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I. IDENTITY OF COMPLAINANT:
Fred T. Blanton

3011 E. Richey Rd.

Humble, TX 77338-3357

Ph 832-526-7979 II. IDENTITY OF RESPONDENTS:

John E. Pickleman, Chancellor NHMCCD

Raymon Laughter, Vice Chancellor NHMCCD

Renee Smith Byas, Vice Chancellor NHMCCD

Susan B. Wright, Executive Director of Communications NHMCCD

Martin Basaluda, Board Member NHMCCD

David S. McIver, Board Member NHMCCD

Stephanie Marquard, Board Member NHMCCD

John Fox, Board Member NHMCCD

David A. Vogt, Board Member NHMCCD

Maria Flotte O’Neil, Board Member NHMCCD

Richard Campbell, Board Member NHMCCD

Pricilla Kelly, Board Member NHMCCD

William “Randy” Bates, Board Member NHMCCD

Charles “Johann” Kohl, Manager Publications NHMCCD

Judy A Stubblefield, Executive Assistant to the Chancellor NHMCCD

Marilyn Fisher,  Administrative Assistant NHMCCD

Cynthia F. Gilliam, Vice Chancellor NHMCCD

Address of the above: 5000 Research Forest Drive, The Woodlands, TX 77381 Ph 832-813-6500

III. NATURE OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION:

The specific nature of the alleged violation is a Post Card mailed to 399,819 households of registered voters within the NHMCCD

district.  This constitutes 399,819 separate complaints as I was advised that since all are identical, that this one form will act as a

“multiple COMPLAINT.”    This multiple “COMPLAINT” is further filed separately and individually against each respondent. 

This post card makes a political statement of: “If authorized, the bonds will require NO INCREASE IN THE TAX RATE.”  The

statement is “qualitative” in that in no place in the ORDER calling for the election and issuance of the bonds is such a statement or

quantitative fact or figure given.  The ORDER in total contradiction states that the Debt service rate can go as high as $.50 per 100

dollars of assessed valuation and not to exceed a total tax rate of $.80 per $100.00 of assessed valuation for a period of up to 40

years.  To deceptively say or make a statement as a fact that there will be no TAX RATE INCREASE is a false premise when no

such promise is contained in the ORDER, and the ORDER speaks the opposite.  The “Statement and Thrust” of the “Post Card” is

political in nature and not factual, when the facts are to the contrary.

Further statement on the “address” side of the post card go on to make more qualitative statements to the effect of making a

hypothetical projections such as the following:

1. ....current and future student enrollment,.....

2. ...serve local hospitals and emergence service providers....

3. ...programs to support local business and industry....

4. ...improve current security and information technology....



The above statements make “icing on a cake” and are inducements to vote for the bonds.  People typically want all good things

and are influenced by painting this as all positive, when it is  unknown quality issue statements, and not statements of facts that are

contained within the bond order.  There is no language that speaks in the bonds that they will benefit for the current and future

students, what if the spending is on all of the wrong things?  To state that the bonds will once again serve local hospitals and

emergence service providers is once again a favorable judgement call and is “qualitative” and does not speak to any facts

contained within the Election  Order.

On the Post Card the words of “construction bonds” are mentioned as the sole description, yet a judgmental or qualitative

description is stated as programs to support local business and industry; and the same argument is seen with the “improve current

security and information technology” statement.  It too is a qualitative and judgmental political statement as there is nothing of

factual statement in the Election order calling for the bonds that is speaking to these facts as stated.

I see no problem with the non-address side of the post card other than the statement of the word “Convenient” falls into a

judgmental description.  Many people found that there was little convenience in finding the campuses and parking was very

difficult.  Once again this Post Card is “spinning” an opinion and definitely not  FACTS, as was the experience of many people.

It is believed that Jurisdiction of the Texas Ethics Commission is covered under these violations under Title 15 of the Election

Code of Political advertising or in or amongst other covered statutes of which the Commission has Jurisdiction.

IV. STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The Facts in these complaints are as follows:

1. On or about February 7, 2006 Respondent Marilyn Fisher ordered Election boundary maps of Montgomery County from

Montgomery County in the cost of $8.00

2. On or about January 30, 2006 Respondent  Judy Stubblefield order voter data from Montgomery County 

3. On or about April 19, 2006 Respondent  Charles Kolh requested the first postage check for the US Post office.  Note that

this was long before I have ever sent out any mailings.  The date on the final file that went to them was on April 25, 2006.

Mailed on the 26 .   The second comparison page was sent to them on May 2, 2006 and mailed the same day.  Secondth

Postage Check was requested on May 3, 2006

4. According to an interview by Mr. Brandon Moeller of the Tomball Poruteri Newspaper, Mr. Pickleman is quoted as

stating that they (district) were countering my flyers that were being mailed out that stated that there would be a tax rate

increase.

5. It is uncertain who within the NHMCCD placed the order for National Mail Advertising, Inc. Sales order # 210282 in the

amount of $17,405.25, however this invoice copy was contained in a “Public Information Act Request” from the

NHMCCD.

6. Respondent Pickleman admits in an interview in July that appears in “The Potpourri” Newspaper (8-9-2006) that the Post

Card was in response to two political mailings I had made.  In direct defense of the Post Card to counter claims that I

stated that there would be a tax and tuition increase.  I MADE NO SUCH CLAIMS, as evidenced in the attached flyers

that Pickleman claims he is responding to; this further indicates the intent and direction of “advocacy” of a political

position taken in the Post Cards.

7. Respondents, Wright, Gilliam are also quoted as contributing to the position on the Post Card.  Byas approved it, and yet

it is not in the three languages as required under Federal guide lines, make a further indication that their intent was to

reach the voting public that I was advertising to.

8. There is ample evidence as listed in the documents that all parties to this complaint were well aware, approved of the

actions and or took no steps to thwart the actions of those that did this and created this Post Card.  You can see that a

copy of the laws, rules and warnings came themselves from many of the respondents in this complaint.

9. The total expenditure of funds exceeds that which is allowable without board approval and as of this date the Board has

done nothing towards the firing, punishment or reprimand of any of those that planned, organized or controlled this

action, including the head of the External affairs department, Mr. Laughter.  The Open Records information in itself is

incomplete in the questions asked as to whom authorized, approved, placed the order and other actions that led to the

completion of the Post Cards.  The postage exceeds the $25,000 limit without board approval and yet this board has

taken no actions whatsoever on this matter and they are very aware of the actions and have defended them.

10. There is clear evidence that all parties involved, by email on numerous occasions, did either send or sent and received the

documents listed as #7 and #10 and were fully aware, yet chose to try to “slip it by.”



V. LISTING OF DOCUMENTS:

The Documents that are the evidence entered herewith this complaint are as follows:

1. Copy of the “Post Card” sent to two addresses within the NHMCCD District.  This is a copy of the front and the back of

two of the Post Cards that were received by registered voters.  Statement noted in Section II are contained on therein.

2. Copy of the order for the Montgomery County election Administration office for maps by Marylin Fisher used as

provided in the Public Information Request.

3. Copy of the CD of registered voters in Montgomery County by Judy Stubblefield used as provided in the Public

Information Request.

4. Copy of the Tomball  Poruteri Article by Reporter Brandon Moller, describing the actions by Mr. Pickleman and linking

the evidence in this complaint.

5. Copy of the April 26, 2006 mailing by Fred T. Blanton

6. Copy of the May 3, 2006 mailing by Fred T. Blanton

7. Copies of the Laws, rules and regulations of the Texas Election code  sent to all employees of the District by NHMCCD

General Counsel, Rene Byas

8.  Copies of the April 19, 2006 Check Request in the amount of $21,450.00 for postage for the Post Cards by Mr. Koll In

Mr. Laughter’s Department.

9. Copies of the May 3, 2006 Check Request in the amount of $14,918.43 for postage for the Post Cards by Mr. Koll In Mr.

Laughter’s Department.  (Approval signature appears to be that of Laughter)

10. Copies of the Email of Linda Stegall March 28 forwarding the Rene S. Byas email of March 24, 2006 and the Patty S

Blueitt email of March 13, 2006 all concerning employee activities and participation in Elections and having the

attachments as attached behind said email document.

11. Copies of the July 20, 2006 response acknowledging the existence of the National Mail order for the printing of the Post

Cards and that NHMCCD has no other supporting documents as to the origin of this transaction and or payment and or

who ordered it.

12. Copies of definitions of terms used in describing the intent and direction of the position advocated in the Post Cards.

13. Copy of order calling election and the amendment changing the amount of the bond issue.
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