
ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD
February 20, 1985

MONSANTOCOMPANY, )
)

Petitioner,

) PCB 85—19
)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTIONAGENCY, )

ORDEROF THE EOARD (by 3 D Dumelle):

On February 7, 1985 Monsanto Company (Monsanto) filed a
petition for review of a trade secret determination made by the
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) finding that
certain articles filed by Monsanto cannot be treated as trade
secrets under the Environmental Protection Act. The petition is
filed pursuant to Section 120.250 of the Board~s regulations
governing the Identification and Protection of Trade Secrets.
(35 Iii. Adm. Code 12O~) Section 120.250(a) provides that “an
owner or requester who is adversely affected by a final
determination of either the Environmental Protection Agency or
the Department of Energy and Natural Resources pursuant to (the
Board~s regulations governing the identification and protection
of trade secrets], may petition the Board for review within 35
days after the entry of a final agency determination.”

The petition alleges that Monsanto is adversely affected by
the IEPA~s determination that the subject articles cannot be
treated as representing trade secrets due to Section 7(d) of the
Act. The petition was filed with the Board within 35 days after
the entry of a final IEPA determination (notice of which was
given by certifiel letter dated January 3, 1985 and received by
Monsanto January ll~ 1985.) On this basis, the Board accepts
this petition for review.

On February 15~ 1985 Monsanto filed a Motio*~ requesting that
the Board set a filing and briefing schedule similar to that set
by Board Order in no~d Marine Corportation V. IEPA and
American Toxic Diegoeal~j~~, PCB 84—26 (April 5, 1984).
However, Monsanto also requests a specific filing and briefing
schedule which varies somewhat from that established in the OMC
case. The Board believes that the timeframes I~aid out in the OMC
case are the appropriate timeframes to ensure adequate time for
all parties, including the requester (if therie is one), to
participate in this proceeding. Therefore, the same timeframes
will be applied in this case. These and an outline of other
procedural aspects of this proceeding follow.
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Board Memh~.. ads concurred and Board Member J.
Theodore Mey~.

I, Dorothy 1 k of the Illinois Pollution Control
Board, hereby cc . ~e abov~ Order was adopted on
the ~ ~ ~ 1985 by a vote
of ~

Dorothy M. Gunn, Clerk
Illinois Pollution Control Board




