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Estabrook	Hearing		Statement		
	
As	discussed	with	Mr	Wayne	last	week,	I	would	like	to	make	some	points	with	regards	to	what	I	believe	
to	be	a	lack	of	communication	and	a	flaw	within	the	qualification	process.	
	
As		a	first	time	candidate	I	would	like	to	start	with	discussing	my	frustrations	with	a	lack	of	information/	
training/	overview	of	the	Clean	Election	Act	and	the	process	of	becoming	certified.	If	it	wasn’t	for	a	now	
Representative	I	wouldn’t	have	a	copy	of	the	rule	book.	I	understand	and	accept	that	we	are	in	the	day	
of	the	internet.	What	Id	like	to	make	the	Commission	aware	of	is	that	entire	State	of	Maine	doesn’t	have	
access	to	internet.	Currently	the	Town	of	Chesterville	where	I	live	internet	is	not	available	to	the	entire	
Town.	Meaning	not	that	people	can’t	afford	it.	Consolidated	communications	doesn’t	service	the	entire	
Town	with	service.	The	service	that	most	have	in	Chesterville	is	spotty	as	best.I	can	provide	more	
technical	information,		if	needed.	I	can	only	assume	that	the	Commission	recognizes	email	as	less	than	
perfect	method	of	communication	seeing	as	I	was	mailed	a	hard	copy	of	the	Commissions	findings	
(postmarked	May	2nd).	
My	assumption	is	based	on	the	fact	that	I	don’t	believe	our	government	would	unnecessarily	make	more	
work	for	itself	and	it’s	employees	nor	use	tax	payers	dollars	for	postage	without	good	reason.	
	
I	collected	76	$5	contributions.	Out	of	those	76	I	recognize	that	8	where	going	to	be	disqualified	based	
on	not	having	the	proper	cash	“second	slip”	filled	out.	My	volunteers	and	myself	didn’t	realize	this	was	
necessary	until	I	myself	gave	$5	cash	to	a	senate	candidate	and	was	asked	to	fill	out	the	“second	cash	
slip”.	I	take	full	responsibility	for	those	8	being	disqualified.	
	
The	issue	more	pressing	in	my	opinion	is	the	number	of	contributions	disqualified	by	being	entered	into	
the	online	system	as	requested	and	the	system	having	no	recognition	or	acknowledgment	that	these	are	
indeed	registered	voters.	One	example	that	stands	out	is	voter	Stephan	Bunker,	previous	candidate	for	
the	House	from	Farmington,	endorsed	and	funded	by	this	commission.	I	can	list	the	names	individually	if	
needed,	for	the	purpose	of	this	letter	know	that	out	of	12	that	were	considered	disqualified	2	should	
have	been	disqualified	as	they	recently	moved	to	Farmington	and	haven’t	registered	in	the	Town	yet.		
An		algorithm	change	is	needed,	so	that	when	a	person	fills	out	the	contribution	sheet	and	puts	Steve,	
the	commission	in	my	opinion	should	recognize	Stephan	or	Stephen	or	Steve	as	acceptable	names	of	
registered	voter	living	at	that	address.	example	:	Stephan	Bunker	404	Bailey	Hill	Rd	Farmington	Maine	
04938	
I	am	to	understand	that	names	not	verified	online	and	have	verified	by	Town	Clerks.	As	of	the	writing	of	
this	letter	5:46pm	Sunday,	May	8th	2022,	(please	see	attached)	the	status	of	all	76	contributions	is	stated	
online	as	pending.	How	is	a	candidate	to	know	which	voters	needs	verification	from	Town	Clerk		if	when	
the	website	is	checked	the	status	is	still	pending.	When	reading	the	instructions	I	read	that	any	
unverified	contributions	needed	to	be	verified	with	the	Town	Clerk.	In	my	case,	none	listed	as	valid	or	
invalid	all	are	pending.		
The	online	voter	entry	needs	to	be	dissolved	and	have	candidates	take	collected	signatures	papers	to	
Town	Clerk	for	verification	as	is	required	of	candidates	when	collecting	signatures	to	be	on	the	ballot.	I	
believe	creating	this	consistency	in	protocol	would	be	a	Benefit	to	all.		
The	other	suggestion	would	be	to	continue	to	have	candidates	enter	online,	yet	have	someone	within	
your	commission	verify	and	update	website	regularly.	
	
I	wish	for	a	healthy	and	productive	meeting.		
Respectfully	Submitted,		
Tiffany	Estabrook	
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To: Candidates for the Maine House of Representatives, District 75 

cc: Commission Members and Counsel 

From:  Jonathan Wayne, Executive Director 

Date: May 9, 2022 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

 

Hearing Scheduled for May 11, 2022 

On April 29, 2022, the staff of the Maine Ethics Commission completed its review of a 

request for Maine Clean Election Act funding by Ms. Tiffany Estabrook, a candidate for 

the Maine House of Representative, District 75. The Commission staff found that Ms. 

Estabrook did not submit 60 valid qualifying contributions during the qualifying period.  

Specifically, the Commission found a total of 11 qualifying contributions were invalid 

because the candidate did not submit confirmation that the contributors are registered to 

vote in the candidate’s house district, three contributors made two contributions; and the 

submission did not include ten Cash Qualifying Contribution (QC) Affirmation forms. 

For these reasons, the Commission staff determined Ms. Estabrook did not meet the 

requirements to receive Maine Clean Election Act funding under 21-A M.R.S. § 1125(5). 

 

Ms. Estabrook has appealed the staff determination. Pursuant to 21-A M.R.S.  

§ 1125(14), the Commission will hold a hearing on her appeal, with the agreement of the 

appellant, on Wednesday, May 11, 2022 at 10:00 a.m. The hearing will be held at the 

Commission office at 45 Memorial Circle, in Augusta. The hearing will be streamed to 

YouTube for the public to access. 

 

The May 11, 2022 hearing will be conducted in accordance with Chapter 2 of the 

Commission’s rules (available at www.maine.gov/ethics) and the Maine Administrative 

Procedure Act, 5 M.R.S. §§ 8001 et seq. 
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Issue to be Addressed at the Hearing 

At the hearing, Ms. Estabrook will have the burden of proving that the determination by the 

Commission staff was in error as a matter of law or was based on factual error. The members of 

the Commission are expected to reach a decision in the matter as part of the hearing. 

 

Opportunity to Present Evidence and Legal Argument 

The appellant, the Commission staff, and any intervenors may present evidence and legal 

argument at the May 11, 2022 hearing.  

 

Subpoenas 

Any requests to the Commission for issuance of subpoenas under 5 M.R.S. § 9060 should be 

made as soon as possible. Requests should be addressed to the William Schneider, Commission 

Chair, and emailed to Jonathan.Wayne@maine.gov. 

 

Relevant Statutes and Rules 

The following provisions are relevant to the proceeding: 

21-A M.R.S. § 1122(7) & (8) 

21-A M.R.S. § 1125(3), (3-B), (4), (5) & (14) 

Commission Rules, Chapter 3, Sections 2(4) & 3(1) 

 

Applications to Intervene as a Party 

Any person who wishes to intervene as a party to the proceeding should submit a letter to the 

Commission as soon as possible. Please address the letter to William Schneider, Commission 

Chair, and email the letter to Jonathan.Wayne@maine.gov. 

 

Questions 

If you have any questions concerning this notice, please call me at (207) 287-4179 or e-mail me 

at Jonathan.Wayne@maine.gov.  
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