
 
 

    
 

  
 

 

 
    

   
    

  

   
  

 

 
  

   
     

 

  
   

  

 

   
 

 

 

My submission is as follows, these contribution�of $2680.00 is for purchasing the table of 
the campaign banquet held on Casa Deluz Banquet Hall (address: 1571 Sandhurst Cir,�
Scarborough, ON M1V�1V2). $2680 is�the ticket price of one�banquet table of 10 person (10�
tickets). Each ticket cists $268.10.�

To the best of my understanding each contributor who paid $2680.10 to purchase one 
banquet�table received benefits from his or her�contribution to the following reasons. The 
actual contribution made each contributor should be $2680.10 minus the benefits�
received the contributor after his or her contribution of $2680.00�

Firstly, the contributor�can enjoy a banquet dinner without any payment, which mean that 
the contributor�need not pay his�or her cost�of banquet dinner.�

Secondly, the contributor�many collect ticket price from�other diners�in his/her banquet 
table. That reimbursements from other diners�is�though unknown, but�this is still a�
probability.�

In any event, the benefit conferred on the contributor in this case is at least�the�cost�
changed by any the restaurant to each table which will borne�my the candidate, paid as�the 
campaign expenses.�

By virtue of the above, the actual contribution made by the contributor should be the 
contribution amount paid by the contributor minus the benefits received by the contributor�
by not payable the cost�changed by the restaurant on the table. In this�case, it should be 
the amount paid by the contributor minus the cost charged by the restaurant for each table 
which is�$500.00. By way of this analysis, the contributors�contribution�to the campaign is 
$2680-$500 which is $2180�less than the contribution limit of $2,500.00�With this�in�mind,�
the candidate will only receive that difference campaign.�

It can be viewed that the contributor contributes $2,680.10, and the candidate wrote a 
cheque to the contributor in the amount�of the restaurant to settle the restaurant’s�charge 
on the table costs. In this case, the candidate actually receives less�than $2,500�from this�
to�the contributor.�

Under this analysis, all 5 candidates�contribution of $2,680.00�each do not�contravene the 
contribution limit of $2,500.00 for each contributor.�

In�the alternative, some diners of the banquet table paid his/her table ticket. If that is the 
case, that diner can be regarded as a contributor to the campaign in the amount of $268.00 

https://2,500.00
https://2,680.00
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even though�his or her�name is not.�In the�contributor list. If there is such an�unknown�
contributor in�the table, that table ticket price of $268�can be deducted from�$2,680�
resulting�the contributors�contribution becoming�$2,412.00 which is�less than�$2,500.00�
contribution limit.�If�there is at least one diner paid his or her ticket price to the contributor,�
the contributor’s contribution credit limit will automatically fall below to $2,500�
contribution limit.�

Basing as the probability calculation, the probability for�at least one diner paid his or her�
ticket price all equal to 

1 –(�probability�the diners�will not pay�his or her�table ticket�

=1 –�(1/2)10�

=1 –�(0.5) 10�

=1 –�(1 /2�10)�

= 1�–�(1/1024)�

= 0.9990�

That is that there is a�probability of 0.999 that one diner will pay�his�or her ticket price to the 
contributor.�

Thus, there is a probability�0.999�that at least one diner paid his or her ticket price.�

In all, it is unsafely�to conclude that the contributors�actual contribute is $2680.00�
exceeding the $2500.00 as there is a probability of 0.999�that at least one diner paid his or�
her table ticket price�resulting�in�the contributor�actual contribution�less than $2500.00.�

In view of the above, I believe that there is no contravention of the rule�that�of the maximum�
contribution�the contributor is no more than $2500.00.�

Lastly,�also hope�that the Audit Committee will exercise its discretion�in my favour.�

Concluding that�5�contravention of the rule�of the contribution limit�under�the “de minimis”�
rule�as�there are only 5�candidates�exceeding�an�amount�$168.00 above the $2500 limit�
which is negligible in view of the number of contributors and the total amount of the 
contribution. Therefore,�I�sincerely hope that�the Audit Committee will condone these 
minor�violations�in these�circumstances. Thank you.�
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