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Dear Mr.~ 
Suite 500 
740 North Scduwick Slreet 
Chicago. fllinois 60610 In a letter dated April 16,2003, the Board infom1ed 1 J that 
131.2J7J.p1hh0 
1]]~} ?.f..!·~~q3 {F.\XJ the Board had detennined that J had exceeded the campaign • 
\3121 74~·59Lli1 ITT'i'J contlibution limitations during the 2001-2002 reporting ,·ear by connibuting ' ' 
http:/ I WI'< w .cit} oli::hicago. o rg ) to the. Campaign Commiuee. 

~ 
In a letter to the Board, dated May 6, 2003, you responded to the Board's April 
16'h letter as follows: \ -· 

... [T]he contributions in question cameji·om nm (2} separate 
and distincr corporate entities- Incorporated and 
. I ~ 

~orp ... 

!'?,i!e they operate in the heating and cooling industry, they 
operate at opposite ends of the spectrum. Also, neither 
corporation owns the stock of the other and they are not the 
subsidiwy or parent of the other. However, as r/ze ordinance . .. 
does not define "otherwise a.(filiated," I cannor answer whether 
they are "otherwise ajjiliated. " I look to you jar guidance 011 that 
ISSUe . .. 

At its November 20, 2003 meeting, the Board took up the issue of the meaning of 
the tenn "otherwise affiliated" as used in Section 2-164-0-W (b) of the Campaign 
Financing Ordinance. At that meeting, the Board concluded that the term 
··affiliated company," for purposes of Section 2-164-040( b) ofthe Ordinance, shall 
mean "an entity that directly, or indirectly through one or more intennediaries, 
controls or is controlled by, or is under common control with, the entity 
specified."' 

NEli;H':ORH(lODS 1In its dclibermions on this mJ1H'C the Board noted th::n this definition is consistent with 
the ckfinilionoftl!e rem1"::dfilio.re" ns used in~: 2-92-~L20 of the hlunicip<.11 Code. cmided "City's 
\[inoriry-Ov.-nc-d ~1w.l \:Vomeu-OwncJ Du::.in(·:::-3 Entcqxis~ Pro...:urctnenr." ~- 2.9.:.320 (lr dK' __ _ 
\ltmicipul Code. e-ntitled ·'Jw.:lit!ibilit' !~)r ~\ \V;.;rd ofC onli\Kl<;. ,. ~md :; 5 7 -~~::;{ D H -J. l \.'t{i!JC· [lJinoist,:.); 
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Th1:- £:1);.:1r0 nc_\L addre::::--:..:0 
1.:urnpum~s ... under this d(:ilnition. 

In cormnuniccuions with. Bonrd sLaffregardJng this n1ntter~ you stated the :·~..-1/Iov, mg: 

I. the nmnr:o ... !'"is a '"generic n~1n1e'' l~'r :?-..: ·eral coqJorJtions. 
which includes · I Corp. and . I: 
1:- 'no! t, has done busineco 11·irh the 

and l do not slmre off:ce spclce: however, 
10es utilize storage space at I "'s t::,cilit_:: 

the h.vo companies do not share employees; however. l 's accounting 
depmtment ''assists" with s accounting: 

5. the two companies do not have common managers; • 
6. the two companies do not share equipment; and ' ' 7. the two companies do not have a common parent company with power to control 

both ent:\.lies. 

In a June 26. 2003 letter to you, Board staff requested additional information regarding the corporate 
structure of the two companies. According to your July 9, 2003 response. the two companies: 

1. have four officers in common: 
~), president of both; ·n· ~-"( • .-ii:.....i:-1, secrerary of both~ ', ' 

treasurer of both; and . vice-president of and 
assistant secretary or 

2. have one board member m comruon: 
3. have one common shareholder: 'Vho owns 52~ o of 

Corp. and is the sole shareholder ot 
4. have one person who has authority to malce. or to authorize the making of. campaign 

conttibutions on behalf of both companies: 
5. have one address where bill payments are handled; and 
6. have the smne "head of accounting" who "monitor[ s J and oversee[ s J the stah1s of 

account payables and receivables." 

Based on these facts, the Board concluded that Corp. and 
Incorporated m·e "under cmmnon control,"and, thus, are "afhnatea companies" for pwpose" or 
Section 2-164-040(b ), m1d a "single person" forpmvoses of Section 2-164-040( a), ofthe Ordinance. 
Therefore, the Board's April16, 2003 determination in this matter (that the" ~roup" 

was subject to and exceeded the contribution limitations of Section 2-l6+V"·V ot me City's 
Campaign Financing Ordinance by contributing $3,000 to the "mnpaign 
CommilfeC during lhe period July L 2001 through June 30, 2002) is atfirTJ<ed. 

. I' . .,~ 1 , l - .. . I rl c .. 
~\(('(•f( mgl"- 11 t lC "(,Up !-1:::-!S cdrt[1(l.v I"C'J!l"! )UfSt'll"IC'l1l (i"! Llt" ~:-:C:('t'SS "-·1,:,, 

~,~-
Hl 

coniribmion from iht -ampaign Committee, please advise the Board in\\ liting. 
If not. plcnse _Convard to the Jju~du wnmn 1.5 clilys a copy of .... ,·oup:-s request lO the 
committee- fC>r ;:"t re{ttnd. 
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this :~nrttter. 
,' 
J:t!ense feel fi."ee io contact Boarci st:1i.f ~:Itoruev 
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