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- )
Respondent. )
CONSENT ORDER

The parties having filed a Joint Stipulation of Facts, Waiver of Hearings before
the Missouri Ethics Commission, and Consent Order with Proposed Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law (“Joint Stipulation”) with the Missouri Ethics Commission in this
matter, the Missouri Ethics Commission hereby accepts as true the facts stipulated and
finds that the Respondent City of University City violated §130.031.8, RSMo, as stated in
the Joint Stipulation.

The Commission directs that all terms and orders of the Joint Stipulation be
adopted herein and implemented.

a. Respondent agrees that it will comply with all relevant sections of

Chapter 130, RSMo.

b. 1t is the order of the Missouri Ethics Commission that a letter of
concern be issued to the City of University City pursuant to §105.961.4(4),

RSMo.

SO ORDERED this 4 £ day of @ M/ ,2010,

o LBt

J inWright, Comnfissioner




BEFORE THE
MISSOURI ETHICS COMMISSION

MISSOURI ETHICS COMMISSION

Petitioner,

V. No. 09E231

CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY

Respondent.

JOINT STIPULATION OF FACTS, WAIVER OF HEARINGS BEFORE

THE MISSOURI ETHICS COMMISSION, AND CONSENT ORDER
WITH JOINT PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS

OF LAW

The undersigned parties jointly stipulate to the facts and consent to the action set
forth below.

The undersigned Respondent, the City of University City, acknowledges that it
has re(;eived and reviewed a copy of the Complaint filed by the Petitioner in this case,
and the parties submit to the jurisdiction of the Missouri Ethics CoMssion.

The undersigned Respondent further acknowledges that it is aware of the various
rights and privileges afforded by law, including but not limited to: the right to appear and
be represented by counsel; the right to have all charges against Respondent proven upon
the record by competent and substantial evidence; the right to cross-examine any witness
appearing at the hearing égainst Respondent; the right to present evidence on
Respondent’s own behalf at the hearing; and the right to a decision upon the record of the

hearing. Being aware of these rights provided to the Respondent by operation of law, the

undersigned Respondent knowingly and voluntarily waives each and every one of these
rights and freely enter into this Joint Stipulation of Facts, Waiver of Hearings before the




Missouri Ethics Commission, and Consent order with Joint Proposed Findings of Fact

and Conclusions of Law, and agree to abide by the terms of this document.

L

Based upon the foregoing, the Petitioner and the undersigned Respondent jointly
stipulate to the following and request that the Missouri Ethics Commission adopt as its
own the Joint Proposed Findings of Fact and the Joint Proposed Conclusions of Law, as
follows:_

JOINT FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Missouri Ethics Commission (“the Commission™) is an agency of the
State of Missouri esfablished pursuant to §105.955, RSMo, in part for the purpose of
enforcing the provisions of Chapter 130, RSMo.

2. - Respondent, City of University City, is a municipal body politic under the.
laws of the State of Missouri with a Council manager form of government, with the
powers of local self-government and home rule.

3. Respondent, City of University City as a municipal corporation in the
State of Missouri, is a person as deﬁncd by Section 130.011(22), RSMo.

4, According to Article HI, Section 8 of the Charter of the City of University
City, in pertinent part:

The council shall appoint an officer who shall have the title of "city

manager" and who shall have the powers and perform the duties provided
in this Charter. ..

5. According to Article III Section 19 of the Charter of the City of University
City, the city manager shall be the chief administrative officer of the city and shall be

responsible to the council for the proper administration of all the city's affairs.



6. The City Manager is the principal officer of the City for purposes of
Chapter 130.

7. In 2009, Julie Feier was the City Manager of the City of University City.

8. Proposition S was a ballot issue in the August 4, 2009 election i;vhich
proposed a one-fourth of one percent sales tax on goods sold in the City of University
City.

9. Prior to the August 4, 2009 clection, Respondent, City of University City,
published, circulated and distributed printed matter relative to Proposition S. The printed
matter is attached and incorporated into this complaint as Exhibit A.

10. Respondent paid to Traci Moore Graphics (“tmg”) $5,996.94, which
included $825.00 for layout and design costs on July 22, 2009, and $1, 392.86 in printing
costs, and $3,778.08 in mailing costs on July 31, 2009,

1. Réspondents paid Allmail USA, Inc. $3,778.06 on July 15, 2009.

12.  On July 31, 2009, a complaint was filed with Petitioner alleging campaign
finance violations against Respondent City of University City.

13.  Pursuant to §105.961.1, RSMo, a special investigator has conducted an
investigation and reported findings to the Commission.

JOINT CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. §130.031.8 RSMo states:
Any person publishing, circulating, or distributing any
printed matter relative to any candidate for public office or
any ballot measure shall on the face of the printed matter
identify in a clear and conspicuous manner the person who
paid for the printed matter with the words "Paid for by"

followed by the proper identification of the sponsor
pursuant to this section.



.....................

(3) In regard to any printed matter paid for by a corporation or other
business entity, labor organization, or any other organization not defined
to be a committee by subdivision (7) of section 130.011 and not organized
especially for influencing one or more elections, it shall be sufficient
identification to print the name of the entity, the name of the principal
officer of the entity, by whatever title known, and the mailing address of
the entity, or if the entity has no mailing address, the mailing address of
the principal officer. '

2. The printed matter identified as Exhibit A did not include any “Paid for
by” language as required by Section 130.031.8, RSMo.

3. The correct identification on all printed matter relative to Proposition S
which was paid for by Respondent was “Paid for by the City of University City, Julie
Feier, City Manager, 6801 Delmar Blvd, University City, MO 63130~

4. There is probable cause to believe that Respondent violated §130.031.8,
RSMo, by publishing, circulating and distributing printed matter without properly
identifying “Paid for by” on printed relative to Proposition S in the the August 4, 2009

election.
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Based on the foregoing, the parties hereto mutually agree and stipulate that the
following shall constitute the order entered by the Missouri Ethics Commission in this
matter. This order will be effective immediately upon the issuance of the Consent Order
of the Missouri Ethics Commission without further action by any party:

1. The parties to this Joint Stipulation understand that the Petitioner will
maintain this Joint Stipulation as an open and public record of the Missouri Ethics

Commission.



2. The CoMission shall issue its Consent Order in the form attached hereto
as Exhibit A

a. Respondent agreés that it will comply with all relevant sections of
Chapter 130, RSMo.

b. It is the order of the Missouri Ethics Commission that a letter of
concern be issued to the City of University City pursuant to §105.961.4(4),
RSMo.

3. The parties consent to the entry of record and approval of this Joint
Stipulation and to the termination of any further proceedings before the Commission
based upon the Complaint filed by the Petitioner in the above-styled action.

4, Respondent, together with its heirs and assigns, and his attorney, do
hereby waive, release, acquit and forever discharge the Missouri Ethics Commission and
its attorney of or from any liability, claim, actions, causes of action, fees, costs and
expenses, and compensation, including, but not limited to, a claim for attorney’s fees
whatsoever which respondent and their attorneys now have or which they may hereafter

have, which is based upon or arises out of the above-styled case.

PETITONER
By: el VNHn) SO
~~Julie A. Allen - Date

Executive Director
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John . Mulligan Date
City Attorney

1600 South Hanley, Suite 100
Richmond Heights, MO 63144
314-725-1135 Telephone
314-727-9071 Facsimile

General Counsel
Missouri Ethics Commission
Missouri Bar No. 35493

3411-A Knipp Drive
Jefferson City, MO 65102
Telephone: (573)751-2020
Telefax: (573) 526-4506

. Attorney for Petitioner



