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AGENDA
STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
BOARD MEETING
Monday, September 19, 2016
10:30 a.m.

2329 S. MacArthur Blvd.
Springfield, lllinois
and via videoconference
James R. Thompson Center — Suite 14-100
Chicago, lllinois

Roll call.
1. Recess the State Board of Elections and convene as the State Officers Electoral Board.
2. Recess the State Officers Electoral Board and reconvene as the State Board of Elections.
3. Approval of the minutes from the August 26 meeting. (pgs.1-6)
4, Report of the General Counsel

a. Campaign Disclosure;

Appeal of campaign disclosure fines — hearing officer recommendation appeal be denied
1) SBE v. lllinois Transportation Trade Association PAC, 25914, 15AJ065; (pgs.7-10)
Motion to Stay

2) Cooke v. Committee for Frank J. Mautino, 16CD093; (pgs.11-32)

Other campaign disclosure items

3) Assessments/Board Orders; (pg.33)

4) Payment of civil penalties; (pg.34)
Complaints following closed preliminary hearing — separate packet
5) St. Clair County Republican Central Committee v. East St. Louis Republican

Central Committee, 16CD147; (pgs.1-25)
Complaints following closed preliminary hearing — hearing officer recommendation
complaints be upheld and proceed to public hearing

6) SBE v. Alexander County Republican Central Committee, 16CD116; (pgs.26-28)
7) SBE v. Citizens to Elect Alvin Parks, Jr., 16CD118; (pgs.29-31)

8) SBE v. Don Hall 4 Supervisor, 16CD119; (pgs.32-33)

9) SBE v. Friends of Amara Enyia, 16CD128; (pgs.34-35)

10) SBE v. Friends Supporting Flora Digby, 16CD131; (pgs.36-37)
11) SBE v. Citizens to Elect Diante Johnson, 16CD141; (pgs.38-40)
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Complaints following closed preliminary hearing — hearing officer recommendation
complaint be upheld but no further action required beyond the imposition of a civil
penalty

12) SBE v. Massac County Democratic Central Committee, 16CD114; (pgs.41-43)
13) SBE v. Friends for Frank Bucaro, 16CD126. (pgs.44-45)

Report of the Executive Director

a.

©oooo

Preparations for the November 8, 2016 General Election;

1) Consideration of request from U.S. Government Accountability Office; (pgs.35-39)
2) Voting system pre-election testing; (pg.40)
3) Election judge training schools — informational; (pgs.41-43)

Report on Advisory Committee Meeting; (pgs.44-45)

Legislative update; (oral report)

Senate Bill 172 update; (oral report)

Fiscal status reports —informational,

1) FY16/17 — month ending August 31; (pgs.46-49)

2) FY16— Help lllinois Vote Fund; (pgs.50-55)

Two year plan of staff activity for the months of September & October — informational.
(pgs.56-60)

Follow up. (pg.61)

Comments from the general public. (pg.61)

Next Board Meeting scheduled for Tuesday, October 18, 2016 at 10:30 a.m. in Chicago. (pg.61)

Executive Session. (pgs.62-76)
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
Regular Meeting
Friday, August 26, 2016

MINUTES

PRESENT: Charles W. Scholz, Chairman
Ernest L. Gowen, Vice Chairman
William J. Cadigan, Member
Andrew K. Carruthers, Member
Betty J. Coffrin, Member
John R. Keith, Member
William M. McGuffage, Member
Casandra B. Watson, Member

ALSO PRESENT: Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director
James Tenuto, Assistant Executive Director
Kenneth R. Menzel, General Counsel
Darlene Gervase, Admin. Assistant Ill

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 10:34 a.m. and led everyone in the pledge of
allegiance.

All Board Members were present in Chicago.

Chairman Scholz asked for a Motion to recess to the State Officers Electoral Board. Member
Carruthers so moved and Member Coffrin seconded the motion which passed unanimously.

The State Board of Elections recessed at 10:34 and returned at 11:59 a.m.

The Board welcomed Lance Gough, Executive Director of the Chicago Board of Elections, as well
as Dr. Eric Cooper, and considered item 7.b, Certification of Dominion WIinEDS 4.0/Democracy
Suite 4.6 integrated voting system. This matter was requested to be heard at that time due to Mr.
Gough and Dr. Cooper having another meeting at 2:00 p.m. Kyle Thomas, Director of Voting
Registration and Systems, reported on Certification of Dominion WIinEDS 4.0/Democracy Suite
4.6 integrated voting system. The modification allows a new card activator to be used with the
Direct Recording Electronic tabulator and Edge2plus by connecting to an electronic poll book
developed by the Chicago Board of Elections. Testing performed by Pro V7V, Inc., and Election
Assistance Commission accredited Voting Systems Test Laboratory found the modification met
the functional requirements. After staff texting, Mr. Thomas recommended the Board grant
Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. a two-year Interim Approval for their WinEDS 4.0/Democracy
Suite 4.6 integrated voting system. When asked why an interim approval, Mr. Thomas
commented that every time there is a change to a system, we start with interim approval. Dr.
Cooper was asked about fractional votes. He said Peoria is the only county that still has fractional
votes and only Hart systems, which are used by Peoria, count fractional votes. He explained the
fractional vote by using an example that 5 candidates run at large for a seat, you may cast all 5
of your votes for one candidate, or vote 3 for one candidate and 2 for other candidates, etc.
Member Keith moved to certify the Dominion Voting System for a two-year Interim Approval for
the aforementioned system. Vice Chairman Gowen seconded the motion which passed
unanimously by roll call vote.

The Board took a break at 12:10 p.m. and returned to open session at 12:30 p.m.
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The Certification of the November 8, 2016 General Election ballot was presented for the Board’s
signatures. A list of candidates facing potential ballot forfeiture for 2016 and payment of civil
penalties was presented to the Board. Member Keith moved to certify the ballot as presented
and prepared by staff for the 2016 General Election and that staff be authorized to amend
certifications as appropriate: 1) to address candidates on the ballot forfeiture list who pay their
fines by the close of business today; 2) implement the rulings in pending electoral board matters,
judicial reviews or other court proceedings, and 3) give effect to any candidate withdrawals
received by the close of business today and, as to any late received withdrawals, to amend the
certification of ballot if all of the affected election authorities indicate that the candidate can be
removed without negatively impacting the timely printing of ballots and commencement of vote
by mail or early voting. Member Coffrin seconded the Motion which passed unanimously by roll
call vote.

Member Keith moved and Vice Chairman Gowen seconded a motion to adopt the minutes from
the July 11, 2016 meeting. The Motion passed unanimously.

The General Counsel began his report with a Motion for Reconsideration in the matter of SBE v.
Citizens to Elect LaShawn Ford, 14021, 16MA021. Jonathan Tate was present for the
Committee. Mr. Menzel recommended granting the motion to reconsider the late quarterly filing
($100 of the $650 outstanding fines). The remainder of the fines are late A-1 reports unrelated to
the issue raised in the motion ($500) and reinstatement of a previously stayed first violation fine
($50). Member Keith moved to grant the Motion, consider the memo as an Appeal, assess a
$500 fine and reinstate the $50 first violation for a total $550 to be paid by 5:00 p.m. today to keep
the candidate on the ballot. Member Watson seconded the Motion which passed 8-0 by roll call
vote.

A request for settlement offer was submitted in Item 6.a.2) SBE v. Crawford County Democratic
Women, 904, 19MQO006. Mr. Menzel recommended accepting the $212 settlement offer as it
conforms to the Board’s Settlement Policy and is a low dollar balance and volume committee.
Member Cadigan so moved and Vice Chairman Gowen seconded the Motion which passed
unanimously.

Attorney Ross Seclar was present for the Respondent in Item 6.a.3) SBE v. Citizens for Lightford,
13872, 16MA020. The Committee offered 50%, $9,260, in full satisfaction of the outstanding
fines. Mr. Seclar detailed errors and mistakes by the committee and was prepared to pay the
settlement offer at the Board Meeting. He also noted they were assessed fines that should not
have been assessed. He asked the Board accept the settlement offer and certify Respondent
Lightford for the November 8, 2016 General Election ballot. The General Counsel noted the offer
is over 50% (85%) of the average quarterly receipts for last year, but less than half (27%) of the
average quarterly balance. Therefore, it falls short of meeting the Settlement Policy. He did not
recommend acceptance. Member McGuffage moved to accept the settlement offer on
extenuating circumstances. Member Watson seconded the Motion which passed 7-1 with
Member Keith voting No.

The General Counsel presented Appeals of campaign disclosure fines where the hearing officers
recommend the appeals be granted and he concurred. Member Carruthers so moved and Vice
Chairman Gowen seconded the Motion to adopt the Hearing Officers and General Counsel’s
recommendation to Grant the appeals in the following matters: Those matters are: 6.a.4) SBE v.
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Committee to Elect Jay C. Hoffman, 1334, 16AD021; 5) SBE v. Friends of Mickey Goral, 5594,
16MQO099; 6) SBE v. Friends of John C. D’Amico, 17634, 16AMO011; 7) SBE v. Citizens for a
Better Steger, 23545, 16AM016; 8)SBE v. Friends of Tony DelGiorno, 24388, 16MQ117; 9) SBE
v. Citizens for Presta, 24580, 15AS036; 10) SBE v. Citizens for John Fitzgerald Lyke, Jr., 31694,
15AS045; and 11) SBE v. Citizens for Ryan Cadagin, 31844, 16AMO030.

Appeals of campaign disclosure fines where the hearing officers recommend appeals be denied
were considered and the General Counsel concurred.

The Chairman recognized Martha Klems, Treasurer in the matter of 18) SBE v. McDonough
County Democratic Coalition, 21214, 16AM013. Ms. Klems indicated she had made a mistake
but it was not willful. Vice Chairman Gowen moved to reduce the fine to 25% or $250. Member
McGuffage seconded the motion which passed unanimously by roll call vote.

Michael J. Kasper was present for the Respondent in Item 6.a.12) SBE v. Personal PAC, 497,
16AD019. The General Counsel recommended a $175 fine. Member Keith so moved and Vice
Chairman Gowen seconded the Motion which passed 8-0 by roll call vote.

As to 6.a.17) SBE v. Friends of John Bradley, Inc., 17626, 16AM010, Michael J. Kasper was
present for the Committee. He acknowledged the committee was late and had problems in the
past with A-1 filings, but asked the board to consider that this committee was one month away
from filing all reports timely and the clock would have reset to a smaller percentage fine if they
had hit the 2 year mark. Member McGuffage moved to Deny the Appeal and assess a 25% fine.
Member Watson seconded the Motion which passed unanimously.

Michael J. Kasper represented the Respondent in 19) SBE v. Friends of Jerry Costello I, 23749.
Multiple contributions we combined on the same A-1. Mr. Kasper argued that all checks were
deposited at the same time, and it is more prudent to combine them on one A-1. Member
McGuffage moved to Deny the Appeal; treat as 1 violation; and stay as a first violation. Vice
Chairman Scholz seconded the Motion which passed 7-1 with Vice Chairman Gowen voting no.

Mr. Kasper appeared for the Respondent in 15) SBE v. Friends of Mike Mathis, 11403, 16AD027.
The situation was similar as in the prior matter. Member McGuffage moved to treat the matter as
a first violation and stay as a first violation. Member Cadigan seconded the motion which passed
7-1 with Vice Chairman Gowen dissenting.

The Chairman accepted the appearance of Pericles Abbasi for the Respondent in 6.a.21) SBE v.
Friends of Gilbert Villegas, 26023, 15AJ036. Mr. Abassi indicated the inadvertent and asked it
be reduced to 25%. Member McGuffage so moved and Vice Chairman Gowen seconded the
Motion which passed unanimously by roll call vote.

As to matters: 13)SBE v. Fox Valley Republican Women, 5308, 16MQ098;14)SBE v. lllinois
Citizens for Life PAC, 6691, 16AD022;; 16)SBE v. Citizens to Elect Paul Fichtner, 16429,
16AD031; 16AMO018; 20)SBE v. PAC 50, 25817, 16MA026; 22)SBE v. Chicago New Latino
Movement PAC, 29473, 16MAO012; 24)SBE v. Friends of Bill Sullivan, 31671, 15AS044; 25)SBE
v. Friends of Ricky Thomas, 31817, 16MAQ27. No one appeared for the Respondents. The
General Counsel concurred with the recommendations to Deny the Appeals. Vice Chairman
Gowen so moved and Member Keith seconded the Motion which passed 8-0 by roll call vote.




State Board of Elections
Regular Session

August 26, 2016

Page 4

Mr. Menzel presented Appeals of campaign disclosure fines where hearing officers recommended
appeals be granted & denied. Candidate and Chairman of Item 6.a.26) SBE v. Friends for Seth
Uphoff, 23987, 16MQ15 & 16AMO020 filed a Waiver of Appeal and Appeal Affidavit. No one
appeared for the Respondent. The Committee’s first violation resulted in a total assessment of
$605. Candidate Uphoff raised the electronic filing defense to the first quarter filing of 2016. He
amended the March and June 2016 Quarterly reports and amended an In-Kind contribution. The
hearing Officer found the Appeal of the $25 fine be denied for lack of adequate defense and the
A-1 In-Kind contribution be granted. The General Counsel concurred. John Keith so moved and
Vice Chairman Gowen seconded the Motion which passed unanimously.

As to 6.a.27) SBE v. Friends of North Park Fire, 29513, 15MA120, the Committee raised an
electronic filing defense for its’ initial report and the Hearing Officer recommended the $2,775
assessment for failure to timely file the March 2015 quarterly report be granted. However, he
recommended the $2,400 civil penalty for the late, second quarterly report filing be denied, but
treated as a first violation. No one appeared for the Respondent. Mr. Menzel agreed. Member
Cadigan moved and Vice Chairman Gowen seconded a Motion to adopt the Hearing Officer and
General Counsel's recommendations to Grant and Deny the Appeal. The Motion passed 8-0 by
roll call vote.

ltems 6.a.28-42, Failure to comply with final board orders dated May 18, 2016, were presented
by the General Counsel. He recommended imposing a civil penalty not to exceed $5,000.
Member Keith moved to assess items 28 to 42 collectively and each case be issued a $5,000 fine
for Failure to Comply with a Board Order. Member Carruthers seconded the Motion. The Motion
passed unanimously by roll call vote. Those Committees are as follows: 6.a.28) SBE v. Nurses
United for PAC, 16CD001; 29) SBE v. Citizens for Mike Smith, 16CD004; 30) SBE v. Citizens for
Colvin, 16CD010; 31) SBE v. Citizens to Elect Alvin Parks, Jr., 16CD017; 32) SBE v. Citizens for
Tyler Smith, 16CD021; 33) SBE v. Friends of Frank McPartlin, 16CD024; 34) SBE v. Friends of
David Moore, 16CD035; 35)SBE v. Friends for Strzelczyk, 16CD036; 36) SBE v. United Party,
16CD038; 37) SBE v. Citizens to Elect Frazier Garner, 16CD049; 38) SBE v. Friends of Amara
Enyia, 16CDO053; 39) SBE v. Land of Reagan, 16CD070; 40) SBE v. Citizens to Elect LaCoulton
J. Walls, 16CD073; 41)SBE v. Stars Committee, 16CD076; and 42)SBE v. Friends of Darren
Tillis, 16CDO081.

Mr. Menzel recommended Assessing a Final Board Order to Committee 24838, Riley’s Friends,
in the amount of $300; $20 reduction and Escheatment of $200 as indicated on page 154 of the
Board’s packet and to assess Civil Penalties necessitating a Final Board Order to all committees
contained on page 155 of the packet. Member Coffrin so moved and Vice Chairman Gowen
seconded the Motion. The motion passed unanimously.

The Board recessed to executive session at 1:49 p.m. and returned to open session at 2:14 p.m.
Member Keith summarized the actions taken by the Board in closed session.

As to 6.a.44) Topinka v. Citizens for Judy Baar Topinka, 16CD110. The parties were present
by counsel. The General Counsel concurred with the Hearing Officer that the D-4 Complaint was
not filed on justifiable grounds and no further action be taken. Member Keith moved and Member
Cadigan seconded the motion to adopt the Recommendation of the Hearing Officer in which the
General Counsel concurred. The motion passed unanimously.
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As to 45) Eck v. Walkup, 16CD108 and 46) Eck, Jr. v. Committee for Michael Walkup, 16CD112
& 16CD113 were heard simultaneously. Complainant did not appear at the Closed Hearing.
Member Keith moved and Member McGuffage seconded the Motion to adopt the Hearing Officer
and General Counsel's Recommendation that the complaint be dismissed for lack of prosecution;
not to filed on justifiable grounds; and no further action in these matters. The Motion passed
unanimously.

Steve Sandvoss began his Report of the Executive Director with 7.a) Preparations for the
November 8, 2016 General Election included a listing of election judge trainings including dates,
jurisdiction and zone, presenter and attendance. That information is contained on pages 156 and
157 of the Board’s packet.

Cristina Cray presented a letter to the Board from the Governor to the Legislature explaining why
he vetoed SBE 250.

Senate Bill 172 update: 1) to ensure we comply with the mandate that all early voting sites be on
the SBE’s public website, each election authority will provide us with the required information.
Using access to the IRVS website, they will provide not only early voting site data, but locations
for Election Day Grace Period registration and voting. This information will be provided to
everyone who chooses to use our “Am | Registered” feature; 2) Passage of the Stop Gap Budget
ensured ERIC dues and membership fee were paid. However, not enough funds were
appropriated to cover the cost of the mailing mandate that all eligible but unregistered residents
be notified of how to register to vote as well as how to change an existing registration.

Matt Emmons, Information Technician Il, reported on the IVRS Database Intrusion beginning with
atimeline. The Board became aware of the breach on July 12 and since discovery of the breach,
staff has worked to determine the scope of the intrusion, secure databases and web applications,
comply with state law enforcement regarding personal information loss and assist law
enforcement in their investigation of the attack. He confirmed websites are fully functional and
was able to confirm that no voting history information and no voter signature images were
captured. He was confident no data in the IVRS was added, changed or deleted. It appeared
that less than half of 1% of the records in the database were viewed, and many of those contain
information that is otherwise publicly available from other sources. The Board is cooperating with
the FBI and Homeland Security in an ongoing investigation. His report is available on the Board’s
website. Mr. Emmons assured the Board the cyber intrusion has no effect on State voting
systems or voter rolls, and does not in any way impact the integrity of the November 8" General
Election. Kevin Turner, Director of Information Technology, complimented Mr. Emmons on his
thorough and well written report. Mr. Turner added that we have on staff a 35+ year experienced
programmer who has written incredible programs; continues to monitor the databases; and
compiled information that was passed onto law enforcement.

On August 8", the SBE hosted a 10 member Viethnamese Delegation from the Republic of
Vietham. Three of the delegates acted as interpreters and the others are current or former
government officials within the government of Viethnam. They were interested in American culture
and society, and specifically elections and government at the Federal, State and local level.
Directors of Election Operations, Voting Registration Systems and Campaign Disclosure
conducted the bulk of the presentation. Biographies of attendees were included in the Board'’s
Packet.
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The SBE has voluntarily assisted SERS with counting the ballots for their Trustee Elections at
minimal cost to the agency. Mr. Cadigan raised questions as to liability or other problems that
could occur. Discussion ensued among the Board. It was agreed that staff will research the
Intergovernmental Act and the Board will respond to SERS when they request assistance in the
future.

Fiscal status reports of 1) FY16 — month ending July 31; and 2) FY16— Help lllinois Vote Fund
were presented for informational purposes.

Two year plan of staff activity for the months of August & September were presented for
informational purposes.

Comments from the general public. Sharon Meroni and Dr. Eric Cooper addressed the Board.
There being nothing further before the Board, Member Keith moved to recess until Monday,

September 19, 2016 at 10:30 a.m. in Springfield or the call of the Chairman. Member Cadigan
seconded the motion which passed unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 3:09 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

oo Govani—

Darlene Gervase, Admin. Asst. IlI

AL

Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director




STATE OF ILLINOIS

COUNTY OF COOK
BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
STATE OF ILLINOIS
Illinois State Board of Elections
Complainant
Vs. 15 AJ 065

lllinois Transportation Trade Assoc. PAC (ID# 25914)
Respondent

REPORT OF HEARING OFFICER
Appeal of Civil Penalty Assessment for Delinquently Filing Schedule A-1 Reports
For the 2nd Quarter of 2015

The Committee received five $5,000 contributions on 4/4/15 and reported all of them on a Schedule A-1
received by the Board on April 13, 2015, 2 days late resulting in a $12,500 civil penalty. Additionally, the
Committee was previously assessed a $276 civil penalty (not appealed, paid) for delinquently filing a
Schedule A-1 in the 4™ quarter of 2014, and a $637 civil penalty (not appealed, paid) for delinquently
filing 3 Schedule A-1s in the 3™ quarter of 2014. The total assessment is $12,500.

John Moberg, Treasurer of the Committee, filed a Request for Hearing and submitted an Appeal
Affidavit. The appeal hearing was held on May 10, 2016.

Attorney Richard Toth appeared on behalf of the Committee. Mr. Toth stated the committee’s failure to
file the Schedule A-1 reports was inadvertent. The Committee’s bank, First Community Bank, was
purchased by Byline Bank in late February 2015. During that transition the bank system went through a
change as well. Electronic access to the committee’s account was disabled. The contributions in question
were all received by wire transfer that the Committee was only made aware of by confirmation notices via
postal mail days later.

Because the Committee did not produce any evidence to support its claim, I recommend the appeal be
denied for lack of an adequate defense. Since this is the Committee’s third Schedule A-1 violation, [
recommend the fine be assessed at 100% of the fine amount. If this recommendation is accepted by the
Board, a $12,500 civil penalty will be due. (As of 06/30/16, this Committee reported a funds available

balance of $26,790.21). M { / i

Clinton J. Jenkins — Hearing Officer
July 26, 2016




State of Illinois ) CHITAGD
)
County of Cook ) 16HAR 30 PM 3: 33
BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS \T''E F#ARS OF ELECTION
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE MATTER OF; )
)
ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS, )
)
Complainant )
) 15R QOLS
Vs. ) Case No._None provided
) Notice letter date; March 1, 2016
lllinois Transportation Trade Association PAC )
Respondent(s). )
APPEAL AFFIDAVIT
I, John Moberg , the Treasurer : of the
(Name) (Chairman/Treasurer)

{llinois Transportation Trade Association Political Action Committee (ID # 25914)
(Name of the Commiittee)

Committee, first being duly sworn, deposes and states that he/she represents that the said committee
can offer a good reason or defense to the assessment of a civil penalty in this matter, and that such
reasons and defenses are:

The delay was inadvertent.
The committee was banking at First Community Bank, which was purchased and become Byline Bank
in late February 2015. As part of that transition, the bank converted its systems and the committee did

not have electronic access to its banking information. The five deposits reported late were all wire
transfers of which committee was unaware until after it received confirmation notices by postal mail.

Additionally, the contributions were only reported 2 days late.

The committee respectfully requests a waiver of the fine(s) and that any prior fines remain stayed.

Signed and Sworn to by:
John Moberg %

before me this 2" Day of

Mdrch 45 016 Ul\ature of Chairman/Treasurer)
E/' ;ﬂ zﬁjz@m; —
tary Public
OFFICIAL S T
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March 1, 2016

[Hinois Transportation Trade Association Political Action Committee  ID# 25914
Patton Corrigan, John Moberg
3351 W. Addison Street

Chicago, IL 60618 7015 DE40 0002 4567 2171

Dear Illinois Transportation Trade Association Political Action Committee:

This committee has failed to timely report the following contributions of $1000 or more (Schedule A-1) as required
by the Illinois Campaign Disclosure Act;

Contributed By Co-]r?tartiLlwott;on Cﬁ%ﬁl Re[)_gg:: ed %__gg& _A_SE_%_;Q
YC1LLC 4/4/2015 $5000 4/13/2015 2 $2500 -~
YCI7LLC 41412015 $5000 4/13/2015 |2 $2500 -
YCISLLC 4/4/2015 $5000 4/13/2015 |2 $2500 -
YCI9LLC 4/4/2015 $5000 14132015 |2 $2500 —
YC2LLC 4/4/2015 $5000 4/13/2015 |2 $2500 ~

As required by the Illinois Campaign Disclosure Act, as amended by Public Act 96-832, your committee is subject
to a fine of $12500.00 for the delinquent filing. This total does not reflect any previously assessed fines.

Under the Board’s present policy, since this is the fourth delinquent Schedule A-1 filing by your committee, the civil
penalty will be automatically reduced to $12500.00, (160% of the above referenced fine amount) regardless of
whether you choose to file an appeal. The reduced amount will be imposed and due with the issuance of a Final Board
Order after the 30-day appeal period has expired. This amount must be paid, including any previously assessed fines,
within 30 days of the issuance of the Order.

Enclosed, please find Section 125.425 Civil Penalty Assessments and the forms with which you may ap[.aea‘l the
assessed fine if you believe the civil penalty has been assessed in error. Notice of Appeal must be ﬁled'wuhm. 30
days of the date of this assessment notice. If you fail to file a Notice of Appeal by April 1, 2016 you forfeit the right

1o contest this assessment.

Since this is a subsequent violation, if the above listed violation is not appealed, the pl:eviously stayed fine(s) for
delinquent filing listed below must also be paid by the committee within 30 days of the issuance of the Final Board
Order:



If you do not appeal this assessment, you must pay your fine within 30 days of the Final Board Order. However, you
may also elect to pay the fine at this time. You may mail or deliver payments to the State Board of Elections, Attn:
Campaign Disclosure, 2329 S MacArthur Blvd., Springfield, IL 62704. You may also pay by Mastercard, Discover
or American Express, for an additional fee.

If you have any questions regarding the appeal procedure, please call Laura Marbold at 217-782-1543.

!

Tk

Tom Newman, Director
Campaign Disclosure Division

SS:1m
Enclosures: appeal packet
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BEFORE THE DULY CONSTITUTED
ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

IN THE MATTER OF:

David W. Cooke,

Complainant,
v, Board File # 16 CD 093

Committee for Frank J. Mautino,

R N Ve Nt Nt N S St

Respondent.

RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO STAY

Respondent, Commitiee for Frank J. Mautino (the “Committec”), by its attorneys,
Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP, for their motion to stay, state:

INTRODUCTION

The Tllinois State Board of Elections (“Board”) recently ordered that a public hearing
(“Public Hearing”) convenc to examine certain expenditures made by the Committee to
Happy’s Super Service and Spring Valley City Bank raised in the complaint (the “Complaint™)
filed by David W. Cooke (the “Complainant™). The Board appointed Philip Krasny to serve as
the Hearing Officer for the Public Hearing. A pre-trial conference for the Public Hearing was
held on August 29, 2016 at 10:00 AM. The Hearing Officer ordered that the parties file all
motions on or before September 6, 2016,

This case should be stayed so that Frank J. Mautino (“Mautino™) will not be forced to

claim or waive the prolections of his Fifth Amendment rights in connection with the Public

131479218v1 0982611
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Hearing while there is a pending, parallel federal criminal investigation since both proceedings

involve the same subject matter.

BACKGROUND

The Committee was formed as a candidate political committee to promote the election of
Mautino to the public office of Illinois State Representative for the 76th District. On October
20, 2015, the Illinois General Assembly appointed Mautino to the office of Auditor General
cffective on January 1, 2016. Illinois law does not permit the Auditor General to become a
candidate for elective office, hold public office other than as Auditor General, or actively
participate in any political campaign for any public office. On December 30, 2013, the
Committec dissolved as a political committee and filed its final report in compliance with the
requirements of the Illinois Election Code. The Committee’s final report included a final
disposition of its funds and assets, bringing the Commitice’s funds balance to zero ($0).

On February 13, 2016, the Complainant filed the Complaint against the Committee
alleging certain violations of Article 9 of the Illinois Election Code. On May 16, 2016, the
Board ordered that the Commiltee amend its reports with respect to expenditures made to
Happy’s Super Service and Spring Valley City Bank. Subsequent to the issuance of the
Board’s order, on about May 19, 2016, it was publically reported that the Committee received
a grand jury subpoena from the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Central District of Illinois, that
certain of the Committee’s campaign workers received federal grand jury subpoenas and that a
federal investigation is pending. Mautino’s undersigned counsel filed a motion to stay the
Board’s order giving Maﬁtino the option to amend its campaign reports. Despite the Board’s

legal counsel’s recommendation to grant the stay, the motion was denied.
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The Board ordered that a Public Hearing convene and appointed Philip Krasny as the
Hearing Officer. On August 29, 2016, the Hearing Officer convened a pre-trial conference in
connection with the Public Hearing. Mautino, through undersigned counsel, acknowledged
that the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Central District of lllinois is conducting an investigation
related to the Committee and its expenditures, which involves the same subject matter to be
heard before the Public Hearing,

I. THIS CASE SHOULD BE STAYED UNTIL AFTER THE FEDERAL
INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN RESOLVED.

The entry of a stay maintains the Board’s procceding in its existing state without ruling
on the dispute between the parties. See Davies ex rel. Harris v. Pasamba, 17 N.E.3d 763 (Ill.
App 1¥ Dist. 2014). When a federal investigative matter is pending during the course of a civil
action, the Board can stay the civil action based on the Fifth Amendment until the resolution of
the federal investigative matter. See People ex rel. Hartigan v. Kafka & Sons Building & Supply
Co., 252 IL.App.3d 115, 119 (1993). Under the Illinois Administrative Law Code, the Board has
the discretion to stay a pending matter. 26 Il Admin.Code 125.110(e).

Mautino is currently subject to a federal investigation concurrently with and concerning
the same subject matter as the Board’s Public Hearing. Mautino could assert a Fifth Amendment
privilege as to any information, discovery or other proceeding in connection with the Public
Hearing. If Mautino were to waivce his Fifth Amendment privilege in connection with the Public
IHearing, he would also be waiving his privilege in the federal investigative matter.

A, A Stay is the Appropriate Means of Protccting Fifth Amendment Rights and
Ensuring a Fair Proceeding.

The Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution provides that no person "shall be
compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself." U.S. Const., amend. V. Once

the Fifth Amendment right to remain silent is waived in a civil case, it is waived in federal
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criminal investigative matters as well. U.S. v. Kordel, 397 U.S. I (1970). In a civil matter, a
party may claim privilege against self-incrimination under the Fifth Amendment to protect
himself from involuntarily disclosing information which has the potential to implicate him
criminally. People ex rel. Hartigan v. Kafka & Sons Building & Supply Co., 252 ll.App.3d 115,
119 (1993); 10-Dix Building Corporation v. McDannel, 134 Ill.App.3d 66 (1st Dist. 1985);
Galante v. Steel City National Bank of Chicago, 66 111.App.3d 476 (1st, Dist. 1978).

“[1]t is not at all rare for a person faced with criminal charges or a pending investigation
to invoke the privilege [in a civil matter] even though he may have done nothing wrong out of an
abundance of caution prompted by a careful criminal defense lawyer.” Chagolla v. City of
Chicago, et al., Case No. 07 C 4557 (U.S. Dist. Ct. N.D.III. 2008) (Judge Kennelly)’. For this
reason, courts routincly endorse a stay of the civil proceeding as an appropriate means of
addressing the Fifth Amendment dilemma created by a parallel federal criminal proceeding. See,
e.g., United States v. Kordel, 397 U.S. 1,9 (1970); Sec. & Exch. Comm'n v. Dresser Indus., Inc.,
628 F.2d 1368, 1375-76 (D.C. Cir.) (cert. denied 449 U.S. 993 (1980)).

Mautino unquestionably has a Fifth Amendment privilege as to any statement related to
the Complaint in the Public Hearing, including statements made in connection with the Public
Hearing—a privilege he has an absolute right to assert in this proceeding. Moreover, there is no
urgency to resolving the allegations made in the Complaint with respect to the Committee’s
campaign reports becausc the Committee has been dissolved and closed since December 30,
2015, and Mautino is not and will not be a candidate for electoral office in any upcoming
election. For these reasons, and for the reasons set forth below, this Board should exercise its
discretion to stay this matter, i.e. the Public Hearing, where, as here, a parallel federal

investigation that may result in a criminal proceeding would force Mautino to choose betwecn

" A copy of Judge Kennelly’s opinion is attached,
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protecting his Fifth Amendment right and participating in the Public Hearing. See, Chagolla v.
City of Chicago, et al., Case No. 07 C 4557 (U.S. Dist. Ct. N.D.IIl. 2008); U.S. v. All Meat and
Poultry Products, No. 02 C 5145, 2003 WL 22284318, *1 (N.D. Ill. 2003); Cruz v. County of
DuPage, No 96 C 7170, 1997 WL 370194, *1 (N.D. Ill. 1997); and United States v. Kordel, 397
U.S. 1, 9 (1970); Securities and Exchange Com'n v. Dresser Indus., Inc., 628 F.2d 1368, 1375-
76 (D.C. Cir.)(cert. denied, A49 U.S. 993 (1980)).

B. The Relevant Factors Warrant a Stay Here,

In determining whether a stay should be granted in a civil proceeding based on the
existence of a parallel federal criminal investigation, the Board should consider various factors:
(1) whether the civil action involves the same subject matter as the federal investigation; (2)
whether the government is a party in both proceedings; (3) the posture of the federal
proceedings; (4) the effect of a stay on the public interest; (5) Complainant’s interest in
proceeding expeditiously; and (6) the burden imposed upon Respondent regarding any particular
aspect of the administrative proceedings. Benevolence International Foundation, Inc. v. John
Asheroft, et al., 200 F.Supp.2d 935 (N.D. 1Il. 2002); Chagolia v. City of Chicago, et al., Case No.
07 C 4557 (U.S. Dist. Ct. N.D.IIL. 2008); CHB Uptown Properties, 378 lll.App.3d at 108-09,
317 lll.Dec. 255, 881 N.E.2d 423; Jacksonville Savings Bank v. Kovack, 326 Ill.App.3d 1131,
1136 (4th Dist. 2002). These factors weigh heavily in favor a stay in this matter.

1. The Complaint Involves the Same Subject Matter as the Federal
Investigation.

The Complaint currently pending before the Board and the federal investigation involve
the samc subject matter. Based on the information available to the undersigned counsel, the
federal investigation relates to the Committee’s and, by extension, Mautino’s campaign

expenditures and his disclosures of campaign expenditures to the Board. The Complaint that is
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the subject of the Board’s proceedings involves the same matter. The close relationship between
the Board’s Public Hearing proceeding and the federal investigation weighs in favor of a stay.
See, e.g., Chagolla v. City of Chicago, et al., Case No. 07 C 4557 (U.S. Dist. Ct. N.D.Iil. 2008).

2. Whether the Government is a Party in Both Proceedings.

Here, neither the Board nor the federal government is a party to both proccedings.
Mautino concedes this factor weighs against a stay.

3. Posture of the Federal Proceeding.

The federal investigation is ongoing. Although no party has been indicted, the fact that
the federal investigation is ongoing and that it concerns the use of the Committee’s campaign
funds by Mautino, places Mautino at risk of potentially facing criminal charges. This point
weighs in favor of a stay.

4. The Public has Important Interests in Upholding the Fifth
Amendment and Promoting Full and Fair Civil Trials.

Granting a stay in this case will promote two important public interests. First, it
will support the public’s interest in sceing that the protections afforded by the Fifth
Amendment are safeguarded. See, e.g., Ex parte Coastal Training Inst., 583 So. 2d 979, 981
(Ala. 1991) (“[Courts] must favor the constitutional privilege against self-incrimination over
the interest in avoiding the delay of a civil proceeding.”). Second, a stay will promote the
public’s interest in ensuring that civil disputes, including Complainant’s, are fairly decided on
a full factual record. Cf Edwards v. Atrium Village, 127 F.R.D. 494, 499 (N.D. Ill. 1989)
(noting the “important public interest in having [an] issue decided on the basis of a full factual
record”). When also considering that the Committee has been closed since December 30, 2015

and that Illinois law under Section 2-7 of the Illinois State Auditing Act, 30 ILCS 5/2-7,
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restricts Mautino from operating a political committee and from participating in any political
campaign while holding the office of Illinois Auditor General, this factor also favors a stay.

5. A Stay Would Not Prejudice Complainant.

While entry of a stay would delay the Board’s proceedings, Complainant, who is a pro se
concerned public citizen, filed the Complaint to examine questions raised with respect to the
Committee’s old campaign finance reports filed with the Board. There is no urgency with the
Board’s proceedings. The Commitice was dissolved many months ago, on December 30, 2015,
and is no longer conducting any campaign activities. The Complainant has no personal interest
in obtaining resolution of this matter that would be prejudiced by a stay. Thus, there would be
no irreparable harm or prejudice to Complainant if the Board grants a stay until resolution of the
federal investigation,

6. Not Issuing a Stay Will Prejudice Mautino.

If Mautino is forced to participate in the Public Hearing, i.e. produce documents, respond
to subpoenas, testify, or take any other action in connection with the proceeding, he will be faced
with the choice of whether to claim or waive the Fifth Amendment privilege against sclf-
incrimination. The Fifth Amendment privilege protects a person from having to answer official
questions put to him in any proceeding, civil or criminal, formal or informal, where the answers
might incriminate him in future criminal proceedings. See, Lefkowitz v. Turley, 414 U S, 70, 77,
94 S.Ct. 316 (1973). Once the Fifth Amendment privilege is waived in a civil case, however, it
is waived in the federal investigative matter as well. As Judge Kennelly observed in the
Chagolla case:

“[I]t is not at all rare for a person faced with criminal charges or a pending investigation

to invoke the privilege even though he may have done nothing wrong out of an

abundance of caution prompicd by a careful criminal defense lawyer...A civil defendant
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in this situation who is effectively backed into a corner in which he has no viable choice
but to claim the privilege is forced to face a significant risk of unfair prejudice that may
be virtually impossible to remedy.”
Chagolla v. City of Chicago, et al., Case No. 07 C 4557 (U.S. Dist. Ct. N.D.IIL. 2008).
Therefore, a stay of the Board’s Public Hearing proceeding is critical to permit Mautino to
preserve his Fifth Amendment rights by not being forced to choose to claim the privilege,
thereby creating risk that the claim could be used against him in the Public Hearing. This is a

significant factor weighing in favor of a stay.
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WHEREFORE, based upon the foregoing, Respondent respectfully urges the Board to

grant its Motion to Stay the Public Hearing proceedings in this matter pending resolution of the

federal investigation.

Dated: September 6, 2016

Respectfully submitted,

COMMITTEE FQR FRA J. MAUTINO

o

By: !
One Myﬂm

J. William Roberts

Anthony Jacob

Sergio E. Acosta

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP
222 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 300
Chicago, Illinois 60601
312-704-3000

Firm ID 90384
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

ERIC CHAGOLLA,
Plainiff,

Y8, Case No, 07 C 4557

CITY OF CHICAGO; KEITH HERRERA;
JEROME FINNIGAN; DONOVAN
MARKIEWICZ; WILLIAM MORAILES;
TIMOTHY PARKER; PAUL ZDGG;
MARGARET HOPKINS; and

FRANK VILLAREAL,

' g g’ Yt Nl St Sunt Nmpd e’ ol Sou “m? et

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

MATTHEW F. KENNELLY, District Judge:

Eric Chagolla has sued the City of Chicago and eight Chicago police officers, alt of
whom were part of the Chicago Police Department’s Special Operations Section. Chagolla
alleges that on August 12, 2005, he was outside the front door of his apartment on the near
northwest side of Chicago when the eight officers appeared and, after threatening him at
gunpoint, entered and ransacked his apartment, stealing money that he kept there. Chagolla
contends tha_t the officers then took him into ¢ustody and drove him in a policc car to a parking
lot, where they {eft him in the car with the heat turned on, Chagolla says that the officers then
made false statements that caused him to be charged with a crime and that as a result, he was
detained in custody pending trial for over seven months.

A few months later, three of the officers, defendants Finnigan, Herrera, and Hopkins were

charged criminally with engaging in acts similar to those alleged by Chagolla. In September
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2006, county prosecutors dropped the charges against Chagolla. Then, in January 2007, a Cook
County grand jury indicted defendants Finnigan, Hetrera, Hopkins, and Villareal for armed
violence, residential burglary, theft, and other offenses in connection with their actions against
Chagolla. None of the parties has provided the Court with information regarding the current
status of the state court case, in particular whether the case has been set for frial, and if so, when,

Chagolia hes sued the eight individual defendants under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for excessive
force, unreasonable search end seizure, false arrest and detention, and deprivation of due process,
as well as related torts under state law, Chagolla has sued the City of Chicago on a theory of
respondeat superior with regard to the state law tort claims, for indemnification vis-a-vis the
individual defendants under 745 ILCS 10/9-102, and under section 1983. In his section 1983
claim against the City, Chagolla alleges that the City was aware of a pattern of similsr
misconduct by the defendant officers prior to August 2005 but did nothing, and that this and a
practice of generslly failing to deal properly with police misconduct allowed and encouraged the
individual defendants to continue their improper activities, See Monell v. Dep’t of Social Servs.
of City of New York, 436 U.S. 658 (1978).

Defendant Finnigan was recently charged in federal court with using a cellular telephone
in interstate commerce to solicit and arrange the murder of an unnemed former Chicago police
officer whom he believed was providing the authoritics with information about him, In the
criminal complaint against Finnigan, the United States Attorney also alleges that Finnigan
cxpresscd an intention to kill other unnamed officers he likewise belicved were cooperating with
the authorities. See United States v. Finnigan, Case No. 07 CR 634, The government further

alleges in the complaint that there is an ongoing federal investigation regarding the Special
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Operations Section. According to the docket in United States v. Finnigan, the Chief Judge has
granted the government an extension until January 24, 2008 to return an indictment agpinst
Finnigan,

Each of the defendants has moved to stay proceedings in this case pending the resolution
of all state and federal criminal proceedings and investigations invelving any of the individual
defendants. The defendants’ request is not limited to a stay of discovery; they also seck a stay of
all other proceedings, including their obligation to respond to Chagolla's complaint. The Court
previously denied the City of Chicago’s motion to stay the filing of its response to the complaint.
The City has answered several of Chagolla’s claims and has moved to dismiss ceriain others
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6). The City’s motion to stay further
proceedings remains pending.

Numerous lawsuits against the defendants and other SOS officers are pending in this
Court. A number of the cases have been stayed; others evidently have not been stayed. Some of
the cases have been settled, and settlement discussions are ongoing in others.

In support of their motion to stay, defendants Parker, Morales, Zogg, and Markiewicz
(none of whom has been charged criminally) argue that if the case proceeds, they will be “forced
into the untenable position of defending themselves without the full benefit of discovery from,
and consultation with, all the defendants in this matter” because their indicted co-defendants are
likely to invoke the privilege against self-incrimination and due to the ongoing criminal
investigations, they themselves may have to consider invoking that privilege. They argue that
they should not be forced to choose between claiming the privilege, and thus potentially

prejudicing their defense of the present case, or testifying, and thus potentially prejudicing their
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defensc of any potential criminal charge, See Parker, et al. Motion to Stay at 1.2, Defendant
Herrera makes a similar argument; he also points to the pending murder-solicitation charge
against Finnigan and argues thet if discovery is allowed to proceed, mformation “may come to
light in both the pleading[s] and discovery that may endanger the officers and possibly members
of the public.” Hemera Motion to Stay at 2, 3-4, Defendant Hopkins, who like Herrera is under
indictment in state court, asks for a stay so that she may have “an opportunity 1o defend the civil
case without the negative inference of pleading the Fifth Amendment.” Hopkins Motion to Stay
Filing of Answer at 2. Finnigan has not filed a motion to stay; it is unclear whether he has been
served with summons in the present case. Finally, the City of Chicago says that because it is
likely that the individual defendants will invoke the privilege against self-incrimination, unless
the case is stayed the City may be “deprived of the deposition testimony of eight of the nine
crucial witnesses in this case . . ., resulting in significant prejudice to its ability to defend itself in
this action.” City of Chicago Motion to Stay at 1,

Chagolla opposes entry of a stay, He argucs that putting the individual defendants in a
position where they feel compelled to assert the privilege against self-incrimination does not
unfairly prejudice them. He also notes that discovery is proceeding against the same defendants
in other lawsuits pending in this District that have not been stayed and thet because defendants
will bave to confront the testify-or-claim-the-privilege issue in those cases, the issue is or soon
will be “moot.” Chagolia Response at 7, Alternatively, Chegolla argues that if the Court
imposcs a stay based on the self-incrimination issue, it should allow discovery to proceed vis-a-
vis the City of Chicago on his Monell claim, contending that this will in no way prejudice any of

the defendants,
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Discussion

Four of the individual defendants are under indictment on criminal charges related
direotly to the matters involved in the present case, and there are ongoing criminal investigations
regarding the on-the-job conduct of all of the individual defendants, Under the circumstances,
there is no question that each of the individual defendents could legitimataly claim his or her
Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination if required to enswer the complaint or
discovery requests in the present case.

Absent & stay of proceedings in this case, each of the individual defendants will have to
decide whether to claim the privilege against self-incrimination or to answer the complaint and,
ultimately, respond to written discovery requests and questioning at a deposition. Any defendant
who chooses to invoke the privilege runs the risk that this will be used as the basis for an adverse
inference against him or her in this case, see, e.g., Harris v. City of Chicago, 266 F.3d 750, 753
(7th Cir. 2001), a practice the Fifth Amendment does not prohibit, See Baxter v. Palmigiano,
425 U.S. 308, 318 (1976).

Conversely, any defendant who chooses to testify or otherwise respond to discovery in
this case runs the risk that his or her responses will be used by proseouting authorities to pursue
the current criminal charges or other potential charges not yet filed. Any defendant wﬁo opted to
tegtify would be doing so in the face of a risk he or she cannot essess completely, in view of the
fact that there are ongoing investigations whose outcome is uncertain. Given that state of affairs,
it is highly unlikely that any criminal defense attorney worthy of that title would allow anty of the
individual defendants to testify or answer discovery or the complaint in the present case. In

short, the likelihood is overwhelming that if forced to choose between claiming the privilege and
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answering discovery or the complaint, each of the individual defendants will elect o claim the
privilege, thereby creating the risk that the claim could be used to help prove Chagolle's
allegations against them.

The fact that a party to civil litigation is faced with this sort of choice does not
automatically entitle him to a stay of the civil case. *[A] stay contemplates special
circumstances and the need to avoid substantial and irreparable prejudice. The very fact of &
parallel criminal proceeding . . . d[oes] not alone undercut [a defendant or claimeant's] privilege
against self-incrimination, even though the pendency of the criminal action force[s] him to
choose between preserving his privilege against self-incrimination and losing the ¢ivil suit.””
United States v. Certain Real Property, Commonly Known as 6250 Ledge Road, Egg Harbor, |
Wisc., 943 F.2d 721, 729 (7th Cir. 1991) (quoting United States v. Little Al, 712 F.2d 133, 136
(5th Cir. 1983) (intemal quotation marks and citations omitted)).

A court mey, however, stay parallel civil litigation in these circumstances if the intereats
of justice require it. See United States v. Kordel, 397 U.S. 1, 12 n, 27 (1970). Determination of
whether to grant 2 stay due to parallel criminal litigation involves balancing the interests of the
plaintiff, the defendants, and the public. The factors considered include the following non-
exclusive list: whether the eivil and criminal matters involve the same subject; whether the
governmental entity that has initiated the criminal case or investigation is atso a party in the civil
case; the posture of the criminal proceeding; the effect of granting or denying a stay on the public
interest; the interest of the civil-case plaintiff in proceeding expeditiously, and the potential
prejudice the plaintiff may suffer from a delay; and the burden that any particular aspect of the

civil casc may impose on defendants if a stay is denied. See, e.g., Cruz v. County of DuPage, No.
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96 C 7170, 1997 WL 370194, at *2 (N.D. Ill, June 27, 1997) (citing cases). The Court proceeds |
to examine each relevant factor in turn.

l.  Relationship between civil and criminal matters. The present case and the
pending stato criminal prosecution involve the identical subject matter, namely the actions of
certain of the individual defendents in connection with, and following, their alleged encounter
with Chagolla on August 12, 2005. The pending federal criminal charge against Finnigan and
the ongoing investigations are not quite so closely related to the core allegations in the present
case, bat the relationship is still a close one, given the potential that Chagolla might seek to use
other similar events as evidence to support his claims against the individual defendants and the
near-certainty that he will attempt to use other similar events to support his Monell claim, The
close relationship between the civil and criminal matters weighs in favor of a stay, See, e.g., Doe
v. City of Chicago, 360 F. Supp. 2d 880, 881 (N.D. Ill. 2005); United States v. All Meat and
Poultry Prods. Stored at Lagrou Cold Storage, No, 02 C 5145, 2003 WL 22284318, at *4 (N.D.
Il Oct. 3, 2003).

2. Whether the government is a party in both cases. If the governmental entity that
initiated the parallel criminal prosecution or investigation is & party in the civil case, thereisa .
concern that it may use the civil discovery process to circumvent limitations on discovery in
criminal proceedings, See Cruz, 1997 WL 370194, at *3. That is not en issue in this case, as
neither Cook County nor the federal government is a party to the civil litigation. This weighs
against a stay.

Even though this case does not present the risk of the government's use of civil

proceedings to further a criminal investigation, the pendency of parallel criminal and civil
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matiers poses the related risk of giving persons who have been accused criminally or whose
conduct is under investigation the ability to use the civil discovery process to ferret out the
particulars of the prosecuting authoritics’ case against them, an opportunity they would not have
if no civil case were pending, This is cause for concern in the present circumstances even though
the defendants are the parties who have reguested a stay. The parties’ submissions and the
criminal complaint charging Finnigan give reason to bolieve that certzin police officers with
potential involvement in misconduct by the SOS unit may be cooperating with the stete and/or
federal prosecuting authorities. If discovery proceeds, the individual defendants who are under
indictment or investigation but are not cooperating could use the discovery process to leamm about
the cooperation of cthers. One of the defendants, Finnigan, is slready facing federal criminal
charges for alleged efforts to do hamm to a fellow officer or officers that he believed were
cooporating with the authorities. The interest of any such officer(s) in avoiding, at least for the
time being, awareness of his or her cooperation is significant and worthy of consideration,

3. Posture of the criminal proceedings. The pending state criminal case is, as far as
the Cowrt knows, at a relatively early stage; no party has indicated to the Court that a trial date
has been set. The federal criminal case against Finnigan is at a very early stage, as no indictment
has yet been returned, and any ongoing investigations are, of course, at an earlier stage still. The
fact some defendants face only the threat of criminal charges, and no actual charges as yet,
weighs against entry of a stay, Cruz, 1997 WL 370194, at *3. On the other hand, the fact that
some of the defendants face pending criminal charges weighs somewhat in favor of a stay,
though perhaps not significantly, due to the likelihood of significant delay before the charges

reach final disposition.
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>

4. Effect of a stay on the public interest. The public has an interest in the prompt
disposition of civil litigation, an interest that has been enacted into positive law via the Civil
Justice Reform Act of 1990, See 28 U.S.C. §§ 471-82. A stay quite obviously will impair that
interest.

On the other hand, the public has an interest in ensuring that the criminal process can
proceed untainted by civil litigation. See, e.g:, Jones v. Cily of Indlanapolis, 216 F R.D, 440, 452
(S.D. Ind. 2003). The possibility that the orderly progress of the criminal cases and
investigations — particularly those involving the exact same incidents at issue in the present case
— will be hindered by issues that could arise from ongoing civil discovery is gignificant enough to
be worthy of consideration. '

3. Plaintiff’s interest in proceeding expeditiously. As just discussed, entry of a stay
will impose 2 delay on Chagolla, who has a significant interest in obtaining resolution of his
claims and compensation if he proves he is entitled to it. This is an important consideration
weighing against a stay, particularly because the delay may be substantial, given the potentiai
breadth of the ongoing criminal invesiigations,

6. The burden imposed on defendants regarding any perticular aspect of the civil
litigation. Any individual defendant who is forced to respond to discovery will be faced with the
choice of whether to claim or waive the privilege against self-incrimination. As the Court hes
suggested, the likelihood is overwhelming that each of the defendants faced with that cheice will
claim the privilege and thereby face the risk that Chagolla will use the privilege invocation to
help prove the defendent’s liability. Though the law allows this, the question of whether it is fair

does not yield the same answer in every case. In the Court’s experience, it is not at all rare for a
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person faced wﬁh criminal charges or a pending investigation to invoke the privilege even though
he may have done nothing wrong, out of an abundance of caution prompted by a careful criminal
defensc lawyer, Though a person who claims the privilege in such circnmstances and then has it
used against him in a paralle] civil case ordinarily is given the chance to explain his invocation of
the privilege, the finer points of risk-aversion 88 it relates to criminal defense practice easily can
be lost on lay jurors. A civil defendant in this situation who is effectively backed into a corner in
which he has no viable choice but to claim the privilege is forced to face a significant risk of
unfair prejudice that may be virtually impossible to remedy. This is, in the Court’s view, a factor
weighing in favor of e stay.

7. Chagolla'’s “mootness” argument. The Court respectfully disagrees with
Chagolla’s contention that the need for a stay of the present case will be rendered “moot” by the
fact that there are other similar cases pending in this district in which no stay has been ordered,
Again, as indicated earlier, the likelihood is overwhelming that the individual defendants will
claim the privilege against seif-incrimination and that, as a result, no discovery will bo obtained
from them in the other cases. Though the Court has not been called upon to address whether a
party's invocation of the privilege in other arguably related litigation could be used to draw an
adverse against that party in the present case, the possibility that this might occur is not enough to
render “moot” any particular defendant’s dilemma in deciding what to do in the present case. In
addition, a person who waives the privilege in one case does not thereby waive it in another case,
even if the second case is related to the first. See, e.g, Slutzker v. Johnson, 393 F.3d 383, 389
(3d Cir. 2004); Unired States v. Gary, 74 F.3d 304, 312 (1st Cir. 1996); United States v, Fortin,

685 F.2d 1297, 1298-99 (1 1th Cir. 1982). Thus a defecndant who chose to forego the privilege in

10
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some other civil case would, in al] likelihood, still be entitled to claim it in this case. In short, the
fact that other judges have not opted for a stay does not render the matter moot. (That said, if one
or more defendants elects to testify in other proceedings, that might be a factor tilting against a
stay when this Court recvaluates the matter down the road.)

Having considered these factors, the Court exercises its discretion to stay further
proceedings in the case as to the individual defendants, with one exception: any motions
attacking the complaint must be filed by January 23, 2008. The requirement of filing such
motions does not pose the Fifth Amendment dilemma that lies at the core of the present dispute.
In addition, the Court will not enter an indefinite stay of proceedings. Rather, the stay will last,
initially, for a period of four months. At that time, the Court will reevaluate the matter based on
submission by the parties regarding any developments that might warrant terminating the stay or
modifying it to permit the case to proceed (in its entirety or otherwise) as to sorme or all of the
individual defendants.

As noted carlier, the City of Chicago has also requested a stay. The considerations
relating to the City's request are entirely different from those concerning the individual
defendants; the City has no Fifth Amendment privilege and thus is not faced with the dilemma
and accompanying risks that confront an individual party to parallel civil and criminal litigation,
On the other hand, there would be an element of unfaimess were the City placed in a position in
which its ability to defend itself were impaired because of the unavailability of the testimony of
the individual officers regarding the events of August 12, 2005. This consideration might not
carry the day were Chagolla to have sued anly the City, and not any individual defendent. But

because the Court is staying the case with regard to the individual defendants (cight of the nine

13
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named defendants), there is little to be gained by requiring the City to proceed with discovery
generally.

The Court agroes with Chagolla, however, that there is no basis to believe that any of the
defendants — either the individual defendants or the City — would be unfairly prejudiced by
allowing Chagolla to obiain paper discovery from the City regarding the SOS officers’ encounter
with him and other incidents of alleged misconduct on the part of the individual defendants and
other SOS officers, and how the City dealt with any such incidents or cornplaints — in other
words, the Monel! discovery referenced by Chagolla in his alternative request for relicf,
Allowing such discovery to proceed will enable both Chagolla and the City to evaluate
Chagolla's claim for settlement purposes end will give both sides a significant “leg up” once
discovery resumes.

Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, the Court grants the motions to stay filed by the individual
defendants and grants in part the motion to stay filed by the City of Chicago. The case is stayed,
with the exceptions noted in the body of this decision, through May 5, 2008. Plaintiff is granted
leave to serve written discovery requests upon the City of Chicago consistent with the discussion
in the body of this decision. The case is set for & status hearing on Yanuary 28, 2007 at 9:30 a.m.
to set a briefing schedule on any motions to dismiss (including the one already filed by the City)

and to discuss, among other things, the advisability of setting the matter for a settlement

conference. :
MATTHEW F. KENNELLY
Date: January 2, 2008 United States District Judge

12
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BEFORE THE DULY CONSTITUTED
ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

IN THE MATTER OF:
David W. Cooke, ;
Complainant, ;
V. g Board File # 16 CD 093
Committee for Frank J. Mautino, ;
Respondent. %
)
NOTICE OF FILING

TO: David W. Cook davidcooke 1@gmail.com

Ken Menzel kmenzel@elcctions.il.gov

Philip Krasny philipkrasny@yahoo.com

Please take notice that on Tuesday, September 6, 2016, I filed with the Illinois State
Board of Elections and with Hearing Officer Philip Krasny the attached Respondent’s Motion to
Stay, a copy of which is hereby served upon you.

CERTITICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned attorney hereby certifies that copies of the attached pleading were
served upon the partics referenced above by email on Tuesda ePtemb 6,

G

Anthony J. Jacob

Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
222 N. LaSalle Street

Suite 300

Chicago, IL 60601
312-704-3105
ajacob@hinshawlaw.com

131394513v1 1336
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
2329 S MacArthur Blvd
Springficld, Illinois 62704
217/782-4141

Tom Newman Director, Campaign Disclosure Division

e e —

To:  Members ol the Board. Steve Sandvoss. Executive Director, Ken Menzel, General Counsel
Re:  Civil Penalty Assessments Necessitating a Final Board Order

Date:  September 8. 2016

#

Listed below are committees that have been assessed a civil penalty for the delinquent filing ol a
Schedule A-1. This violation was not appealed & should be issued a Final Board Order.

Schedule A-1 (16 AD)
| Cmte No | Cmte Name Amt of Fine A-1%
| 462 | Democratic Party of Evanston 1250 100

(** - DENOTES COMMITTEES THAT HAVE FILED A FINAL REPORT)
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
2329 S. MacArthur Blvd
Springfield, Illinois 62708

217/782-4141

Tom Newman Director, Campaign Disclosure Division

To:  Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director, Members of the Board
Re:  Payment of Civil Penalty Assessments - Informational

Date: September 7, 2016

The following committees have made payment of outstanding civil penalties for the period 8/15/2016 -
9/7/2016

Friends of Emil Jones III - $800.00

Friends of Thomas Shaughnessy - $200.00

Citizens for Lightford - $9260.00

Citizens to Elect LaShawn K Ford - $550.00
Crawford County Democratic Women - $212.50
Friends of Bill Sullivan - $725.00

Friends of Gilbert Villegas - $2062.50

UAW Illinois PAC - $150.00 ($3.53 credit card fee)
Citizens to Elect David Moore - $438.00

Citizens to Elect David Moore - $200.00

TOTAL : $14,598.00

Monthly Total:

171716 to 2/4/16:342,670.82

2/5/16 to 3/2/16: $8,122.91

3/3/16 to 4/5/16: $36,337.00

4/6/16 to 5/4/16: $10,251.00

5/5/16 to 6/1/16: $26,798.00

6/1/16 to 6/27/16: $26,420.08

6/28/16 10 8/15/16: $43,135.00

8/16/16 to 9/7/16: $14,598.00 Year to Date Total: $208,332.81
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

From the desk of.... Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director
Phone: 217-557-9939
Email: ssandvoss@elections.il.gov

To: Charles W. Scholz, Chairman
Ernest L. Gowen, Vice Chairman
Members of the Board

Re: U.S. Government Accountability Office Request for Pollwatcher Credentials

Date: September 7, 2016

On the following pages is a request from the U.S. Government Accountability Office
(GAO) to obtain pollwatcher credentials from the State Board of Elections to visit polling
places in two jurisdictions in lllinois; the City of Rockford and Will County. The purpose
of the visit is to observe the polling locations within those jurisdictions to determine the
accessibility features for disabled persons contained therein (According to the letter,
these two locations were chosen based on their geography and population). The GAO is
interested in visiting said locations during the early voting period and on Election Day
itself.

As the letter states, representatives from the GAO visited polling locations in lllinois during
the 2008 General Election and this request is intended as a follow-up to the review
conducted at that Election. Apparently the SBE issued credentials to the GAO staff in
2008, as evidenced by the inclusion of a sample credential form issued by then SBE
Chairman Porter. Staff reviewed the Board material of several meetings prior to the 2008
Election to determine what if any discussion was had among the Board members,
however nothing was found related to the GAO'’s visit.

| thought it prudent to submit this request to the Board for its consideration and determine
if credentials should be issued to the GAO, who would be acting as representatives of the
SBE. Since the relevant provisions of the Election Code restrict persons who are eligible
for pollwatcher credentials (such as representatives of candidates, political parties, non-
profit State civic organizations, etc.), it appears that the only available means for GAO
staff to conduct their polling place visits would be to act as representatives of the SBE,
who are authorized to be in any polling place in the State.

It should be noted that the SBE is required to survey the election authorities regarding the
accessibility of polling places within their jurisdiction. As such, information gathered from
the GAO may be useful in satisfying this requirement and therefore provide a basis for
granting it representative status.
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441 G St. N.W.
Washington, DC 20548

August 15, 2016

Mr. Steve Sandvoss
Ms. Becky Glazier
2329 S MacArthur Blvd
Springfield, IL 62704

Dear Mr. Sandvoss and Ms. Glazier:

The U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAQ), an independent, nonpartisan agency of the
U.S. Congress, has been requested by members of Congress to study voting access for people
with disabilities during the 2016 general election. Our work addresses the following key
questions: (1) How many of the selected polling places have features that might facilitate or
impede access for voters with disabilities? and, (2) What actions are states taking to facilitate
voting for people with disabilities? To determine how many polling places have features that
might affect voting for people with disabilities, we plan to visit polling places during early in-
person voting for the 2016 general election, and on Election Day, November 8, 2016. We are
writing to request your assistance in helping us visit polling places within your state during early
in-person voting and on Election Day.

The portion of our study on polling place accessibility is a follow-up to our reviews of polling
places during the 2000 and 2008 general elections.” Given the close cooperation of states and
overall success of the 2000 and 2008 studies, we are closely following those studies’
methodology. However, for this year’s review, we are including visits to polling places during
early in-person voting, in addition to Election Day. Moreover, unlike our reviews of the 2000 and
2008 elections, we are selecting the states and counties for polling place visits based on
population and geographic location, among other factors—not based on a random sample.
Therefore, the results from our 2016 general election accessibility assessments cannot be
generalized nationwide and will only apply to the polling places we visit. The polling place
information we collect during early in-person voting and on Election Day will be reported only in
aggregate form—our report will not link any information to a specific polling place, county, or
state.

For this review, we selected a sample of 23 counties across the country, based on a mix of
factors, such as population, variation in type of election administration, and geographic location.
Counties in your state have been selected for our sample. Your state also participated in our
2008 study, and we greatly appreciated all of the help state officials provided in arranging our
site visits to polling locations at that time. We look forward to working with you to arrange such
visits to polling places in selected counties during this current study.

'See GAO, Voters With Disabilities: Additional Monitoring of Polling Places Could Further Improve Accessibility,

GAO-09-941 (Washington, D.C.: Sept. 30, 2009) and Voters With Disabilities: Access to Polling Places and
Alternative Voting Methods, GAO-02-107 (Washington, D.C.: Oct. 15, 2001).
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For each county in our sample selected for early in-person voting, we plan to send two GAO
staff to up to six polling places. Similarly, for each county in our sample selected for Election
Day, we plan to send two GAO staff to up to six polling places. For both early in-person voting
and Election Day, we will attempt to choose a variety of polling places to visit, such as a mix of
schools, community centers, churches, and other types of facilities. At each polling place we
visit, GAO staff will observe the parking areas, the route to the voting area, the voting area itself,
and the voting methods. We would also like to ask the official in charge of the polling place a
few questions. These questions should take no more than 10 minutes to answer, and we expect
each visit to be completed in 30 to 45 minutes. GAO staff will not approach voters, or in any way
interfere with voting activities.

We are seeking your assistance in the following two areas, consistent with our approach during
the 2000 and 2008 studies on polling accessibility:

1. In order to facilitate admission of our staff members to polling places in your state, we would
greatly appreciate you sending GAO a letter or e-mail authorizing employees of the U.S.
Government Accountability Office to enter polling places in your state in selected counties
(see below) to observe and measure voting access features and conduct a short interview
with the official in charge of the polling place. For your convenience, | have attached the
letter we received from your state granting us such permission during the 2008 election.
GAO staff could then be prepared to present a copy of the authorization letter to the official
in charge at each polling place we visit, along with their photo identification cards signed by
the Comptroller General of the United States.

2. In order to facilitate GAO access to polling places during early in-person voting and on
Election Day, we also ask that you inform the chief election officials(s) in the following
counties that their counties are part of our sample, and let them know that we will contact
them in the near future to discuss our visits:

¢ Rickford City (early in-person voting and on Election Day)
o Will County (early in-person voting and on Election Day)

We plan to visit up to six polling places in each county during early in-person voting, and up
to six polling places in each county during Election Day. We plan to gather information on
polling place locations from counties in order to select the individual locations to visit.

After Election Day—most likely in early December 2016—we also plan to conduct a nationwide
survey of all states and the District of Columbia to obtain information on state actions to facilitate
voting for people with disabilities. We conducted a similar survey for our 2008 study.

We realize that you and other election officials are extremely busy in preparing for the general
election on November 8, 2016 and greatly appreciate your help with our study. Should you have
any questions or if you would like to discuss our review, please do not hesitate to contact us.
We are happy to work with you, as well as officials from the selected counties and polling
locations, to minimize any impacts from our work.

Please send the letter or e-mail authorizing GAO employees to visit polling places in your state
during early in-person voting and on Election Day no later than August 29, 2016 to Rebecca
Kuhlmann Taylor at taylorr@gao.gov or fax the letter to 312-220-9334. Should you have any
questions, please contact Rebecca Kuhlmann Taylor, Analyst-in-Charge, at 312-220-7685 or
taylorr@gao.gov, or Brett Fallavollita, Assistant Director, at 213-830-1062 or
fallavollitab@gao.gov.
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Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely yours,

Daniel Bertoni
Director, Education, Workforce and Income Security Issues

Uerea. D amblo

Rebecca Gambler
Director, Homeland Security and Justice Issues
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
STATE OF ILLINOIS

1020 South Spring Street, P.O. Box 4187
Springfield, lllinois 62708

217/782-4141 TTY: 217/782-1518

Fax: 217/782-5959

James R. Thompson Center

100 West Randolph, Suite 14-100
Chicago, lllinois 60601
312/814-6440 TTY: 312/814-6431
Fax: 312/814-6485

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Daniel W. White

TO ALL ELECTION AUTHORITIES,

JUDGES OF ELECTION AND
INTERESTED PARTIES

BOARD MEMBERS

Albert S. Porter, Chairman

Bryan A. Schneider, Vice Chairman
Patrick A. Brady

John R. Keith

William M. McGuffage

Wanda L. Rednour

Jesse R. Smart

Robert J. Walters

This is to certify that whose name is shown below is a duly
appointed and authorized agent for the State Board of Elections for the November 4,
2008 General Election, and shall be admitted to every polling place, receiving station
and ballot counting site in all districts, precincts and counties throughout the State, on
behalf of the Board pursuant to Article III, Section 5 of the Illinois Constitution of 1970,
and the power granted by Sections 5/1A-8, 7-34, and 17-23 of the Illinois Election Code
for the purpose of general supervision of registration and election laws throughout the

State, and for all other purposes that are lawful thereunder.

Given under my hand and Seal of the State
Board of Elections, this 15th day of September, 2008

bt N2

Albert S. Porter, Chairman

Authorized Agent

ATTEST:

G Unsccto

Bg§an Schneider, Vice Chairman
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

From the desk of.... Kyle Thomas
Director of Voting and Registration Systems
Phone: 217-782-1590
Email: kthomas@elections.il.gov

To: Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director
Re: 2016 General Pre-Election Tabulation Testing

Date: September 6, 2016

The Voting and Registration Systems Division will be conducting tabulation
system pre-testing, in preparation for the upcoming General Election. Staff will be
conducting these pre-tests in seven jurisdictions. The list and tentative scheduling
is as follows:

Peoria Board of Election Commissioners — September 13-14
Moultrie County — October 13"

Livingston County — October 14t

McDonough County — October 18%

McHenry County — October 215t — 24t

Fulton County — October 25t

Fayette County — October 26™

Preparations are already underway. Due to their size, the McHenry County
and Peoria Board tests are expected to require more than one full day to conduct.
All other jurisdictions are expected to take no more than one day, if no major issues
are encountered.
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Election Judge Training
2016 GE

Date Jurisdiction and Zone
7/25/2016  STEPHENSON (4)
7/26/2016  STEPHENSON (4)
8/22/2016  CLAY (1)
8/30/2016  WOODFORD (3)

9/7/2016  MCcLEAN (3)
9/8/2016  MCcLEAN (3)
9/14/2016  JoDAVIESS (4)

9/15/2016  SALINE (1)
9/15/2016  COLES (3)
9/19/2016 KANKAKEE (3)
9/19/2016  ST. CLAIR (1)
9/20/2016  ST.CLAIR (1)
9/20/2016  JACKSON (1)
9/20/2016 KANKAKEE (3)
9/21/2016  ST.CLAIR (1)
9/21/2016  CALHOUN (2)
9/21/2016  JACKSON (1)
9/22/2016  ST. CLAIR (1)
9/26/2016  JASPER (1)
9/27/2016 WABASH (1)
9/27/2016 MONTGOMERY (2)
9/28/2016  RICHLAND (1)
9/29/2016 LAWRENCE (1)
9/29/2016  BUREAU (4)
10/3/2016  HARDIN (1)
10/3/2016  POPE (1)

10/3/2016  CITY OF GALESBURG (2)

Tuesday, September 06, 2016

Schools

41

Presenter(s)

Kelly

Kelly

Sims

Kelly

Sims

Sims

Kelly or Davis
Sims

Kelly/Pryor
Kelly/Evans
Davis/Mills/Pryor
Davis/Mills/Pryor
Sims

Kelly/Evans
Davis/Mills/Pryor
Kelly/Mills

Sims
Davis/Mills/Pryor
Sims

Sims

Kelly/Pryor

Sims

Sims

Mills/Pryor

Sims

Sims

Mills/Pryor

Attendance
114

39

121

277
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Date Jurisdiction and Zone Schools Presenter(s) Attendance

10/4/2016 LOGAN (3) 1 Kelly 0

10/4/2016 HENDERSON (2) 2 Mills 0

10/4/2016 FRANKLIN (1) 3 Sims 0

10/5/2016  CHRISTIAN (3) 2 Sims 0

10/5/2016  CHRISTIAN (3) 2 Sims 0

10/5/2016  LOGAN (3) 1 Kelly 0

10/5/2016  WHITESIDE (4) 2 Mills/Pryor 0

10/6/2016  LOGAN (3) 1 Kelly 0
10/10/2016  JEFFERSON (1) 3 Sims 0
10/11/2016 GALLATIN (1) 2 Sims 0
10/12/2016 UNION (1) 2 Sims 0
10/12/2016 BROWN (2) 2 Kelly/Mills 0
10/13/2016  CASS (2) 2 Davis/Pryor 0
10/17/2016  MENARD (2) 2 Kelly 0
10/17/2016 FAYETTE (1) 2 Sims 0
10/18/2016  CUMBERLAND (3) 2 Sims 0
10/18/2016 PIATT (3) 2 Davis 0
10/18/2016  JERSEY (2) 2 Kelly/Mills 0
10/19/2016  CLINTON (1) 2 Sims 0
10/20/2016  WASHINGTON (1) 2 Sims 0
10/20/2016  SHELBY (3) 3 Davis/Pryor 0
10/25/2016  GREENE (2) 2 Kelly/Mills 0
10/26/2016  MORGAN (2) 3 Kelly/Pryor 0
10/26/2016 PUTNAM (4) 2 Mills/Davis 0
10/27/2016 PIKE (2) 2 Mills 0
10/27/2016 SCOTT (2) 2 Kelly 0
10/27/2016 IROQUOIS (3) 3 Davis 0
10/27/2016 EFFINGHAM (1) 3 Sims 0
10/27/2016 MORGAN (2) 1 Kelly 0
10/28/2016 IROQUOIS (3) 1 Rodriguez 0
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Jurisdiction and Zone Schools Presenter(s) Attendance

10/28/2016  CITY OF EAST ST. LOUIS (1) 2 Davis/Pryor 0
11/1/2016  WILLIAMSON (1) 3 Sims 0
11/2/2016 ~ KANKAKEE (3) 1 Kelly/Davis 0
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

From the desk of:
Steven S. Sandvoss, Executive Director

MEMORANDUM

TO: Members of the SBE Advisory Committee
SUBJECT: Meeting
DATE: September 8, 2016

Attached you will find an agenda for the meeting of the SBE Advisory
Committee on Monday, September 19, 2016 scheduled to begin at 9:00 a.m. in our
Springfield office. We will have a video connection if anyone would like to attend in
our Chicago office located on the 14™ Floor of the Thompson Center.

The regular monthly Board meeting will begin at 10:30 a.m.
In addition to the agenda items listed feel free to bring anything else to the
table, and hopefully we will have time to discuss any and all items of concern to you

during the course of the meeting.

We look forward to seeing you on the 19th.

Attachments

www.elections.il.gov
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
STATE OF ILLINOIS

2329 S. MacArthur Blvd.
Springfield, lllinois 62704-4503
217/782-4141

Fax: 217/782-5959

James R. Thompson Center

100 W. Randolph St., Ste. 14-100
Chicago, lllinois 60601-3232
312/814-6440

Fax: 312/814-6485

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Steven S. Sandvoss

ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AGENDA

Monday, September 19, 2016

2329 S. MacArthur Blvd.
Springfield, lllinois
9:00 a.m.

1. November General Election
a. Election Judges
1) Write-in votes

BOARD MEMBERS

Charles W. Scholz, Chairman
Ernest L. Gowen, Vice Chairman
William J. Cadigan

Andrew K. Carruthers

Betty J. Coffrin

John R. Keith

William M. McGuffage
Casandra B. Watson

2) Phone number for judges to call/text election authority office

b. Problems on election day or extension of polling hours — please notify SBE
C. Early Voting
d. Harlan v. Schultz, case affecting election day registration
e. Military Overseas ballots - 45 day report
f. Post election surveys.
2. Legislation

3. Voter Registration:

a. ERIC
b. Cyber breach
C. Online and agency — informational.
4. Other business.
5. Next meeting - January 2017 - date to be determined.

www.elections.il.gov
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

From the desk of:
Jeremy Kirk, Director of Administrative Services/CFO

TO: Members of the Board & Steve Sandvoss
SUBJECT: FY16/FY17 Fiscal Notes
DATE: Sept. 7t 2016

FY16 (as of 8/31/16) Invoices still outstanding and unpaid:

General Revenue Fund (001)

Town and Country $302,197.50
Communication Revolving Fund $106,871.42
CDW-G $ 94,484.62
Anchor Computer $ 19,923.47
Statistical Revolving Fund $ 19,506.25
CDS Office Technology $ 19,375.62
Midwest Litigation $ 11,169.50
ESRI $ 10,900.00
*Various other vendors $ 97,906.28

**Total (GRF) $682,334.66

* Office Depot and Novanis invoices, totaling $8,218.03, were paid on
9/2/16 to remove credit holds and allow for procurement of FY17 goods/services.

** Prompt pay interest is not included in the above total. Total interest is unknown at
this time.

HAVA Fund (206)
Prompt Pay Interest $15,860.63

All FY16 HAVA payments have been processed, with the exception of interest.

FY17 (as of 8/31/16) Invoices still outstanding and unpaid:

General Revenue Fund (001)

Town & Country $101,520.00
ChDw $ 19,275.44
* Various other vendors $ 7,556.61

Total (GRF) $128,352.05

* This amount includes travel vouchers, totaling 2,087.56, that were paid on 9/1/16.
Travel vouchers will be processed on an ongoing basis as they are received.
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HAVA Fund (206)

ERIC $ 61,011.00
Godar (IT consultant) $ 33,306.00
Clarea(IT consultant) $ 20,475.00
F3 IT Solutions (IT consultant) $ 14,490.00
Various other vendors $ 10,407.71

*Total (HAVA) $139,689.71

* This amount includes invoices, totaling $123,719.21, that were paid on 9/1/16.
All HAVA invoices will be processed on an ongoing basis as they are received.
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT
General Revenue Fund

AGENCY TOTALS FY16 ORIGINAL YEAR TO DATE OBLIGATED % OF
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016 APPROPRIATION EXPENDITURE MONEY BALANCE EXPENDITURE
PERSONAL SERVICE * $4,747,900.00 $4,321,854.20 $0.00 $426,045.80 91.03%
STATE PAID RETIREMENT * $150,100.00 $166,191.36 $0.00 $23,908.64 87.42%
RETIREMENT (inc. supplemental) * $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
SOCIAL SECURITY * $363,400.00 $316,883.95 $0.00 $46,516.05 87.20%

GENERAL REVENUE FUND (STOP GAP) $250,000.00 $205,749.62 $0.00 $44,250.38 82.30%

BUDGET STABILIZATION FUND (STOP GAP) $80,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $80,000.00 0.00%

HAVA MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
CO CLERK & RECORDER STIPENDS (FUND 802) $799,500.00 $799,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 100.00%
ELECTION JUDGE REIMBURSEMENT (FUND 802) $2,300,000.00 $1,981,725.00 $0.00 $318,275.00 86.16%
IVRS LUMP SUM - GRANTS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

* Personal Service amounts shown as "FY16 Original Appriopriation” are FY16 Budget Submission amounts. SBE operated under court order for FY16 Payroll
expenditures.
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16/17 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT

Stop-Gap
AGENCY TOTALS EY16/17 ORIGINAL YEAR TO DATE OBLIGATED % OF
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016 STOP GAP APPROP EXPENDITURE MONEY BALANCE EXPENDITURE
General Revenue Stop-Gap
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES $155,212.79 $0.00 62.09%
TRAVEL $45,424.83 $0.00 18.17%
PRINTING $5,112.00 $0.00 2.04%
COMMODITIES $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
ELECTION CODE BOOKS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
IVRS LUMP SUM - OPERATIONS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
INTEREST PAYMENTS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

Budget Stabilization Stop-Gap

CONTRACTUAL SERVICE $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
TRAVEL $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
PRINTING $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
COMMODITIES $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
ELECTION CODE BOOKS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
IVRS LUMP SUM - OPERATIONS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%
INTEREST PAYMENTS $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

*The FY16/17 Stop-Gap Appropriation was given as lump sum amounts, it was not broken down by expenditure line item (ie, Contractual Services, Travel, ect).
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STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT
Help Hllinois Vote Fund

AGENCY TOTALS SECTION 101 SECTION 102 SECTION261  SECTION 251  SECTION 251
Discretionary  Entitlement EAID Requi ts Additional
MONTH ENDING: Augqust 31, 2016 Funds Payments  pisbursements —oaorelelE oo ovirements

TOTAL
Fund Activity

Program Revenues from Federal Govt $217,296.18
Miscellaneous Revenues $9,305.00 $31,770.65
Interest Earned on IOC Balances $2,619.05 $5,183.87 $6,396.08

Interest Penalties Received
EAC-Mandated Transfers of interest
State Match Receipts

PERSONAL SERVICE $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-PAID RETIREMENT $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
RETIREMENT $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SOCIAL SECURITY $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
GROUP INSURANCE $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE $71,2439.00 $0.00 $0.00 $421,697.57 $0.00
TRAVEL $4,195.54 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
PRINTING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
COMMODITIES $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $652.25 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
OPERATION OF AUTO. EQUIPMENT $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$217,296.18
$41,075.65
$14,199.00
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$492,946.57
$4,195.54
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$652.25
$0.00

$0.00

AWARDS & GRANTS $0.00 $0.00 $207,300.88 $0.00 $0.00
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SECTION 101 - DISCRETIONARY FUNDS
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016
PERSONAL SERVICE
1129 State Paid Retirement
1161 Retirement
1170 Social Security
1180 Group Insurance
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
1205 Freight Express/Drayage
1223 Repair & Maintenance Real Property
1225 Repair & Maintenance, EDP Equip.
1231 Rental, Office Equipment
1232 Rental, Motor Vehicles
1237 Rental, Film & Audio/Visual Aids
1239 Rental, NEC
1242 Auditing & Management Services
1243 Book Binding & Processing Services
1244 Legal Fees

1245 Professional & Technical Services, NEC

1261 Postage
1266 Court Reporting & Filing Services
1273 Advertising

1274 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Vendor)
1276 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Employee)

1277 Association Dues

1280 Copying, Photographic & Printing Serv.

1284 Computer Software

1286 Travel, Reimb. to Non-State Employees

1288 Contractual Services, NEC
TRAVEL
1281 In-State & 1293 In-State (to vendor)
1292 Out-of-State
1295 Mileage
PRINTING
COMMODITIES
1304 Office/Library Supplies
1308 Educational & Instructional Materials

1384 Office/Library Equip., Not Exceed. $100

1398 Equipment, NEC
1398 Commodities, NEC
EQUIPMENT
1510 Office Furniture & Equipment
1515 EDP Equipment
1561 Training Equipment
6625 Leasehold Improvements
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
1721 Rental, Telephone Serv. & Equip.
1722 Rental, Data Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1728 Video Conferencing
1728 Rental, Other Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1730 Parts & Supplies for Telephone
1740 Answering & Pag. Comm. Serv. Equip.

1750 Telephone, Data, Radio & Other Equip.

1799 Telecommunication Services, NEC
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT

1893 Repair & Maint., Automotive Equipment
1894 Parts & Fittings, Automotive Equipment

1896 Gasoline, Oil & Antifreeze

1858 Automotive Services, NEC

1899 Automotive Expenses, NEC
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS

1993 Indirect Cost Allocation Refund
GRANTS

4453 Reimbursement to Governmental Units

4458 Services, NEC

4470 Grants to Local Governments (PPA)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (EAI)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (AAG)
4470 Grants to Local Governments

4475 Payments to Other State Agencies

SECTION 101 GRAND TOTAL

PERSONAL SERVICE
STATE PAID RETIREMENT
RETIREMENT

SOCIAL SECURITY
GROUP INSURANCE
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
TRAVEL

PRINTING

COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
GRANTS

STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT

Help lllinois Vote Fund

FY16
APPROPRIATION

$13,643.00

$25,000.00

$32,606.00

$716.49
$2,672.09
$806.96

$598.06

FY1é
APPROPRIATION

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$71,249.00
$4,195.54
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$598.06
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

YEAR TO DATE
EXPENDITURE

$13,643.00

$25,000.00

$32,606.00

$716.49
$2,672.09
$806.96

$598.06

YEAR TO DATE
EXPENDITURE

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$71,249.00
$4,195.54
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$598.06
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

OBLIGATED
MONEY




STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT
Help lllinois Vote Fund

SECTION 102 - ENTITLEMENT PAYMENTS Fy1e

MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016 APPROPRIATION
PERSONAL SERVICE

1129 State Paid Retirement
1161 Retirement
1170 Social Security
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
1205 Freight Express/Drayage
1225 Repair & Maintenance, EDP Equip.
1231 Rental, Office Equipment
1237 Rental, Film & Audio/Visual Aids
1239 Rental, NEC
1242 Auditing & Management Services
1243 Book Binding & Processing Services
1244 Legal Fees
1245 Professional & Technical Services, NEC
1261 Postage
1266 Court Reporting & Filing Services
1274 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Vendor)
1276 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Employee)
1280 Copying, Photographic & Printing Serv.
1284 Computer Software
1289 Contractual Services, NEC
TRAVEL
1291 In-State
1292 Out-of-State
PRINTING
COMMODITIES
1304 Office/Library Supplies
1394 Office/Library Equip., Not Exceed. $100
1398 Equipment, NEC
1399 Commodities, NEC
EQUIPMENT
1510 Office Furniture & Equipment
1515 EDP Equipment
1599 Equipment, NEC
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
1721 Rental, Telephone Serv. & Equip.
1722 Rental, Data Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1728 Video Conferencing
1729 Rental, Other Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1730 Parts & Supplies for Telephone
1740 Answering & Pag. Comm. Serv. Equip.
1750 Telephone, Data, Radio & Other Equip.
1799 Telecommunication Services, NEC
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
1893 Repair & Maint., Automotive Equipment
1894 Parts & Fittings, Automotive Equipment
1896 Gasoline, Oil & Antifreeze
1898 Automotive Services, NEC
1899 Automotive Expenses, NEC
GRANTS
4453 Reimbursement to Governmental Units
4458 Services, NEC
4470 Grants to Local Governments, NEC

FY1i6
SECTION 102 GRAND TOTAL APPROPRIATION
PERSONAL SERVICE $0.00
STATE PAID RETIREMENT $0.00
RETIREMENT $0.00
SOCIAL SECURITY $0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE $0.00
TRAVEL $0.00
PRINTING $0.00
COMMODITIES $0.00
EQUIPMENT $0.00
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $0.00
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT $0.00

GRANTS $0.00

YEAR TO DATE
EXPENDITURE

YEAR TO DATE

EXPENDITURE

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

OBLIGATED
MONEY




SECTION 261 - EAID DISBURSEMENTS
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016
PERSONAL SERVICE
1129 State Paid Retirement
1161 Retirement
1170 Social Security
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
1205 Freight Express/Drayage
1225 Repair & Maintenance, EDP Equip.
1231 Rental, Office Equipment
1237 Rental, Film & Audio/Visual Aids
1239 Rental, NEC
1242 Auditing & Management Services
1243 Book Binding & Processing Services
1244 Legal Fees
1245 Professional & Technical Services, NEC
1261 Postage
1266 Court Reporting & Filing Services
1274 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Vendor)
1276 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Empioyee)
1280 Copying, Photographic & Printing Serv.
1284 Computer Software
1289 Contractual Services, NEC
TRAVEL
1291 In-State
1292 Out-of-State
PRINTING
COMMODITIES
1304 Office/Library Supplies
1394 Office/Library Equip., Not exc. $100
1398 Equipment, NEC
1399 Commodities, NEC
EQUIPMENT
1510 Office Furniture & Equipment
1515 EDP Equipment
1561 Training Materials, Exhibits & Educ. Equip.
1599 Equipment, NEC
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
1721 Rental, Telephone Serv. & Equip.
1722 Rental, Data Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1728 Video Conferencing
1729 Rental, Other Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1730 Parts & Supplies for Telephone
1740 Answering & Pag. Comm. Serv. Equip.
1750 Telephone, Data, Radio & Other Equip.
1799 Telecommunication Services, NEC
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
1893 Repair & Maint., Automotive Equipment
1894 Parts & Fittings, Automotive Equipment
1896 Gasoline, Oil & Antifreeze
1898 Automotive Services, NEC
1899 Automotive Expenses, NEC
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
1993 Indirect Cost Allocation Refund
GRANTS
4453 Reimbursement to Governmental Units
4470 Grants to Local Governments (VAID Il1)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (VAID V)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (VAID V)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (VAID V1)

SECTION 261 GRAND TOTAL

PERSONAL SERVICE
STATE PAID RETIREMENT
RETIREMENT

SOCIAL SECURITY
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
TRAVEL

PRINTING

COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
GRANTS

STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT

Help lllinois Vote Fund

FY16 YEAR TO DATE
APPROPRIATION EXPENDITURE
$207,300.88 $207,300.88

FY16 YEAR TO DATE
APPROPRIATION EXPENDITURE
$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00
$207,300.88 $207,300.88

OBLIGATED
MONEY




SECTION 251 - REQUIREMENTS
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016
PERSONAL SERVICE
1129 State Paid Retirement
1161 Retirement
1170 Social Security
1180 Group Insurance
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
1205 Freight Express/Drayage
1223 Repair & Maintenance Real Property
1225 Repair & Maintenance, EDP Equip.
1231 Rental, Office Equipment
1232 Rental, Motor Vehicles
1237 Rental, Film & Audio/Visual Aids
1239 Rental, NEC
1242 Auditing & Management Services
1243 Book Binding & Processing Services
1244 Legal Fees
1245 Professional & Technical Services, NEC
1261 Postage
1266 Court Reporting & Filing Services
1273 Advertising
1274 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Vendor)
1276 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Employee)
1280 Copying, Photographic & Printing Serv.
1284 Computer Software
1289 Contractual Services, NEC
TRAVEL
1291 In-State
1292 Out-of-State
PRINTING
COMMODITIES
1304 Office/Library Supplies
1308 Educational & Instructional Materials
1394 Office/Library Equip., Not Exceed. $100
1398 Equipment, NEC
1399 Commodities, NEC
EQUIPMENT
1510 Office Furniture & Equipment
1515 EDP Equipment
1561 Training Equipment
6625 Leasehold Improvements
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
1721 Rental, Telephone Serv. & Equip.
1722 Rental, Data Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1728 Video Conferencing
1729 Rental, Other Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1730 Parts & Supplies for Telephone
1740 Answering & Pag. Comm. Serv. Equip.
1750 Telephene, Data, Radio & Cther Equip.
1799 Telecommunication Services, NEC
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
1893 Repair & Maint., Automotive Equipment
1894 Parts & Fittings, Automotive Equipment
1896 Gasoline, Oil & Antifreeze
1898 Automotive Services, NEC
1899 Automotive Expenses, NEC
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
1993 Indirect Cost Allocation Refund
GRANTS
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (AVE)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (Phase llI)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (ALA)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (EDG)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (VRS)
4478 Payments to Other State Agencies

SECTION 251 (OLD REQ) GRAND TOTAL

PERSONAL SERVICE
STATE PAID RETIREMENT
RETIREMENT

SOCIAL SECURITY
GROUP INSURANCE
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
TRAVEL

PRINTING

COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
GRANTS

STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT

Help lilinois Vote Fund

FY16 YEAR TO DATE
APPROPRIATION EXPENDITURE
$330,150.00 $330,150.00
$11,280.36 $11,280.36
$71,622.71 $71,622.71
FY16 YEAR TO DATE
APPROPRIATION EXPENDITURE
$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00
$413,053.07 $413,053.07
$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

OBLIGATED
MONEY




STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

FY16 MONTHLY FISCAL REPORT

Help lilinois Vote Fund

SECTION 251 - ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FY16
MONTH ENDING: August 31, 2016 APPROPRIATION
PERSONAL SERVICE

1129 State Paid Retirement
1161 Retirement
1170 Social Security
1180 Group insurance
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE
1205 Freight Express/Drayage
1223 Repair & Maintenance Real Property
1225 Repair & Maintenance, EDP Equip.
1231 Rental, Office Equipment
1232 Rental, Motor Vehicles
1237 Rental, Film & Audio/Visual Aids
1239 Rental, NEC
1242 Auditing & Management Services
1243 Book Binding & Processing Services
1244 Legal Fees
1245 Professional & Technical Services, NEC
1261 Postage
1266 Court Reporting & Filing Services
1273 Advertising
1274 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Vendor)
1276 Registration Fees & Conf. Exp. (Employee)
1280 Copying, Photographic & Printing Serv.
1284 Computer Software
1289 Contractual Services, NEC
TRAVEL
1291 in-State
1292 Out-of-State
PRINTING
COMMODITIES
1304 Office/Library Supplies
1308 Educational & Instructional Materials
1384 Office/Library Equip., Not Exceed. $100
1398 Equipment, NEC
1399 Commodities, NEC
EQUIPMENT
1510 Office Furniture & Equipment
1515 EDP Equipment
1661 Training Equipment
6625 Leasehold improvements
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
1721 Rental, Telephone Serv. & Equip.
1722 Rental, Data Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1728 Video Conferencing
1729 Rental, Other Comm. Serv. & Equip.
1730 Parts & Supplies for Telephone
1740 Answering & Pag. Comm. Serv. Equip.
1750 Telephone, Data, Radio & Other Equip.
1799 Telecommunication Services, NEC
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT
1893 Repair & Maint., Automotive Equipment
1894 Parts & Fittings, Automotive Equipment
1896 Gasoline, Oil & Antifreeze
1898 Automotive Services, NEC
1899 Automotive Expenses, NEC
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS
1993 Indirect Cost Allocation Refund
GRANTS
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (AVE)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (Phase 1)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (ALA)
4453 Reimbursement to Govt Units (EDG)
4470 Grants to Local Governments (Phase Il
4479 Payments to Other State Agencies

FY16
SECTION 251 (NEW REQ) GRAND TOTAL APPROPRIATION
PERSONAL SERVICE $0.00
STATE PAID RETIREMENT $0.00
RETIREMENT $0.00
SOCIAL SECURITY $0.00
GROUP INSURANCE $0.00
CONTRACTUAL SERVICE $0.00
TRAVEL $0.00
PRINTING $0.00
COMMODITIES $0.00
EQUIPMENT $0.00
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $0.00
OPERATION OF AUTO EQUIPMENT $0.00
INDIRECT COST REFUNDS $0.00
GRANTS $0.00

YEAR TO DATE
EXPENDITURE

YEAR TO DATE
EXPENDITURE

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

OBLIGATED
MONEY
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Follow up.

Comments from the general public.

Next Board Meeting scheduled for Tuesday, October 18, 2016 at 10:30 a.m. in
Chicago.

Executive Session.
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