Case: 1:17-cv-00108 Document #: 66-5 Filed: 03/18/19 Page 1 of 8 PagelD #:1052

EXHIBIT 5



Case: 1:17-cv-00108 Document #: 66-5 Filed: 03/18/19 Page 2 of 8 PagelD #:1053

' Rl g b 1 AT :

£ i EREREE mmm "’:““"', 2 WITNESS EXAMINATION g

Illingie corporation, : 3 STEVEN R. VAN DEN HEUVEL 9

4 P

" Fisineies: : 4 Direct Examination i

. e y To- o e 5 8y MR. UNDERHILL 6 ,

TIH6US FPRODDCYE TRORNOLOGY ¥ 6 5

T COAFORATION, & Wimconsln t 2

corporetions ECO-FIBRR. IRC.. a } 7 5
] Wisconsin cerporations PARTNEAS ) i
CORCEFYH DEVRLOPICNWT, INC., & } B

] Wieconsin Corxporatian, OCONTL ) 8 :

10 Sorveraiion, amais 3. Ve per ) 9 EXHIBITS ’

ORI o i i, S 10 NUMBER MARKED FOR 1D [

- INC.. & Delawars corporstion, ; 1 Plaintiff's Exhlbﬂs <

" Defandants . ] 12 No. 1 19 :

15 mrves celied tor sesmiantine s e §13 No.2 24
8 and the Pules of Civil Procedurs for the Cnited
17 Btates District Courts pertsining to tha tehing 14 No. 3 50

18 of depositions. taken bafore Janice A.

18 Prystalaki, a astery public within and foxr the 15 No. 4 81
20 County of Cook and Stete of Kilisois, &t 303 .

2 worth Lagalle Strest, Buite 2508, Chicago, 16 No. 5 80 E
22 Illincia, On the Mth day of April, 1009, at the
23 bour of 10:0%5 a.m. 7 No. 6 81 i
& L 2 od B Janlces A. P talpkt, B i}
W s O s 18 No.7 106 2
19 No. 8 125 .
20 No. g 126 i
21 No. 10 132 :
22
23
24 :
1 3f

] APPEARANCES: t {Witness swom)

K 2 MR. UNDERHILL: Good moming, Mr. Van

3 MASUDA, FUNAL EIFERT & MITCHELL. LTD., by 3 Den Heuvel. My name is Ed Underhill. I'm one

4 MR. GERALD L. MOREL and 4 of the alomeys For the plaintiff in this case,

5 MR. EDWARD J, UNDERHILL. 5 IFC Credit Comparation.

6 203 North LaSalie Street, Suite 2500 6 Have you ever heand of IFC Credit

7 Chicago, llincis 60801 7 Comporation?

B (312) 245-7500 8 THE WITNESS: Yes. \

9 Representing the Plaintifi; 9 MR. UNDERHILL: Okay. Il be taking : i
10 10 your deposition this moming. Have you ever had : .
1 MICHAEL BEST & FRIEDRICH, LLP, by 11 yaur deposition taken? "f
12 MR STEVEN E. CYRANOSKI 12 THE WITNESS: No, ; i
13 180 North Stetson Avenue, Suite 2000 13 MR. UNDERHILL: Never? ]
14 Chicago, Hinois 60601 14 THE WITNESS: No. :
15 (312) 222-0800 15 MR. UNDERHILL: Let me exptain some of |,

16 Representing the Defendants. 16 the ndes for ygu. It's as if you're in court. [t
17 17 You've been swom to fell the truth and I'f be
18 18 asking you questions. You'll be answering those
19 19 quesbons for me. Ui's as i were in a
20 20 courroem. The only difference is we're in my
2 21 conference room of my law office. If | ask you
22 22 aquestion and you answer the question, Il
23 23 assume that you understood the question, is that
24 24 faie?
2
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1 Q. Now, where is Shelly located? 1 BY MR UNDERHILL:
2 A. In Green Bay, Wisconsin, 2 Q. Steve, Pm going to show you what has
3 Q. When you say she's our secretary, you 3 been marked as Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 3, which
4 mean she’s yours and Doug's secretary? 4 isamany-page document. It bears the title
5 A Yes. 5 fixed price engineering procurement and
& Q. 5o what does this file look like, 6 construction agresment or EPC agreement between
7 approximately? Is it in a brown standing file 7 Spint Construction Services and ST Paper and it
8  like this? 8  makes referance to Oconto Falls and De Pere,
8 A Yes. 9 Wisconsin,
10 Q. And it contains, as best as you know, 10 Going forward this maoming, Fra just
11 all of the documents that refate to the 11 going to fefer to this document as the De Pere
12 transaction that we've been talking about today? 12 EPC agreoment. Obviously if's toa tong to ask
13 A Yes. 13 youio study it,
14 Q. Atany pointin this litigation, as far 14 MR. MOREL: { think you can Just cali
15  as you know, has somebody come and asked that 15 # as Exhibit 3 because there are two contracts,
16 that file be tumed over to the lawyers or be 16 MR. UNDERHILL: There is another ane?
17  photocopied for any reason in connection with 17 MR. MOREL: Yes.
18 the iawsuit? 18 BY MR. UNDERHILL:
19 A. | don't understand your question. 19 Q. There's another agreement out that has
20 Q. Okay. Let me rephrase it then. 20 areference to De Pere, but we'll just call this
21 Since: this lawsuit was filed, has 21 one Exhibit 3.
22 anyone come 1o you ~ I'lt just start with you 22 Have you ever seen this document
23 for now. 23 before?
24 Has anyone come to you and said, Steve, 24 A, I've gone through d. 11 is the
49 51
1 - we have lo give the lawyers for IFC our file on 1 document, ! believe, that | have signed this
2 this matter? 2 document !don't know if ali of the pages are
3 A. When i got 1o come 1o this depasition, 3 exacly the same, but, yes, it appears (o be the
4 lhere was a paragraph in there asking for some 4 one that i did sign.
5  of that 5 Q. And when do you believe you signed this
& Q. And what gid you do with the file? 6  document?
7 A, it’s still there. 7 A. In2007. I don't kiow which month. i
8 Q. It's still there? 8 Q. And do you know whether Spirit 1
g A Yes. 9 Construction then performed the work that was
10 Q. And as far as you know, the copy of 10 requited o be performed under this agreement?
11 this notice of assignment thal was given to 11 A. We are continuing to perform that work
12 Spirit Construction is in that file? 12 Q. Has Spirit Construction been paid by ST
13 A. I'would say yes. 13 Paper for any of the work it's done under this
14 MR. CYRANOSKI: Are you guessing or do 14 contract?
15 you know? 15 A, Yes.
16 THE WITNESS: am guessing. Tolhe 16 Q. Just roughty speaking, can you
17 beslof my knowledge. 17 approximate how much money has been paid lo
18 MR. CYRANQSKI: Can we take a short 18  Spirit Construction by ST Paper pursuant to this
19 break? 19 agreement which Is Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 37
20 MR. UNDERHILL: Of course. 20 A. 5 to t0milion. -
21 {Recess taken.) 21 Q. Has ST Paper paid any maney to PCDI or
22 {Whereupon, Plaintiff's 22 TPTC as a subcontratior under this agreement,
23 Exhibit No. 3 was marked for 23 Plaintifts Exhibit 37
24 identification, ) 24 A. Not o my knowledge.
50
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b MR. CYRANOSKI: I'm going lo object 1 A. Thatis not — ! don't know. To my :
2 that it calis for a legal conchision and that @ 2 knowledge, | do not know. :
3 lacks foundation. 3 Q. But has that been done yet on this F
4 THE WITNESS: | dont know all of the 4 poject? f
5 things that they're doing, but they have not 5 A. | know on pieces there has been some
€  done anything &l this point, 6 start-up, but the main start-up has not. ;
7 BY MR. UNDERHILL: 7 Q. Whal about operations and maintenance i
8 Q. Has Spint Construction found another 8 taining and manuals? You had identified as 2
8 subcentracior to do this same work under this &  TPYC was going lo be doing that work. Who has k

10 contract? 10 done that work? E

11 A. We have setl-pedormed i, 11 A. Therp is an existing mill and | believe i

12 Q. What does that mean? 12 they're using the existing mill's operation and ;

13 A. Spiri, they did it themselves. 13 maintenance training manuats. “<

14 Q. Se Spirl you're saying did the same 14 Q. Whao is the existing milf? i

15 work that Tissue Products Technology Company was 15 A. Previously it was Oconlo Fail's mill. }

16 supposed o do here? 16 Now it's ST Paper, 5

17 A. Thal could have done, yes. 17 Q. And just a minute ago we were looking ;

18 Q. For example, which of these items shown 8 al some manuals and some sections in this 1

19 i the scope of work did Spinit Construction 18 contract thal talk about operaling manuals, :

20 undertake? 20 Exhibit G, that TPTC was supposed to provide.

21 A. Purchase of equipment. 2% Are you saying that those manuals being T

22 Q. So Spint Construction ilself created 22 provided by TPTC had instead been provided by ST :

23 the definilion of the equiprnent that needed to 23 Paper?

24 be purchased and wert out and purchased the 24 MR. CYRANOSK|: Asked and answerad and

a7 39k

1 equipment? 1 objection, Jacks foundation.
2 A. We had an engineer. Pine Ridge 2 THE WITNESS: 1 have no knowledge.
3 Engineering, that's how theyre derived. 3 BY MR. UNDERHILL: ]
4 Q. Icoutdn't quite hear what you said. 4 Q. Bul when you say maintenance and
§  Sayitagain. $  training manuals have been produced by ST Paper, |
6 A. Pine Ridge Engineering. 6 then whal manuals are you referring to?
7 €. You hired Pine Ridge Engineering. 7 A. Eguipment manuals we purchased. ;
B Whaere are they focated? 8 Q. Sayitagain. i
9 A, De Pere, Wisconsin, ] A. We purchased the equipment. :

10 . Who owns or operates Pine Ridge 10 Q. And you purchased the equipment manuals

11 Engineering? 11 from ST Paper?

12 A Dan Pitkowski. 12 A, No.

13 Q. Is he any relation to your family? 13 Q. From whom did you purchase it7

14 A No. 14 A. The equipment manufacturer.

15 Q. So at sorne point Spirit Construction 15 Q. Who was that?

16 wentto Pine Ridge Engineering and asked Pine 16 A. There is an array of equipment that we

17 Ridge Engineering to do some of the work that 17 bought

18 was expected to be done by TPTC, comrect? 18 Q. How about just one?

19 A, Correct. 19 A Voith Paper Tissue, V-o-i-t-h,

20 Q. And that included the enginearing work 20 Q. Do you know approximately how miuch

21 shown here? 21 money has been paid to Pine Ridpe Engineeting

22 A, Yes. 22 for the work that it's done in this project that

23 Q. What about the operations and 23 was supposed 1o have been done by TPTC?

24 engineering check oul, who did that? 24 A. We have paid over 250,000

58 60 }
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1 So are you telling me now that when you 1 contract that we are working under up at Oconto
2 signed this, you didn't expect thal you would be 2 Falis right now. The one we are working under
3 using those subcontractors? 3 in Oconto Falls is the ons that you are
4 A, It's alist of subcontracters that we 4 referring to here.
5  could have used. 5 MR, UNDERHILL: Ut have the court
6 Q. Butdid you expect you were going to 6 reporier read back his answer,
7 use those subcontractors for those purposes when 7 {Whereupon. the record was read.}
8  you signed this contract? 8  BY MR. UNDERHILL:
9 A. Nottomy knowledge. 9 Q. When you say that I'm refeming to
10 Q. Solel's go back for justa moment to 10 here, what are you taiking about?
11 the continuing Pledge agreemenl. Look at the 11 A In Exhibit B.
12 one that's a part of the bigger docurnent. It's 12 MR. CYRANDSKI: 1t's Exhibit 1,
13 the one that — the revised one. 13 Schedule 8.
14 W you direct your attention to the 14 THE WITNESS: I'm SOy,
15 third paragraph, the one that begins we confirm 15 BY MR. UNDERMILL:
16 that the tems of the EPC contracts, remember | 16 Q. Sir, this isn't that complicated. I'm F
17 had you read that earier today? 17 asking you to look at the acknowledgment and
18 A Yes, 18 consen document and it says we confirm that the
19 Q. itsays: We confirm that the terms of 19 terms of the EPC contracts remain in fufl force
20 the EPC contracts remain in ful force and 2¢  and effect.
2t effect. 21 Do you see that sentence?
22 This contract that we're just looking 22 A Yes.
23 atright now, this Exhibit 3, that's one of the 23 Q. What EPC confracts were you referring
24 four EPC contracts that you were referring to in 24 1o when you signed this document?
73 75 |
1 this consent to assignment, right? 1 A. We were referring to Oconto Falls
2 A, This is not the conlract we're working 2 Tissue. Thatwas the fourth one that | left out
3 off of lo do this projedt that we are under. 3 earlier when | said there were four. Onein
4 Q. Lletmeseeifl understand you. | want 4 Oconip Falls, one in De Pere, one in Ltah and
5  youto answer my question. S onein Pennsylvania. Those are the four,
6 A, Uh-huh. 6 MR. CYRANOSK!: Could you read that
7 Q. I the answer to iy question is no, 7 Dback, please.
8  then you sayno or if it's Yes, say yes or say | 8 (Whereupon, the record wag read.)
8 don't understand your Guestion, 9  BY MR UNDERMILL:
i0 You said in this consent 1o assignment 10 Q. And of those four contracts, none of
1% we confim that the terms of the EPC contract 11 themis Exhibit 37
12 remain in full force and effect. 12 A.  Exhibit 3 is the contract § signed so
13 Is the contrad! that we're looking at 13 that they could go out and get funding for the
14 this moming, this Exhibit 3, one of those 14 purchase of Oconto Falls,
15 contracts? 15 Q. Who is they?
16 A. No. 16 A. Ibelieve ST Paper or Goldman Sachs,
17 Q. Where are the foyr EPC contracts that 17 Q. And that was the sole purpose for that
18 you told IFC were in full force and effect back 18  document?
19 in March of 20077 19 A. Yes.
20 A. This one that you handed me as 20 Q. So it wasn't really a genuine contract
21 Exhibit 3 confused me because it says Oconto 21 by which you would perform work?
22  Falis and De Pere. The contract that 'm doing | 22 A No,
23  has nothing to do with De Pere. It is Oconto 23 Q. Iltwas done merely fo allow ST Paper or
24 Fails. We looked through this. This is not the 24 Barclays or whomever to try and find funding for
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1 BY MR. UNDERHILL: 1 Q. What are dose-out documents?
2 Q. ff you sign a contract that's a funding 2 A, Where we tum cut afl of the manuals,
3 contracy, if nothing changes, is there an 3 alof the start-up support, everything.
4  executed conlract normally done as wel or does 4 Q. And are you anlicpating at that point
5 the funding contract become the executed 5 you'll be engaging PCDY and TPTC under the
6  contract? 6  executed Oconto Falls contract?
7 A. Inthis case the funding contract did 7 MR. CYRANQSKI: Il object that it
8  not becore the executed contract. 8  calls for specylation.
9 Q. And why not? g THE WITNESS: We don'l know at this
10 A. Wetook De Pere, Wisconsin out of it 10 point. We're not to that point yet.
11 We wanted to go for 20 miflion and it was for 11 BY MR UNDERHILL:
12 the purchase of Oconto Falls Tissue. It had 12 Q. How far are you from that point, do you
13 nothing to do with the De Pere facility. 13 think?
14 Q. So that seemed to be a pretty 14 MR. CYRANOSKE: Again 'l object that
15 significant change then, 15 it calls for speculation.
16 MR. CYRANOSKI: Wait for a question. 16 THE WITNESS: To the best of my
17 BY MR. UNDERHILL: 17 knowledge, the middie of this year to the end of
18 Q. sit? 18 this year,
19 Your're making it sound like, or maybe 18 BY MR. UNDERHILL:
20 I'm mishearing il, that that's a small change 20 Q. June till December of 20007
21 from what the funding contract was, but it 21 A Yes.
22  actually sounds like kind of a significant 22 Q. And if's also possible that neither
23 change. 23 PCDInor TPTC will be engaged as subcontractors
24 MR. CYRANOSKI: Wait for a question. 24 under thal contract? :
97 99 H
1 BYMR. UNDERHILL: 1 MR. CYRANOSKI: Again I object that
2 Q. Is that a significant change, in your 2 il calis for speculation,
3  opinion? 3 THE WITNESS: At this moment { have no
4 A. No. 4 knowledge.
5 Q. Soat some point you have in your files 5  BY MR. UNDERHILL:
& acopy of the executed Oconto Falls contract? [ Q. The contract that we've been falking
7 A. Yes. 7 abautis the Oconto Falls contract, is that fair
8 Q  Andis it your testimony that no work 8  tosaythat? :
8 has begun on that contract yet? ] A, Yes.
10 A Yes, work has been. 10 Q. Sounder the Oconto Falis executed
11 Q. Some work has begun? 11 contratl, has Spitil Construction engaged Ron
12 A Yes. 12 Van Den Heuvel to perform any work? ‘
13 Q. Andis it your testimony that TPTC and 13 A. No.
14 PCDI have not been engaged as subcontractors § 14 Q. Do you have any plans to engage Ron Van
15 under thal contract? 15 De Heivel o perform any work?
16 A. Al this mament, no. i6 A No.
17 Q. Is there any plans to engage them as 17 Q. Now, you also testified that there's
18  subcontractors? 18 another contract out there — of the four
18 A. We need o gef to the res! of contract 19 contracts that you mentioned in your March 2007
20 and there may be the things down the road. 20 acknowledgment, we've tatked now about an Oconto
21 Q. When you say "get 1o the res! of 21 Falis executed contract which we haven'l seen,
2Z  contrat]” do you mean redrafling the contract 22 We dont have it here today.
23 or progress along the way? 23 There's another contract | thought you
24 A. Fmsomy. Close-out documents. 24 said that was in full force and efiect and that
100 §
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T execuled, did you? 1 beencalling a funding contract for De Pere,
2 A | had no contact with IFC. 2 Wisconsin, i
3 Q. But you gave them a letter in which YOu 3 is this the contract that you're i
4 represented that these contracts were in ful 4 refemng to?
5 force and effect. 5 A. Yes.
& Do you understand how that might 6 Q. And has this contract been signed? :
7 confuse IFC and they might believe these are 7 A. Yes. ]
8  actual what you cali execited contracts? 8 Q. Has an executed version of this E
9 MR. CYRANOSKI: 'm going to object fo 8  contrac! been signed? 1
10 ack of foundation. I'm aiso going to object 10 A_ Itisin the funding phase right now.
11 that these call for legal conclusions. 11 Q. When you say it's "in the funding :
12 BY MR. UNDERHILL: 12 phase” what does that mean?
13 Q. Can you answer my question? 13 A, To the best of my knowledoe, we've been
14 A My knowledge to me was that IFC knew 14 working with Barclays and they have all of the
15 that these were not funded projecis at that 15 information they need to go for funding.
16 time. 15 Q. Now, you thought the earfier contracls e
17 Q. And where did you obtain that 17 were between ST Paper, LLC. This one says ST
18  understanding from? 18 Paper, Il
18 A. Conversations with Ron, 19 Is this a different entity?
20 Q. And what did he tell you, if you can 20 A. Not to my knowledge.
21 recall? 21 Q. If you know, who was the managing
22 A | cannot recall. 22 partner of ST Paper, i or who is ranning the
23 Q. Did you make any notes of those 23 showat ST Paper iI?
24  conversations? 24 A. Sharad Tak.
105
1 A. No. 1 (. Sharad Tak?
2 Q. Was anyone eise present during those 2 A, Yes.
3  conversations? 3 Q. That's the same guy you talked about
4 A. One of my brothers were, either Tim or 4 earlier?
5 Dave. 5 A Yes,
6 Q. Where are Tim and Dave? Where do they [ Q. Does the ST Paper come from his
7 reside? 7 initrals?
8 A. De Pere, Wisconsin. 8 A. lbelieve so,
9 MR. UNDERHILL: Mark this as Exhibit 9 Q. When you say Barclays, are you in
10 No. 7. 10 communication with anybody from Barclays?
11 (Whereupon, Plaintiff's 11 A. No.
12 Exhibit No. 7 was marked for 12 Q. Who are you in communication with with
13 identification.) 13 respect o this contract owtside of Spirit?
14 BY MR. UNDERHHL: 14 A. Atthis time I'm not in contact. At
15 Q. Steve, | show you what has been marked 15 that time, yes, | have talked to — 1o get o
16 as Exhibit 7, Plaintiffs Exhibit 7, and for 16 this point, we were talking with Barclays and ST
17 purposes of the record, it's a document tiied 17 Paper and one of their consulling firms,
1B 5T Paper ll, LL.C and Spirit Construction and 18  Barclays' consulting firmas.
19 thenifs tiled EPC and it seems to be for the 19 Q. Whatis the name of the consulting
20  amount of $329 million. 20 fim?
21 A. Oh, | misspoke before, itwas 328, 1 21 A. RW, Beck
242 keptsaying 239. It was 329. 22 Q. R.W. Beck, B-ec-k?
23 Q. And if's dated March 6, 2008. You've 23 A Yes,
24 teslified earier that there was what we have 24 Q. Who at R.W. Beck were you talking to?
108 §
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36

1 A. No. 1 STATEOFHLINOIS )

2 Q. Has Spirit Construction paid any monies 2 ) 88:

3 o TPTC or PCDI since January of 2007 in 3 COUNTYOFCOOK )

4 connection with any of the four EPC contracts ‘ I danice A. Prystatski, a notary pubiic

5 thal you menticned in your letter to IFC? 3 within and for the County of Cook County arn

6 A. No. 6  Slate of Minois, do hereby certify thal

7 Q. Has Spirit Construction engaged TPTC or T herelofore, to-wil, on the 9th day of April,

8  PCDI as sutcontractors on any of those four & 2008, personally appearsd before me, at

9 projects that you described in your felter since 9 203 North LaSalle Street. Suta 2500, Chicago,
10 January of 20077 10 Hlinois. STEVEN R VAN DEN HEUVEL, in a cause
11 A. No. 11 now pending and undetemmined in the United
12 Q. Has Spirit Construction engaged Ron Van 12 States District Court, for the Northem District
13 Den Heuve! personally as a consultant of in any 13 ol lilinois, Eastem Division wherein IFC CREDIT \
14 capacity on any of those four projects that you 14 CORPORATION, an Riinois corporation is the
15 described in your lefter to IFC? 15 Plainiil, snd TISSUE PRODUCTS TECHNOLOGY i
16 A. No. 16 CORPORATION, 3 Wisoonsin corporation; ECO-FIBRE, g
17 MR. UNDERHILL: | have ro furdher 17 INC., a Wisconsin Comporation; PARTNERS CONCEFTS E
18  questions al this time. 18 DEVELOPMENT, ING., a Wisconsin Cotporation;
19 MR. CYRANOSKI: ¥f the deposition is 19 OCONTO FALLS TISSUE, INC., a Wisconsin
20 over,youcan expiain signature. 20 ocorporation, RONALD H. VAN DEN HEUVEL, an
21 FURTHER DEPONENT SAITH NOT. 23 individual, and SPIRIT CONSTRUCTION SERVICES,
22 22 INC., a Delaware Corporation are the Dafendants.
23 23 1urther certify that the said witness was
24 24 first duly swom 1o testify the truth, the whole

141 143 §

1 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 3 truth and nothing but the truth in the cause

2 FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINGIS ¢  afuresaid; that the {estimony then given by said

3 EASTERN DIVISION 3 withess was reporied stenographically by me in

4 IFC CREDIT CORPORATION, an ) 4 the presence of the said witness, and afterwards

& Iinois corparation, ) 5 reduced Io lypewriting by Computer-pided

€& Plaintff, ) 6 Transctiption, and the foregoing is & tue and

? Vs, } Mo, 07 L 4351 : ; ;

B TISSUE PRODUCTS TECHNOLOGY ) ; ::e:ulf:;s::p;;::’: SRk

9  CORPORATION, a Wisconsin ) g § funther certify that the signature 1o the
s e T 10 foregoing depasition was reserved by counsel for -
11 Defendants. ) ; . !
12 This is (0 certify that § have read the :; uﬁmp:fs e .
13 transcript of my deposition taken in the 5 CET A ——
14 above-entiled cause by Janios A. Prystalski, 14 e were presand at e eposition the £
15 Certified Shormand Rapoﬂer..on April 8, 2008, 15 i Direl o st
16 and that the foregoing transcript accurately E
17 stales the questions asked and the answers given 16 Hfurther certify that | am nol counsel for
18 by me as they now appear. 17 nor in any way related lo the parties to this
19 18 sufl, nor em |in ary way inlerested in the
20 STEVEN R. VAN DEN HEUVEL 19 oulcome thereof. :
21 20 N TESTIMONY WHEREQF: | have hereunto set my B
22 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO 21 hand and affixed my notarial seal this

before me this day 22 dayof 2008,
23 of 2008, 23
NOTARY PUBLIC, COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

24 Notary Public 24
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