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RESPONDENT AGRlMOR'S NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF ITS OPPOSl1'ION TO 


COMPLAINA:O;Y'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE SECOND A!'.tENDED 

COMPLAINT 


Respondent, Agrimor Inn Co, (hereinafter referred to ;,i$ ··Agrimor"). hereby withdrdws 

i(~ previously file:.j opposition to the Cornplainant's motion for leave to file- a second amended 

complaint so that the settlement of this matter will (iflCompass aU of the allegations made by the 

Complainitot. 

The first amended complaint 1n this matter wa<; filed on October 26, 2UU9~ the sole 

respondent W~ Agrirnor. Then on February 26, 2010, the Complainant filed a motion seeking 

leave to file a second amended complaint that added Stockton Chemical C.orporalion as it 

respondent and added Ilumerous a11egatiorn;. On March 11.2010. Agrimor filed its response in 

apposition to the Compiainant's motion for leave to me a second amended complaint. Before 

the Complainant':;; motion wa& resolved. the case was refencd tu Allcmativc Dispute Resolution, 

The parties eventually reached a settlement that addresses all of the allegations made by 

the Complainant, including those made 1n the second amended complaint against both Agdmor 

and Stuckton Chemical Corp. In order to ensure that borh respondents receive the benefits of 

settling this matter, Agrimor agrees to withdraw its OPPosition to the Complainant's mution for 

leave to file the Set'oud Amended Complaint. 
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To en~u:re that the (~nscnt Agreement and P1nal Order are filed before the Respondents 

are obligated tv file an answer, however, Agrimor requelit<; tha.t when the Court issues its order 

itHowing the Complainant to me the second amended complalnt, if provide the Re~pondents. with 

thirty i.hty:, within which to me an answer. 

The parties anticipate that within those thirty days the parties will execute and file a 

Consent Agreement and Fina! Order that concludes this case and obviates the need for either 

Respondent to file an answer to the Second Amended Complajnt 

RespectfuHy submitted. 

SHOOK, HARDY & BACON, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for the Agrimor Im'l Corp. 
Miami Center, Suite 2400 
201 South Biscayne Boulevard 
Miami, Florida 33lJl~4332 
Telephone: (30S) 358·517 
Fac,; , , 
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SdaJ.1Uody@shb.com 
Rorida Bar No. 0469289 

CERTIFICATE Q}' SERVJ(.;~; 

THEREBY CERTIFY that the original and one true and COlTect copy of 
the toregoing was St',rved hy PEDEX this 17th day of ~overnber 2010, to: Regional Hearing 
Clerk. U,S, EPA Region 4. 61 Forsyth Street, -SW, Atlanta, Georgia 30303; and that one true 
and CQrrect copy of the foregojng was wrved by FEDEX this 17th day of March 2010, to: The 
Huuur..1ble Barbara A. Gunning, Administrative Law Judge. ES. Environmental Protection 
Agency - Mail Code 1900L. 1200 Pcnnsyh'rulia Avenue, N.W .• Washington, DC 20460; Robert 
Caplan, E!>q.. 'Senior Attorney. U.S. EPA, Region 4, 61 FOr5)1h Street, S.W., Allanta. Georgia 
30303; Mr. Mark Blootn, Enforcement Officer, U.S. E1l A, Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street. S.\V., 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303. cfZ' . . 
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