BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER OF
POLITICAL PRACTICES OF THE STATE OF MONTANA

Matter of Complaint of Summary of Facts and Finding of
MacLaren vs Montana Sufficient Evidence to Show a
Conservative Coalition : Violation of Montana’s Campaign

Practices Act
No. COPP 2013-CFP-0027 S

************'k**‘k*****#****‘lr*****

','Gary MacLaren was a céndidate in the 2012 Republican primary for
Montana Senate District 45 (SD 45). Mr. MacLaren was opposed in the
Républicé.n primary by Fred Thomas. The primary election was held on June
5, 2012. The Montana Conservative Coalition was registered as an
independent political committee in regard .to participation in 2012 candidate

elections for public office in Montana.

On September 17, 2012 Mr. MacLaren filed a compléint against the
Montana Conservative Coalition alleging that it acted in violation of Montana’s
campaign practices law through its expenditures in the SD 45 Republican
primary election. On May 20, 2013 Mr. MacLaren sent a letter asking that the
Commissioner also examine the disclosure information in the reports filed by
the Montana Conservative Coalition.
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INTRODUCTION

Mr. MacLaren complains that an independent committee (the Montana
Conservative .Coalition) made an independent expenditure of money ina
Montana election (the Montana Senafe District 45 Republican primary election)
without properly or timely réporting or disclosing the source of funds, amounts
spent or the independent nature of the expenditure. Mr. MacLaren’s
complaint implicates several of the recurring issues concerning campaign
expénditures by independent committees that have confronted and confounded
candidates, Montanans and this Office in the last two election cycles. Pending
before this Commissioner are a dozen additional compléints, marty from the
2010 election cyclé; that also make claims of undisclosed and unreported
independent expenditures comparable to those raised by this MacLaren
complaint.

To a degree, effective governance requires a cooperative society. In turn,
the cooperation of society requires that most people accept that an election
seating a public official was “fair” and that the public official won “fairly.” The
~ independent expenditure part of that fairness calculation is complicated. The
US Supreme Court in Citfzens United determined that independent campaign
expenditures are protected election speech and cannot be limited or prohibited
in amount. This leaves disclosure and repdrting of the sources and amounts
as aﬂowable regulation of independent expenditures in Montana and
elsewhere. Fairness, _then, of independent expenditures is judged'.by the law

and this Office as to whether or not the independent expenditure was timely
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and fuily reported and disclosed. Through this disclosure and reporting the 7
oppos_i'ng candidate and the public are better informed as to who is making the
i;nﬁdependent expenditure in the campaign.
Montana’s people have repeatedly determined that such disclosure and
_ reporting of campaign expenditures, including independent expenditures, is
eésential to the integﬁty of Montana’s political system. Others, however, see it
differéntly as they wish to make such independent campaign expenditures but
avoid reporting and disclosure.  This clash of approaches has led to the
complaints, including the MacLaren complaint, filed with this office concerning
instances of unreported and undisclosed independent expenditure activity.”
The MacLaren complaint involves the three elements common to all of
these complaints.‘ First, there is aﬁ independent committee. An independent
cominittee is an entity operating separately from [or “independently” of] the
can&idate’s ca;n‘paign. In the MacLaren Matter the independent éommittee was
a political action committee that drew its legal existence from registration at
the Comissioner’s office. In the remaining Matters the independent committee
most often existed as a public benefit [“non-profit”] corporation.

Second, there was a significant independent campaign expenditure made
by the independent committee within a few days of an election. The Maclaren
 Matter involved such an expenditure by the Montana Conservative Coalition in

the Republican primary race in Senate District 45.
Third, the expenditure by the independent committee was neither timely or

propeérly reported or disclosed. Disclosure and reporting are not required
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unless the expenditure is detern—lined to be an election expenditure. The
'detérmination of election expenditure requires a detailed review of the facts of
the expenditure so that it can be measured against the requirements of law,
The MacLaren Matter presents straightforward facts that lead to a relatively
eaéy conclusion. | ’i‘he future Matters are more factually complicated but the
analysis and approach will be the same.

There is much of Montana’s election and candidate culture at stake in
these decisions. Montanans have long e_xpressed their majoritarian view for
open and fair elections with maximum reporting and disclosure of money spent
in elections. Candidates run with the expectation that they will not be
bushwacked by late, undisclosed and unreportedéxpenditures. Hence, the
majorfty of Montanans have set law requiring full and timely réporting and
disclbsure of campaign expenditures, including independent expenditures.

But, as is the case wﬁh any majoritarian vieﬁ, the majority cannot pass
laws that trample on the rights of the minority, including speech rights. In
future Matters an independent committee minority will ‘claim its speech rights
include the right to spend whatever it wishes in an election (and that right is
assured by the US Supreme Court Citizens United decision) and the right to
make these election expenditures with minimum or no reporting and
disclosure. This reporting and disclosure issue, of course, is nuanced with
foundation determinations required of whether the election expenditure was
“coordinated” or “expressl advocacy.” This MacLaren decision is the start of

this Commissioner’s review, discuss_ion and determination of these issues. It
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is expected that when this Office finishes the Courts will also review, discuss
and determine some éf these Matters.

We are a nation of laws. This process is the way we progress and change -
wheﬁ determining a just response to a challenge to the culture set by existing
law. This Commissioner intends to have this Office’s part of this reﬁiew
completéd early enough to serve as a guide to candidates and the public during
the 2-0 14 electioﬁ cycle.

‘ SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES ADDRESSED
. The substantive areas of campaign finance law addressed by this decision

are: 1) Determining an independent committee status; 2) Whether an
independent committee needs to report/disclose independent expenditures; 3)
Inciusive scope of all violations shown by an investigation of the complaint; 4)

Failure to timely report election expenditures/debt by ant independent

u

corﬁmittee; 5) Failure by an independent_ committee to report within 24 hours
after incurfing a debt or making an expenditure greater than $500 within 17
days_of an election; and, 6) Faiiure .to disclose, including failure to disclose the
name of the candidate served by independent cémmittee expendifure.
FINDING OF FACTS
The relevant foundational facts necessary for the analysis are determined

and set out below.

1. The Montana Conservative Coalition filed its statement of organization
as a Political Action Committee with this Office on June 1, 2009. The MCC

treasurer was listed as Lorna Kuney of Helena, Montana. Ms. Kuney remained
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as treasurer until May of 2013 when she was replaced by Wendy Smith of
Billings, Montana. [Commissionér’s records.]

2. The Montana Conservative Coalition registered as a political action
committee, both in the June 1, 2009 original filing and in the May 14, 2013
filing substituting Ms. Smith as treasurer in place of Ms. Kuney.
[Commmissioner’s records.]

| 3. The Montana Cénservative Coalition filed 12 periodic reports with the
Commissioner’s office since 2009, Dﬁring that time it reported that it has
taken in $24 917.75 and spent $21,505.80. [Comn'ussnoner s records.]

4, 'I‘he prmc1pa1 electlon activity of the Montana Conservative Coalition
toék place in the 2012 electmns when it reported taking in over $18,000 and
spending over $15,000. [Commissioner’s records.]

5. _Thé Montana Ccnservatiﬁe Coalition appérently intends an active future
as on April 19, 2013 it sent a fund raising letter, under the signature of
Montaha Senator Jason Priest, soiiciting funding for the 2014 elections. [Priest
lettér, Commissioner”é records.] .

| 6 The Méntana Con.serva‘tive Coalition engaged in election expenditures
connected with the June 5, 2012 primary elections in Montana as follows:

a. Gary MaCLaren was a candidate in the 2012 Republican primary for
SD 45. Mr. MacLaren was opposed in the primary by Fred Thomas. The
primary election was held on June 5, 2012: [Secretary of State (SOS) Website.]

b. The Montana Secfetafy of State’s website shows that SD 45 was an

open seat at the time of the 2012 primary election. Both Mr. MacLaren
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(Montana House) and Mr. Thomas (Montana House and Senate) had before

-been elected as Republicans to legislative positions from the geographic area:

served by SD 45. Neither was an incumbent in SD 45 at the time of the
prima;*y election held on June 5, 2012. [SOS Website.]

¢c. Mr. Thorﬁas prevailed in the Republican primary election by a vote of
2310 (Thomas) to 1656 (MacLaren). [SOS Website.]

d. The Montén_a Conservative Coalition campaigned in the SD 45 -

Republican primary by preparing and mailing an oversize, post-card stock,

- glossy election flyer (hereinafter Flyer), [See Ex. 1, this Decision.]

“e. The Montana Conservative Coalition Flyer urged a “voi:e for” one
candidate in the Republican primary {(Mr. Thomas) and attacked the other
candidate (Mr. MacLaren). [Ex. 1.]

- f. Investigators from the Commissioner’s office confirmed that the
Montana Conservative Coalition Flyer in the MacLaren-Thomas primary
e.lecti_on _waé completed and mailed no later thah June 2, 2012. VThese
investigators further confirmed that the Montana Consefvative Coalition Flyer
was sent to 2,200 voters who were fhought likely to vofe in 8B 45 Republican
prixnary élection. The cost of the design, printing and mailing of the Montana
Conservative Coalition Flyer was reported to the Commissioner’s investiéators _
at $.75 each or $1650 for the 2,200 flyers. - The cost of $1650 was first

reported by the Montana Conservative Coalition on its post general election

~report filed November 26, 2012. [Investigators file, Commissioner’s records] -

7. 'The Montana Conservative Coalition reported or disclosed
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cont_ributions received and expenses made in connection with its June 5
primary election activity as follows:

a. The 1/01 to 5/19/2012 pre-primary political committee report filed by
the Montana Conservative Coalition lists réceipts of $525 (from 4 individuals)
and expenses of $463.45, including a $100 contribution to the campaign of
Ausﬁn Knudsen for HD 36. | [Commissiﬁner’s records.]

b. The 5/20 to 6/ 20/ 2012 post-primary political committee report filed
by the Montana Conservative Coalition lists receipts of $100 (from 1 individual)
and expenses of $57.58. [Commissioner’s records.]

¢. ‘The Montana Conservative Coalition did not file any 24 hour reports of
expenditures prior to the June:5 primary election. [Commissioner’s records. |

d. The Montana Conservative Coalition did not file any disclosure reports

with the Ravalli County Clerk and Recorder before or during June of 2012,

[Investigator’s records.)

8. The Commissioner finds as fact that the Montana Conservative
Coalition acted contrary to Montana campaign practices requiréments in its
June 5 primary_eléction activity as follows:

a. The Montana Conservative Coalition failed to timely report $1650 in
expenditures (or the source of those funds) in the MacLaren-Thomas primary
election. This failure to report included pre-primary or post-primary reports. |
[Overall finding based on FOF 1-7}.

b. The Flyer lists the name and address of the Montana Conservative

Coalition PAC but does not attribute “paid for by”. [Ex. 1].
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c. There are no pre-primary election or post-primary election report that
identifies or lists the candidate for whom the expenditure was made. The
Commissioner determined this information privatély by
investigation.[Commissioner’,s' records.]

9. The Montana Conservative Coalition engaged in election expenditures
in connection with the November 5, 2012 general elections in Montana as
follows:

. a. _Thé pre-general Montana Conservative Coalition political committee
report ending 10-20-2012 lists $1464 spenf paying for “voter phone calls Mike
Faébeﬁder.” Mr. Fasbender was the Republican nominee for the Lewis and

Clark County Commission. According to the Secretary of State website, Mr.

‘Fasbender lost to the Democractic nominee in the 2012 general election by a

vote of 14,586 to 17,905. [Commissioner’s records and SOS Website.]

b. The Montana Conservative Coalition filed a ‘Form C-7E” on November
27, 2012 listing 5 separate pre-general election expenditures {(incurred between
10-23 to 11-04-2012) totaling $7,181.35. The $1650 cost of the Flyer used in
the MacLaren-Thomas primary election was included among the § .
expenditures. [Cbmmissioner’s records.]

¢. The Comissioner’s investigator was told that the $2,520 EGS direct
mailing expense listed in the Montana Conservative Coalition’s C-7 report was
expended in support of Fasbender. [lnvestigator’s i*ecords.} |

10. | The Moritana Conservative Coalition reported or disclosed

contributions received and expenses made in connection with the November 5,
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2012 general election as follows:

a. The6/21 to 10/20/ 2612 pre-general political committee report filed
on October 25, 2012 by the Montana Conservative Coalition lists receipts of
$10,602.75 {$10,000 came from the Helena Building Association) and expenses
of $1580.13, consisting primarily of the $1464 spent paying for “voter phone
calls Mike Fasbender.” [Commissioner’s records.]

b. There were no timely pre-election 24 hour notice of expenditure
reports [Form C-7E] filed by the Montana Conservative Coalition.  There was
an untimely Form C-7E filed on November 27, 2012, The expenditures
reported on the Form C-7E were m.ade.on October 23,- 2012, [Commissioner’s
records.]

¢. There were no pre-election or post-election disclosures or reports filed

~ with the election administrator of Lewis and Clark County. [Investigator’s

records.]

d. The 10/21 to 11/21/2012 post-general report filed on November 26,
2012 by the Montana Conservative Coalition lists receipts of $8,200 ($5,000
from BootPAC along with contributions from 5 individuals), The report lists
expenses of $10,976.18, consisting of costs for “design and printing”,
“signature gathering”, “direct mailing”, “campaign door to door and sign
holder”, “campaign literature delivery”, and “sign hanging”. [Commissiotier’s
records. ]

e. On November 27, '2012 the Montana Conservative Coalition late filed a -

Form C-7E listing 5 pre-general election expenses made within 17 days of the
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date of election totaling $7,181.35. [Commissioner’s recqrds.]
| f. - The 5 expenses constituﬁng the $7,181.35 includes the $1650 in pre-

primary. expenses for the Flyer. Accordingly, by its late filed Form C-7E the

Montana Conservative Coalition admits it spent $5531.35 ($7,181.35 less

$ 1650) in the general election without timely reporting or disclosing the

expenditure of those funds in any pre-general report. [Commissioner’s

recordéJ

g. A comparison of the report forms filed by the Montana Conservative
Coalition on November 26, 2012 (this is the required post-election report) and
November 27, 2012 (this is the late ﬁled pre-election Form C-7E) shows that
the $1464 reported on the regular pre-election report [FF No. 10(a)] was not
included in the $5,531.35. Instead, the four expenditufes making up the
$5,531.35 consist of $568.41 for signature gathering, $2,520 for direct maiiing,
$568.68 for campaign literature delivery, and $1894.26 for campaign door to |
ciodr and sign holder. These four expenses are listed on both the November 26
and 27 reports and they total $5531.35. [Commissioner’s records.]

h. In addition to the 4 expenditures totaling $5,531.35 the November 26
Vreport includes $3,285.37 for “campaign door to door sign hanging” that was
not included on the November 27 report.

11. The Commissioner finds as faé.t that the Montana Conservative
Coaiition admits by its late filed Form C-7E that it failed to file pre-general
election réports for four expenditures totaling $5,531.35. [See FF No. 10].

The Commissioner further finds that an additional $3,285.37 in expenses [FF
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No. 10(h)] was incurred as debt prior. to the election and should have also been
reported on a pre-general election Form C-7E. [Deductive Finding based on FF
No. 10.  In total the Commissioner finds that $8,816.72 in five campaign
expenses were late reported.

12. In addition to general election reporting violations listed aﬁove, the

Commissioner finds as fact that the Montana Conservative Coalition made (or

failed to make) the following disclosures related to the general election:

a. -The report for the time period of 10-21 to 11-21-2012 lists 5 individual
donors. The occupation and employer is not listed for any of the donors. The
Montana Conservative Coalition failed to respond to a follow up request from
the Commissioner _tb supply this information [Commissioner’s records.]

b. The Form C-7E does not identify or list the candidate for whom the
expenditure was made. [Commissioner’s records.] |

¢. The Form C-7E was filed 35 days late. More-importantly, the Form
was filed after the election therefore defeating the purpose of pre-election
notice, [Commissioner’s records.]

d. The peribdic reports do not list or identify the candidate for whom the

expenditure was made for five expenditures toteling $8,816.72.

[Commissioner’s records.]

DISCUSSION
The Montana Conservative Coalition was registered as a political action

committee in Montana during the 2012 elections [See FF No. 4, See
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44.10.327 (2)(b)]. The Montana Conservative Coalitién acc¢pted cont_ributions '
and made expenditures in at least two 2012 candidate elections [see FF Nos. 7-
10). 'This Comniissioner finds that tﬁe Montana Conservative Coalition is an
independent committee as defined by §13-37-226(5) and 44.10.327(1)(b), (2)(b}

ARM. Accordingly, this Commissioner determines that this Matter concerns

. the application of Montana’s Campaign Practices law to the actions of an

independent political committee.

I. Campaign Practices Law Applies to the Montana Conservative Coalition

Montana’s campaign Practices law has provisions applying to

the election expenditure activity, of an independent committee. Providing

the Montana Conservative Coalition election activity qualifies as election

expen'ditufes {see below), as an independent committee the Montana

:Conservative Coalition is required to file a report:

| (a} ...on the 12% day preceding the date of an election in which
it participates by making an expenditure

(b) ...within 24 hours of making an expenditure or incurring a
debt or obligation of $500 or more...if made within 17 days
of an election
{c) ...not more than 20 days after an election in which it
participates by making an expenditure
See §13-37-226(5) MCA.
On occasion facts are alleged that show a political committee, while
separately registered from the candidate’s campaign with the Commissioner’s

office, is so interlinked or “coordinated” to a candidate’s campaign that the

committee is deemed not to be independent but is instead “...considered to be
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organized on a candidate’s behalf.” §13-37-216(2)(a) MCA. On those occasions
the Commissioner has deen_led that the coordinated contributions and

expenditures are subjected to the contribution limits and reporting law

_applicable to candidates. See Matter of Little v Progressive Missoula and

Handler decided July 22, 2004.

In this Matter no facts are alleged showing coordination between the
Montana Conservative Coalition and any candidate. Therefore the expenditure
law applicable in this Matter is that law applicable to an independent
expenditure. There has been considerable past analysis by this Office as to
ﬁvhéthe_r an expenditure made during the time of an election rises to the level of
an independent expenditure. "fo date the Commissioner’s analysis on this
issue has been subjected to only one judicial review, thét being by a state
district court in Western Traditional Partnership v Gallik 1%t Judicial District,
Lewis and Clark County, No. BDV-2010-1120, 2011 Mont. Dist. LEXIS 83.

Sixteen yearé ago this Office, through Commissionei- Argenbright, first
discusséd the differihg constitutional standards measuring campaign-practices
law applicable to expenditures of candidates versus expenditures of
indepen&ent cominittees. See Matter of Harmon vs Citizens for Common Sense |
Govemmént decided December 31, 1997. This issue has been revisited by
succeeding Commissioners as applied to decisions inciuding: Matter of Michels
v Nelson decided July 31, '2001 [Commissioner Vaugheyl; Matter of Little .v
Progressive Missoula and Handler decided July 22, 2004 [Commissioner

Vaugheyl; Matter of Close v People for Responsible Government decided
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December 12, 2005 [Commissioner Higgins|; Matter of Keane v Montanans for
True Democrat decided Apfil 2, 2008; [Commissioner Unsworth] Matter of
Erickson v PRIDE, Inc. decided July 22, 2008 [Commissioner Unsworth] :
Roberts v Griffin dec;ided November 19, 2009 [Commissioner Unsworth)]; Matter
of Graybill v Western Tradiﬁonal Partnership COPP-2010-CFP-16
[Cbmmissioner Unsworth}; and, Wittich v Main Street Advocacy Fund COPP-
2010-CFP-18 [Deputy Commissioner Dufrechoﬁ].

It is noted that the hblding of Citizens United v F.E.C. 130 8. Ct 876, 175 L.
Ed. 2d 753 (2010} now affects the analysis of Montana’s independent
expehdi_ture law. Montana’s independent expenditure law was written to a
. prohibition standard imposed for 100 jrears by §13-35-227. Accordingly,

Montana law, written to prohibit corporate independent expenditures, defined

iﬁdependent expenditures as: “...communications expressly advocating the
success or defeat-of a candidate or ballot issue,..” ARM 44.10.323(3). The
holding of Citizens United was applied to strike down the part of §13-35-227
prohibiting corporate independeﬁt expenditures. See American Traditional
Pdrtnership v Bullock 132 8. Ct. 1307, 181 L. Ed. 2d 1036 (2012).

With the demise of the corporate independent expenditure prohibitions set
out in §13-35-227 MCA, the only remaining Montana campaign practices
regulations applicable to independent expenditures are reporting and
disclosure requirements. As the district court pointed out [citing to a 9th

-circuit case] in the appeal of the Matter of Graybill v Western Traditional

Partnership, of the COPP-2010-CFP-16 “disclosure is a less restrictive
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alternative to more comprehensive regulations of speech” See Western
Traditional Partnership v Gallik 1%t Judicial District, Lewis and Clark County,
Né; BDV-2010-1120, 2011 Mont. Dist, LEXIS 83, §17. Accordingly, the
district lcourt, for summary judgment purposes did not confine ii;self to the
higher bar of “express advocacy” when it measured the constitutionality of
applying disclosure reql.iirements to independent expenditures. Instead, the
district court also used the Title 13 definition of “expenditure” that includes
“...anjrthing of value made for the purpose of influencing the results of an
election.” §13-1-101(11((a) MCA
The district court’s approach notwithstanding, the ap;plicable Montana
regulation defines independent expenditure as: “...communications expressly
| advocating the success or defeat of a candidate or ballot issue...” ARM
44, 10.323(3}. Emphasis added. The last Decisions issued by_ a Commissioper
involving this issue were those of Commissioner Unsworth in the Matter of
Graybill and Deputy Commissioner Dufrechou in Main Street Advocacy Fund.
Both Decisions were tmade in the midst of or shortly after the litigation
concerning §13-35-227 MCA. Graybill and Main Street Advocacy Fund
analyzed and applied the express advocacy standard of ARM 44.10.323(3)
without consideration of the lesser “anything of value” standard of §13-1-
101{11}(a) MCA that would be applicable now that independent expenditures
are only subject to a reporting requirement. '
This Commissioner is considering several additional independent

expenditure complaints, the resolution of which may require a reconciliation of
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the express advocacy standard of ARM 44,10.323(3) with the “anything of
value” standard of §13-1-101(11((a) MCA. This Matter, however, requires no
such resolution as the Montana Conservative Coalition indépendént
expendifﬁres meet even the strictest standard of express aidvocacy.

”The Moﬁtana Conservative Coalition Flyer says ‘Vote for Fred Thomas on
June 5. See Ex. 1, this Decision. With this lénguage the Flyer meets evenn
the stfictest indeﬁendent expenditure measure possible, that being original
“magic words” express advocacy requirement of Buckley v Valeo 424 U.8. 1
(1976). 'Se.e discussion in Matters of Graybill and Main Street Advocacy Fund.
Fﬁrther, the Montana Conservative Coaiition admitted, through a iaté filed
form 6-7 E, to $7,181 .35- in election expenditures, including the $1650 spent
on fhe Flyer [See FF No. 10(f)].7 This lComrnissione'r determines that the
expenditures in this Matter are independent expenditures undér any measure
of law and therefore are subject to the reporting and disclosure requirements of

Montana’s campaign practices law, including §13-37-226(5) MCA.

1. Séope of Violations

The MacLaren éomplaint alleges reporting and disclosure violations related
to the $1650 indcpende’nt expenditure made in the MacLaren vs Thomas 2012 |
Republicah prliﬁlary. eléétion. In carrying out the investigation of the
MacLaren complaint facts were observed indicating additional violations
connected u;ith another candidate campaign, Accordingly, this Decision also
considers and addresses violations in connection with the expenditure of

money by the Montana Conservative Coalition in the 2012 Fasbender
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campaign for Lewis and Clark County Commissioner.

11, Failure to Timely Report ahd To Disclose

Montana’s campaign ‘reléted laws require full and timely reporting and
disclosure éf campaign contributions and expenditures. | All election material.s-
used in Montana must be prbperly attributed to the party paying for the 7
communication. [§13—35-225 MCA]. The Montana Conservative Coalition
political committee is required to timely file a certification [§13-37-201 MCA],
timely kegp and Iﬁaintain accounts of contributions and expenditures [§13-37-
208 MCA]. and ﬁmelj file reports to the Commissioner’s office of such
contribﬁtions and expenditures [§13-37 -226]. The reports, once filed, are
available for review by the public, therebf,r providing transparencﬁr and shared
access to this informaﬁOn. |

A. The SD 45 Primary Election

This Commissioner has determined that the Montana

Conservative Coalition incurred a $1650 election debt for the Flyer used

in the SD 45 primary race on or before June 2, 2012 [FF No. 6(f)]. Any
such debt is considered to exist as of the date it is incurxjed See Hardin v

Skinner COPP-2012-CFP-51. Once incurred the debt must be reported:

“cach i‘eport required by Section 13-37-226 MCA shall disclose all debts

and obligations owed by a candidate or political committee.” 44,10.535
ARM.
The Montana Conservative Coalition was required to make a pre-

election report and disclosure of the $1650 Flyer debt to the opposing
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candidate and the public no later than June 3, 2012. This report and

disclosure should have been accomplished by filling out and filing a form

[Form C-7E] with the offices of the Commissioner and the Ravailli
County election officer. Montana law requires this 24 hour reporting of
any election expenditure over $500 made within 17 days of an election

See §13-37-226(5)(b}) MCA. The $1650 Flyer debt also should have been

reported by the Montana Conservative Coalition on the report due

through the 20% day following the election [§13-37-226(5)(c) MCA]. -

The Montana Conservative Coalition did not disclose or list the

$1650 Flyer expenditure on a pre-election 24 hour report.” The

Montana Conservative Coalition did not disclose or list the $1650 Flyer

in its post-primary election report. [FF No. 8]. The Montana
Conserfrati{re Coalition did not identify or list any source of funds for the
cost of...the Flyer in these reports. [FF No. 8]. The Monfana
Conservative Coalition did not disclose any $1650 expenditure or the
source of funds for the expenditure, made before and for the June 5
primary election, until 5 months later when it filed its post-general
election report.!

Public access to the information in the reports is enhanced by the
requirement of in-district filing. Montana law requires that reports
required by §13-37-226 MCA also be filed with the appropriate County

election administrator. See §13—37-225(1) MCA. In this case the

1 Even when reported the amount of $1650 was not disclosed as to candxdate
or e¢lection. [Commissioner’s records.]
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appropriate county was Ravalli County. ’I‘hé Montana Conservative
Coalition did not disclose or list the $1650 Flyer expenditure by a pre- .
election 24 hour report filed with Ravalli County. The Montana
Conservative Coalition did not disclose or list the $1650 Flyer by a post-
primary election report filed with Ravalli County. [FF No. 7(d)].

In addition to reporting the expenditure the Montana Conservative
Coalition wés required to make certain disclosers in its reports or in the
communication [the Flyer] purchased by the $1650. The Flyer must include
the attribution “paid for by” [§13-35-225(1) MCA].2 Ti'lﬂ Flyer lacked this
attribution [see Ex. 1, FF No. 8(bj].

The réports made to the Commissioner “shall report the name of the
candidate ...the independent expenditure was-intended to benefit and the fact
that the expenditure was independent” 44.10.531ARM. Even the late filed
reports lacked this disclosure. [FF No, 12(d)]. Finally, thé Montana
Conservative Coalition reports do not list the occupation and employer for any
of the 5 individual contributors, as required by 13-37-229(2) MCA.

Based on the above findings and analysis the Commissioner finds that the
Montana Conservative Coalition made a $1650 election expenditure in the SD
45 2012 primary election. The expenditure was used to produce and mail a
carefully timed and prepared election Flyer to a select group of. people likely to

vote in the 2012 Republican primary in SD 45.

2 The Flyer lists the Montana Conservative Coalition PAC in the return address
spot but it does not state “paid for by” and the address is built within a larger
Fred Thomas campaign piece such that it is not apparent what entity was
actually paying for the Flyer. See Ex. 1.
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Based on the above findings and analysis the Commissioner finds that the
Montana Conservative Coalition made the expenditure without reporting the
$1650 election expenditure on the required pre-election or post-election
reports. Further, tﬁe Commissioner finds that disclosure, even when made,
were inadequate or untimely so as to fail to provide fair and open ﬁotice .to the
public or opposing candidate. The Commissioner finds that, as to the Flyer, '
the amoﬁnt of money which the Montana -Conservative Coalition made multiple

failures to report or disclose is $1650.

B. The Fasbender General Election
_ The Montana Conservative Coalition filed a form C-?E on November 27,

2012, listing 5 separate pre-election expenditures totaling $7,181.35. [FF No.
9(b).] The MacLaren Flyer cost of $1,650 was included, leaving $5,531.35 in
additional election expenditures listed on the late filed form C-7E [FF No.
: 10(f]]." The Commissioner has determined that an additional amount of
$3,285.37 was not timely rf,:p-orted on a Form C-7E. [FF No. 11]. The same
legal reasoning set out above in regard to the Flyer applies to these expenses.
The Commissioner finds that the Montana Conservative Coalition failed to
 comply with Montana law in failing to ti::r_riely report $8,816.72 .3

“The Comissioner notes that his investigator was told that the $2,520 EGS
direct mailing expense listed in the Montana Conservative Coalition’s C-7E

reports for 10-23-12 was expended in support of Fasbender. In addition the

s The October 25, 2012 Montana Conservative Coalition regular report lists
$1464 spent on “voter phone calls Mike Fasbender.” This expense was timely
reported and disclosed.
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Commissioner determined that the expenses, regardless of candidate, were
election expenses that should have been reported on a Form C-7E. See FF No,

11.

FINDINGS OF CAMPAIGN PRACTICE VIOLATION

.' The Commissioner has limited discretion when making the determination
as to an unlawful campaign practice. First, the Commissioner cannot avoid,
but must make, a decision as the law mandates that the Commissioner [“shall
investigate,” See, §13-37-111(2)(a) MCA] investigate any alleged violation of
campaign pracﬁces law . The mandate to investigate is followed by a mandate
to take action as the law requires that if there is “sufficient evidence” of a
violation the Commiséioner must [“shall notifj.}”, See §13-37-124 MCA] initiate
consideraﬁon for prosecution. |

Second, having been charged to make a decision, the Commissioner must -
follow substantive law applicable to a particular campaign practice decisi_on. In
- this Matter Montana’s campaign finance report filing requirements are
mandatory: “shall file” [See §13-37-226 MCA]. The filing date requirements are
date certain. Therefore, any failure to meet a mandatory, date-certai.n filing
date is a violation of §13-37-226 MCA. ' Likewise,- the disclosure requirements
for independent committee election expenditures is mandatory: “...shall
report...” 44,10,531(4) ARM.

This Commissioner, having been charged to investigate and decide, hereby
determines that.the Montana Conservation Coalition ﬁas, as a matter of law,

committed multiple viclations of Montana’s campaign practice laws, including
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§§13.—37—22.5, 226 MCA and ARM44.10.531. Having determined that a
car_n;ﬁaign practice violation has occurred, the next step is to determine .
wHether there are circﬁmstances or explanations that may affect prosecution of
the violation and/or the-amount of the fine.

The Montana Conservative Coalition is political committee with several
years of campaign existence. Its treasurer, Lorna Kuney, serves as treasurer
for multiple candidates and political committees, being currently listed on the
Federal Election Commission web site as current or past treasurer for three

VPACS, 10 pandidate committees and 1 leadership commi.ttee. Excusable
neglect cannot be applied to the failures of the Montana .Conservative Coalition.
See discussion of excusable neglect priﬁciples in Matters of Vincent Nos. CPP—
2013-CFP-006 and 009,

The Commissioner recognizes that de minimis application is separately
measured when dealing with an incidental committee. Canyon Ferry Road
Baptist Church v Unsworth 556 F3d 1021 (9t Cir. 2009), The Commissioner
has appliéd de minimis to an expenditure of up to $428 by an incidental
committee. Raffiani v Montana Shrugged COPP- 2010- CFP 17. Assuming
arguendo that in some situations the incidental committee de minimis

- standards apply to céndidate election expenditures of an independent
committee, this Matter does not qualify for de minimis treatment. The
amounts of money and the nature of the violation are too significant to be
excused as de minimis.

Because there is a finding of violation and a determination that de minimis
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and excusable ﬁeglect theories are not applicable, civil prosecution -and/ ora
civil fine is justified [See §13-37-124 MCA]. This Commissioner hereby,
through this decision, issues a “sufficient evidence” Finding and Decision
justifying civil prosecution under §13-37-124 MCA. This matter will how be
submitted to [or “noticed to”] the Lewis and Clark County attorney for his
review for appropriate civil action. See §13-37 -124(1) MCA. Should the
County Attorney waive the right to prosecute [§13-37-124(2) MCA)] or fail to
~ prosecute within 30 days [§13-37-124(1) MCA] this Matter returns to this
Commissioner for possible prosecution. Id.
" Most of the Matters decided by a Commissioner and referred to the
Couhty Attorney are waived back to the Commissioner for his further
consideration. - Assurning that this Matter is waived back, 1.:he Finding and
Decision in this Matter does not necessarily lead to civil prosecution as the
Commissioner has discretion [“may then initiate” See §13-37-124(1) MCA] in
regard to a legal action. Instead, most of the Matters decided by a -
Commissioner are resolved by payment of a negotiated fine. In the event that a
| finc—_: is not negotiated and -the Matter resolved, the Commissioner retains
statutory authority to bring ;a complaint in district court against any person
who intentionally or negligently viclates any requirement of Chapter 37,

| including those of §13-37-226. [See 13-37-128 MCA]. Full due process is
provided to the alleged violator because the district court will consider the

matter de novo.

In regard to any such a fine the Commissioner has discretion to determine
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_if mitigation is appropriate to reduce a fine based on the explanation of why &

violation occurred or cifcumstaﬁce's of payment. 8See Maiters of Vincent Nos,
CPP-2013-CFP-006 and 009, Mitigation neans “ﬁbatement or diminution 6f a
perialty or punishment imposed by law.” . Black’s Law Diétionary, Revised 4t
Addition. Again, the nature or the violation._a.nd:_theamdunt of money
determines ﬁhat mitigation is not abpropriate- here. This Commissioner

intends to enforce this violation to the full extent of law.

- CONCLUSION
Based on the preceding dis_éussion as-Commissioner I find and decide that

there is sufficient evidence to show that the Montana Conservative Coalition

_ violated Montana’s campaign practices laws, including §§13-37-225, 226 MCA

and ARM44. 10.53.1, and that a civil penalty ac_:tibn under § 13-37-128, MCA is
warraﬁted. This matter is hereby submitted to [or “noticed to”] the Lewis and
Clark County Attorney for his review for appropriate civil action under section
13-37-124(1) MCA. .Upon return to the Commissioner .of.this Matter by the

County Attorney this Commissioner Will proceed with appropriate action.

ISSUED this

<+‘s~\:n

Jonathan R. Motl

Commissioner of Political Practices
Of the State of Montana

P. O. Box 202401

1205 8th Avenue

Helena, MT 59620

Phone: (406)-444-4622

day of July, 2013.
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