STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) ss.
COUNTY OF KENDALL )

BEFORE THE ELECTORAL BOARD OF THE UNITED CITY OF YORKVILLE,
KENDALL COUNTY, ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE OBJECTIONS

OF RUSSELL CORNEILS TO THE
NOMINATION PAPERS OF

SALVATORE J. HALL 1567 CORAL DRIVE
YORKVILLE, ILLINOIS 60560

AS A CANDIDATE FOR INDEPENDENT
NOMINATION/ELECTION TO THE OFFICE OF
ALDERMAN FROM THE 4" WARD OF THE
UNITED CITY OF YORKVILLE, STATE OF ILLINOIS
TO BE VOTED AT THE APRIL 4, 2023
CONSOLIDATED ELECTION.

Objection No. 2023-01
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FINDINGS AND DECISION OF THE UNITED CITY OF YORKVILLE,
KENDALL COUNTY, ILLINOIS, ELECTORAL BOARD

Meeting of the United City of Yorkville Electoral Board was convened on the 4" day of
January, 2023 at 5:00 p.m. at the City Hall of the United City of Yorkville, 800 Game Farm
Road, Yorkville, Illinois, pursuant to a call of the Mayor of the United City of Yorkville and
service upon the members of the Electoral Board, the Objector and the Candidate by the office of
the Sheriff of Kendall County in accordance with the Election Code of the State of Illinois, 10
ILCS 5/1-1 et seq., (the “Election Code™).

In attendance were John Purcell, Mayor of the United City of Yorkville, Jori Behland,
City Clerk of the United City of Yorkville and Chris Funkhouser, senior Alderman of the City
Council of the United City of Yorkville, constituting the Electoral Board of Yorkville. Kathleen
Field Orr, City Attorney acted as counsel to the Electoral Board.

Russell Corneils, Objector appeared on his own behalf and Salvatore J. Hall, appeared on
his own behalf.

Attorney Orr summarized Objector’s Objection No. 1 for the record as the filing of the
form of a Statement of Economic Interests (the “Statement”) as required for statewide office
instead of the required form for candidates for a local unit of government. As a result of the use
of the wrong form, the Candidate failed to answer the questions of conflict between the
Candidate and the municipal entity in which the elected office is sought.



The Mayor of the Electoral Board asked Mr. Corneils if he had anything further to add to
the written objection. Mr. Corneils responded that Hall filed the Statement for statewide office
instead of the local county form and, in addition, had not filed it with either the state or the
county as was mandatory and had not filed a receipt of that filing along with his nomination
paperwork with the City Clerk. Ms. Orr asked Mr. Hall for a response. Mr. Hall inquired how
the Objector had found out at which time Ms. Orr asked for a response to the objection. Mr. Hall
stated that he had sent it in and had a receipt which he had with him. He further stated that if “he
is right, he is right”.

Regarding the use of the wrong form, Ms. Orr explained that no case law was found on
this issue but she had reviewed a treatise on election law which stated that the forms required for
statewide office and those required for a local unit of government are substantially similar. Both
forms inform the public as to the Candidate’s sources of revenue and his or her assets.

The Mayor asked for questions from the Electoral Board whereupon Mr. Hall asked if he
could file the receipt at the hearing. Ms. Behland responded that it had to be submitted within
the five (5) days permitted to file petitions.

The Board then proceeded to discuss the second objection which stated that the petitions
of Mr. Hall were deficient in that the pages of the petitions were not numbered, which is a
mandatory requirement and not discretionary. The Objection Petition referred to the two
decisions cited in the Objector’s Petition, Wollan v. Jacoby, 274 Tll.App.3d 557 (1% Dist. 1995)
and Jones v. Dodendorf, 190 Tll. App.3d (2™ Dist. 1989) which affirmed that position.

In response to the objection, Mr. Hall said that he had been out talking to businesses and
he would never have looked at the Objector’s petitions and would never have tried to do this and
not waste resources.

The Mayor asked Ms. Orr for the next objection raised by Objector’s Petition. Ms. Orr
explained that the objection stated that the number of signatures on Mr. Hall’s petition were
insufficient and cited 13 signature errors, eight of which signators on the petitions either did not
live within our jurisdiction which is mandatory and three signors did not live within the ward for
which the Candidate was running for a total of 11. Ms. Behland then explained that in addition,
objection numbered 4 in the Objections Petition stated that the top portion of one of the petition
forms had not been completed thereby invalidating the total signatures by two, being the number
of signatures on that page.

Ms. Orr then requested anything further from the Objector or the Candidate who
responded that he felt he could add a lot of value to the town and stated it is as though the
Objector won by semantics.

Upon conclusion of all discussion on each of the objections, Ms. Orr requested the
Electoral Board to sustain or overrule each objection as presented. On the first objection as to
the use of the wrong Statement of Economic Interests, and the failure to file a receipt with the
City Clerk evidencing the filing of the Statement with the County, the Electoral Board divided
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the objection into 1-A and 1-B and overruled objection 1-A on the grounds that the state form
and the local unit of government form require substantially the same information. As to
objection 1-B regarding the failure to file the Statement with the County and no receipt of such
filing ever having been filed with the City Clerk, the Electoral Board sustained the objection 1-B.

Ms. Behland then advised the Electoral Board that the numbering of pages of the petition
was the next objection. Mr. Funkhouser voted to sustain the objection as did Ms. Behland and
the Mayor.

Ms. Behland then directed the Electoral Board’s attention to the three items pertaining to
the signatures, the first of which was to throw out the petition with two signatures as the petition
did not have the required information and to the office sought by the Candidate. The objection to
the inclusion of the signatures on this sheet was sustained. The second part of the objection was
to the names of those signors who did not live in town, which objection was sustained as well as
the objection that the signors did not live in the Ward. The final objection as to the contention
that the number of signators required had not been met was overruled by the Electoral Board as
one signature had been counted twice leaving the total number of valid signatures as ten, the
required minimum.

Ms. Orr then advised the Electoral Board that the sustaining of one of the objections was
sufficient to eliminate the candidacy of Mr. Hall.

The Mayor advised those present that the Candidate would have the right to appeal the
Court. The Mayor asked for public comment and there being none asked for a motion to adjourn

which was passed by unanimous vote.

The foregoing Findings and Decision of the United City of Yorkville, Kendall county,
Illinois being read at an open meeting and approved this 9% day of January, 2023.
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Mayor John Purce\H,/ChaWd
City of Yorkville Electoral Board




