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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD RECEIVED
CLERK’S OFFICE

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
by LISA MADIGAN, Attorney General ) DEC 052005
of the Stateof Illinois STATE OF ILLINOIS

Complainant, ) Pollution Control Board

V. ) PC896-98
)

SKOXIE VALLEY ASPHALT CO., INC., )
an Illinois Corporation, EDWIN L. FREDERICK, )
JR., Individually and asOwner and Presidentof )
Skokie Valley Asphalt Co.,Inc., and )
RICHARD J. FREDERICK, Individually
and as Owner and Vice Presidentof Skokie )
Valley Asphalt Co.,Inc.

Respondents. )

RESPONSEOFTHE RESPONDENT,RICHARD J. FREDERICKTO THE
COMPLAINANT’S DOCUMENT REQUESTTO RESPONDENTSREGARDING

COMPLAINANT’S FEEPETITION

NOW COMEStheRespondent,RICHARD J.FREDERICK,by his attorneys,

David O’Neill, P.C.andMichael B. Jawgiel,P.C.,andin responseto theComplainant’s

DocumentRequestto theRespondentregardingComplainant’sFeePetition,statesas

follows:

1. A daily accountingof all hours,aswell asthecorrespondingactivity

performed,foreachattorneythat hasprovidelegal servicesto Respondentsrelatedto this

case,regardlessof whetherall suchhoursandactivitieswereactuallybilled to

Respondents.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto beto admissible

evidenceat thetime of thehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

informationandviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnotplacedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfees at issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in thecaseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesat issuein this matter.



2. All time recordsfor eachattorneythathasprovidedlegal servicesto

Respondentsrelatedto this case.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto be to admissible

evidenceat the time ofthehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

information andviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnot placedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfeesat issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in thecaseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesat issuein this matter.

3. A daily accountingof all costsincurredby eachattorneythat hasprovided

legal servicesto Respondentsrelatedto this case,regardlessofwhetherall suchcosts

wereactuallybilled to Respondents.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto be to admissible

evidenceat thetime of thehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

informationandviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnotplacedhis or, in the

caseofSkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfeesat issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in thecaseof Skokie ValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesatissuein this matter.

4. All invoicesfor attorney’sfeesfrom Respondents’attorneysrelatedto this

case.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto be to admissible

evidenceat thetime of thehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

infonnationandviolates theattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnot placedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfeesat issuenor hasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in the caseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesat issue in this matter.



5. All invoicesfor costsincurredby eachof Respondents’attorneysrelated

to this case.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto be to admissible

evidenceat the time of thehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

informationandviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnot placedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfees at issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in thecaseof SkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesat issuein this matter.

6. A daily accountingof all costsdirectly incurredby Respondentsrelatedto

this case.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto beto admissible

evidenceat the time of thehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

informationandviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys.Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnot placedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfeesat issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in thecaseof SkokieValleyAsphaltCompany,Inc., its

expensesat issuein this matter.

7. All documentsidentified,relatingto, and/orreferredto in Respondents’or

Respondents’attorneys’answersto Complainant’sInterrogatoriesto Respondent

RegardingComplainant’sFeePetition.

Answer: Objection. This interrogatoryis not calculatedto be to admissible

evidenceat the time ofthehearing. Furthermore,this interrogatoryasksfor irrelevant

information andviolatestheattorney-clientprivilegebetweentheRespondentandthe

Respondent’sattorneys. Theattorneysfor theRespondenthasnot placedhis or, in the

caseof SkokieValley AsphaltCompany,Inc., its attorney’sfeesat issuenorhasthe

Respondentplacedhis or, in the caseof SkokieValleyAsphalt Company,Inc., its

expensesat issuein this mattcr.
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COUNTY OF COOK

STATF.OF ILLINOIS )
) ss
)

RICHARDS. IREDPAUCK, being first duly ~woroon oath,deposesand
statc~hut he is ~RosparidentIn the ctbos’c~c~ptionedmatter that )j~has readthe
forcgnin~document, and the answers made herein are true, correct trid complete Ia tho
best of his knowledge and belief.

RICHARD

SUBSCRIBEDandSWORN to boforemc thiG

dayof_~ ,2005

NO’IARY PUBLIC

anAL”
~ COLLEEN8,PERR’I’ j

David O’Neill ax~d
Michac) B. inwg~el,P.C.
Attorneysfor ResponOcnt
5487 MilwaukeeAvenue
Chicago, Illinois 60630

ICK



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, theundersigned,eerti~’that I haveservedtheattachedRESPONSEOF THE
RESPONDENT,RICHARD J. FREDERICK,TO COMPLAINANT’S DOCUMENT
REQUESTTO RESPONDENTSREGARDING COMPLAINANT’S FEE PETITION by hand
delivery on December5, 2005, upon the following party:

Mitchell Cohen
EnvironmentalBureau
AssistantAttorneyGeneral
Illinois AttorneyGeneral’sOffice
188 W. Randolph,20th Floor
Chicago,IL 60601

D~vXS.oNeili

NOTARY SEAL

SUBSCRIBEDAND SWORNTO ME this _____________

dayof ____________,20 o~

otaryPub’
I NOTmy RITA LaJBARD,PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINQI~IRES~7



RECEIVEDCLERK’S OFFICE

BEFORETHE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD DEC 052005STATE OF ILLINOIS
PoHution Control B

PEOPLEOF THE STATE OFILLINOIS, ) oar
Complainant, )

) PCB96-98
)

v. ) Enforcement

)
)

SKOKIE VALLEY ASPHALT, CO., INC., )
EDWIN L. FREDERICK,JR.,individually andas )
ownerandPresidentof Skokie ValleyAsphalt )
Co., Inc., andRICHARD J.FREDERICK, )
individually andasownerandVice Presidentof )
SkokieValley AsphaltCo., Inc., )

Respondent )

NOTICEOF FILING

PLEASE TAKE NOTICEthat I havetodayfiled with the Officeof theClerk of thePollution
ControlBoardtheRESPONSEOF THE RESPONDENT,RICHARD J.FREDERICK,TO
COMPLAINANT’S DOCUMENT REQUESTTO RESPONDENTSREGARDING
COMPLAINANT’S FEE PETITION,a copyofwhich is herebyserveduponyou.

g
/ / D~yi~{S.O’Neill

December5, 2005

David S. O’Neill, Attorneyat Law
5487N. MilwaukeeAvenue
Chicago,IL 60630-1249
(773)792-1333


