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Pscotmyers replied a year ago (Tue, 30 Aug, 2016 at 4:26 PM) 
to : pdc@pdc.wa.gov 
Hello Jacob, 
  
My name is Pat Myers.  
  
I am the treasurer for the Dick Anderson campaign. 
  
As well, I am employed by a newspaper in Pacific County, the Willapa Harbor 
Herald.  My newspaper has endorsed this candidate and has, as such, run independent 
advertising for this campaign.  By independent I mean to say that no conversation has 
ever been engaged in with the candidate about the advertising that we have done in 
favor of this campaign.  I have had a number of conversations with personnel at the 
PDC over the past 6 to 8 weeks to ensure that the newspaper nor the candidate are 
doing anything improperly.  Every ad that the newspaper has run regarding the 
campaign has been registered and reported via the C6 form.  I was told by Laura at the 
PDC that there was no limit on the amount of advertising that we could do for this 
campaign as long as the candidate was not involved in it in anyway.  Laura was also the 
person who walked me through the C6 form as I was having trouble with it. I thought 
that my reports were being registered when they, in fact,  were not.  It turned out that I 
was not making it all the way through the process.  Once I learned of my mistakes 
I registered a report for every ad that ran.  I also understand that since Mr. Anderson is 
uninvolved in this advertising that it is not required to be declared as a campaign 
contribution, which this advertising is not intended to be. 
  
And finally, this campaign received a $500 contribution from the PUD Electrical Workers 
Union.  Before the check was deposited and entered it into the ledger I again called the 
PDC, I think I spoke with Chip,  to make sure that we were in compliance.  I include this 
fact here because I want to impress upon you that I have been diligent in my efforts to 
stay in compliance.  
  
All in all, at the time of this writing I have spoken with the PDC on 5 separate occasions. 
  
Please contact me if you have further needs or questions.  My cell is 360-880-1975. 
  
Thank you. 
  
  
Pat Myers 
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May 19, 2017 
 
Dear Kurt, 
 
First off, I would like to know if the complainant is a real person.  This is a small 
community and the name Ron Bloom is not familiar to me and his records do not appear 
locally.  I think that it is only prudent for this process to require that actual people are 
behind the complaints.  Please advise. 
 
I would like to start this letter with a set of facts.  When I decided to involve the 
newspaper that I worked for at the time in the running of advertising favoring Mr. 
Anderson I picked up the phone and called the PDC.  I called and asked to speak to a 
specialist.  When the specialist answered I thought she introduced herself as Lori. 
 
I told Lori that the Willapa Harbor Herald would want to run ads in favor of the Dick 
Anderson campaign.  I specifically told Lori that I was an employee of the newspaper 
company.  I specifically told  her that I was the treasurer of the Anderson campaign.  I 
specifically told her that I did not own the newspaper.    After hearing all of that she 
replied, "Then you should be okay."  She went on to tell me that there was no monetary 
"cap" on that type of advertising.  A fact that I had not yet learned, so the details of the 
conversation stuck in my memory. 
 
With this knowledge I carried on and ordered advertising based on the information that 
Lori had given me.  I did not make any kind of contact with the candidate when I 
designed the ads.  I did not make contact with the candidate when I scheduled the ad.  At 
no time did Anderson know of the advertising before it ran.  
 
With that said here are my responses to your questions. 
1.  I met Dick Anderson about 20 years ago on a construction job site. 
2.  Dick and I had both been independently attending PUD commission meetings for the 
prior several years.  Dick knew that I was "email" friendly, where he was not, so he asked 
me to help him. 
3.  We would basically see each other at the PUD meetings twice a month.  There were 
no personal meetings that were set up to discuss his campaign and there was no email 
correspondence.  There were probably a couple of  brief phone conversations but I don't 
remember them. 
4.  When Dick and I spoke of his campaign it was always only about the reporting and 
finances of the campaign. 
5.  Mr. Anderson handled the receiving of contributions.  I only remember 1 contribution 
of $500 being made.  
6.  Deposits: I don't remember if I made it or if he did.  Since my resignation from this 
campaign shortly after this complaint was made I no longer have access to those records 
to verify this information.  
7.  Payments:  Again, this is from memory, so the details are sketchy.  I believe that the 
only service that was paid for out of the campaign account was for one ad that ran in the 
Long Beach newspaper and I may have written that check.  Just not sure at this point. 
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8.  I did not pick up any goods or services. 
9.  Advertising Discussion: I did not ever discuss any of the advertising that ran in the 
Herald with Mr. Anderson. 
10. I am not employed at the Willapa Harbor Herald since January of this year.  At the 
time I was a publisher/editor/salesman/graphic artist.  It is a small weekly paper with 3 
full time employees so everyone did everything. 
11.  Only after talking with specialist Lori and hearing that I was within my rights to do 
so did I decide, for the Herald, to run the campaign ads that favored Mr. Anderson. 
12.  The Herald had run many campaign ads for many other candidates in the past.  
Elections are a major revenue source for newspapers.  
 
In summary, I felt that specialist Lori and the PDC that she was representing were the 
highest authority on the matter of qualifications for running such advertising and that I 
had received a green light to run said advertising.  Without that review of the facts by 
Lori and her subsequent  "go ahead" those ads would not have been run by the Herald. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Pat Myers 
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Question 1:  I do not remember how or if I described which position I held with 
the company.  My usual self introduction is, “Hello, my name is Pat Myers and I 
am with the Willapa Harbor Herald newspaper”. 
 
Question 2:  Your questions here lead me to believe that you feel that I was 
being intentionally deceptive.  I guess that I might want to turn this question 
back to the PDC and ask why the specialist did not ask, after I identified 
myself as an employee of the newspaper, qualifying questions such as, in your 
position do you make decisions?  When I told here that I was not an owner she 
simply said, “Then I think you should be ok”.  That comment to me meant that I 
was within my rights to move forward with the ads even though I was employed by 
the newspaper and the campaign treasurer. If specialist Lori had asked those 
questions and determined that I was not within my rights to run the ads and then 
came back and said that …they would not have run.   
I am assuming by these questions that it would have been better had I been a 
reporter rather than a manager.  If this is the case, is there a reason that 
your specialist did not further inquire into my position with that newspaper?  
Are they trained to ask such questions?  The point that I am trying to make here 
is that your people should have been more diligent if there is a distinction 
between a decision making employee and one that does not make decisions.  The 
questions should have been asked.  I am a neophyte when it comes to elections, 
politics and campaigns.  That is why I called. 
 
Question 3:  I have already established that I do not own the paper.  The paper 
is owned by Flannery Properties, a corporation located in Los Angeles, CA.  This 
can be substantiated through the state’s corporation licensing department or by 
my tax returns. 
  
Question 4:  Yes. 
 
Question 5:  I am unclear as to what you want from this question, it doesn’t 
make sense to me.  
 
Question 6:  I attend the commission meetings as an involved citizen of Pacific 
County. I continue to attend when I can.  I did not ever write a news report 
regarding the PUD.  As this utility is part of the democracy that I belong to I 
am afforded the right to attend commission meetings and every so often be able 
to add my 2 cents to the discussion. 
 
Question 7:  I have attended several city council meetings and county commission 
meetings in the past.  I did not write a news report on any of them. 
 
Question 8:  Yes, I did have several conversations with Mr. Anderson during that 
time.  We discussed what we thought was right and wrong about the goings on at 
the PUD.  There were others that I spoke with and whom spoke with me about the 
same topics during the same timeframe.  
 
Question 9:  As I recall, the banner ad was produced and placed in the paper by 
the production department.  I created the message, as I knew of Mr. Anderson’s 
positions from attending the meetings.  I produced the large ad and it was 
placed by the production department. 
 
Question 10:  All services are free with the ad.  All customers get this.  Three 
of the 4 primary candidates ran ads with the paper.  Mr. Brummel was the only 
one that did not.   
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Speaking of Mr. Brummel, he has a vendetta against the paper since it reported 
on his fall from grace several years back when the state caught him selling 
narcotics over the internet to patients with no or weak doctors prescriptions.  
He lost his license to practice and he lost his pharmacy. The Herald covered the 
story.   I only bring this up as motive for his accusation. 
 
Question 11:  Again, I created the message in the ads because I knew of his 
positions from attending the meetings.  As I have already provided you, I did 
not discuss any of those ads with Mr. Anderson in advance of them running. 
 
Question 12:  I think that the question “why so many” is subjective.  I do not 
think that it was so many.  I made the decision to run ads that favored Mr. 
Anderson because I liked his positions more than those of the other candidates.  
Had Mr. Anderson not run I believe that candidate Mike Lignoski would have been 
the benefactor of those ads because I liked most of his positions as well.   
 
Question 13:  The newspaper ran news reports on issues that concerned the 
citizens of the county.  Some of those reports included issues that were being 
dealt with at the PUD.  The Willapa Harbor Herald was not the only news agency 
that was covering the PUD and those issues.  The Chinook Observer was also 
attending and reporting on those issues.  Some of the issues included the large 
management salary increases that happened, they gave themselves a 40% raise, the 
use of and ultimate destruction of a rented piece of equipment by a PUD manager 
at his home and for personal use, a 15 year old extension project that had never 
been completed and was costing the citizens 10s of millions, lack of commission 
oversight, and so on.  The newspaper ran those ads because Mr. Anderson was on 
the right side of those and other issues.  The Chinook Observer also came out in 
favor of Mr. Anderson during this election. 
 
Question 14: Yes, the Herald ran an insert for Mike Swanson, who was running for 
PUD Commissioner, he was an incumbent.  I have no example to send.   
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Kurt Young

From: Phil Stutzman

Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2016 6:14 PM

To: Jacob Berkey; Evelyn Lopez; Kurt Young; Lori Anderson

Subject: FW: One more thing.......Fwd: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD 

Commissioner Election

From: Phil Stutzman  

Sent: Saturday, April 25, 2015 6:55 PM 

To: Pat Myers <pscotmyers@aol.com> 

Cc: Tony Perkins <tony.perkins@pdc.wa.gov> 

Subject: RE: One more thing.......Fwd: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election 

 
Mr. Myers, 

 

Thank you for your response concerning the Sponsor Identification on your flyer supporting Mike Swanson’s 2014 

campaign.  The Sponsor Identification on political advertising that is required by RCW 42.17A.320 is a requirement to 

identify the name and address of the person or group who paid for the advertising.  Its purpose is not to identify people 

who generally support the statements in the ad, unless those people actually help pay for the ad.  For example, if 

Richard Andersen agreed with the content of your ad, but did not help pay for it, his name and address should not be 

included as a sponsor.  Since you paid for the ad, your name and address is required to appear in the ad, along 

with  words such as, “Paid for by…” or “Sponsored by …”.  You were required to list, in at least ten point font, “Paid for 

by Pat Myers” followed by your address. 

 

PDC staff does not intend to pursue enforcement action in this instance for your lack of proper sponsor 

identification.  Please ensure that future political advertising includes proper sponsor identification.  Failure to do so 

could result in more formal enforcement action.  If you plan to sponsor political advertising in the future, and have 

questions, please contact the Public Disclosure Commission for guidance.  I am including a link to our Political 

Advertising brochure.  Thank you. 

 

Political Advertising Guide – April 2015 

 

Phil Stutzman 

 

 
Philip E. Stutzman 
Director of Compliance 
Direct Line: 360-664-8853 
Email: phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov 
PDC Main No. 360-753-1111 
Toll-Free in Washington State 
1-877-601-2828 
Website:  www.pdc.wa.gov 
Follow us on Facebook! 
 

From: Pat Myers [mailto:pscotmyers@aol.com]  

Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 4:58 PM 
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To: Phil Stutzman 

Subject: Re: One more thing.......Fwd: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election 

 
Hello Mr. Stutzman, 
  
The Rate Payers Who Support Responsible Commissioners are myself and Richard Andersen, also a PUD patron.  We 
have worked together along with others to try to persuade our PUD commission to be more transparent to the ratepayers 
of this county.  I was not aware that I had to individually list our names.  This was not an attempt to hide as I/we have 
been very vocal, both by way of the newspaper and at the commission meetings and so had no reason or desire to be 
anonymous.  Therefore, my reason for using this name is because there are two of us and we are rate payers who 
support responsible commissioners. 
  

Sponsor Identification on flyer:  The sponsor identification on your flyer stated, “Paid for by Rate 

Payers Who Support Responsible Commissioners.”  It did not include your name and address, as 

required by RCW 42.17A.320.  As noted in the statute, the use of an assumed name for the sponsor of 

political advertising is unlawful.  Please explain why you used the name Rate Payers Who Support 

Responsible Commissioners, and omitted your name and address.  

  
  
Pat Myers 
Publisher 
Flannery Publications 
Willapa Harbor Herald 
Grays Harbor Herald 
Town Crier 
Traveler's Companion  
360-942-3466  Ext.225 
  
  
  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Phil Stutzman <phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov> 
To: Pat Myers <pscotmyers@aol.com> 
Cc: Tony Perkins <tony.perkins@pdc.wa.gov> 
Sent: Fri, Apr 24, 2015 3:20 pm 
Subject: RE: One more thing.......Fwd: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election 

Pat, 
  
Thank you for your February 26th reply to my questions about the cost of the ad you sponsored supporting Mike 

Swanson’s 2014 reelection campaign for Pacific County PUD Commissioner.  It appears that you made an in-kind 

contribution to Mr. Swanson’s campaign totaling $422.80, which was under the maximum allowable contribution for his 

campaign, since he selected the Mini Reporting option, which limited him to raising and spending no more than $5,000 

and accepting no more than $500 from any one contributor.  However, there is one additional issue that needs to be 

addressed. 
  
Sponsor Identification on flyer:  The sponsor identification on your flyer stated, “Paid for by Rate Payers Who Support 

Responsible Commissioners.”  It did not include your name and address, as required by RCW 42.17A.320.  As noted in 

the statute, the use of an assumed name for the sponsor of political advertising is unlawful.  Please explain why you 

used the name Rate Payers Who Support Responsible Commissioners, and omitted your name and address.  
  
RCW 42.17A.320 states, in part, ” (1) All written political advertising, whether relating to candidates or ballot 

propositions, shall include the sponsor's name and address. All radio and television political advertising, whether relating 

to candidates or ballot propositions, shall include the sponsor's name. The use of an assumed name for the sponsor of 

electioneering communications, independent expenditures, or political advertising shall be unlawful. For partisan office, 

if a candidate has expressed a party or independent preference on the declaration of candidacy, that party or 
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independent designation shall be clearly identified in electioneering communications, independent expenditures, or 

political advertising. (Emphasis added) 
  
WAC 390-18-010 states, in part, (4) Printed advertising shall clearly state, in an area set apart from any other printed 

matter, that it has been paid for by the sponsor (Example: (1) Paid for by the XYZ committee, mailing address, city, state, 

zip code; (2) Vote for John Doe, paid for by John Doe, mailing address, city, state, zip code). 
  
Please reply to the sponsor identification question by May 1, 2015.  Thank you. 
  
Phil Stutzman 
  
  

 
Philip E. Stutzman 
Director of Compliance 
Direct Line: 360-664-8853 
Email: phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov 
PDC Main No. 360-753-1111 
Toll-Free in Washington State 
1-877-601-2828 
Website:  www.pdc.wa.gov 
Follow us on Facebook! 
  
From: Pat Myers [mailto:pscotmyers@aol.com]  

Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2015 4:13 PM 

To: Phil Stutzman 

Subject: One more thing.......Fwd: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election 

  
Sorry Phil, 
  
I did not give you the date that the insert ran.  It was Wednesday, October 15, 2014. 
  
Pat Myers 
Publisher 
Flannery Publications 
Willapa Harbor Herald 
Grays Harbor Herald 
Town Crier 
Traveler's Compaion 
360-942-3466  Ext.225 
  
  
  
-----Original Message----- 

From: Pat Myers <pscotmyers@aol.com> 

To: phil.stutzman <phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov> 

Sent: Thu, Feb 26, 2015 4:07 pm 

Subject: Re: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election 

Hello Phillip,  
   
Just got back to the office yesterday and I am happy to oblige.  
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Here are the costs associated with my donation to Mike Swanson's campaign ad.  These are fair maket values that the 
newspaper would charge a paying customer.  The design/prepress work would have charged out at $75 for the Swanson 
side of the mailer.  The press charge for the print job was $334.80.  Half of the print job was for the Swanson side of the 
mailer which divides down to $167.40.  And the newspaper charges $82/thousand for insertion and it mails 4,400 peices a 
week.  This equates to $360.80 for the entire piece, the Swanson portion divides down to $180.40.  The entire job charge 
for the Swanson ad is $422.80.  
   
Let me know if you need anything else.  
   
   
Pat Myers  
Publisher  
Flannery Publications  
Willapa Harbor Herald  
Grays Harbor Herald  
Town Crier  
Traveler's Compaion  
360-942-3466  Ext.225  
   
   
   
-----Original Message-----  

From: Phil Stutzman <phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov>  

To: pscotmyers <pscotmyers@aol.com>  

Cc: Tony Perkins <tony.perkins@pdc.wa.gov>  

Sent: Wed, Feb 18, 2015 4:10 pm  

Subject: Ad Supporting Mike Swanson During 2014 PUD Commissioner Election  

Pat Myers, Publisher  
Willapa Harbor Herald  
   
Mr. Myers,  
   
It has come to the attention of the Public Disclosure Commission that you are the sponsor of the attached flyer that was 
included in the Willapa Harbor Herald during the 2014 Pacific County PUD Commissioner election, in support of 
Commissioner Mike Swanson’s re-election.  I have confirmed with Mike Swanson that you are the sponsor of the attached 
flyer, and that he did not plan, coordinate, or pay for the flyer.  
   
I need to discuss with you the details of this political advertising to determine whether you were required to report its cost 
as an Independent Expenditure or Electioneering Communication, and to determine whether you complied with the 
Sponsor Identification requirements for the flyer.  I called your office today and was told you would not be back until after 
next week.  Please contact me immediately upon your return so that we can discuss this matter and determine how to 
resolve the reporting and sponsor identification issues.  I need to know the following:  
   

•         The cost of designing and printing the flyer.  It appears that half the cost is for pizza coupons and half is in support of Mike 
Swanson’s relection.  

•         If you paid the newspaper, the cost for inserting the flyer.  
•         If you did not pay the newspaper, the fair market value for another person to insert a similar flyer in the newspaper  
•         The cost of distribution to those receiving the newspaper who did not pay for its distribution.  
•         Any other costs associated with producing and distributing the flyer.  
•         The date of distribution  

   
Thank you.  
   
Phil Stutzman  
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Philip E. Stutzman  
Director of Compliance  
Direct Line: 360-664-8853  
Email: phil.stutzman@pdc.wa.gov  
PDC Main No. 360-753-1111  
Toll-Free in Washington State  
1-877-601-2828  
Website:  www.pdc.wa.gov  
Follow us on Facebook!  
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