BEFORE THE

TEXAS ETHICS COMMISSION

AGREED RESOLUTION

 LRecitals
TeXﬂSEﬂJJ" CommlSSlOﬂ (I‘EC)meton ece b 3 ,2024,to co1151der SW6m coriii)laillt'

1SC-32404275. A quorum of the TEC was present, The ‘TEC determined that there is credible ~

“evidence of violations of Sections 254.063 and 259.001 of the Election Code, laws administered

B Ehforced by I TEC, 0 v e EEEENER TRCe AES MR

0 resolve and settle this complaint without further proceedin gs, the TEC adopted this resolution - .
imposing a $500 civil penalty. If the penalty is not paid in full within 6 months of the date of this '~
Order and Agreed Resolution, then the TEC orders that an’ additional $2,500. civil- penalty be -
imposed purstant to Se'c'ti(')n,S’-_?_l;wl73__of_g'tliechjve_mn1_cr__1bt‘Codé'fot delay in complying with this =
Order and Agreed Resolution, and that the agreed-upon penalty and the additional $2,500 penalty

be referred to the Office of the Attorney General of Texas for collection. =~ .

\héfoOIané.int é}li}égesb'fh.ét“ﬂie respoudent 1) ‘faﬂ‘i_ad_‘ to file 2 July 2_022 semiantmal jc’ampaigd E
finance report, in violation of 254.063 of the Election Code; and 2) did not ‘include a highway LR
ight-of-way notice on political advertising signs, in violation of Section 259.001 of the Blection -

111, I“mdmgs ofFact and Conulubmn

PAGELORS '




TI~XAS ETHICb COMMIGSION SC—324Q42:75 :

lee Respondent Fm/ed ro Fﬂe st July 7022 Senzmmmal Repu;l

RS The mxpondent ﬁled hlb u\mpcug,n lled‘slllel appomtrmnt on’ P«.bt uary 16, 2022 In
. response (o the complaml ‘the respondent claimed that he has been in po]mcs smce 2017 -
and was told by the election clerk 4t the time that “any. contribution over $500 in'a local
ulecuon would lequm a I“ nancxal report, wlnle <mythmg., undm that amount WOu]dn t” , A_-;;f’{-i

. 'Because the mspondent filed hls campdlgn thd.sulcl appomtmcnt on Febl vary 16, 2022
and had not filed a final report on or before June 30, 2022, he was xequned to file a

~ 'July 2022 :acnuannual wport See Tcx Elec Code §§ 251. 001 (1), 254 06’5(b)

Thc, 1espondu11t ﬁled his July 2022 semmnnual 1cport on Sep‘rembel 19, 2()24 Tha
e f1espondent disclosed $1 000 in total political coutubutmns and $1,375 in total political -
i e\pendmnes on.the rcport ‘The. 1espondcnt returned the $1,000 conmbutlon he accepted:
. and disclosed the reimbursement as a $1,000 political expenditure made from political

= “contributions. Ther cfoxe, thcrc is cwdlble cvldenoe of a v1olat10n oi Sec/uon 254, 063 of the o

o )Electxon Code

- The Respondent Fat]ed to ]nclude ﬂze Hrghway Rzg/zl 0/— Way Nonce on His Polmcai ;Szgns

A 5 Between Malch 13, 2024 and March 23 2024 the 1esp0ndent hiad multlple (,ampmgn 31gm L

i " placed throughout Jasper. that did not include the highway. nght—-of—way notice. The
S respondent began placing. new campalgn sxgns on Mauh '73 2024 thdt mcluded the EEa
L hlghway 11ght—of way notlcc SR L A LT
o6 'A In respou s othe complamt thc 1espondcnt cla1med that thc campcugn signs d1d not have PR

the highwéty ught—ot-way notice becanse of a design defect. He further claimed that he was
- ‘advised by the Secretaty. of State to create highway ti ght—of—way notice stickers and placc

~ his. canlpa1g11 signs. However he believed that the stickers were not requxred on hxs_v.
‘campalgn 51gns that were located 011 prwdie pr()pexty ‘ _ L ’

_;POllﬂCdl advertlsmg s1gn§ must umlude the luvhway-nght—of—vmy notu,e .See 'lex Llec,, >
L ,Code § 259 OOI : I S
’: Whlle the respondent substannally corrcctod 1113 01101 by placmo h1ghway 11ght~ f—way

-~ notice stickers on most of his campaign s signs plLOl to the sworn complaint being filed, he.

" i‘_ failed to include the ught-of-w«iy notice on the signs at.the time they were printed and:
- posted. Therefore, ‘there- is credible evidence of" v1olat10m of Section : 259 001" of :the

ning Sp ndent’ campcugn sign

Election Code coneel

- them on the signs. to rectlfy the defect. He claimed that he’ pla(,ed the stxckexs on most of -
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report. The ndent filed liis "22 scmlannual repm’t ldte, on’
Septembex 19 2024 Concemmg the highway right-of-

akeskmto account that the 1ebpondeut substantl

way notlee on his political signs, the TEC " ..

ially 1emedied the 1ssue before the sworn complamt S

ious :qulal‘lie[is*

> respe , he'expt cwed his mtent to ﬁlc the Vuly 2022
iy semlam)ual repm“c Aﬁel 1epeatedlequests ﬁom’TEC st'lff ‘

: ,cewcd was not a contrlbutlon but was -
: compensanon f01 his wmk in avolunteer“get out the vote” drive; However, the eomp]alnt included-

a:sworn affidavit from - the contributor stating that he. intended the check to be a political
ontribution.given to the respondent’s 2022 city council election campaign. In addition, the
complaint included a copy of the check that had the respondent’s name listed as the payee and

included ¢ pohtleal contribution” on the 1 memo line. The respondent disclosed that he accepted the
contmbutlon on his July 2022 semiannual report, and later returned the contribution. However, a
1penalty is: stﬂl necessary

to. ensurc the rcspond t’s futuxe eomphanee wnh 1115 reportmg

v zhat Jusnce Mav Reguu e

dent ha been a eandldate for va1 Lous loeal and state elecnons smce 2017 Whﬂe the " :
.respopdent mdlcated that he did not file his campdlgn finance reports because of the advxee given
to him by the electlon clerk he was, stlll lesponsﬂ)le in. ensuuug that tlns ' dv1ce Was CotT ect

After eons1denng the nature, c1rcumetanoes and consequencee of the v1olauon dese_,_
ection ITI, the TEC i imposes a $500 civil pcnalty If the penalty is not paid in- _
of the da’(e of this Order and Agreed Resolutlon then the TE C ordels that an ac

omﬁlymg with' thls OldCl_ and ‘Agleed Resoluuon and thdt the ﬂgleeﬂd-w
dditional $2,500 penalt eferred to the Office of tl Attorne;







