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Allegations 

Complainant alleges the accused member, HD 23 chair, misused Party funds to promote interests 

antithetical to Party interests.  

Complainant also alleges accused member violated DPH Bylaws Article III, Section 2 by holding a District 

Council meeting without sufficient notice. 

On the Misuse of Funds 

In question are funds designated for the Party’s Summer of Resistance Drive, which was used to pay for 

a meeting held in HD 23 on August 26, 2017. 

The Complainant offers as evidence a meeting notice sent on August 21, and another on August 22, that 

emphasized the special session would be on the agenda. The Party email system was used for August 22 

email and sent to 723 members of HD 23 

State Party Chair Vandeveer immediately became aware and notified the defendant that the topic of the 

meeting needed to be the Resistance Drive since that’s what the funds were designated for. He also said 

he would be attending the meeting. 

On August 23, the accused member sent a corrected email to all members of her district that the 

Summer of Resistance Drive would be the topic of the August 26 meeting and the special session would 

not be a topic. This email also went to 723 members of HD 23. 

On August 25, the Complainant filed this Complaint, one day before the meeting in question. 

On August 26, the meeting was held and was run by Chair Vandeveer. The topic of the meeting was the 

Summer Resistance Drive, as confirmed by Chair Vandeveer. 

Therefore, this committee concludes the funds were spent appropriately. 

On the Violation of DPH Bylaws Article III, Section 2 – Five-Day Meeting Notification Rule 

The Complainant also alleges that DPH Bylaws Article III, Section 2 was violated because the meeting 

notice on August 22 was not sent at least five days prior to the meeting. 

DPH Bylaws Article III, Section 2 applies specifically to meetings of the District Council where 

deliberations may take place or decisions may be adopted for the District.  
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There is no evidence the intention of the meeting was a District Council meeting but instead District-

wide informational meeting. No Council business took place at the August 26 meeting.  

Other Assertions of the Complaint 

Besides the main claim that the accused had misused funds, the complaint makes assertions that the 

accused acted improperly as Chair of District 23 and in other ways. Since these assertions were not 

formally claimed as violations, the Investigation Committee did not consider them in this investigation. 

Conclusion 

The funds in question went towards their designated purpose. They were not misused. Therefore, this 

committee concludes the accusation of misuse of Party funds is without merit.  

The committee also concludes the five-day rule does not apply in this case so the accusation that DPH 

Bylaws Article III, Section 2 was violated is also without merit.  

Therefore, it is the recommendation of this committee that this Complaint be dismissed. 

 

 

________________________________________________ 

Alan Burdick, Chair, Investigation Committee 

 

________________________________________________ 

Tambry Young 

 

________________________________________________ 

Richard Halverson 
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