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General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW, Suite 657
Washington, DC 20463

Dear Sir or Madam:

In conformance with your office's procedures, this letter is meant to officially inform the General
Counsel Office of the Federal Election Commission that our organization, the Council on
Hemispheric Affairs, a 501 (c) (3) research and information organization, wishes to file a formal
complaint against Carl Lindner, CEO of Chiquita Brand International and various members of the
Lindner family, as well as any officers or employees of any business entity under Mr. Lindner’s
supervision, ownership or control, for possible violation of electoral regulations

regarding
donations to political campaigns. The complaint addresses any breech of campaign donation
limits that any one of these parties may have engaged in, which are found to be in excess of
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The Council on Hemispheric Affairs is deeply troubled by the magnitude and systematic nature of
the presumed federal clection law violations by the Lindners’ and their associates. Given the
clarity of the regulations and the legal resources available to the family, it would strain credulity
to view these derelictions as adventitious or incidental.

I might say that for the past several years, our organization has made some effort to monitor Mr.
Lindner’s financial interventions in the U.S. political arena and the resulting leverage that such
activities have gained him. We were somewhat disappointed that the Senate Government Affairs
Committee (The Thompson Committee) has not been able to vigorously investigate the
allegations against members of the extended Linder family, in part, perhaps, because of the time
constraints it confronted, and because its principal focus was on foreign contributions. There also
seem to be grounds to conciude that the Lindners’ were able to win immunity from scrutiny by
the very magnitude of their contributions to both political parties.

We hope that the Federal Electoral Commission, whose mandate is to protect against financial
and voting fraud in the political process, will initiate a formal examination to establish the breadth
of the purported violations attributable to members of the Lindner family and Mr. Lindner
himself, as well as his business associates. If any of the allegations against these individuals are
confirmed, we trust that you will seck either administrative or judicial relief suitable for any
infractions of federal legislation, and that these be as forcefully applied as the law allows. This
must be done in order to uphold the ground rules of public probity, in one of this society’s miost
important civic institutions —free and fair elections.
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Larry Bims, Director

Council on Hemispheric Affairs
1444 | Street, NW

Suite 211

Washington, DC 20005

Dear Mr. Bimns:

We have received your letter dated November 14, 1997, regarding the possibility
ofa viohﬁonofﬂnFe&tﬂmwMolel.nmmm

The 1976 amendments to the Act and Federal Election Commission regulations
require that a complaint meet certain specific requirements. Your letter does not meet
these requirements. Consequently, the Commission can take no action at this time unless
the allegations are refiled meeting the requirements for a properly filed complaint.
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(7 A formal complaint should be accompanied by supporting documentation
if known and available to the person making the complaint. (11 C.F.R. § 111.4).

Finally, please include your telephone number, as well as the full names and
addresses of all respondents. Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled *Filing a
Complaint.” I hope this material will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally
sufficient complaint with the Commission.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a 15 day period to allow
you to correct the defects in your complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled
within the 15 day period, the respondents will be so informed and provided a copy of the
corrected complaint. The respondents will then have an additional 15 days to respond to
the complaint on the merits. If the complaint is not corrected, the file will be closed and
no additional notification will be provided to the respondents.

If we can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (202)
219-3410.

Sincerely,

fitha. Uifar

RetlnD:xon




e

COUl'lC" 'Fm.r "‘&Jw o
k ’9 m oy M .37

Hemlspherlc
Affairs

December 16, 1997

General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission le R L, q 0(9

999 E Street, NW, Suite 657
Washington, DC 20463

Complainant: Larry Birns
Director, Council on Hemispheric Affairs
1444 | Street, NW, Suite 211
Washington, D.C. 20005

Respondent: Carl Lindner
CEO, Chiquita Brand International
Chiquita Building
250 East Fifth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

To Whom It May Concern:

Thefollowmgtummlmmofnulubmrofm-hﬁnlﬁh”ﬁ
addressing the same theme.
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As your office is well aware, federal campaign financing codes dictate that any
one individual cannot give more than $1,000 per election to a candidate, and cannot
exceed a total of $25,000 to any aggregate of such candldales running in the same year's
elections. The Cincinnati Enquirer’s November 6%, 1996 coverage of a Cox News
Service report specified that ten members of the L mdner family may have violated these
rules in the process of contributing to 250 political candidates for a given election in
1996. These ten included Carl Lindner, his wife, his three sons, three daughters-in-law,
and two of his brothers--all cited above by name. The total sum of the violations, as
contained in the newspaper’s report, was at least $49,000, although this is not necessarily
an authoritative figure.

As we mentioned in a previous communication to your office, once informed that
information regarding the Lindners’ excess campaign donations was about to become
public knowledge, members of the family apparently endeavored to obtain refunds from
their beneficiaries in instances where suspected violations of such limits had occurred in
an attempt to purge themselves of illegal behavior. But the fact remains that a number of
encroachments by Carl Lindner et. al. on the provisions of the federal code may have
occurred, as one of the Commission’s representatives clearly articulated in the Cox
Newswire story.

The thrust of this letter is thus directed at respectfully calling upon the
Commission to immediately initiate an investigation of any transgressions involving Carl
Lindner and his use of his family and business associates as vehicles to violate apposite
laws and regulations pertaining to individual campaign donations.

The Council on Hemispheric Affairs is deeply troubled by the magnitude and
systematic nature of the presumed violations of federal election law by the Lindners’ and
their associates. Given the clarity of the regulation and the legal resources available to
the family, it would strain credulity to view these derelictions as adventitious.

I might say that for the past several years, our organization has made some effort
to monitor Mr. Lindner’s financial interventions in the U.S. political arena and the
resulting leverage that such activities may have produced for him. We were somewhat

extended Linder family, perhaps in part due to the time constraints it confronted,
perhaps because its principal focus was on foreign contributions. There also are gr
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magnitude of their contributions to both political parties.
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law allows. This must be done in order to uphold the ground rules of public probity and
civic rectitude in one of this society’s most important Constitutionally-mandated
processes --free and fair elections.

Signed and sworn to before me this
day the 17th day of December, 1997

Degrvee Rutizr -

Deanna Rutten, Notary
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 5§, 1098

Larry Bims, Director
Council on Hemispheric Affairs
1444 | Street, N.W._, Suite 211
Washington, D.C. 20005

receipt on December 19, 1997, of your complaint
&cFMEleuiouCnpipMoﬂ”l.uw
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You will be notified as s00n s the Federal Election Commission takes final

lcase forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such i orma

 fotarized and swom to in the same manner s the original complaint.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

January 5, 1098

Richard E. Lindner
4901 Hunt Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45242-6949

Dear Mr. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be

taken against you in this matter. Hmmnmw«hpl“ﬂﬂpn
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where

statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which 1be

the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receip

If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take furth

on the available information.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enciosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046)

January §, 1008

Richard Lindner

3955 Montgomery Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45212

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be
taken against you in this matter. Hmenhnn-ywau“*‘”
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropr




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a bnef description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

7/

0
2
T
-
o
o

o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

January §, 1998

Frances Lindner
7725 Buckingham
Cincinnati, Ohio 45243

Dear Ms. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative oversight. 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




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley, ! Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

7725 Buckingham
Cincinnati, Ohio 45243

Dear Mr. Lindner:

The Federal Election Commission received & 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 4706. Please
vefer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent (o you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be

taken against you in this matter. Heneubnﬂuy&emlalml“ﬁ,u
belicve are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where pr
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which shoul




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley, } Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

Carl Lindner
9450 Whitegate Lane
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative oversight. 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

statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which

the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of rece

If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take

on the available information. ;




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

January 5, 1998

John Lindner

c¢/o Carl Lindner

9450 Whitegate Lane
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be
taken against you in this matter. Mﬂmﬂmw«lql““m
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter.
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which shoul
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of
Ifmwnmmwmum”ﬁ
on the available information.




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

9 3 4 7

0
M
-
o
D




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

January §, 1998

3955 Montgomery Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Ms. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity 1o 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 a«
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of rec
If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
on the available information.




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley, i Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

855 Shawnee Run Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45243

Dear Ms. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. 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. Wium
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which she

the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of re
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046)

Keith Lindner
9450 Whitegate Lane
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Lindner;

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be
taken against you in this matter. Plcase 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. Youmwuuhﬁ-db
the General Counsel's Office, must be submitied within 15 days of receipt o ;
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a bnief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley, isory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 2046)

January §, 1998

8815 Old Indian Hill Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45243

Dear Mr. Lindner;

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative oversight. 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
belicve are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Whnm




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 2046)

David Lindner
3427 Monteith Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45208-2304

Re: MUR 4706
Dear Mr. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be

taken against you in this matter. Henenbmﬂunyw«l’l“uﬁﬁyu
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 204863

January §, 1098

United Dairy Fam;ets, Inc.

3955 Montgomery Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45212

Re: MUR 4706
Thriftway
Dear Mr. Lindner:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that
Thriftway 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
4706. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
deywhw&ewmdemMnmun*m -"
taken against Thriftway in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal
mwmmehCms#dhm
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should'
the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of re

If no responsc is received within lSd-ys,tlqu.q ke furt .




Robert D. Lindner, Sr.
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turley/ Supervisory Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

January §, 1998

American Premier Underwriters
1 East 4th Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3717

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the
American Premier Underwriters (FKA Penn Central Reinsurance Company) 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 4706. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to administrative oversight. Under
&Aa.ywhn&emtnmnmun“m
Company) in this matter. M:ﬁumw«u—ﬂ
are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where app eme
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addr P‘*”:; s
General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of is letter, 1f
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American Premier Underwriters
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures
for handling complaints.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

President

Great American Insurance Company
P.O. Box 2575

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-2575

Dear Sir or Madam:

mrmmmmw.mmmmuh
Great American Insurance Company may have violated the Federal Election
Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act™). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 4706. Please refer (o this number in all future
correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you carlier due to administrative over
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action |
taken against the Great American Insurance Company in this matter. bJ
factusl or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Con "
this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
mmunm»;emcrﬂ ffice.
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Great American Insurance Company
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Andrew Turléy, Supervisory Attomney
Central Enforcement Docket
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046)

January 5, 19908

Martha Lindner
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Ms. Lindner:

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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

meomphmmnummyouaﬂmthehmm Under
the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should be
taken against you in this matter. Mmtmwahﬂ“ﬂm
believe are relevant to the Commission’ Smdhm nre
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of re
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,




%  FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
; Washington, DC 20463
.

American Financial Corporation
¢/o CT Corporation

3810 Carew Tower

Cincinnati, OH 45202

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that American
Financial Corporation 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
4706. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to an administrative oversight. Under the
Am,youh-wdwoppuﬂnﬁyndunn“mmhmm“b“*
American Financial Corporation in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials
which you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where approps
statements should be submitied under oath. Your response, which should be add
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communications from the Commission. ke




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.




‘ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
, Washington, DC 20463

January 5, 1998

United Dairy Farmers

¢/o Paul Brunner, Registered Agent
PO BOX 2575

Cincinnati, OH 45212

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the United
Dairy Farmers 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 4706. Please
refer to this number in all future comrespondence.

mCowlﬂlmmﬂbymuﬁcduahnmw Under the

should be submitted under oath. YmeMth "
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. I ise
mw:smumwammm :

§43 ._'ﬁ}' w the C _ on i vis
made public. ryumuhwnwh&m leasc
Cmbm&nucbdhmt-—n.“
such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notificatic
mmm :

AL» & n‘}f,&w'kf

] i I

et e R _;Wnp; n98-#: ;m Ww ey
iy J,:' % o '*-ui_‘; 2 S e g
s . i st SRR fr'[




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

="
G
F. Andrew Turl
Supervisory

Central Enforcement Docket




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

Chiquita Brand International
¢/o CT Corporation

441 Vine Street, #3810
Cincinnati, OH 45202

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that
< Brand International 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 4706.

‘ Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The Complaint was not sent to you earlier due to an administrative oversight. Under the
> Aa,ymbawmwwmuammunodu“m*
9 Chiquita Brand International in this matter. He-enhm-ayhudah‘

you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which shouid be ad
GMCM:OMM&MMH&]I&M&& e
respons is received within 15 days, the Commission may take further ac ,__’f“"‘"’” AR

M S

mwwhwhﬁhhu



If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.




3955 MONTGOMERY ROAD * CINCINNATI, OHIO 48212 * M”

Alva E. Smith

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Smith:

In regards to our phone conversation this morning, Robert D.
Lindner Sr. is not associated with Thriftway. For you records, his
brother, Richard E. Lindner at one time owned and operated the
Thriftway stores.

Cordially,
Phyllis A. McCoy




SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM I..LP
440 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-2In

TEL (202)371-7000
Fax: (202 3935760
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January 21, 1996

T

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

Re: MUR 4706-United Dairy Farmers,

”~ Chiquita Brand International, Amer-
ican Premier Underwriters, American

< Financial Corporation, Carl Lindner,
Edith Lindner, Betty Lindner, Frances

2 Lindner, Martha Lindner, Crn;l.

- Lindner, John Lindner, Keith I.-:l.ndnlr

‘ Richard Lindner, Alan Lindner, David

Dear Mr. Turley:

w

- As we discussed, this lcttcr

. sion of time of twenty (20) : ‘ DO
D from the Federal Election C
On

earliest due date a res
was January 12, J.”l.."
to be urvnd foweve

John Lindnu‘ uho is not k
to the other Lindners.

we were only recently :
number of respondents is going
information from m jource
extension is granted, the n

17, 1998. 2

5 48 S
T




Lawrence M. Noble, Esqg.
January 20, 1998
Page 2

Also, per our discussion, enclosed is a Desig-
nation of Counsel from Carl Lindner. As to the other
respondents, we will submit Designations of Counsel as we
receive them.

Thark you for your consideration. If you have
any questions, please call me.

Sincerely,

Enclosure




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
M_Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) _371-7007
FAX:( 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and s
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Cklnuislkutllultnl:ﬂ:itﬂﬂr@pllﬂlhllﬂﬂllhoianlnuil-hub

7

1/19/98
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:__Car! M. Lindner




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20483

Januaﬁy 23, lm

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom, L L.P.
1440 New York Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

Dear Mr. Gross:

This is in response to your letter dated January 21, 1996 [sic], which we received on
January 21, 1998, requesting a 20 day extension to respond to the complaint filed in the above-
noted matter. Afier considering the circumstances presented in your letter, the Office of the
General Counsel has granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on February 17, 1998.

If you have any questions, please contact me on our toll-free telephone number, (800)
424-9530. Our local telephone number is (202) 219-3400.

4

P S ot e

‘:t‘aié'rdﬁ ";—:-
s Y




Shma:n:snlJArnﬂlwEBLJMNt.tﬂlapsbu!i?ﬁff‘
1440 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-211l

TEL (2O2) 371-7000
Fax. (202 3938760

February 17, 1998

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4706 - United Dairy Farmers,
Chiquita Brands International, Amer-
ican Premier Underwriters, American
Financial Corporation, Carl Lindner,
Edith Lindner, Betty Lindner, Frances
Lindner, Martha Lindner, Craig
Lindner, John Lindner, Keith I.indner,

Dear Mr. Noble:

This document
Federal Election -

Lindner,
Lindner, John Lindner, lbithﬁlx
Lindner, Alan B. Lindner, '
Lindner III and mn‘




Lawrence M. Naoble,
February 17, 1998
Page 2

Esqg.

spheric Affairs.” The complaint alleges that these
individuals violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("FECA") by exceeding an individual's
aggregate annual contribution limit of $25,000. 2.0.8.C.
§ 441a(a) (3).

The Council of Hemispheric Affairs ("Council®)
filed the Complaint as part of a vendetta against the
Lindner family and certain of their financial holdings
related to the banana business of Chiquita Brands Inter-
national, Inc. It is not intended to further compliance
with the FECA. Rather, the Complaint was brought to
harass the Lindners and to further the political agenda
of the Council and its baseless opposition to Chiguita‘'s
legitimate business practices in Central America. The
improper purpose of the Complaint is transparent given
the fact that corporations are named even though the
allegations have nothing to do with these entities. As
- to the individuals, in each and every case, the Lindner
family members were in compliance with the FEC limits
long before the filing of this ill-motivated Complaint.

I. Corporate Respondents

5

q
,) i ,."'-
The Commission has sent letters to United

b 3 Farmers, Inc., Chiquita Brands International, Inc.,
American Premier Underwriters, Inc., and Amnrican

- cial Corporation naming them as respondents in

e

O

matter. The Complaint, however, only alleges violatios

by individuals. There is not even one all ga on o
: corporate viclation. Indeed, none of the cory -
e 8 w have made qum-uu- -:rn cont:!
P no corporate funds were used to mak 1y of t
=gl Mvmxemtrihutimiumttm

-

Carl H. Lindner's Statement of Desig
Counsel was previously submitted.
designations for the remaining individual respor
John Mmr is not a m:ngtitho Lindner famil
cim th’. m].in 8 m ~anre ]

'ﬂ.rn. ~Thus, no response is submitt
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therefore, can only find that there is no reason to
believe any viclation occurred with regard to the named
corporations.

F & 4 Individual Respondents

The attached information compiled from FEC
reports and Lindner family records establishes that each
of the Lindner family members named in this matter (the
"contributors") are in compliance with the annual contri-
bution limit of $25,000. (Exhibit 1). The contributors
either never exceeded the $25,000 limit or, in accordance
with the FEC's webpage directive, took corrective action
after conducting an internal review of their contrihu-

o tions and promptly rectified any deficiencies

s in May of 1997. Those actions included obtaining refunds

N and correcting misallocated contributions. (Sgee FEC
Webpage at Exhibit 2). It is also important to note that

2 all the contributors are adults, the funds they contrib-

uted were their personal funds, and all contributions

were sent directly from them to the recipient polictetl
committee.

The FEC's webpage directs those who
inadvertently exceeded the annual limit to take
following actions: (1) obtain refunds from comm
that received contributions; (2) reattribute joint

tributions; (3) redesignate contributions; or (4) =i
transfers to non-federal accounts. When appre
Lindners followed these steps to the lettor. k

Furthermore, the contributors ‘
action strictly in accordance with the !ﬁ? !
tive long before even a hint of a news st
threat of an FEC complaint. The FEC has
distinguished between spontaneocus corrective
taken prior to notification by the FEC or
and those made in the wake of publicity

, 3891 In Re D A
tary corrective actions taken prior to thn‘ -

 adverse liciry or an FEC colgi::::.::t ofte
3 !or dismissing a complaint. ssal under
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circumstances promotes meaningful compliance through
self-evaluation and correction.

In this case, the first newspaper article
covering the family contributions did not appear until
November of 1997, several months after the Lindner family
members undertook corrective action. In fact, a repre-
sentative of the Lindner family fully cooperated with the
reporter in order to make certain that the story was
accurate and complete. Given the FEC's limited resources
and its inability to track and enforce every violation of
law, its overriding objective is to achieve voluntary
compliance among the regulated community. That is pre-
cisely what occurred here.

As detailed below, in four instances the FEC
records incorrectly overstate the actual amounts contrib-
uted with respect to the 1996 election. Those instances
are: 1) the misdeposit of funds by party committees in a
federal account rather than a non-federal account; 2) the
apparent attribution of contributions to Tom Campbell's
1996 election when the contributions were in fact made
prior to the special election which occurred on Dto.!bar
11, 1995; 3) the misattribution of contributions :
Carl H. Lindner and his adult son Carl H. Lindner IIX;
and 4) the double reporting on the FEC printout of QU‘&" J
tributions that were made directly to the separate
paign of Messrs. Chabot and Cremeans as also cor
tions to the Chabot/Cremeans joint fundraising
There were only contributions to the candidat
pal campaign committees, not to the joint cc

In addition, there were a few instance
contributions made in 1995 were attributed t:e
election because the candidate was running tor :
in 1996. Many months ago, those contributors ob
refunds representing the 1995 contributions brin
every Lindner family wmember represented in 5 |
into full compliance with the annual limits. Th
sponse separately analyzes the conr.dhptim-' i
contributor and, where
these factors.




Lawrence M. Noble,
February 17, 1998
Page 5

Esq.

A. Betty J. Lindner, Alan B. Lindner, and
David C. Lindner

FEC reports of contributions made by Betty J.
Lindner, Alan B. Lindner, and David C. Lindner are summa-
rized in the attached lists. (Exhibit 1). According to
these lists, Betty J. Lindner, Alan B. Lindner, and Dawvid
C. Lindner made contributions within the $25,000 limit.
Betty J. Lindner's contributions to candidates seeking
election in 1996 total $19,000, Alan B. Lindner's contri-
butions total $21,000, and David C. Lindner's total
$25,000. Because none of these individuals made contri-
butions in excess of the annual contribution limit, the
Commission should find no reason to believe a vioclation
occurred with regard to these individuals.

B. Carl H. Lindner

» According to the FEC reports, Carl H. Lindner
made a total of $46,000 in contributions attributable to
0 1996. This computation is incorrect in several respects.
Contributions of $10,000 to the Pennsylvania De-nctltiﬂ;,
) Party, $2,500 to the Kentucky Republican Party,

$3,000 to the National Republican Senatorial Co
("NRSC") were erroneously deposited into those commi
federal accounts rather than non-federal acccunt!¢
deposits into the federal accounts were contr :
g S 1 Lindner's intentions. (Affidavit at lxhihﬂl T

: ot the party cu-!.ttiu
'Mat the contributions to aml.dtm ccount
Indeed, the state party committees expressly :

th. misdeposit into the federal account. (Bx

; e these contributions, which were mistak

id into federal accounts, were never in

b jgct federal election activity and have 1o 3%*
: tm to m-f.mm accounts, l:.hom ie
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annual contribution limit. gSee MUR 3249 In Re Richard

Dennis .
On December 8, 1995, Carl H. Lindner made a

contribution of $1,000 to the Tom Campbell for Congress
Committee. (Exhibit 5). Because this contribution was
not designated for a specific election, it must be at-
tributed to the next federal election after Mr. Lindner
made the contribution. 11 C.F.R. 110.1(b)(2)(ii). Tom
Campbell was elected to Congress in a special election
that occurred on December 11, 1955, three days after the
contribution was made. Thus, the December 8, 1995 $1,000
contribution is attributable towards Mr. Lindner's 1995
annual contribution limit because the December 11 elec-

O tion was the "next" federal election. The December 8,
1995 contribution should not be attributed towards Mr.

- Lindner's 1996 annual contribution limit.

The FEC reports wrongly attribute five one
~ thousand dollar ($1,000) contributions made by Carl H.
Lindner III to Carl H. Lindner. Carl H. Lindner III is
b8 an adult son of Carl H. Lindner. Carl H. Lindner has
taken steps to have the candidates correct the FEC »
ports to show the proper attribution of these contrik
tions. Thus, Carl H. Lindner's total 1996 con )
were $5,000 less than reflected by the FEC
copies of the checks attached at Exhibit 6).

Finally, well before any press 1nqn1:g>
FEC non-compliance, Mr. Lindner voluntarily
received the refund of $6,000 in contributi
v:l.dual candidnu committees that i.ncluln

[ 1 : 35 . were .

mihutiou made in 1995 were attrihuud lqr-
of law to the 1996 limit, the Commission has
action in those cases where voluntary pre-co
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tion of the errors. Certainly, dismissal is warranted in
this case, where action was taken before any Commission
notification or any adverse publicity on issues involving
far less money.

After accounting for the proper attribution of
a) $15,500 in party contributions; b) the $1,000 contri-
bution to Tom Campbell's campaign; c¢) $5,000 in contribu-
tions in fact made by Carl H. Lindner III; and d) the
self-initiated refund of $6,000 in contributions, Carl H.
Lindner's aggregate annual contributions total $24,500.
Thus, Mr. Lindner is in full compliance.

C. Edith B. Lindner

According to the FEC reports, Edith B. Lindner,
the wife of Carl H. Lindner, made $30,000 in contribu-
tions attributable to 1996. As in the case of her hus-
band, this computation is incorrect in several
The Kentucky Democratic Central Executive Committee
™ erroneously deposited Edith B. Lindner's $2,500
o tion into its federal account. (Affidavit at Exhibit iﬂ.'
On May 21, 1997, well before the news stories, the party
committee acknowledged the erronecus deposit and the
contribution was transferred to its non-federal account
(Exhibit 4). gt

o

-

<

» | Also, according to FEC reports, on D
e 1995, Bdith B. Lindner made a coatributionm u
o \

‘ ; Tom Chlpbcll for Congress Committee att:
ey special election. However, Edith B.
,ﬁhgﬁ ~ contribution on November 30, 1995. (Exh:
~ Tom Campbell was elected to in a
As tion that occurred on December 11, 1995, and :
made the contribution prior to the election, it ¢
against her 1995 limit, not her 1996 limit. a1
110 1(b) (2) (ii) . Ey

Finally, when Bdith B. bindn-r le
Mzmmmmtmmtzm ’

annual limit, she immediately
gm Mrihuticnl ‘This m
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made in 1995 but attributed to her 1996 limit. Like her
husband, she self-initiated the refund of those contribu-
tions months ago as a voluntary matter and not in re-

sponse to a press story or FEC notification,

After properly accounting for the misdeposit of
the $2,500 by the Kentucky Democratic Party, the proper
attribution of the $500 contribution to Tom Campbell, and
the $5,000 in refunds which represents the amount of the

1995 contributions, Edith B. Lindner's contributions to

candidates seeking election in 1996, total $22,500.
Thus, no further action should be taken against her.

. D. Martha 8. Lindner, 8. Craig Lindner,
— Frances R. Lindner, Keith E. Lindner,
n

Richard E. Lindner, Carl H. Lindner IIX
and Robert D. Lindner.

An internal review of the contribution r.co&ﬂl

. 2 of Martha S§. Lindner, §. Craig Lindner, Frances R.
Lindner, Keith E. Lindner, Richard E. Lindner, Carl l.

0D Lindner III, and Robert D. Lindner revealed that these

5 contribution totals were inflated on the FEC reports

b4 because of the double reporting of the same con

- to both a principal campaign committee and a joint
raising conmittee. Five of these individuals are

D adult children and their spouses of Carl H. aud

Lindner. Richard E. Lindner and Robert D. Lip
Carl H. Lindner's brothers. They each made di
cributions to the comnmittees of Mes:
-am (B In lﬂit

e 0

ecl-dttoc ('joint committee"). None of the contribs
gave to the joint committee. The FEC recordl r”i‘ﬂ
both the principal campaign committees and jou

committee rtcoivud a contribution when acty

e s arror the FEC reports is
s y caused during the data
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tions, each of these contributors is within the $25,000
annual limit.

Specifically, Martha S. Lindner made contribu-
tions of $28,000 and obtained $5,000 in refunds.
§. Craig Lindner made contributions of $32,000 and ob-
tained $9,000 in refunds. Frances R. Lindner made con-
tributions of $28,000 and obtained $6,000 in refunds.
Keith E. Lindner made contributions of $30,000 and ob-
tained $6,000 in refunds and Richard E. Lindner made
contributions of $25,900 and obtained $1,000 in refunds.
Carl H. Lindner III made contributions of $28,000 (in-
cluding the $5,000 in contributions that were incorrectly
N shown on the FEC printout as having been made by his
father, Carl H. Lindner) and obtained $4,000 in refunds.
Robert D. Lindner made contributions of $37,000 and
P obtained $3,000 in refunds and $10,000 in corrective
. reattributions. As was the case with his brother's
. contribution, Robert D. Lindner's contribution of ten
thousand dollars ($10,000) to the NRSC was errono:::;z&
t

b deposited into a federal account. (Affidavit at

11) . It has since been transferred to a non-federal
) account. (Exhibit 12). Importantly, as in the M
~ the other individuals who sought refunds and

reattributions, they were sought as a result of ¢

internal review and in accordance with the FEC s
directive and not in response to adverse media
or in response to an FEC complaint.

III.

Conclusion

's numm
m mt- agaim the undmr family's
terests. This response demonstrates that :
contributors named in this action are in ¢
T thnluandmtotthcooncnm:imtm
. actributable to the 1996 limits were, in fat
' able to disclosure errors by the recip wr,
which the contributors, as non-report
g lfll! until mid 1997, Mm
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$§50,000. The contributions in those matters are in
excess of those made by any contributor in this matter.
See MURs 3912 In Re Abe Pollin, 3850 In Re William
Hanbrecht, 3866 In Re Charles Intriago, 3862 In Re Edmund
A. _Stanley, Jr.

In so doing, the Commission recognized that
pursuing those matters was not an efficient use of its
resources. Moreover, the Commission recently addressed a
matter involving excessive contributions made by an
individual who is now a member of the U.S. House of
Representatives. The filing of the Complaint in that
matter was apparently politically motivated, as was most
- certainly the case with this Complaint. That matter
involved excess contributions on par with, and in most
cases greater than, those involved in the instant Com-

' plaint with no corrective action taken by the contribu-

¢ tor. Notwithstanding, the Commission dismissed the

- complaint, stating that the matter was less significant
relative to other matters pending before the Commission.

™ See MUR 4462 In re Ellen O. Taucher. Dismissal is espe-

cially appropriate in matters like this one where the
contributors on their own initiative took corrective
action in accordance with the FEC directive which was
designed to address situations involving honest, %
tent errors. In this case, the system worked exac
intended by the FEC. The FEC's outreach program
makes information readily available over the inte
a valuable tool in guiding the contributors in .f*
voluntary compliance without the use of 11-1&-‘ go
nlnt resources.

Thus, for all the reasons stated, we
- 'tu“il m ‘that the Commission take no fur
clccc the file in this matter.




- STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF

MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL:__Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

-

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
FAX:( 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and ls
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behaif before the Commission,

e S KR A ¢ KL O L*L&— SR, @ vP

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME; United Dairy Farmers, Inc.
c/o A. Brad Lindner

ADDRESS; 1355 toncgomery Road

-

Cincinnati, Ohio 45212
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MAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Fines: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADORESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007

FAX:( 202 ) 393-5760

P The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and Is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the

" Commission and I8 act on my behalf before the Commission,
>
3 2/ /5 /AR VE

- Chiquita Brands International, Ime. A
e

0 RESPONDENT'S NAME;_5/0 fobert ¥. Olson

¥

DRESS: 250 ~__ Fifth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202




. STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A, Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
Fm}OZJ 393-5760

The above-named individual is hersby designated as my counsel and Is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and 8 act on my behaif before the Commission,

n:an?r 7

Assistant General Counsel & Assistant Secretary

g
=3
23

American Premier Underwriters, Inc.
c/o Karl J. Grafe . -3

9 8.0 4




~ STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COU

NMUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A. Gross, Esg.
, Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP
FIRM;

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) _371-7007

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my counsel and ls
authorized e receive any notifications and other from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission,

2-5-9Y m/

Date b
Assistant General Counsel and Assistant

e Tl A0
ki S5 N ok

American Financial Corporation
RESPONDENT'S NAME;__©/© Kar] J. Grafe

One East Fourth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
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MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
it Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:{ 202 ) 371-7007
FAX:{ 202 ) 393-5760

The above-named individual I8 hereby designated as my counsel and s
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and tc act on my behalf before the Commission,

RESPONDENT'S NAME: 54/ th B Lindner

One East Fourth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
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P 4706

NAME OF COUNBEL; Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
. adden, Arps, Slate, Meagher om
FiRM: Skadden, A 5i Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
F“:‘ ZOZJ 393'5760

The above-named Individual is hersby designated as my counsel and Is
n authorized $0 receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and 40 act on my behalf before the Commission,

et g el
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7

o
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b

- RESPONDENT'S NAME:_ "c"tY J- Lindner
= & |

P ADDRESS;_ 3955 Montgomery Road

ol ‘ Cincianati, Ohio 45212 :
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MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSBEL: Kenneth A. Gross, [sq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 )_371-7007
FAX:( 202 ) 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized i receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and §e act on my behalf before the Commission,

Frances R. Lindner

" Cincinnat], Ohio 45202
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MUR 4706

MNAME OF COUNSEL:__Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) _371-7007
FAX:( 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and ls
authorized t9 receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and te act on my behaif before the Commission,

POV \\P- ¢ 0 ¥ vt

Jne tast rourth Stry

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
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NAME OF COUNBEL: Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 )_371-700
Fw}OZJ 393-5760

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,

5. Craig Lindner

© Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
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NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A, Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
FAX:{ 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designaled as my counsel end Is
authorized e recelve sny notificaticns and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission,

e b

RESPONDENT'S NAME; 27! " tindner 11}
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NAME OF COUNSEL:__Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 440 New York Avenue, N.V.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
FAX:{ 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and le
authorized to recelve any notifications and other communications from the
Commilssion and Lo act on my behalf before the Commission,

S
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RESPONDENT'S NAME:__"e1t" £ Lindner
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MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A, Gross, [sq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:{ 202 )_371-7007_
FAX:( 202 y 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized 40 receive any nolifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act en my behalf before the Commission,

a)s]qs Roilo il e L
Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME:___ " <"27d € Lindner
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUN

Ll

NAME OF COUNSEL:_ Kenneth A. Gross, Esqg.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007
FAX:{ 202 ¥ 393-5760

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and s
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission,

TR R &
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:___ " 8r2d Lindner

i?--mssss Montgomery hn

Cincinmati, Ohio ﬁ!l!
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: Kenneth A, Gross, Esq.
FIRM: Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:( 202 ) 371-7007

FAX:( 292 ) 393-5760

RESPONDENT'S NAME:__D2v1d €. tindner

3955 Montgomery Road ;

Cincinnati, Ohio 4521
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR 4706

NAME OF COUNSEL: KXenneth A. Gross, Esq.
, Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP
FIRM

ADDRESS: 1440 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005-2111

TELEPHONE:{ 202 )} 371-7007
FAX:( 202 \ 393-5760

™N The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
i suthorized 0 receive any nolifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commissi
e
© Date
o | ”M
s
- RESPONDENT'S NAME: Robert D. Lindner
=
s ADDRESS: 3955 Montgomery Road £
e Cincinnati, Onio 45212

. TELEPHONE: HOME(____) |
BUSINESS( 513 ) 3678700
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Carl H Lindner

Contributions

1995

Citizens for Bunning

Committee to Re-clect Steven J. Chabot
Friends of Max Baucus

Bill Thomas Campaign Commitiee
Friends of Dick Lugar

1996

Reclect Thurmond Committee

Friends of John Wamer

Friends of John Wamer

Friends of Jim Inhofe

Hoke for Congress

Enzi for Senate

Sam Brownback for U.S. Senate

People for Ganske

Craig for U.S. Senate

Friends of Steve Stockman

People for Boschwitz "96

Montanans for Rehberg

Friends of Jim Harsdorf for Congress
Sununu for Congress

Citizens for Kasich

McConnell for Senate Commitiee
Cremeans for Congress

Collins for Senator

Ted Strickland for Congress

People for Lightfoot

People for Lightfoot

Citizens for Cochmn

Zimmer for Senate Inc.

Pat Roberts for Senate

Wayne Allard for U S. Senate Commitiee
Hutchinson for Senate

Parker for Congress

Pennsylvania Democtatic Party
National Republican Senstorial Committee
Kentucky State Democratic Central Executive Committee il

Refunds
w.ynmn»uzmc-m .




Contributions
1995
Friends of Max Baucus $1,000
Friends of Larry Pressler $1.000
Bill Thomas Campaign Committee $1,000
Citizens for Bunning £1,000
People for Boschwitz '96 $1,000
1996
People for Lightfoot $1,000
Sam Brownback for U.S. Congress $1,000
Citizens for Kasich §1.000
McConnell for Senate Committee '96 $1,000
Parker for Congress $1,000
Hutchinson for Senate $1.000
Enzi for Senate $1.000
Montanans for Rehberg $1,000
Zimmer for Senate, Inc $1,000
Collms for Senator $1,000
Weld for Senate $1.000
Friends of Lamry Pressler $1.000
People for Boschwitz '96 $1,000
Cremeans for Congress $1,000
Friends of Jim Harsdorf for Congress $500
Bob Smith for U.S. Senate $1,000
Sununu for Congress $1,000
Helms for Senate $1,000
Nancy Mayer for Senate $1.000
Gordon Smith for U .S. Senate Committee Inc. $1,000
Bob Riley for Congress $1,000
Volunteers for Shimkus $1,000
Wayne Allard for U.S. Senate $1,000
Kentucky State Democyatic Central Executive Committee

Total
Refunds
Wayne Allard for ULS. Senate Committee
Bob Smith for US. Senate Commitiee
Sununu for Congress
Volunteers for Shimkus
Collins for Senator




Contributions

1998
Forbes for President Committee Inc. $1,000
People for Boschwitz £1,000
Sununu for Congress $1,000
Friends of Lamry Pressler $1,000
Citizens for Bunning $1,000
Helms for Senate $1.000
Zimmer for Senate, Inc $1,000
Friends of Max Baucus $1,000
Cremenns for Congress $1,000
Commitice to Re-elect Steven J. Chabot $1,000
Gordon Smith for U S, Senate $1,000
1996
Guy Millner for U S, Senate $1,000
Friends of John Boehner $1,000
Hoke for Congress $1.000
Enzi for U.S. Senate $1,000
People for Lightfoot Inc $1,000
Sam Brownback for U.S. Senate $1,000
Montanans for Rehberg $1.000
0 Sweetser 96 Commiftes $1.000
Hutchinson for U.S. Senate $1,000
o™ Collins for Senator $1,000
Friends of Steve Stockman $1.000
wn Bob Smith for U.S. Senate $1,000
Teague for Congress 31,000
ey Dupwe for Congress $1,000
Jenkins for Senate 9% $500
o 8 Jenkins for Senate 9% $500
Friends of Lamry Pressler $1.000
e Citizens for Kasich $1,000
Nancy Mayer for Senate Inc $1,000
~ Parker for Congress $1,000
. McConnell Senate Committee 96 $1,000 o
< Gordon Smith for U.S. Senate Committee ool 8%
Refunds
- Friends of John Bochner
Steve Chabot for Congress
0 Sununu for



Contributions

1995

Helms for Senate

Parker for Congress

Enzi for Senate

Forbes for President

Citizens for Bunning

Gordon Smith for U S. Senate
Cremeans for Congress
Committee to Reelect Steven J. Chabot
1996

Hoke for Congress

Sam Brownback for Congress
Wayvne Allard for Senate
Montanans for Rehberg
Sweetser 96 Commitiee
Teague for Congress

Zimmer for Senate

Wilde for Congress

People for Lightfoot Inc

Larry Bingham for Congress
Sununu for Congress

Friends of Sessions Campaign Commitice
Friends of Lamry Pressler
Collins for Senator

Citizens for Kasich
McConnell for U.S. Senate Committee
Friends of John Bochner
Hutchinson for Senale

Nancy Mavyer for Senate
Frank Riggs for Congress
Hememan for C

Gordon Smith for US. Senate

Refunds

Gordon Smith for U S. Senate
Sam Brownback for US. Senate
Wayne Allard for .S, Senate
Steve Chabot for Congress

Keith E. Lindner

$1,000
$1.000
$1,000
$1.000
$1.000
$1,000
$1.000
$1.,000

$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1.000
$1,000
$1,000
$1.000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1.000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1,000
$1.000

$1,000




Cnﬂ H Lindner, I

Contributions

1995
Forbes for President $1,000
Citizens for Bunning $1,000
Helms for Senate $1,000
Committee to Reelect Steven J. Chabot $1,000
Cremeans for Congress $1.000
Citizens for Bunning $1,000
1996
Sununu for Congress $1,000
Jenkins for Senate 96 $500
Jenkins for Senate 96 $500
Citizens for Kasich $1.000
Friends of John Boehner $1,000
Collins for Senator $1.000
Friends of Jim Harsdorf for Congress $1,000
Nancy Mayer for Senate $1,000
Robert Aderholt for Senate $1.000
Weld for Senate $£1,000
Sam Brownback for U.S. Senate $1,000
Montanans for Rehberg $1,000
=3 Bob Smith for U.S. Senate £1,000
Citizens for Cochran $1,000
M Al Salvi for Senate Committee $1,000
Helms for Senate $1,000
o Gordon Smith for U S. Senate $1.000
Gordon Smith for U_S. Senate Committee Inc $1.000
- { The following contributions were originally sttributed to Carl H. Lindner)
£ Parker for Congress $1,000
e Day for Senate $1,000
Hutchinson for Senate $1,000
a Zimmer for Senate $1.000
- Wayne Allard for U.S. Senate Committes 31.000
~ Total 528,000
Refunds
Sam Brownback for U.S. Senate 31,000
- Steve Chabot for Congress $1,000
Sununu for Congress $1,000
2 Friends of John Bochmer aﬁ
Total
y @ |
Total Contributions After Refunds

Total Contributions e
Total Refunds



Marths S Lindner

Contributions

1995
Helms for Senate $1,000
Forbes for President Committee Inc $1.000
Friends of Max Baucus $1,000
Commitiee to Reelect Steven J. Chabot $1.,000
Cremeans for Congress $1,000
Gordon Smith for U.S. Senate 31,000
1996
Sam Brownback for U<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>