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SUMMARY OF THE BOARD’S ACTIVITY FROM ITS DECEMBER 15, 2014 MEETING IN ITS CASEWORK, ENFORCEMENT AND ADJUDICATION PROGRAMS
• The Board approved the schedule of its 2015 meetings.  http://www.cityofchicago.org/content/dam/city/depts/ethics/general/BoardMeetings/2014/MtgSched2015.pdf
• Case No. 141263.C.  The Executive Director reported on the status of this matter, which involves a complaint referred to the Executive Director by the Office of the Inspector General in September 2014.  The complaint alleges misconduct by an individual paid by a City contractor.
• Case No. 141280.A, Campaign Financing.  The Board VOTED 5-0 to issue an advisory opinion http://www.cityofchicago.org/city/en/depts/ethics/provdrs/edu/news/2014/dec/PensionFundContributors.html  in this case, involving a complaint filed with the Board and Inspector General’s Office by two aldermen.  The complaint questioned whether there were violations of the Governmental Ethics Ordinance by virtue of political contributions made to the Mayor’s political committee by executives of firms that do or seek business with the four pension funds that cover City employees.  The opinion explains that, while the Board cannot investigate this matter, it can and is issuing this advisory opinion to clarify how the Ordinance applies, and that the Board has determined that – consistent with 28 years of established precedent – there is no violation of the Ordinance when firms that contract or do business with these four pension funds, or these firms’ executives, make political contributions in excess of $1,500 in a year to any single City elected official (or candidate for elected City office), or to his or her political committee. This is because the pension funds are established by Illinois state law as independent governmental entities or “bodies politic,” and are not agencies or departments of the City.  Thus, firms that contract or seek to contract with these pension funds are not thereby doing or seeking to do business with the City (or its sister agencies). The Ordinance imposes contribution limitations only on persons or firms that do or seek to do business with the City (or one of its named sister agencies) or on registered lobbyists. The opinion explains that it is indeed possible that these firms or their executives made contributions in violation of the Ordinance, but if so, any such violations would be for reasons unconnected to contracts or business with the pension funds. 

The opinion also makes clear that the Board is keenly aware that confidence in government is challenged when such firms or their executives make political contributions to elected officials with authority to appoint members to pension boards, thereby exacerbating a situation that is commonly called “pay-to-play.”  The opinion lays out a roadmap for addressing this issue at the City level through an Ordinance amendment and/or Mayoral Executive Order.

• Case Nos. 14035.CFr et seq., Referral of Campaign Financing Investigations.  The Board VOTED 5-0 to formally refer the campaign financing investigation matters relating to calendar year 2013 to the Inspectors General, as required by the Ordinance, and to take the steps necessary to post on its web site a revised press release that explains these matters. 

[http://www.cityofchicago.org/city/en/depts/ethics/provdrs/reg/news/2014/dec/board-files-campaign-financing-complaints-with-inspectors-genera.html ] . 
• Case No. 141279.C, No Jurisdiction.  Staff reported that it had dismissed a complaint and referred it to the Office of the Inspector General.  The complaint alleged that two City employees engaged in political activity during their regular working hours in exchange for favorable assignments and overtime. 
• Case No. 13014.OLIG (2012OLIG0040), Meeting Pursuant to Section -385 for a finding of Probable Cause.  After considering the Office of Legislative Inspector General’s Confidential Closing Report, and hearing from the subject alderman and his attorney, as required by Ordinance, the Board VOTED 4-1 to find “no probable cause” and dismiss the matter and direct that its staff notify both the subject and the Legislative Inspector General of its finding. The Board found that the evidence adduced in Legislative Inspector General’s Report did not, despite the Legislative Inspector General’s conclusion, establish probable cause to believe that the alderman violated any provisions of the Ordinance. The Report summarized the investigation of a signed and sworn complaint that the alderman abused his authority in his involvement in a neighbors’ dispute.  The Board also VOTED 3-2 to reject a motion to attempt to require the alderman to formally and publicly express his contrition over his behavior in the incident.
Office of the Legislative Inspector General: Requests for a finding of Probable Cause
•Case No. 141281.OLIG, (2014OLIG0056).  The Board VOTED 5-0 to approve the petition to the Board from the Legislative Inspector General to authorize that office to commence an investigation of a signed and sworn complaint alleging that an alderman: (i) tried to have the complainant fired from his City job because the complainant is challenging him in the upcoming election; (ii) threatened the owner of a restaurant with removing its liquor license because the restaurant was scheduled to host a political fundraising event for the complainant; and (ii) used City employees to solicit donations for his campaign during City time and harass local businesses that supported the complainant’s campaign by issuing tickets.


•Case No. 141282.OLIG, (2014OLIG0092).  The Board VOTED 5-0 to approve the petition to the Board from the Legislative Inspector General to authorize that office to commence an investigation of a signed and sworn complaint alleging that an alderman: (i) awarded tax increment financing to companies to secure campaign donations once the financing was awarded; (ii) profited from the financing that was awarded.  Public filings indicate that more than $20,000 in campaign contributions were made to the alderman by recipients of the tax increment financing.


