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09 SEP 30 AH 10: ~5 

HE ARINGS CLERK 
EPA --~EGION 10 

BEFORE THE 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECfION AGENCY 


) 
In the Malter of: ) DOCKET NO. CWA 10·2009·0247 

) 
Idaho Transportation Department & ) 
Parsons Ref, In c. ) COMPLAINT 

) 
Sandpoint, Idaho ) ~ 

) 
Respondents. ) 

I. AUTHORITIES 

l.1 This administrative complaint ("Complaint") is issued under Ihe allthority 

vested in the Administrator of the U .S. Environmental Protection Agency (,'EPA" or 

"Complainanl") by Secl ion 309(g) of Ihe Clean Wale r ACI ("CWA" or "AcC') , 33 U.S.c. 

§ 13 19(g). The Administrator has delegated this authority I~ the Regional Administrator of EPA 

Region 10 who. in (Urn, has rcdclegated this authority 10 the Director of the Office of 

Compliance and Enforcement in Region 10. 

Pursuanllo Seclion 309(g)(2)(B) of Ihe ACI, 33 U.S.c. § 1319(g)(2)(B). and in 

accordance with the "Consolidated Rules of Pract ice Go ....ern ing the Adminislralive Assessment 

of Civil Penalties," 40 C.F.R. Part 22 ("Part 22 Rules"), Complai nant hereby seeks to assess a 

civil penalty against the Idaho Transportation Department ("lTD") and Parsons ReI, I.nc. 

COM PLA TNT· 1 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
DOCKET NO. elVA 10-2009·0247 1200 Sixth A venue, Suite 900 
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{"Parsons"), for violations of the Act, 33 t/.S.C. § 1'25] (;1 'Seq. ITD and Pnfson are hereinafter 

referred to collectively as "Respondents." 

1.3 [n accordance with Section 3ll9(g)( I) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(g)(i), and 

40 CFR § 22.38(b), EPA has provided the State of Idaho with an opportuliity to cOfl~ult with 

EPA on thi~ mnHer. 

II. STATUTORY ,,"If) REGULATORY llACKGROIJND 

2. i Section 301 (a) or lhe Act, 33 usc. § 13 t l(a), proh;bi!~ the '\ii'fch<lrge of nny 

pollutant by any person" except, inter alia, as authorized by a r\atio'1at Pol1~utant Discharge 

Eliminmion Sy::lem C'NPDES") permit issued pursuant to Section 402 of the Act, 33 L,S,C § 

1342. 

22 Section 502(12) of (he Act, 33 U.S.c. § 1362(2), defines the term "discharge of 

a poUutanl" tD include "any addihon of any POHUt;JOl to navigahle waters fn)m any point "mree!' 

Section 502(6) of rhe Act, 33 U,S,c. § t362(6), defines "pollutant" to include, 

2.4 Section 5()2(7) of Ihe Act, 33 u.s.c. § 1362(7), defines "navigable waters" as 

"waters of the United Stale!,"" 

2,5 40 e,ER § 122,2 defines "waters of the United States" to include "trihm3.t'ies of 

waters" that "may be sLlsceptible 10 usc in interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters 

which are SUbject to the ehh and flow of the tide ... ," :1nd "all inter'llatc wat,,'Ts." 

SeCtiOfl502(14} oflbe Act, 33 U$.c' § 1362(l4), defines ;'pojr:t source" to 

include "any discernible, confined and discrete conveY'lnce ... from which pollulants are Of may 

be discharged." 

COMPLAlNl' . 2 (j5;;. F.nvironrnenlal Protection Agency 
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2.7 Section 502:(:1-) of the Act, 33 U,S § 1362(5), defines "pccson" as "an 

individual, corporation, lltli'tllt'r"hip. il:,soC-:J.tion, State, I'!YllIlidpality, £o!utuis,>ion, Of political 

subdivision of a Slate, Or any interstate body." 

2.8 Section 402(p) of the Act, 33 C $,C, § ; 342(p), specifies that tl NPDES permit is 

required for an)' storm \'.'atef disc!wrge "as3oc)lltcd with tfldu:-[ciaj activltj\" 

2.9 40 C.ER. *122.26(h)(J4){15) provides thal ltorm water discharge associated 

with lndo';lri.r:l aClivity me"l(}!'.. thi' discharge from any conveynn.;e that is used for collecting and 

conveying s.torm water" including construction activity dii:(urhing five acres or more, or "storm 

\\'ater discharge associated with sm.1U construction nCli9ity" dismrbing one to five acres. 

2.10 1n June of 2008, EPA ",·"sued 'he NPDES General Permit SIC,rmWmer 

Discharge:: from Construction Activitic!\ ("COP") pursuant to Section 402 of the Act, 33 U.S.c. 

§ 1342, The CGP became effcclivc on June 3D, 2008 anti JUlhoflze;; oertain di;.,.chdrgco,. of "I07Jil 

water associated with construction activities. The COP's coverage cxtend~ to nit fadljties in the 

State of Idaho and rcqllire:; permittees ro comply with the conditions and requirementF. F.et fonh 

in the CGP. To obtain cOYer::lge under the CGP, an operalGl' mUSt 

complete dnd accurate "f''''l!ice oflntent ['NOl'}" at least seven days refore construction begins, 

COP at PlUt 2; 40 C.P.R, § 122.21 (e). 

2.t 1 An "operator" is defined as barl!: (I) "[t]he party [whollti"" operational control 

over construction pians and spcdficati{!n~ ... ," and (2) "(t)he party [whol has day-tu-duy 

operational comrol of those activities al til.:: f'm.1cct which are nece.;,s.::try 10 enSlire compliance 

'.vi!h a [storm water pollution prevention plan] for the site or other permit conditions." COP at 

Appendix A. 

COMPLAINT :) u.s. Mvironruenh,l Protedion A!;;1!ncy 
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2,12 Seci ion 309(g) of the Act, :f3 U.S.c. § J319(g), provides, In pertinent pati, 

"[w }hc.ncvcr on the bDSi~ of tiny inro!'m~ttinn availobk , ' , the Adminis-iTator finds th:;;t any 

person has viol;)ted Section' 1311 , , , [or] i318 [of tht! Actl ' , or has violated any pennH 

("oDdition Of Hm.iti:t1i0U implememing JJ1Y of >uch sections in it permit i:\sucd under Sectio)) 1342 

of this title, .. the Administrator ... may, . , assess a ... class n civil penalty. " 

3, I 

32 On or about November 5, 200B, the ResponderHS b~gan tOfiSl11.!ction activities a1 

a project site known as the Sandpoint Byway located in Sandpoint, Iduho (,'Site>'), The: Site 1:5 

located adjacent 10 Sand Creek, aod is more th:111 five acres in size. 

33 Each of the Respondent'> is a "per\on" as defined io SeCtion 502(5) of the Act, 

33 U.S.C § 1362(5). 

3,4 E<tch of the Respondents is an "operator" at the Site as tl}.:l! term is defined in 

the COP at Appendix A. 

On or about October 29, 2008, <each ofthc Respondents submitted a NOT to 9ii;:ek 

coverage under the CGP. Each Respondent received authorization t{) operate under lhe CGf> on 

November 5, 2008 under permit number lDRiOBX99 for lTD and permil number IDRlOSYOI 

for Parsons, 

36 AT lhe lime of 

the inspection, more than five ,acres of the Site was disturbed due to construction ,1ctivity. 

COMPLAJNT· 4 t;,S, Enl'inmmental i'J'oi(lctiou Agenry 
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3.7 Storm wllter running ofr'll~e Site dischllrg'es to Sand Creek. Sand Creek flows t 

Lake Pend OreilJe which flows to the Pend OrciJlc River. Pend Oreille River flows to the 

Columbia River, which flows to the Pacific Ocean. 

3.8 Sand Creek, Lake Pend Oreille, the Pend Oreille River, the Columbia River and 

the P::lci fic Ocean arc "navigable waters" as defined in Section 502(7) of the Act, 33 V.S,c. 

§ 1362(7), and are "waters of the United States" as defined in 40 C.F.R. § 122.2. 

3.9 The Site constitutes a "point source" within tile meaning of Section S02( 14) of 

theCWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1362( 14). 

3. 10 The sediment, sand and din in the storm waler constitute "pollutant[ s]" within 

~ 

the meaning of Section 502(6) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1362(6). 

3. 11 By causing such storm water La en ler waters of the United Siaies. Respondents 

engaged in a " discharge of p?lIutants" from a point source within the meaning of Sections 301 (n) 

and 502( 12) of the CWA , 33 U.S.c. § 13 11(a) and 1362( 12). 

Connt 1 

3. 12 Paragraphs 1.1 through 3. 11 are realleged and incorporated here in by reference. 

3. 13 Par( 3. 1.H.2 of the CGP requires the Respondents to initiate stabilizat ion 

measures as soon as prucLicable in any portion of the Sile where construction activities have 

temporaril y or permanently ceased, but in no case more lhan fourteen day~ after the construction 

activity in thaI ponion of the Site has temporari ly or permanent ly ceased. 

3. 14 The Respondents had completed conslnlction activi ties in several areas within 

Ihe Sile <u least founeen days prior to the January 26, 2009 inspection date. As of the date o f 

January 26, 2009 inspection, the Respondents had not initiated stab ilization measures fo r piles of 

dirt in lhose port ions o f the Si te. 

COMPLAINT· 5 U.S. Enyironmental Protection Agency 
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],)5 Respondents' fJ.i1UfC f() 11'Iio;:110 stahilization measmes within fom!eC}1 days of 

completion of construction activities at those portions of the Site violates the CGP, and therefore, 

violates;} penuh condition or lirn[(ation implementing ,my of fiuch :::;cctioll) in a permit tfiBl1ed 

under Section 402 of the Act, 33 U.S.c. *1342. In accordance with Section 3or)tJ~){~)(B) of the 

ACl, 33 lLS,C, § 1319(g)(2)(B), and 40 C,FR Parl 19, Rcspomlcnla are liable civil penalties 

not to exceed $16,000 per day for each day dunng whJCh the vlolation conlinues, 

Count 2 

3,16 Paragraphs 1.1 tbrough 3.11 are !"r:llk:g\;d And incorporated herein hy l'(;ference. 

3.17 Part 3, LA of the CGP requ~res the Respondents to implement sediment 

'" 
controls. At a niinirrmm. ParI 3.1.A of the CGP requires implementatio.n fences, 

vegetative buffer str:ps, or eqUJvalcnt ;;ediment controls for down slope boanrl.1I'lih'; of 

construe-tion areas. 

3.18 As of the dale of the Jar~uary 26, 2009 inNpection, the Re~<;pot1dcnts had Hot 

impleml';oted the re.quired sediment conlrol at the shoreline extension area nOlth of Cedar Street 

or a~ a pae of soil and f('ck !f\ a drainage area located ~dong the ca.'>t side of the "O""!IC yard. 

3.19 Respondents' failure to implement the required sediment cDntroi at the Shoreline 

extension area nortb of Cedar Street, violatt:s the CGP, and therefore, violates a penni! oondiHon 

or limitation implementing any of ~llCh ~c{'tions in a permit issued under Section 402 of the Act, 

33 l',S,c' § 1342. In accordance with Seclion 309(gl(2)(B) of Ille ,",ct, 33 USc. 

~ 13l9(g)(2)(B}. ami 40 c.P.R. Pdrt 19. Re::,pondcll!:-' are lidbic fur civil penalties nut to exceed 

$16,000 per day fOf each day during which the violation c(lDrimics" 

CO:\1PLAINT·6 US. En'ilrO(llIIent!l! Protection Agency 
DOCKET ;-';:0. C\VA 10-2009-02.47 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 

Seattle, \\'ashingl(in 98HH 
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3.20 Paragraphs 1.1 through 3.11 are reallt:goo and incorporated herein by reference. 

3.21 Par! 5. t 1.B of the CGP requ:rcs the KOI to be po::;ted cunspkvousiy near the 


main emnmce or the construction fite. 


322 Duling ine Jmmary 26,2009 inspectIon, EPA observed that Respondents 

: had n01 posted the NOr conspicuously near the mhio entrance of the con~truttiiJn site, but rather 

, had po~tcd it in the southern storage area behind a pile of constmction materials and facing the 

interior of [he Site. 

3.23 The Respondems' faiture to post the NOT conspicuously near tbe main entrance 

,. 

ofthe Site constitutes a violation of the COP, and Ihcrdore, vlOlates a permit conditIOn or 


limitmiun :rnplementing ;;lIiY of such sections in a pennir h;qg:d under Section 402 of ihe Act, 33 

us.c. § 1341. Il1l1ccordancc wilh Sccl,on 309(g)(2)(B) of 'he Act, 33 COS.C. § 1319(g)(2)(B), 

and 40 eEl{, Part 19, R,;spondents are liable for civil pc.unlties not to exceed $ J6,000 per day 

for each day during which the violation contlnUes.. 

Count 4 

3.24 Pumgmph::; I i through 3, Ii are rcnl!cIlcd and incorporated herein 0)' ret'"cll"'. 

3.25 Part 5.3,C, l of rhe CGP requires the Respondents to upd{;l!e the stoTin watec 

pollution preventkm plan ("S\VPPP") to incll1de the dates when grading activities occurred al tbe 

Site, 

3,26 As of the dale of EPA 's J8nU81)' 26,'2009 inspf('tion, the Respondents had 

failed to update the SWPPP to indude the dates when gmding acttvities occurred at the She 

COMPLAINT - 7 U,S. Ellvirilomcntal Protection Agency 
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3.27 The Respondents' failure \0 include the dales when grading activities occurred 

at the Site in the SWPPP violates the CGP, and therefore , v iolates a pe rmit condition or 

limitation implememing any of such sectio ns in a permit issued under Sectio n 402 o f the Act. 33 

U.S.c. § 1342. In "cca rd"nce wi .h Section 309(g)(2)(B) of .he Ac •. 33 U.S.C. § 1319(g)(2)(B). 

and 40 C.F.R. Pafl 19, Respondents are liab le for civil pena lties no t 10 exceed $ 16,000 per day 

for each duy during which the violation continues. 

Count 5 

3.28 Paragraphs J. l through 3.11 are rea ll eged and incorporated herein by rere'rence. 

3.29 Purt 5.3.C.2 of Ihe CGP require..", the ResllP.ndenlS 10 update the SWPPP to 

include the dales when construction activities temporarity or permanent ly ceased on a portio n of 

the S ileo 

3.30 As o f [he dale o f EPA's Jan uary 26, 2009 inspectio n, the Respondents had 

fa iled to update the SWPPP to include the dates whe n construction acti vities temporarily or 

permanen tly ceased o n a portion of the Site. 

3.3 1 The Respondents' failure to include the dates when construction act ivities 

temporaril y or permanently ceased on a portio n o f the S ite in the SWPPP vio lates the CGP, and 

therefore, vio lates a pe rmit condition or li mitati on implementing any of such sections in a permit 

issued under Section 402 o f the Act , 33 U.S.C . § 1342. In accordance wi th Section 309(g)(2)(B) 

o f .he Ac •. 33 U.S.C. § 13 19(g)(2)(B). and 40 C.F.R. Part 19. Re<pondenlS arc liab le for civi l 

penallies not to exceed $ 16 ,000 per day for each day during which the viola tion cOnlinues. 

Count 6 

3.32 Paragraphs 1.1 through 3. 11 are rea lJcged and incorporated herein by reference. 

CO MPLAINT · g U.S. En",ironmenLRI Pro tection Agency 
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3.33 Part 5.5 o f tJle COP requires the Respondents to include in the SWPPP 

docume nration supporting a determination of permit eligib ility with regard to endangered 

species. 

3.34 As of the date of EPA's January 26, 2009 inspec tion, the Respondents had 

failed to include in the SWPPP documentation supponing a determination of pennil elig ibility 

wi th regard to endangered species. 

3.35 The Respondents' failure to include in the SWPPP documentation supporting a 

detemunatio n o f permit eligibility with regard t.o endangered spec ies violates the CGP, and 

therefore , violates a permit conditio n o r limitation imple mcnling any o f such sections in a permit 
<. 

issued undcr Seclion 402 of Ihe ACI, 33 u.s .c. § 1342. In accordance wilh Secl ion 309(g)(2)(B) 

oflhe ACI , 33 U.S .c. § 1319(g)(2)(B), and 40 C.F.R. Pari 19. Responde",s are liable for civil 

penalties nOI to exceed $16,000 per day for each day during which [he vio lat ion continues. 

Count 7 

3.36 Paragraphs L I through 3. J I are reaJleged and incorpoHited herein by refe rence. 

3.37 Pan 5.4 of the CGP requires the Respondents to identify in the SWPPP all 

allowable sources o f non storm water discharges. Part 5.4 of the CGP also requires the 

Respondent s to describe in the SWPPP the pollution prevention measures used to eliminate or 

redl;lce no n storm water discharges. 

3.38 As of the dale of EPA'5 January 26, 2009 inspecLion , the Respondenls had 

failed 10 include in the SWPPP lhe pollut ion preventio n measures used to eliminate or reduce 

non storm water discha rges for all the sources o f non storm water discharges identified in the 

SWPPP. 

COMPLAINT· 9 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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3.39 Respondents' faiture to in~lude in the SWPPP the pollution prevention 

measures used to eliminate or reduce non storm water discharges for aJ11hc sources of non 'llorm 

water discharges ldentitied in the SWPPP, violates the CGP, and therefore, violates a permit 

condition or J imitation impiernentjng any of such sections in a permit Is:,ued under Section 402 


of the Act, 33 U,S.c. S 1342, in accordance with Section 309(g){2}(B) of the Act, 33 U.S.C 

§ 1319(g)(2)(B), and 40 C.F.R. Part 19, Respondents are liable for civil penalties not (0 exceed 

$16,000 per day for each day during which the violation continues. 

IV. PENALTY 

4.1 Based on the foregoing allegations, and pursuant to the authority of Section 
<. 

309(g)(2)(B) of the CW A, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(g)(2)(B), EPA proposes that an aclminislrat;ve 

penalty of $65,000 be assessed against Respondents, jointly and severally. 

4.2 This penalty is proposed in Gonsideration of the penalty factors identified in 

Section 309(g)(3) of the Act, 33 U.S.C § J319(g)(3). These statutory pe,!atty factors are as 

follows: the natufC, circumstances. extent, and gravity of the violation or vioiations, and, with 

respect to Respondents' abi lity to pay, prior history of violarions, degree of culpability, eeonomi 

benefit Or savings (if any) resulting from the violation, and sl.lch other matters asjustiee may 

reqUIre. 

4.2.1 Nature. Circumsmnces, E:runt and Gravitv o(Vio!atums: The proposed 

penalty reflect" Complainant's detcrmiruJ.tion that violations of the CGP are serious 

violations that significantly undermine the Act's regulatory scheme. ]n aduition, the 

proposed penalty rct1ecfs Complainant's determination that the alleged violations have 

the potential to ham1 the environment. The Site is contigLlous with Sand Creek. Given 

COMPLAINT - 10 U,S. Em'imnmental Protection Agency 
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the close proximi ty to the creek and the amount of exposed soi l s along the length of the 

creek, the potential 10 cause significant environme~ta l harm was high in thi s case. The 

potential fo r environment harm is exacerbated by the wet winter weather in which the 

Respondents have worked. 

4.2.2 Respondent!!' Ability In Pay: Complainant has no infonmllion indicating 

that [he Respondents are unable to pay the proposed penalty. Complainant will consider 

any infol1llation submitted by the Respondenls rel 'lIed 10 their ability to pa y the proposed 

penally. 

4.2.3 Respondents' History of Prior VioJalirJlls : Respondent ITO has a 
4 

significant hi story of noncompliance with the construcLion storm waler requirements of 

the Clean Water Act. Tn 2006, ITD paid a $495,000 penalty to settle allegations that it 

dumped tons of sediment into Mica Bay near Coeur d' Alene, Idaho in violation of the 

COP. Under the terms of the consent dec ree, lTD was required to engage in ex tensive 

training of its personne l in compliance with the CGP. Complainant is not aware of any 

prior history of violations 'by Parsons. 

4.2.4 Re.w{mdel1ls' Degree of CI/ lpahilirv: ITO had previously been fined for 

vio lat ions of lhe COP, and is still subject 10 the requirements of a consent decree that 

requires ITD to train its personnel on compliance with the COP. Given lhese facls , ITD 

should have known how to comply with the COP, and should have been acutely aware of 

(he reqlliremcnts of that permit, yet s till violated several basic permit provisions. 

Parsons , which is un established construction contrac[Qr in [he road-conSl l1.Iction bu~ incss 

COMPLAJNT·ll U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
DOCKET NO. CWA 10-2001}-0247 1200 Sixth A venue, Suite 900 
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like wi se should have been aware of the CGP req uirements . The Respondents obtained 

coverage under the CGP in November 2008. 

4 .2.5 Respollderlls ' Economic Benefi t: The Respondents enjoyed an economic 

benefit as a resu lt of the activities described above. This economic benefit includes the 

avoided cos ls associated with a fail ure to prepare and main wi n an adequate SWPPP, 

fa ilure to implement and maintain storm water control measures, and failure to implement 

stabili zation measures, among other things. 

4.3 Olher Matters as Justice Mal' Require: Complainllilt is not aware of any facts 

that would require (he app lication of the "other matters" fac lor. 

v. OPPORTUNITY T O R EO UEST A HEARING 

5.1 The Respondents have the ri gh t to file an Answer requesting a hearing on any 

material faci conl .lined in this Complaint or on [he appropriateness of the penalty proposed 

herein. Upon request, the Pres iding Office may hold a hearing for the ass~ssment of the civil 

penalties conducted in accordance with the provisions of lhe Part 22 Rules and Ihe 

Ad m.i nistralive Procedure Act,S U.S.c. § 55 1 et seq. A copy o f the Part 22 Ru les accompanies 

th is Complaint. 

5.2 The Respondents ' Answers , including any request for hearing, must be in 

writing and mu st be fi led with: 

Regional Hearing Clerk 
U.S . Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 

1200 Sixth Avenue, 

Sliite 900 (Mail Stop ORC-158) 

St:ilttle, Washington 98101 


COMPLAINT· 12 U.S. irnvironm('nta l Proleclion Agency 
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VI. FAILURE TO FILE AN ANSWER 

6. 1 To avoid a default order being entered PUrsUilOl to 40 C.F.R. § 22.L7, (he 

Responde nts must file a written Answer to thi s Complaint wilh the Regional Hearing Clerk 

wi thin thilty (30) days after service of this Complaint. 

6.2 [n accordance with 40 c.P.R. § 22. 15, [he Respondents' Answer(s) must clearly 

and directly Cldmil, deny, or explain each of the factual allegations contained in this Complaint 

with regard to which the Respondents have any knowledge. The Respondents' Answcr(s} must 

also sLaLe: ( I) the circumstances or arguments which are alleged to constitute the grounds of 

defense; (2) the facts which the Respondents intend [0 place:ll issue; and (3) whether a hearing i 

requested. Failure to admit, deny, or explain any material factual allegation conUlined herein 

constitutes an admission of the allegation. 

VfI. INFORMAL SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE 

7. 1 Whether or not the Respondents request a hea ring. the ~espondenls may 

request an informal settlement conference to discllss the facts of thi s case. the proposed penalty, 

and the possibility of seuling Ihis matter. To request such a seu lemcnt confe rence, the 

Respondents should contact: 

Mark Ryan 

AssisLant Regional Counsel 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 
1435 N. Orchard 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
(208) 378·5768 

7.2 Note thal a request for an informal settl ement conference does not extend Ihe 

thirty (30) day period for filing a written Answer [0 Ihis Complaint, nor docs it waive the 

Respondents' right to request a hearing. 

COMPLAINT· 13 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

DOCKET NO. CWA 10·2009·0247 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 


S~nttle, Washington 98101 

(206) 553·1037 
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7.3 The Res pondents are advised that, aner the Complaint is issued, the Part 22 Rules 

prohibit any ex parle (uni lateral) discussion of the merits of these or any other factually related 

proceedings with Ihe Administrator, the Environmental Appea ls Board or it s members , Lhe 

Regional Judicial Officer, the Presiding Officer, or any other person who is like ly to adv ise Ihese 

officials in the deci sion on thi s case. 

VIII. RESERVATIONS 

8.1 Neither assessrllent nor payment of an administrative civi l penalty pursuant to 

thi s Complaint shall affect the Respondents' cOlllinuing obligations 10 comply with: ( I) the 

Clean Water" Act and all other environmental statutes; (2) the terms and condit ions of all 
~ 

applicable Clean Water Ac( permits; and (3) any Compli ance Order issued to the Respondents 

under Section 309(g) of the ACI , 33 U.S.c. § 1319(a), concerning violations alleged herein . 

4Jrt1
DDled thi '(7L day of September, 2009. 

ski, Director 
Office of c;:o pliancc and Enforcement 
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CER'TIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that the foregoing "Complai m" was filed and sent (0 the fo llowing persons, in 
the manner specified. on the dale below: 

Original and one copy, hand-delivered: 

Carol Kennedy, Regional Hearing Clerk 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Region 10, Mail SlOP: ORC-IS8 

1200 Sixlh Avenue, Suite 900 

Seallie. WA 98 101 


A true and correct copy, together with a copy of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing 
the Administrat ive Assessment of Civil Penalties," 40 C.F.R. Part 22, by certified mail, return 
receipt req\lested: c . 

Murray Feldman 

Holland & Han LLP 

101 S. Capilol Blvd. 

Suile 1400 

P.O. Box 2527 

Boise, LD 83701-2527 


Andrew Albrecht, President 

Parsons ReI, Inc. 

12 16 140ch Avenue: Ct. East 

Sumner, W A 98390 


Daled : 

OttC - lSi" 
U.S. EPA Region 10 
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