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FROM: Michele @ Chris Bohlen's Office

RE: : City of Kankakee

SUITE 602

200 EAST COURT STREET
P,0. BOX 1787
KANKAKEE, IL 60901-1787
TELEPHONE §15-929-1133
FAX 815-939-0954

PCB 04-33, 34 and 35

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE |

The attached form is LEGALLY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL and is
intended only for the use of the addressee named above. |[f the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee
of the recipient, the dissemination, distribution or duplication of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by
telephone andreturn the original message to us at the address above
by mail.
THANK YOU
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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

BYRON SANDBERG,

Petitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS CITY
COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES
INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LANDFILL
LL.C,

Respondents.

WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ILLINQIS, INC,,
Petitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS CITY

COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES

INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LANDFILL,

LLC., '

Respondents.

No. PCB 04-33
(Third-Party Pollution Control
Facility Siting Appeal)

No. PCB 04-34
(Third-Party Pollution Conirol
Facility Siting Appeal)

COUNTY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS and
EDWARD D. SMITH, KANKAKEE COUNTY
STATE’S ATTORNEY,

Petitioner,
THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS CITY
COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES

INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LANDFILL
LL.C,

Respondents.

vvv\_/vvvv\/vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

) No. PCB 04-35

) (Third Party Pollution Control
) Facility Siting Appeal)

) (Consolidated)

)
)
)
)
)
)

ANSWERS TO PETITIONERS INTERROGATORIES

NOW COMES the respondent, THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, by and through its

attorneys, CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN, Corporation Counsel, KENNETH A. LESHEN and L.
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PATRICK POWER, Assistant City Attorneys, and herewith responds to the Request to Admit as
follows: i

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1 3 : Christopher W. Bohlen, Corporation
Couilsel, 385 E. Oak Street, Kankakee, Illinois, 60901

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2 Respondent objects to this interrogatory as
being vague, and over broad in that there are no ti}éﬁe described in the interrogatory. Respondent
further objects to the term “planning dcavelopnrn%nt:;g d'nd siting” as the same is vague and
undefined. Without waiving said objection, ResPé:pdent states that Tom Volini had numerous
conversations with various city officials after Auglust 19, 2002, and prior to filing the instant
Siting Application. Specific conversations occun‘éc:d between Christopher W. Bohlcn and Tom
Volini informing him of the dates of the Siting Ap EJ‘Iicatio.n Hearning following the ﬁh’ng of the
Application. In addition, Tom Volini pzu'tic:ipa‘ced;i ]'n an exccutive session of the City Council of
Kankakee on February 3, 2003, at which time, he géi;ifonned the City Council of the likelihood of
his intent to file an Application for Siting, amonggc?ther things.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3

te
1E
i
H

: None other than 2 to 3 telephone
conversations between Christopher W. Bohlen ané:‘-;Tom Volini imnforming Tom Volini of the

likely dates for the hearing.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4 The Respondent objects to Interrogatory No.

h

4, as it improperly assumes facts which are incon ct. Mr. Werthmann did not testify that he had

1
1

any meetings with any city personnel including cify staff after the filing of the Application. He

" testified that he had a conversation with David Ty s:bn of Tyson Engineering. Tyson Engineering

is 4 consulting engineer for the City of Kankakee Efm 18 not properly defined as “city personncl or
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city staff”. Tyson Engineering, as the consulting cfrigincer, for the City of Kankakee had no input

of any kind regarding the Siting Application. l g

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5

Council made the August 19, 2003 decision.

:fIIIA],l members of the Kankakee City

" (a) Jess Gathing, James R. Cox, Jeff Kiﬁkaid, Joann Schwade, Richard Diersen, John

Trost, Tim Hearn, Danita Grant, Sam Ciaccio, Hamk Williams, Dennis Baron, Nina Epstein,

Steve Hunter and CaIl Brown - Alderman of the Cxty of Kankakee; Richard Simms -

Superintendent of Kankakee City Mun1c1pa1 Ut111ty

99 South East Avenue, Kankakee, Tllinois.

(b)  All ofthe above, except Richard S1mms arc aldcrman and all alderman made the

decision. Richard Simms provided technical a.SSLijincc and advice to the City of Kankakee

H
1

including review of certain conditions which had t%éen suggesied by various alderman.

(c) The alderman reviewed the App liczitlion, the transcript of hearing, the

Env1ronmental Protcctlon Act, Regulations of thc I

‘nvuonmcm'tl Protection Agency, the exhibits

admitted to the record, proposcd findings of facts, ;a.rld final arguments filed by cach of the parties

and the proposed findings of fact submitted by the%héaring officer. Richard Simms reviewed the

Application, the Act, the exhibits, the transcript o[‘manng

(d)  None.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO,. 6

(e) Christopher W. Bohlen, Corporaticinili Counsel had telephone and written

commmunication

€3] The conversation involved Boyd’s ‘“i‘

1llingness to serve as the hearing officer and

providing of information regarding the previous heiﬁng 1n order to allow Boyd to familianze
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himself with the documentation process, the Siting QOrdinance, and the copies of the Environment

Protection Act. ' 3

Pk
Ie.

all

(2)  We are unable to describe and delinéate the exact statements.

(h)  The telephone communications occfurred m Aprl and May of 2003 and lasted

.approximatély 5 minutes each

6)) Kankakee Illinois i

() Christopher W. Bohlen and Robert ]?oyd

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7}

(a) All Kankakee City Council Membéls communicated with Mayor Green

1elatmg to the date of the Siting hearings.

(b)  Relating to the siting of the facilityli Eind the holding of the hearings.

(c) We are unable to describe and delinfxe’ate the exact statements.’

(@)  The communications are numerous and often Staterncnts of a general and non

specific nature were made at various times.

4] Alderman and Mayor .
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NOQ, ,zl_:

] A

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9'

None

‘None

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO, 10 Hearnng Officer Boyd forwarded to

Christopher W, Bolilen his proposed findings of fa'ct. Those were modified after the City

Council Meetmg Hearing Officer Boyd also for\v a.lded his bill for services to Christopher W.

Bohlen as submitted for payment through the ofﬁc = of the Mayor,

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1 11:

The City objects to Interrogatory No. 11, as

¥Wuus
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% : :
said documents seeks material which is not rclevaix‘t:to this hearing. Further it seeks information

regarding litigation stratcgy which is not othexwise

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. ]I

w5l

BARMANN BOHLEN WOODRUFF

availéblc to the petition.er heren.

The Resptmdent has no information one

way or the other rcgarding communications with ’I DWII & Country.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13 Nope at the present time. However, the

Respondent reserves the right to identify witnesses|

raised during the course of the hearing. 1

for the purposes of responding to any issue

CITY OF KﬁNKAKEE ILLINOIS CITY COUNCIL
TOWN & COUNTRY UTWJTIES, INC,, and

KANKAKEE;

By

STATE OF ILLINOITS )
)
COUNTY OF KANKAKEE )

v‘S'ﬁ‘ophelf W.E

R.EGIONA_L LANDFILLLL.C,

ohlen,' Corporation Counsel

I CIIRISTOPHERW BOHLEN, being fi st duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states
that J am the Corporation Counsel for the City of B.mmakee T have the authority to act in 1ts

behalf, that I have read the foregoing Response 10|]chucst to Admi

therein contained are true and correct to the be

cis, and the contents
rmation and belief,

Yiugé::bed and Sworn to before me this
y of November, 2003.

Notary Public

C)_hj’;tbphef W. Bohlen, Corporation Counsel
Y

“OFFIGIAL SEAL
i Michefe Huston

i Notary Public, State of fitnols
My Commisslon Explres March 18, 2007

21006
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CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN
Corporation Counsel

Reg. No. 00244945

385 East Oak Street

Kamnkakee, IL 60901

(815) 933-0500
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BEFORE THE ILLINOTS Pofm'fﬂoﬁ CONTROL BOARD

BYRON SANDBERG,

Petitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, TLLINOIS CTTY

COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES |
INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LANDI‘ILL H

LL.C,

Respondents.

WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ILLINOIS, INC,,

Petitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS CITY
COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES

INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LA_NDFJLL I

LL.C,

Respondents.

No PCB 04-33
(Terd-Party Pollution Control
Facility Siting Appeal)

No. PCB 04-34
(Thll‘d Party Pollution Control
Facility Siting Appeal)

COUNTY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS and
EDWARD D. SMITH, KANKAKEE COUNIY
STATE’S ATTORNEY,

Petitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS C ITY

COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES, {
INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LANDF]LL ;

LL.C,

Respondents.

ANSWERS TO PETITIONERS

)
)
)
)
)
)
j
B
0
j
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
H
)
)
)
)
)
)
j
)
j
i
)
0
)
h

No PCB 04-35

i ) (Third Party Poltution Control

Facility Siting Appeal)
(Consohdated)

A\ AS’I lL M ANAGEMENT! INTERROGATORIES

NOW COMES the: 1ebpondent, THE CITY (QF KA_NKAKEE by and through its

attorneys, CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLJ:N Corporzlﬁon. Cpmsel, KENNETH A. LESHEN and L.

141 008
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PATRICK POWER, Assistant City Atlorneys, and 'n.ferewf:’(th responds to the Request to Admit as

follows:

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO 1 Chriétopher W. Bohlen, Corporation

Counsel, 385 E. Oak Street Kankakee, Illinois, 609021.

ANSWER TQ INTERROGATORY NO 2 Respfonden’t objects to this Interrogatory. It
seeks information which is not relevant to the curren hea%"ri.n g. The Respondent further states that
all communicatioris .regéu'ding the 2002 Appliba’éioééeire a é;_porlion of the record of the previous
hearing and appeal. However without waiving thlS Eobj ec‘éi on, Respondent states further that Mr
Robert Boyd received a copy of the transcripts o;f th:é hemnc of the 2002 Application. In

addition, Mr. Tom Volini dlscussed the appoal oi thc 2002 Sltmo Application in an exccutive

session, during which litigation was discussed on 11 :bruary 3, 2003, with the Kankakee City

l "

Council.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO, 3
(a) Nomne other than on Februaiy 3, 2003[11e gCity was notified by Tom Volint of
his anticipation that Town & Country would be reﬁllng aéxother Siting Application. Jn addition,
there were telephone conversations between Chnstopher iBoh.len and Tom Vol regarding the
establishment of dates for the hearing and more spe:ﬁcal]y informing Tom Volini of the dates

when the City was going to hold the hearings. , .

(b) Numerous conversations occurred between the members of the public and
: P ;

members of the City Council. Those are too nllrhcrfcus to be identified herein. The conversations

involved constitutes either questioning or stating opinions regarding the Application.

(©) None
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(d)  Apparently Michae] Werthmannghai 2 coﬁversaﬁon with Daﬁd Tyson of Tyson

Engineering . Tyson Engineering is the city’s cbnsﬁ}iljtingfengineer but has had no input of any

kind whatsoever regarding the Siting Applicatic;n '
(e Robeﬂ Boyd was contacted by p}:mnlc lon two separate occasions to determine 1f he

would be interestcd in acting as the hearing offi :cer.;;; On two other occasions, he received wrtten

communication (1) enclosin g documents con.sis;cingi: of tra:nscripts, the facility Siting Ordinances

and relevant portions of the statutc of the Enwn:)nm enta] Protectlon Act and (2) correspondence
‘ verifying the dates for the hearing. Following the hleanng Robert Boyd e-mailed his proposed
findings of fact and recommendations to Chnstqphgm% W. Bohlen.
(D Nonc b

ANSWER TQ INTERROGATORY NO 4 ' The Respondent objects to this mterrogatory

as said Response to the Request to Admit Facts spchks Ior themselves and any further comment
on the same is irrelevant, ‘. | ‘
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5 ENoné However, during the hearing the
Respondent may call witnesses to rebut any test;.monly purporledly offered by the appellants. The
Respondent reserves the right to supplement the resbonse:s herein.
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NQ. 6 leé
CITY OF ;KANT(AKEE ILLINOIS CITY COUNCIL

TOWN & COUNTRY UTILITIES, INC., and
| KANKAK;EE;RLGIONAL FILLL.L.C.,

V '3‘5//1 7

: &o%%lBohlen Corporatxoﬁ Counsel
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STATE OF ILLINOIS ) L
) m
COUNTY OF KANKAKEE )

I, CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN bemg; ﬁrst duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states
that I am the Corporation Counsel for'the City of Kankakee {have the authority to act in its
behalf, that I have read the foregoing Response to Raquest to Admit Facts, and the contents
therein contained are true and correct to the best of my knowledgc information and belicf.

" ‘Subscribed and Swom tb before me this
ﬂi “day of Novcmber, 2003.

{11 *OFFIGIAL SEAL
¢ Wichele Huston

Nlutary Public, State of Hinols
My C cofnmxsslun Expires March 16, 2007

YWochd e Kudlon ; T
Notary Public 'i

CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN
Corporation Counscl

Reg. No. 00244945

385 East Oak Street ; S
Kankakes, 1L 60901 ' : b
(815) 933-0500 o S

Y011
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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS Por;rl‘Lri"IoN CONTROL BOARD
BYRON SANDBERG, )

Petitioner, ) No. PCB 04-33
3 L) (Thll’d Party Pollution Control
' : P ) Fauhty Siting Appcal)
THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS CITY ! | :
COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES j
INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL: LANDI*ILL .-'
LLC, P

Respondents.

WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ILLINOTS, rNc x

No PCB 04-34
(Thlrd-Parly Pollution Control
Facility Siting Appcal)

Pctitioner,

THE CITY OF KANKAKEE, ILLTNOIS CITY
COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UT lLITIES ‘
INC., and KANKAKEE REGIONAL LA.NDF]LL :
LL.C, : :

Respondents.

COUNTY OF KANKAKEE, [LLINOIS and |
EDWARD D. SMITH, KANKAKEE COUNTY
STATE’S ATTORNEY,

AR N NG A AT AR m,V-a‘_-y-w—\-_,«-\_/ \:/ v—v—vvv-\/——\_/»\/-\./

: ; ;) NG. PCB 04-35

Petitioner, ' 1) (Third Party Pollution Control
: : 1 1) Facility Siting Appeal)

.1 1) (Consolidated)

THE CITY OF KANKAKFF TLL]NOIS CITY )

COUNCIL, TOWN AND COUNTRY UTILITIES |

INC., and KANKAKFEE RE(:IONAL LANDFE ].LL :

LL.C, ; )

Ré5pondcnts;

RESPONSE TO REOL

Jhb 1 TO ADMIT

Fe=<. e

NOW COMES the respondent, THE CITY o KANI(AJ(f E, by and fhrough its

e

attorneys, CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN, Corporation C_ounsel, KENNETH A. LESHEN and L.
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PATRICK POWER, Assistant City Aitorneys, and

follows:

BARMANNIBOHLEN WOODRUKFF
M .

ﬁérew_ﬁth responds to the Request to Admit as

1. The Respondent admits Paragraph 1 of the Request to Admit Facts.

2. The Respondent denies Pafagraph 2 oftha Request to Admit Facts.

3. The Respondent denies Paﬁagraph 3 oft

bc Reciuest to Admit Facts.

4. The Respondent is unable fo admit of dcnj'z the allegations containcd in Paragraph 4 of

the Request to Admit Facts as said Request seeks R:éfsponfdent to provide a legal conclusion.

themselves.

5. "The Respondent objects to replying to th

However, without waiving this 'objeclfion, Rcspof:idejr;lt staj:tes that said allegation speaks for

1s Réciuest as said Request seeks a legal
il .

F:

opinion. In addition, the Respondent objects to%tlixisf :Request addressing issues on which the

record is alrcady closed and for which no additifo:rilai discovery or cvidence is to be presented.

The City previously made its determination on thi

fsue which is found in the findings of fact

and any further discovery is improper. Therefoté: thc infém]ation sought is irrelevant to any issuc

before this hearing.

6. The Respondent objects tofreplying tOthlS Recfluest as said Request seeks a legal

opimion. In addition, the Respondent objects tOthlSk Request addressing issues on which the

record is already closed and for which no additifofﬁa

The City previously made its determination on th1s

and any further discovery is improper. Thcrcfoi‘éi 1}

before this hearing.

7. The Respohdenl objccts to replying toth

n
]

1 discovery or evidence is to be presented.
1 . .
jssue which is found in the findings of fact

i¢ informalion songht is iirelevant to any issue

15 Recf]uest as sald Request seeks a legal

4013
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opinion. In addition, the Respondent objects to thl equfest addressing issues on which the |
record is already closed and for which no ad,diticjxjfal iscovery or evidence is to be prescnted.
The City previously made its determinationf.on this iijSllé \}vhich is found in the findings of {act

and any further discovery is improper. Thc;fcforE ithe:information sought is imrelevant to any issue

before this hearing.

8. The Respondent objccts to freplyifhg to thls‘ Req:uest as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addition, the Respondent obj ec;ts to: chu_"cst addressing issues on which the
record is already closed and for which no aéiditif)flai: fdiscdvery or cvidence is to be presented.

%sue ;which is found in the findings of fact

The City previously made its dctenniﬁatioﬁ on thl

and any further discovery is improper. Therefore the information sought is irrelevant to any issue

before this hearing.

1
|
1
|

9. The Respondent objects tof replﬁ1ug tj:o ﬂué Recluest as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addition, the Respondenﬁ obj ec_fts tog ﬂn Schpiest addressing issues on which the

idiscovery or evidence is to be presented.

record is already closed and for which no afdditifo':n

The City previously made its dc—:tcrmi:natioﬁ on t ssue'which is found in the findings of fact
and any further discovery is improper. Thércfofré the information sought is irrelevant to any issue

before this hearing,

10. The Respondent objectsito rcpflydnfg his Request as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addition, the Respondent objects to this/Request addressing issues on which the
record is already closed and for which no z;iddit'io'fn' disc%ovcry or evidencc is to be presented.

The City previously made its dctenni.natioxfi on this ssueﬁ which. is found in the findings of fact }

and any further discovery is improper. Therefore the information sought js irrelovant to any issue [
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before this hearing.

11. The Respondent abjects to replymg to thls Request as said Request secks a legal

opinion. In addition, the Respondent objects o this; Reci wlcst addressing issues on which the

o

record is already closed and for w]mch no' add1t10na1 hséc'vew or evidence is to be presented.

The City previously made jts detenninaticj)n}' on, lhlb z@ssue which is found in the findings of fact

and any further discovery is improper. leefrefof  the inff],ma ation sought is irrelevant to any issue

before thi s hearing.

12. The Rcspondent objects to replymg to th{xs J;K:quest as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addmcm the Respondent Ob] ects to; ths Re;ﬁuest addressing issues on which the

record is already closed and for Wthl‘l nq ajddltljohafl dis:c bvery or evidence is to be presented.

!
[

The City previously made its detenninatif01§1 on thi ssufc'whi ch is found in the findings of fact

and any further discovery js improper. T,Qhérefojré tha infprmation sought is irrclevant to any issue

!
N

before this hearirig

13. The Respondent objects to repslymg to ft](us TR‘cquest as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addition, the Respondent objects to thfs Request addressing 1ssues on which the

record is already closed and for whmh 110 dddltl@na] dxgc overy' or evidence is (o be presented.

i

The City previously made its detennixaaﬁon on_g' ﬂ1i$ xssﬁe which is found in the findings of fact

Co i iR g ) \ .
and any further discovery is improper. Therefore the infonmation sought is ivelevant to any issue

before the hearing.

14. The Respondent obj ects to replym: isi Request as said Request seeks a legal

equest addressing issues on which the

1
I s .
scovery or evidence 1s to be presented.
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The City previously made its determihatiidxf: on ﬂmsussue which is found in the findings of fact

and apy further discovery is improper. Therefore the infgrmation sought is irrelevant to any issuc

before the hearing.

15. The Respondent objects to replym g lo thlS Request as said Request seeks a legal

opimion. In addition, the Respondent objccts to: thls Requost addressing issues on which the

f .
record is already closed and for whlch Do: add1t1ona] discovery or evidence is to be presented.

The City previously made its detenninatipn on th;isg“;jssue which is found in the findings of fact
and any further discovery is improper: Thercfore the inf%rrmatlon sought is irrelevant to any issue

beforc the hearing.

16. The ResPondent obJ ects to :rcplymg 10 tlus Rgquest as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In addruon the Respondem ochcts to thls Reqnest addressing issues on which the

record Is already closed and for Wthh no addm discpvery or evidence is to be presented.

The City previously made its detennmatlon on 1111 1issuewhich 1s found in the findings of fact

and any further discovery is improper. Tgh¢r<:f0k«;: tb e infprmation sought is irrelevant to any issue

before the hearing.

17. The Respondent objects to replymg to thls Request as said Request seeks 4 legal

opinion. In addition, the Rcspondenl obJ ects to th]s Request addressing issues on which the

record is already closed and for whlch no addnmna] disqovery or evidence is to be presented.

The City previously made its detemi;ﬁnati:oh on ;‘tbis;; jssug which is found in the findings-of fact
and any further discovery is improper. Téfhferefc}fje thc i‘n#,onnation sought is irrelcvant to any issue

before the hg:aring.

18. The Respondent obj ecté tof réplyih;, to this Request as said Request seeks a legal
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est addressing issues on which the

savery or evidence is to be presented.

|
information sought is irrelevant to any issue

and any further discovery is impmpe:r.g§ T]::ie:f—efow::5

before the bearing,.

19. The Respondent objects t& refal}}'ring to tfns Request as said Request seeks a legal

opinion. In adchtmn the Respondent Ob_] ccts to thls Request addressing issues on which the

record 1s already closed and for which no, addmonal discovery or evidence is to be presenied.

i
!

The City previously made its determmau(;)n" on ’gh;lsg ssue (which is found in the findings of fact

and any further discovery is improper; Therefore, thie information sought is irrelevant to any

issue before the hcanng

20. The Respondent obyects to rep]ymo to t'"his Request as said Request seeks a legal

Opinion. Iv addition, the Rcspondenl Obj ects to lhls Request addressing issues on which the

o . .
record is ah eady closed and for whmh no addltmnal discpvery or evidence is to be presented.

s/ which is found in the findings of fact

The City prevmusly made its delermmatlon on t]:us

and any further discovery is unpropcr Therefore ’rh, mfprmation sought is irrelevant to any issue

before the hearing.

21. The Respondent objects to replymg to rﬂ;ns Request as sajd Request seeks a legal

opinton. In addition, the Respondent Ob_] ects to thls Request addressing issues on which the

record is already closed and for whlch no addmona] disdovery or evidence is to be presented.

The City previously made its detenninat:io;h on:this isshg which is found in the findings of fact
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and any further discovery is improper.g Tl:fle:frcfo

before the hearing.

22. The Respondent admits that 1t r;ecciir :

Technical Associates on July 28, 7005

. BARMANN BOHLEN WOODRUFF

€ infarmation sought is irrelevant to any issue

refac;ﬂ of Mr. Ronald Yarborough of Geo

. The Respondent admits That 1t pmwde&}no copy of a final report of “Ralph

y¥;

Yarborough”. The Respondcnt states afﬁrmathel t

with the Kankakee City Clerk a report of! Ronalz 'Yarb

any party who sought the same.

atj 1| placed on file as a matter of record

orough and said report was available to

24. The Respondcnt admits Paravraph 24 of th,eI Request to Admit Facts.

25. The Rcspondem admits Paragraph 25 01' the Request 1o Admit Facts.

26. The Respondent denies Paragmph 26 o;l’ thd Iﬁequest to Admit Facts.

crtv or lmmma, ILLINOIS CITY COUNCIL
TOWN & COUNTRY UTILITIES, INC., and -
'KANKAKEE REdIONAL LANDFILL L.L.C,

!@M

Her W. Bohlen, Corporation Counsel

I 018,
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STATE OF ILLINOIS Yy o :
COUNTY OF KANKAKEE ) Iy

I, CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN bean ﬁrﬁt duly sworn upon oath, deposcs and states
that I am the Corporation Counsel for: lhe City of K a*nkdkpc 1 have the authority to act in its
behalf; that ] have read the foregoing: Resp0nse 10 Rclequesl to Admit Facts, and the contents
therein contained are true and correct to the best of 1‘Iny knowledge, in ation and belief.

Subscribed and Swom to before me ﬂﬁs :

Tay of November, 2003.

T 11 OFFICIAL SEAL
i|  Michele Huston
otary Public, Siate of llinois

T rmssjon Expires March 16, 2007

Dol Ruden
Notary Public

CHRISTOPHER W. BOHLEN
Corporation Counsel

Reg. No. 00244945

385 East Oak Street

Karnkakee, IL 60901
(815)933-0500






