


























 

 

MICHIGAN BUREAU  OF ELECTIONS 
R ICHARD H.  AUSTIN BUILDING ●  1ST FLOOR  ●  430  W. ALLEGAN ●  LANSING,  MICHIGAN 48918 

M i chigan .gov /E lec t i ons  ●  ( 517)  335-3234 

September 8, 2023 

 

Dan Lawless    

890 Marshall St   

Portland, MI 48875   

 

Kayla Toma  

2154 Austin Dr. 

Novi, MI 48377     

       

Re: Brewer v. Lawless et al. 

Campaign Finance Complaint No. 23-066 

 

Dear Mr. Lawless & Ms. Toma:  

 

The Department of State (Department) has received a formal complaint filed against you by 

Mark Brewer alleging that you violated the Michigan Campaign Finance Act (MCFA or Act). 

Specifically, the complaint alleges that the two of you are engaging in a coordinated effort to 

recall State Representative Breen and that this coordinated effort has incurred expenditures of 

$500 or more requiring the formation of a committee. Additionally, these actions would require 

the “Paid for by” disclosure in Section 47 on the recall petitions. A copy of the complaint is 

included with this notice. 

 

By statutory definition, a committee is formed when “a person receives contributions or makes 

expenditures for the purpose of influencing or attempting to influence the action of the voters for 

or against [candidate, ballot question, etc.] if contributions received total $500.00 or more in a 

calendar year or expenditures made total $500.00 or more in a calendar year.” MCL 169.203(4). 

For purposes of determining whether a committee exists, the word “person” includes “a group of 

persons acting jointly.” 169.211(2).    
  

Section 24 of the MCFA requires committees to file a statement of organization with the proper 

filing official within 10 days after the committee is formed. MCL 169.224(1). Section 24 details 

specific requirements for all statements of organization that must be filed. See MCL 169.224(2)-

(3). A person who fails to file a timely statement is subject to a civil fine of up to $1,000. MCL 

169.221(13). A person who fails to file a statement of organization shall pay a late filing fee of 

$10.00 per business day the report is not filed, not to exceed $300. MCL 169.224(1). A person 

failing to file a statement of organization after 30 days is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by 

a fine of up to $1,000. Id.  
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The MCFA requires committees to file contributions and expenditures with the appropriate filing 

official by specific dates. MCL 169.233(1) – (3). The Act requires a committee that receives or 

expends more than $1,000 during any election to file campaign finance reports in compliance 

with the act. MCL 16.233(6). A person who knowingly omits or underreports expenditures 

required to be disclosed by the Act is subject to a civil fine of not more than $1,000 or the 

amount of the expenditures omitted or underreported, whichever is greater. MCL 169.233(11). 

Further, section 34 of the MCFA lists filing requirements specific to ballot question committees.  

 

The MCFA and corresponding administrative rules require a person who produces printed 

material that relates to an election include the phrase “Paid for by [name and address of the 

person who paid for the item].”  This includes recall petitions when the expenditure is covered by 

MCFA. MCL 169.247(1), R 169.36(2). A knowing violation constitutes a misdemeanor offense 

punishable by a fine of up to $1,000.00, imprisonment for up to 93 days, or both. MCL 

169.247(6).   

 

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of the Department’s examination of these matters and 

your right to respond to the allegations before the Department proceeds further. It is important to 

understand that the Department is neither making this complaint nor accepting the allegations as 

true. The investigation and resolution of this complaint is governed by section 15 of the Act and 

the corresponding administrative rules, R 169.51 et seq. An explanation of the process is 

included in the Department’s campaign finance complaint guidebook. 

 

If you wish to file a written response to this complaint, you are required to do so within 15 

business days of the date of this letter. Your response may include any written statement or 

additional documentary evidence you wish to submit. Materials may be emailed to 

BOERegulatory@michigan.gov or mailed to the Department of State, Bureau of Elections, 

Richard H. Austin Building, 1st Floor, 430 West Allegan Street, Lansing, Michigan 48918. If you 

fail to submit a response, the Department will render a decision based on the evidence furnished 

by the complainant. 

 

A copy of your answer will be provided to Mr. Brewer, who will have an opportunity to submit a 

rebuttal statement to the Department. After reviewing the statements and materials provided by 

the parties, the Department will determine whether “there may be reason to believe that a 

violation of [the MCFA] has occurred [.]” MCL 169.215(10). Note that the Department’s 

enforcement powers include the possibility of entering a conciliation agreement, conducting an 

administrative hearing, or referring this matter to the Attorney General for enforcement. 

 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, you may contact the Regulatory Section of the 

Bureau of Elections at BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov. 

  

 

 

 

 

https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/CFR-Complaints/Complaint-Guidebook-Procedures.pdf
mailto:BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov
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Sincerely, 

 

Regulatory Section 
                                                                                                Bureau of Elections 
                                                                                                Michigan Department of State 
Enclosure 

c: Mark Brewer 



From: Daniel Lawless
To: MDOS-BOERegulatory; mbrewer@goodmanacker.com
Subject: Campaign Finance Complaint No. 23-066
Date: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 1:45:35 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to
abuse@michigan.gov

This email is in reply to a letter I received Friday 9/15/23 regarding Campaign Finance
Complaint No. 23-066.  The letter requires me to reply within 15 business days of the date of
this letter which is dated 9/8/23.

I am confused as to the issue being addressed.  The letter was addressed to Kayla Toma and
myself.  I do not know Kayla Toma and have never had any communication with her. I have
never been involved with a recall for Kelly Breen.  I have no idea who he/she is or what office
that person holds. I live approximately 90 miles from Novi and have no connections to that
community.  The copy of the email enclosed with this letter was sent from "daniel
lawless<recallbreen@gmail.com> and I have connection to that email address.

I believe you have the wrong Daniel Lawless.  My own research found a Daniel Lawless in
Detroit Michigan who appears to be involved in politics and is likely the person you should be
contacting.

This complaint filed by Mark Brewer could have avoided the mistake of involving the
wrong person, me, with some basic research.  I live in a very small community and am an
active member of several non-profit organizations.  I am an upstanding individual with a good
reputation in my small community and this false accusation from Mark Brewer is slandering
my name.  I expect a formal apology from Mark Brewer and would expect some compensation
for the time it has taken me to make heads and tails of this false accusation.

Dan Lawless
Portland, Michigan

mailto:lawlessdd@gmail.com
mailto:MDOS-BOERegulatory@michigan.gov
mailto:mbrewer@goodmanacker.com
mailto:recallbreen@gmail.com
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To: State of Michigan 
Jocelyn Benson, Secretary of State 
Department of State 

CC: Mark Brewer 

September 21 , 2023 

A. RESPONSE TO CAMPAIGN FINANCE COMPLIANT NO. 23-066; BREWER V 
LAWLESS ET AL. 

1. A COMMITTEE DOES NOT EXIST UNDER MICHIGAN COMPLIED LAWS (MCL) 
169.203(4) 
The question is whether a committee existed underMCL 169.203(4). 

A committee is formed when a person receives funds or makes expenditures to attempt to 
influence voters against a candidate "if contributions received total $500.00 or more in a 
calendar year or expenditures made total $500 or more in a calendar year". MCL 
169.203(4). 

I did not do any fundraising or soliciting for funds for any recall. Neither did I make any 
expenditures of $500 or more for this or any other recall. Therefore, my actions do not fit 
the threshold definition put forth by MCL 169.203(4). Hence, a committee did not exist 
and I did not act as a committee on August 7, 2023 when I signed a circulator to petition 
the recall of State Representative Kelly Breen. 

Since, my actions cannot satisfy its threshold requirement by its definition, a violation 
under the Michigan Campaign Financing Act (MCF A) did not occur. And, since a 
violation did not occur, therefore, a Dismissal of this investigation is warranted. 

The Dismissal of this part would also include other corresponding rules that center 
around the existence of a committee, e.g., rules that would require filing when a 
committee exists-whether that is a formation filing or a filing of a finance report. 

1 
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2. THERE WAS NO JOINT ACTIVITY AS A COMMITTEE BETWEEN DAN 
LAWLESS AND I AS DEFINED UNDERMCL 169.211(2) . 
The question is whether Dan Lawless and I jointly acted to recall State R~pr~s~?t~tive 
Breen by satisfying the required continuous and effective communication m 1rutiati?g and 
supporting through soliciting funds, making contributions and fundraising in the said 
recall effort. 

As already stated above, no committee was established under MCF A I did not participate 
in soliciting funds, fundraising or spending funds of $500 or more in respects to the 
recall. In addition, I also did not do so with Dan Lawless. 

Therefore, no soliciting, no fundraising and no spending of funds of $500 or more 
occurred with Dan Lawless. 

The word "person" includes "a group of persons acting jointly" MLC 169.211(2). 

Joint activity exists when there is "communication within the group with a view towards 
making contributions on behalf of the group ... " Department of State, Interpretive 
Statement (September 24, 1992). 

Continuous communication of persons is required to establish that joint activity existed 
between those persons under the MCF A 

Continuous communication regarding the recall, between Dan Lawless and I, has not 
existed prior to the signing of the circulator or even thereafter. Hence, no joint activity 
can be established between us under the following facts. 

Before the signing of the circulator on August 7, 2023, I did not talk to or see Dan 
Lawless about any recall efforts. We attended no meetings together. Thus, there was NO 
coordinated effort between us to recall anyone whatsoever, including State 
Representative Kelly Breen. 

After I signed the circulator, a hearing was later schedule by the Board of Canvassers to 
which I did not attend because, by that hearing date, I had already given up on the recall. 
The petition was later denied by the Board of Canvassers. After being denied, I did not 
re-petition the Board because-again-at the point in time, I had already given up on the 
recall. 

The last date I spoke to or saw Dan Lawless was August 14, 2023. There has been no 
contact since. I have not spoken to or seen him in over a month. 

Dan Lawless allegedly emailed a group of people using the recallbreen@gmail.com 
email address. I have no affiliation with that email address. I was not a recipient of that 
email either. In that email, there was an event that was allegedly occurred on August 21, 
2023. I did not show up to support that event in any way. I have not exerted any effort 
towards group activity with Dan Lawless regarding this recall. And, because there is no 
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continuous communication regarding the recall, therefore, there was no joint activity with 

Dan Lawless even after August 7, 2023. 

I submit to the Department that it is unreasonable, based on the information I provided, to 
make the connection that there was continuous communication either before or after I 
filed the circulator on August 7, 2023. Therefore, I also submit to the Department, I am 
not jointly and severally liable with Dan Lawless in any recall efforts against Kelly 
Breen. In addition, the question of joint and several liability too should be Dismissed by 
the Department because, accordingly with these facts, no violations were made under 
MCF A It is just individuals living their individual lives without conspiring with one 
another. 



, 
I 
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3. UNDER THE FACTS, I WAS NOT REQUIRED TO FILE A FORMATION OF A 
COMMITTEE UNDER MCL 169.203(4). 
The question is whether it was necessary to file a statement of organization of a 
committee. 

4 

A committee is fonned when a person receives funds or makes expenditures to attempt to 
influence voters against a candidate "if contributions received total $500.00 or more in a 
calendar year or expenditures made total $500 or more in a calendar year". MCL 
169.203(4). 

A committee shall file a statement of organization after 10 days of fonnation, MCL 
169.224(1). 

Here, I have already argued no committee could not be established under MCL 
169.203(4) because the threshold requirement was not met. Because no committee should 
have been established under MCF A, it was not necessary to file a statement of 
organization of a committee that did not fonn. Hence, no violation ofMCL 169.224(1) 
took place when I did not file a statement of organization. 

Therefore, no violation of the MCF A occurred: warranting a Dismissal by the 
Department due to lack of violation under the Act. 
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4. I WAS NOT REQUIRED TO NOT FILE A FINANCE REPORT UNDER MCF A. The question is whether I should have been required to file a finance report under MCL 16.233(6). 

5 

A committee is formed when a person receives funds or makes expenditures to attempt to influence voters against a candidate "if contributions received total $500.00 or more in a calendar year or expenditures made total $500 or more in a calendar year". MCL 169.203(4). 

MCFA requires committees to file contributions and/or expenditures of $1,000 or more by requiring the filing of campaign finance reports. MCL 16.233(6). 

Here, as already argued, a committee was never established under MCL 169 .203( 4) due to my actions not being able to satisfy the threshold requirement under the rule. Me not filing a finance report does not violate MCL 16.233(6) because I have not solicited funds, raised funds or spent funds of $1,000 or more in this recall. Hence, I did not violate the MCF A by not filing a finance report since no finance report is required under these facts. 

Therefore, no violations ofMCL 16.233(6) or MCL 169.203(4) were made by. Thus, I also ask that the Department Dismiss this part of the investigation because no violation has occurred under the MCF A. 
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5. I WAS NOT REQUIRED TO WRITE A DISCLAIMER UNDER THE FACTS S 
ACCORDING TO MCFA AND CORRESPONDING ADMINISTRATIVE RULE · 
The first question is whether I was required to use a disclaimer on the circulator when I 
signed it on August 7, 2023 . 

The answer is no, I was not required by the Act because I was an individual acting 
independently when I signed the circulator on August 7, 2023 . 

The second question is whether I should be penalized with a misdemeanor crime for 
knowingly violating MCF A 

The answer is also no. I am not familiar with campaign finance law. I cannot knowingly 
violate something I have never researched or studied. Therefore, if the Department 
decides I did violate MCF A, I petition the department to not find me guilty of a 
misdemeanor offense as illustrated by MCL 169.247(1). 

MCF A and corresponding administrative rules require a "paid for" disclaimer on recall 
petitions as required by MCF A; if a person knowingly violates the disclaimer rule, this 
will result in a misdemeanor offense that is punishable by a fine up to $1,000; 
imprisonment up to 93 days; or both. MCL 169.247(1). 

"An individual, other than a candidate, is not subject to this subsection if the individual is 
acting independently and not acting as an agent for a candidate or any committee" MCL 
169.247(1 ). 

A candidate is a person who is/was officially backed by his/her political party, who has 
received donations for his/her campaign, etc. under MCF A. 

I am not a candidate. I have not been back by any political party-officially or 
otherwise-I have not raised any money for a campaign, etc. Hence, because I would not 
meet the definition of a candidate, I would also not be required to use a disclaimer under 
the MCFA. Therefore, I did not violate MCL 169.247(1) when I did not use a disclaimer 
as a non-candidate. 

Under the law, an agent of a candidate is someone who either implicitly or explicitly 
represents to another that she or he represents a candidate. 

I am not an agent of a candidate. I have neither implicitly or explicitly ever acted to a 
third party for a candidate's benefit. When I signed the circulator, I was not, and have not 
been, contractually employed or otherwise to represent a candidate. There has been no 
agreement or meeting of the minds with anyone in such a way. Hence, because there was 
no agency with a candidate, and no representations to a third party that I am acting, 
explicitly or impliedly, for a candidate, then I was not required to use a disclaimer. 
Therefore, I did not violate MCL 169.247(1) when I did not use a disclaimer as a non­
agent of a candidate. 

6 
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A committee is formed when a person receives funds or makes expenditures to attempt to 
influence voters against a candidate "if contributions received total $500.00 or more in a 
calendar year or expenditures made total $500 or more in a calendar year''. MCL 
169.203(4). As argued above, because I did not meet the threshold requirement to be 
consider a committee under MCF A, I cannot be considered a committee under the facts. 

Hence, because there was no committee, I was not required use a disclaimer. Therefore, I 
did not violate MCL 169.247(1) when I did not use a disclaimer under this argument. 

However, under the facts and under MCL 169.247(1), I am an individual. And, in 
accordance with MCF A, I am not subjected to the rule requiring a disclaimer to be placed 
on the circulator. Because I am not a candidate put forth by some political party; and I am 
not an agent of a candidate; and because no committee existed under the MCF A, 
therefore, the Department should find that I acted independently, as an individual, under 
MCL 169.247(1). 

As argued before, there was no joint effort in the recall with Dan Lawless because there 
was no continuous communication as required by MCFA and because there was no joint 
action in solicitating funds, raising funds, and spending funds for this recall . I believe that 
the only reasonable nexus is NOT that individuals are conspiring to work in a joint effort 
to recall an elected official or that there exists a committee because an email was used or 
a petition was signed: rather, individuals want elected officials to know and to represent 
the voices that go unheard. 

I acted for myself-not for a committee, not in a joint enterprise, not as a representative, 
and not as a candidate-I acted as a private citizen. I acted independently in expressing 
my concern for lack of religious representation while utilizing my right to express 
political speech. Hence, as an individual, I was not required to use a disclaimer under the 
MCFA. 

Therefore, I did not violate MCF A when I did not use a disclaimer on the circulator as an 
individual. 

Because, no violation ofMCFA or MCL 169.247(1) occurred under these facts due to the 
non-use of a disclaimer, I ask the Department to also Dismiss this part of this 
investigation for lack of violation under MCFA. 
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B. SUMMARIZED RESPONSE: 
I was not familiar with MCFA until I received a letter in the mail regarding a formal 
compliant submitted by Mr. Brewer. It was not my intention to knowingly break rules or 
to omit information that would be considered a violation of the MCF A. With that being 
said, I still do not believe I violated any law under the MCF A. 

Hearing that independent individuals, like myself, are expressing their want to recall 
elected officials is something I do not find surprising because there are views, like mine, 
that are being underrepresented by elected officials from both sides of the isle. 

The State Department should not pursue this alleged campaign violation(s) for the 
following the following reason: the explanations for each alleged violation should prompt 
the Department to either Dismiss in whole, or in part, the investigation. Below, I make 
that request in brief detail, summarizing why no violation occurred and triggering the 
Departments response under R .169.53 . 

C~ SUMMARY DISMISSAL REQUEST 
The question is whether, under the facts, the Department should issue a Dismissal 
of the investigation. 

If the Department determines that the complaint, in whole or in part, does not 
further warrant an investigation, then the compliant will be Dismissed under R . 
169.53. 

Summary Dismissal is required if the compliant is frivolous (R.169.53); and/or 
the alleged activity in the complaint does not constitute a violation of the MCF A 
(R. 169.53). 

Under MCF A, I am requesting that this investigation be Dismissed in its 
entirely-if not, in parts-due to the following reasons: 

1. A committee did not exist because the threshold requirement was not met. 
See above section(s) for a detailed explanation. Therefore, no violation 
occurred under MCF A, warranting its Dismissal under MCF A (R.169 .53). 

2 . No committee was formed so no filing of formation was required. See 
above section(s) for a detailed explanation. Therefore, no violation 
occurred under MCFA, warranting its Dismissal under MCFA (R. l.69.53). 

3. No joint activity existed because there was no continuous communication 
with Dan Lawless as required under MCFA. See above section(s) for a 
detailed explanation. Therefore, no violation occurred under MCF A, 
warranting its Dismissal under MCF A (R.169 .53). 
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4. No committee existed· therefore no committee finance reports were 
required to be filed . S~e above s~ction(s) for a detailed explanat~on .. 
Therefore, no violation occurred under MCF A, warranting its D1srrussal 
under MCFA (R.169.53). 

5. A disclaimer was not required because I was acting independently as arr 
individual, not tied to any candidates or a committee. See above section(s) 
for a detailed explanation. Therefore, no violation occurred under MCF A, 
warranting its Dismissal under MCFA (R.169.53). 

Because of the reasons stated above, in considering the totality of the facts, that 
therefore, the Department should Dismiss in whole, or in part, its investigation. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

ustin Drive 
ovi, MI 48377 

(248) 303-1175 

Dated: 

J,4 ,·5 



 

 

MICHIGAN BUREAU  OF ELECTIONS 
R ICHARD H.  AUSTIN BUILDING ●  1ST FLOOR  ●  430  W. ALLEGAN ●  LANSING,  MICHIGAN 48918 

M i chigan .gov /E lec t i ons  ●  ( 517)  335-3234 

September 26, 2023 

Mark Brewer        

17000 W. 10 Mile Rd 

Southfield, MI 48075       

 

Re: Brewer v. Lawless et al. 

Campaign Finance Complaint No. 23-066 

 

Dear Mr. Brewer: 

 

The Department of State has received a rebuttal to your response regarding your alleged 

violation of the Michigan Campaign Finance Act, 1976 P.A. 388, MCL 169.201 et seq. A copy 

of the rebuttal is provided as an attachment with this letter. 

 

At this point, the Department will commence the determination phase of the campaign finance 

complaint process, during which time all submitted materials will be reviewed. Within 45 

business days of its receipt of the enclosed rebuttal, the Department will make a determination as 

to whether there may be reason to believe that a violation of the MCFA occurred. If you have 

any questions about this process, you may contact BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov.  

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Regulatory Section 

                                                                                                Bureau of Elections 

                                                                                                Michigan Department of State 

Attachment  

c: Dan Lawless 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov


 

 
MICHIGAN  BUREA U OF  ELECTIONS  

RICH ARD H.  A UST IN BUI LDING ●  1ST  FLOO R ●  430 W.  ALLEGAN ●  LANSING,  MICH IGAN 48918  
Mich ig an.gov /El ec t ions  ●  ( 517) 335-3234  

September 26, 2023 
Mark Brewer        
17000 W. 10 Mile Rd 
Southfield, MI 48075       
 
Re: Brewer v. Lawless et al. 

Campaign Finance Complaint No. 23-066 

 
Dear Mr. Brewer: 
 
The Department of State has received a rebuttal to your response regarding your alleged 
violation of the Michigan Campaign Finance Act, 1976 P.A. 388, MCL 169.201 et seq. A copy 
of the rebuttal is provided as an attachment with this letter. 
 
At this point, the Department will commence the determination phase of the campaign finance 
complaint process, during which time all submitted materials will be reviewed. Within 45 
business days of its receipt of the enclosed rebuttal, the Department will make a determination as 
to whether there may be reason to believe that a violation of the MCFA occurred. If you have 
any questions about this process, you may contact BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov.  
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
Regulatory Section 

                                                                                                Bureau of Elections 
                                                                                                Michigan Department of State 
Attachment  
c: Kayla Toma 

 
 
 
 
 

mailto:BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov


 

 

MICHIGAN BUREAU  OF ELECTIONS 
R ICHARD H.  AUSTIN BUILDING ●  1ST FLOOR  ●  430  W. ALLEGAN ●  LANSING,  MICHIGAN 48918 

M i chigan .gov /E lec t i ons  ●  ( 517)  335-3234 

November 13, 2023 

  

Dan Lawless    

890 Marshall St   

Portland, MI 48875   

 

Kayla Toma  

2154 Austin Dr. 

Novi, MI 48377        

  

Re: Brewer v. Lawless et al.  

Campaign Finance Complaint No. 23-066  

 

Dear Mr. Lawless & Ms. Toma: 

 

The Department of State (Department) has finished investigating the campaign finance 

complaint filed against you by Mr. Brewer alleging that you violated the Michigan Campaign 

Finance Act (MCFA or Act). This letter concerns the disposition of that complaint. 

 

The complaint alleged that you should have formed a committee for your coordinated effort to 

recall State Representative Breen.  

 

Mr. Lawless responded to the complaint notice indicating that Mr. Brewer filed the complaint 

against the incorrect Dan Lawless. As a resident of Portland, MI Mr. Lawless has no connection 

or involvement in the efforts to recall State Representative Breen. 

 

Ms. Toma responded to the complaint notice denying any coordinated effort to Recall 

Representative Breen and denying raising or spending $500 which would require the formation 

of a committee.  

 

Mr. Brewer didn’t submit a response to your rebuttal.  

 

Section 24 of the MCFA requires committees to file a statement of organization with the proper 

filing official within 10 days after the committee is formed. MCL 169.224(1). Section 24 details 

specific requirements for all statements of organization that must be filed. See MCL 169.224(2)-

(3). A person who fails to file a timely statement is subject to a civil fine of up to $1,000. MCL 

169.221(13). A person who fails to file a statement of organization shall pay a late filing fee of 

$10.00 per business day the report is not filed, not to exceed $300. MCL 169.224(1). A person 
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failing to file a statement of organization after 30 days is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by 

a fine of up to $1,000. Id. 

The Department has reviewed the evidence submitted in this matter and finds that insufficient 

evidence has been presented to support a finding of a potential violation of the MCFA.  

Because the violation of the MCFA alleged in the complaint has not been substantiated by  

sufficient evidence, the Department dismisses the complaint and will take no further enforcement 

action. If you have any questions concerning this matter, you may contact me at 

BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov.  

Sincerely, 

Jimmy Biehl, Regulatory 

Attorney Regulatory Section 

Bureau of Elections 

Michigan Department of State 

mailto:BOERegulatory@Michigan.gov
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