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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

SN0V -3 pM o: 80
Magda Montiel Davis SENS|mE
Magda Montiel Davis for Congress Committee

Barry Imber, Treasurer, Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress Committee

COMPLAINT REGARDING ILLEGAL INDIVIDUAL CONTRIBUTIONS

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, 2 USC 437g(a)(l) and 11 CFR 111l.4(a), I, Robert T.
Kelly, Jr., hereby file the following complaint regarding the
illegal receipt of illegal campaign contributions by Magda Montiel
Davis, the Magda Montiel Davis for Congress Committee, and Barry
Imber, Treasurer, made and received in excess of the maximum amount
permitted by law and made through the use of his partnership in a

law firm, as set forth below:

INTRODUCTION

1. Magda Montiel Davis is a candidate for Congress, District
18, Florida, who lists her address as 300 Pacific Road, Key
Biscayne, Florida, and whose principal campaign committee is "Magda
Montiel Davis for Congress", 2921 Coral Way, Miami, Florida.

2. Barry Imber is Treasurer of the Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress Committee.

3. The law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., is a
Florida professional association organized as a professional
services corporation, whose officers are as follows: Marvin
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Kurzban, President, Director and Partner; Ira Kurzban, Vice-
president, Director and Partner; and Steven Weinger, Secretary,
Director and Partner.

4. Complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. is a citizen, resident
and registered voter of Dade County, Florida, residing at 8501 NW

8 Street, Miami, Florida, 33126.

MAXIMUM CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS ALLOWED BY LAW

5. Individuals are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from contributing more than $1,000 to any
candidate for federal office. 2 USC 44la (a)(1l). This $1,000
limit per election applies to spouses of candidates as well as to
other individuals. 11 CFR 110.1(i)(l1). ([See Exhibit A.]

6. Corporations are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from making any contributions whatsoever,
whether cash or in-kind contributions, to any candidate for federal
office. 2 USC 441b(a). If a professional association is treated
as a partnership for certain purposes under state law, the
professional association may contribute to federal candidates as
a partnership, with each partner being allocated his/her
proportional share of the contribution as a contribution of the
partner himself/herself. That is, contributions by partnerships
are attributed to each partner as part of and counting against the
partner’s $1,000 contribution limit. 11 CFR 110.1(b)(1) and (e).
[See Exhibit B.]

7. Campaign finance reports of the Magda Montiel Davis for




Congress Committee reflect that:

(a) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Ira Kurzban
contributed §1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress, totaling $2,000;

(b) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Steven
Weinger contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000; and

(c) On August 21, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Marvin
Kurzban contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000.

These contributions were the maximum allowed by federal law
for the primary election in September 1992 and the general election

in November 1992, respectively. [See Exhibit C.)

RECEIPT OF ILLEGAL CONTRIBUTIONS

8. Despite receiving the $1,000 maximum contributions allowed
by law for the general election from Marvin Kurzban, Ira Kurzban,
and Steven Weinger, Magda Montiel Davis, the Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress Committee, and Barry Imber, Treasurer, have continued
to receive valuable contributions from Marvin Kurzban, Ira Kurzban,
and Steven Weinger, which contributions are illegal and in
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

9. Magda Montiel Davis has illegally received from Marvin
Kurzban, Ira Kurzban and Steven Weinger, through the law firm of

Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, paid postage costs for the mass

mailing of campaign literature of Magda Montiel Davis, soliciting




votes and soliciting campaign funds, which paid postage costs
constitute campaign contributions by, and are attributable
proportionately to, each of the law firm‘s partners.

10. Specifically, Magda Montiel Davis illegally received from
Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid
postage costs for a mass mailing of a Magda Montiel Davis fund-
raising letter and invitation to a fund-raising event, by use of
the law firm postage meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-
reproduced address label is on the envelope, indicating a large
mass mailing, and the return address is “Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress”. Two pages are enclosed, one which solicits money and
one which solicits votes.

[See Exhibit D.)

11. Again specifically, Magda Montiel Davis illegally received
from Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid
postage costs for a mass mailing of Magda Montiel Davis’ printed
campaign voter solicitation materials (campaign "brochure"), by use
of the law firm postage meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-

reproduced address label is on the printed literature, indicating

a mass mailing, and the pre-printed return address is “Magda

Montiel Davis for Congress®". The literature is one-page, folded

for mass mailing. [See Exhibit E.)

KNOWLEDGE REGARDING CAMPAIGN LANWS
12. The receipt by Magda Montiel Davis, her Committee, and

her Treasurer (and the filing of campaign finance reports




reflecting the receipt) of contributions by Marvin Kurzban, Ira

Kurzban and Steven Weinger, in amounts of precisely $1,000 for both
the primary and general election, as well as the contributions of
their families (among others, for example, Marvin Kurzban's wife
for precisely $1,000 for both the primary and general election, and
Ira Kurzban’s mother-in-law/Davis’ mother for precisely $1,000 in
the general election) demonstrate that Magda Montiel Davis, the
Magda Montiel Davis for Congress Committee, Barry Imber, and the
contributors are fully knowledgeable of the campaign finance laws.
This demonstrates that the illegal method of supporting Davis, that
is, by paying mass mailing postage costs for Davis after the legal
limits of cash contributions have been reached, is an intentional,
purposeful, and willful method of evading the campaign finance

laws.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

Therefore, complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. respectfully
requests the Federal Elections Commission to investigate this
violation and issue the following relief:

A. That Magda Montiel Davis, the Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress Committee, and Barry Imber be found in violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 for making campaign
contributions in excess of the maximum amount allowed by law;

B. That the proper fines be levied and other penalties be
administered; and

C. That such other remedies be adopted as the Commission




deems appropriate.
Verification
I, Robert T. Kelly, Jr. hereby swear and affirm that the above
gstatements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.
Respectfully submitted,
N
) 2, |
Robert T. Kelly, Jr.

Subscribed to and sworn before me thisoge’ day of November, 1992,
by Robert T. Kelly, Jr. /

State of Florida
County of Dade
My commission expires:




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

In re: Ira Kurzban

COMPLAINT
Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, 2 USC 437g(a)(l) and 11 CFR 111.4(a), I, Robert T.
Kelly, Jr., hereby file the following complaint regarding the
illegal campaign contributions of Ira Kurzban, made in excess of
the maximum amount permitted by law and made through the use of

his partnership in a law firm, as set forth below:

INTRODUCTION

1. Ira Kurzban is a resident of Dade County, Florida, who
lists his address as 300 Pacific Road, Key Biscayne, Miami,
Florida, and is married to Magda Montiel Davis.

2. Magda Montiel Davis is a candidate for Congress, District
18, Florida, who lists her address as 300 Pacific Road, Key
Biscayne, Miami, Florida, and whose principal campaign committee
is "Magda Montiel Davis for Congress”, 2921 Coral Way, Miami,
Florida, Barry Imber, Treasurer.

3. Ira Kurzban is a corporate officer, director, and partner
in the law firm of Rurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., a Florida
professional association organized as a professional services

corporation, whose officers are as follows: Marvin Kurzban,

President, Director and Partner; Ira Kurzban, Vice-president,

Director and Partner; and Steven Weinger, Secretary, Director and
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Partner.
4. Complainant Robert T. Kelly is a citizen, resident and
registered voter of Dade County, Florida, residing at 8501 NW 8

Street, Miami, Florida, 33126.

MAXIMUM CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS ALLOWED BY LAW

5 Individuals are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from contributing more than $1,000 to any
candidate for federal office. 2 USC 44l1a (a)(l). This 51,000
limit per election applies to spouses of candidates as well as to
other individuals. 11 CFR 110.1(i)(1). [See Exhibit A.]

6. Corporations are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from making any contributions whatsoever,
whether cash or in-kind contributions, to any candidate for federal
office. 2 USC 441b(a). If a professional association is treated
as a partnership for certain purposes under state law, the
professional association may contribute to federal candidates as
a partnership, with each partner being allocated his/her
proportional share of the contribution as a contribution of the
partner himself/herself. That is, contributions by partnerships
are attributed to each partner as part of and counting against the
partner’s $1,000 contribution limit. 11 CFR 110.1(b)(1) and (e).
[See Exhibit B.)

7. Campaign finance reports of the Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress Committee reflect that:

(a) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Ira Kurzban
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contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress, totaling $2,000;

(b) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Steven
Weinger contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000; and

(c) On August 21, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Marvin
Kurzban contributed 51,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000.

These contributions were the maximum allowed by federal law
for the primary election in September 1992 and the general election

in November 1992, respectively. [See Exhibit C.]

ILLEGAL CONTRIBUTIONS

8. Despite reaching the $1,000 maximum contribution limit
allowed by law for the general election, Ira Kurzban has continued
to make valuable contributions to Magda Montiel Davis, which
contributions are illegal and in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971.

9. Ira Kurzban, through the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban and
Weinger, has paid postage costs for the mass mailing of campaign
literature of Magda Montiel Davis, soliciting votes and soliciting
campaign funds, which paid postage costs constitute campaign
contributions by, and are attributable proportionately to, Ira
Kurzban as partner.

10. Specifically, Ira Kurzban, through Kurzban, Kurzban and

Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs for a mass




mailing of a Magda Montiel Davis fund-raising letter and invitation
to a fund-raising event, by use of the law firm postage meter
(meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced address label is on
the envelope, indicating a large mass mailing, and the return
address is "Magda Montiel Davis for Congress"”. Two pages are
enclosed, one which solicits money and one which solicits votes.
[See Exhibit D.]

11. Again specifically, Ira Kurzban, through Kurzban, Kurzban
and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs for a
mass mailing of Magda Montiel Davis’ printed campaign voter
solicitation materials (campaign “brochure"), by use of the law
firm postage meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced
address label is on the printed literature, indicating a mass
mailing, and the pre-printed return address is "Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress". The literature is one-page, folded for mass

mailing. [See Exhibit E.]

KNOWLEDGE REGARDING CAMPAIGN LAWS

12. The reported contributions of Ira Kurzban and his law

partners, in amounts of precisely $1,000 for both the primary and

general election, as well as the contributions of their families
(among others, for example, Marvin Kurzban’s wife for precisely
$1,000 for both the primary and general election, and Ira Kurzban’s
mother-in-law/Davis’ mother for precisely $1,000 in the general
election) demonstrate that Ira Kurzban and his law partners are

fully knowledgable of the campaign finance laws. This demonstrates




that the illegal method of supporting Davis, that is, by paying
mass mailing postage costs for Davis after the legal limits of cash
contributions have been reached, is an intentional, purposeful, and

willful method of evading the campaign finance laws.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

Therefore, complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. respectfully
requests the Federal Elections Commission to investigate this
violation and issue the following relief:

A. That Ira Kurzban be found in violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 for making campaign contributions in
excess of the maximum amount allowed by law;

B. That the proper fines be levied and other penalties be
administered against Ira Kurzban; and

C. That such other remedies be adopted as the Commission
deems appropriate.

Verification

I, Robert T. Kelly, hereby swear and affirm that the above
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.

Respectfully submitted,

02/@% %
Robert T. Kelly, Jr.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this =yef day of November, 1992,
by Robert T. Kelly. ;

State of Florida

L4
County of Dade Notarf\#ﬁbi?ﬁ_”

My commission expires:

r




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

In re: Marvin Kurzban

COMPLAINT
Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, 2 USC 437g(a)(l) and 11 CFR 111.4(a), I, Robert T,
Kelly, Jr., hereby file the following complaint regarding the
illegal campaign contributions of Marvin Kurzban, made in excess
of the maximum amount permitted by law and made through the use of

his partnership in a law firm, as set forth below:

INTRODUCTION
1. Marvin Kurzban is a resident of Dade County, Florida, who
lists his address as 12845 SW 107 Court, Miami, Florida.

2. Magda Montiel Davis is a candidate for Congress, District

18, Florida, who lists her address as 300 Pacific Road, Key

Biscayne, Miami, Florida, and whose principal campaign committee
is "Magda Montiel Davis for Congress", 2921 Coral Way, Miami,
Florida, Barry Imber, Treasurer.

3. Marvin EKurzban is a corporate officer, director, and
partner in the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., a
Florida professional association organized as a professional
services corporation, whose officers are as follows: Marvin
Kurzban, President, Director and Partner; Ira Kurzban, Vice-
president, Director and Partner; and Steven Weinger, Secretary,

Director and Partner.




4. Complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. is a citizen, resident
and registered voter of Dade County, Florida, residing at 8501 NW

8 Street, Miami, Florida, 33126.

MAXIMUM CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS ALLOWED BY LAW

S Individuals are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from contributing more than 51,000 to any
candidate for federal office. 2 USC 44la (a)(l). [See Exhibit A.)

6. Corporations are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from making any contributions whatsoever,
whether cash or in-kind contributions, to any candidate for federal
office. 2 USC 441b(a). If a professional association is treated
as a partnership for certain purposes under state law, the
professional association may contribute to federal candidates as
a partnership, with each partner being allocated his/her
proportional share of the contribution as a contribution of the
partner himself/herself. That is, contributions by partnerships
are attributed to each partner as part of and counting against the
partner’'s $1,000 contribution limit. 11 CFR 110.1(b)(1) and (e).
[See Exhibit B.]

7. Campaign finance reports of the Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress Committee reflect that:

(a) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Ira Kurzban
contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress, totaling $2,000;

(b) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Steven




a7

O
O
o

4

0

y 3

Weinger contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000; and

(c) On August 21, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Marvin
Kurzban contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000.

These contributions were the maximum allowed by federal law
for the primary election in September 1992 and the general election

in November 1992, respectively. [See Exhibit C.]

ILLEGAL CONTRIBUTIONS

8. Despite reaching the $1,000 maximum contribution limit
allowed by law for the general election, Marvin Kurzban has
continued to make valuable contributions to Magda Montiel Davis,
which contributions are illegal and in violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

9. Marvin Kurzban, through the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban
and Weinger, has paid postage costs for the mass mailing of
campaign literature of Magda Montiel Davis, soliciting votes and
soliciting campaign funds, which paid postage costs constitute
campaign contributions by, and are attributable proportionately to,
Ira Kurzban as partner.

10. Specifically, Marvin Kurzban, through Kurzban, Kurzban
and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs for a
mass mailing of a Magda Montiel Davis fund-raising letter and
invitation to a fund-raising event, by use of the law firm postage

meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced address label




.
o
O
O

30 40

?

is on the envelope, indicating a mass mailing, and the return
address is "Magda Montiel Davis for Congress”. Two pages are
enclosed, one which solicits money and one which solicits votes.
[See Exhibit D.]

11. Again specifically, Marvin Kurzban, through Kurzban,
Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs
for a mass mailing of Magda Montiel Davis’ printed campaign voter
solicitation materials (campaign “brochure®), by use of the law
firm postage meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced
address label is on the printed literature, indicating a mass
mailing, and the pre-printed return address is "Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress"”. The literature is one-page, folded for mass

mailing. [See Exhibit E.]

KNOWLEDGE REGARDING CAMPAIGN LAWS

12. The reported contributions of Marvin Kurzban and his law
partners, in amounts of precisely $1,000 for both the primary and
general election, as well as the contributions of their families
(among others, for example, Marvin Kurzban’s wife for precisely
$1,000 for both the primary and general election, and Ira Kurzban's
mother-in-law/Davis’ mother for precisely $1,000 in the general
election) demonstrate that Steven Weinger and his law partners are
fully knowledgable of the campaign finance laws. This demonstrates
that the illegal method of supporting Davis, that is, by paying
mass mailing postage costs for Davis after the legal limits of cash

contributions have been reached, is an intentional, purposeful, and




willful method of evading the campaign finance laws.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

Therefore, complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. respectfully
requests the Federal Elections Commission to investigate this
violation and issue the following relief:

A. That Marvin Kurzban be found in wviolation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 for making campaign contributions in
excess of the maximum amount allowed by law;

B. That the proper fines be levied and other penalties be
administered against Marvin Kurzban; and

C. That such other remedies be adopted as the Commission
deems appropriate.

v atio

I, Robert T. Kelly, Jr. hereby swear and affirm that the above
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert T. Kelly, Jr.
A )

Subscribed to and sworn before me thiSdaﬁf day of ember, 1992,
by Robert T. Kelly.

State of Florida : =

County of Dade Notary\éﬁb%%l,

My commission expires:




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, 2 USC 437g(a)(l) and 11 CFR 111.4(a), I, Robert T.
Kelly, Jr., hereby file the following complaint regarding the
illegal campaign contributions of Steven Weinger, made in excess
of the maximum amount permitted by law and made through the use of

his partnership in a law firm, as set forth below:

INTRODUCTION
1. Steven Weinger is a resident of Dade County, Florida, who
lists his address as 12000 SW 90 Avenue, Miami, Florida.
2. Magda Montiel Davis is a candidate for Congress, District

18, Florida, who 1lists her address as 300 Pacific Road, Key

Biscayne, Miami, Florida, and whose principal campaign committee

is “Magda Montiel Davis for Congress“, 2921 Coral Way, Miami,
Florida, Barry Imber, Treasurer.

:; Steven Weinger is a corporate officer, director, and
partner in the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., a
Florida professional association organized as a professional
services corporation, whose officers are as follows: Marvin
Kurzban, President, Director and Partner; Ira Kurzban, Vice-
president, Director and Partner; and Steven Weinger, Secretary,

Director and Partner.




4. Complainant Robert T. Kelly is a citizen, resident and
registered voter of Dade County, Florida, residing at 8501 NW 8

Street, Miami, Florida, 33126.

MAXIMUM CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS ALLOWED BY LAW

5. Individuals are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from contributing more than $1,000 to any
candidate for federal office. 2 USC 44la (a)(l). [See Exhibit A.)

6. Corporations are prohibited by the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 from making any contributions whatsoever,
whether cash or in-kind contributions, to any candidate for federal
office. 2 USC 441b(a). If a professional association is treated
as a partnership for certain purposes under state law, the
professional association may contribute to federal candidates as
a partnership, with each partner being allocated his/her

proportional share of the contribution as a contribution of the

partner himself/herself. That is, contributions by partnerships

are attributed to each partner as part of and counting against the
partner‘s $1,000 contribution limit. 11 CFR 110.1(b)(1l) and (e).
[See Exhibit B.]

7. Campaign finance reports of the Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress Committee reflect that:

(a) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Ira Kurzban
contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis for
Congress, totaling $2,000;

(b) On July 22, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Steven




Weinger contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000; and

(c) On August 21, 1992 and again on October 6, 1992 Marvin
Kurzban contributed $1,000 to the campaign of Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress, totaling $2,000.

These contributions were the maximum allowed by federal law
for the primary election in September 1992 and the general election

in November 1992, respectively. [See Exhibit C.]

ILLEGAL CONTRIBUTIONS

8. Despite reaching the $1,000 maximum contribution limit
allowed by law for the general election, Steven Weinger has
continued to make valuable contributions to Magda Montiel Davis,
which contributions are illegal and in violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

9. Steven Weinger, through the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban
and Weinger, has paid postage costs for the mass mailing of
campaign literature of Magda Montiel Davis, soliciting votes and

soliciting campaign funds, which paid postage costs constitute

campaign contributions by, and are attributable proportionately to,

Ira Kurzban as partner.

10. Specifically, Steven Weinger, through Kurzban, Kurzban
and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs for a
mass mailing of a Magda Montiel Davis fund-raising letter and
invitation to a fund-raising event, by use of the law firm postage

meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced address label
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is on the envelope, indicating a mass mailing, and the return
address is “Magda Montiel Davis for Congress". Two pages are
enclosed, one which solicits money and one which solicits votes.
[See Exhibit D.]

11. Again specifically, Steven Weinger, through Kurzban,
Kurzban and Weinger, P.A., on October 21, 1992 paid postage costs
for a mass mailing of Magda Montiel Davis’ printed campaign voter
gsolicitation materials (campaign "“brochure"), by use of the law
firm postage meter (meter #1757658). A mechanically-reproduced
address label is on the printed literature, indicating a mass
mailing, and the pre-printed return address is "Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress”. The literature is one-page, folded for mass

mailing. [See Exhibit E.)

KNOWLEDGE REGARDING CAMPAIGN LAWS

12. The reported contributions of Steven Weinger and his law
partners, in amounts of precisely $1,000 for both the primary and
general election, as well as the contributions of their families
(among others, for example, Marvin Kurzban’‘s wife for precisely
$1,000 for both the primary and general election, and Ira Kurzban’s
mother-in-law/Davis’ mother for precisely $1,000 in the general
election) demonstrate that Steven Weinger and his law partners are
fully knowledgable of the campaign finance laws. This demonstrates
that the illegal method of supporting Davis, that is, by paying
mass mailing postage costs for Davis after the legal limits of cash

contributions have been reached, is an intentional, purposeful, and
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willful method of evading the campaign finance laws.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

Therefore, complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. respectfully
requests the Federal Elections Commission to investigate this
violation and issue the following relief:

A. That Steven Weinger be found in violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 for making campaign contributions in
excess of the maximum amount allowed by law;

B. That the proper fines be levied and other penalties be
administered against Steven Weinger; and

C. That such other remedies be adopted as the Commission
deems appropriate.

Verification

I, Robert T. Kelly, Jr. hereby swear and affirm that the above
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert T. Kelly, Jr.
oot o Jatg . .

Subscribed to and sworn before me thisdzvl day of ember, 1992,
by Robert T. Kelly, Jr.

State of Florida
County of Dade Notary %}Lc

My commission expires:




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Magda Montiel Davis

Magda Montiel Davis for Congress Committee
Barry Imber, Treasurer, Magda Montiel Davis
for Congress Committee

Ira Kurzban
Marvin Kurzban
Steven Weinger

ORIGINAL EXHIBITS

Complainant Robert T. Kelly, Jr. submits herein the original
exhibits (envelopes used in camapign mailings) which are referred
to in the complaints filed on this same date, styled "In re: Magda
Montiel Davis, Magda Montiel Davis for Congress Committee, and
Barry Imber, Treasurer -- Complaint Regarding Illegal Individual
Contributions”, and "In re: Ira Kurzban, Marvin Kurzban, and Steven
Weinger -- Complaint”.

Copies of these original exhibits have been attached to the

complaint. However, since by their nature there is only one

original physical paper for each original exhibit, the original
papers, which are relevant to several different complaints, could
not be attached to each complaint.

In addition, names and addresses shown on the original
exhibits were partially obliterated on all copies, in order to
protect confidentiality. However, the names and addresses are

clearly shown on the original papers, attached hereto.

R?Zizzz;ully s mitta:,
Ju AR

Robert T. Kelly, Jr.




Verification

I, Robert T. Kelly, Jr. hereby swear and affirm that the above
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.

Respectfully submitted,

Krted ) ol | g

Robert T. Kelly #1

Subscribed to and sworn before me this 2 day of November, 1992,
by Robert T. Kelly, Jr. f

State of Florida L

County of Dade Notary bli
My commission expires:

MOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF FLORIDA
MY COMMISSION EXP, AUG.28,1834
BONDED THRU GEMERAL INS. UND,




Exhibit # A




§ 439¢c. Authorization of appropriations

NOTE: This section contains the authorization for FEC appro-
priations for FY 1975 through FY 1978. While contained in the
United States Code, this provision has no substantive election
law content,

§ 441a. Limitations on contributions and expenditures

(a) Dollar limits on contributions.
(1) No person shall make contributions—
f

(A) to any candidate and his authorized political
commitlees wilh respect (o any election for Federal
office which, in the aggregale, exceed $1,000,_

§110.1 Contributiona by persons other
than multicandidale political commit- O ———
(2 US.C. 441ninx 1)) im 'I:ontributtona by spouses utrrl:i
Scope. This section applies to all rs. (1) The limitations on contri-

contributions made by any person as butions of this section shall apply sep-
defined In 11 CFR 100.10, except mul- arately to contributions made by e::h
ticandidate political committees as de- spouse even If only one spouse has
fined In 11 CFR 100.5(eX3) or enlities income.

and Individuris prohibited from

making contributions under 11 CFR

1104 and 11 CFR parts 114 and 115.
oniribulions lo candidates; des-

ighdtigns; and redesignatlions.
( o person shall make contribu-

Li6ns to any candidate, his or her au- 11. Contributions

thorized political commillees or agents ca“d'dat

with respect to any election [or Feder- frm“ es and

1 oifice which, in the aggregale,
s e Their Families

-

When candidates their onal funds
for campaign purposes, are
contributions their

Wribulions are nol sublect 1o any fimits.
110.10(a); AOs 198533 and 1984-60.
They must, however, be reported (as
discussed below).

Nole, however, that contributions
homnmollmm.'smy
are subject to the same limits as any other

individual. Theref s par-
Exarm——
Mto
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“

D. Contribu-

(u-n ontributions by partnerships. A
c ibution by a partnership shail be
attributed to the partnership and to
each partner—

L]
1) In direct tion to his or h t f
shrnr)e r:)l :telce m:m?)Tp pmﬂr:, :cr |0ns rom

Partnerships

cording to instructions which shall be
provided by the partnership to the po-
litical committee or candidate: or

(2) By agreement of the partners, as
long as—

(1) Only the profits of the partners Outlined below are special rules concem-

to whom the contribution is attributed ing contributions received from partner-
are reduced (or losses increased), and ships.

(i1) These partners’ profils are re-
duced (or losses increased) In propor-

tion to the contribution attributed to ; & Contributlon
each of theu_L ol Limits

Conftributions received candidate’
11 CFR Ch. I (1-1-92 Edition) campaign' from a L. may m;

partnership
excead $1,000 election. in addition,
A contribution by a partnership shall contribution ’rop: a - .

not exceed the limitations on contribu-
tions In 11 CFR 110.1 tb), (c), and td).
Ho portion of such rontribution may
be made from the profits of a corpora-
tigg that is a partner.

7 counts

proportionalely against each

partner's $1,000 per election imit for the

same candidate. 110.1{b)}{(1) and (e).
Nole, homﬁﬁw-

ships and partners may be prohibited from

contribuling. See ''Prohibited Parinership
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Any Wnformation copied from sueh Reporss and Stetaments may not be told o used by any penon for the purpate of soliciting conuibutions or fer commaerciel
purpoter, ether than uting the nams and sddrwis of any political commitiss 1o solich contributions from such commitiee.

NAME OF COMMITTEE lin Full
MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS FOR CONCRESS

c00272708
A. Full Name, Mailing Address and Z1P Code Nama of Employer Dml-mh,! Amount of Exch
Laszara L. Balseliro Lazara L. Balselro, . o) i
2827 SW 24 Terrace Pk 7/22/92 |§ 1,000.00
Miami, FL 33145 i
Receipt For: £ Jrimey | Jowneat Attorney
3 t¢ Y eae to Dete
8. Full Neme, Malling Addiess and 1P Code s of Employer Daie Imenth, Amoum of Esch
Steven Welnger Kurzban Kurzban & dov. yow) Recolpt this Purled
12000 SW 90 Avenue Welnger, P.A. 7/22/92 |$ 1,000.00
Miami, FL 33176
Ocxupation
Recaipt For: Poimary Ganwrsl ttorney
[-10\'\« Ispecify): swioDste >8 1,000.00
C. Fult Name, Mailing Addrem and 21P Cods Nema of E 1 Amount of Each
O Jose Montiel Continental National ey Pt Twes
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\Q Misml Beach, FL 33141 —— 7/22/92 |$ . 500.00
o Receipt For: Primary [ Sr. Vice President
' [T 0ther tapacity): Agprogete YewtoDwe ¢ 500,00
o D. Ful Nama, Malling Adds ses snd 21P Code Neme of Empioyer Date imonth, Arvount of Esch
5 Martin Lawvler Lavler & Lawler Gy, you) Recwipt this Pwiod
Ei 2401 Laguna Vista 1122792
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~ Occupetion
I Asceipt For: | xlhh-v | Innmul Attormev
[ ] Ovher lspacity): Agwegats Yew10Date > § 500 O
= E. Fult Name, Mailing Addrear snd ZIP Code Hame of Emplaytr Dete Imanth, Amount of Each
- James Hallagan ‘ dov. vour) Rt i iwne
206 N. Merrill 1/22/92 |§ 50.00
N Park Ridge, IL 60068
N Recript For: Primary General
* [T Other tapecityl: Ageregete Your-to-Duts > § 50°T00
F. Full Nerne, Mailing Address end Z1P Cods Neme of Employer Date imonth, Amount of Esch
Howvard B. Crunther Marlansky, Grunther Sovs yeer) e e
1 Partridge Drive Kurzban, Stolletal |7/22/92 |$ 200.00
East Hills, NY 11576
Occupation
Receipt For: lx]"""“' |G edical doctor
[T omer tspecity): Aggregete Yew-1o-Date > § 200.70
Q. Full Name, Mailing Addiss and Z1P Cods Neme of Employer Deta Imom Armoun
Marlansky, Crunther :..,...lh' wn’:::.:g
Burton Cohen Kurzban, Stoll etal
98 Bayview Avenue
Creat Neck, NY 11021 Occupation
Receipt For: Primacy ]__]nmml edlcal doctor 7/22/92 |§ 200.00
[T] 0ther tspecity): | Aggregate Yoorto-Date > § U.ou
BUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page loptionsl) . . . . . E, . R P 5\ M >$ 3,450.00
.- ‘- L-.L\_ —— — - "
TOTAL Thnis Period llant page thisline numberonly) . . . . . . ovvnn s v nn ST TR TIR ‘(1. . i ) A
-~ .
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Hiciting contsibutions or for commancigl
.

NAME OF COMMITYEE in Fym)
MACDA MONTIEL DAVIS FOR CONGRESS

Co0272708

J A ¥t Nome, Maiting Addrser 90 1P Code Nema of Employer Date (month, | Amount of Fach
Royal F. Berg Soy, year) Receipt Whis Pariog
33 N. La Salle

'L GO8h /22792 |3 50.00
Chicago, 2 = = S———

Racaipt For l; ihlmuy Uﬁm—m—d
[ ] Other apecity): Agwregeie Your 1o Date S 3 TSUL U0

8. Full Mame, Mailing Address gnd TP Code Neme of Employer Date imonth,

Paul Zulkie day, yow)

222 5 Riverside Plaza

Chicago, IL 60606-6101] 1/22/92

Raceipt For: l! I'rhl.r' U&r-ﬂ

C.Fal lbu.ﬂdlqnﬁ-- nd TP Code
Ire Kurzban
300 Pacific Road

Key Biscayne, FL 33149

Occupation

Aguegste Yew 10-Dare $ VU OU

Kurzban Kurzban dey, yew)
‘ w.ln‘.rl ’-Ao

‘ 71/22/92
Paceipt For: Uﬁh-' U°"‘"" Attorney
Other (spacity): Xas oo D

D. Fal b ond ZiP Code Neme of Employer
Elliott Y. Denner
2770 SW 27 Avenue ; 1/22/92
Coconut Grove, FL 33133

i Occupation _
Axceipt Foo: Primary Ganergl -
[ Jove: luu:u'l:U U Aorepie YewrtoDets >y TOU UU
k. l‘-uu.“llh.m-ul!bh Neme of Employer Dete imonih,
Sharon L. Langer : ' dov. yew)
3261 Riviera Drive ' /22792
Coral Cables, FL 33134

Occupstion

Date
ey, yowr)

Hm For: 2] Primery Genersl |

nom.- (specity): U Agyregate Y—-ub-u) ] $0.00
F. FA Nm.ll-lmut-uz»uu. Name of Employer : Dote imonth,
Mazen M. Sukkar Mazen M. Sukkar, pa| er.yen
PO Box 2011
Hollywvood, FL 33022 1/22/92 k

Octupetion

Receipt For; lj"h‘" Um“ Attorney

[ o b achtyi: Aggr egate Yer-10Dare g 0000
9. Tull Name, Mailing Add: am snd 217 of
Sylvia J.“B‘.oecnr e Neme of Employer Date imonth,

3 )
474 N Lake Shore Drive, #2105 N
Chicago, 1L 60611 1/22/92

Occupstion

Ruxceipt For: Primary
[] Other tapecity)
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_MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS
FOR CONGRESS
2921 Coral Way #100

Miami, Florida 33145

Yy o ke




® %
MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS

I'm runnning for Congress
because Washington politicians
have created a mess.

I'm tired of career politicians like
Mrs. Lehtinen saying one thing
then turning right around and voting with
the special interest in Washington.

I'm for a woman's right to choose,
for health care reform,
for putting more dollars into our schools
Mrs. Lehtinen is on the
opposite side of each of these issues.
And to top it off,
she's become one of the most extreme
anti-choice politicians in the country.

Please join me and vote for change
November 3rd.

Punch #36




Jeanne Baker & Walter Bradley
Jane Moscowilz
Louise & Jose Quifion
Holly Skolnick & Richard Strafer

Invite you to a reception

for

MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS

Candidate for House of Representatives
District 18
Challenging Ileana Ros-Lehtinen

“FIGHTING FOR CHANGE, FIGHTING FOR CHOICE
IN THE US. CONGRESS”

on

Friday, October 30, 1992
6:00 - 8:00 PM.

758 University Drive
Coral Gables, Florida
(just north of Bird Road)

RS.VPF. 1o Magds Montiel Davis Requested contribution: $35.00
For Congress at 444-0417
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MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS
FOR CONGRESS

2921 Coral Way #100
Miami, Florida 33145

r-
MIAMI, FL 33:= 3
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 20461

November 9, 1992

Robert T. Kelly, Jr.
8501 Nw 8th St.
Miami, FL 33126

MUR 3695
Dear Mr. Kelly:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 4, 1992, of
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by Marvin
Kurzban, Ira Kurzban, Magda Montiel Davis, the Magda Montiel
Davis for Congress Committee and Barry Imber, as treasurer,
Steven Weinger, and Kurzban, Kurzban, and Weinger, P.A. The
respondents will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
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 3695. 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.

E/R)

Sincerel

> 4
“"Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




“

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DT 204h1

November 9, 1992

Marvin Kurzban
12845 SW 107 Court
Miami, FL 33176

MUR 3695

Dear Mr. Kurzban:

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 3695.
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. Wwhere 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.




-

Marvin Kurzban
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincergly,

Jofiathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DO 2136

November 9, 1992

Ira Kurzban
300 pPacific Rd.
Key Biscane, FL 33149

MUR 3695

Dear Mr. Kurzban:

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 3695.
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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.




&

Ira Kurzban
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

B 504

athan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON,. DO 20460

November 9, 1992

Magda Montiel Davis
300 Pacific Rd.
Miami, FL 33149

MUR 3695

Dear Ms. Davis:

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 3695.
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.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.




&

Magda Montiel Davis
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

0
/Af‘\ %
K‘&eﬁathan A. Bernstein

Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20461

November 9, 1992

Barry Imber, Treasurer

Magda Montiel Davis for Congress
2650 SW 27th Ave.

Miami, FL 33133

MUR 3695

Dear Mr. Imber:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Magda Montiel Davis for Congress ("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 3695.
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 ocath. 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.




L]

Barry Imber, Treasurer
Magda Montiel Davis for Congress
Page 2

1f you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints,.

Sincerely,

\

“J6nathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DO 26

November 9, 1992

Steven Weinger
12000 SW 90 Ave.
Miami, FL 33176

MUR 3695

Dear Mr. Weinger:

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 3695.
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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.
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Steven Weinger
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 215-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

AU

ST
Jonathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 10441

November 9, 1992

Kurzban, Kurzban, and Weinger, P.A.
Marvin Kurzban, President

2650 SW 27th Ave.

Miami, FL 33133

MUR 3695

Dear Mr. Kurzban:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Kurzban, Kurzban, and Weinger, P.A. 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 3695. 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 Kurzban, Kurzban,
and Weinger, P.A. 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by 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.
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Kurzban, Kurzban, and Weinger, P.A.
Marvin Kurzban, President
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Helen Kim, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

“Jeriathan A. Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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November 18, 1992 S80 HOWARD AVENUE
SOMERSET. NEW JERSEY O8875-6739
908-863-2700

Ms. Helen Kim

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

MUR 3695

Dear Ms. Kim:

This letter is to confirm our telephone conversation in .
which I requested on behalf of Barry Imber and the Magda Hontggl
Davis for Congress Committee, Ira Kurzban, Marvin Kurzban and ¢
Steven Weinger (collectively, the "Respondents") an extension of 3
time to file a responsive brief in the above referenced matter. -

As the allegations concern events that took place in Florida
several weeks ago and the individuals with the most knowledge of
the events described in the complaint are winding up the campaign
and/or preparing for the Thanksgiving holiday, the Respondents
need additional time to inspect their records and to interview
appropriate campaign and/or law firm personnel.

Accordingly, the Committee requests an additional 20 days
over the 15 days in which the Respondents are required to file a
responsive brief. We respectfully request an extension of time to
December 22, 1992.

A Statement of Designation of Counsel will be forwarded to
you under separate cover.

Thank you for your cooperation and
this extension.

Enclosure
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December 17, 1992

Ms. Helen Kim

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

MUR 3695
Dear Ms. Kim:
Enclosed please find an original and two copies of the
Response of Magda Montiel Davis for Congress, Barry Imber, as

treasurer, and Ira Kurzban, Marvin Kurzban and Steven Weinger to
MUR 3695

If you have any questions or concerns,
call.

Enclosures




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

IN THE MATTER OF MAGDA MONTIEL
DAVIS FOR CONGRESS, IRA KURZBAN,
MARVIN KURZBAN AND STEVEN WEINGER,
et al.

RESPONSE OF MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS FOR CONGRESS,
BARRY IMBER AS TREASURER, IRA KURZBAN,
MARVIN KURZBAN AND STEVEN WEINGER

On November 2, 1992, Robert T. Kelly, Jr. filed a complaint
with the Federal Election Commission ("FEC") alleging violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(hereafter "FECA"™ or "Act") by Magda Montiel Davis for Congress
(hereafter the "Committee") and Barry Imber, as treasurer, as
well as by Ira Kurzban, Marvin Kurzban and Steven Weinger
(collectively, the "Respondents").

Pursuant to 11 CFR § 111.6, this memorandum sets forth the
factual and legal basis upon which the FEC should find no reason
to believe that the any of the Respondents violated the Act.

DISCUSSION

The complainant alleges that Ira Kurzban, Marvin Kurzban and
Steven Weinger each made excessive individual contributions to
the Committee by permitting their law firm partnership, Kurzban,
Kurzban and Weinger, to pay the postage costs of Committee
mailings after each individual had already made the maximum
contribution to the Committee. The allegation is patently false.

As the attached affidavit of Ira Kurzban attests, Kurzban,
Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. is a full service law firm located in a

building where other companies and law firms also maintain




offices. Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger is organized as a
professional corporation, rather than as a law firm partnership.
As a courtesy to building tenants, Kurzban, Kurzban and

Weinger, P.A. permits other building tenants to use the
facilities and services of the firm, including fax machines, copy
machines, delivery services, secretarial assistance and other
legal and nonlegal services. In exchange for this privilege,
Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. charges these business the
normal and usual charge for the facilities used. See 11 CFR
100.7(a) (1) (iii) (B). Businesses are customarily sent an invoice
of charges incurred on a commercially routine basis. See
Affidavit of Ira Kurzban, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

In this instance, Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A.
submitted an advance bill of costs to the Committee. See invoice
attached to Affidavit of Ira Kurzban. This October 2, 1992 bill
for $1,500 was intended to cover the costs the Committee
anticipated incurring through the use of the law firm’s
facilities. Consistent with the payment of other bills submitted
to businesses who used the facilities and services of the law
firm, the Committee paid its bill within a commercially
reasonable time on October 30, 1992. See 11 CFR § 116.3(b). A
copy of the relevant post-election report reflects this itemized
disbursement and is attached hereto as Exhibit B.' At the

conclusion of the campaign, Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A.

'It should be noted that the Committee paid the $1,500 bill
prior to the filing of this complaint.




submitted a final bill to the Committee. This final invoice was
paid in full on November 13, 1992,

As the facts unambiguously demonstrate, Kurzban, Kurzban and
Weinger, P.A. never made a direct or indirect contribution to the
Committee. All costs of postage, facilities or supplies
originating from the offices of Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger,
P.A. were incurred soley by the Committee. As a result, the
Committee did not receive, nor did Messrs. Kurzban, Kurzban or
Weinger make any excessive individual contributions to the
Committee.?

For the foregoing reasons, the Commission should find no
reason to believe that any of the Respondents violated the

Act.

Date: December 17, 1992
Respectfully

/,

PHilip §. Friedman

L

Attornev for Respondents

Even if Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. had provided in-
kind contributions to the Committee (which it did not), Messrs.
Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger could not have made an excessive
individual contribution through such activities. The law firm is
not a partnership through which contributions could be attributed
to the individual partners.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF:
CASE NO. MUR 3695

MAGDA MONTIEL DAVIS,
et al.,

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, appeared Ira J. Kurzban,
who being duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a partner in the law firm of Kurzban, Kurzban and
Weinger, P.A. of Miami, Florida.

- Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. is a full service law
firm that represents individuals and corporations in a variety of
matters before State and Federal courts. The law firm is located
in a building where other companies and law firms maintain offices.
Over the years, Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. has provided
services to other companies and law firms in our building,
including Magda Montiel Davis, P.A. These services include the use
of faxes, copies, deliveries, secretarial and other legal and
nonlegal services. Kurzban, Kurzban and Weinger, P.A. historically
has charged these businesses for these services at a reasonably
commercial rate.

3 On October 2, 1992 Kurz<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>