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The Board determined that the Campaign has substantially complied with the 
requirements of the Campaign Finance Act and Board rules, and assessed violations, 
penalties, and a public funds repayment as detailed below.  

 

1. Failing to document transactions $369 

Campaigns are required to document all financial transactions. See Admin. Code §§ 3-703 

(1)(d), (g), (11), (12), 3-715; Board Rules 1-09, 4-01(a), (c), (g), (k), 4-03. 

The Campaign made joint expenditures with Isaac Isiris, Dwimoh for Brooklyn, O’Hara for 

Judge, Sal 2017, and Eisenbach 2017 totaling $12,711.84. However, the Campaign failed to provide 

an explanation of the methodology it used to allocate costs between the campaigns involved in the 

joint expenditures. 

The Board assessed a penalty of $369 for this violation. 

2. Failing to demonstrate that spending was in furtherance of the 

campaign 

$144 

Campaigns are required to demonstrate that all spending was in furtherance of the campaign. 
See Admin. Code §§ 3-702(21)(a), (b); 3-703(1)(d), (g), (6), (11); Board Rules 1-03(a), 1-08(p), 4-01(e). 

The Campaign paid JSappMedia, Inc. a $51.75 deposit for services that the Campaign stated 
it never received. The Campaign stated that it requested a refund, but did not receive one. As the 
Campaign did not receive any services from the vendor or document any dispute with the vendor, the 
expenditure was not in furtherance of the campaign.  

The Campaign hired an employee to provide services between July 22 and September 12, 2017. 
The Campaign paid the employee $528 on September 2, 2017 for “get out the vote preparations” and 
“some hourly work” that were not included in their contract, but failed to provide any documentation, 
such as timesheets or wage records, for the expenditure. As a result, the Campaign failed to 
demonstrate that this expenditure was in furtherance of the campaign. 

The Board assessed total penalties of $144 for these violations (25% of the amount of the 
transactions). 
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3. Making impermissible post-election expenditures $259 

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 preceding 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 made expenditures totaling $586.57 to Facebook on October 2, 2017, but failed 
to provide supporting documentation, such as invoices from Facebook or records of the 
advertisements, to demonstrate that these were pre-election expenditures. 

On December 20, 2017, the Campaign paid New Meridian $450 for newspaper ads, including 
a duplicate payment of $150 for an ad for which it had already paid. The Campaign failed to provide 
supporting documentation, such as a dated invoice or copy of the advertisements, sufficient to 
demonstrate that these were permissible post-election expenditures. 

The Board assessed total penalties of $259 for these violations. 


