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In the Matter of: ) Docket No. FIFRA-09-201 7-0001

•1
Syngenta Seeds, LLC )
d/b/a Syngenta Hawaii, LI C ) RESPONDEN’I ‘S UNOPPOSED

MOIION FOR EXTENSION
Respondent. ) OF TIME TO FILE ITS ANSWER

)

Respondent Syngenta Seeds, LLC, throtigh its undersigned counsel, hereby respectfully requests

i~ cxiension Qf tmic of thiny 00) d~y~ ~o Ilk u swei io the (‘oniplaim ~oLvisel foi Resp~ ~dein h

cous~1ted wjlh FPA cou~ei (in so ~a C~bL noo Jobs iiol o~ pos~ we icliefiequested heiein Ii suppon

of its motion, Respondent states as fol lows~

On December 14, 2016, (2onipiaipanl tiled Its Complaint in this case.

2. On December 19, 2016. Jscident received a copy of the Complaint via certified mail

at Respondent’s headquarters address fr~ Mi unetonka, let

3. Under 40 CFR. Part 22, The Coasohdated Rules ~f Practie~ Governing the AdinInis~rative

Assessment of Civil Penalties, Is~uanc~ of t2ontpi innee pr Corrective Action Orders, and the Revocation,

Termination or Suspension ol’ Permits (CR01 b, Respondent’s Answer to the (~oninitiint would be due

J~muarv 23, 2017. &?e 40 CER. ~ 22.1 ~(ak anti 22J(a) sari (c

4. On December 22, 2016. Jon Jacol. (pwvad thr Respondents, conlèrrcd with Chrisfina Cobb.

Counsel for Complainant, regarding an extension of Lime ibr Respondent to file its Answer to the

Complaint. Counsel for Plainli IT stated that she w~uid nol. oppose Respondent’s request to enlarge the



time for filing the Answer by thirty (30) days. The motion is timely and well in advance of the due date,

for good cause, and does not prejudice Complainant. See 40 CFR § 22.7(b).

5. The relief requested herein is for good cause and will not result in undue delay in the

administration of this case. The Complaint raises complex issues of law. An enlargement of time for

filing Respondent’s Answer is necessary due to Counsel’s and Client’s long~planned international travel

and EPA’s response to a pending FOTA request that is expected to provide records that will help

determine the scope and nature of Respondent’s Answer.

6. No other enlargements of ii me have beep previously requested in this case. No dates have been

set for a pre~hearing conference or hearinu,

7. Since the Complaint was not served by overnight or sa~ne~day delivery, 5 days shall be added to

the time allowed the Respondent to file its Answer. 40 CFR § 217(c), The Complaint was served on

Dec. 19, 2016. Adding 5 days to respond, as provided for in 40 CFR § 22.7(c), results ip the Answer

due on January 23, 2017. A 30~day extension to that due date is: Feb. 22, 2017.

IN WiTNESS WHERIJOF, Respopdcut resp~ctfuiiy moves the Presiding Officer to extend the

time for Respondent to die its Answer to the Complaint to Februar~’ 22. 2017

Dated: December 23, 2017

Respectililly submitted,

Jacobs Stotskv PLLC

B
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Jacobs Stotsky PLLC
I (CQ K Sticet, ~x~fi
Suite 300
‘~ ashmgt ~u ~ 20 )fl~
(202)508~3M6 Office
(703)740~7986 Mobile



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true copy of the foregoing RESPONDENT’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE ITS ANSWER along with a PROPOSED ORDER was placed in the
United States Postal Service, pre-paid first-class mail, and addressed to the following:

Regional Hearing Clerk
U.S. EPA, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, CA 94105

And
Christina Cobb, Esq,
Attorney-Advisor
U~S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W, (MC~ 2843)
Washington, ITC. 20460

DATE: December 23, 2016




