Date : 11/15/2021 9:40:23 AM

From : "Alphonse Talarico"

To : "Paul Dulberg"

Subject : Fw: Dulberg v. Popovich

Attachment : 2367006v1 - Popovich Answer to Plaintiff s 1st Set of Rogs to
Defendants.PDF; 2367038v1 - Mast Answer to Plaintiff s 1st Set of Rogs to
Defendants.PDF; 2367040v1 - Mast Response to Plaintiff s 1st Set of Document
Requests.PDF; 2367045v1 - Popovich Response to Plaintiff s 1st Set of Document
Requests.PDF; 2367088v1 - Popovich & Mast_s Answer to Plaintiff s 213(f) Rogs to
Defendants.PDF; 2367513v1 - Notice of Service of Discovery Documents -- Defendants _
Answers to Plaintiff s Discovery.PDF; image(001.jpg; image002.png; image003.png;
image004.jpg; image005.png; image006.png;

From: George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com>

Sent: Sunday, November 14, 2021 9:52 PM

To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Linda Walters <lwalters@karballaw.com>

Subject: FW: Dulberg v. Popovich

Mr. Talarico:

In response to your 201(k) correspondence of November 13, 2021, please see the attached email from
Linda Walters to Julia Williams, Dulberg’s predecessor counsel in this case, attaching Popovich’s and
Mast’s discovery answers with signature pages as indicated. These discovery responses and signature
(which should be readily available in the file materials from the Clinton firm) refute the contentions
made in the November 13 letter regarding missing signatures or lack of discovery responses.

With respect to the written discovery served by Tom Gooch after he noticed his motion to withdraw,
this discovery was withdrawn by Ms. Williams and an agreement reached that she would issue the
written discovery to be answered. This was why we answered the discovery she propounded and not
the discovery served by Gooch. | am certain that Ms. Williams will be able to confirm this.

As to any claimed deficiencies in Popovich’s or Mast’s written discovery responses, we consider any
objection raised nearly 2.5 years after the discovery was answered, to be untimely. Considerable time
was spent between me and Ms. Williams in working through written discovery. She had no issues or
objections to Popovich’s and Mast’s discovery answers by the time she noticed and deposed Hans Mast.
Nor was any ruling sought as to any objection raised by Popovich or Mast in their respective discovery
answers.

Judge Meyer’s rulings on discovery disputes in this case were generated by Dulberg’s incomplete or non-
responsive written discovery answers and non-responsive deposition testimony, which were timely
brought to the court’s attention after the defendants’ many 201(k) overtures were unsuccessful. Suffice
it to say that the court seemed to agree with our position.

I am willing to have a brief 201(k) conference. However, the defendant’s have incurred considerable
costs and incurred delays in moving their case to disposition due to Mr. Dulberg’s evasiveness in
discovery and in changing counsel two times in the case. The very discovery | am re-sending is one



example of a duplication of effort resulting from the substation in counsel. While this may not be your
fault Mr. Talarico, it certainly was not caused by my clients in any way.

If you still wish to discuss any issues, | can be available on Tuesday November 16, 2021. | would suggest
10:00 a.m.

Best regards,

George Flynn

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC
150 S. Wacker Drive
Suite 1700
Chicago, IL 60606
P: (312) 431-3622
1
F: (312) 431-3670
(< E: gflynn@karballaw.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:
This electronic message transmission contains information from the law firm of Karbal, Cohen, Economou, Silk & Dunne, LLC.
which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you

are not the intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail and be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of
the contents of this information is prohibited.

From: Linda Walters <lwalters@ KARBALLAW.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2019 1:03 PM

To: Julia Williams <juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net>
Cc: George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com>
Subject: RE: Dulberg v. Popovich

On behalf of George Flynn, please see the attached:

[] Defendant The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Set
of Document Requests;

[] Defendant The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.’s Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendants;

[] Defendant Hans Mast’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Document Requests;

[] Defendant Hans Mast’s Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendants;

[] Defendant The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.’s and Hans Mast’s Answer to
Plaintiff’s Rule 213(f) Interrogatories to Defendants; and

[] Notice of Service of Discovery Documents (A file-stamped copy of the NOS will be
forwarded upon receipt.)

Also, Mr. Flynn asked that | let you know that he will give you a flash drive containing the responsive
documents at the hearing tomorrow.



Thank you.

Linda Walters
Secretary to George Flynn

Linda Walters

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC
150 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 1700

Chicago, IL 60606

P: (312) 431-3641
F: (312) 431-3670

< E: walters@KARBALLAW.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:

This electronic message transmission contains information from the law firm of Karbal, Cohen, Economou, Silk & Dunne, LLC.
which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you
are not the intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail and be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of
the contents of this information is prohibited.

From: George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com>
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2019 1:23 PM

To: Julia Wllliams <juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net>
Cc: Linda Walters <|walters@ KARBALLAW.com>
Subject: RE: Dulberg v. Popovich

Julia:
Thanks, that is agreed.
Have a nice holiday.

Best regards,

George Flynn

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC
150 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 1700

Chicago, IL 60606

P: (312) 431-3622
F: (312) 431-3670

< E: gflynn@karballaw.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:

This electronic message transmission contains information from the law firm of Karbal, Cohen, Economou, Silk & Dunne, LLC.
which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you
are not the intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail and be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of
the contents of this information is prohibited.
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From: Julia Wllliams <juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net>
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2019 1:22 PM

To: George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com>

Cc: Linda Walters <lwalters@KARBALLAW.com>
Subject: Re: Dulberg v. Popovich

Dear George,
| am in a similar position. Let’s just agree that we will exchange before we appear on Thursday.

Best,

Julia Williams

Of Counsel

The Clinton Law Firm

111 W. Washington, Ste. 1437
Chicago, IL 60602
P:312.357.1515

F: 312.201.0737
juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net

This message may be privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete the
email and notify the sender immediately.

On May 23, 2019, at 4:11 PM, George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com> wrote:

Julia:

Just writing with an update. | have my discovery answers out for signature. My secretary is
out tomorrow, so | may not be able to serve them until Tuesday, unless the signatures
come in and | have some assistance on Friday.

We have a little over 1400 pages of documents that we have Bates labelled and plan to put
on a flash drive (this includes 5 fact witness depositions we ordered recently). Note that
there are still 4 or 5 transcripts from the Physicians who were deposed in the underlying
case. | have not ordered those transcripts.

Please let me know if this is agreeable. | certainly want to have everything served before
we appear on 5-30.

Thanks

George Flynn

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC

150 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 1700

Chicago, IL 60606
<phone_3aef1e25-ed01-4e86-9c05-55877d93199b.jpg> P: (312) 431-3622
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<fax_b47779bc-2f12-4a09-9ce3-87f4947c34ef.png> F: (312) 431-3670

<envelope_5540fafc-2f13-4c5f-af64-a2c20113037b.png> E: gflynn@karballaw.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:

This electronic message transmission contains information from the law firm of Karbal, Cohen, Economou, Silk &
Dunne, LLC. which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual
or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail and be aware
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited.

From: Julia Wllliams <juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 9, 2019 9:06 AM

To: George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com>

Cc: Linda Walters <|walters@ KARBALLAW.com>
Subject: Re: Dulberg v. Popovich

Of course. Sorry for not responding sooner.

Best Regards,

Julia Williams

Of Counsel

The Clinton Law Firm

111 W. Washington, Ste. 1437
Chicago, IL 60602
P:312.357.1515

F: 312.201.0737
juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net

This message may be privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete
the email and notify the sender immediately.

On May 8, 2019, at 8:28 AM, George Flynn <gflynn@karballaw.com> wrote:

Julia:

| could still use a few weeks to answer. Can we agree on another 14 days?

George Flynn

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC

150 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 1700

Chicago, IL 60606
<phone_3aef1e25-ed01-4e86-9c05-55877d93199b.jpg> P: (312) 431-3622
<fax_b47779bc-2f12-4a09-9ce3-87f4947c34ef.png> F: (312) 431-3670
<envelope_5540fafc-2f13-4c5f-af64-

a2¢20113037b.png> E: gflynn@karballaw.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:

This electronic message transmission contains information from the law firm of Karbal, Cohen,
Economou, Silk & Dunne, LLC. which may be confidential or privileged. The information is



mailto:gflynn@karballaw.com
mailto:juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net
mailto:gflynn@karballaw.com
mailto:lwalters@karballaw.com
mailto:juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net
mailto:gflynn@karballaw.com
mailto:gflynn@karballaw.com

intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended
recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail and be aware that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited.

On Apr 18, 2019, at 3:16 PM, Julia Williams <juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net>
wrote:

Perfect.

Thanks!

Julia Williams

Of Counsel

The Clinton Law Firm

111 W. Washington, Ste. 1437
Chicago, IL 60602
P:312.357.1515

F: 312.201.0737

juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net

This message may be privileged and confidential. If you are not
the intended recipient, please delete the email and notify the
sender immediately.

On Apr 18, 2019, at 3:13 PM, George Flynn
<gflynn@karballaw.com> wrote:

Julia:

Thanks for your message. We could also use a little
extra time to answer discovery. Can we agree on 3
weeks for all parties to answer?

George Flynn

Karbal | Cohen | Economou | Silk | Dunne | LLC
150 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 1700

Chicago, IL 60606
<phone_3aef1e25-ed01-4e86-9c05-
55877d93199b.jpg> P: (312) 431-3622
<fax_b47779bc-2f12-4a09-9ce3-
87f4947c34ef.png> F: (312) 431-3670

<envelope 5540fafc-2f13-4c5f-af64-

a2¢20113037b.png> E: gflynn@karballaw.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE:

This electronic message transmission contains information from
the law firm of Karbal, Cohen, Economou, Silk & Dunne, LLC.
which may be confidential or privileged. The information is
intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named
above. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately
delete this e-mail and be aware that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or use of the contents of this information is
prohibited.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS
PAUL DULBERG,

Plaintiff,
No. 17 LA 377

VS.

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH, P.C.
AND HANS MAST’S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFE’S
RULE 213(F) INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANTS

NOW COME Defendants, The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. and Hans Mast
(collectively “Popovich”), by and through their attorneys, KARBAL, COHEN, ECONOMOU,
SILK & DUNNE LLC, and for their Answer to Plaintiff’s Rule 213(f) Interrogatories to
Defendants, state as follows:

1. Please identify the name, address, and telephone number of every individual “Lay
Witness” who will testify at trial on behalf of the Plaintiff, and identify the subject matter of each
© witness’ testimony.

ANSWER:

A. It is likely that Hans Mast will testify regarding the facts and circumstances
surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with
his testimony in the instant matter.

B. It is likely that Thomas Popovich will testify regarding the facts and circumstances

surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
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Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with
his testimony in the instant matter.

C. Paul Dulberg will be called as an adverse witness pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-1102
and IRE 611(c). It is likely that he will testify regarding the facts and circumstances surrounding
the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v. Gagnon, et. al.,
and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and Mast in the
prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with his
testimony in the underlying case, and any deposition ultimately conducted in the instant matter.

D. It is likely that Bill McGuire will testify regarding the facts and circumstances
surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with
his testimony in the underlying case, and any deposition ultimately conducted in the instant
matter.

E. It is likely that Carolyn McGuire will testify regarding the facts and circumstances
surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that she will testify consistent with
her testimony in the underlying case, and any deposition ultimately conducted in the instant
matter.

F. It is likely that Michael McArtor will testify regarding the facts and circumstances

surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
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Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with
his testimony in the underlying case, and any deposition ultimately conducted in the instant
matter.

G. It is likely that David Gagnon will testify regarding the facts and circumstances
surrounding the underlying accident and injuries, the prosecution of the case of Dulberg v.
Gagnon, et. al., and regarding the nature, scope and representation of Dulberg by Popovich and
Mast in the prosecution of the underlying case. It is expected that he will testify consistent with
his testimony in the underlying case, and any deposition ultimately conducted in the instant
matter.

H. Dr. Marcus Talerico is expected to testify concerning the facts, nature and scope of
his treatment of Paul Dulberg’s injuries allegedly sustained in the underlying accident, and
consistent with his deposition testimony in the underlying case, and any future deposition in the
instant case. To the extent that he may be considered a Rule 213 (f) (2) witness, defendants
reserve the right to identify him as an independent expert witness at the appropriate time.

I. Dr. Scott Sagerman is expected to testify concerning the facts, nature and scope of his
treatment of Paul Dulberg’s injuries allegedly sustained in the underlying accident, and
consistent with his deposition testimony in the underlying case, and any future deposition in the
instant case. To the extent that he may be considered a Rule 213 (f) (2) witness, defendants
reserve the right to identify him as an independent expert witness at the appropriate time.

J. Dr. Apiwat Ford is expected to testify concerning the facts, nature and scope of his
treatment of Paul Dulberg’s injuries allegedly sustained in the underlying accident, and

consistent with his deposition testimony in the underlying case, and any future deposition in the
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instant case. To the extent that he may be considered a Rule 213 (f) (2) witness, defendants
reserve the right to identify him as an independent expert witness at the appropriate time.

K. Dr. Kujawa is expected to testify concerning the facts, nature and scope of his
treatment of Paul Dulberg’s injuries allegedly sustained in the underlying accident, and
consistent with his deposition testimony in the underlying case, and any future deposition in the
instant case. To the extent that he may be considered a Rule 213 (f) (2) witness, defendants
reserve the right to identify him as an independent expert witness at the appropriate time.

2. Please identify the name, address and telephone number of every independent
Expert Witness who will testify at trial on behalf of the Plaintiff, and identify the subject matter
of each witness’ testimony.

ANSWER: Defendants have not identified all Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(f)(2)
witnesses, and will disclose same at the appropriate court mandated time.

3. Please identify the name, address, and telephone number of every Controlled
Expert Witness who will testify at trial on behalf of Plaintiff, and for each Controlled Expert
Witness, please identify:
the subject matter on which the witness will testify;
the conclusions and opinions of the witness and the bases therefor;

the qualifications of the witness; and
any reports prepared by the witness about the case.

b\

ANSWER: Defendants have not identified Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(f)(3)

expert witnesses, and will disclose same at the appropriate mandated time.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ George K. Flynn

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC
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ARDC No. 6239349

150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 431-3700

Attorneys for Defendants
gflynn@karballaw.com
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS
PAUL DULBERG,

Plaintiff,
No. 17 LA 377

VS.

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

Defendants.

DEFENDANT THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH, P.C.’S ANSWER TO
PLAINTIFE’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANTS

NOW COMES Defendant, The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. ( “Popovich™),
by and through its attorneys, KARBAL, COHEN, ECONOMOU, SILK & DUNNE LLC, and for
its Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories, states as follows:

DEFINITIONS

l. The term “Document” as used herein shall mean and refer to all written and
graphic matters of any kind or description, however, produced, reproduced, or transcribed
whether draft, revision or final, original or reproduction, and also tangible or intangible from
which written or graphic matters may be generated, produced or transcribed, including, but not
limited to, all advertisements, affidavits, agreements, announcements, appointment records,
assignments, balance sheets, bills, books, books of account, bulletins, cable grams, catalogues,
certificates, charters, charts, checks, communications, computations, computer printouts,
computer tapes, discs or other data-storage devices, contracts, correspondence, data processing
materials, delivery records, diaries, drafts, drawings, estimates, field notes, financial analysis,
financial statements, interoffice and intraoffice communications, instructions, invoices,
itemizations, jottings, journals, letters, licenses, lists, manuals, meeting reports, memoranda,
memoranda of all conversations including telephone calls, microfilm, minutes, notes, notations,
notices, opinions, pamphlets, papers, permits, photocopies, photographs, plans, proofs,
publications, receipts, reportings, statements, statistical records, studies, summaries, tapes,
telegrams, telex messages, transcripts, writing or work papers and all non-identical copies thereof
which are in your possession, custody or control or which are in the possession, custody or control
of your attorneys, accountants, or any of your agents or of which you have knowledge of current
or former existence. The term “Document” also includes any copies of a Document if the copies
are in any way whatsoever not identical copies of the original, by reason of additional writing
notations or otherwise.
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2. As used herein, one thing shall “Relate” or be “Related” to another if the former
constitutes, contains, embodies, evidences, reflects, identifies, states or refers to, or is in any way
legally, logically or factually relevant to, or connected with, the latter.

3. “Identify,” as used herein with respect to a natural person, shall mean state such
person’s name, residence address, business address, employment and job title, both at the time of
the events and at the present time.

4. “Identify,” as used herein with respect to an entity, shall mean state the entity’s
name, address, principal place of business, and its legal structure (i.e., corporation), registered
agent and identify all individuals acting on its behalf.

5. “Identify” as used herein with respect to a communication, shall mean to state the
date of that communication, the identity of the person who were parties to that communication,
the identity of the person who were witnesses (other than the parties to the communication) to
the communication; whether the communication was face-to-face and/or over the telephone or
other telecommunications, and if face-to-face, the location of the communication, and the
identity of any documents that pertain to that communication.

6. “Online”  shall mean electronic information transmitted  through
telecommunications lines or networked lines, including but not limited to web pages, blogs, web
postings, electronic mail systems, instant messenger systems, or twitter.

7. “You” shall mean Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of Thomas
Popovich as well as any attorney, paralegal, staff, or other agent acting on his/her/its behalf. If an
agent is acting on your behalf, identify the agent.

8. The term “Defendant” refers to Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of
Thomas Popovich, and any attorneys, paralegals or staff persons who worked on their behalf or
on the Dulberg Matter, as defined below.

9. The term “Dulberg Matter” refers to the case of Paul Dulberg v. David Gagnon,
Caroline McGuire, and Bill McGuire, /2 LA 178, filed in Circuit Court of the Twenty Second
Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, and any ancillary legal representation of Paul Dulberg related
to that filed case, the arbitration, and/or all legal services provided to Paul Dulberg regarding the
facts alleged in the case that was filed.

INSTRUCTIONS

L. In answering these Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that
is available to you or subject to reasonable inquiry by you, including information in your
possession, or in possession of your aftorneys, experts or other person(s) directly or indirectly
employed by, or connected with you or your attorneys, and anyone otherwise subject to you or
your attorneys’ control.

2. The singular shall include the plural and the plural shall include the singular.
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3. A masculine, feminine or neuter pronoun shall not exclude the other genders.

4. Separate answers are required to be given for each interrogatory, responses to
separate interrogatories should not be joined together, nor should they be joined with Responses
to Document Requests.

5. If any response calls for information that you claim is privileged or otherwise
protected from disclosure, you shall comply with the requirements contained in Supreme Court
Rule 213.

6. If you object to any interrogatory, you shall indicate which portion of the
interrogatory is objected to and the basis of this objection, and answer the portion of the
interrogatory that is not objectionable.

7. These interrogatories are continuing in nature with answers to be supplemented as
you obtain or locate further information.

8. In accordance with Supreme Court Rule 213, attach an affidavit attesting to the
completeness and accuracy of your answers.

9. Unless otherwise identified, the time frame for this request is April 1, 2012 to the
present.
INTERROGATORIES
1. Identify the person or agent of an entity responding to these interrogatories.

ANSWER: Thomas J. Popovich.

2. Identify any person or agent of an entity who assisted in answering any discovery
requests in this case, including the specific request that was responded to and the information
provided.

ANSWER: Thomas J. Popovich with assistance of counsel, George Flynn of Karbal,
Cohen, Economou, Silk, & Dunne, LLC.

3. Identify any person or agent of an entity who provided information in responding
to any pleading in this matter.

ANSWER: Hans Mast and Thomas J. Popovich.
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4. Identify any person or entity that has information related to the facts alleged in the
complaint and/or affirmative defenses in this matter, along with the subject of the information.

ANSWER: It is likely that the plaintiff Paul Dulberg has information related to the facts
alleged in the complaint, as well as both defendants, Hans Mast and Thomas J. Popovich.

5. Identify any person likely to have discoverable information that you may use to
support any claims or defenses in this matter, along with the subject of the information.

ANSWER: As for the underlying matter, it is likely that the fact witnesses who were
deposed, including Paul Dulberg, Bill McGuire, Carolyn McGuire, Michael McArtor, and David
Gagnon likely have discoverable information relating to the claims or defenses in the matter. It
is also likely that Dr. Marcus Talerico, Dr. Scott Sagerman, Dr. Apiwat Ford, and Dr. Kujawa

possess information regarding Dulberg’s injuries.

6. Describe in detail any legal services requested of you by Plaintiff.

ANSWER: Generally, Hans Mast of the Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. was
primarily responsible for prosecuting personal injury claims on behalf of the plaintiff in
connection with his alleged injury of June 28, 2011.

7. Describe in detail all legal services, including advice to settle, provided to
Plaintiff and the basis for that advice.

ANSWER: Objection. Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome, and calls
for a narrative response more appropriate for a deposition. Notwithstanding and without waiving
said objections, and pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(e), please see all
correspondence between Mast and Dulberg in connection with the underlying case, produced in

response to Plaintiff’s request for the production of documents.

8. Describe in detail all investigation conducted regarding the Dulberg Case.
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ANSWER: Written discovery was exchanged with the defendants in the underlying
matter, and discovery depositions of all those witnesses identified in response to interrogatory
no. 5, were conducted. Counsel for defendants has ordered and is possession of copies of the
transcripts of Paul Dulberg, David Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, Bill McGuire, and Michael

McArtor.

9. Describe in detail on[sic] discovery performed on this case.

ANSWER: See answer to interrogatory no. 8.

10. Describe in detail all communications, correspondence, and discussions with any
expert retained by You or Plaintiff in this case.

ANSWER: None at this time. Defendants reserve the right to identify expert witnesses
at the appropriate court mandated time.

11. Do you maintain any insurance policy or insurance agreement under which an
insurance business may be liable to satisfy all or party of a possible judgment in this above
captioned action or to indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy the judgment? If yes,
please identify the insurance business and policy limits.

ANSWER: Yes. See attached declaration page. Premium and Deductible information
have been redacted.

12. Have you notified the insurance business which may be liable to satisfy all or
party of a possible judgment in this above captioned action or to indemnify or reimburse for

payments made to satisfy the judgment of the pending claims?

ANSWER: Yes.

Respectfully submitted,
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/s/ George K. Flynn

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN EcoNOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC

GEORGE K. FLYNN

KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC
ARDC No. 6239349

150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700

Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 431-3700

Attorneys for Defendants
gflynn@karballaw.com
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Verification

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of
Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true
and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such
matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes them to be true.

T ]

Thomas J. Pop on pehalf of
The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

PAUL DULBERG,

VS.

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS

Plaintiff,

No. 17 LA 377

Defendants.

DEFENDANT THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH, P.C.’S

RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFE’S FIRST SET OF DOCUMENT REQUESTS

NOW COMES Defendant, The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. (“Popovich”),

by and through its attorneys, KARBAL, COHEN, ECONOMOU, SILK & DUNNE LLC, and for

its Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Document Requests, states as follows:

2319382

DEFINITIONS

The term "documents" is defined to include all written, typed, printed,
transcribed, filed, or graphic matter of every kind and description, including
originals, copies of originals or copies of copies, drafts, carbon copies, printouts,
including, but not limited to, letters, reports, memoranda (including those of
telephone or other conversations), emails, text messages, instant messaging (such
as (GChat or Facebook Messenger), minutes, communications, plans,
specifications, blueprints, drawings, job site logs, shop drawings, agreements,
working papers, financial statements and records, accounting data, property
records, travel records, purchase orders, invoices, receipts, checks, checkbooks,
bank accounts, legal documents, stenographic notes, photostats, photographs,
microfilms, summaries, discs, reels, tapes, computer programs, computer
printouts, films, or other forms of mechanical or electrical transcription of
information, tables, diary entries, schedules, desk calendars or pads, or
advertisements.

"And" as well as "or" are to be construed either disjunctively or conjunctively so
as to bring within the scope of this request any matters which otherwise may be
construed as outside its scope.

Whenever appropriate, the singular form of a word should additionally be
interpreted in the plural and the plural form of a word should additionally be
interpreted in the singular.
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10.

11.

12.

The term "relating to in any way" means in any way logically or factually
connected with the matter set forth.

The term "pertaining to" means. without limitation. embodying, mentioning,
relating to. or concerning directly or indirectly, in whole or in part the subject
matter identified.

The terms "refer to" or "relate to" mean the following inclusive: (i) constitute, (ii)
contain, (iii) support, (iv) modify, (v) contradict, (vi) criticize, (vii) discuss, (viii)
mention, (ix) describe, (x) evaluate, (xi) arise from, or (xii) make in connection
with.

The term "person" shall include all natural persons and corporations, partnerships,
limited partnerships, joint ventures, sole proprietorships, trusts, associations,
firms, companies, business styles, clubs or other business or legal entities of any
kind.

"In your possession, custody or control" includes all documents held or controlled
by you in any capacity including, but not limited to, your capacity as officer,
director, trustee. or agent for your own account or the account of others, and
includes your present or former attorneys, accountants, officers, employees,
directors, trustees, agents, or other persons purporting to act on your behalf in any
capacity.

"Communication" means a transfer, attempted transfer, or request for a transfer of
information by a person including, without limitation, transfers, attempted
transfers, or requests for transfer of information between parts or divisions of a
person other than a natural person, or any file thereof.

Plaintiff is not seeking any communications between Defendant and its counsel of
record.

The term “Defendant” refers to Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of
Thomas Popovich, and any attorneys, paralegals or staff persons who worked on
their behalf or on the Dulberg Matter, as defined below.

The term “Dulberg Matter” refers to the case of Paul Dulberg v. David Gagnon,
Caroline McGuire, and Bill McGuire, /2 LA 178, filed in Circuit Court of the
Twenty Second Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, and any ancillary legal
representation of Paul Dulberg related to that filed case, the arbitration, and/or all
legal services provided to Paul Dulberg regarding the facts alleged in the case that
was filed.





DOCUMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS
FOR WHICH PRIVILEGE IS CLAIMED

If any document called for herein is not produced by you on the ground that it is
privileged or otherwise protected against discovery by any rule of law, provide the following
information in writing at the time and place specified for production of documents with respect
to each such document:

1. Identify the document by stating the title of the document, the identity of the
author(s) and recipient(s) of the document, the length of the document, and
detailed description of the contents of the document;

2. Identify the present location and possessors of the original and each copy of the
document and state the date or approximate date on which said recipient(s)
received such original or copy;

3. Identify all other persons to whom the contents of the document have been
disclosed, state the date such disclosure took place and the means of such
disclosure, and identify all persons involved in the disclosure; and

4. State the privilege or other rule of law relied upon by you and the facts supporting
your position with respect thereto.

DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED

1. All communications, correspondence, emails or text messages from between
Plaintiffs and Defendants.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

2. A copy of Defendant’s complete file for the Dulberg Case, including all pleadings,
orders, discovery, settlement documents, billing records, arbitration pleadings, correspondence,
emails, text messages, memoranda and notes whether in handwriting or transcribed.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455,

3. Any and all communications, correspondence, emails or text messages to any
third-party witness, including expert witnesses, concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

4. All drafts concerning the Dulberg Case, including any drafts of interrogatory
answers or expert disclosures.
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RESPONSE: None other than those documents ultimately served or filed in the

underlying matter.

5. All internal memoranda or notes concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

6. All invoices concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

7. All time entries concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: None.

8. A copy of any insurance agreement under which an insurance business may be
liable to satisfy all or part of a possible judgment in the action or to indemnify or reimburse for
payments made to satisfy judgment.

RESPONSE: See declarations page, bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 000002.
Note that premium and deductible information has been redacted.

9. A copy of any documents, electronically stored information, and tangible things
that the Defendant may use to support any claim or defense.

RESPONSE: None other than those documents being produced herewith, bates labeled
POP 000001 through POP 001455, including transcripts of the depositions from the underlying
case in defendant’s counsel’s possession (Paul Dulberg, David Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, Bill
McGuire, Michael McArtor). Investigation continues.

10. A copy of all documents identified in your response to the Complaint, 213
discovery responses, or other pleadings or discovery responses in the above captioned case.
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RESPONSE: None other than those produced herewith bates labeled POP 000001

through POP 001455.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ George K. Flynn

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LL.C

GEORGE K. FLYNN

KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC
ARDC No. 6239349

150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700

Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 431-3700

Attorneys for Defendants
gflynn@karballaw.com
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Verification

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 ofi the Illinois Code of Civil
Procedure, I certify that I have read the foregoing instrument and the same #slcompletg in accordance with
the request to the best of my knowledge.

By: ] NN
Thofnas 4. Popovich on behilf o¥

~ The Law Offices of Thomath . Popovich, P.C.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

PAUL DULBERG,

VS.

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS

Plaintiff,

No. 17 LA 377

Defendants.

DEFENDANT HANS MAST ’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFE’S FIRST SET OF

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

NOW COMES Defendant, Hans Mast (“Mast”), by and through his attorneys, KARBAL,

COHEN, ECONOMOU, SILK & DUNNE LLC, and for his Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of

Document Requests, states as follows:

2358981

DEFINITIONS

The term "documents" is defined to include all written, typed, printed,
transcribed, filed, or graphic matter of every kind and description, including
originals, copies of originals or copies of copies, drafts, carbon copies, printouts,
including, but not limited to, letters, reports, memoranda (including those of
telephone or other conversations), emails, text messages, instant messaging (such
as GChat or Facebook Messenger), minutes, communications, plans,
specifications, blueprints, drawings, job site logs, shop drawings, agreements,
working papers, financial statements and records, accounting data, property
records, travel records, purchase orders, invoices, receipts, checks, checkbooks,
bank accounts, legal documents, stenographic notes, photostats, photographs,
microfilms, summaries, discs, reels, tapes, computer programs, computer
printouts, films, or other forms of mechanical or electrical transcription of
information, tables, diary entries, schedules, desk calendars or pads, or
advertisements.

"And" as well as "or" are to be construed either disjunctively or conjunctively so
as to bring within the scope of this request any matters which otherwise may be
construed as outside its scope.

Whenever appropriate, the singular form of a word should additionally be
interpreted in the plural and the plural form of a word should additionally be
interpreted in the singular.





2358981

10.

11.

12.

The term '"relating to in any way" means in any way logically or factually
connected with the matter set forth.

The term "pertaining to" means. without limitation. embodying, mentioning,
relating to. or concerning directly or indirectly, in whole or in part the subject
matter identified.

The terms "refer to" or "relate to" mean the following inclusive: (i) constitute, (ii)
contain, (iii) support, (iv) modify, (v) contradict, (vi) criticize, (vii) discuss, (viii)
mention, (ix) describe, (x) evaluate, (xi) arise from, or (xii) make in connection
with.

The term "person" shall include all natural persons and corporations, partnerships,
limited partnerships, joint ventures, sole proprietorships, trusts, associations,
firms, companies, business styles, clubs or other business or legal entities of any
kind.

"In your possession, custody or control" includes all documents held or controlled
by you in any capacity including, but not limited to, your capacity as officer,
director, trustee. or agent for your own account or the account of others, and
includes your present or former attorneys, accountants, officers, employees,
directors, trustees, agents, or other persons purporting to act on your behalf in any
capacity.

"Communication" means a transfer, attempted transfer, or request for a transfer of
information by a person including, without limitation, transfers, attempted
transfers, or requests for transfer of information between parts or divisions of a
person other than a natural person, or any file thereof.

Plaintiff is not seeking any communications between Defendant and its counsel of
record.

The term “Defendant” refers to Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of
Thomas Popovich, and any attorneys, paralegals or staff persons who worked on
their behalf or on the Dulberg Matter, as defined below.

The term “Dulberg Matter” refers to the case of Paul Dulberg v. David Gagnon,
Caroline McGuire, and Bill McGuire, 12 LA 178, filed in Circuit Court of the
Twenty Second Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, and any ancillary legal
representation of Paul Dulberg related to that filed case, the arbitration, and/or all
legal services provided to Paul Dulberg regarding the facts alleged in the case that
was filed.





DOCUMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS
FOR WHICH PRIVILEGE IS CLAIMED

If any document called for herein is not produced by you on the ground that it is
privileged or otherwise protected against discovery by any rule of law, provide the following
information in writing at the time and place specified for production of documents with respect
to each such document:

1. Identify the document by stating the title of the document, the identity of the
author(s) and recipient(s) of the document, the length of the document, and
detailed description of the contents of the document;

2. Identify the present location and possessors of the original and each copy of the
document and state the date or approximate date on which said recipient(s)
received such original or copy;

3. Identify all other persons to whom the contents of the document have been
disclosed, state the date such disclosure took place and the means of such
disclosure, and identify all persons involved in the disclosure; and

4, State the privilege or other rule of law relied upon by you and the facts supporting
your position with respect thereto.

DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED

1. All communications, correspondence, emails or text messages from between
Plaintiffs and Defendants.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

2. A copy of Defendant’s complete file for the Dulberg Case, including all pleadings,
orders, discovery, settlement documents, billing records, arbitration pleadings, correspondence,
emails, text messages, memoranda and notes whether in handwriting or transcribed.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

3. Any and all communications, correspondence, emails or text messages to any
third-party witness, including expert witnesses, concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

4. All drafts concerning the Dulberg Case, including any drafts of interrogatory
answers or expert disclosures.

2358981 3





RESPONSE: None other than those documents ultimately served or filed in the

underlying matter.

5. All internal memoranda or notes concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

6. All invoices concerning the Dulberg Case.

RESPONSE: See attached documents bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 001455.

7. All time entries concerning the Dulberg Case.
RESPONSE: None.
8. A copy of any insurance agreement under which an insurance business may be

liable to satisfy all or part of a possible judgment in the action or to indemnify or reimburse for
payments made to satisfy judgment.

RESPONSE: See declarations page, bates labeled POP 000001 through POP 000002.
Note that premium and deductible information has been redacted.

9. A copy of any documents, electronically stored information, and tangible things
that the Defendant may use to support any claim or defense.

RESPONSE: None other than those documents being produced herewith, bates labeled
POP 000001 through POP 001455, including transcripts of the depositions from the underlying
case in defendant’s counsel’s possession (Paul Dulberg, David Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, Bill
McGuire, Michael McArtor). Investigation continues.

10. A copy of all documents identified in your response to the Complaint, 213
discovery responses, or other pleadings or discovery responses in the above captioned case.
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RESPONSE: None other than those produced herewith bates labeled POP 000001

through POP 001455.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ George K. Flynn

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC

GEORGE K. FLYNN

KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC
ARDC No. 6239349

150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700

Chicago, lllinois 60606

(312) 431-3700

Attorneys for Defendants
gftynn@karballaw.com
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Verification

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil

Procedure, I certify that I have read the foregoing instrument
the request to the best of my knowledge.

By:

d the same is complete in accordance with

Hans M&
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS
PAUL DULBERG,

Plaintiff,
No. 17 LA 377

VS.

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

Defendants.

DEFENDANT HANS MAST ’S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFE’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANTS

NOW COMES Defendant, Hans Mast ( “Mast”), by and through its attorneys, KARBAL,
COHEN, ECONOMOU, SILK & DUNNE LLC, and for his Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of

Interrogatories, states as follows:

DEFINITIONS

1. The term “Document” as used herein shall mean and refer to all written and
graphic matters of any kind or description, however, produced, reproduced, or transcribed
whether draft, revision or final, original or reproduction, and also tangible or intangible from
which written or graphic matters may be generated, produced or transcribed, including, but not
limited to, all advertisements, affidavits, agreements, announcements, appointment records,
assignments, balance sheets, bills, books, books of account, bulletins, cable grams, catalogues,
certificates, charters, charts, checks, communications, computations, computer printouts,
computer tapes, discs or other data-storage devices, contracts, correspondence, data processing
materials, delivery records, diaries, drafts, drawings, estimates, field notes, financial analysis,
financial statements, interoffice and intraoffice communications, instructions, invoices,
itemizations, jottings, journals, letters, licenses, lists, manuals, meeting reports, memoranda,
memoranda of all conversations including telephone calls, microfilm, minutes, notes, notations,
notices, opinions, pamphlets, papers, permits, photocopies, photographs, plans, proofs,
publications, receipts, reportings, statements, statistical records, studies, summaries, tapes,
telegrams, telex messages, transcripts, writing or work papers and all non-identical copies thereof
which are in your possession, custody or control or which are in the possession, custody or control
of your attorneys, accountants, or any of your agents or of which you have knowledge of current
or former existence. The term “Document” also includes any copies of a Document if the copies
are in any way whatsoever not identical copies of the original, by reason of additional writing
notations or otherwise.
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2. As used herein, one thing shall “Relate” or be “Related” to another if the former
constitutes, contains, embodies, evidences, reflects, identifies, states or refers to, or is in any way
legally, logically or factually relevant to, or connected with, the latter.

3. “Identify,” as used herein with respect to a natural person, shall mean state such
person’s name, residence address, business address, employment and job title, both at the time of
the events and at the present time.

4. “Identify,” as used herein with respect to an entity, shall mean state the entity’s
name, address, principal place of business, and its legal structure (i.e., corporation), registered
agent and identify all individuals acting on its behalf.

5. “Identify” as used herein with respect to a communication, shall mean to state the
date of that communication, the identity of the person who were parties to that communication,
the identity of the person who were witnesses (other than the parties to the communication) to
the communication; whether the communication was face-to-face and/or over the telephone or
other telecommunications, and if face-to-face, the location of the communication, and the
identity of any documents that pertain to that communication.

6. “Online”  shall mean electronic information transmitted through
telecommunications lines or networked lines, including but not limited to web pages, blogs, web
postings, electronic mail systems, instant messenger systems, or twitter.

7. “You” shall mean Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of Thomas
Popovich as well as any attorney, paralegal, staff, or other agent acting on his/her/its behalf. If an
agent is acting on your behalf, identify the agent.

8. The term “Defendant” refers to Defendant Hans Mast, Defendant Law Offices of
Thomas Popovich, and any attorneys, paralegals or staff persons who worked on their behalf or
on the Dulberg Matter, as defined below.

9. The term “Dulberg Matter” refers to the case of Paul Dulberg v. David Gagnon,
Caroline McGuire, and Bill McGuire, 12 L4 178, filed in Circuit Court of the Twenty Second
Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, and any ancillary legal representation of Paul Dulberg related
to that filed case, the arbitration, and/or all legal services provided to Paul Dulberg regarding the
facts alleged in the case that was filed.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. In answering these Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that
is available to you or subject to reasonable inquiry by you, including information in your
possession, or in possession of your attorneys, experts or other person(s) directly or indirectly
employed by, or connected with you or your attorneys, and anyone otherwise subject to you or
your attorneys’ control.

2. The singular shall include the plural and the plural shall include the singular.
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3. A masculine, feminine or neuter pronoun shall not exclude the other genders.

4. Separate answers are required to be given for each interrogatory, responses to
separate interrogatories should not be joined together, nor should they be joined with Responses
to Document Requests.

5. If any response calls for information that you claim is privileged or otherwise
protected from disclosure, you shall comply with the requirements contained in Supreme Court
Rule 213.

6. If you object to any interrogatory, you shall indicate which portion of the
interrogatory is objected to and the basis of this objection, and answer the portion of the
interrogatory that is not objectionable.

7. These interrogatories are continuing in nature with answers to be supplemented as
you obtain or locate further information.

8. In accordance with Supreme Court Rule 213, attach an affidavit attesting to the
completeness and accuracy of your answers.

9. Unless otherwise identified, the time frame for this request is April 1, 2012 to the
present.
INTERROGATORIES
1. Identify the person or agent of an entity responding to these interrogatories.

ANSWER: Hans Mast.

2. Identify any person or agent of an entity who assisted in answering any discovery
requests in this case, including the specific request that was responded to and the information
provided.

ANSWER: Thomas J. Popovich with assistance of counsel, George Flynn of Karbal,
Cohen, Economou, Silk, & Dunne, LLC.

3. Identify any person or agent of an entity who provided information in responding
to any pleading in this matter.

ANSWER: Hans Mast and Thomas J. Popovich.
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4. Identify any person or entity that has information related to the facts alleged in the
complaint and/or affirmative defenses in this matter, along with the subject of the information.

ANSWER: It is likely that the plaintiff Paul Dulberg has information related to the facts
alleged in the complaint, as well as both defendants, Hans Mast and Thomas J. Popovich.

5. Identify any person likely to have discoverable information that you may use to
support any claims or defenses in this matter, along with the subject of the information.

ANSWER: As for the underlying matter, it is likely that the fact witnesses who were
deposed, including Paul Dulberg, Bill McGuire, Carolyn McGuire, Michael McArtor, and David
Gagnon likely have discoverable information relating to the claims or defenses in the matter. It
is also likely that Dr. Marcus Talerico, Dr. Scott Sagerman, Dr. Apiwat Ford, and Dr. Kujawa

possess information regarding Dulberg’s injuries.

6. Describe in detail any legal services requested of you by Plaintiff.

ANSWER: Generally, Hans Mast of the Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. was
primarily responsible for prosecuting personal injury claims on behalf of the plaintiff in
connection with his alleged injury of June 28, 2011.

7. Describe in detail all legal services, including advice to settle, provided to
Plaintiff and the basis for that advice.

ANSWER: Objection. Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome, and calls
for a narrative response more appropriate for a deposition. Notwithstanding and without waiving
said objections, and pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(e), please see all
correspondence between Mast and Dulberg in connection with the underlying case, produced in

response to Plaintiff’s request for the production of documents.

8. Describe in detail all investigation conducted regarding the Dulberg Case.
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ANSWER: Written discovery was exchanged with the defendants in the underlying
matter, and discovery depositions of all those witnesses identified in response to interrogatory
no. 5, were conducted. Counsel for defendants has ordered and is possession of copies of the
transcripts of Paul Dulberg, David Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, Bill McGuire, and Michael

McArtor.

9. Describe in detail on[sic] discovery performed on this case.

ANSWER: See answer to interrogatory no. 8.

10.  Describe in detail all communications, correspondence, and discussions with any
expert retained by You or Plaintiff in this case.

ANSWER: None at this time. Defendants reserve the right to identify expert witnesses
at the appropriate court mandated time.

11. Do you maintain any insurance policy or insurance agreement under which an
insurance business may be liable to satisfy all or party of a possible judgment in this above
captioned action or to indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy the judgment? If yes,
please identify the insurance business and policy limits.

ANSWER: Yes. See attached declaration page. Premium and Deductible information
have been redacted.

12. Have you notified the insurance business which may be liable to satisfy all or
party of a possible judgment in this above captioned action or to indemnify or reimburse for

payments made to satisfy the judgment of the pending claims?

ANSWER: Yes.

Respectfully submitted,
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/s/ George K. Flynn

GEORGE K. FLYNN
KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC

GEORGE K. FLYNN

KARBAL COHEN ECONOMOU SILK DUNNE, LLC
ARDC No. 6239349

150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700

Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 431-3700

Attorneys for Defendants
gflynn@karballaw.com
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Verification

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of
Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true
and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such
matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes them to be true.

By:

ans Viast
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MCHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PAUL DULBERG,

Plaintiff,

Vs. No. 17 LA 377

THE LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J.
POPOVICH, P.C., and HANS MAST,

N N N N N N N N

Defendants.
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS

TO: SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 29" day of May 2019 we served the parties via
email:

Defendant, The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.’s:
e Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Document Requests;
e Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendants;

Defendant Hans Mast’s:
e Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Document Requests;
e Answer to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendants; and

Defendant The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C.’s and Hans Mast’s:
. Answer to Plaintiff’s Rule 213(f) Interrogatories to Defendants

copies of which are attached hereto and herewith served upon you.
Dated this 29" day of May 2019 in Chicago, Illinois.
KARBAL | COHEN | ECONOMOU | SILK | DUNNE | LLC

By: _/s/ George K. Flynn
One of their Attorneys
GEORGE K. FLYNN (ARDC No. 6239349)
KARBAL COHEN EcoNOMOU SiLK DUNNE, LLC
150 So. Wacker Drive, Suite 1700
Chicago, Illinois 60606
(312) 431-3700
gflynn@karballaw.com AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, a non-attorney, certify that | served this Notice by emailing a copy to each
party to whom it is directed on May 29, 2019.

[X] Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to

735 ILCS 5/1-109, | certify that the statements set

forth herein are true and correct. /sl Linda Walters
Linda Walters
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SERVICE LIST

Plaintiff’s Attorney

Edward X. Clinton, Jr.

Julia C. Williams

The Clinton Law Firm

111 W. Washington Street, Suite 1437
Chicago, IL 60602

312-357-1515

ed@clintonlaw.net
juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net
Marywinch@clintonlaw.net
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