contribution that
much over the $1,000.00 limit per individual, per separate
election. The aggregate year-to-date amounts are Incorrect and
sake no sense what-so-ever.

SZINAL

Alex Wright AW & Associate 3/11/92
P.O. Box 20081 Certified General $1,000.00

Contractor
Panama City Beach, Fl. 32407 Aggregate Year-to-date $1,000.00

Primary & General

Alex Wright A & W Assoc. 4/22/92
P.O. Box 20081 Owner $1,000.00
Panama City, Fl. 32407 Aggregate Year-to-date $2,000.00

Mr. Ketchel does not give us a break down of the contribution
,J designated for both the Primary and the General Election. No

matter, from $0.01 up to $999.99 would place this contribution that
C much over the $1,000.00 limit per individual, per separate

election. The aggregate Year-to-date amounts are incorrect and
0% make no sense what-so-ever.

I make note of differences in how Mr. Ketchel lists addresses etc.
0for Alex Wright. I have noticed these differences in otber

listings. In the address for Alex Wright Mr. Ketchel shows uPamaa
City Beach, Fl. 324070 and "Panama City, Fl. 32407." For Name of
Employer he lists "AN & Associate" and "A & W Assoc." For
occupation he lists *Certified General Contractor" and Owner. m

Above Mr. Ketchel lists Kimberly L. Wright as "Retired" and as a
"Housewife."

The above are some of the contributions that appear to be
excessive...Throughout Mr. Ketchel's reports he fails to keep
accurate aggregate amounts, fails to list employers, fails to list
occupations, sometimes fails to mark designation for primary or
general elections or mixes them up as he has done above. Seemly
mixes up the Name of Employer or Occupation, list names and
addresses somewhat differently and so on... All these listings as
with others he has done in this fashion may be correct, but they
lend an appearance of possible deception.
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I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

A 'SAN I S GNATURE

Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P265726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirsed to
before me at Pnacola. Fl

on this ea, day

State of Florida
County of Escambia

Notary

, 7 ...41L ..-

M RwV A.NSUO
"""'.t Pb*k-tOW.Se of rMw

:'- -o # mil7e"
Boned nh NOta Pokd
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AFFIDAVIT

CONV1EALTH OF

STATE OF FLORIDA -

as:

COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA )
PARRISH )
I. Ralph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard. Pensacola.
rlorida 32507

hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

Reference: MUR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated 1992
Republican candidate for the First Congressional Seat, District 1,
Florida.

ci The following is an addendum to my previous affidavits concerning
Mr. Ketchel. I am in receipt of Mr. Ketchel's *Report of Receipt

'And Disbursements" covering the period from October 15, 1992
through November 23, 1992, and would like to raise a few additional

C' concerns about his campaign finances.
O

In my affidavit dated November 23, 1992 I addressed concerns about
CMr. Ketchel's errant $32,000.00 loan from the Vanguard Bank &

Trust, 300 Mary Ester Cut-Off, Mary Ester, Florida 32569. In Mr.
C Ketchel's latest statement he shows that he continues to make

interest payments. Including his two latest payments, they are as
follows:

C" March 8, 1991 $792,27
July 11, 1991 $862.25
September 9, 1991 $809.88
December 6, 1991 $850.37
February 27, 1992 $785.62
June 2, 1992 $735.30
September 23, 1992 $720.85 *
October 18, 1992 S686.52 *
Total Interest $6,261.06

Mr. Ketchel continues to make only interest payments on this loan.
He keeps acting after the fact. Just as he showed in his "Report
Of Receipt And Disbursements" for the period covering from August
13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 that he renegotiated his
$32,000.00 Vanguard Bank loan back in February 26, 1992 after the
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fact. He now shows two interest payments after the fact in his
latest report dated December 3, 1993 (This date as shown on Mr.
Ketchel's report cannot be for we have just started the New Year
for 1993). I have reservations about Mr. Ketchel seemingly playing
catch-up and acting afterwards to my complaints.

Simply, the interest payment for September 23, 1992 for $720.85
should have been in his report for the period covered during that
time frame, and so to for the October 18, 1992 interest payment of
$686.52. The disbursements should be accounted for at the times
they are made, not after a challenge has been made. Mr. Ketchel's
loan continues to be a hit and miss affair.

The following is quoted from a letter I received from Mr. Terrance
M. Straub, Director, Division of Banking, Office of The
Comptroller, Tallahassee, Florida:

"We have taken your inquiry seriously and are reviewing the
situation which could result in the payment of the loan, the
reduction of the loan by a new loan agreement, or possibly a
loss to the institution."

C I will be furnishing Mr. Straub a copy of this affidavit with
excerpts of Mr. Ketchel's latest report to document the interest
activity on his loan. The Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
and others will also be advised...

Being aware of banking confidentially laws that prohibit me from
finding out the actions taken concerning Mr. Ketchel's loan, I did
discuss with Mr. Straub the possibility of going before a grand
jury. His response was that the State would have to comply with
the requests of a grand jury...

It is interesting that Mr. Ketchel in his latest "Report Of Receipt
C_ And Disbursements" dated 'December 3, 1993" in his Schedule C

continues to carry this $32,000.00 loan. For his "TOTALS This
Period" he shows a balance of $32,000.00. On the cover page, line
"10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee (Itemize all on
Schedule C and/or Schedule D) Mr. Ketchel does not show this
$32,000.00 debt. He shows no debt. Is this a transposing error or
what? What is the current status of this debt?

Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 Vanguard Bank loan still appears not to
meet the criteria set forth in 11 CFR 1 (1-1-92 Edition)
100.07(b) (11). The appearance is that he is receiving preferential
treatment from the bank.

Again, I urge the Federal Election Commission to subpoena the
entire bank files as concerns Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 loan with
the Vanguard Bank & Trust, including all checks to verify when
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payments were made...

Back at the beginning of the General Election Congressman Guy
Vander Jagt (R) paid two visits to the First Congressional District
to show support for Mr. Ketchel and was quoted in the Pensacola
News Journal as saying the National Republican Congressional
Committee (NRCC) was going to give Mr. Ketchel "...$1,000.00 to be
used as "seed money." In the second news article Mr. Vander Jagt
"...said the party is so encouraged about Ketchel's chances that it
is funneling $50,000.00 into the final days of the campaign (see
enclosed Pensacola News Journal article)." I cannot see anything
in Mr. Ketchel's "Report Of Receipt And Disbursements" following
Mr. Vander Jagt's visits showing record for the $50,000.00. I am
a bit muddled here on how to account for this money from the NRCC.
Should it not be a part of his campaign reports?

There are some contributions that appear to exceed the $1,000.00
limit per individual per separate election that I feel need closer
scrutiny by the Federal Election Commission. The following are
some contributions that appear to be excessive:

Edna Cotton
C 616 N. Beal Parkway

Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

C

O Date Contribution Aaarouate

3/24/92 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

4/1/92-6/30/92 $637.00 $686.00

7/1/92-8/12/92 $301.00 $987.00

Total contributions S1.938.00. This will place Ms. Cotton $938.00
over the $1,000.00 limit for the primary election. The aggregate
year-to-date amounts make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all
wrong and does not keep in line with the contributions.

Date Contribution Acarecate

3/24/92 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

8/13/92-9/30/92 $343.00 $1,330.00

10/1/92-10/14/92 $18.00 $1,428.00
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10/15/92-11/23/92 $161.00 $1,589.00

Total contributions 1l.522.00. This will place Ms. Cotton $522.00
over the $1,000.00 limit for the general election. The aggregate
year-to-date amounts make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all
wrong and does not keep in line with the contributions.

The combined excess over the $1,000.00 limit for both the primary
and the general election for Ms. Cotton is $1.460.00.

FOOTNOTE:

In reference to the enclosed letter from Elfi Blum-Page, Reports
Analyst, Reports Analysis Division, Federal Election Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20463, dated July 7, 1992 to William Dossey,
Treasurer, Ketchel for Congress '92, P.O. Box 5456, Fort Walton
Beach, Florida 32549, I cannot find any refund to Edna Cotton, 616
N. Beal Parkway, Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547 in the "Detailed
Summary Page" reports and "Schedule A" for 1992.

The only refund Mr. Ketchel shows was made to Almut E. Flentge, 623
West Sunset Boulevard, Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547 on October

C2, 1992 (see Schedule B). This $1,000.00 refund is also listed on
Line 20 of the "Detailed Summary Page for the "Report of Receipts
And Disbursements" for the covering period of October 1, 1992
through October 14, 1992. There is no memo for this refund, and it
does not appear on Schedule A.

A curious refund for $1,000.00 that Mr. Ketchel makes is recorded
on Line 20 of the "Detailed Summary Page" of his "Report of

_Receipts And Disbursements for the Covering Period of October 15,
1992 through November 23, 1992. Other than being recorded on the
summary page there is no account of this refund on his Schedule A
or anywhere else in his report. He does not identify who this
refund is to. What happened to this money? This transaction may
effect the outcome of his totals.

In Mr. Dossey's letter dated July 30, 1992 to Ms. Blum-Page he
states the following:

"...an amended July Quarterly Report will reflect this
schedule and appropriate values of contributions as well as
Aggregate Year-to-date. It is understood and intended that if
an in-kind of this nature were to exceed $1,000.00, the
committee would pay the value of the remaining use so as to
avoid receipt of any excess contribution."

In Mr. Ketchel's reports I cannot see where this was done.

William F. Stone
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204 N.E. Buck Drive
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32548

=& Contribution

3/18/92

4/1/92-6/30/92

7/1/92-8/12/92

$600.00

$346.00

$172.00

0

$600.00

$416.00

$588.00

Total contributions $1.118.00. This will place Mr. Stone $118.00
over the $1,000.00 limit for the primary election. The aggregate
year-to-date amounts make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all
wrong and does not keep in line with the contributions.

Date Contribution Aggregate

3/18/92

8/13/92-9/30/92

10/1/92-10/14/92

10/15/92-11/23/92

$600.00

$196.00

$56.00

$92.00

$600.00

$784.00

$840.00

$932.00

Total contributions $244.00. Mr. Stone does not exceed the
$1,000.00 limit for the general election. The aggregate year-to-
date amounts make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all wrong and
does not keep in line with the contributions.

Mr. Stone is 91-L8Q. over the $1,000.00 limit.

Michael Tarpley
5343 Morgan Horse Drive
Jacksonville, Florida 32257

Primarv

Date

3/8/92

4/1/92-6/30/92

7/1/92-8/12/92

Contribution

$900.00

$364.00

$172.00

Agregate

$1,000.00

$456.00

$628.00

Affiant's Initials

0%
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Total contributions 91.418.00. This will place Mr. Tarpley $418.00
over the $1,000.00 limit for the primary. The aggregate year-to-
date make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all wrong and does
not keep in line with the contributions.

General

DAte Contribution Agaregate

3/18/92 $900.00 $900.00

8/13/92-9/30/92 $196.00 $824.00

10/1/92-10/14/92 $56.00 $880.00

10/15/92-11/23/92 $92.00 $972.00

Total contributions SL.244.00. This will place Mr. Tarpley $244.00
over the $1,000.00 limit for the general election. The aggregate
year-to-date make no sense what-so-ever. The math is all wrong and
does not keep in line with the contributions.

C. The combined excess over the $1,000.00 limit for both the primary
and the general election for Mr. Tarpley is j662j0.

The above are some of the contributions that appear to be
excessive... Throughout Mr. Ketchel's reports he fails to keep

O> accurate aggregate amounts, fails to list employers, fails to list
occupations, sometimes fails to mark designation for primary or

CS, general elections and so on... His records are a hit and miss
affair.

Even though there is no limit on "Living Expenses" for a candidate,
I am amazed at the amounts Mr. Ketchel is spending in comparison to

Cothers.. Mr. Ketchel not only spends large amounts for living
expenses, but also for travel, food, and lodging. Travel, food,
and lodging I believe are living expenses. If we combine mLiving
Expenses" with travel, food, and lodging we are looking at a
substantial amount.

The population distribution and boundaries of the First
Congressional District are at the most 60 miles or less from where
Mr. Ketchel lives, and his campaign headquarters were located. Mr.
Ketchel is pretty much centrally located in the District. From Mr.
Ketchel's home and campaign headquarters one can drive to any part
of the District in a matter of minutes to an hour and a half for
the extremities. No great distances were involved in District
travel (see enclosed District 1 map from the Supervisor of
Election's Office).
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In the 1990 election there was no primary election. Mr. Ketchel
was unopposed. Yet, he managed to spend $6,833.75 for "Living
Expenses" and $1,447.71 for travel, food and lodging in a primary
that never was. In the general election for 1990 Mr. Ketchel took
out no "Living Expenses" and only drew $392.50 for travel, food and
lodging.

Mr. Ketchel filed as a congressional candidate on May 7, 1990. The
deadline for filing was noon, May 11, 1990. So, as of noon, May
11, 1990 Mr. Ketchel should have known that he had no primary
opposition.

In a primary that never was I have difficulty understanding Mr.
Ketchel's "Living Expenses." He drew no "Living Expenses" for the
general election. In fact, Mr. Ketchel did not draw any "Living
Expenses" until the primary in 1992 where it was a very dirty and
contested primary election. Even then, he only made two draws for
"Living Expenses" in the 1992 primary. The two draws were made on
August 17, 1992 in the amount of $500.00, and on August 25, 1992
for $400.00. We have a total of $900.00 in "Living Expenses" in

1the 1992 primary.

C-1 How do you explain in a primary that never was in 1990 spending
$6,833.75 for "Living Expenses," and in a hotly contested primary
for 1992 spending only $900.00 for "Living Expense?"

In the off year for 1991 Mr. Ketchel drew no "Living Expenses."

Now from September 20, 1991 through December 3, 1991 Mr. Ketchel
drew $595.36 for travel, food, and lodging.

For 1992 Mr. Ketchel pays himself $14,170.00 for "Living Expenses."
He also pays himself $5,287.42 for travel, food, and lodging. The
combined total is $19,997.42.

(7' By combining 1990 and 1992 Mr. Ketchel has a total expenditure of
$21,003.75 for "Living Expenses." For these periods including 1991

enow, travel, food and lodging amount to a total of $7,722.99 in
expenditures. By combining both "Living Expenses" and travel, food
and lodging we have a total expenditure of $28,726.74.

The time frames of his draws for "Living Expenses" follows no
rational. "Living Expenses," travel, food, and lodging are one and
the same. His draws for "Living Expenses" are unusually large,
even amounts, and are chronologically very close together. He
spends large sums in a primary that never was for 1990, and none in
a general election for 1990. In the hotly contested primary for
1992 he only spends $900.00 for "Living Expenses." Unlike the
general election for 1990 where Mr. Ketchel spent $0 for "Living
Expenses," he now spends $13,270.00 for the 1992 general election.
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The draws that I have noted are either made out to "Terrance R.
Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle, Shalimar, Florida 32579" or
"Cash." There are additional draws that I have not included. For
example: David Welch Associates ("Travel Expenses"), 4/23/92 for
$544.51, Ketchel & Brown ("Reimburse Airline travel" ) , 10/28/92 for
$750.00, Republican National Committee ("V.P. Trip to Pensacola"),
10/29/90 for $12,000.00, Scott Steele ("Reimburse for travel &
misc. expense"), for $600.00, Aileen Webb ("Travel expenses"),
10/90 for $25.00 and so on...

Mr. Ketchel's disbursements for "Living Expenses," travel, food,
and lodging need to be closely scrutinized to determine where these
monies went. The First Congressional District of Florida is a
small district and probably one of the least expensive, if not the
cheapest congressional district to run in. I find Mr. Ketchel's
disbursements rather high for this area.

The definitions and amounts of money as to how they were used
raises questions of propriety. Mr. Ketchel should be required to
produce all records including canceled checks, receipts, travel
plans, itineraries, etc.

V I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

ON

C, Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P265726413090

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me t "t & .

c- on this ,day

to, State of Florida

KCounty of Zscambia

Notary " t

41A. NIEO
wy Pubk-Stt of RwW"

'I-' Cell ssh ExpSe 7// ,r - - + S W # CC117O 9
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4 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

William Dossey, Treasurer
Netchel for Congress '92
PO0ASof 5456
Forwialton Beach# M: 32949

i identification wumbers C00244053

30-2

'I

8 April Quarterly Report (1/l/92-3/31/92)

DJosey t

.khtBw tter is prompted by the Cooissionso preliminary
Eot -the repot(s) roferecod above. The review raised

IM.i e eons cortain Information contained in the
i_ 'Am itemisation follows:

i

-I
-.o.)

ALX I I

'IA of yt report (portimast parties attheod)
p diseloses a costri butls(s) Uieh ts to U8eoe -"At18sito got tfsh Is the Act* 111"W1tlitial eogmittee other thas a qulfleod mlti-

idate omittee ayp sot Nile a essihmttis to .
U widate for torcal offfce Is onmeofe $ 0iW0 per
s"olectios. te toem eotiribtlie Ineleoe my git1t

subseription, loa edvaue or depooit of Usea or
. anything of value saoe by any peoa for the pu o of

Jitinluencing an election for fedetal effe.e (2 U.S.C.
UISJ441a(a) and (f j 11 CPR 110.1(b). M aO t(h )

jtPlease note that contributions desigsted is writing by
dlithe -contributor for par ticular oleeies mat be
klattrlbutod to that electios. Contributions ot

designated in -Titing by the eostribute viill be
A iconsiOdered made -or the neat oletioe for that Federal

ii .Office (Primary) (11 Cr11 l0.1(b)(2)(1) and (ii)).

,ixo.Any.i contribution drawn on a otnt checkin, account will
-boconsidored mado by both individuals only if the check

C Is, signed by both or is accompanied by a written
,,#t document noting the amount attributable to each

individual and is signed by each Individual. Ill CII
1110.1(k)(1) and (2))

2 t the contribution(s) in question yes incompletely or
imcorrectly discloseds you should amend your original
report wlth the clarifying Information. If the
coatribution(s) you received excoeds the liitst, you
sho'2ld either refund to the donor the amount in excess



of $10000 or get the donor to redesignate and/or

reattribute the contribution in writing. All refunds,

redesignations, and reattributions must be made within

sixty, days of the treasurer's receipt of the

contribution. Copies of refund checks and copies of

letters reattributing or redesignating the contributions

in, question may be used to respond to this letter.

iefundo are reported on Line 20 of the Detailed Summary

Page and on Schedule a of the report covering the period

" in), vhich they are made. Redesignations and

rattrlbutions are reported as memo entries on Schedule

A 'ofC'the report covering the period in vhich the

authorisation for the redesignation and/or reattribution

h sreceived. (11 CrP 1104.8(d)(2), (3) and (4))

* Although the Commission may take further legal steps,

, prompt action by you to refund or seek redesignation

and/or reatttibution of the excessive amount will be

taken into consideration.

"-Please provide a separate Schedule A or S for each line

number of the Detailed Summary Page requiring

C>-, g'. -Line, 119)t Columns A and 8, of the Detailed Summary

Page "does not equal the sum of Lines lifa) through
11(d)., Please amend your report(s) to clarify this

difscepancy. (11 CFR 104.3(a)) Any changes will affect

Linel 6(a). 6(c), 16, Columns A and 8 and 34-22, of the
Summary Page and Detailed Summary Page.

-Line 17. Column A, of the Detailed Summary Page

* discloses $19.994.74 in operating expenditures. The

total on the last page of Schedule 8 supporting this

Line equals $19,47S.98 however, the sum of all entries
itemised equals $19,275.98. Please explain this

discrepancy and amend your report(s). It appears as

though Page 2 of 3 includes a mathematical discrepancy.

A written response or an amendment to your original report(s)

correcting the above problem(s) should be filed with the Clerk of
the Mouse of Representatives, 1036 Longvorth House Office

building, Washington, DC 20515 within fifteen (1S days of the

date of this letter. If you need assistance, please feel free to

contact me on our toll-free number, (800) 424-9!30. 1y local

number is (202) 210-35S0.

S i n c e r e I Y

E1fl Slum-Page

epctt$ Analyst
• pportq Analysis Division



PLAN - 309

The Orange circle to the left as one looks at the map is Pensacola
which is located in Escambia County Florida.

The Pink circle in the middle as one looks at the map is Fort
Walton Beach which is located in Okaloosa County Florida.

The Red circle to the right as one looks at the map is Panama City
which is located in Bay County Florida.

Not in a strait line, but as one would drive on Highway 98 from
Pensacola to Panama City is 100 miles (this may be verified through
AAA or by other sources if you wish). It is about a three hour
drive from Pensacola to Panama City.

Terrance R. Ketchel lives in Shalimar which is in the Fort Walton
Beach area. This would be the Pink circle on the map. As one can
see Mr. Ketchel is centrally located in the South central part of
the First Congressional District.

C)

CENSUS REPORT

Not included in the Census Report is Panama City. There are nine
C precincts in Panama City which are in the First Congressional

District. They are Precincts 2, 5, 7, 7B, 10, 22s 21B, 18, & 18B.
The total registered voters in these nine precincts to date is

C14,530 (this information comes from the Supervisor of Elections,
Panama City, Florida. Telephone number (904) 784-6100). The three

Zpivotal counties are Escambia, Okaloosa, and Santa Rosa. As a
result of redistricting Bay County no longer plays an important
roll in the outcome of congressional elections. Not to be
discounted, but by virtue of numbers.
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Superv'isor of Elections Escambia County
Rtwim 400. County Cmrti,usc

.10P.I" 0I.l)M I XE)N loqt Office Box 12601
Penacola. Florida )Z174-2601

(0O4) 4)&5796

JULY 15, 1992

ALL OP-ALL' OP-

ALL OF-OV
ALL OP DOLM
ALL OF WVAM COY
PORTION OF

STATE SENATE DISTRICT 1

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY
-- PORTION OF SANTA ROSA COUNTY

PORTION OF OKALOOSA COUNTY
PORTION OF WALTON C(YRRT

C' PORTION OF BAY COUNTY
ALL OF HOLMES COUNTY
ALL OF WASHINGTON COUNTY

(SUNCOM) 68Z-5799

STATE REPRSZNTATIVE DISTRICT I

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY
PORTION OF SANTA ROSA COUNTY
PORTION OF OKALOOSA COUNTY

STATE REPRESENTATIVE DISTRICT 2

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY

ImxCT 3

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY

ST'M _ai,- A? IVE DISTCT 4

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY
PORTION OF SANTA ROSA COUNTY
PORTION OF OKALOOSA COUNTY

STAT SUTEM DISTR=C 7

PORTION OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY
PORTION OF SANTA ROSA COUNTY
PORTION OF OKALOOSA COUNTY
PORTION OF WALTON C Y
PORTION OF BAY COUNTY

:-j - 4 4,'%o



Th folow are populati figures for North-
west Florida ctes and counties as reportedby the
U.S. Census Bureau on Friday. The figures show
the 1980 and 1990 populabons and the percent,.
age change:,"

COUNTY
Escambia
Okaloos
Santa RouWalkxn

IF.

crrfroN .

Cestiew•

Fort Wamn BemcFreeport

Gulf Breeze
JayLaure Hi

Mrmo
Mlxon

Pensacoa
Shnl
VamrIso -

1980.
233,794
109,920
65,W&
21,300

Z394

7,617.
SAM
3A913

20m

5,478us
610

3537206
6,624,

57,619
390

6,142

262,798
143,776
81,608
27,760
W9700
lm

322
5,120
08m

21,471
643
see
543

4,139
7,06

•10,507
-'600

58,165
341

4&672

CHANGE" t
12.4
30.8
45.8
30.3

CHAN=E
4U9A;
29A.6.0

106.5
3.1

26.0
0.9
52
.411
17.3
0.1

21.8
.9

0.9
-12.6
-23.9

C

~v)

I
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Terrance R. Ketchel
John T. Brown
Bryan J. Kiefer

January 18, 1993

Mr. Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 32547

RE; MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

On January 4, 1993, I received notification from you of
additional information that had been received frcm Mr. Ralph
Perkins in the form of an affidavit alleging possible violations
of Federal Election laws in my 1990 Congressional campaign.

Specifically, Mr. Perkins alleged my campaign exceeded the
individual campaign contribution limit that is applied to each
"Federal election" pursuant to 11 CFR 100.2. Mr. Perkins arrives
at this violation by mistakenly applying Section 110.1(j)(4) to the
facts of my 1990 campaign.

Section 110. ( 1(j) (4) applies to Congressional nominations that
take place through either a "caucus or convention. In these
situations no "Federal election" takes place and no additional
$1,000 contribution is allowed for individuals. However, this
situation absolutely has no aoDlication to the det nition of
Con~ressionai nominees in the state of Florida. In Florida
Congressional nominees are chosen throuah an election Primary.
Florida Congressional com~aign contribution li ts are governed by
the two (21 Drecedino subrDaraaraDhs. l10.l(il(21 & (i(31.

ARE" OF PRACTICE

Civil Litigation, Corporate, Real Estate, Collection,
Comercial and Franchise Law

Ra aConares iona nominees in the tate of F orida In Florida

J



January 18, 1993
Page 2

These two subparagraphs outline what is well-known in
Congressional campaign finance circles, namely, that a Primary is
considered a "Federal election" for purposes of the limitations on
contributions even if the candidate is unopposed r(1U(2)1. and/or
the Primary is not held rlj)(31. In other words, in the situation
such as my 1990 Congressional campaign in which I was unopposed in
my Congressional nominating Primary election, contributors may
contribute up to the $1,000 contribution limit for both the Primary
and the General election, or a total of $2,000 for the each
individual contributor assuming that $1,000 was attributed for each
"election".

This analysis of the Federal election limitations for
Congressional candidates running unopposed in a Primary election
is confirmed in Advisory Opinion 1978-65 titled Requirements for
unopposed Candidate in General Election (see enclosure), in which
Section 110.1(j) is applied to a Florida Congressional candidate.

As can be observed by a review of Mr. Perkins' alleged
contributions listed for my 1990 Congressional campaign, no

- individual contributed in excess of the $2000 legal limit for my
1990 campaign.

Although the allegations presented in Mr. Perkins, affidavit
are easily refutable, I must note that the Section on which Mr.
Perkins bases his allegation immediately follows the applicable
Section dealing with unopposed Primary elections. Mr. Perkins
obviously put a great deal of time and energy researching the
regulations as well as my FEC reports, and it appears apparent that
Mr. Perkins' oversight of the obvious applicable section indicates
that Mr. Perkins is engaged in a harassment campaign rather than
a sincere inquiry of possible wrongdoing.

Therefore, I would like to inquire as to whether any
protections exist from the constant stream of wildly false
applications of the law and the facts involving my campaign which
have been received by the FEC from Mr. Perkins. This individual,
who is a well-known campaign worker for my Primary opponent in my
1992 campaign, has now sent inquiries to not only the FEC, but also
to the Justice Department, the FDIC, and even Commnittees of
Congress itself. Is there no end? Please inform me of any recourse
that I might have to stop this harassment.

Finally, in closing, I would like to again offer my assistance
and cooperation in your efforts to make a determination of this
inquiry. I understand that you are only attempting to do your job
in this inquiry, and although Mr. Perkins may have unearthed some
minor mathematical errors in his extensive evaluation of my FEC
reports, the fact is clear that the major allegations suggested by
Mr. Perkins (such as those stated above) have been obvious



January 18, 1993
Page 3

misapplication of law and fact designed to harass a political
opponent. I know that the FEC laws written by Congress were not
designed for this end and I sincerely hope your review of this file
will indicate such. Thank you.

Sours,,

Terrance R. Ketchel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 10, 1993

Mr. Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

CK This letter acknowledges receipt on February 4, 1993, of the
third amendment to the complaint you filed on August 31, 1992,

- against Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and
William H., Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust,

'0 William H. Dossey and Henry, Monroig & Ketchel. In your earlier
amendments, you identified Tom Walton, Felix A. Beukenkamp,
Hugh E. Jones, Jim Harris, Amanda Harris, Ron Yirigoyen,

O. Vickie Hughes, Darren Shields, Gary Pearson, William A. Pullman,
and Allyn C. Donaldson as additional respondents. In all,
Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William H.
Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust, Tom Walton and
Hugh E. Jones as well as the Respondents you have most recently
identified, Edna Cotton, William F. Stone, Michael Tarpley,
Kimberly L. Wright and Alex Wright, will be sent copies of your

C' latest amendment. You will be notified as soon as the Federal
Election Commission takes final action on your complaint.

,. Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 
10, 1993

Tom Walton
P.O. Box 122
Shalimar, Florida 32579

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Walton:

On December 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
CD Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins

alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the

V notification.

On February 4, 1993, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

rl Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
% ASHIN(TO% D C 20461

February 10, 1993

Hugh E. Jones
4212 West Fairfield
Pensacola, Florida 32505

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Jones:

On December 24, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the

Ccomplaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification.

On February 4, 1993, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



Im FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
10 %ASHNTON DC 2046tC

lip February 10, 1993

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mlr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust was notified that
CN the Federal Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F.

Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
Vanguard Bank & Trust was given a copy of the complaint and
informed that a response to the complaint should be submittedc within 15 days of receipt of the notification. On November 9,
1992, November 18, 1992, December 10, 1992, and December 24, 1992,

all. you were notified that the complainant had submitted additional
information pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. in
each instant, the additional information was forwarded to you.

on February 4, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, Vanguard Bank & Trust is hereby afforded an additional
15 days in which to respond to the allegations.

if you have any questions, please contact me at
202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\ SHI N TO% DC 20465

U& February 10, 1993

William H. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins

Nalleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a

(-7 copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the

ak notification. On November 9, 1992, November 18, 1992,
December 10, 1992, December 24, 1992, and January 12, 1993, you
were notified that the complainant had submitted additional

C information pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. In
each instant, the additional information was forwarded to you.

On February 4, 1993, the Commission again received additional
C' information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in

the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

/ / /
//

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure

V



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 10, 1993

Terrance R. Ketchel
c/o Ketchel & Brown
26 N. W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
-r Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins

alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
C11 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a

copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the

C7 notification. On November 9, 1992, November 18, 1992,
December 10, 1992, December 24, 1992, and January 12, 1993, you
were notified that the complainant had submitted additional
information pertaining to the allegations in the complaint. In

Ox each instant, the additional information was forwarded to you.

COn February 4, 1993, the Commission again received additional

information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.
As this new information is considered an amendment to the original
complaint, you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which
to respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffne'r
Attorney

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A^,SHNCTO0% D( 2fl4hi

February 10, 1993

William F. Stone
204 N.E. Buck Drive
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Stone:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

CNI Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

C" appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your

(>, response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no

CI, response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
NT 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the

C' Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Li-sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'.%ASHI\(;rC)N F) C (

February 10, 1993

Alex Wright
P.O. Box 20081
Panama City Beach, Florida 32407

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Wright:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

CUnder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

Cappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,0% must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Li-sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

'AASHINC [B0 :DC 4bi

February 10, 1993

Kimberly L. Wright
P.O. Box 20081
Panama City Beach, Florida 32407

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Wright:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
Cwriting that no action should be taken against you in this matter.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where

C-1 appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,

0% must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 10, 1993

Michael Tarpley
5343 Morgan Horse Drive
Jacksonville, Florida 32257

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Tarpley:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

C'-sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

February 
10, 1993

Edna Cotton
616 N. Beal Parkway
Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Ms. Cotton:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. we have numbered this matter MUR 3597. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

CUnder the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

C relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your

CK response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office,
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If noresponse is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further

- action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify theC"- Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Craig Douglas
Reffner, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.
For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerelk-- /

Lisa E. Kdein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



WILLIAM F. S1NE
ATrOTNY AT LAW

FRT WALTON SHC RXJAX6= " 4

**etramnmitted via aeLmle to 202-219-3923****

February f1, 1993

Federal Election Comission
Attnt Craig Douglas Reffnez, Esquire
Washington, D.C. 20463

REt MR 3S97
relix A. Beukenkamp
hS No. 93-003-0

Dear Mr. Reffner;

Q 1 write this letter in response to your oorr e of 24
December 1992 and the ocmplant filed by mr. Ralph Prkins.

unfortunately Mr. Be10ukek1- has bem unable to get oemqpta oa@4s
of his bank records in time for ths rebse. a w be
provided at a later date, as avalable tram his bank. As I told you

C before, oopies of these abooks mast be &ied frm th bmk,
vhich is a time cum aLg po0e4.

The thrust of the claint filed b ar ekins is that the 0gg 1 PIC?% of contributions nade by Mr. S_------, is ovz the L 'mit dr pe.

Perkins mis-states the applia ility Of the IC regalatf.

FEC Req. 110.1(j)(3) a-l1- in this ams and prwivans, in short,
C", that even in the event that there LS nao p a beOSe the

candLdate is uoppoed, the pCiMZy is stUl aemated as an
'election"a for thb impose of the 101itatIans aon c€OUtribitms.

This issue was speiftically addree Id in US. Attocu Advisory
Opinion AD 1978-65 [17 October 1978].

Mr. Beukenkaup contributed les than the allowed munt for both
the 1990 and the 1992 o gnm.

Sincerely, L) k;

William F. Stone

(Dictated by ar. ftme and signsd in his absesas)

cc: Felix BeukenkamV b4 bo

AIIU 3NOIS A M WO C300"3D d 41t6 Me, 31 a3:



0 LAW OrrICES

CHEss R, WiQAimD, BAnR, W0I I" ,

FLOWzERs & FLzzT, P A.

0. MICHAEL CHESSER
J 0. WINGARD. JR.
HARRY It. BARR
BOBBY L. WHITNEY, JR
MICHAEL A. FLOWERS
H BART FLEET

23 February 1993

Craig Douglas Reffner
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Edna Cotton
MUR 3597

201 EGLIN PARKWAY

SEALIMA. FWIRIDA 32579
(9)04) Gs - 99",

IrAZ (004) 6S1-6084

fIriST NATIONAL BANK Of CRESTVIEW BUILDING

SUITE 300
POST OFFICE BOx 327

CREsTvIEW. FLORIDA , K,

(904) 68Z-20,t

00,

Cd) ac:3 ,

t

z

Dear Mr. Reffner:

CEnclosed please find a Statement of Designation of Counsel signed by
Edna Cotton. I will get a response to Ms. Klein's letter in the form of an

0C% affidavit from Ms. Cotton shortly.

0Very truly yours,

H R .RR(

HEB/fhn

enclosure

35I 9 3 'S3



0 0
STA3?=T OF DEBSIGQATIO OF CX JESEL

MM 3597

NAME OF COJNSEL H

ADDESS: 1

S

TELEPHONE: 9

arry E. Barr

201 Eglin Parkway

halimar, Florida 32579

04-651-9944

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

I the Commission.

DDS

Ism IJT S NAMJ:

ROMN PHONE:

BUS 1U8 PHOME

Signature

Edna Cotton

616 N. Beal Parkway

Fort Walton Beach, Florida 32548

904-862-7415

'-ely

n

z
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March i, 1q193

Via Federal Express
Ms. l i,,a I. KleiI

A,,,istant (eneral ('o)tII, Cl
tedcral leiction ((') mi, iS
999 1iat Strect. NW
Wa,,hington. )(' 2(403

i..°

cm

r .Y2
-..2.

RE: MlR 3597

Dear Mis. Klein:

Enclosed, in affidavit form, is verification of the amount of funds I contributed to the

campaign of Mr. Terry Ketchel for Congress, District 1. Fhorida. I hope this will clarify any

seemingly inadequate records kept by Mr. Ketchel.

If any further information is necessary, please contact me at (904) 784-9443.

Sincerely.

Alex Wright

AW/ps

Enclosures

)esigner s and Bua Ie ,
of G o % e r n m e n t.

C o mn rn r A .1 a .a:1
Indutrial (C'onstruction

C6 (. cll'd ,-" 
, 

11 ( opr'!rj. ,. !r t et I , cn c. ; k, -( - ',' I"

I'() B(\ 41'. Panama (t,. Florida 12402

4S14 ( race A, enuc. Panama ( it. t-hntda 324mII

I(XU)} "84-9)441 FAX (1,44 -144-9442

53;



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF BAY )

COMES the Affiant, Alex Wright, and after being duly sworn, swears and avers as

follows:

1. My name is Alex Wright and I reside at 428 Wahoo Drive, Panama City

Beach, Florida. My mailing address is P. 0. Box 20081, Panama City Beach, Florida 32407.

2. 1 own 100%,I of the stock of A. W. & Associates, Inc. The physical address of

the corporation is 459 Grace Avenue. Panama City, Florida 32401 and the mailing address

is P. 0. Box 437. Panama City, Florida 32401.

3. I personally contributed the sum of $2,000.00 to the campaign of Mr. Terry

Ketchel for the First Congressional seat in District 1, Florida.
4. $1,000.00 of my contribution was earmarked and indicated as being for the

'C Primary and the second $1,000.00 contribution was earmarked and indicated as being a

C" contribution for the General Election.

0,, Further the Affiant saith naught.

Alex Wright

(7 SWORN TO and subscribed before me this day of March, 1993, in the
County and State last aforesaid.

Notary Public State of Frorida
My commission expires:j9 - L /
Personally known or Prodycd Identification
Type of Identification Produced /I"

pmr k eiCv Aw



& ASSOCIATES
- INC
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DIu Z 5 51L~'~~

March 1. i993

Via Federal Express

, .I i'a iE. Klein
, ,,,i,,larn ( enr tir l ('L1UllCI

l-cdcral lcleoi n ('0mi,,,,itn
9991) I.u,t Street. NA,
AWashin-oton. W)( 24403

RI' MLR 3597

l)ear \,. Klein:

Enclhs,,ed. in affida% it form, is verification of the amount of funds I contributed to the
campaign of Mr. Terry Ketchel for Congress, District 1, Florida. I hope this will clarify any
seemingly inadequate records kept by Mr. Ketchel.

If an, further information is necessary. please contact me at (904) 784-9443.

Sincerely.

Kimherl L. Wright

KI.W/ps

Enclosure,

.~ *.~

)esigners and Builders
o f G o . e r n m e n t.
Com mer e ia I and

Industrial (onstruction

-WJ ,efr .ji (or j tor , ,If L.Aefor (.(,( t )"-*N

B'ox l$A' 41'. Panama Cit. Florida 32402
4 Y (,race A'enu. Panama ( tv, Ulorida 12401

'0A44 '84 9441 FAX (904) 794-9442



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF BAY

COMES the Affiant, Kimberly L Wright, and after being duly sworn, swears and

avers as follows:

1. My name is Kimberly L. Wright and I reside at 428 Wahoo Drive, Panama

City Beach. Florida. My mailing address is P. 0. Box 20081, Panama City Beach, Florida

32407.

2. 1 am an employee of A. W. & Associates, Inc. The physical address of the

company is 459 Grace Avenue, Panama City, Florida 32401 and the mailing address is P.

0. Box 437. Panama City, Florida 32401.

3. 1 personally contributed the sum of $2,000.00 to the campaign of Mr. Terry

Ketchel for the First Congressional seat in District 1, Florida.

4. $1,000.00 of my contribution was earmarked and indicated as being for the

Primary and the second $1,000.00 contribution was earmarked and indicated as befig a

contribution for the General Election.

Further the Affiant saith naught.

Kimbedy L gi

SWORN TO and subscribed before me this / day of March, 1993, in the

County and State last aforesaid.

jI4 1 J'jiA JI U 1
Notary Public State of Florida
My commission expires:q /

Permonally known or Prodawi I kdati on

Type of Identification Produced r

'C

pm :r ki ,AtcIk

i - I . -1 1 . 11 - . 7 i - :, -91VMF '
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LAW OFFICES

CHESSER. WINOARD, BARR, WHITNEY,

FLOWERS & FLEzT, P A.

D. MICHAEL CHESSER
J. 0. WINGARD. JR
HARRY C. MAWR
mommY L. WHITNEY. JR.

MICHAEL A. FLOWERS
H. *AInT FLEET

25 February 1993

Federal Elections Commission
9?9 E Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Craig Douglas Reffner

Re: Edna Cotton
MJR 3597

KZ"

Naa '3 1210 1, '9

1101 COLIN PARKWAy

SHALIMAR. FIDRwuw 32579
(904) 6S -44

FAX (904) @51-9064

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF CRESTVIEW BUILDING

SUITE 300

POST OFFICE BOX 327

CRESTVIEW, FLORIDA 325.'V,
(904) 682-2011

C.ii) ~

Ca) ~C)

~

'i)
(nm

-oz

r-^ Dear Mr. Reffner:

Enclosed please find an Affidavit signed by .Hs. Cotton regarding Mr.
Ketchel's campaign.

Very truly yours,

HEB/fhn

enclosure
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF OKALOOSA

RE: RJR 3597, Terrance R. Ketchel

AFFIDAVIT

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared EDNA COTTON, who

being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. That my name is Edna Cotton, 616 N. Beal Parkway, Fort Walton

Beach, Florida 32548.

2. That during the federal election for Congress in 1992, I knew Terry

Ketchel as a friend of the family.

3. At no time during the course of his campaign (either primary or

general elections) did I ever give any contribution to Mr. Ketchel in the

form of money. I gave him no cash and no checks.

4. That prior to the campaign, I agreed to lease a building I owned to

oY Mr. Ketchel for his campaign headquarters. The building had previously been

vacant for approximately one year. It previously was a Kentucky Fried

Chicken store and was still painted in such a fashion that it was obviously

a Kentucky Fried Chicken store. Mr. Ketchel agreed to repaint the store andC"

remodel it at his expense. In return, I agreed to lease him the building

for six months at $1.00 for the six month period. In addition to getting

the building refurbushed and repainted, I was then able to insure the

building which was previously uninsurable because it was unoccupied.

5. After the election, Mr. Ketchel left the building and I was able to

rent the building promptly thereafter due in part to the renovations to the

building and the repainting.

-



6. While I leased the building for a nominal sum, I received the bene-

fit of Mr. Ketchel's work and I am not sure who received the most benefit.

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is true statement of fact

and correct.

' EDNA COTTON, AFFIANT

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 02/'70ay of

February, 1993, by Edna Cotton, who is personally known to me and who did

take an oath.

ii nInL NOTARY PUBLIC

m My Commission Expires:

0N0%
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AFFIDAVIT J IZ 52,, .,3

CA) -olCOMMONWEALTH --

STATE OF FLORIDA )

as: -

COUNTY OF ESCAMBIA

PARISH )

I, Ralph F. Perkins. 5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard. Pensacola.
Florida 32507

hereby solemnly swear & affirm
(swear & affirm)

CD Reference: Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine Circle,
Shalimar, Florida 32579. Mr. Ketchel is the defeated Republican
candidate for the First Congressional District 1 Seat, Florida for
1990 & 1992.

NO
I preface this statement by making the Federal Election Commission
aware of some facts concerning Mr. Terrance R. Ketchel's background
(ref: Martindale - Hubble Law Directory 1992).

"TERRANCE R. KETCHEL, (P.C.), born St. Paul Minnesota;
admitted to bar, 1986, Florida; 1987, District of Columbia.
Education: Duke University (B.S., 1977), University of
Florida (J.D., 1981). Legislative Director and Counsel to
Congressman Guy Vander Jagt, 1983 - 1986. Member; The Florida

o Bar. CONCENTRATION; Real Estate Law; Corporate Law;
Commercial Law; Franchise Law.

REPRESENTATIVE CLIENTS: First National Bank & Trust; Ready
Bank of Fort Walton Beach; First Federal Savings Bank of
DeFuniak Springs; B & B Realty, Inc; Crosswinds Homeowners
Association, Inc; Florida Industrial Machinery, Inc; Doubles
Pizza Internal, Inc."

Furthermore, Mr. Ketchel's wife Carolyn also worked for Congressman
Guy Vander Jagt. Mr. Vander Jagt is the head of the National
Republican Congressional Committee (NRCC). Mr. Ketchel has worked
for the Republican National Committee. Aside from Mr. Ketchel's
failed 1990 and 1992 congressional campaigns, Mr. Ketchel served as
the Field Director in the Warren Briggs Congressional Campaign in

Page 1 of 8 Pages Affiant's Initials



1987 (ref: 1985 Congressional Staff Directory and campaign
literature for 1990 & 1992).

Mr. Ketchel appears to have a rather extensive knowledge in finance
(banking) through his background in law and by the clients he
represents. He also seems to be a person with a wide and varied
political background. Complimented with his failed 1990 and 1992
congressional campaign it appears Mr. Ketchel should be well versed
in campaign reporting and campaign laws.

Mr. Ketchel in his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" dated
January 26, 1993 for the period covering from November 24, 1992
through December 31, 1992 has filed this as his "Termination
Report." He list on his Schedule C, Loans, the following:

"A. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code of Loan Source.
Vanguard Bank & Trust
302 Mary Esther Blvd.
Ft. Walton Bch Fl

__ Election _ Primary X General _ Other (specify)

r original Amount Cumulated Payment Balance Outstmdin gat
of Loan To Date Close of This PeriodNO

$32,000.00 0 $32,000.00

01 Terms: Date Incurred 11-26-90 Date Due 26 Ife 93 Interest Rate
8.5 % (apr) Secured"

In this report Mr. Ketchel does not "List All Endorsers or
Guarantors (if any) to item A." He does not list a Guarantor &
Indorser, list no occupation, and does not list the amount
guaranteed Outstanding.

In Mr. Ketchel's previous reports of his "Report of Receipts &
V) Disbursements" he has listed the "Loan Source" as:

rVanguard Bank
300 Mary Esther Cut-Off
Mary Esther, FL 32569

For his "Termination Report" he list the "Loan Source" as:

Vanguard Bank & Trust
302 Mary Esther Blvd.
Ft Walton Bch, FL (no zip code listed)

These are two distinct and different addresses. Which is the

Page 2 of 8 Pages Affiant's Initials _



correct address?

On Mr. Ketchel's "Summary Page" (Front Page) of this "Report of
Receipts & Disbursements, line "10. Debts and Obligations Owed By
the Committee (Itemize all on Schedule C and or Schedule D)" he
shows no debts or obligations. This cannot be for he still has a
$32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank & Trust Company
outstanding.

In Mr. Ketchel's previous "Report of Receipts & Disbursements"
dated December 12, 1992 (Mr. Ketchel list 12/3/93 - this is in
error) for the period covering from October 15, 1992 through
November 23, 1992, line "10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the
Committee (Itemize all on Schedule C and or Schedule D)" he again
shows no debts or obligations. In his Schedule C, Loan, Mr.
Ketchel leaves blank the "Amount Guaranteed Outstanding". This
cannot be for he still has a $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard
Bank & Trust Company outstanding.

In Mr. Ketchel's "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" dated October
19, 1992 for the period covering from October 1, 1992 through
October 14, 1992 on line "10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the
Committee (Itemize all on Schedule C and or Schedule D) is the last
time he shows his $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank &

NO Trust Company. Yet, for the "Amount Guaranteed outstanding" on his

Schedule C, Loans, he left this blank.

l I find the above activity I have outlined curious!

0. In my checks with public documents section of the Federal Election
Commission they have not advised me of, nor have provided me with
a copy of Mr. Ketchel's "FEC Form 3 or a letter containing the same
information" that he has filed a "Termination Report." There is no
indication he has filed such a report.

C"
"The Termination Report must disclose:
* All receipts and disbursements not previously reported,
including an accounting of debt retirement; and
* The disposition of all residual funds. 102.3(a)."

Furthermore, as long as Mr. Ketchel has outstanding debts or
obligations, and continues to receive contributions or make
expenditures he is not eligible to terminate. He still has an
outstanding $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank & Trust
Company. 102.3(a).

Mr. Ketchel has not resolved his debt problem, or his many other
problems that I have filed affidavits on to the Federal Election
Commission. Until these matters are brought to a resolution, Mr.

Page 3 of 8 Pages Affiant's Initials



Ketchel CNNOT terminate his reports to the Federal Election
Commission.

It is not clear at this point and time, but it appears that there
are possible violations of Federal and State Banking Laws as
concerns Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank
& Trust Company. There may also be tax consequences the Federal
Internal Revenue Services may want to look at. Also, violation of
100.7(b)(11). The apparent result was influencing the outcome of
the 1992 Congressional Election for the First Congressional
District of Florida.

There has been a failure by the Federal Election Commission,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, and the Florida Division of
Banking to detect Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 errant bank loan from
the Vanguard Bank & Trust Company. Had I not discovered this in
Mr. Ketchel's reports of his "Reports of Receipts & Disbursements"
and reported it to the Federal Election Commission they would have
not known. The same goes for the banking regulatory agencies whose
purview this bank comes under.

Banking confidentiality laws conceal questionable banking
practices, failure by bank regulators, and bank failures from the
public. The Savings & Loan Crisis and the state of our banking

*10 industry today are clear examples of questionable practices being
covered up by confidentiality laws and the failure of the bank
regulators.

An interesting point that was brought to my attention by the Office
CK of Thrift Supervision is that sometimes banks will cover for

themselves by concealing information from the regulators. If this
is done it would be next to impossible for the bank regulators to
detect errant bank loans, illegal dealings, and other
improprieties.

What is interesting is that in Mr. Ketchel's reports to the Federal
Election Commission he provides us with a thorough account of his
bank loan. In his "Financial Disclosure Statements" filed with the
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. he
provides us another window into his finances.

I imply nothing here, but I feel it important that the Federal
Election Commission be aware that Stephen Ruckel, President,
Vanguard Bank & Trust Company contributed $1,000.00 to Mr.
Ketchel's campaign in 1990. The first contribution for $500.00 was
made May 17, 1990 and the second contribution for $500.00 was made
November 2, 1990 (ref: "Reports of Receipts & Disbursements" filed
with the Federal Election Commission for 1990).

Page 4 of 8 Pages Affiant's Initialse
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The following terms are the terms of Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 bank
loan taken from his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" dated
December 5, 1990 for the period covering from September 18, 1990
through November 26, 1990:

Date Incurred:
Due Date:
Interest:
Guarantor &
Indorser:

Name of Employer:
Occupation:
Amount Guaranteed
Outstanding:

November 26, 1990
November 25, 1991
10.0%

Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine
Circle, Shalimar, Florida 32579.
Henry, Monroig & Ketchel
Attorney

$32,000.00

Mr. Ketchel in his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" to the
Federal Election dated October 15, 1992 for the period covering
from August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 shows that he
renegotiated this loan. The following are the renegotiated terms
of this loan:

Date Incurred:
Due Date:
Interest:
Renegotiated:
Guarantor &
Endorser:

Name of Employer:
Occupation:
Amount Guaranteed
Outstanding:

November 26, 1990
February 26, 1993
8.5%
February 26, 1992

Terrance R. Ketchel, 13 Lake Lorraine
Circle, Shalimar, Florida 32579.
Ketchel & Brown
Attorney

$32,000.00

An interesting point here is that instead of renegotiating this
bank loan prior to its due date, Mr. Ketchel renegotiates this loan
over three months (November 26, 1991 to February 26, 1992) after
its due date has passed. The renegotiation of this bank loan
should have been reported when it occurred in his "Report of
Receipts & Disbursements" to the Federal Election Commission dated
April 15, 1992 for the period covering from January 1, 1992 through
March 31, 1992.

I fail to understand why Mr. Ketchel did not report the
renegotiation of this $32,000.00 bank loan in the reporting period
it occurred in. There were four "Reports of Receipts &
Disbursements" that Mr. Ketchel should (could) have reported this
in. they are as follows:
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April 15, 1992
July 15, 1992
August 3, 1992
August 18, 1992

Up until Mr. Ketchel's report dated August 18, 1992 he continued to
report the original terms of this $32,000.00 bank loan with the due
date of November 25, 1991. It was not until his fifth "Report of
Receipts & Disbursements" dated October 15, 1992 for the period
covering from August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992 that he
reported the renegotiation of this loan. To renegotiate a loan
three months or more after its due date is not a normal bankling
pract.ce. This is eleven months after the oriinal Due Date__f
November 25. 1991 had passed. and eight months after the
reneqotiation of this loan'

upon examining the reports of Mr. Ketchel's "Reports of Receipts &
Disbursements" for 1990, 1991 and 1992 he never had the cash on
hand to pay for his $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank &
Trust Company. This is evident from examining line "8. Cash on
Hand at Close of Reporting Period (from line 27)" of the summary
page of his reports.

Mr. Ketchel's ending report for 1991 covering from July 1, 1991
through December 31, 1991 show that he only took in an aggregate
year-to-date amount of $13,131.97. Minus his disbursements he ends
up with a cash balance of $55.78. Obviously he did not take in

OK enough money to pay off his $32,000.00 bank loan. His cash balance
ending for 1990 was $2,417.92. Even carry this over he did not

ON have sufficient funds to pay off his loan.

Mr. Ketchel's "Report of Receipts & Disbursements" dated April 15,
_, 1992 for the covering period from January 1, 1992 through March 31,

1992 shows he only took in $15,233.98. Minus his disbursements he
is left with a cash balance of $91.02. Again, Mr. Ketchel still
does not have sufficient funds to pay off his $32,000.00 bank loan.
In fact. Mr. Ketchel ended all his"Reports of Receits _A
Disbursements" with very little cash on hand for 1991 and 1992.
There was no viable way he could have paid off this 132.000.00 loan
and kicked off his vrimary election bid for 1992 accordLng to his
rgrtsI .

Mr. Ketchel not having to pay off his $32,000.00 bank loan from the
Vanguard Bank & Trust Company on its due date of November 25, 1991
had the effect of an infusion of funds into a campaign that was
very short on money. Had Mr. Ketchel had to pay off his $32,000.00
bank loan he would have had no funds to launch his primary campaign
in 1992. By not paying off this loan it had an effect on the
outcome of the primary and the general election. It cannot be
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discounted the effect a 932.000.00 infusion may have!

Mr. Ketchel is only making *Interest Payments." The following is
the history of this bank loan as reported in his reports to the
Federal Election Commission:

Payment Date Interest Paid

March 8, 1991 $792.27
July 11, 1991 $862.25
September 9, 1991 $809.88
December 6, 1991 $850.37
February 27, 1992 $785.62
June 2, 1992 $753.30
September 18, 1992 $720.85
October 18, 1992 68.
Total Interest Paid $6,243.06

Mr. Ketchel's $32,000.00 bank loan from the Vanguard Bank & Trust
Company from it very beginning was a troubled loan. His interest
payments have not followed a payment schedule or amortization
schedule, they have been a hit and miss affair. The history of

K1 this loan clearly shows that it does not follow the criteria set
forth in 100.7(b)(11). If a bank loan does not meet the criteria
in 100.7(b)(11) it is a "Prohibited Contribution 114.2."

C I find it unusual that after my affidavit filed with the Federal
01% Election Commission dated August 26, 1992 that Mr. Ketchel should

show the renegotiation of his bank loan. The following is what I
0> said in my affidavit:

Z) "From 1991 to date Mr. Ketchel is showing interest payments on
a $32,000.00 loan with the Vanguard Bank, 300 Mary Ester Cut-
Off, Mary Ester, Florida 32569 which was incurred 11/26/90
with a due date of 11/25/91. He continues to pay interest on
this loan as noted in his reports.

We know he is paying interest payments on the $32,000.00 loan
and that there has been no reduction in the debt from the
original loan..."

Then it is only after my affidavit dated October 19, 1992 to the
Federal Election Commission when I challenged his payments that he
after the fact showed other payments. Mr. Ketchel failed to report
his September 23, 1992 interest payment in his "Report of Receipts
& Disbursements" dated October 15, 1992 for the period covering
from August 13, 1992 through September 30, 1992. He also failed to
report this payment in his "Report of Receipts & Disbursements"
dated October 19, 1992 for the period covering from October 1, 1992

Page 7 of 8 Pages Affiant's Initials ___



through October 14, 1992. His October 18, 1992 interest payments
was made in the reporting period it occurred in.

I find these after the fact and after I brought it to the attention
of the Federal Election Commission reporting highly unusual. Why
not at the time they occurred? Is Mr. Ketchel reacting? The
canceled checks and banking records will tell the truth.

If there is a failure to pay a debt in a timely fashion consistent
with normal practices it in effect becomes a contribution made by
the creditor, unless the creditor his made a reasonable attempt to
collect the debt. 100.7(a)(4). The question here is did the
Vanguard Bank & Trust Company take reasonable steps? Just what did
the bank do? Aside from the guidelines set forth by the Federal
Election Commission, was the bank following normal and legal
banking practices? According to Mr. Ketchel's reports outlining
the history of this loan the answer would have to be no!

Federal Election Commission and the bank regulators need to delve
into this entire affair and thoroughly investigate whether campaign

r-, and banking laws were violated. There may also be tax consequences
that the Federal Internal Revenue Services need to be made aware
of. Was there an attempt to influence the outcome of an election
whether it be intentional or inadvertent? After having talked to
people in the banking business and those in banks that I have
personal dealings with, I know I could never secure a loan on the
terms Mr. Ketchel is receiving (my credit is excellent). One

01 remark given sums it up: "It is known as a know your banker loan."
Lastly. Mr. Ketchel cannot terminate his reports to the Federal
Election Commission until there is a resolution to his S32.000.00
debt. and his many other problems that have been brouaht to the
attention of the Federal Election Commission. Very serious
questions have been raised that may have grave consequences... The
people deserve to know the truth!

I declare under penalty of perjury that this is a true statement of
fact and correct.

AFFIR iNTS SIGNATURE
Ralph F. Perkins
FDL # P625-726-41-309-0

Subscribed and sworn/affirmed to
before me at Pensacola. Florida
on this Ist day March 1993

Sus n S. SO on -NOTARY
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FEDERAL ELEC1ION COMMISSION

March 23, 1993

Mr. Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grande Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, Florida 32507

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Perkins:

This letter acknowledges receipt on March 8, 1993, of the
fourth supplement to the complaint you filed on August 31, 1992,
against Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and
William H., Dossey, as treasurer, Vanguard Bank & Trust,
William H. Dossey and Henry, Nonroig & Ketchel. In your earlier
amendments, you identified Tom Walton, Felix A. Beukenkamp,
Hugh E. Jones, Jim Harris, Amanda Harris, Ron Yirigoyen,
Vickie Hughes, Darren Shields, Gary Pearson, William A. Pullman,
and Allyn C. Donaldson as additional respondents. In all,
Terrance R. Ketchel, Ketchel for Congress '92 and William H.
Dossey, as treasurer, and Vanguard Bank & Trust, will be sent
copies of your latest supplement. You will be notified as soon as
the Federal Election Commission takes final action on your
complaint.

Sincerely,

' ; -j / ,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

is March 23, 1993

William H. Dossey, Treasurer
Ketchel for Congress '92
508 Dracena Way
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the
notification. On November 9, 1992, November 18, 1992,
December 10, 1992, December 24, 1992, January 12, 1993, and
February 10, 1993, you were notified that the complainant had
submitted additional information pertaining to the allegation the
complaint. In each instant, the additional information was
forwarded to you.

On March 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

March 23, 1993

Terrance R. Ketchel
c/o Ketchel & Brown
26 N. W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Ft. Walton Beach, Florida 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, you were notified that the FederalCD Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F. Perkins
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time you were given a
copy of the complaint and informed that a response to the
complaint should be submitted within 15 days of receipt of the

C7 notification. On November 9, 1992, November 18, 1992,
December 10, 1992, December 24, 1992, January 12, 1993, and

OK February 10, 1993, you were notified that the complainant had
submitted additional information pertaining to the allegation the
complaint. In each instant, the additional information was
forwarded to you.

On March 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations inCT' the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner
Attorney

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AAH"('()N ") 4#

March 23, 1993

Roger L. Farrar, President
Vanguard Bank & Trust
300 Mary Ester Boulevard
Mary Ester, Florida 32569

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, Vanguard Bank & Trust was notified that
- the Federal Election Commission received a complaint from Ralph F.

Perkins alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
Vanguard Bank & Trust was given a copy of the complaint and

'0 informed that a response to the complaint should be submitted
c within 15 days of receipt of the notification. On November 9,

1992, November 18, 1992, December 10, 1992, and February 10, 1993,
you were notified that the complainant had submitted additional

ON, information pertaining to the allegation the complaint. in each
instant, the additional information was forwarded to you.

C:) On March 8, 1993, the Commission again received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in
the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional information.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
Ile) (202) 219-3400

Sincerely,

Craig Douglas Reffner-
Attorney

Enclosure



* K31ML & ORN, P.A. 0
W AmICa AT LAW

26 U.N. 3tACA ROAD, SUITE V
FT. IWLTOK OXACK, FlMtI 32547

Terrance R. Ketchel
John T. Brown
Bryan J. Kiefer

11A11J ILLS

Telephone (904)862-6988
Telecopier (904) 864-2069

March 25, 1993

Douglas Ref fner
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner:

Enclosed please find the responses of Ketchel For Congress 92
C mpaign to the allegations made by Mr. Ralph Perkins on December
!Ul, 1992, January 12, 1993 and February 10, 1993. Although many
of the allegations contained therein are repetitive in nature to
the previously submitted filings by Mr. Perkins, I will attempt to
provide you with a point by point explanation of the issues raised
by Mr. Perkins in these most recent filings.

C
Although I hope that by now it is transparent that the

repeated filings by Mr. Perkins amount to a serious misuse of the
Federal Election Commission's resources, especially in light of the
fact that he worked on the campaign staff of my primary opponent,

c- I sincerely hope that when this review is completed by the FEC that
some steps could be taken to stop this type of abusive activity in
the future.

I stand ready to provide any further documentation that may
be necessary to clarify any of the answers that I may provide
herein. Please do not hesitate to contact me by telephone or in
writing concerning any of the responses that I have raised herein.

terry\reffner. ltr

ARMS OF PRAC7ICE

Civil Litigation, Corporate, Real Estate, Collection,
Conercial, Franchise Law, Crin&alI and Family Law



Responses to January 27, 1993 Affidavits

1. 8 page Affidavit

Issue Number 1 (Pages 1-3) Vanguard Bank & Trust Loan

Mr. Perkins continues to allege that the Vanguard Bank & Trust
Loan that is listed on my FEC reports is an "errant" loan. This
is a totally unsubstantiated and false characterization of this
loan. As I outlined in my previous correspondence to the FEC, this
loan is a standard business loan with quarterly paid interest, and
is personally guaranteed by myself. This type of loan arrangement,
in which the candidate personally guarantees a loan of the
campaign, is completely within the guidelines of the FEC
regulations, and appears to be the type of loan contemplated if
a bank loan is obtain by a campaign committee.

With regards to the payment schedule referenced by Mr.
Perkins, this loan has never seriously been in arrears and is and
remains within the guidelines of 11CFR 100.7(b)l1. Specifically,
this loan was made in the ordinary course of business in that it
(a) bears the usual and customary interest rate of the lending
institution for the category of the loan involved; (b) was made on
a basis which assures repayment (note the personal guarantee); (c)
was evidenced by a written instrument (previously provided); and
(d) is subject to a due date (see previously provided Promissory
Note).

Issue Number 2 (Page 3) NRCC Contribution

Mr. Perkins correctly asserts that the contribution provided
ON, by the national republican Congressional Commlittee to my campaign

in the amount of approximately $50,000.00 has not been included in
my FEC report of receipt and disbursements. During the campaign,,
upon not receiving any notification from the NRCC of the exact
amount of the contribution that needed to be listed on our FEC
report, my campaign staff contacted the NRCC to make inquiry. We
were told that this contribution need not be recorded on the FEC

tn report as it was being reported directly to the FEC by the NRCC.
If this direction from the NRCC was incorrect, please inform m
imediately and I will endeavor to determine the exact amount of
the contribution by the NRCC in order to amend my earlier report.

Issue Number 3 (Pages 3-6) "Excessive" Contributions.

Mr. Perkins apparently has misread my FEC report of receipts
and disbursements in order to arrive at the conclusion that the
following individuals made contributions in excess of the $1,000.00
per election campaign limit during the 1992 election:

Edna Cotton
William F. Stone
Michael Tarply



All of these individuals made substantial inkind contributions
to my campaign which were reported in the aggregate in my initial
FEC report of 4-15-92. Mr. Perkins correctly lists the 3-24-92
contributions for Edna Cotton of $1,000.00 in-kind contribution for
the primary and $1,000.00 in-kind contribution for the general
election; William F. Stone with a 3-18-92 contribution of $600.00
for the primary and $600.00 for the general election; and Michael
Tarply for a 3-8-92 contribution of $900.00 for the primary and
$900.00 for the general election.

We were informed by the FEC that in-kind contributions should
only be listed as contributions for the period in which the
goods/services were utilized by the campaign, for any individual
report, rather than the aggregate in-kind contributions for a given
product/service as was originally provided by my campaign.
Therefore, my campaign provided an amended report dated 8-3-92
which changed the above referenced in-kind contributions to only
include that per diem contribution relative to the amount of time
that these goods/services were utilized. Because none of these new
in-kind contribution figures exceeded $200.00, none of the in-kind
contributions for these three individuals were listed on the 8-3-
92 amended report for the first quarter of 1992. However, on the
8-7-92 amended report for the second quarter of 1992 these three
individuals in-kind contributions were included, again on a per
diem basis. As you can note, the aggregate year-to-date were
slightly larger than the contributions listed in this second
quarter amended report due to the fact that each of the in-kind

C, contributions were previously counted on the first quarter of 1992
amended report although they were not itemized due to the fact that
they were less than the $200.00 reporting requirement. Thereafter
throughout the remainder of the primary and the general election,
each of these three individuals in-kind contributions were itemized
on a per diem basis for each day in which the in-kind contribution
of goods was provided.

N1.1 Therefore to correct Mr. Perkins misinformed allegations
r contained on these pages for the above referenced individuals, theMarch aggregate in-kind contribution should be deleted as was

accomplished in the amended reports. Mr. Perkins allegations
rN therefore have no merit with the correct reading of the FEC

reports.

Issue 4 (page 4) Refund

In the middle of page 4 of Mr. Perkins's Affidavit, he
references the refund made to Mrs. Almute Flentge of $1,000.00
listed in the October 1, 1992 - October 14, 1992 FEC report. Mr.
Perkins references that this contribution does not appear on
schedule A (itemized receipts) of this October 1 - October 14, 1992
report.

This statement is technically correct, but Mr. Perkins fails
to note that this contribution from Mrs. Flentge was listed on
schedule A of the previous FEC report for August 13, 1992 -
September 30, 1992.



In addition, the "curious refund" comment for $1,000.00 that
the Ketchel for Congress 92 Committee listed on the October 15,
1992 through November 23, 1992 also references the previously
explained refund to Mrs. Flentge that was reported in the previous
report. Again, Mr. Perkins apparently does not understand the
reporting requirements.

Issue Number 5 (pages 6-8) Living Expenses

As previously noted in my correspondence to the Federal
Election Commission, the "living expenses" that Mr. Perkins
repeatedly references in his allegations are none other than the
salary for living expenses paid by the campaign committee to the
candidate as allowed under FEC regulations. These living expenses
are different from the specific travel food and lodging expenses
incurred by the campaign during the campaign and are listed
separately. All such travel, food and lodging expenses are
appropriately recorded and receipted, while the living
expense/salary to the candidate is listed as income by the
candidate and has been duly recorded on his tax returns as
previously provided to the FEC, and will be recorded again in the
1992 tax returns of the candidate.

Mr. Perkins repeatedly states his amazement at the disparate
amounts of "living expenses" that were paid to the candidate at
various times during the election. These disparate figures paid
for living expenses can be found quite simply in the fact that mostof the living expenses of the candidate were paid for out of the
candidate's personal resources. At various time during the
campaign when the personal resources were insufficient or for other

C> reasons,, the candidate received a salary as allowed under FEC
regulations and was duly reported. The size of the Congressional
District and/or the relative periods with which these living

INT expense/salary were drawn by the candidate are not at issue due
to the fact that this is an appropriate expenditure of the campaign
under FEC regulations. In addition, the total aggregate living
expenses provided by the campaign are quite small compared to the
complete expenses incurred by the candidate. Mr. Perkins raising
questions of "propriety" with regards to these living expenses as
well as other clearly defined and appropriate expenses recorded in
the FEC reports is another example of unsubstantiated claims that
have no merit.



II. Three page Affidavit dated January 27, 1993

This Affidavit issued by Mr. Perkins attempts to question the
contribution limits of Tom Walton and Hugh Jones during my 1990
campaign. The issue raised by Mr. Perkins apparently results from
an incorrect aggregate year-to-date listed for Mr. Walton and Mr.
Jones on separate FEC reports. These aggregate year-to-dates were
incorrect, and due to the fact that aggregates are not totaled
overall, some minor aggregate year-to-dates mistakes were made.
In the instances provided by Mr. Perkins, neither of the
individuals exceeded the aggregate $2,000.00 per individual
contribution limit for the general and primary election of 1990 and
therefore no substantial violation occurred except that the initial
aggregate year-to-dates for these individuals were incorrectly
listed too high. The actual contributions listed for these
individuals, however, are correct. M4r. Perkins assumes that
because these initial aggregate year-to-dates were incorrectly
listed, that there is some missing extra contribution that was made
that was not listed. That was not the case, only the initial
aggregate year-to-date was incorrectly reported and no contribution
limit violations occurred.

III. Three Page Affidavit dated January 27, 1993.

This affidavit relates to contributions made by Kimberly
Wright and Alex Wright during the 1992 election. Mr. Perkins
correctly asserts that contributions in excess of the $1,000.00 perelection limit were made during the 1992 primary cycle for these
two individuals. This fact was discovered, and instructions were
provided for a refund to be given to Kimberly Wright and Alex

(N Wright with corresponding contributions to be made after the
primary election to be counted correctly for the contribution
limits in the general election. However, this instruction was not
followed and therefore this over-contribution in the primary
election was correctly asserted. However,, due to the fact that the
overall contribution limit was not exceeded for the campaign
including the general and the primary,, by these two individuals,
the violation did not cause a contribution to be made in excess of

the overall limit. If further adjustments to this report need to
be made as a result of these reported errors, please inform me of
such changes that need to be made.

IV. Affidavit of December 31, 1992

This affidavit of Mr. Perkins reports to make the ludicrous
allegation that the expenditures made during my unopposed 1990
primary campaign were questionable and should be reviewed due to
the fact that no such campaign ever took place. Mr. Perkins is
technically correct that all of my expenditures and contributions
collected prior to the 1990 primary were listed as primary
contributions and expenditures. However, the fact that these
expenditures were made in the context of an overall general
campaign makes the questioning of these expenditures ludicrous at
best. Mr. Perkins obvious misunderstanding of the use of the FEC



report to outline expenditures made during unopposed primaries
illustrates the extreme length that Mr. Perkins will rise to to
attempt to call into questions my FEC reports. Obviously, these
1990 primary expenditures were made in the context of an overall
general election, and could have been listed as a general election
expenditure following the filing period in which I was unopposed
in the primary election. However, due to the fact that there are
no expenditure limits for campaigns as long as such expenditures
are appropriate, leads me to wonder why Mr. Perkins is raising this
issue, if not to just raise doubts about any issue of reporting
that he does not correctly understand. All such expenditures were
correctly made and listed during this period.

V. Affidavit dated November 23, 1992

Issue Number 1 (pages 1-3) Vanguard Bank & Trust Loan

Mr. Perkins is again raising the issue of the propriety of the
$32,000 bank loan listed by my campaign along with the scheduled
interest payments made by the campaign on this loan.

Although I have provided actual documentation of such loans
and previous correspondence to the FEC, I can only reiterate that
this loan is a standard interest only quarterly payment loan with
a balloon payment and a personal guarantee by the candidate
individually. This loan was negotiated in a standard format and
has been kept current throughout the term of the loan was
renegotiated approximately a year after its inception in the Fall
of 1990. The interest rates charged under this loan are standard
and this is a traditional business type signature loan and is not
out of the ordinary in any way as contended by Mr. Perkins.

Issue Number 2 (pages 3-5) Loan Repayments.

All of the loans incurred by the Ketchel for Congresscampaigns both in 1990 and 1992, other than the single Vanguard
r Bank & Trust loan discussed above, were made by the candidate

Terrance R. Ketchel. All such repayments other than the Vanguard
Bank & Trust interest payments made in both the 1990 and 1992
campaigns, were also made back to the candidate without interest
being paid. The repayments of the loans made by the candidate
equal the loans made by the candidate. These candidate loans are
standard practice in campaigns in order to allow for flexible cash
flow, and all such loans made by the candidate were duly listed and
repaid according to the FEC regulations. If any further
clarification of these candidate loans is necessary please let me
know and I will attempt to work with the FEC to clarify this area.

Mr. Perkins also makes a major point of the fact that a number
of the listed debt aggregates equaled a number which ended in .55
cent over a period of campaign reports. As referenced in my
earlier correspondence to the FEC this fact is explained very
simply because over the period of these reports the only debt
reductions made were repayments in equal dollar amounts made to the



candidate. Only when the last small amount of debt owed to the
candidate was repaid was the .55 cent last figure eliminated.

Issue Number 3 (pages 6-8) Living Expenses

Mr. Perkins makes an effort to call into question the timing
of living expenses made during my reporting periods. As I have
mentioned previously in correspondence to the FEC all such living
expenses were in fact salary drawn from the campaign and taxes have
been reported and on the candidate individual tax return as
required by the FEC regulations. The differences in the living
expenses listed relate only to the availability or lack of
availability of personal funds of the candidate to make such
expenses as necessary to meet the living expenses of the candidate.
Obviously, late in the campaign such living expenses were required
from the campaign due to the length of the campaign being involved.

Issue Number 4 (pages 8-9) Financial Disclosure Statements

Mr. Perkins incorrectly asserts that the $32,000 loan from the
Vanguard Bank & Trust should be listed as a liability on my
financial disclosure statement. In fact, this Vanguard Bank &
Trust loan is a loan of the campaign itself and not of Terrance R.
Ketchel individually. However, as mentioned previously this
Vanguard Bank & Trust loan is guaranteed by Terrance R. Ketchel,
however, such guarantees are not required to be listed on the
financial disclosure statement.

C Next, Mr. Perkins misinterprets the contents of the financial
011 disclosure report to create a misimpression of the liability and

income contained in such disclosure statement. The shareholder
"loans" listed of $53,284.50 and $53,133.00 are the technical
accounty name for shareholder distributions (i.e. salary) of my law
firm corporation. That is why these shareholder loans are listed
as income and not as a liability. These are also listed as such
on my tax returns previously provided to you.

Also relayed to you previously is the explanation of Mr.
Perkins erroneous assumption that the fact that no income was
listed for Henry, Monroig & Ketchel indicates that some income was
improperly left off of the financial disclosure report. In fact,
the income listed for Terrance R. Ketchel, P.A. is the income for
the law firm of Henry, Monroig & Ketchel. As previously explained
Terrance R. Ketchel P.A. was one of the "partners" of Henry,
Monroig & Ketchel, attorney's at law. All of these incomes comport
exactly with such incomes listed on my tax returns and further
provision of any documentation regarding income would be easily
provided.

Issue Number 5 (pages 9 & 10) Petition fees.

Mr. Perkins correctly asserts the amounts of certified
petitions listed in the Counties in Florida for petition qualifying
fees. Along with these petitions being filed, each petition was



accompanied with a .10 cent filing fee. As is readily seen from
the counties in which petitions were filed only one county,
Okaloosa County, had sufficient petitions submitted in order to
allow for the expenditure to be listed on the FEC report (for
expenditures in excess of $200.00). For instance, a $92.40 chock
was written to Escambia County on June 15, 1992 (check #519) for
the 924 petitions that were submitted to Escambia County, of which
835 were certified as correct. In another example, a check in the
amount of $66.80 (check #533) was made out to the Supervisor of
Elections of Santa Rosa County for the 668 petitions submitted to
Santa Rosa County, of which 625 were certified. Other similar
expenditures were made by the campaign for petitions that were
submitted in other counties, but were not listed on the expenditure
schedule due to the fact that none of the aggregate totals for
these recipients were greater than $200.00.

With regards to the Okaloosa County petitions that were
submitted, Mr. Perkins correctly asserts that 4,008 petitions were
submitted to Okaloosa County. Unfortunately, a mistake was made
in that only one of the two checks submitted to Okaloosa County was
listed separately on the FEC report, that being $141.30. An
additional check of $259.80 was issued on June 26, 1990 and was
issued on a separate money market fund that was inadvertently
overlooked when our FEC report was submitted. The aagregate totals
for our expenditures were correct in this report and all revorts,
but the individual check from this bank account was not
individually listed as an expenditure. I have enclosed a copy of
this additional check which was made out for $259.80, which check
and receipt are corroborated in a memorandum that was sent out by
the Supervisor of Elections of Okaloosa County to (guess who) a
response from Mr. Ralph Perkins. This memorandum confirms that all
the checks and monies paid for the petition filing fees were
accounted for. If this oversight of a single check was not listed
as an expenditure needs to be corrected through an amended FEC
report at this time, please inform me as such and an amended FEC
report will be produced to you.

terry\ fec
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i DIRECT INQUIR To0
OCEAN CITY WR I* OFFICE
P.O. BOX 294?
FORT WALTON BEACH, FL 32S48
904 678-6380

STATENENIr DATE
07-31-92

KETCHEL FOR CONGRESS - 92
26 F RACETRACK ROAD
FT WALTON BCH FL 32547-1640

ONEY MARKET INVESTMENT ACCOUNT SUMMARY
6-30-92 THRU 07-31-92
---------------------------

EAR TO DATE INTEREST PAID

ALANCE LAST STATEMENT
DEPOSITS AND CREDITS TOTALING
CHECKS AND DEBITS TOTALING

NTEREST THIS PERIOD
ERVICE CHARGE
VERAGE COLLECTED BALANCE
URRENT BALANCE

ONtY MARKET INVESTMENT ACCOUNT TRANSACTIONS

AMOUNT

7--: 17-31

7-51

DESCRIPTION

.36 INT. PAID 7/01 THRU
10.00 SERVICE CHARGE

259.80 CHECK 98
700.00 CHECK 99
42.17 CHECK 100

7/3

12.10

1,011.74
.00

1,001.97
.36

10.0 -_--)
23 9-

DATE

1 07-02
07-09
07-31

M; OF ENCLOSURES

OWYOUR INFORMATION, A NOTICE IS ENCLOSED OUTLINING PRICING
HANGES EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1, 1992. FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION,
07TACT YOUR BARNETT BANKER.



* Patricia M. HoNa
Okaloosa County Supervisor of Eections.618

February 25, 1993

TO: Ralph F. Perkins

FROM: Patricia M. Hollarn, Supervisor of Elections
Okaloosa County, Florid,

RE: Terry Ketchel Petitions

Mr. Ketchel qualified through the Division of Elections office in Talla-
hassee, and I am not aware if, at any time, he filed an Oath of Undue Burden
with his qualifying officer. He did not submit a copy of such an oath to

0this office, did not ever mention it, and his petitions for his qualifying
requirements were paid for in a timely manner.

1r. Ketchel submitted 4008 petitions to this office, of which 3749 were
certified as valid. We were reimbursed by his campaign account in the
amount of $401.10. (The 30t overpayment was credited to him on another
invoice.) A check for $141.30 was received on 6/2/92, and a check for
$259.80 was received on 6/26/92.

Between January and June of 1992, we received petitions from candidates in
other congressional and legislative districts throughout Florida. Because
the law permits us to charge no more than 10t per signature, when we would
receive fewer than 10 from any candidate in another part of the state by
mail, we did not charge them. The cost to us for handling and miling
would far exceed the 20tor 30t we would have to bill them for. Our $1.00
minimum for mail orders could not apply to the petition process, so it
was our policy to waive it in that case, which is permitted by law. I
know other supervisors have similar policy.

All of Mr. Ketchel's petitions from Okaloosa County voters were delivered
to our office and were paid for by the above-referenced checks when our
certification was ready.

County Courthouse. Crestview. Florida 32536-3581 • (904) 682-2711 • (904) 729-1400
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23 S JOHN SIMS PARKWAY VALPARAISO, FL 32560 (904) 678-4141
New Telephone Number (904) 729-5500

Mary Esther Office (904) 6(4-9562
Facsimile (904) 664-9590

April 2, 1993

EXPRESS MAIL C4
€.0

Mr.Craig Douglas Reffner
Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

%C
Re: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Reffner

This letter is in response to your letter dated March 23, 1993, concerning the above-
referenced complaint filed against a candidate for federal office in connection with a loan
from Vanguard Bank & Trust Company (the "Bank") to that candidate.

As has been previously communicated to your office, the loan in question was made
.-- in the ordinary course of business and is current Although the borrower has been unable

to make principal payments on the loan, he continues to remain currnt on the interest
payments.

The loan officer responsible for renewal of the loan has discussed with the borrower
repayment plans for reduction of the principal indebtedness. The loan was renewed on
March 9, 1993 for six months. It is currently anticipated that the principal indebtedness
- e1'd on or W= Septniher "), 199-?. thed. mturity eate of the ne -ed ! a.-%411 ,a h e, #

President

RLF:nm



MUR # _________

ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.

Co
C



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AASHI%CTO% DC 20463

THIS IS THE END OF JR # 2s 7
DATE FILMED 11_ CAIIERA NO,

CAWRAMaN J C,

CD

r*-.



__ _ _ _ ?tr •

o *.

~+ii:y

.... . r i i



335 *14 R~sH~~AY qAM~~~L33W. ISSVS.4141

Nuwd~.

pe~.e u~u~

Mr Craig Douglas RcfferFederal Election Commission
Office of General Coumel
999 E. Street, N. W.
Washington, DC 20463

Novmber l6~ 1993

'4 .

IQ' L

Re: MUR 3597 - Twea--- IL Km,

Dear Mr. Relffue.

Th pfpO i hs 1laudswt teral lecti " "nk ('FEC')cncernin the duva ~ i uiswitl a lam fit V 4 Dumk
& Trsm Compay (Ur "he ~I.K I

On .esib S ~b ~ M~Kh

September 29, 199 i*

it would, in the nomt oa EtU ss, pZ m cotk e wIlute to my
other loa inder simil ; ...

If you have queaios co ~ the infeitio contained in this lewr, or with
respect to the Bank's lam so tMr. K I plain omac me.

RLF:mrm

-

,, . fY
-c.o

:.

-. .... .:, _ , ....
j"%

.:



Y1S R3IADU3 ISl It3l353D TO WDXOKISL ICtOfrl[1 WCAWU5qIS

Orl TEE FOL[LWIMG DOCUEYS~l flWS~llT TO YIIlE CASK

1. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated

September 22, 1992. Subject: Priority System Report.

See Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated

April 14, 1993, Subject: Enforcement Priority System.

See Reel 354, pages 1595-1620.

3. Certification of Commission vote, dated April 28, 199).

See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. General counsel's Rteport, Zn the Wattet of

Priorityr, dated December 3. 1993.

5. C6#tification of Cotme(o* vote, dated rD :W*4

Ik le1 354, pags 1741-1:746. ..

. ..- ., . . ,

-: :i : ... .. .. .... .

L ....



YJeleb.ttoe IFL 3:2399-0100

33I: J 3S97

Door Ut. Ivift:#

*elt ,Is ia taforsec to the mettor ia.to ef~tfrom

Its nmoroemet mpobs1btlej usder the-federal Election
Clll4ag Ac of 1971, as amne.



Lawrence N. Noble
General Counsel

BY: LosG Lre

Associat General Counsel

Date the Csinis/os voted to close the fle: DEC @9

.;I

I



Ralph F. Perkins
5545 Grands Lagoon Boulevard
Pensacola, FL 32507

33: RUR 3597

Dear Ur. Perkins:

Oms Adugust 31 • 1993 *theymmr mast lfag'#

... M....'ct* of t 1 't71 a*

besome part of the public record vithin 30 days.



sin@.rely,

Craig D. lte~fner
Attorney

Attachmnt
Natreatire

Date the C otou voted to close the tile: . ..



• .. . n this complaint, Which includes numerous amendmeunts *adup~met, Ralph Perkins challenges Respondents, recitoloa- as-ell-as umeo contributionsdigaefo1 ' t he 1990 primary election in Florids Firs Con-gr esnl..tefo/ District, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by the~Committee as yell as various expenditures made to the candidate~for living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert that~the loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting that~it is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relaiet h.. muot ssuesa pending efor h~e Commission, does not involve a: evidences no serious intent to violate the F3CAl.



'f tt ce t, £*tchel
c/ .- ltche1 a Irown
2a4 3. W. acetrack Road, Suite F
ft. walton leach, FL 32547

1B: NUR 3597

Dear Htr. Ketchel:

On September 2, 1992, the Federal Ilection Comisilon
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Feoderal Blection Campaign Act of 1971, as mended. A om "of the
c Ilaint was enclosed with that notificatilon. fhere~rtr. on
WIO~eer 9, 1992, 3oe r 16, 1992, Deer 10, 1993,

*r ntiie of drovied with addi ....."tiona U 9 i b

a•&.ions viii bt tmued tO e1wal ti
If y*t~ou hae any quest , plnem~c ea 22

~ .ems~ti~tw pig . i efCne 5

Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DEC O~ 1993



, n entis coa int, hi nl udsnueo mnd~mts andsuppemens, alphPerkns ba.lnge Resond~~ents- receip o
$32,000 ,bank loan as yell as numerous contributin dsPle o rthe 1990 primary election in Florids , is Consesinae oDistrict, where the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommitte, as well as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan vas made in the ordinary Course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have maudequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FICA.



.! FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ."

,DEC 10 1S
William F. Stone, Esq.
1. 0. Box 2230
Fort Walton Seach, FL 32549-2230

RE:= NUR 3597
Felix A. Beukenkamp

Dear Mr. Stone:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client of a complaint alleging certain violations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretionand to take no action against Felix A. Seukenkamp. See attache~d
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its £T ia ~uiis
matter.

the comfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(s)(!a oleager appl and this -matter is now lmbic. zn addition lt ,
th ~.tee file_ mat be placedaon the _ blic record. t n

to reeizpt of Four adtioa aterials, any perwassblOsubeissions wii bae dded to the public reord when recliwed.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

"Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:



upZn ts, coainih includes nu-mer-ous-amendment. endSupplment0 alphn eis chalene Respondents' receipt of a
$32,00 ankloanas tel as numerous contributions designate for

the 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as veil as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan vas made in the ordinary course of businsntigtait is guaranteed by the candidate, and that the have n madeq-r l it res payments on time.. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campn exedtue nthat the loan repayments reaet loan mad by tecndidtue. nR~espondents acknowledge variou mathe macal~ in ccuai tindiscloure rports-but -xplai that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FICA.



W' IH ~ ~ A. DOesey, Treasuarer
ttme for Congress '92
263n. W. Racetrack Road, Suite F
Fto Walton Reach, FL 32547

RE: N 359"7

Dear Nt. Dossey:

On september 2, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended . A cOpy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification. On Novr ,
199 2. November 16, 1992, December 10. 1992, December 24, mz.
J3amry 12, 19)3, and February 10, 1993, you ere .notitbe44* mid
provided wth additional allegations nmd. 'by the ,C,_-mp"1.~.... .. :

.. < After cossidori~ng the circumste!oS of tiS mfl

!I C aiealo has deemne 8 nt wre |ot: • mmt

o and to toae no1 'b de otepb~~ o

h. you have ni& quest ions, plas contac 94t(

the '@.,o.. ,b.-, 1,' t/

0 insewtraig. D.tneffner

At yotavcnyqesinshlesmceacnett(22
219r3400.

Date the Commission voted to close the fibe: trIII I I I I . . . . I IIJll I



IU3~kL Woa Coimtueg

In this compleint, vhich includes nlmerous amendments andsupplements, Ralph Perkins challenges Respondents, recitoa$32,000 bank loan as veil as nume-ous Cont.ib.tio. .deignt forthe. 1990 primary election in floridas -irs C... ress ated fDistrict, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as yell as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repaymRents. Respondents assert thatthe loan vas made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve astubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FEcA.

ii,



! I .. . arry 3. Barr, Le.
! Chesser, Wir.rd, Barr, Whitney

Flowers8 F Xlt, ?.A.
1201 31gmn iarkvay
Shalimar, FL 32579

RE: NR 3597
Edna Cotton

Dear Ktr. Barr:

On February 10, 1993, the Federal Election Comission
notified your client of a complaint alleging certain violations of
the Federal 3lectioa Campaign Act of 1971, as mmnded. A copy of
the complaint Wa enclosed with that notification.

-Cinisasios S Im tsi ui to ztrlte its prosecut@ ) 4ioretion
i end to take au *ctN 4Jqaiut s a, Cotton.i ... s
rorn ative" Ct 7a'? the Cbaisio. @&omuu atS £tf16 in thi

I!?' ! ,If you have ant q...tims, ,ploc tctm (,4)

!. 219-3400. ls.c tat t(2)

! Sincerely,

Craig D. Ueffner
Attorney

~Attachment
Nar rative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: P =

L ..



suplmnts. Camplain_, vhich includes numerous amendmagn mmdSupplments b a lph Perkin- s challenges Respondents, receit of$3,0 akloan as veil as numeosCnrbjin deiPae o a
the 1990 primary election in .lorda' Finrtonsesina eDiticvhr the candidate ran unoppsd Comliantalsquestions the accuracy of disclsur .eports iledb liate lsCommittee as veil as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe oanvas adein the ordinary course of business, noting that
it is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest paymsents on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknovledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case Presents no significant issues relative tothoter issues pending before the Commissondoe no inoleaSubstantil amount of mney , adlittl imaton nt prvoce anevidences no serious intent-... to ioat the c onth poCs.n



3 _ oDRA ECI oCOM tSSON ~...
.A.IGON C O~

i A1llyn C. Donaldson
nUt. 1 Dox 3560

~Santa Rosa Seech, FL 32459

: RE: NUR 3597

Dar Kr. Donaldson:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint vas enclosed with that notification.

-... After considering the circumstances of this mtter, the
i Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial diellton
;, qand to take no action against you. See attached narrative.

Accordingly, the Comssion closed itf fie in this nether.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.sc._S437g(a1(22|no
longer apply and this matter is now public. "In aitsste

th mlet e file t be ple S on th*bi rer vial1 . o

~~to receipt of your additional ustetials, any petio ,q-,I..bl
! submissions will be added to the public record whe reeW .,
' If you have any qestions, please contact me at (2)-

P 219-3400.

!*O Sincerely,

Craig D. Reffner

Attorney

! Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: - .- ,



In this complaint, vhich includes numerous amendments jsupplemeents, Ralph Perkins challenges Respodent rece.ipt. of a~$32-,000 bank loan as yell as numerou . ont.i.ution .deignte o rth..1990 primary election in Frida' Firs CongressiooDi-stict, vhr the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant asqueston th accuracy of d isclosur, reports filed by the lsComittee as yell as various expenditures made-to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relativ o hother issues pending before the Commission do.. .no ove aothsubtanialamont f mne, had little impct on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the PICA.

'C~4

Cl

*1S)



" i.: FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
"DEC I C. 99

William A. Dossey
$0S Dracena Way
Gulf Breese, FL 32561

RE: NUR 3597

Dear Mr. Dossey:

On September 2, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Camaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification. On November 9,
1992, November 18, 1992, December 10, 1992, and December 24, 1992,

ISV you were notified of and provided with additional allegations made
by the complainant.

! After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
, Comnission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion

and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
,.. Accordingly, the Comission closed iE-file in this matter.

! i; The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a),f Z.)
W lodger app~ly and this matter is now public. In addition, ' 1 ....

,. the* oeplete file must be placed on the public record vil~tit
i.3e days,* this could occur at any time following criis1 (

the comistoa's vote. * f you wish to submit any factual *t : I

,.-, rials to appear on the public record, please do so as e4; ~s
L possible. Uaile the file may be placed on the public reor*d't#.

..... "to receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
;! submissions will be added to the public record when received.

?0 If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)

219-3400.

Sincerely,

• ;I / ,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: '



Zn this complaint, which includes numerous amendments andsuppemetsRalph Perkins challenges Respondents, receipt oat.$3 000bank loan as well as numerous contributions designated forthe 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, where the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as well as various expenditures made to the candidatefor 1living expenses and loan repayments.Repnntasethtthe loan was made in the ordinary course ofebsiondentssrt thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
wrThis case presents no significant issues relaiet hother issues pending before th omisin does.. not vlve ahsubstantial amount of money. had little impacteonntheiproce an~~~evidences no serious intent to violate the 3Aontepocs.n

Li



4 r FWERAL ELECTION COMMIS51ON

' " i WA$$HINC10. D C 20463

' m~ W. larris
Sbd A. Elarris
1. O. Box 1046
Fort Walton lBeach, FL 32549

1RE: NUn 3597

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Harris:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
F ederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Cmission has determinod to exercise its prosecutonial Meetion
ad to take no action against you. See attached naret*.
Accordingly, the Commission closed Ii'file in this ,

Y1he confideattatty provisions of 3 U.S.C. S 43 7r( |}
ny'~ md this mater is mow public. In addt

s~l~lsi Es i. tbe be toc~ on tub li©~o~ ren

WZe you hae ante Ifesosh tleseont a fe a

*rigDaiffe

Date theoComwilsioe voted to thoe publi fie:or Vhnt



V~ A.'

..... tmr oR Coumms1 "Z n this complaint, vhich includes numerous amendment d-. Supplements, Ralph Perkins chalenge Re.pod.nt. ecit of$32,000. bavunk loan aS veil as numierous cotibt. d Pigat o tDistect the :andidate ran unopposed. Complainn alsothest1990 primary ton dinsFloisurst eoress ionalth! : Commite i s el as various expenditures made to the candidatefo iigexpenses an onrpyet.Rsodnsassert 
that• th loa wasmade in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit i guraneedby the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies in~disclosure reports, but explain that they have flied amendments in, an attempt to correct the errors.

SThis case presentsno igiiatise rltve othC} other issues pending befo theiicn C issues nolt iove aothfoe h Cmisindesnt nolesubstantial 
amount of money, had little impact on the process andii ' ~i evidences no serious intent to violate the reca.



*TrflCe Retchel, NeURg1ng Partner
*enry, Ronroig 6 Letebel
263 .W Racetrack Road. Suite F
Fta Walton Reach, FL 32547

33: NU 3597
Kenry, Rtonroig a Ketchel

Dear Mr. Ketchel :

On September 2. 1992, the Federal Ilection Commission
notified Neury, R~oaroig a letchel of a complaint alleging certain
violations of the ftdetal Slection Campaign Act of 1971, as

r amended. A copy of the coplaiut wee enclosed with that
notikfication. On:'Neebe 1992, Uovee~r 16, 1992,

C4 IDeceer 20, 1902, a le~mer 24, 1992, liear, Nlomtoi # letebel
~s notified Ot ne 1vide4 with editinea a1egthwg by

the oaie.usin, laecnac e 22

* thiAttorney

tarralteao*4

Date the cemissi4on voted to close the file:



KITWLoa Co inzs

Iup~n thi/s omPl~aint, which includes numerous amendments andsuppooots Ralph Pek hllenges Repodet rcept .of athe 990priaryeletio inFloidas First CongressionalDistrict, where the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filedbthCommitee a ve -as-arous expenditures made to thecaddtfor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondent asetiatthe oanwasmad in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknovledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relaiet hother issues pending before the Commission, does nt vlve a h-ustnta amuto oe, ha little impct on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FICA.



' ! FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION i

Vickie Hugh..
1100 Crosswinds Landing, *2
Ft. Walton Seach, FL 32548

RE: IWR 3597

Dear Ks. Hughes:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Comission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed vith that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Comnission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Aecordingly, the Commission closed i E Tfile in this mtter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437gia)(12) W
lIaper aply an this matter is now public. In addition, S el
tkeoip2ete file mat be placed on the rublic record vi ht.
3* .- s, this coid occur at any tim folloying et f
th- -einisons' voe. If you wish to s ut any fao aV

• tenialzs te appear on the public record, pleoce d.
p !ei.. sihile the file my be placed on the pwboi
tO :receipt of your aditional materials, any Petmi ble
Lumssions will be added to the public record when reeeiwed.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (N23) Ldq
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Craig . Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Nar rative

,4* (.. *Date the Comission voted to close the file:



s~~t? o mmss

$3,00n k t onhi es companntihif~~. lmrobuts edents aeupements, aphir et in Chllrtdgs irs ongtsrecipoag o$32ri,00 ban re loan a del a nuops ed CCtonspdaignat d orthes on 1990 Prima ry cton dinscloris irs ConrtioDoititea wr thed..e andda er an nopend sue d Copaath alsoqetor i gpns e s arcn fd slo sr rep orme ts. s filediby t efor livng epss a d loan repayment . Repondents assert that
the loan was made~ ,, in he rdnary course of busies oigta

it is guaranteed by the candia a nd. that the haes madeghquarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FgC&.

I...

S!iiill

L I!•I -, ., ,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

DEC 1 0 9,

422Wst Fairfield
Pensacola, FL 32505

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Nr. Jones:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification. On February 10,
1993. you were notified of and provided with additional
allegations made by the complainant.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutori al 4i cretiom
and to take lso action against you. See attached narratiwe.
Accordiugy, the CommissitOn closed it-rfile in this metter.

5ke o sfidentiality provisions of 3 U/.S.C 437V(a)(Uili -- *

'bsc p1 t f iie mut be placed on th pUblic reseeihi..... "
)~ ~,WI~ tul ocuratan time foel "

t~~S ~o.sv~.* f o ws t ubmt an ec
us e. the f4 te puybe lc eod on pes pdo e

t'o elpt of your addlitional materiels, any :permiEibe A

iusons will be added to the publc ecod he ta iwd

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely.

.-- ,/ . .

"Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: ___"_______.-'_



In this complaint, which includeslaetsnulhPe merous amendan m~*Ipleet, ap Perkins challenges Respodets cito a$3 , o an o nas yell as numerous c t i t on desip~t~ o rth 90piay election in Florida~s Fis og esn td*o
District, vhere the candidate ran unopp sd Complasina lsqutonte s the l acrc of. disclosure repors file by the

Comitte s v11as ao-us expenditures made to the candidate
for living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan vas made in the ordinary course o uies oigtait iteguaranteresyth a ndidate, and th.at they have madeuarerlyint res pamet on ti me. Respondents further maintain
that the living expenses are permissibl capineedtusad
that the loan repayments reaet ln cma n bytecndidtue.Rpondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccaiti.disclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant ise eaiet h
ot~her issues Pending baere the Comm.isses nolt iove aothsubstan~tial amount of money, had l itt impa ont prvoce an
evidences no serious intent to 'viola te P A the proess&.

0N



GsrTy Parson
P. 0.' Sox 1044
Detuniak, FL 32433

RE : RU 3597
Gary Parson

Dear Nc. Gary Parson:

On February 9, 1993, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as mended. A cowy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

o ousIde :: 1 he iStam of this

I.t yov :have any j tioss pims ~i : 4RU)!
2 1 t -3 4 0 0 . .. :, *

linerely,

Craig Do Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: K.' r '..



rm'Crxwon7 s

Zn this complaint, which includes numerous amendments andSuplements, Ralph Perkins challenges Respondents' receitoa$32,000 bank loan as veil as numru contr..... tion. depnt~ o rthe 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, where the candidate ran Unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as veil as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondentsasethtthe loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues ending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the PICA.

I

r •:



: +. .-:. i FEDERAL • ELECTION COMISSION

' ASHI%(,TON. D C 204b3 "

William A. Pullmn
lit. 1 Sox S
Nary gster, FL 32569

RE: RiUe 3597

Dear Mr. Pullman:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy ofth
complfaint was enclosed vith that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, thle
107 Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial .fttm

and to take no action against you. See attached narta.i
I Acoordingly, th Comiss~ion closed it-ifile in this m :.I::.;

Yb~Ie comfidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S-431gf(.
p) longer a y ad tis matter is nov pli. naii

the ,Ae's vote. If you is t bit sa S s s

i: , beisiomns .lbe addod to the publo record when tot....,

09 if you have any questions, please contact me at (23) +:;:
.I 219-3400.•+ +

81~~Sncerely, ;+

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

P,. r ; f ' t ';Date the Commission voted to close the file: .... _______



In this complaint, vhich includes numerous amendms~ usupplements, Ralph Perkins chalenge . e.p..dent. reeit *$32,000 bnkn loan as ve1l as numerous contibuion ..... .. ~ Pothe 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed b hComitte a vel s various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondentsasethtthe loan vas made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthatthe oanrepayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amount of money, had little impact on the proess andevidences no serious intent to violate the PICA.



W ~ ~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION: ""'"*

,AASHINCTON DC 204b1
,

'

,V 133

Darren Shields
4117 5. W. 20th Avenue, *3Sl
Gainesville, FL 32607

RI: NUR 3597

Dear Nr. Shields:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
coaplaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed it'rfil. in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(e)(12j ,o
longer app1y and this matter is now public. In addition, alteg
the complete file must be placed on the public record vithlln
30 days, .this could occur at any tim following certifi.ieoa @f
the C omston's vote. If y'ou wish to subeit any factwul Ot ,yslmaeilst.ppear on h ulcrcrpes d* o ss
possibl. While the file may be planed on the public reaoC( . sor
tO receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

------- y/

Craig D. Reffner "
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

4.Date the Commission voted to close the file:



I ,, n this complaint, which includes numerousaedmts,4ii Supplements, Ralph Perkins challnge Respo.. .nd en ents .td$32,000 ba nk lonaswlla numerusco tri ' "~ dr siq*!Pfi ~the 1990 primary election in .lorida's ionrot ConsgeSonal.ioDistrict, where the candidate ran unopposed. Cmliatasquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by thecomittee as veil as various expenditures made to the candidate/ for living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert that~the loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further aintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
Ihis case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, doe o novl substantial amount of money, had litl impact on nt inroce an.... .. evidences no serious intent to violate the nFIeCrA.s n



! i , ~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ':,:!

William F. Stone
204 3. 3. Suck Drive
Fort Walton Seach, FL 32547

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Kr. Stone:

On February 10, 1993, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, theO Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discrotion
~and to take no action against you. See attached narratiwe.

Accordingly, the Commission closed i -8f ii. in this mtter.

The confidenatiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(aflI| a.1') logerapply and this matter is now public. In addJtio, ,1t g
.the plet* file must be placed on the prblic record vitbi

tim Ciiso. svt. you wsto smt ay feetual ott
r) pmmib o. ue th e file may be placed on the publicord t, orto tecept of your additional materials, any peniib21Wr bmialons ill be added to the public record when reoeiwed.

±0 If you have any questions, please contact ma at (202)
IV) 219-3400.

O Since rely ,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commaission voted to close the file:



: r r I In this complaint, vhich includes numerous amendments .dsupplemnts, Ralph Perkins challenges Respondents' recet ,t a...$32,000 bank loan as veil as numerous contributions desiqma forthe 1990 primary election in Florida's First CongressionalDistrict, vhere the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommaittee as vei1 as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments.Repnntasrthtthe loan vas made in the ordinary course ofebsiondentssrt thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknovledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, does not involve asubstantial amunt of money, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the FECA.



~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION i

R~ectaol Thrpley
5343 Rorgpn Uorse Drive
Jacksonville, FL 32257

RE: MUR 3597

Dear Mr. Tarpley:

On February 10, 1993, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial diecretion
and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Acordingly, the Comission closed iti-file in this matter.

the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(.)(i12) t.
lontger apply and this matter is now public. In euiltiua, 6lts h
the complete file must be placed on the public reortd i~tb$i
35 deja, this could occur at any time following -er ifi. ef

the ~sin~a ote Ifyou vish to submit any 1 ,1#4~a

leibl&e, hl tefl may be plased on the pubU. .... o
to receipt of your additional materials, any petmise/bI .

ubsissons will be addeod to the public record when re*Swd

I you have any questions, please contact me at (303}
219-3400.

Sincerely,

I J /

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: , V.



in this complaint. vhich includes numerous mneus d
5UPemn RlhP erkins challenges Respondets r et d. te 000 banlar .a. veilas .umerous contributions designa 4 for

- Dithe19ri mawhry e ctinin ..lorid..s Fist CongressionalDistict vhre he anddat ran unopposed. Complainant also
! questions the accuracy of disclosure repot o fildbhC-mtteasyl asvarous expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respnet setteth lanva mdeinth ordinary course of business, noting that

it is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mthematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments in~an attempt to correct the errors.This case presents no significant issue eaiet h
!i 4 other issues pending before the Comission- ds8  noltiove aothI~rsubstantial amount of money, had litl imp.-,a on nt prvoces ad_ ~evidences no serious intent to vilat8 e the nFhPocss.n



i .i:, FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ?

3. td~r I.. Parrar, President
Veapsrd Sank & Trust Company
23 S. John Sins Parkway
Valparaiso, FL. 32560

RE: NUR 3597

Dear Kr'. Farrar:

On September 2, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification. On November 9,.I 1992, November 18, 1992, December 10, 1992, December 24, 1992, end

.- February 10, 1993, you were notified of and provided with
additional allegations made by the complainant.

: i After considering the Circumstances of this Imatte.r, t
Ciisonhsdtemndto exercise its prosecutorial discrtion:.. r a n d to take hno action aain~eenst Vanguard Sank & Trust Cl~say . See_

. "ttacedo narrative. Accordingly, the Commitssion closed ft f e IW "

_ 551Te onfidantility provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437gei~flr *oi '.
,i! ! r .f l an ths uter is nov public, . Inadtos'

# 4a " z.mt se o .this rtitiat -"

:mateia ls to apea on thle public record, please d *o I --w a

to reept o r Iadtional materials, any prm/iIble

:: " If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
i219-3400.

• Sincerely,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: '- ,



suppemets RlphPerin challenges Respondents' recp oa$32,000 bank loan as velacueoscnrbt 
ons dei~ tO fothP19 piay election in Florid' Firs Cond ssorDistrct, ver.-te c -nidat ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions th. accuracy of disclosure reports fledb hCommittee as well as variou epend.ture maded o theadatfrliving expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan vas made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant issues reaietthother issues pending before th Comisson delnt iove athsubstantial amount of money, had little impct o h rcs nevidences no seriousitn to. vioat the_. .C. . nthpresad



~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -

YTre Walton
1. 0. Sox 122
Shaelimar, FL 32579

RE: RUER 3597

Dear Mr. Walton=

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed vith that notification. On Februrary 10,
1993. you were notified of and provided with additional
allegations made by the complainant.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, te
Cemeassion haa determined to exercise its prosecutorial 4 t4n
and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed it-file in this insttr.

_ ke confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(.)(Z2,J !M..
1onmer apply and this ~ma tter is now public. In addition, 3i;*
tbe complete file must be placed on the public record Vitbda
3S 0ys, t/i could occur at any tim fol loving ....ic~o
the liltiOnst vote. If you wish to submit any factual .tQjj
a leri to aper on the public reoord, please do so ai*i ..
poneible. Whi e the file umy be placed on the public r ft q
to receipt of your additional materials, any perm~issible .:
submisions will be added to the public record when teeered.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment

Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: r: - .



In this complaint, which includes nuamerous amsupplements, Ratlph Perkins chaenge ...... ond .en en~ip ~$32,000 bank loan as vel as numero-us Conbttns ese d forthe 1990 primary election" in Flourda8 FinrtConsrdssi .District, where the candidate ran unopposed. Complainant alsoquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theComumittee as well as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondet settathe loan was made in the ordinary course of buiess noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.
This case presents no significant issues eaiet h

other issues pending before the Commission, doent ilve a hsubstatial aount.o moe, had little impact on the process andevidences no serious intent to violate the F3CA.



.I ~F EDE RAL ELECT ION COMMISSION .

• WASHINCTON DC 20 1461

DEC 1 199
Alex Wright
1. 0. Box 20061
Panama City Beach, FL 32407

RE: NUR 3597

Dear Kr. Wright:

On February 10, 1993, the Federal Election Comission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint vas enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
. Comission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial diecretion

and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
• Accordingly, the Coinission closed it8"file in this matter.

~The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(I2) ao
longer apply and this matter is now public. In additiol6 #ttbw
the conpiete file must be placed on the public recordwviWdLY

. 30 days, this could occur at any tim. following cer 4# ... Of
the C mmssion's vote.* If yOU wish to submit any fa4t. " ....1

possible. While the tile may be placed on the publi e mov pir
~~to reeipt of your addiltioal materials, any perat1sbie
, submissios will be added to the public record when r~civod.

~If yOU have any questions, please contact ma at (202)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:



In hsflm l i t h c nc u e u e o s a ehtu g a ns c a e 
d etm,0 

o ,.,s - ,, ,
_theO~ bank oiany veltio inurous com " ntrinutions degsie otthe 990 rimay elctio in loria's rt CongressionalDistrict, wher, the candidate ran unopposed. Cmliatasquestions the accuracy of disclosure reports filed by theCommittee as well as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan was made in the ordinary Course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant issues relative to theother issues pending before the Commission, doe o novsubstantial a oone y ha littl imac ons nt pnrolesvevidences no serious intent eto vila tePr; . nthe proessan



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ""
W ASHINGTON. D ( 2(46)*,I 

.

Kimberly L. Wright
P. 0. lox 20061
Panama City leach, FL 32407

RE: RUB 3597

Dear Ms. Wright:

On Februiary 10, 1993, the Federal Election Comissionnotified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, theCommission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretionand to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Comission closed itit-sf ile in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(iR) solonger apply and this matter is now public. In additios, althugthe coplete file must be placed on the public record within3@ days, this could .occur at any time following ertifisaugsm of

peesi-.._ Uii~ Ic he file may be placed on the public-reord 4rt o reeizpt of your aelitiosal astarials, any er~.Oibl. '--subeasioms viii be edded to the public reord when .ra ....

If you have any questions, please contact as at (293)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

, / / "

Craig D. R~ffner ,
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Comission voted to close the file: 7,q rc
~ U J &.S



Zn this complaint, which includes numerous amendmentSupplements, Ralph Perkins chalenge Respo.. ent. retei g
$32,000 bank loan as wel.. _-e as numeous C ntrii os eeipmg.i fothe 190 priar letion in lrd' is ogesoaDistrict, where the candiate ran... nopp s. omplaisnatasquestions the accuracy of disclosr r.por.. filed.by Cmante lsComittee as yell as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan was made in the ordinary Course of busies oigtait is guaranteed by the canddte ndta the hnave, made hquarterly interest payments on time Resondnt furte mainaitha th liin exese r permissible campaign expenditures and
that the loan repayments relate to loans made by the candidate.Respondents acknowledge various mathematical inaccuracies indisclosure reports, but explain that they have filed amendments inan attempt to correct the errors.

This case presents no significant issuesreaietthother issues pending before th Comisson doent ilve athsulbstantial amount of money,_ ha little impact ontepoce an



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOn. D C 2044a3

~DEC 101993
Mon Tli goyen
9034 Guif Beese Parkway
Gulf 3reese, FL 32569

RE: MUR 359"7

Dear Nr. Yirigoyen:

On December 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed it-sfile in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(ef|l3)fltO
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, ait b
the complete file must be placed on the public rec6k* vitIdba:
30 dints, this could occ-ur at any time following cet! e~

atterials to appear on the public reord, plieise do e
poealbl.. Uhi le the file may be placed on the iiub)IEt* j .
to receipt of your additional mtrialts, any perieiU. ?~
m~bmssl~ons viii be added to the public record uhe rO4 d..

If you have any questions, please contact me at (2)
219-3400.

Sincerely,

Craig D. Reffner
Attorney

Attachment
Na rrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DC0, DEC 0 9 'mq .....



Zn this complaint, vhich includes numerousam du .S ueens alphn Peis chllngs esoens receip t$3,00bnklana 1vi as numerous contributon desip ,f
the l990 primary election in .lo..da. Firt ons r~ess.District, vhere the candidate ran unpp sd Complasina lsquestions the accuracy of disclosur report fil.d.by Coql ate lsComittee as veil as various expenditures made to the candidatefor living expenses and loan repayments. Respondents assert thatthe loan was made in the ordinary course of business, noting thatit is guaranteed by the candidate, and that they have madequarterly interest payments on time. Respondents further maintainthat the living expenses are permissible campaign expenditures andthat the loan repaymnents relate to loans mad, by the candidate.Respondents acknovledge various mathematicalincuaes 

n
disclosure reports, but explain that they-- h navecie mnms inan attempt to correct the errors. aw ~u nnmnsi

This case presents no significant issues eaiet h
other issues pending before the Commission, ds not iove aohsubstantial amount of money, had little impact ons nt proce anevidncesno srios intent to violate the PIrcA.


