BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOAR ﬁﬁ%g}{:,‘gg

CITY OF CHICAGO DEPARTMENT AUG 0 6 2007

)
OF ENVIRONMENT, ) S .
) Site Code:0316485103  Polution Gontrol e
Complainant, )
) AC: 2006-039
v. ) AC: 2006-040
) AC: 2006-041
SPEEDY GONZALEZ LANDSCAPING, ) AC: 2007-025
INC., et al. )
Respondents. )
NOTICE OF FILING
TO: Mr. Bradley P. Halloran Ms. Jennifer A. Burke, Senior Counsel
Illinois Pollution Control Board City of Chicago, Dept. of Environment
100 West Randolph Street, Suite 11-500 30 North La Salle Street, 9" Floor
Chicago, Hlinois 60601 Chicago, Illinois 60602

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that we have this day filed with the Clerk of the Illinois Pollution
Control Board, Respondent’s Renewed Mogjop to Consolidate and Motion to Dismiss Actions.
Dated at Chicago, [llinois, this 6® day of Augus, 2007.

JBEFREY J. LEVINE, P.C.
Attorgey Yor Respondents
Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc.,

Jose Gonzalez, and
1601-1759 East 130™ Street, LLC.

Jeffrey J. Levine, P.C. #17295
20 North Clark Street, Suite 800
Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 372-4600

PROOF OF SERVICE
The undersigned, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says that he served a copy of

the Notice together with the above mentioned\documents to the person to whom said Notice is
directed by hand delivery, this 6" day of August\2007.

JEFFR\@& LEVINE, P.C. Jaa—






BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARDRECEIVED

CLERK'S OFFICE
CITY OF CHICAGO DEPARTMENT 0
OF ENVIRONMENT, AUG 06 2007
Site Code:0316485103 STATE OF ILLINOIS
Complainant, Pollution Control Board
. AC: 2006-040

AC: 2006-041

SPEEDY GONZALEZ LANDSCAPING, AC: 2007-025

)
)
)
)
) AC: 2006-039
)
)
)
INC., et al. )
)

Respondents.
RENEWED MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE ACTIONS

Now come Respondents, Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., Jose Gonzalez, and 1601-1759
East 130" Street, LLC, by and through their attorney, Jeffrey J. Levine, P.C., and for their Renewed
Motion to Consolidate, state and assert as follows:

1. On or about December 20, 2006, Respondents sought to consolidate these matters for
hearing for purposes of judicial economy. Said motion was denied.

2. With the instant motion, Respondents, Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., Jose Gonzalez,
and 1601-1759 East 130™ Street, LLC, seek to consolidate cases 2006-039,2006-040 and 2006-041.

1. The facts in each case are the same. The allegations arose out of claims made at the same
property, largely on the same date and involved the testimony of the same witnesses. The only
difference in the cases are the identity of the Respondents. However, those Respondents are
interconnected. Jose Gonzalez owns both Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., and 1601 -1759 East
130" Street, LLC. All Respondents are represented by the same counsel.

4. No differences exist in the proof presented by the Department of Environment between
the three respondents except their individual name.

5. During the individual hearings, the parties stipulated to allow the testimony of witnesses



in one action be used in other actions. Case 2007-25, involve a later date at the site.

6. Respondents seek to raise issues regarding the competency of witnesses, discovery
violations and outrageous government conduct before the Pollution Control Board and, if required,
on appeal of any adverse decision by the Board.

7. The veracity of testimony given by Complainant’s witnesses is called into question when
the testimony is compared in the different actions. See: Motion to Dismiss Complaints.

8. The multiple claims alleged, many of them baseless, and the failure to perform an adequate
investigation, were threatened by the inspector after he sought to “work out” prior allegations. These
are only revealed when the testimony is compared from each action. Consolidation of these actions
would reveal to the Pollution Control Board, the full scope of the scheme.

9. There is no valid reason not to consolidate these matters.

Wherefore, for the above and forgoing reasons, Respondent Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping,
Inc., prays that cases 2006-039, 2006-040 and 2006-041, be consolidated, that Case No. 2007-25,

also be consolidated with the others and for such further relief as is just and equitable.

ecully Submitted,
T

effrey\. Y gline, P.C. T
orney for Respondents
Sp onzalez Landscaping, Inc.,

Jose Gonzalez, and
1601-1759 East 130" Street, LLC.

Dated: August 6, 2006

Jeffrey J. Levine, P.C. #17295
20 North Clark Street, Suite 800
Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 372-4600



BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
RECEIVED

CITY OF CHICAGO DEPARTMENT ) CLERK'S OFEICE
OF ENVIRONMENT, ) Cem
) Site Code:0316485103 AUG 06 2007
Complainant, )} STAT
) AC:2006:039 Poliution Gonrs! Bomg
V. ) AC: 2006-040
) AC: 2006-041
SPEEDY GONZALEZ LANDSCAPING, ) AC: 2007-025
INC., et al. )
Respondents. )

MOTION TO DISMISS ACTIONS

Now come Respondents, Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., Jose Gonzalez, and 1601-1759
East 130™ Street, LLC, by and through their attorney, Jeffrey J. Levine, P.C., and for their Motion
to Dismiss Actions for Discovery Sanctions and Outrageous Governmental Conduct, state and assert
as follows:

1. The above captioned matters involve four related sets of violations wherein the City of
Chicago, Department of Environment has alleged that Respondents have committed numerous acts
in violation of Section 21(p) of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act. With the instant motion,
Respondents seek dismissal of the actions (and/or other relief), for discovery sanctions and
governmental misconduct. Respondents finally claim that false allegations, selective prosecution,
the failure to conduct an adequate investigation, selective responses in deposition testimony, the
failure to provide subpoenaed documents and false testimony of witnesses result in a denial of
Respondents constitutional rights to Procedural Due Process.

2. Respondents hereby incorporate by reference their Post Hearing Briefs in the above
captioned matters as though set out herein in their entirety.

3. Inspector Rafael Macial knew Respondent Jose Gonzales growing up in his neighborhood.



When he had previously sought to money from Gonzalez by offering to “work out” claimed
violations, Macial promised to retaliate stating: “You’ll pay for this.” Macial, on March 22, 2006,
wrote numerous false allegations and ticket persons and entities who did not own or control the
property. This evidence indicated that Macial attempted to extort Mr. Gonzalez.

False Allegations

4. Raphael Macial, the inspector has testified that on occasions he has discussed “working
out” claims with alleged violators rather than issuing violations. See: AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr.
126-28. Respondent’s witness testified that the inspector Rafael Maciel had previously asked him
for money and when Gonzalez refused, Macial promised to retaliate stating: “Youw’ll pay for
this.”See: AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 181-82.

5 Mr. Macial testified that he has told certain individuals that he could help them avoid
citations. May 9, 2007, Tr. 126. He would say to individuals “Help me help you avoid a citation.”
May 9, 2007, Tr. 127. He denied asking for bribes stating that based upon his credibility, he was
pretty sure that he had never taken a bribe. See: May 9, 2007, Tr. 124-27. Mr. Gonzalez testified that
he interpreted Mr. Macial’s prior offer to “work it out” as a request for a bribe. May 9, 2007, Tr. 180-
83.

6. At the site Macial promised to ticket Mr. Gonzalez’s landscaping company, which had
nothing to do with the property investigated, telling him: “...I’ll see to it that you never get work from
the CTA again. See: AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 204. Maciel ticketed Mr. Gonzalez personally, as
well as his landscaping company. He told Gonzalez “...we're going to write you a ticket for
everything I could write you a ticket on.” May 9, 2007, Tr. 193.

7. Similar to the complaint charging Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping Inc.(AC 2006-39), the

property in AC 2006-40 was not owned in Mr. Gonzalez’s name. However, throughout his



testimony, Mr. Macial repeatedly identified Respondent Jose Gonzalez as a property owner. Sge:
AC 06-40, May 9, 2007, Tr. 35, 39-40, 64, 87, 100, 125-27. The fact that Mr. Gonzalez is not the
property owner, is conceded at page 1, of the City’s Post-Hearing Brief in AC 2006-40.

7. The alleged violations also contained baseless allegations regarding securing the property,
salt unloading operations, ACM or asbestos, waste nextto residential homes and oil flowing into the
sewer. AC 06-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 68, 129-32. Macial contended that these charges were put into
his investigative report because Respondent Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., committed the
additional offenses (AC 06-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 130), but he had no evidence that the offenses
occurred. AC 06-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 68, 129-32. These allezations are listed as attachment “B”
in Complainant’s Inspection Reports. See: Complainant’s Exhibits. Mr. Maciel concluded that he
had “no idea” why the violations were charged when there was no basis for them. AC 06-39, May
9.2007, Tr. 132.

Selective Prosecution

8. During the course of the limited investigation, Inspectors Macial and Chris Antonopoulos
discovered the entities responsible for a large amount of debris on the site. Both investigators
testified regarding an agreement entered into regarding what has been deemed the “suspect CTA
waste” at the property in question. Mr. Antonopoulos described how the agreement was between Mr.
Gonzalez, Paschen Construction, E. King and a representative of the CTA. The agreement called for
CTA waste material from the Brown Line construction, to be stored in roll-off truck boxes over the
weekend at the site in question. AC 2006-39, May 17, 2007, Tr. 31, May 9, 2007, Tr. 44, 59-60.

9. When the CID landfill opened, the roll-off boxes would be removed from the property and
brought to CID. AC 2006-39, May 17, 2007, Tr. 31. Complainant’s investigation revealed that,

either E. King or Paschen Construction didn’t follow the agreement to store the CTA waste in the



roll-off trucks. It was that entity who caused the CTA waste to be deposited at the property in
question. May 17, 2007, Tr. 49.

10. The investigators collected manifests (See: Respondents Exhibit A), at the site which
indicate that the waste material came from the CTA at 567 West Lake Street. 2006 AC-39, May 9,
2007. Tr. 33-6. E. King was the hauler on the manifests. 2006 AC-39,May 9, 2007, Tr. 83-4. Mr.
Antonopoulos testified that Mr. Maciel had the hazardous waste manifests on the day of the
investigation. 2006 AC-39, May 17, 2007, Tr. 44-5.

11. No tickets were issued to the CTA, Paschen Construction or E. King Trucking. The
investigators later allowed those entities to conclude their clean-up. AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 204.
Rather than ticket all entities involved, Complainant selectively chose to ticket non-owner
Respondents Speedy Gonzalez Landscaping, Inc., (2006 AC-39) and Jose R.Gonzalez. (2006 AC-
40), making good on Macial’s promise to Gonzalez “...to write you a ticket for everything I could
write you a ticket on.” 2006 AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 193. The charging of Respondents and the
failure to even investigate the other entities that actually committed the dumping of the debris,
demonstrates the selective and vindictive nature of these prosecutions.

Failure to Conduct an Adequate Investigation

12. Complainant’s investigation revealed that, either E. King or Paschen Construction didn’t
follow the agreement to store the waste in the roll-off trucks. It was that entity who caused the CTA
waste to be deposited at the property in guestion. 2006 AC-40, May 17, 2007, Tr. 49. However,
neither the manifests nor any of the other documents observed that day regarding other individuals
at the site are included in the investigation report. 2006 AC-40, May 9, 2007. Tr. 35-8.

13. No mention was made in the investigation report that Elaine King was present on site

discussing the agreement. 2006 AC-40, May 9, 2007, Tr. 44-9. Macial testified that he selectively



excluded information in his investigation report, and that he had been taught to conduct
investigations in this manner. 2006 AC-40, May 9, 2007, Tr. 48-52.

14. Mr. Antonopoulos testified that an inspector’s job is to determine where the waste came
from. 2006 AC-40, May 17, 2007, Tr. 20. Antonopoulos said an investigation would have revealed
the entity that didn’t follow the agreement and dumped the CTA debris. 2006 AC-40, May 17,2007,
Tr. 33. He agreed that a ticket cannot be written without proof of a violation. 2006 AC-40, May 17,
2007, Tr. 43. He testified that a more through investigation should have been performed because the
Department of Environment didn’t have all the facts. He further testified that he did not feel
comfortable charging individuals and entities when an adequate investigation had not been
performed. He believed that he would be remiss in his duties if he had performed the type of
investigation performed in the instant case. 2006 AC-40, May 17, 2007, Tr. 24-5.

15. Even Mr. Macial agreed that the investigation was not thorough. 2006 AC-40, May 9,
2007, Tr. 78. Macial testified that he just assumed t}lat Mr. Gonzalez “was doing something illegal.”
2006 AC-40, May 9, 2007, Tr. 83. Mr. Antonopoulos concluded that “...it was easier to ticket Mr.
Gonzalez than conduct an adequate investigation...” 2006 AC-40, May 17, 2007, Tr. 95. Finally,
Mr. Macial testified that his ability to read peoples credibility was part of his investigation. 2006 AC-
39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 117.

Selective Responses in Deposition Testimony

16. Contempt for the legal process is demonstrated by Mr. Maciel’s reference to his claimed
training by the FBI regarding his ability to tell if someone was telling a lie. Mr. Maciel testified that
he had not disclosed this alleged training in his deposition testimony because “he only gave
information that he thought was pertinent”. AC 06-39, Tr. 118. Complainants therefore, admitted

to failing to give truthful deposition testimony and only providing the deposition testimony which



they believed was “pertinent”. Respondents were therefore precluded an opportunity to investigate
the class that Maciel claims to have taken regarding his ability to determine how to tell if an
individual was telling the truth.

Failure to Provide Subpoenaed Documents

17. The investigator in this case, Rafael Maciel, testified that certain information was
transcribed into “field notes”. Counsel for Complainant was not informed of the existence of these
notes. AC 06-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 58-9. Mr. Maciel testified that Edward Collins “took the
information down”.

18. On May 1, 2007, Mr. Maciel, Mr. Collins and all other witnesses were subpoenaed to the
hearing. The Subpoenas also sought “any and all documents related” to the cases. See: May 1, 2007,
Subpoenas, attached hereto and incorporated herein as Group Exhibit A. These subpoenas are
indicative of the subpoenas issued in all of the above captioned cases. The “fie)d notes” referenced
by Mr. Maciel were never produced in discovery or pursuant to the subpoenas. Nor were the business
cards collected from individuals at the site ever produced pursuant to the subpoena. AC 06-39, May
9, 2007, Tr. 53-4. Complainants therefore selectively withheld documents sought pursuant to
subpoena.

False Testimony of Witness

19. Mr. Maciel maintained at the hearing that the trucks on site were dumping material. 2006
AC-39, May 9. 2007, R. 42, 72, 74, 78. He later testified that he assumed this. 2006 AC-39, May
9, 2007, Tr. 137. Mr. Macial initially testified that he could not determine whether trucks were
loading or unloading at the site. 2006 AC-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 16. He testified that he concluded
that another entity’s trucks were dumping at the site. 2006 AC-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 72, 74. This

conclusion is contrary to his report, (2006 AC-39, May 9. 2007, Tr. 43, 46-7), and his prior



deposition testimony wherein he testified that the trucks were loading. 2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007,
Tr. 74-6.

20. Maciel testified that he would impound a truck if it was dumping but did not impound
the E. King trucks on the lot. 2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 48. Neither Macial or anyone else saw
trucks dumping. 2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 81. He agreed that he testified both at the hearing
and at his deposition that, rather than loads being dumped, the material was being removed and that
the trucks were loading. 2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 138. He then testified that a worker told him
that “We’re bringing it here.”2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 141, line 6. He then testified “I don’t
recall if he did say that or not.” 2006 AC-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 141, line 12.

21. Mr. Antonopoulos testified that an E. King employee opened the gate and an E. King
truck was loaded up with debris and waste. 2006 AC-40, May 17, 2007, Tr. 19-20. Mr. Macial’s
testimony that the trucks were dumping was false. It is contradicted by his own testimony, his signed
investigation report and Mr. Antonopoulos’ testimony.

21. Mr. Macial cannot be regarded as competent to testify as a witness. If there was any
question of Mr. Maciel’s false testimony, one need only review his testimony with reference to his
claimed training by the FBI regarding his ability to tell if someone was telling a lie. AC 06-40, May
9,2007, Tr. 116-24. Maciel could not give any specifics related to the alleged class that he attended.
He didn’t recall the name of the course, the name of the teacher, the address of the course, and when
asked if the check he paid with was a personal check, he stated that he paid for the course with a
money order.

22. Macial’s testimony changed from case to case on the same day. For instance in Case No.
AC 2006-39, Mr. Macial testified as follows:

Q. Are vague answers an indication that someone’s not telling the truth, sir?



A. No, that’s not an indication. (AC 2006-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 121-22).
However, in Case No. AC 2006-40, Macial gave the following testimony:

Q. Is lack of specificity an indicator as to whether or not someone is telling the
truth or not?

A. That could be one, yes. (AC 2006-39, May 9, 2007, Tr. 57).

23. Review of his testimony regarding his alleged FBI training reveals the depths to which
Macial will go to support false testimony. However, Respondents could not prove that the testimony
was false because Maciel had not disclosed the information when asked in his deposition testimony.
Respondents were therefore prejudiced in presenting their defense to the trier of fact.

Wherefore, for all the above and forgoing reasons, Respondents Speedy Gonzalez
Landscaping, Inc., Jose Gonzalez, and 1601-1759 East 130™ Street, LLC, pray that their Motion to
Dismiss Actions for Discovery Sanctions and Outrageous Governmental Conduct be granted and for

such further relief as is just and equitable.

onzalez Landscaping, Inc.,
Jose Gonzalez, and
1601-1759 East 130™ Street, LLC.

Dated: August 6, 2006

Jeffrey J. Levine, P.C. #17295
20 North Clark Street, Suite 800
Chicago, lllinois 60602

(312) 372-4600



Before the Illihvis Pollution Control Board

HECEIVED

| CLERK'S OFFICE
City of Chicago, - )
S | R ) - MAY 01 2007
 Department of Enwiropment .. .. ) STATE OF ILLINOIS '
S ' ; Pollution Control Board
_ Complainant/Petitioner, ) PCB _Ac 06-39 .
_ : , ) '
v. ' )
) ra
) 1Y
)
)
Respondent. )
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

T() Mr. Chris Antonopoulos

' City of Chicago, Department of Environment
c/o Jennifer A. Burke ‘
30 N. Lat Salle Street, Suite 900

Chicago, IL 60602
Pursuant to Section 5(e) of the- Enwronmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5/5(&)

(20.02)) and 35 :I_ll.‘ Adm.--Code 101, Subpart ¥, you are ordercd_ to Vattend' and give

testimony at the hearing/deposition in the above-captioned matter at _

. 8:00 a.mON Mayo, .. . . . 2007 . . . .. &

Youare also ordered to bring W1th you-:ﬁdocum'énts relevant to the matter 'ﬁndef N

consideration and designated herein, _any and all documents related f n the

above cap tioned matter.




Before ttie Illinois.l?_o'llmion Control Board RE C EIVED
CLERK'S OFFICE

MAY 01 2007

STATE QF 1LLINOIS :
Pallution Gontrol Board

City ‘orf Chicago;

Complainant/Petitioner,

PCB_AC 06-39

<

Respondent.

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

‘TO Mr. Stanley Kaehlar
City of Ghicago, DePartment of Environment
c/o Jennifer A. Burke
30 N. La%Balle Street Suite 900

Chicago, IL .606
Pursuant to Seotion 5(e) of the: Envmmmental Protecnon Act (415 ILCS SfS(e)

(2002)) and 35 Tl Adm. Code 101, Subpart F, you are ordered to attend and give

testimony at the hearing/deposition in the above-captioned matter at

‘SIQ'Q_Q_ : ja;, m.on -.M'av."g_ cl .‘2Q'n7'_ e e AETS

You afe-élso arderedto -brijt_;g"Withiyou-docurﬁénts relevant to the maﬁer '.u'mdé_rf R

gonsideration and designated herein, _any -and all document 5 el a ted to the .. . -

above daptioped matter.
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Pgllu'uon Gontrol Board

City ,o.f Chicago, :

Complainant/Pétitioner, PCB _ac 06-39

-

Respondent.

 SUBPOBNA DUCES TECUM

_T() Mc. Rafael Maciel

City of Chicago, Départment of Environment
c/o Jennifer A. Burke -
30 N. Lag Salle Street Suite 900

B 'Chicago, IL .
Pursuant to Seotion 5(6) of the Env1ronmental Protectlon Act (415 ILCS S/S(e)
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City of Chicago, = ) MAY 01 2007
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V. . o )
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o ‘ )
) ’
) \
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' Fl
City ‘6.f Chicag‘o, : . ) ‘ CLEEg(EéI‘:éEE
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Deparimant: of Environment__ ) MAY 01 2007
I S ) STATE OF ILLINO
) Polfutlon Control Bogsrd
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)
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City of Chicago, Department ofEuvironment
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+ 30 N. La Salle Street, Suite 900
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(2002)) and 35 1L Adm Code 101, Subpart F, you are ordered to attend and gwﬁ
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Before the Illinois Pollution Contro! Board

Gity of Chicago, ) STATE OF ILLINOIS.
. | ; Pollution Control Boarg
)
o | ) , o
Complainant/Petitioner; ) PCB _ac 06-40_
A - )
. . )
Jose R. Gonzalez )
) s
) \
)
)
~ —Respondent. )

' SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

TO: Mr. Chris Antonopoulos .
- City of Chicago, Department of Environment
~cfo Jennifer A. Burke ‘
30 N. La Salle Street, Suite 900
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Respondent.
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_TO Mr. Stanley Kaehlar
City of Chicago, Department of Environment
" ¢/o Jennifer A. Burke o
30 N. La Salle Street, Suite 900

Chicago, TL
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
'_Pol!ution Control Board
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_ Dnpg;tmant_nf_Eﬁgirdnmentf;;_,fh7'

Complainant/Petitioner, PCB_&C 06-41.

©V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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Respondent.
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_TC)Mr. Rafael Maciel
City of Chicago, Department of Environment
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.above captibned matter.




: RECEIVED

Before the Illinois Pollution Control Board CLERK'S OFFICE
: ' MAY 0 1:2007
City of Chicago, - ) | 0 2007
R B ) STATE OF ILLINQIS
: o ) Pollution Control Board
)
Complainant/Petitioner, Y- PCB _AC 06-41
v. )
. _ )
_1601~1759 East 130th Street, L.L.C.,
3 | ,
) \
)
o )
Respondent. )
' SUBPOBNA DUCES TECUM

TO Mr. Chris Antomopoulos -
City of Chicago, Department of Environment
c/o Jennifer A. Burke :
30 N. La Salle Street, Suite 900

' Chicago, IL 60602
Pursuant to Section 5(e) of the' Envlronmental Protectlon Act (415 ILCS 5/5(e)

(2002)) and 35 111, Adm, Code 101, Subpart F, you are ordered to attend and give

testimeny at the heaﬁn'g]depo'sition'in the above-captioned matter at '

400 & mon_dmya g

You ar'e'a]so ordered'to 5bring'with_'you';documcnts relevant to the matter '.tlmde_r -

consideration and designated herein; _any and all docunients related ra the .. .

above captio_ned matter.




Brefore the _IIllno_ls Pollution Control Board | EIVE D

- | RCEE%K'S OFFICE
City .of Chicago, - )
o ) MAY012007
Department of Enviromment - ) OF ILLINOIS
R S : ) PO“U“OH Control Board
)
‘Complainant/Pétitioner; ) PCB _ac-03-25
v )
- )
)
) ’
) \
) ‘
Respondent. )
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

'TO Mr. Chris Antonopoulos
City of Chicaga, Department of Enviroment
c/o Jennifer A. Burke
- 30 N. La Salle Stréet, Suite 900

Ch : N e
j‘f’u%surm 5660?-1013 5’(e) of the Bnyironmental Protection Act (15 ILCS'5/5(e)

(2002)) and 35 111 Adm Code 101 Subpart ¥, you are ordered to attend and give o

ftestlmony at the heanng/deposxtmn in the above—captloncd matter at _

a,QQ g m.on Mavg S _20_07 E "-,'Q_Jf',..

You ate';élso grdered'tp »‘b_ri_‘ng‘With:you documients relevant to the matter lﬁndé;-'f o

consideration and designated hergin, and all documsnj

abqv_'e E_g.ptio_ned m_ati;eT.'-




Before the Illinois Pollution Control Board ‘
| RECEIVED

City .of Chicago, - L ) CLERK'S OFHGE
| ) MAY 0 12007
R o . TE OF ILLINOIS
§ P%t‘l-ﬁtmn Control Board
T ) | -
Complainant/Pétitioner, ) PCB Ac-03-25
- | )
-1601-1759 East :130th Street; 1.1.C. )
T ' - o ) .
) s
) N
) _
N )
Respondent. )
- SUBPOBNA DUCES TECUM

,TO Mr. Stanley Raehlar
City of Chicago, Department of Enviromnent
"c/o Jennifer A. Burke
-~ 30 N. La. Salle Stréet, Suite 900

Ch
iﬁﬁrgguanﬁo Sﬁec%on S(e) of the Env1ronmental Protectlon Act (415 ILCS: SfS(e)

' (2002)) a.nd 35 1l Adm. Code 101, Subpart F, you are ordered to attend and give

ftesnmeny at the heanng/deposmon in the abovc—captmned matier at _

8100 e mon My, 205

“You are also Qrdercd 10 bnng with you documcnts relevant to the matter under o

fconz-uderatmn and dcsx.gnated herem ¥ ‘and all docun ts f

E abm;e captio;;ed matter,




Before tlie Illinois Pollution Control Board

REC
CLEHKEO,}?EE

MAY 0 1 2007

STATE OF i LLINO
Poliution Controlbéogstfd

PCB AC-03- 25

City of Chicago,

Dﬂpg;Imapt;nf‘EhIirﬁnﬁen#_;;_f_i'

Complainant/Pétitioner,

1601-1759 East 130th Street, L.1.C.

<

Respondent.

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

TO: Mr. Rafael Maciel .
City of Chicago, Department ofEnvironment
"c/o Jennifer A. Burke
- 30 N. La Salle Stréet, Suite 900

h .
¢ iﬁﬁ%&’aﬂt 0 §ec?ﬁm 5(c) of the ; Envlronmental Protectlon Act (415 H_,CS 5/5(6)

- (2002)) and 35 lll-.-Admf-COdC 101, Subpart F, you are ordered to attend and ‘gist:“ o

testimony at the hearing/déposition in the above-captioned matter at

J_QQ__&monMavg e - 2007 S oAt

You arealso ardered to bnngWafh ypu-..documents, relevant to the matter ﬁndé;f. L

" consideration and designated herein, . any and all documents related to the ..

_1above captibped'mattéf?-




