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TO THE REGIO:"A L JL'DIC IAL OffiCER:

D<X:KET ="0, AFRA-9-2007-OO11

MOTION TO EXTEl\l) TL\.fE
TO RESPOND TO COM PLAINT

Pursuant to the authority SCI forth in theConsolida ted Rules of Pract ice . 40 C.F. R. Pan 22 .

Complainant U.S. En viron men tal P'rotection Agency. RegIOn 9 r -ComplainanC) moves the Region al

Judicial Officn to grant ;II 3O-day e xtension of lime 10 respond to the complaam in the abo" c<T1mled

lIICtion (""ComplainC ) to September 5.~. Complainant's reasons for seeking an extension for

lime are set forth be low.

BACK(jROUlSU

O n June 26 , 2tK)7, Complainant filed a civil administrative aclio n against Responde nt

Veterinary Service. Inc . in the above-emnled action, T he Complain t alleges violations of Section

12(3)( I )(A) of AFRA. 7 U.S,C. § 136j{a)( I )(A). Respondent was served "'ith the Complaint on or

about July 5, 2007.

ARGDIt::q

"The Region al Judu.:i aJ Officer rruly grant an t\lCnsion of time (0 file an ans" 'e1 upon fihng

of a timely motIon. a sho.. mg of goodcause and aflCT consideration of prejud ice to other parties to

the action. 40 C. F,R. n 22.7(b); 22.16. This motion ~isfies these: criteria.



This motion is timel y. having been filed prior to IDe dale for Respondo:nt 's response to lhe

Complillnt.

This moIion also complies wlUl the "good cause" requirement of 40 C.F.R. § 22.7(b). It is

EPA 's policy to encourage sclllemcnt and uoid huganon when COIlsi!>tcnt with the provisions and

objcctu 'esoflhe law ill issoe. .1(1 C. F.R. § 22.18(b). Rep.esenliUi v-Q of EPA and Respondent wish

to engage in good flllUl settlcment eegouauons. EP A and Respondent agree that an ulension of lime

to answer lhe Comphunt would IlOl only filCllllale those dlSc~ions but also avoid unnecessary

dIversion of resources 10 adversanal pltading.

Finally. granting of UlIS motion WI ll not result In prejudice. 11le requested utensioo will

provide EP A and Respondent addiuonafume to engage in good faith settlemen t negotiations.

{ 'O:'liCLUS!O:\

Forthe reasons set forth above. Complainant respectfully requests that the Regional Judicial

Officer grant Complainant 's motion 10extend time to ftle a response to and including September 5,

2007,

Dated at San Francisco. Cali fornia on this .&-:tay of July 2007.

/~De.
David H. Kim

Assistant Regional Cccnsel
USEPA. Regioo 9
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CERTIFICATE O F SER VICE

I certify that the ongmaJ and a copy of the fortgoing ~fOlion to Extend Time to Respond

10 Complaint was hand deli\'t'Tt'd to:

Regional Hearing Clen
U.S, Enviro nmental Pro!C'clion Agency. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Franci sco, CA 94105

and that a true and correct eopy of the Motion was placed in the United Stal es Mail, addressed to

the follo wing:

Ira Dassa. Esq .
Lynn Bergeo;on, Esq .
Bergeson & Campbell, e.c.
1203 ~ineteenlh Street. N.W.
SUlle 300
Wash ington. D.C. ::!OOJ6..240 1

By:
Office of Regional Counsel
USEPA. Region 9

3


