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MDOS-BOERegulatory

From: ambercswift@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, December 26, 2022 3:09 PM
To: MDOS-BOERegulatory; ambercswift@gmail.com
Subject: Response to Complaint No. 2022-11-209-233
Attachments: Response - Pre-Election 12-20-2022.PDF; Response - Pre-Election Late Fee.pdf; 

Response - Post-Election 12-20-2022.PDF; Response - Post-Election Late Fee.pdf; 
Response - Post-Election Compliance.pdf; Response - Pre-Election Paid Fee Receipt.pdf; 
Response - Post-Election Paid Fee Receipt.pdf; Response - Letter Complaint 
2022-11-209-233.pdf

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

 

Happy belated CHRISTmas! 
 
Please find attached, all documents containing my response to the complaint filed against me, Amber Swift. 
 
Thank you kindly, 
Amber C. Swift 
C: 231-499-7719 



Department of State 
Bureau of Elections
Richard H. Austing Building 
1st Floor 
430 West Allegan Street 
Lansing, MI  48918 
 
With Electronic Copy to BOERegulatory@michigan.gov on 12/26/2022 
 
RE: Koester vs. Swift, Campaign Finance Complaint No. 2022-11-209-233  
 

  

To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter is in response to Complaint No. 2022-11-209-233, filed against me in a letter dated 
December 14, 2022.  I am responding within my 15 business day requirement. 

Until I received this complaint in the mail, I had no idea that I was out of compliance with the 
BOE and I offer my most sincere apology.  Ignorance is not an excuse, and once I was made 
aware of this, I took immediate actions to get ahold of the Kent County Elections Division and 
was helped by a wonderful gentleman, named Jared, who took numerous phone calls from me to 
help me navigate the website and help me to come into compliance.  On December 20, 2022, I 
filed my Pre-Election Statement, Post-Election Statement, as well as paid my fines, in full.  On 
December 22, 2022, I filed my Compliance Affidavit.  On December 24, 2022, I filed my 
Annual Statement.  All of these documents are being mailed along with this letter, and original 
signatures are on those documents.  The Annual Statement is the only document that will not be 
included in the email, but is included in the regular mail. 

All expenses for my campaign were paid by me, personally; I took no donations.  All of my 
expenditures are included within all of the reports attached. 

I am sending my response electronically, today, December 26, 2022 as well as mailing out a hard 
copy to the addressed noted at the top of this letter. 

 

Thank you kindly for allowing me to respond. 

Sincerely and with best regards, 

 

(signature on hard copy) 

Amber C. Swift 
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MDOS-BOERegulatory

From: Christie Koester <christiewahlert@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2023 8:28 AM
To: MDOS-BOERegulatory
Subject: Koester v. Swift, Campaign Finance Complaint No. 2022-11-209-233

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

 

Good morning.  
 
I received the candidate's response and reviewed the submitted expense forms. I am questioning the expense for the 
full color, large postcards mailed to every household in Byron Center, postage for those many thousands of postcards, 
additional postcards printed and included in GOP literature, and texts sent to every area number (listed as $1,472.27). 
The candidate also indicated that she and the two candidates creating these postcards together used an external graphic 
designer to design their postcards, and I am not seeing that expense or in-kind donation listed, either, unless that was 
part of that $1,472.27 (again, that seems very low for graphic design, the volume of postcards sent, postage, and text 
service).  
 
As a voter, I expected to be able to see how much our candidates spent by election day on their campaigns, as is 
required by campaign finance law, and who contributed to each campaign. Unfortunately, this candidate did not make 
this possible, and I hope the Department of State considers this carefully when reviewing and considering appropriate 
fines. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christie Koester 
 
--  
Christie Wahlert Koester 
christiewahlert@gmail.com 
812-219-9860 



 

 
MICHIGAN BUREAU OF  ELECTIONS  

RICHARD H .  AUSTIN BUILDING ●  1ST FLOOR ●  430  W.  ALLEGAN ●  LANSING,  MICHIGAN 48918  
Mi ch i gan .gov/E le ct i ons  ●  (517)  335-3234  

February 24, 2023 
Amber Swift  
2369 Byron Shores Dr. SW 
Byron Center, MI 49315       
 
Re: Koester v. Swift 

Campaign Finance Complaint No. 2022-11-209-233 

 
Dear Ms. Swift: 
 
The Department of State (Department) has finished investigating the campaign finance 
complaint filed against you by Christie Koester 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 have not filed the appropriate financial statements after spending 
more than $1,000 in expenditures on yard signs, two-sided full color postcards, and two-sided 
full color fliers in support of your candidacy. 
 
You responded to the complaint by email on December 26, 2022. In your response, you stated 
that, until you received the complaint, you had no idea that you were out of compliance with the 
MCFA and that you offered your sincere apology. Once you were made aware, you indicated 
that you took immediate actions to contact the Kent County Elections Division, and that they 
assisted you in filing your required reports. You stated that you filed your pre-election statement 
and post-election statement and paid your fines in full on December 20, 2022. You further stated 
that you filed your compliance affidavit on December 22, 2022 and your annual statement on 
December 24, 2022. You included all of those filings in your response.  
 
Finally, you indicated that you paid all expenses for your campaign personally—that you had no 
contributions and that the reports you submitted following notice of the complaint fully disclosed 
all expenditures.  
 
Ms. Koester provided a rebuttal to your response in an email dated January 9, 2023. In that 
statement, she questioned the expenses you disclosed in your reports. She argued that the $1,472 
you reported for the “full color, large postcards mailed to every household in Byron Center, 
postage for those many thousands of postcards, additional postcards printed and included in GOP 
literature, and texts sent to every area number” was too low.  
 



Amber Swift  
Page 2 
 
Further, she stated that she expects to be able to assess how much candidates spend on their 
elections and she feels that you deprived her of that ability.  
 
The MCFA requires committees 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).  
 
The Department has independently reviewed the Kent County Campaign Finance website. You 
filed your outstanding reports on the dates you indicated and you paid your late filing fees of 
$700 on December 22, 2022. You were also issued an error and omission notice on January 3, 
2023 and filed amended pre-election, post-election, and annual reports on January 13, 2023.  
 
Upon review of the evidence submitted, the Department and finds that sufficient evidence has 
been presented to support a finding of a potential violation of the MCFA. After reaching this 
conclusion, the Act requires the Department to “endeavor to correct the violation or prevent a 
further violation by using informal methods” if it finds that “there may be reason to believe that a 
violation … has occurred [.]” MCL 169.215(10). The objective of an informal resolution is “to 
correct the violation or prevent a further violation.” Id.    
 
You acknowledged in your response that you did not realize that you were out of compliance 
with the MCFA. Once you were made aware, you filed the required reports and then amended 
them when the county notified you of errors or omissions in your initial reports. Additionally, 
you paid your outstanding fees for late reports.  
 
Given the steps you took to address the violation, the Department has determined that a formal 
warning is a sufficient resolution to the complaint and will consider this matter concluded.  
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
c:  Christie Koester 
 Ruth Wilke  
 Gavin Wilke 

https://kent.mi.campaignfinance.us/iDocuments.php?iCommitteeID=129753&cmdOk=View+Campaign+Statements
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