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BEFORE THE
| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON
I N THE MATTER OF:

PROTECTI VE PARKI NG SERVI CES
CORPORATI ON, d/b/a LI NCOLN
TOW NG SERVI CE,

Respondent .

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Hearing on fitness to hold a )
Commerci al Vehicle Relocator's )
Li cense pursuant to Section 401 )
of the Illinois Commerci al )
Rel ocati on of Trespassing )
Vehicles Law, 625 ILCS 5/18a-401 )

Chi cago, Illinois
July 27, 2016
Met, pursuant to adjournnment,
9:30 o' clock a. m
BEFORE:

MS. LATRI CE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE,
Adm ni strative Law Judge

APPEARANCES:

PERL & GOODSNYDER, LTD., by
MR. VLAD CHI RI CA
14 North Peoria Street, Suite 2C
Chicago Illinois 60607
appearing for Protective
Par ki ng Service Corporation

No. 92 RTV-R
Sub 17

at

69



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

APPEARANCES (conti nued):

MS. JENNI FER ANDERSON

160 North La Salle Street

Chi cago, Illinois
appearing for Staff of

[1l1inois Commerce Comm SSi on

MR. BENJAM N BARR

160 North La Salle Street

Chi cago, Illinois
appearing for Staff of

[1l1inois Commerce Comm SSi on

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by
PATRI CI A WESLEY
LI CENSE NO. 084-002170
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JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: By the power vested in
me by the State of Illinois and the Illinois
Commerce Comm ssion, | now call for status hearing
92 RTV-R - Sub 17. This is in the matter of
Protective Parking Service Corporation, d/b/a
Li ncoln Towi ng Service, and the hearing -- this is
status hearing on fitness to hold a Comerci al
Vehi cl e Rel ocator's License.

May | have appearances. Let's start
with Staff of the Comm ssion.

MS. ANDERSON: ' m Jenni fer Anderson. | appear
on behalf of Staff of the Illinois Comrerce
Comm ssi on. My address is 160 North La Salle
Street, Chicago, Illinois, 60601. My phone number
is 312-814-1934.

MR. BARR: Good nmorning, your Honor. My nane is
Benjam n Barr, and | am al so appearing on behal f of
Staff of the Illinois Commerce Conm ssion.

My address is |located at 160 North La Salle Street,
Chicago, Illinois, 60601. My phone number is

312-814-2859.

a
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JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you

MR. CHI RI CA: Good morning, your Honor. My name
is Vlad Chirica, and |I'm here appearing on behal f of
Protective Parking Service Corporation, d/b/a
Li ncoln Towi ng Service. Our address is 14 North
Peoria Street, Suite 2C, in Chicago, Illinois,
60607. Our phone nunmber is 312-243-4500.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you

Al'l right. As | nmentioned, this is a
status hearing, and I'll just give the floor to
Ms. Anderson to give us a status on where things
stand with the discovery.

MS. ANDERSON: Thank you, your Honor.

Wth respect to Staff's response to
Protective Parking Service Corporation's data
request, | served a second response on them via
e-mai |l yesterday afternoon.

In that response, | provided some
additional information based on objections that they
had served on Staff in late May. The big kind of
out standi ng i ssue that we had discussed at the | ast

status hearing on discovery in this case was
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progress on running the scans of Comm ssion e-nmail
accounts in Staff's efforts to try to produce those
as documentation to certain portions of Protective
Par ki ng Service Corporation's data request.

The response that | sent to them
yesterday basically is now a full objection to those
guestions, because even after applying
narrowed- down-search term nol ogy that M. Perl
supplied to us in md-June, the number of potenti al
documents to be reviewed with respect to discovery
in this case, which related to e-mails concerning
Protective Parking Service Corporation, as well as
to other relocators, was still approxi mtely
slightly over 20,000 documents and we estimated that
Staff's review of those documents would take
approxi mately four months.

| explained this position in the
response that | sent to M. Perl and it appears that
he is not here with us today, because he's been
det ai ned by an emergency notion in Lake County, and
is not able to be here, so we have not discussed

t hat response yet.
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In terms of the other issues kind of
still outstanding in Staff's production to
Protective Parking Service Corporation were requests
t hat he made for us to provide a |list of witnesses
and exhibits for the hearing, as well as providing
all of the I1CC' s investigation files. | believe it
was limted to ones that resulted in citations being
issued for a certain time period, and Staff has not
finished compiling those records yet, and I
anticipated trying to talk to M. Perl to see if he
woul d agree to basically producing the versions
which we've already conpiled for the purpose of
trying to resolve any adm nistrative citation
hearings, but we have not been able to have that
specific conversation yet.

My -- | guess the other issue that's
ki nd of outstanding in the matter with respect --
from Staff's perspective with respect to Protective
Par ki ng Service Corporation's production to Staff,

t hey had provided a response. W have reviewed that
response since the |last hearing.

They made many objections to Staff's
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request. | think on some of those objections our
sort of viewpoints or positions are going to be too
far apart to be resolved, but we did have a
di scussion | ast week or the week before related to
Staff trying to amend a couple of the questions and
t he data requests to accept sone suppl ement al
docunentation in addition to what we have already
provi ded.

| think we had basically reached a
tentative agreenment on that probably | ast Thursday
or Friday, but | have not heard back from M. Perl
since on his consultation with his client. So |
think that there's potential to resolve a few nmore
di fferences there, but, basically, discovery has not
been conpl eted by either of the parties at this
point, and | would ask basically for another status
on di scovery to be sent out roughly 30 days from
now.

| guess the other aspect in that is |
can have Staff start review ng some of the
docunmentation that Protective has already provided

to us, but until we reach agreement on resolving the
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di fferences, because | felt |ike what they provided
was m ssing some of the information that we were

| ooking for, I don't have all of the documents ready
to sort of be reviewed and analyzed by Staff and
particularly the I CC police yet.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: s it possible to start
and then should you receive nore?

MS. ANDERSON: Yes, absolutely.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Did you have anyt hing
you wanted to add, M. Chirica?

MR. CHIRICA: Yes. So we -- as she nmentioned, we
just received their second answer to our data
request yesterday. After prelimnary review of it,
it looks like it's substantially the same as before.
There's only a few things that are different, so it
doesn't really give us that nuch.

We have received a response to our
FO A request. We are not sure yet if it is what we
are | ooking for exactly. It was potentially m ssing
a few things. W found some things that were errors
t hat we have not yet resolved that we m ght be able

to resolve, but it mght be far off. Some of the
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obj ections we don't agree with exactly, so we m ght
need to resolve those by way of a discovery order.
As for our responses to their request,

| think there's a few that can easily be resol ved
that we're working with our client on, and they
menti oned that they would amend some of their
gquestions, so | think 30 days would be good as well.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Are the responses to
the FOI A request -- to your FOI A request do they
coincide with your discovery request?

MR. CHI RI CA: Yes and no. The FOI A request
mat ched | belive a few of the questions, and we
agreed to prelimnarily | ook at just the spreadsheet
with the citations.

We received the spreadsheet, but we

are not sure if it is all the information we are
| ooking for to move forward as opposed to all the
documents related to those in addition.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Which is what the FOI A
request is for, is that correct --

MR. CHI RI CA: Yes.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: -- just so | understand
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the difference?

MR. CHI RI CA: Ri ght .

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Al'l right. So you
received the second response fromthem - -

MR. CHI RI CA: Yest erday, yes.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: -- yesterday and you
reviewed it prelimnarily?

How much nmore additional time -- do
you think the 30-day status date would be sufficient
for you to review what you have already?

MR. CHIRICA: It would be -- the time would be
mostly to review it but also discuss it with the
Staff to see if we can resolve sonme of the
obj ections that they had and our objections and to
see if we can get nore discovery out and receive
mor e di scovery.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Al'l right. So 30 days
woul d take us into the week of August 29th, the | ast
week of August.

MR. CHI RI CA: | believe we have a hearing on the
18t h. Do you want to do it on the 18th or do we

want to --
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MS. ANDERSON: On August 18t h?

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: That's a regularly
schedul ed Comm ssi on date.

MS. ANDERSON: That's a regularly schedul ed
Comm ssi on date.

MR. CHI RI CA: How i s the 31st of August?

MR. BARR: That works for ne.

MS. ANDERSON: That's fine with Staff.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: At 10 a.m ?

MR. CHI RI CA: Sur e.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: So this status hearing
will be continued to August 31st at 10 a.m, and we
will convene at that time on the fitness hearing.

(Wher eupon, the above
matter was adjourned, to
be continued to August 31,

2016 at 10 a.m)
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