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:PETITIONER'S NOTICE OF FILING re: PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
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mail before the hour of 5:00 p.m. on February 26, 2015, addressed as follows:

Ronald Forman (ronald.farman@illinois.gov)
Rebecca Kulekowskis (rebecca.kulekowskis(a~illinois.gov)
ITT. TaxTrib anal @Il linoi s. gov
Special Assistant Attorney General
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IN THE ILLINOIS INDEPENDENT TAX TRIBUNAL

VODAFONE USA PARTNERS &AFFILIATES and )
VODAFONE AMERICAS HOLDINGS INC. & )
AFFILIATES )

Petitioner, )

v. ) No. 14-TT-23
Judge Brian Barov

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, )

Defendant. )

PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE FIRST AMENDED PETITION

Petitioner, Vodafone US Inc., as assignee of the rights of Vodafone USA Partners &

Affiliates and Vodafone Americas Holding Inc.& Affiliates ("Petitioner"), by .its .attorneys

Norwood Marcus &Berk Chartered, hereby respectfully moves this Tribunal for leave to file

instanter the attached amended petition for the tax year ending March 31, 2005, March 3l, 2006

and. March 31, 2007 (the "Years at .Issue"). In support of its motion, Petitioner states the

following:.

L The Code of Civil Procedure provides that a pleading may be amended at any

time before final judgment. 735 ILCS 5i2-616(a).

2. The Illinois Independent Tax Tribunal Act of 2012 provides that either party may

amend a pleading with written consent of the adverse party or with the permission

of the .Tax .Tribunal .after the time for. responding to the original pleading has

expired. The Tax Tribunal shall freely grant consent to amend upon such terms as

may be just. 35 ILLS 1010/1-50(c).

3. There is no final judgment in this action.
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S.

On its original returns for the Years at Issue ("Original Returns"), Petitioner

sourced its receipts related to its provision of telecommunication services on a

PPU basis opposed to the cost of performance methodology as required by Illinois

law. 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3}(C)(i-ii}; 86 Ill. Admin. Code. §100.3370(c}(3)(A}.

As part of an apportionment study that analyzed the proper method of sourcing

receipts for apportionment factor purposes in all states, Petitioner determined that

it had been incorrectly sourcing receipts to Illinois.

As a result, Petitioner amended its Illinois corporate income and replacement tax

returns ("Amended Returns") for the Years at Issue.

7. Petitioner's basis for filing Amended Returns was that its Original Returns were

filed incorrectly using the PPU methodology which is akin to a market-based

approach.

3

G~

10

11,

Petitioner's revised amount of tax due on its Amended Returns .was calculated

using Illinois's statutory cost of performance methodology in place .during the

Years at Issue.

Upon review of Petitioner's Amended Returns, the Department denied

Petitioner's apportionment factor revisions and requested refunds.

The Department adjusted Petitioner's Illinois sales factor to include receipts as

determined by the PPU methodology as originally reported on .Petitioner's

Original Returns.

On December 31, 2013, and January 16, 2014, the Department issued Petitioner.

Notices for the Years at Issue.
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12. On January 2, 2015, the Department sent Petitioner's counsel via email

correspondence copies of statements identified as revised notices of deficiency

{collectively referred to as the "Revised Notices") for the fiscal. tax years ending:

(i} March 31, 2005 ("2005 Notice"} and (ii} March 31, 2006 &. March 31, 2007.

("2006 & 2007 Notice"); ("Revised Years at Issue") that it intended to issue. to

Petitioner.

13. In its First Amended Petition, Petitioner alleges that the Revised Notices .were.

issued beyond the three year statute of limitations and extensions thereof.

14, Petitioner's First Amended Petition alleges that the Department did no

independent investigation to support its new assessment theory and failed to issue

a new audit report supporting its new theory.

15. Petitioner's First Amended Petition alleges that the Department failed to give the

Petitioner proper notice of the Revised Notices.

16. Petitioner's First Amended Petition alleges the Department's issuance of the

Revised Notices violated the Illinois Taxpayer's Bill. of Rights.

17. Petitioner's First Amended Petition alleges the Revised Notices failed. to give

Petitioner proper recourse against the Revised Notices in violation of the Due

Process Clause.

18. Petitioner's First Amended Petition alleges the Department should be .prohibited

from offsetting any future overpayments because offset is the equivalent of

collection which is barred by statute.

19. The amended petition will not prejudice Defendants.
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20. This is Petitioner's first request for leave to amend its petition for. the Years. at

Issue.

21. This motion is not brought for purposes of delay.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests leave to file instanter the amended

petition attached as Exhibit A to this motion.

Respectfully Submitted,
Vodafone US Inc,
Petitioner

By:
One of Petitioner's Attorneys

Marilyn A. Wethekam (mwetheka@hmblaw.com)
.Breen M. Schiller (bschiller@hmblaw.com)
David S. Ruskin (druskin@hmblaw.com)
Norwood Marcus &Berk Chartered
500 W. Madison Street, Suite 3700
Chicago, IL 60661
(312) 606-3200.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Undersigned non-attorney hereby certifies that she caused a copy of the foregoing

PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE FIRST AMENDED PETITION to be

served on other counsel of record by electronic mail before the hour of 5:00 p.m. on February 26,

2015, addressed as follows:

Ronald Forman (ronald.forman@illinois.gov)
Rebecca Kulekowskis (rebecca.kulekowskis(c~~illinois.gov)
ITT.TaxTribunal@Illinois.gov
Special Assistant Attorney General
100 West Randolph Street Leve17-900
Chicago, IL 60601
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IN THE ILLINOIS INDEPENDENT TAX TRIBUNAL

VODAFONE USA PARTNERS &AFFILIATES and )
VODAFONE AMERICAS HOLDINGS INC. & )
AFFILIATES )

Petitioner, )

v. ) No. 14 TT 23
Judge Brian Barov

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, }

Defendant. )

FIRST AMENDED PETITION

Petitioner, Vodafone US Inc., as assignee of the rights of Vodafone Americas Holdings

Inc. &Affiliates and Vodafone USA Partners &Affiliates ("Petitioner"), by and through its

attorneys, Norwood Marcus &Berk Chartered, complains of the Defendant, .the Illinois

Department of Revenue ("Department"), and alleges as follows:

PARTIES

l . Petitioner was headquartered at Denver Place South Tower, 999 18th Street, Suite

.1750, Denver, Colorado, 802022404.

2. Petitioner is represented by Norwood Marcus &Berk Chartered attorneys Marilyn

A. Wethekam, David S. Ruskin and Breen M. Schiller located at 500 West .Madison St., Suite

3700, Chicago, Illinois 60661, and can be reached at 312-606-3240 or mwetheka@hmblaw.com;

312-606-3235 or druskin@hmblaw.com and 312-606-3220 or bschiller@hmblaw.com,

respectively.

3. Petitioner's FEIN is 52-2207068.

4. Petitioner's Illinois Account Number is 3261-2192.
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5. The Department is an agency of the Executive Department of the State

Government and is tasked with the enforcement and administration of Illinois taY laws. 20 ILCS

5/5-15.

NOTICES

6. On December 31, 2013, and January 21, 2014 the Department issued Petitioner

Notices of Claim Denial ("Notices") for the taxable years ending March 31, 2005, .March 31,

2006 and March 31, 2007 ("Years at Issue") denying Petitioner's claims for refund of its Illinois

corporate income tax overpayments in the following amounts: $764,876.00; $1,642,057.OQ; and

$5,141,601.00, respectively.

7. True and accurate copies of the Notices are attached hereto as Exhibit A.

8. The total amount denied for the Years at Issue is $7,548,534.00.

JURISDICTION

9. Petitioner brings this action pursuant to the Illinois Independent Tax Tribunal Act

{"Tribunal Act"), 35 ILC S 1010/ 1-1 to 3 5 ILCS 1010/1-100.

10. This Tribunal has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Sections 1-45 and 1-50

of the Tribunal Act because Petitioner timely filed this petition within 60 days of the Notices.

BACKGROUND

11. The tax involved herein is the Illinois corporate income and replacement tax

imposed under the Illinois Income Tax Act (the "Act"), 35 ILLS §5/201, et seq.

12. Petitioner's is a partner. in Cellco Partnership ("Cellco") with six. unrelated

Verizon Wireless entities.

13. Cellco and its subsidiaries do business as "Verizon Wireless."
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14. Petitioner's activities in the United States are limited to its .forty-five percent

(45%) ownership of Celico.

15. Cellco's sales relate to the provision of intangible telecommunication services in

the form of voice and data services, and certain sales stemming from the sale of equipment

(tangible personal property), such as handsets.

16. Cellco calculated its sales factor apportionment formula for all states, including

Illinois, utilizing a primary place of use ("PPU") methodology.

17. The PPU methodology sources receipts to a state based upon the physical location

of the customers located within the state.

18. A customer's PPU is determined by the customer's billing address.

i 9. Historically, Petitioner calculated its Illinois sales factor consistent with Cellco.

ORIGINAL CONTROVERSY

20. On its original returns for the Years at Issue ("Original Returns"), Petitioner

sourced .its receipts related to its provision of telecommunication services on a PPU basis

opposed to the cost of performance methodology as required by Illinois law. 35 ILCS

§5/304(a)(3)(C)(i-ii); 86 Ill. Admin. Code §100.3370(c)(3)(A).

21. As part of an apportionment study that analyzed the proper method of sourcing

receipts for apportionment factor purposes in all states, Petitioner determined that it had been

incorrectly sourcing receipts to Illinois.

22. Petitioner sought the advice of an outside, third-party, expert tax-consulting firm

to conduct the apportionment study.

23. As a result, Petitioner amended its Illinois corporate income and replacement. tax

returns ("Amended Returns") for the Years at Issue.
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24. Petitioner's basis for filing Amended Returns was that its Original Returns were

filed incorrectly using the PPU methodology which is akin to a market-based approach.

25. Petitioner's revised amount of tax due on its Amended Returns was calculated

using Illinois's statutory cost of performance methodology in place during the Years at Issue.

26. Petitioner's sales factor was revised in order to (i) accurately reflect the. amount of

net sales in Illinois based on cost of performance resulting from Petitioner's "income-producing

activities," and (ii) be consistent with the Illinois statute. Id.

27. Upon review of Petitioner's Amended Returns, the Department denied

Petitioner's apportionment factor revisions.

28. The Department adjusted Petitioner's Illinois sales factor to include .receipts as

determined by the PPU methodology as originally reported on Petitioner's Original Returns.

29. On December 3l, 2013, and January 16, 2014, the Department issued Petitioner

Notices for the Years at Issue.

COUNTI

Pursuant to Illinois law, Petitioner properly sourced its income.
to Illinois on a cost of performance basis during the Years at Issue.

30. Petitioner realleges and incorporates. by this reference the allegations .made in

paragraphs 1 through 29.

3 L A multistate taxpayer divides its taxable profits between Illinois and .the other

jurisdictions where it operates by multiplying its net income by an "apportionment".percentage.

35 ILCS 5/304(a).

32. During the. Years at Issue, the percentage was based solely on the sales factor..
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33. The sales factor is the ratio of the taxpayer's total sales in this State during the

taxable period over the taxpayer's total sales everywhere during the taxable period. 35 ILLS

5/304~a)~3)~A)•

34. For purposes of calculating a taxpayer's Illinois sales factor for sales other than

the sale of tangible personal property during the Years at Issue, Illinois followed a pure "cost of

performance"model. 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C)(i-ii); 86I11. Admin. Code §100.3370(c)(3)(A).

35. With respect to sales other than sales of tangible personal property, e.g., sales of

communications services, a taxpayer's sales are "in this State" if the t~payer's income-

producing activity is performed both inside and outside Illinois, and the greater proportion of the

activity is performed inside Illinois than outside Illinois, based on the costs of performing the

activities. 35 ILCS 5/304(a)(3)(C)(ii).

36. "Income producing activity" was defined as transactions and activity directly

engaged in by the person in the regular course of its trade or business for the ultimate purpose of

gain or profit. 86 Ill. Admin. Code §1Q0.3370(c)(3)(A).

37. Celico's principal income-producing activities during the Years at Issue consisted

of providing telecommunications and data services.

38. Therefore, 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C) controls the determination of whether and to

what extent earnings received from the sales of Cellco's telecommunication and data services.

should be attributed to Illinois for purposes of calculating Petitioner's Illinois sales factor.

39. On its Original Return, Petitioner sourced Illinois earnings .based upon the billing

address. (market-based) of the customer to whom the services were sold.

40. Petitioner filed an Amended Returns for the Years at Issue to reflect. the proper

Illinois apportionment factor.
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41. On its Amended Return, Petitioner's Illinois sales factor was adjusted to

accurately reflect the amount of net sales in Illinois based on cost of performance, Illinois's

statutorily required sourcing method during the Years at Issue.

42. Upon audit, the Department denied Petitioner's adjustments.

43. Petitioner's sourcing method on its Original Return was incorrect and. contrary to

the cost of performance method required by Illinois law during the. Years at .Issue.

44. Illinois did not move to a market-based approach for the sourcing of sales to the.

State until tax years beginning on or after December 31, 2008. 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C-5).

45. By using the billing address of Celico's customers to source earnings. from the

sale of Celico's telecommunications services to Illinois, Petitioner attributed a substantially

greater amount of those earnings to Illinois than should have been .attributed by the statutorily

required cost of performance method.

46. During the Years at Issue, more than 50% of Cellco's direct costs of performance

for its telecommunication and data services occurred outside of Illinois.

47. As a result, the revenue associated with these sales should be excluded from the

numerator of Petitioner's Illinois sales factor.

48. Accordingly, Petitioner properly sourced its income to Illinois on a cost of

performance basis and the Department's re-allocation of 100% of Petitioner's income to Illinois

was improper.

49. The Department's proposed sales factor adjustment is contrary to the law and is

not supported by the facts.
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that Petitioner properly sourced its income to Illinois pursuant

to a .cost of performance basis pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C)(i-ii) .and 35

ILCS §S/304(a)(3)(C-5)(iii)(b);

b. finds and declares that the Department's adjustment to Petitioner's sales factor

.numerator pursuant to a market-based sourcing methodology for .the Years at

Issue was improper;

c. finds and declares that the Department's denial of Petitioner's Amended .Returns

was erroneous; and

d. grants such further relief as this Tribunal deems appropriate under. the

circumstances.

COUNT II

The Department erred in adjusting Petitioner's apportionment factor because the
Department's method taxes extraterritorial values by attributing income to Illinois which is

out of all appropriate proportion to the business transacted in Illinois.

S0. Petitioner realleges and incorporates by this reference .the allegations made in

.paragraphs 1 through 49, inclusive, hereinabove.

51. The purpose of the apportionment formula is to assign profits to Illinois in

proportion to the level of business activity a taxpayer conducts in the state. Continental Illinois

Nat'l Bank and Trust v. Lenckos, 102 Ill. 2d 210, 224 (1984); Caterpillar ?'ractor Ca v. Lenckos,

84 Ill. 2d 102, 123 (1981) (the purpose of the formula is to confine the taxation of income to the

portion of the total income that is attributable to local activities).

52. On its Amended Returns, Petitioner sourced Cellco's Illinois earnings based on

the cost of performance methodology as required by Illinois law.
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53. The majority of the costs of performance for Cellco's telecommunication and data

services occurred outside of Illinois.

54. As a result, the revenue associated with these sales was .excluded from .the

numerator of Petitioner's Amended Illinois sales factor.

55. Upon audit, the Department denied Petitioner's adjustments and reallocated

Cellco's sales to Illinois based on the billing address of the .customer, i.e., amarket-based

sourcing methodology.

56. Illinois did not move to a market-based approach for the sourcing of sales to the

State until tax years beginning on or after December 31, 2008. 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(GS).

57. By using the billing address of Cellco's customers to source earnings from the

sale of Ceilco's telecommunications services to Illinois, Petitioner attributed a substantially

greater .amount of those earnings to Illinois than should have been attributed by the statutorily

required cost of performance method.

58. The use of the Department's method is inappropriate because it assigns income to

Illinois that is out of all appropriate proportion to Petitioner's in-state income-producing

activities.

59. Accordingly, the Department erred in adjusting Petitioner's Illinois apportionment

factor for the Years at Issue.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that Petitioner properly sourced its income to Illinois pursuant

to a cost of performance basis pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C)(i-ii) and 35

ILCS §5/304~a)~3)~C-5)(iii)~b);
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b. finds and declares that the Department's re-allocation of Celico's .sales for the

Years at Issue based on the billing address of the customer was improper and out

of all appropriate proportion to Petitioner's business transacted in Illinois;

c. finds and declares that the Department's denial of Petitioner's Amended Returns

was erroneous; and

d. grants such further relief as this Tribunal deems appropriate under the

circumstances.

COUNT III

Pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/305(c), Petitioner was required to apportion.
its partnership income in the same manner as anv other nonresident.

60. Petitioner realleges and reincorporates the .allegations in paragraphs 1 thxough 59,

inclusive, hereinabove.

61. Under Illinois law, a partnership is a "contractual relationship of mutual agency

which is formed to carry on a business purpose." Acker v. Dept. of Rev., 116 IlL App. 1080,

1083 (1st Dist. 1983}.

62. For Illinois income tax purposes, the partnership is xegarded as an independently

recognizable entity apart from the aggregate of its partners" whose income. is taxed to each

partner as if "the partnership was merely an agent or a conduit through which the income

passed." Id.

63. As such, each partner. is entitled to a distributive share of the partnership income

from every source and should be taxed on that basis.

64. Specifically, Section 305(c) provides that "base income of a partnership shall be

allocated or apportioned to this State pursuant to Article 3, in the same manner as it is allocated

ar apportioned for any other nonresident." 35 ILCS §5/305(c); 86 .Ill. Admin. Code
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§ 100.3 S00(b)(2); See Also, BP Oil Pipeline Co. v. Bower, Docket No. 1-O 1-2364 (Ill App. 1st

Dist.) (5/21/2004); Exxon Corp. v. Bower, Docket No. 1-01-3302 (Ill App. 1st Dist.) {5/21/2004).

65. Here, for purposes of calculating anonresident-taxpayer's Illinois sales factor for

sales other than the sale of tangible personal property during the Years at Issue, Illinois followed

a pure "cost of .performance" model. 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C)(i-ii); 86 I1L Admin. Code

§ 100.33'10~~)~3)~A)~

66. Accordingly, Petitioner was required to calculate the numerator of its Illinois sales

factor on a cost of performance basis for the Years at Issue.

67. Petitioner's Amended Returns were filed in accordance with Illinois law in effect

during the Years at Issue.

b$. The Department's denial of Petitioner's adjustments and. issuance of its Notices

was erroneous.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares .that pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/305(c), base income of a

partnership shall be allocated or apportioned to this State pursuant to Article 3, in

the same manner as it is allocated or apportioned for any other nonresident.

b. finds and declares that Petitioner filed its Amended Returns pursuant to .the

required sourcing methodology of 35 ILCS §5/304(a)(3)(C);

c. finds and declares that the Department's denial of Petitioner's Amended Returns

was erroneous; and

d. grants such further relief as this Tribunal ,deems appropriate under the

circumstances.
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COUNT IV

The Revised Notices were issued beyond the three-year
statute of limitations and are therefore invalid.

69. Petitioner realleges and incorporates by this reference the allegations made in

paragraphs 1 through 68.

70. On January 2, 2015, the Department sent Petitioner's counsel via email

correspondence copies of statements identified as revised notices of deficiency (collectively

referred to as the "Revised Notices") for the fiscal tax years ending: (i) March 31, 2005 ("2005

Notice") and (ii) March 31, 2006 &March 31, 2007 ("2006 & 2007 Notice"); ("Revised Years at

Issue") that it intended to issue to Petitioner.

71. True and accurate copies of the Revised Notices are attached hereto as Exhibit B.

72. A true and accurate copy of the January .2nd email correspondence is attached

hereto as Exhibit C.

73. The Revised Notices include the first Notice of Deficiency issued. for the 2005

.taxable year.

74, The 2005 Notice assessed Plaintiff an additional amount of $2,054,674.00

comprised of $1,018,210.00 of tax, $354,404.00 of penalties and $682,060.00 of interest.

75. The 2005 Notice is back-dated to January 16, 2014, which corresponds to the date

the 2005 refund claim denial was issued to Petitioner.

76. The 2006 & 2007 Notice is back-dated to December 31, 2013, which corresponds

to the date of the 2006 Original Notice.

77. This is the first Notice of Deficiency issued for the 2007 table year.
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78. The 2006 & 2007 Notice assessed Plaintiff an additional amount of $8,174,413.00

comprised of $5,386,412.00 of tax, $1,077,282.00 of penalties and $1,710,719.00 of interest

attributable to the 2006 taxable year.

79. The 2006 & 2007 Notice assessed Plaintiff an additional amount of $3,579,309.00

comprised of $2,500,498.00 of tax, $503,512.00 of penalties and $575,309.00. of :interest

attributable to the 2007 taxable year.

80. During the Years at Issue, Petitioner and Cellco filed as members of the .same

unitary group.

$1. Petitioner .filed its Illinois Corporate Income and Replacement tax returns on a

combined basis and included Cellco in its unitary group.

82. Upon conclusion of the Department's original audit, the Department determined

that Petitioner and Cellco were unitary. True and accurate copies of the auditor's .comments

supporting the unitary finding are attached hereto as Exhibit D.

83. The Department, through its audit review and conclusions, agreed that.Petitioner

and Cellco were unitary by upholding and not adjusting the unitary relationship on audit.

84. The Department's Original Claim Denials did not adjust the unitary relationship

upheld on audit.

85. The Department's basis for its Revised Notices is the change in its . theory of

assessment .finding that Taxpayer is not unitary with Cellco.

86. The Department conducted no independent review or investigation to support

their new theory.

$7. The Department did not issue a new audit report supporting its determination that

the Petitioner is not unitary with Cellca
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88. The Department is required to examine a return as soon as practicable after it is

filed in order to determine the correct amount of tax due. 35 ILCS §5/904(a) and 86 Ill. Admin.

Code. § 100.9300(a).

89. If the Department determines that the correct amount of tax exceeds that shown

on the return, then subject to the applicable statute of limitations, the .Department nciay issue a

notice of deficiency setting forth the amount of tax and any penalties to be assessed. Id.

90. The Department's findings under 35 ILCS §5/904(a) and 86 Ill. Admire. Code

§100.9300(a) are deemed primafacie correct and constitute prima facie correctness of the tax

and penalties due. Id.

91. Pursuant to Illinois law, (i) a notice of deficiency shall be issued not. later than

three. years after the date the return was filed; and (ii) no deficiency shall be assessed or collected

unless the notice is issued within such period. 35 ILCS §5/905(a)(1) and (2); 86 I1L Admire.

.Code §100.9320(a); See Also, Caterpillar Tractor Co. v. Lenckos, 77 Ill. App.. 3d 90, 100 (3rd

Dist. 1979) (A notice of deficiency to be effective, must not be issued later than three years after

the. date the return was filed unless such notice is timely given, a deficiency cannot be assessed

or collected).

92. Tn making its determination to issue Revised Notices, the Department did not

examine Petitioner's returns as soon as practicable after they were filed.

93. Petitioner filed its Amended Returns for the Years at Issue between January 2009

and May 2011.

94. Here, the Revised Notices were not presented to Petitioner's counsel until January

2, 2015, well beyond the. original three year statute of limitation and any waivers signed by

Taxpayer.
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95. Based on the plain language of 35 ILCS §51905, the Revised Notices are .invalid.

because they were issued beyond the three-year statute of limitations. See Also, American

Airlines, Inc. v. Dept. of Rev., 402 Iil. App. 3d 579, 598 (1 Dist. 2009) ("each time an amount is

claimed, it is subject to the operative statute of limitations, so that even a so-called amended

claim that seeks an additional amount, albeit, for the same type of exemption, would have to

independently satisfy the statute of limitations.").

96. Accordingly, the Department's Revised Notices cannot be considered,to be prima

facie correct pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/904(a) and 86 Ill. Admin. Code § 100.9300(a).

WI3EREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that the Revised Notices were issued .beyond the three year

statute of limitations for issuing notices of deficiency;

b. finds and declares that because the Revised Notices were issued beyond the

statute of limitations, they are therefore invalid and should be withdrawn;

c. directs the Defendants to withdraw the Revised Notices; and

d. grants such further relief as the Tribunal deems appropriate under the

circumstances.

COUNT V

The Department failed to give Petitioner proper
notice of the Revised Notices for the Years at Issue.

97. Petitioner realleges and incorporates by this reference the allegations made in

Paragraphs l through 96, inclusive, hereinabove.

98. On January 2, 2015, the Department's auditor emailed Petitioner's counsel copies

of the Revised Notices.
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99. The emailed versions of the Revised Notices received by Petitioner's counsel

from the Department are the only copies of the Revised Notices issued to the Petitioner.

100. Petitioner never received copies of the Revised Notices from the Department.

101. Pursuant to 35 ILCS §§5i902(a) and 86 Ill. Admin. Code §100.9100, the

Department "shall, as soon as practicable after an amount payable under this Act is deemed

assessed... give notice to each person liable for any unpaid portion of such assessment, stating

the. amount unpaid and demanding payment thereof... Such notice shall be left at the dwelling or

usual place of business of such person or shall be sent by mail to the person's last known

address."

102. Petitioner's usual place of business is located at Denver Place .South Tower, Ste.

1750, 999 18th Street, Denver, CO 80202-2404 ("Denver Address").

..103. The address contained on the Revised Notices is the Denver Address.

104. Petitioner's address used on its last Illinois return was One Verizon Way,. P.O.

Box 627, Basking Ridge, NJ 07920-0627 ("New Jersey Address").

105. Petitioner's filings with the Department for the Years at Issue used both the

Denver Address and the New Jersey Address.

106. The Department did not send the Revised Notices to Petitioner's usual place of

business or Petitioner's last known address.

107. As a result, Petitioner did notreceive proper and timely notice of its alleged tax

liabilities.

108. There is an actual controversy between Petitioner and Department concerning

Petitioner's entitlement to a refund.
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that Petitioner did not receive proper and timely notice of the

Revised Notices as required by 35 ILCS §§5/902(a) and 86 Ill. Admin. Code

§ 100.9100;

b. finds and declares that based on the fact that Petitioner was not given. proper

notice of the Revised .Notices as required by Illinois law, the Revised Notices are

invalid,

c. finds and declares that the Revised Notices should be withdrawn; and

d. grants such further relief as the Tribunal .deems. appropriate under the

circumstances.

COUNT VI

Alternatively, the Revised Notices must be withdrawn because they violate
Petitioner's rights under the Illinois Taxpayer Bill of Rights.

109. Petitioner realieges and incorporates by this reference the allegations made in

paragraphs 1 through 108, inclusive, herein above.

110. The Illinois Taxpayer Bill of Rights requires the Department to include on all tax.

.notices an explanation of tax liabilities and penalties. 20 ILCS §2520/4(b).

111. Notices of Deficiency are required to set forth the adjustments being made to the

taxpayer's return and the reasons therefor. 35 ILCS §5/904(c).

112. The Department's basis for its Revised Notices is the change in .its theory of

assessment finding that Taxpayer is not unitary with Celico.

113. Here, the Department issued the Revised Notices changing the Department's

entire .theory of assessment with no independent investigation performed to support. its new

theory.
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114. The Revised Notices. provided no other explanation of the .new liabilities or

.penalties assessed.

115. Although Notices of Deficiency are to be prepared and issued by Audit .Review,

they are still subject to review by the Income Tax Legai Division before issuance. 86 I1L Admin.

Code § 100.9000(b)(3).

116. Here, both the Department's Audit Review and the Department's Income Tax.

Legal Division reviewed the original audit report and the notices of Claim Denials for the Years

at Issue prior to the issuance of the Ciaim Denials and the unitary finding was upheld.

117. Without providing an explanation as to its adjustments, the .Department has

deprived the Petitioner of a meaningful opportunity to protest the adjustments.

118. Because the Revised Notices do not comply with the Taxpayer Bill of Rights and

35 ILCS 5/904(c), depriving Petitioner of a meaningful opportunity to challenge the assessment,

the Revised Notices are invalid.

119. Accordingly, the Revised Notices violate the requirements in the Taxpayer Bill of

Rights that taxpayers be provided an explanation of tax liabilities and penalties.

120. Taxpayers have aright to recover damages in a suit if the Department

intentionally disregards the. tax laws or regulations, or rights of taxpayers, in collecting taxes. 20

ILCS 2520/5.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that the Department conducted no independent .review or

investigation to support its determination that Petitioner was not unitary with

Celico;
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b. finds and declares that the Department conducted no .independent .review or

investigation to support the change in its theory of assessment and issuance of the

Revised Notices;

c. finds .and declares that the Revised Notices do not comply with the .Taxpayer Bill

of Rights;

d. finds and declares that the Revised Notices violate Plaintiff's rights under the.

Taxpayer Bill of Rights;

e. finds and declares that the Revised Notices did not comply with 35 ILCS

5/904(c);

f. directs the Defendants to withdraw the Revised Notices;

g. grants Plaintiff damages to the extent allowed by the Taxpayer. Bill. of Rights,

including attorney fees up to $100,000; and

h. grants such further relief as the Tribunal deems appropriate under the

circumstances.

COUNT VII

The Department's back-dating of the Revised Notices fails to give Petitioner proper
recourse against the Revised Notices in violation of the Due Process Clause.

121. Petitioner realleges and incorporates by this reference the allegations. made in

paragraphs 1 through 120, inclusive and hereinabove.

122. In order to adequately preserve its rights, after a notice of deficiency. is issued a

taxpayer must. timely file a protest against the notice within 60 days of its issuance with either

the Department's Administrative Hearings Division or the Illinois Independent Tax Tribunal. 35

ILCS §5i908(a); 86 Ill. Admin. Code §100.9100(b)(2).
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123. A taxpayer may elect to bypass the administrative hearings division or tax tribunal

process by paying the total amount due under protest with a completed Form RR-374, Notice of

Payment Under Protest, or a written protest letter in the format specified in Sections2a and 2a1

of the State Officers and Employees Money Disposition Act ("Protest Monies. Act"). 30 ILCS

230/2a, 230/2a.1.

124. Pursuant to Section 2a of the Protest Monies Act, a party that has .made a payment

under protest as provided in section 2a.1 of that Act must secure a preliminary injunction or a

temporary restraining order, within 30 days of the payment, which enjoins the transfer of the

payment under protest from the Protest Fund to the appropriate fund in which payment would. be

placed had the payment been made without a protest. 30 ILCS 230/2a.

125, The Department considers a notice's date of "issuance" to be the mailing date

contained on the notice of deficiency. See 86 Ill. Admin. Code § 100.9200(a)(3).

126. Here, the Revised Notices were provided to Petitioner's counsel on January 2,

2015; however, they were back-dated to correspond to the dates of the Original Claim Denials.

127. This Tribunal has accepted jurisdiction of the 2005, 2006 and 2007 Years at Issue

pursuant to Petitioner's filing a Petition on or about February 26, 2014.

128. However as a result of the Department's back-dating of the Revised. Notices,

Petitioner's statutory right of recourse against the Revised Notices pursuant to the Protest

Monies Act expired on Marchl7, 2014 (2005 Notice) and March 1, 2014 (2006 & 2007 Notice),

respectively..

129. As a result of the Department back-dating the. Revised Notices, Petitioner is

foreclosed from. protecting its rights through either protesting the notices or making a payment

under protest pursuant to the Protest Monies Act.
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130. As a result of the Department's back-dating of the Revised Notices, if this

Tribunal does not accept jurisdiction over the Revised Notices then Petitioner will suffer

irreparable harm due to its inability to have a method of recourse against .the Department's

Revised Notices.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that if the Tribunal does not accept jurisdiction over the

Revised notices then Petitioner will suffer irreparable harm;

b. finds and declares that the Department's back-dating of the Revised Notices

deprived Petitioner a right of recourse;

c. finds and declares that the Department's back-dating of the Revised Notices

resulted in a deprivation of Petitioner's rights under the Due Process Clause;

d. directs the Defendants to withdraw the Revised Notices; and

e. grants such further relief as the Tribunal. deems appropriate under the

circumstances.

COUNT VIII

The Department should be prohibited from offsetting any of Petitioner's future
overpayments or refunds because offsetting is the equivalent of collection activity..

131, Petitioner realleges and incorporates by this reference the allegations made in

paragraphs 1 through 130, inclusive, hereinabove.

132. Pursuant to 35 ILCS §5/909(a), in the case of any overpayment, the Department,

within the applicable period of limitations for a claim for refund, may offset.. the overpayment.

against any liability, regardless of whether. other collection remedies are closed to the

Department.

Page 20 of 22

2465511!3/14879.000



133. However, no deficiency shall be assessed or collected unless the notice is issued

within such period. 35 ILCS §5/905(a)(1) and (2); 86 Ill. Admin. Code § 100.9320(a); See Also,

Caterpillar Tractor Co. v. Lenckos, 77 Ill. App. 3d 90, 100 (3rd Dist. 1979).

134. The Department's Revised Notices were issued beyond the three year statute of

limitations and any waivers signed by Taxpayer.

135. The Department intends to offset any future refund or overpayment of Petitioner's

to account for the new liabilities produced by the Revised Notices.. See. Exhibit C, .the

Department's email correspondence to Petitioner's counsel attaching the Revised Notices and

stating the Department's intentions to offset future overpayments.

136. The Department does not consider an offset to be "collection;" however, if the

purpose of an activity taken in relation to a liability is to "obtain payment" then the activity is

properly considered collection. Glazer v. Chase Home. Finance, LLC, 704 F.3d 453 .(2013); .See

Also, Trinova Corp. v. Michigan Dept. of Treasury, 498 U.S. 358, 374 (1991)(A "tax on sleeping

measured by the number of pairs of shoes you have in your closet is a tax on shoes.").

.137. Any offset by the Department is a collection action taken against Petitioner.

138. Until this Tribunal adjudicates both the validity of the issuance of the. Revised

Notices and the underlying issue as to whether the liabilities stemming from the Revised Notices

are valid and properly due, the Department should not be permitted to collect/offset taxes that

have not yet been determined due. See, Gordon v. United States, 2009. U.S. Dist. LEXIS 115352

(S.D. N.Y. 2009), Citing, Lewis v. Reynolds, 284 U.S. 281 (193.1) (a taxpayer's claim forrefund

must be reduced by the amount of the correct tax liability for the taxable year, regardless of the

fact that the Commissioner can no longer assess any deficiency for the taxable year.).
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that the Tribunal enter an Order that:

a. finds and declares that the offsetting of Petitioner's future. refunds. or

overpayments is the equivalent to collection activity;

b. finds and declares that Petitioner will suffer irreparable harm due to the

Department's intention to offset the new liabilities stemming from the Revised

Notices against future refunds or overpayments;

c. prohibits the Department from offsetting any of Petitioner's future .refund . or

overpayments;

d. directs the Defendants to withdraw the Revised Notices; and

e. grants such further relief as the Tribunal deems. appropriate .under the

circumstances.

Respectfully Submitted,
VODAFONE USA PARTNERS &AFFILIATES

and VODAFONE AMERICAS HOLDINGS

INC. &AFFILIATES
Petitioner

By:
One of its Attorneys

Marilyn A. Wethekam
David S. Ruskin
Breen M. Schiller
HORWOOD MARCUS & BERK CHARTERED.

500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700
Chicago, Illinois 60661
(312) 606-3200
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EXHIBIT A 



~~ Illinois Department of Revenue .x
m 101 W. Jefferson St.

»~ ~: Springfield, IL 82702
a .,~~ a s

JAN 2 ~ 2014NOTICE OF DENTAL ~ Ql/16/2Q14

~~7~~/i ~ FORM: IL-1120
'"Z~ TRACK 1V[JMBER: Al b98597376

VODAFONE USA PTRS & AFFIL,7ATBS FEIN: 52-2207068
VODAFONE AMERICAS HOLDINGS INC &AFFILIATES
SUITE 1750 TAXABLE YEAR, ENDINGDENVER PLACE SOUTH TOWER 03/3 U~005
99918TH ST
DENVER CO $0202-2444 AMOUNT DENIED

$764, 876.OQ

Pursuant to Section 909(e) of the Illinois Income Tax Act, notice is hereby given that your clauris for refund of incometax overpayment in the amount of $764,876.00.for the taacableyear ending 03/31/2005 filed on 01/09/2009 is denied infull.

IF YOU DO NOT AGREE, Section 910(a) of the Act provides thafi the Department shall reconsider the denial if within60 days of the date of this notice, the claimant or his authorized representative files a written protest setting forkh the groundsupon which the protest is based and, if requested, shall grant the taxpayer or his authorized representative a hearing (underSection 924). Thus, if you disagree with the proposed denial of your claim, you may. file a protest and, if desired, request ahearing. If an adequate and timely protest is not received, the denial of your claim to the extent shown above will becomefinal as of the ~piratian of the aforementioned 6Q-day period pursuant to Section 909(fl. A pretest, if filed, should beforwarded to the address shown below.

.Sincerely,

~~ ~~l~r
nan Hamer

Director
Enclosures: EAR-14

IDR 8b7
Return Envelope .

NOTICE SECTION
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
PO BOX i 9412
SPRINGFIELD, IL 62794-9012
PHONE: 217 524-5292
ATTENTION: JAR A1698597376 .
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STATEMENT



..

Illinois Department of Revenue
,101 W .Jefferson Sf.
Springfiield, (L 62702

NpTICE OF DENIAL ~ 12J3112013

FORM: TL-112U
TRACK T~JMBER:.A2662 86752

VODAFONE USA PTRS & AFF~TES FEIN: 52-22070fi8VODAFOATE AMERICAS H~LDTNGS 1NC & AFFTLTATES 
'SUTTE 1750 

TAXABLE YEARS ENDII3GDENVF.,R PLACE SOUfH TOWER 03!31/2006 .ANZ} 03/31/200799918 ST
DENVER CO 80202-2404 AMOUNT DENIED

$6,783,658.00

Pursuant to Sectia~ 949(e) of the Zlliuois Income Tax~Act, native is hereby given that ynur claims for refund of incometax overpayments in the amoants of $1,642,057.00 far the taxable year ending 03/31/2 6 filed an 06/OS12009 and$S,141,b01.00 far #axable year, ending 43/31 /2A07 filed on OS/0512009 are died in full.

IF YOU DO NOT AGREE, Section 910(a) of the AcE provides that the Department shall reconsider the denial. if within60 days of the date of this notice, the claimant a~ his authorized representative files a written protest setting forth the groundsupon which the protest is based and, if requested, shall granf the taxpayer or lus authorized representative a hearing (underSacticm 914). Thus, if you disagree with the proposed denial of your claim, yo~z may file a protest aud, if desired, request ahearing. If an adequate anti timely protest is nat recciv~, the dial of your claim to the extent shown. above will becamefinal as of the expiration of the afarementioned 6Q-day period ~ursn~ to Section 909(fl. A protest, if filed, should beforwazde~l to the address shown below.

Sincere! ,
~~~~ j

Brian Hamer
DirectorF.ncl~tu'es: E.AR-14

IDR-867
Return Envelope

NC?TICE SECTIC?N
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
PO B(3X 19012
SPRINf.~rF1ELD, IL 627949012
PHONE: 211524-5292
ATTENTION: JAR A26b1$6752
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EXHIBIT B 



_ __ _ _ _- -

ltlinois Qepartment of Revenue

CDR-3~3 Notice of Deficiency

VODAFONE USA PTRS ~ AFFILIATES
DENVERPT.AGE S~U~'HTOWER, S'fE 1950
99918 STREET
DENVER C4 $020Z 2A~iM

Date: 01/1~12Q14
~ ~~-i iaa
~~: s2-a2o~o~s
Trackno.: A169$597396
Tax year ending: _ 3/31lZ~5

We have determined that you owe tho amounts for the tax years listed above. The at~ched statementcompoteri~ of yotiu deficiency and the balaace dAe.
for and the

It you agree to the deE~eney, Yau must pay the balaace dua within 3 ~ of the date of this nofiiee to avoid~dditional penalty andinterest. Make your check payable to aIlliuois Depar4nae~at of Reygp'~e, -and wrote your f~ieral ~xnployer identification number ~y~wr check, ~ ~".,~~_

Xf y ou do not agx'ee to the deficiency, y~z may &le a proYts# and r ., '_ t ,~' ~di ¢' .va hearing regarding this matt. Yoiai mustdo so withim 6U days o£tht date of this notice. Your request must ~t Deed Form EAR 14, Ftarmat for Filing aProtest for Income ~'ax. An admrnistrative hearing is a #'onuai legat proceeding that is ducted under the rules o£evidence. Anadmin~is~trative taw judge will preside Duet tht h~ ~t~ You may be represented by your ~ money. Please rate that a }~ratest filed forany other tic notice d~ not serve as a protest fa~~ notice. "~~--..:- -' ;

Mail this notice to us, with either your payment or pro . in the snclos~d env~eIope:"

If you da not respond on time, then, . ~a .will bee e final, you maybe asse~ed additional penalties or iaterest, and we maypwsue collation activity. If y~ are the ctf on of the ~edaral Ban1m~►tcY Court, i~leasc contact ~s a~ provide #irebaakruptcy nwnber and the banlauptcy court. Zhe t "automatic stay" will not present us from Snalizing fie assessment ifaproUest is not rimely filed, nor does xt relieve your obhga y" ,fa file tax retwns.

If you have any qu~estians, please call our Spxingfieid office weekdays betcvean 5:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. at (21?) ?$5-6711.

Since~elY,

_.~
~-

`µ.

At3DIT NOTICE ON
ILLINOIS DF.F'AR , , CAF REVL•'NC1E
PO BOX 19[}12 ' T~
SPRIIVCrFIELI~► IL 627'~9Ui2
ATTENTION: JN A1976444928

Enclosures: EAR 14, Fermat faa~ filing a Protest fior 7ncame Tax
iT~R-887, Taxpayer Bill of Rights
EDA ZSs Auditor's reports
Return envelope



Statement
►~~~Date: 2/16/~nI4

Name: VODA~'QI~iE USA PTRS & AFFtLiAT~S
FEFN: 52-22U7068
Trackna.: AIb9859~'3?6
Tayc +ear ending: 3J3I12005

ltessons far deficiency ~ , ; -: ~ h,
.. ̀1 ~,We adjasted your addition modification to reflect your cozz~t distributive share of addition mo~~c.~uons passes Ott to you froma 1~acm~iP, Subcha~ S aorgoration, wst, c~ estate. [35 IL,CS 5/203]

~~
We sdjrzsted your distributive share of sdt~ractic~ts passed tl~mugh to you from a partnership, Subet ~'te.~' S corporation, bust or estate,to reflect the correct amoant as ellow~ci by Illinois law. [3S ILCS 5JZ03] ~ '~,, .._ __ ~;
We adjusted ~e amount of yaur Wsts, estates, and ncm-wiit~ry partnerships incoane allocable to I[liaais ta-reflect t~t~~?apportianmentof that income by the trust, estate, or partnership. [35 ILCS 5/305, 3Q6]

Penalties ~ .. ~
We are imgosing an additianei late payment penxity because yai du~l^notpay=the amount shovnn d~xe on the Form IL-870. Waives ofRestricti~s, within 30 days aSer the "Uste of Issuance" dawn ~ form. thice an audit has bye» naitisted, the additional Istepaymcat penalty is assessed at I S°/a of the late paymen#. Failure to ~ the a~ ~e ar invoke prof~st rights wifihin 30 days fromthe "Date of IssuaaQe'° on the Form TC.-87`Q, results in this penalty . ""..'~g t~ _.:
j3S ILCS 735-13 3(b-2U}(2)~ (for liabili#ies due on ar after U1/2Q05) ~_.,,_ ~_,

`~v
Because this liability gaalified for amnesty, and ~ 'd not pay this i'~abitity. wring theme nesty period held t3cfober I, 2tf1t1, throughNovemi~tr $, 2020, your applicable penalty and ' "' amounts were doub~ed~ .. - 3 ~ 735!3 2(g,~ acct 3-3G~1

Interest .~
Iaterest in the amount of X682,060 has-~ieen computed ~„, ug3~ 01/16/2014. Zf you pay the tarsi "amount m be paid" witbix► 30 days,no additional in#erect is dua If yon d~~o~~! the total "amount to be paid" within 30 days, additione~t interest may be o~wal.r_ .,*
Computstfon of de5ciency - - Ft .
See the enclosed EDA-25s {IL-1120 Atalitnr's report)!'c~r dia 1,

Comp~tion of "awowat t6 be paid'* T~ y+ear entiiag
3131/~OOS

Tax Due - ~'' ~,', . .. .$i,01$,Zlfl
Pestal Due` ~"'`' -, ' -ty ~ - ;._ X354

Plus

curenxa~naunt

~4~A~ "8111:OUilt t0 bC

~ 1,372,6I4
~sz.aso

$2,054,674

~Z,OS4,G7~



1[tinois department of Revenue ~C-vt~,~,ti

EDa 25 {version s2~ IL 1120 AUDlTC1R'a~ REPf)kT DecI2412o14 PM
TA)(PAYER NAME VODAFONE AMERICAS HQLDINC,S !NC & AFF APE 0313i120D5
AUOIT PERIdD: 411/ZOOA-313912005 STATUTE EXPIRES: 41100/1900
FEIN: 52-220748$ IBT#: D AUDIT CODE i.EGAL CORR NOD

A Rs orig~r~eNy B Ne# change G Carr~ct~,i arn~ntPART 1-Base Mcome reported or adjusted
FEF]ERA! TAXABLE iNCOA~ 1 489,758.789 0 489,75$,789Add~~:
Stafie. mun(cipal and other intermit income exuded 2e 0 0 0
tHinois ~Scome fait deducted 2b 69.2 0 59,982lllino~ ret~lacemeM tax deduced 2c 0 0 0NdLaddi6on 2c 0 0 0OTFtER 2d 532,89,979 0 532,897,979DIS7 SHARE 4F RODS K 1-P 2d Q 36,2,674 38,296,674

2d 0 0 0Total addi$pns 3 53'2,~7.94'f v~ ~""~Q - 569,264,6'i6Total incr~me - Gne 1 plus tine 3 4 1 ~022,726,73U v3., ~; ,.: ~~ 1,Q59,028~404Subtractions:
tntecest income from t!S Trea Bury oblations 5a 4 U 0Foreign dividends (ScF►edule Jj 3c 0 0 0O'ChtER Sa 95,192,956 0 95,192.856DIST SHARE OF SUBS K 1-P Sc 0 13,286,87Q 13,285,670

5c 0 0 0
SC 0 0 0Tatelst~trections 8 85,192.958 - `"~"`~'~ it}8,478,828~+ncnme ~ 9 >'i

PART II
Baselun~y base ~corr~ (bss) from Pert I. Line 7 7 927,533,774 ~ ~ "" ~ ? '` 950,544.778Nonbus~ess come {toss) 2a 0 ., . .. ~> ' . ..0. ~Non-unitary part~er~~s, ~usi and estate busine~ inc. 26 0 1,272,583,887 1,272,583,687AP!'~onabks bus9ness incor~ (loss) 4 92?.533.774 (1,249,572,683) (322~038.909j
7~~ib"~'11v~F3'f 

"""_._________...~......_..~....____.___.____....w__...~ 
..............'iV'~iiYU~~3 ".___..._....~~.~__.__._.~.._.._.. F7av'~`dFi

Seib Factor 5C 10,3,203,665 ~~~~~<<

Total Factor
AVERAGE

Q.00~~
O.~t}0

PART tll 
.~..~~.....~.»w~.~.....~~~.~._.~....'~...~___._....,._.~..._...._._.. 

tCoimn A c:oN j __.. . (Coksmn B i~M.} (Column~~nt.jBusies inrAme (bss} apportiona~si~ to diinots S 37,9?0.450 0Plonb~siC~as income (ass) allocable ~o i~ir~is 8 0 ~ ~, . 0 QtL ParU~srshiP~ trust, & estatie business income (loss} 10 0 52.638.80fi~ 5~~6~6~606
tifina~s two hsss deduc~on (NLDj 27,492,582 ~i 8,082 28,210,874base incwme- (Ilinois 91 10,477,858 .... ~~ ,.... . ~ 24.425.932E~mptkrNt 9 Q e.. .. ~>:~ :.. ..~. ~
Idet {t1COme ~ 4.$% 1q 10,477,$58 "` ' . "~ .. .. 24,425.93,2Incarne tax ~ ~F.B°k 11 502.937 ' . :' 659,b08 1,17~.4d5tnvdslmsnt fa~c t:~dit rapture 0 D 0Total income box 502,937 j~ ~,N' ~ 9,172,4A5tnc~ome ta~c investment cxedit 12 0 ~' ~ 0 ~ 0FteplBtcemet►t ta~c pfd aredtt 0 0 URe~tBcemerri taX paid crecGt carrytotward 0 t7 flNet income taut 13 502,837 669,508 1.17'2.445
EOA-26 tmnt IL-A92-0365



Taxpayer. 82-2207068 ~.tt,Ut L;; Q 03f31l2005 ___.__~__._.~..w......~.»...........__....aw__....__...---_.._...______________....._..~..~~___w..~________...._....~._.._..._...~_._..._...,~~_
PART Itl (cont"d) {Column A continued) (Column B continues!) (Column C continued)i~nots base iaaame for repiaceanent tax 1 10,477,858 ~" `~ "' 24,425,932Repfacaeme~t ta~c eddback Q ~ r 0 0Apportioned addbacic 2a 0 ~ ~"~' t 0Illinois base income with addback 4 10.477.858 ~ ~Y, 24,425,932Exempfian S 0 D 0Nettncome @ 2S°~ 4Q 10.477,858 a• ;,..r 24~425~932RepiaCerttent tax ~ 2.5% 11 261,946 ~~. 348.702 6Q0,648investment ta~c cxedit recapture 0 0 0Total replacement tax 261,8x16 " : ~ ~ F, " . ; , ~ ., 690.848Reptar~sment tax investment credit 1Z (? ~~ ~ ' ~k~~ ~ 0 0Net replac~err~ent tax 13 261,946 348,7U2 810,648

Part ~V - Paymenfs and Credits
Total income and replacement tax 784,883 1,018,210 1,783,093iT arM RT estimaked payments 46a 1.531,Q0~ 0 1,531,000IL~50S payments 16b 4 0 0Corot pa~yr►tertts and c~eclits 1 1,531,Ot~0Payment wifh ortginat r~aturn 2 0Subsequent pay~neMs 3 ?54,725Amount applied to pen~tyf~ttersst 4 0Total tax paid 5 2,285,725Credit carrytonaard 6 1,519,927Relsased.refunds 7 0Paymenfs applied to other years liab~ltty(s} B 815P~dirrg refunds 9 0Amount of tax laid 10 764,683Amourd of correct #ax i1 1.783,093OVERPAYMENT 42 ~0UNDERPAYMEM' 'f2 $1,016,210

PART V - Penalty antl interest INCQME REPLACEMENT TOTALIrrterest due 7 448,478 283,582 662,06Qotn~r ~~erest z o o alate Filing penalty 4 0 0 03-5 Negtiger~e penaKy 3 d 0 dLate Pay penalty 6 B41 313 9 i 4Ocher penalty 7 283.1)33 129 ,371 354,404interest on UPtA penalties 0 0 0Total penally and interest assessed - 682.112 355.266 1.037.378Less: penalty and interest paid 601 313 914TQTAL TAX, PEh1AlJY AND INTEREST 12 $2,054.674

Gate oY RepoR Region Number _ _ _ _ _ Aaditar
12i24{20i4 — _ __ 

SPi TECH SPT iAE/iCB

Discussed with _ This Cate
0 0 09/00!1800

EdA-25



iilinats Qe~parkment of Revenue

IDR-393 Notice of Deficiency
nat~: izr~inais
Fam: IL•l 120
FEIN: 52-22Q7b68
Ti~acic zao.: A266186752

VODAF't1'N~ USA PTRS & A~FILYATES Ta~c year eztdia~g: 3l31t2~I6 ~ 3131/2007
l}ENVERPLACE SCiUTH T+fJWER, STE 1750
9991~~ $TROT
DENVERC080202-2404 De&ciency: $ 11,753,'13Z

BaEance Due: $11,753,73

~'' ~'~ ~.,.:,, .

We have determined that yai owe the amounts far the ta~c years Hsted above. '~e'"at#ached statgm~nt e~cpiaias the reasons for and thecompntafion of your deficiency and the balance due. ~ ~~ r - .
;~.

if you agree to the deficiency, you must pay the balance due withism 30 days of the of this notica to s~roid edditiongt penalty andingest. Make your check payable to "Illinois Departulent of Revenue," and writ Sederal employer identification nwnber anyazr check -- `~'
_ ~;"~.t ;'. ;-If you da not agree to t&e deSa~ency, you may file a pry and request an administrative hag regarding this matker, 'you mustdo so within 60 days of the date of this notice. Your recd. " usk tie submitted on the encloseci~Form F..AR 14, Format for Filing aProtest far Incoane Talc. Aa administrative f Baring is a"` legal praceeding that is conducted under the rules of evidence. An

admircishativ~e law judge gill preside over tha hearing. You ̀ nav be resented b ur atto~ne . Please natc that a otest f led for~ 9 3'a Y 1~'any other tax notice does not serve as a protest for this nonce. ~``

Mail this notice M t~s, with cithar your payment or prat~t in the enclos ~ ~envelope.

If you da not respond on timme, this d~~icieacy will t~ecome 5ns1, you maybe assessed additicmal penairies or inta~est, and we maypursue coUectian activity. If your are currently under the p~otectian of Chef t ~t~y Caiirt, pl~se contact us and provide tha
bankruptcy nunnber and the ba cy courk 'The bankruptcy "automatic stay" will not prevent ns frcan finalizing the assessment if apro#est is not timely filul, n ~ oes if relieve yaar obliga#ic~s to file tax returns.

If you have any yuesd~n~ please call pru►gfield office ►veekdays between $:00 a.sn. and 4:3U p.m. at (2i7} 785~67I i.

Sincerely, .: _ ~;~.:: .

Brian Hamer '` > `,, °::
Director

AUDIT NC3TICE SECTION
ILLINOIS DEPART~F3~NT' tJF REVENt)1
~o Box i9o1a
S1'RIN~ IL 52994-9012
A2TENTI~Id: 7N AX996444928

Enclosures: FAR 14, Fcxmat far Fi~iug a Protest for lamme Talc
IDR 867, Taxpayer Bill of Rights
EDA-25s Auditor's reports
Return envelope



Statement
~~zDate: 12/3I/2013

Name: VODAF4NE USA PTRS & AFFII.TATES
FEIN: 52-2~i0706$
Track no.: .A26d1$6752
Tax year ending 3131J2tH?6-3J3I/2~7

Reasons for deficiency
*fl313112006
We adjusted your addition modiffcation to refleot yt~u' cacrect distnbutive share of additi~ modiScations passed througb, to you froma pareneaship, Subchapter S corporation, irast, or estate. [33 II.CS 5/203)

We adjust«i your distributive share of sutairactions passed through to you frarn a partaership, Subchaptcx 5 corpaxatiam., trust ar estate,
to retle~t the correct ~maunt as ailawed by Illinois lativ. [35 II.CS Sl203] <..~`

We adjusted fie amrnutt o£your trusfs, estates, and aon unitary partnerships iz~co~nf'e allocahl~~Co Illinois tare~ect the apportionment
of that income by the truck, estate, oar paztaexs3~ip. [35 ILCS 51305, 3p6]

~,.We adjusted ypur Iili~ois n~ loss de~uetion to the amount allowable under Ithnois`lau [351LCS S/207

'"03/311007
We have recomputed your Illinois Inconne Tax liability used on a final fexieral change (e.g R~.I2, federal ame~td~l return), [35 I~,CS

~a adjusted ycx~r distn'butive shaza afsubtrac#ions pas ough to you from a partn:ersbip} Sabchapter S corporation, host or estate,
x

to rcflcct the correct amouufi as allowed by Ninois law C35'~C S 31~fl3]~_:

We adjusted the amount of your trusts, estates, and non-unitary pe a`ra~ships income all~able to Illinois to rcBect the apporticu~mentof that iac~me by the crust, estate, or parin~ship. [35 ~.CS 5/305, 3ti ~=' ,.
,~,.

Pena~tties
We are imposing am addit~onat ka#o-paymc~# pcnaIty becatasa you did not g$y the amount shown due a~► the Form IL-870, Vi~aiver ofRestrictions, within 30 ~sys a$er tie "Date of Iss~.iance" shown oa the fonon. Once an audit has bin initiated, the addi~ionai latepayment penalty is assessed at IS•!o of die late paymen#. Faiiure to gay the aznouat dne ar invoke pzotesfi rights urithin 3Q days fromthe "Data afissuance" on the Form II..-870, results in dsis peiaatty increasing to 20°~b.
[35 ILG'S 735-l3-3(b-20}(Z}~ (for liabilities due on ar apex l/1/20Q~}

Because this liability qualified #poor amnesty, and you did n~ ~y this liability during the amnesty period held Octot~r 1, 2p10, troughNovember 8, 2Q1Q, yau~ applicable penalty and interest amounts were doubled [35 ILCS 73513-2(g) az~d 3-3(j)],- ~ -~..

Interest.
Interest; amount £$has beau computed through X2/3112413. Tf you gay the total "amount to be paid"within 3Q days, no
addi o terest is d . e. If you do not pay the total "annausat to be paid" within 34 days, additia~tal interest maybe awed._ f

ComputShon of~e~ictenc3 -_
S~ the eacloseclEE )~-25s (iL-1120 AudiEo~'s report) for devil.

=:

Computation c~ "amottp~t to be paid" Tax year sndiag Taal yenr ending
3/31/2806 3131120fl9

Tax Due $5,3$6,412 $2,500,498
Pea~alty Due ~1.~7.7~~ ~503.,'~?

Daficiency by year $6,463,644 S3,0t?~,OlU
Plus interest d~rough 12/3I12{~I3 ~1 1 9 5 309

Current amount due $8,174,413 $3,579,319

Tof~I "aYnouut to be paid" $I1,7S3,732



111inois Qepartment of Revenue '~,~~~~ ~

Et?A-25 (Ve~stan 9.25} IL-912U AUb(T(3R'S REPORT Dec124/2014 PM
TAXPAYER NAME: VODAFON~ AM~RiCAS HOLDINGS INC 8~ AFF ~ APE: 03/31t2C~U6
AtIpIT PERFOO: M1/ZQDS-3/3112007 STATtJ'fE EXPIRES: 41~3f2014
FEIN: 52 2207068 IBT#: 0 AUDtT CODE: CEC3Al. C~1RR NOO

A RS Originally B Net Ct~nge C Corrected auntPAR71- Base Incoct~e 
ra~mrted ar acgusted

FED~RALTI4XABl~ENCOAJ~ 1 1,?13.351,486 0 1,T13,35'l,486,AddiC~,ns:
State, munidpal arrc! other intermit irx ome excl~~i 2a 0 0 0Iliitiois in~rr~e ~x deducted 2b X4,984 0 94,984~Ii~is rsPlat~sment tart deducted 2c 0 0 0MbL attdit~ 2c U 0 0D1ST SHARE ADDS K-1-P 2d D 461,Ob8 461,05$

Zd 0 0 Q
2d 0 0 0Total addi~ons 3 94,884 } ~ : ~''~ ~' '' S5S,04ZTatat tnoome-line T pity lire ~ 4 7,793,146,450 1,713,847,548Subtractions: 

~ ,, ,s . :;~.,. , ~.interes# ~~ome from US Treas~ay obligations 5a U 4 01=oreg~ dividends {Schedule J) Sc 55.424,687 0 55,421.63IL-hfi62 5c 466,658,288 0 486,658,288dTHER 5c f 46,954 8 148,954DR5 SHARE SU8 K 1-P 5c 0 17,969,589 17,969,559
5c Q 4 0TotaEsubtracfions 6 622.225879 `~:}'"' _ ''"`~:~ 640,496.438e ncaorne ,199.249, , ..~~ ~ ~ ~ 7i,Q

PART 11
Base/unit~ry base income {toss) from Part I, Lure ? 1 9,191,219,571 , ~ "' `~ ~. ~ ~ 1,973,711,070Nanbc~siness Irxsame {loss) Za Q . '~. .~•s ~• 0Ncn-unitary par#nershiP, #~uct end es3ate busine~ Inc. 2b 0 2,437108,408 2,437,908,408Appmtiona6le busir~ss income (bss) 4 9,191,219,~'T1 {2,454,618,8D9j (1,263,387,3381

Sales fiactor so ~z,ass,ss2,zs~ ooa~oo
Total Factor
AVERAGE 0.000040

O.00Ot~Ot1
PART t11 (Coturmt A canEj (Coitenn B tint.) {Coiwru~ C catst.)Business income (bssj a~ortionabNe to Iliino~s 8 __. _ 46,58l,a99 . '`"• •. ~ • •~"'• . " 0NonM~siness 'su~rr~es (bas) a~acabEe to l~fnois 9 0 : ~ . , .. .... 0 ~ 41L pa~rst~p, Wst, 8~ estate business income (krssj 10 0 98,28C1,4fl5 96,280,405Iilntois net ~s dedt~c0on (Nl.Dj 2 ,067,262 (24,067262} 0Base inrorr~ - tlltngis 11 22,493,937 i 4 .~ 86~280.4t15F~cemptbct 9 0 ~ . ~ ~ 0 ~ 0N@t If1nDRi6 (~3j 4.8% t0 22,83,937 ,~ 9B,260,4fl5income taX ~ ~.B°!o 11 1.078,709 ... ~~~ 3,541.75bA 4.821.489Investment ta~c credit recapture 0 0 Di'ofal utcome tax 1,079,709 `~'~ ̀ "' ~ ~ •2 4,624,4593~ .. r. 'Income t~ investment cred3f 12 0 0 0Replat~ntenf tex p8~ Credit 0 0 0Replacement tax paid credit carryfarwaM 0 D ANetincometax t3 1,x79.709 3,541,750 4,521,459
EDA 25 ~pnt a.-A92-0369



~raxpayer: ~-~2o~ass ______~...~.---._._._~___.~w._________._.,..._.~...~._....~?~ ~' ~~~ ___....__......,..w...... o~~rz~os

PART Iq (cont'dj (Column A continued) {Column B continued) (Column C continued)
llitnois bass income for replacement ta~c 9 22,498,937 ~ -'~ ~ "'' 86,280,405
Reptaaerr►ent tax addbads 0 0, 0
Apportioned addback 2a 4 "~ ~ ~` ~ Q
Minas base income with addbadc 4 22,493,937 ~ ~` 86,28i~,405
Exem tbn 9 0 

..,... ,. _ ~.. ~ :: OP

l2epiacement fax @ 2.5°k 91 582,548 '1,844. 82 2.x}07.090
Irnastmer~t tax credit reCapWra Q 0 4
Totalnaplaaem~tt~x 562,348 r' fi g ~~ .' 2.407,040
Replacement tax investment credit 92 0 0 0
Netreplat~t'r►entffix 13 562,348 1,$44,682 2,407,01Q

Part N-Payments and Credits
Total income and replacement tax 1,642,067 5,388,492 7,026,469
!T and RT esfimatsd paym+~nts 16a 4,671,927 0 4,671,927
IL-5115 paymenCs 18b U 0 0
CnRect paym~snts and crud+ts 7 4,671,827
Payment with original realm 2 0
SUbsegv~t payments 3 0
Amaurrt applied to penaltyrnterest 4 0
Total tax paid S 4.B7t.927
GredR Cerryfarwrard 6 3,420,870
Released rounds 7 0
Payments applied to other years tiabilityr{s) 8 0
Pending refunds 9 0
Atrwunt of tax paid 10 1,642,057
Arruiunt of correct tax 11 7,028,469
OYERPAYNIENT 12 ~0
UN13~RPAYMM~NT' t2 $5,388,412

PAR'i' V -Penalty and interest INCOME REPLACEMENT TOTAL
Interest due 1 1,124,858 585,863 't,71Q,T19
Other interest 2 0 0 0
l.at~ Filing penalty 4 q 0 0
3-5 Negligent penalty S 0 0 0
Late Pay pen~atty 6 0 0 D
Uth~ penalty 9 708,350 368.932 1,077.282
interest on UP1A penal~~ 0 0 0
Total penalEyy and interest assessed '1,833,206 954.795 2,788.~Oi
Lis: penalty snd interest paid 4 0 Q
TOTAL'fAX, PENAL3YANd IPITEREST 12 58,174,413

Date of Report _ Region Number Audftor_- --17J2412014 SPI TECH SPT LAElKB

Discussed with Idle Date
0 0 g1t00119~

EDA-2S back



INinais Depar#men~ of Revenue ~,~~ ~S~

EDA 25 (verssbn 9.2s? (i.-9 920 AU~iT{)R'S REPORT oec124/2ota !~M

TA~(PAYER MAME: VODAFONE AMERECAS HOLDING INC ,& AFF APE; 43/31/2007

AUDITPER~OD: M'i12005.3/3f/2007 STATU'f'EIXPIRES: Q1/Q312094

FEtN: 52-2207U68 tBT#: 0 AtlDIT C017E: LECiAAL CORK NOD

A As originally B Ne# cha fe C Corr~ctcd amount
PARY t -Base tncame repoAed ar adjusted

F~LlE1~At.7AXABL.EIN}COME 1 2.6A8,1i7,654 (7.604,4t1Qj 2,888,543,250Additi~:
State, munidp~ and otter iM~rest income excluded 2a 15,898 0 15,99$Illinois incarne tax dedurxed 2b 0 0 0tll'm~ replat~ment tau deductesi 2c 4 Q 4
NO~sckifticn 2c 18,994,SS~D {18,914,980) 0DIST SHARE ADDS K-9-P 2d 0 4,995,704 4,895,704

xa a o 0
2a o 0 0Total addi~ons 3 18,930,75 ~~~~ ~ ~" ~ 5,411,742

Tnta) ir~ne - Gne 1 plus tine S 4 2,715,048628 ... _ `. ~ ~ 2.683,524,952
5ubtraclions:
Interesthicor~from U8 Treasuryobligations 5a D 0 0
Fot~gn divkl~tds {Schedule Jj 5c 133,7$4,681 {18,563,566) 115,221 X915i4-4562 5c 337,892,287 0 337,8@2,289GIST SHARE SUBS K-1-P 6c 0 14,842,544 94,842,544

5c a o D
SC O Q OTofal subtractions 8 471,676,8 ~'. , ."`~~''~`~""~'"" A67,955.846

ase income 7 g. ~ ;~ ~ ~,` •'> • ,~ : '-~ r 6

PART tl
Be~st~unitary b8se incor~ (loss} from Part 1, Line 7 1 2.243,371.S6Q ~,;y-~ < :"`~. '~ :. _•,~ 2,225,669,408
Nontw~ness income {ass} 2a 4 ~ ~' 0 0
Nasrunitarypartnership, trust and assets business inc. 2ts 0 3,383,251,49 ~,368,251,4s9
aPPortianat~a business income (lass} 4 2,243,371,860 (3,389 ~Q54,1Z3) (1,137,682.483}
A~'T~I~II`~RT~.~.'~_......... ...............«.»...,..._..._~w____..~._~__.._._ 

_~1!`~i~~i'~R~ ---lL1~lrV01~ '~""'---~~~~~

Sales Factor Sa 12,568,297,205 0 O.t~tXt00

~fQte~ F3CtOr 6 O.pQ00pC1
AVEFtAG~ 7 O.Ob04(~

BART 11 
.M..«_.. __...........__.__.....,._.__ .»...........,...._».....~....».. ...______.__ M~._~__._._____.p1 ,.. ( lumn A cwn~.) {Colu~:B.car~.) {Column G cant.}

Business income (lass} appar le fo i~inofs 8 7Q,432,887 K~ '~~ .. ~ 0~r. „ <:t ,~Nor►business ~cx~me (ass) aa~ocabte to llli►tiois 8 ~ ~, ~. 0
IL paRnership~ bust, ~ estate business L~sa~me (Ivssj 10 D 7 Q4.919.993 104.918,993
IAirwts net tgss dedca~n (NLO) 4 0 0
base income - IUir~s 11 70.432,897 ~ '~`" ̀' 2 <.,„.~~~ ,.,,,~< 1Q4,979.993
Exempt~t 9 0 0 0
Net Income (a3 4.8°k 70 70~432,69T ~'' ~04~9i8,893(ttc~or~tei~c~ 4.$9b 11 5,380.77A ~ 1,66S,3~f 6,036160
tnve~atment tax credit recal~re Q 0 fl7otai irx~ame tax 3,380,?~9 :.. ~` ~,~:::' ~~ 5.036,160Income fax investment <xedit t2 0 0 0
Repiac~merrttax paid t~edit 0 0 0
Repiacemer~t tax paid credit cas~[yfotwerci 0 0 0
Net inCom~ tax 13 3,380,779 1,655,381 5,036.180

EbA.25lrpnt IL-492-0369



T~sayer: 52-2201+068 ~ ~ ~1 ti ~~~ 03/34t2{1p7

p~tr ni t~ont~a) (Column A conunue~) {corumn ~ c~r►unued} ~co~umn c cor►tir~ued}tilino~ base income for r~►iacert~ent fax 1 70.432,897 " ~""',~"°"'~ , ~ . 1 Q4,999.993~,~>Replacement tex addback 0 •' ' ' 0 ' 0Apportioned addbadc 2a 0 ~ "' ~ 0itl(nois base income with addbac~Cc 4 70,432,897 ' 104,919.993Exemption 9 0 Q 0t~tat in~me ~ 2.596 10 70.432.897 ~z " "~,y 10~,8'l8.993RepEac$ment tax {~ 2.595 T1 1,760,822 862.176 2,823.000Irnes#ment tax cxe~lit recapture 0 0 0rora~ replac~nent tax t ~760~822 • ~ ,
R~alacement fsx i~tvestment atedtt 12 0 ~~~ ~ ~~~ 0~ QNetrep~c~rnenita~c 13 1,780,822 882,378 2,823.000

Part IV - Paymen#s and Credits
Tofal income and re~acement tax 5,'f41,~1 2,517, 59 7.659.t6UtT ~d RT estlmat~3 payments i8a 9,559,87~f Q 9,558.871~L-505 payments 18b 0 0 0Correct payments and credits 9 9,559,871Payment with cNiginat return 2 0Subsequent payments 3 17,061Amount applied to penaityltnterest 4 0Tata(ta~c paid 3 9,576,932Credit carryForwaM 6 4,418,270Released reftmds 7 0Payments applied #a other years Iiab~ity(s) 8 4Pending refunds S 0Amaunt of tax paid f0 5,158, 62Amount of correct ta~c 11 7,G59,16UOVERPAYMENT 12 ~0UtdGERPAYMENT 12 ~2,50Q.498
PART V - PenaE#y and i~tere~t 1NCOM~ REPLAG~MENT T07Al.(nt~sst due 1 378.285 ~ 197,024 575.309tither interest 2 0 0 0Lace FHing penalty 4 0 0 03-5 Negiigeri~ penalty 5 0 0 ~ QLate Pay penalty 8 0 0 0Ofher penalty T 331,076 972.436 5t?3.592tnt~esst on UPIA penalties 0 0 QTotal p~aity and Interest asse~sssd 789,361 369,480 7,078,821Liss: penalty and in#erect paid b 8 QTQTAL TAX. PENAL'iY ANR IN'f'Eit~ST 12 $3,579,398

Gate of Report Region Number A~ud for __ _..
12/24/2014 SPI TECH SP'I' 4A~JKB

Discussed with T~t18 Dateo a a~~oot~~ao
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EXHIBIT C 



Breen M.. Schiller .

From: Fliflet, Brian ~8rian.Fiiflet@lllinais.gov>Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 9:05 AMTo: Marilyn A. Wethekam; Breen M. SchillerCc: 'RONA{.D FflRMAN'; Kulekowskis, Rebecca; Ka#ich,WiNiam; Evans, LaurieSubject: Vadafone
Attachments: Vadafone 05-09 Revised N~Ds-102082536-0001.pdf

Here are the revised NODs treating Ceilco as anon-unitary partnership. The Department realizes that it cannot collectmore than was stated an the original NODS, but our system will be adjusted to reflect the correct amount due, and theadditional amounts may be recovered in the event of an RAR or offset of a future overpayment. The unitary issue will beaddressed by the auditor in the current audit of 2010-2012.

Bran E. Fliflet
Deputy General Counsel
Illinois Department of Revenue
100 W. Randolph St., 7-900
Chicago, IL 6Ufi01
Phone: (312) 814-0004
Fax: (312j 814-4344

CON~tDENT1AlITY NOTICE: The contents of this email (and attachments} may contain confidential taxpayer informationbelonging to the Illinois Department of Revenue or privileged attorney work product and attorney-clientcommunications. The information contained in this email (and attachments} is only for the #ntended recipient. If youare not the named or intended recipien#, you are hereby notified tha#any disclosure, copying, distribution ar other useof this information is strictly prohibited by law. if you have received this transmission in error, please contact the senderimmediately and promptly destroy any copies. Receipt by unintended recipients does not waive the attorney-client orattorney work producfi privileges or any other exemption ffom disclosure. Thank you.

----Original Message-----
Fram: P492AE9900651 Lmailto:norepiy~itlinois•~ov1
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2015 8:26 AM
To: Fliflet, Brian; Evans, Laurie
Subject: Scan from a Xerox WorkCentre

Number of images: l6
Attachment File Type: PDF

Device Name: P492AE990t3651
Device Location: WiB 3N-H8



 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT D 






















