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Inez Barron  

Candidate, 2017, City Council District 42, Brooklyn 

Program participant: $61,290 in public funds received 

Iman Bance, Treasurer of Inez Barron for City Council 

 

The Board determined that the Campaign has substantially complied with the 

requirements of the Campaign Finance Act and Board rules, and assessed violations and 

penalties as detailed below.  

 

1. Making impermissible post-election expenditures    $311 

 

After an election and before repaying leftover campaign funds to the Board, participants 

may spend campaign funds only to pay campaign-related expenses incurred in the pre-ceding 

election and for “routine activities involving nominal cost associated with winding up a 

campaign and responding to the post-election audit.” See Admin. Code §§ 3-702(21) (a)(8), 3-

703(1)(d), (g), (6), (11), 3-710(2)(c); Board Rules 1-03(a), 1-08(b), 5-03(e)(2). 

 

The Campaign’s made three impermissible post-election expenditures to T-Mobile 

totaling $1,246.36. 

 

 The Board assessed total penalties of $311 for these violations.  

 

2. Filing a late response to the Draft Audit Report    $400 

 

Campaigns are required to maintain records, such as copies of checks, invoices, and bank 

records, to verify financial transactions reported in disclosure statements, and campaigns are 

required to provide such records to the Board upon request and to respond to specific questions 

regarding compliance with the Act and Board rules. See Admin. Code §§ 3-703(1) (d), (g), (6), 

(11), (12), 3-708(5), 3-710(1); Board Rules 1-09(a), 4-01, 4-05(a). 

 

The Campaign submitted its response to the Draft Audit Report on November 15, 2018, 

eight days after the November 7 deadline. 

 

The Board assessed a penalty of $400 for this violation. 
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timely, the recommended penalty sentence should read, “CFB staff  recommends total penalties of  

$$$ for these violations.” One exception is aggregation violations from a single source. For example, 

if  a campaign receives multiple corporate contributions from the same source, that should still be 

treated as a single violation (e.g., “CFB staff  recommends a penalty of  $$ for this violation”). If, 

however, the Campaign accepted corporate contributions from more than one source, the “these 

violations” formulation would be appropriate. 

 


