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Be: RAAviaory Opinion ?7-19A87
Daar My, Jump:

Your letter dated May 20, 15387 to the New Jersey Elaction Law
Enforcement Commiggion reguesting an advisory c¢pinlon has been
congidered py the Commission and I have been directed to isgus Lthis
TAEDONEe.

The Commigsion generally takes the view that the method of
allocation is in the first instance the responsibility of the
candidates or CORRittees involved. The proposal which you have
suggested to allecate general fundraiming and edminigtrative
sxpenges, hot earwarked for any partieular candidate, agually among
the candidates which the committee is supporting, is generally
considered an appropriate method of allocation, See Hag. 19:25-13.1
(F.J.h.C, 19:25~13,1). This is gubhject to the obsarvaticn that the
efforte of a committea may be so subhstantially greater on behalf of
certain of the candidates which it iz Bupporting that allocation of
general fundraising and administrative expenses equally to all
candidates Lt is supporting would not be Aporopriate in that casa,
Mo such facte are suggested by your lettar.

TYou should be aware that the commibtes has the cbligation of
advising each of the mandidates of the allocation s that the amsunts
can properly be {ncluded ip the reports to be filed by the
candidates., HN.J.5.A, 19:44A-8(a){2), {(bi(2).

Vary truly wours,
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