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eiectx?n corxm:utte
under ' its xxorm %
refused to comment ,II the

vestlga:cxon P 3 b

Both mqumes | ‘
|in part: connected.’ the. ueg-‘
tion - - of whether Repubhcah
|campaign fuhds: mgy ha?vabeen
‘diverted. to- the allgge
ledder. of the' bregk—
crahc national” :h
here in mld—June. ' T

The> office <of  Federit. Efec~
tions. began its -
follqwxqg the disclosu:
‘Washington. Post .fod:
’$25;000 cashxer s :chedk: appar.

de,wés; finatice™ ¢ chalrmahi‘ for

"all dikely . w1tnesses are bemg

; izectloms between3t1m cpmmittee,

'<th tdugh investigation by Fed-
. ‘erali
- tibn#hat has the full and com-

-mittde. for the Re-Election of

‘berg’s check came up at the

" morning. Ronald L. Ziegler, the

that hé had personaliy
Mauricé H. Stans;ithes chisf

cashier’s checkfor $25090'%"*
In a telephone mtermw Mr

idea how the check’ had gotteﬁ

public’ National. Bank. 'T. gave
it. to JMaurice ? he said;
“and that's absolutely the end
of it-as far as I knew.”
Mr.. Dahlberg, a aneapos
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H6nth ‘gﬁﬁ"‘ : .
the:F-B.I had gsked, him about
kﬁech Ong .of the; questions

:th&mgents asked him he said;

gve > ‘chieck; to “Mr,
ADs.. Heé. saldv.that he ‘had|
hem ‘he" did not. know,i
+ Stans could *not be
reached‘sdtoday His “secretary’
gr‘g he was traveling and was
8" very husy man” who was
%gutfy scheduled,”, with. “ap-
pointments.every: hour.”:. .
+.:'fhere» were  indications that.
. Stans had also been inter-
Vlewed by the F.B.I Asked if
that-was .50; one- Federal offi-
cial said, “‘'You can assume that’

con. cted
; w 3? r,press
'spokesman for'the Committee
for the Re-Election of g,hg Pres-
ident; refused to answer ques:
tiong; about the check or.any
other aspect of possible con-

§ha break-in.{
Shumway wouﬁ’

read< the follow,  _statem
issugd on beh 13 ¥ %éfﬁr
Gregor Mr, xxo 8" campalgn
director:- . &

is entire matter is under|
ral Jauthorities, an investiga-
-plet& cooperation of the Com-

the President. In light of these
facts and the nature of the in-
vestigation, I do not believe it
would be proper to make fur-
ther ‘cumment 2

THe question of Mr. Dahl-

Whu;e House briefing _ this

President's . press secretary,
said; “no comment.”

In;ffthe interview, Mr. Dahl-
berg’ explained that he lives in

the “Republicans;” ‘said-foday
ghver,

Republican fund-raiser; - . b

Dahlberg said that’ ‘hé¢. had no

into-the trust account’ of ‘Barks|
er Associates, Inc.,” jn’ the' Res|

Boca Raton, Fla., during the|
winter and had collected cash
there from some contributors
"gf)f the Republican re-election

He sald that all the money
had ‘heen . collected by April 7,
the deadline for campaign con-
tribdtions that would not have
to be reported under the new
Federal . law regulating cam-
paign finances.

Istayed in Boca Raton oyer
the fweekend,” he said, “and
not ‘wantmg to carry the cash
into; Washington, ' I-elected to
convert it to a cashier’s check
at-the closest bank.” The cash-
ier’s’ check bears - the date
Apri] 10.

Handed Over iﬂ HoteI

""fhg “next: mormng” Mr.
héerg: %:ontmued “I attend:
smeeting iof | ‘the finance
‘commiittee and “gave' it to Mau-
Fig&: Stans.”. He .said he en-
dorsed the check. and handed it
Mr.. -Stans ° ‘during - a coffee
bredk at the meeting held in
the: Washington Hilton Hotel.!
Mr. Dahlberg said that he did|
noti know whether anyone had,
seen him give Mr. Stans the'
cheek. “The F.B.I. asked the.
same question,” he. remarked.’
Mr. Dahiberg said he was be-
1ng0pen with ithe press, as well
dld“*nﬂcll the FhBI because “I
't do anything wrong.”
"I‘he check was deposxted by

¥

Mr Barker on April 20. That ;
‘was the same day that Mr.
Barker depos;ted four .Mexican
?checks tojaling $89,000. =

. The $25,000 check bore, .only s
Mr., Dahlbergs endorsement;)
not s Mr. ‘Baker’s. -Banking au-|
thi r1t1es in ‘Florlda characterize
the ormssxon ‘of the second en-
dorsemenfs as. highly irregular.

~-Four days later Mr. -Baker !
‘withdrew $25,000 in the form of |
a check made out to -himself|
and dated April 21.
| When Mr. Barker and four
other men were arrested .inside
Democratic headquarters, they
had electronic _bugging devices,
photographic “* copying equip-
ment and a substantial amount
of money that included 53 $100
bills.. Through the serial num-
bers, Federal investigators iden-
tified. the $100-bills as: part of
$89 ,000 : withdrawn '“from ' the
bank “in early ‘May - by ‘Mr.
Barker :

Spe(;ulanon on Checks

The involvement of the Mexi-
can bank drafts—issued in the
name ‘of Manuel Ogarrio Da-
guerre, a Mexico City lawyer—
has given rise to speculation
ere that some Republican of;
fcials: may have been trying to!

make it' impossible to frace'
campaign contributions back to
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Kenneth H. Dahlberg, left, Midwest finance .chairman - g
for the Republicans, said he personally gave a. cashler’s' :
check for $25,000 to Maurice H. Stans, right, the chief

party fund-raiser,’

guerre a Mexxco City lawyer—
héds given rise to speculation
here that some Republican-of:
ficials may have been trying to
make it impossible to trace
campaign contributions back to
the donors.

Assuming that Mr. Dahlberg’s
memory of the dates involved
is carrect, officials at the
General Accounting -Office said
thefe appeared to have been
at least two and perhaps three
violations of the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act,

Phillip S. Hughes, director of
the: Ofﬂce of Federal Elections,
said, “Regardless of when some
guy out in the field: collects &
ilot of miscellaneous cash, the
date he turned it in to the
committee is the governing date
for the required reporting: If
it was Apri} 10, then:the law

- was in. effect and they. were

requlred to report it-to us,
‘whenr as far as.we can- tell
they did not.”

In addition, Mr. Hughes said,
the financial filings of the Com-
mittee for Re-election of the
President’ also failed to dis-
close the expenditure or trans-
fer of any amount that would
fit the facts surrounding the
'$25,000. “That would be a
.separate. violation, if they dxd
{that,” he said.” .

Finally, Mr. Hughes saxd hxs
investigators - are checkmg to
see if Mr. Dahlberg 5 cfheck con-

o’ of the “néw law thatspe-)
cifio ’lly fognds any éontrlbu-

‘plan ‘to - l‘ﬁake theu‘ third re-
auest for-appointment of a spe-

cial prosecutor it the case. -
Mr. Califano_contended that;
Attorney "General Richard G.
,Klemdlenst “has got to have
‘some: interests——even 'if they’re:
juncanscious — -in:notembar-;
‘rassing - the Premdent and his




