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In the Matter of Flexabar Corporation and Flexdel Corporation, Administrative
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Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. § 1361(a)(1).

Docket No. FIFRA-02-2008-5120
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Dear Sir and/or Madam:

Regarding the above-captioned matter enclosed please the original and two copies of

Respondents, Flexabar Corporation and Flexdel Corporation’s Answer to the Administrative
Complaint, and Certification of Service.

Please file the originals of record and return time-stamped copes to me in the enclosed
envelope.

Thank you for your kind assistance in this regard.

Yours truly, w/‘m;@\
DAVID F. MICHELMAN
DFM/cmb
Enclosures
cc: Naomi Shapiro, Esquire [w/encl.]

Helen Ferrara, Administrative Law Judge [w/encl.]
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ANSWER TO ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLAINT
AND REQUEST FOR ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING

TO THE REGIONAL HEARING CLERK:

NOW COME Respondents, Flexabar Corporation (“Flexabar”) and Flexdel Corporation
(“Flexdel™), (collectively, "Respondents"), through their undersigned legal representative, and state
as follows for their Answer to the Administrative Complaint issued by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA™) Region II, and their Request for an Administrative
Hearing, and respectfully allege and pray as follows:

L. Admitted.

2. Denied. Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments as to whether or not the Complainant has been duly delegated authority to institute this
action, and therefore this averment is deemed denied. By way of further answer, the averments
contained in Paragraph 2 of the Administrative Complaint constitute conclusions of law to which
no response is required.

3. Admitted in part and denied in part. Flexabar and Flexdel are Respondents, and are
both incorporated in New Jersey. It is expressly denied that Flexdel is a subsidiary of Flexabar;

however, respondents further aver that Flexabar and Flexdel are related companies.
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5. Admitted. Respondents admit that Flexabar maintains an establishment, as defined
in Section 2(dd) of FIFRA, at the stated Lakewood, New Jersey address.

6. Admitted. Respondents admit that Flexabar has properly registered its establishment
(“the Lakewood facility”) with EPA in compliance with FIFRA, and received Establishment Number
009339-NJ-001 as its establishment number for that facility.

7. Admitted.

8. Admitted.

9. Admitted.

10.  Theaverments contained in Paragraph 10 of the Administrative Complaint constitute
conclusions of law to which no response is required.

11.  Theaverments contained in Paragraph 11 of the Administrative Complaint constitute
conclusions of law to which no response is required.

12.  Theaverments contained in Paragraph 12 of the Administrative Complaint constitute
conclusions of law to which no response is required.

13.  Theaverments contained in Paragraph 13 of the Administrative Complaint constitute
conclusions of law to which no response is required.

14. Admitted. Respondents admit that, at all times relevant to this Administrative
Complaint, Bioshield was a registered pesticide of Nova Biogenetics. Respondents further aver that
Bioshield was properly registered with EPA by Nova Biogenetics, as a pesticide under FIFRA, with
an EPA approved and issued Registered Product number of 754-97.

15.  Admitted in part and denied in part. Respondents expressly admit that, and/or by way
of further answer state that:

(a) In compliance with 40 C.F.R.§ 152.132, Respondent Flexabar properly filed
a Notice of Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Product (EPA Form #8750-5) ("Notice") to



distribute Bioshield under its own label.

(b) Flexabar requested authority to distribute "Aquagard II Solvent Base Fortified
with Bioshield (provides an invisible barrier to inhibit the growth of algae).” (A true and correct
copy of the Notice of Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Product is attached hereto as Exhibit
1 and incorporated by reference as though set forth herein).

() The Notice properly identified "Flexabar Corporation,” and the Lakewood
facility, as the "Distributor.”

(d) The Notice properly identified the name of the Registered Product to be
distributed ("Bioshield").

(e) The Notice properly identified the existing EPA Registration Number for the
Product to be distributed (“754-97-6 NJO1").

® The Notice properly identified the name of the existing Distributor Company
Number approved by EPA for Nova Biogenetics (" 754-97").

Respondent denies the averment that such Notice was filed on August 28, 2003, and by way
of further answer, avers that such Notice was filed on July 2, 2003.

16.  Admitted. It is expressly admitted that in response to the Notice, EPA assigned
Flexabar supplemental distributor number 754-97-6-9339 to distribute Bioshield. By way of further
answer, on August 8, 2003, EPA advised Flexabar that it had approved the Notice of Supplemental
Distribution of a Registered Product, legally authorizing Flexabar to distribute “Aquagard II Solvent
Base Fortified with Bioshield (provides an invisible barrier to inhibit the growth of algae)” under the
above-referenced number [which combined Nova Biogenetics’ Distributor Company Number (754-
97) with Flexabar’s EPA Establishment Number (9339). This approval was communicated to
Flexabar by Barbara Purcell, of EPA’s Front End Processing Staff, Information Services Branch,
Program Management and Support Division. (See Flexabar’s August 8, 2003 letter to Barbara
Purcell, from Hamdi Latif, Flexabar’s Technical Director, with handwritten notes, a true and correct

copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 2 and incorporated by reference as though set forth



herein).

17.  Denied. Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments as to whether or not the March 2006 inspection was conducted, and therefore the
averments in paragraph 17 are deemed denied.

18.  Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments as to the facts averred in paragraph 18, and therefore the averments in paragraph 18 are
deemed denied.

19.  Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments as to the facts averred in paragraph 19, and therefore the averments in paragraph 19 are
deemed denied. By way of further answer, Flexdel did prepare a label or labels in English and
French, which was or were intended for use in Canada, for Aquagard II spray paint “fortified with
Bioshield.”

20.  Denied. Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments as to the facts averred in paragraph 20, and therefore the averments in paragraph 20 are
deemed denied.

21.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 21 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required.

22.  Admitted in part and denied in part. Respondents lack knowledge sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of the averments as to the facts averred in paragraph 22 concerning sales of
the particular product to Lockwood, and therefore the averments in paragraph 22 are deemed denied.
By way of further answer, Flexdel admits that it sold product to distributors bearing the Aquagard
II label, stating that it was “Fortified with Bioshield.”

23.  Admitted in part and denied in part. Respondents admit that an EPA inspector
conducted the April 2006 inspection. By way of further answer, Respondents lack knowledge
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments as to the extent of the inspector’s

authorization, so that such averments are deemed denied.



24.  Admitted.
25.  Admitted.
26.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 26 of the Administrative Complaint

constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required.

27. Admitted.
28. Admitted.
29. Admitted.

COUNTS 1-6

30. Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 30 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. The statute speaks for itself.

31.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 31 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. The statute speaks for itself.

32.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 32 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. The statute speaks for itself.

33.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 33 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. The statute speaks for itself.

34.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 34 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. The statute speaks for itself.

35.  Admitted in part and denied in part. The averments contained in Paragraph 35 of the
Administrative Complaint constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. By way
of further answer, the label of the Aquagard II pesticide product collected during the March 2006
inspection of Lockwood Boat Works, Inc. was not prepared for or intended for sale or distribution
within the United States, and this use of this label on a pfoduct which may have been sold or
distributed to Lockwood appears to have been the result of an error in using this label for a product
sold or distributed within the United States. However, the label did contain a statement of

ingredients and their chemical abstract numbers, and stated them in order of their concentration, but



did not contain their percentages within that formulation.

36.  Admitted in part and denied in part. The label of the Aquagard II pesticide product
collected during the March 2006 inspection of Lockwood Boat Works, Inc. bears the establishment
registration number of the establishment that produced it. However, due to confusion over the
information which Respondents received from EPA, this establishment registration number is not
correct, despite Respondents’ good faith efforts to state such an establishment registration number.

The establishment registration number on the label inadvertently combines Flexabar’s EPA-issued
establishment registration number with Flexdel’s EPA-issued supplemental distributor number for
the product.

37.  Admitted. Respondents admit that the label properly identifies Flexdel, which was
the EPA-approved supplemental distributor for this product. The label further provides the address
and telephone number at which to contact Flexdel about this product.

38.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 38 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required.

39.  Admitted in part and denied in part. The averments contained in Paragraph 39 of the
Administrative Complaint constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required. By way
of further answer, the label of the Aquagard II pesticide product collected during the April 2006
inspection of Flexabar was prepared for and intended for sale and distribution within the United
States. This label did contain a statement of ingredients, and their chemical abstract numbers, and
stated them in order of their concentration, but did not contain their percentages within that
formulation.

40.  Admitted in part and denied in part. The label of the Aquagard II pesticide product
collected during the April 2006 inspection of the Lakewood facility bears the establishment
registration number of the establishment that produced it. However, due to confusion over the
information which Respondents received from EPA, this establishment registration number is not

correct, despite Respondents’ good faith efforts to state such an establishment registration number.



The establishment registration number on the label inadvertently combines Flexabar’s EPA-issued
establishment registration number with Flexdel’s EPA-issued supplemental distributor number for
the product, and as discussed in Respondents’ answer to paragraph 41 below, contains a further
clerical error which erroneously references that portion of the supplemental distributor number as
“754-97-8" rather than “754-97-6".

41. Admitted. By way of further answer, see Respondent’s answer to paragraph 40,
above.

42.  Admitted. Respondents admit that the label properly identifies Flexdel, which was
the EPA-approved supplemental distributor for this product. The label further provides the address
and telephone number at which to contact Flexdel about this product.

43.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 43 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required.

44.  Denied. The averments contained in Paragraph 44 of the Administrative Complaint
constitute conclusions of law to which no response is required.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

45. Section 67 of FIFRA authorizes the Administrator of EPA to issuing a warning in
lieu of imposing a civil penalty where the violation occurred despite the exercise of due care, and
did not cause significant harm to health or the environment. (“Whenever the Administrator finds
that the violation occurred despite the exercise of due care or did not cause significant harm
to health or the environment, the Administrator may issue a warning in lieu of a penalty.” 7
U.S.C. §136)). (Emphasis added). The penalty imposed on Respondent violates FIFRA, and is
arbitrary and capricious, because the circumstances of this case warrant issuing such a warning in
lieu of imposition of any penalty at all, much less the maximum available statutory penalty. See,
.., In the Matter of Aqua Clear Industries, Inc., Docket No. .LF.&R.-1I-534-C (1996) (citing Section
1361(a)(4), and holding “Because neither the gravity of the potential for harm nor the gravity of the

misconduct appears to be significant, Complainant will be ordered to explain why the circumstances



herein warrant a penalty rather than simply a warning.” Id., at *2).

46.  Respondents acted in good faith, and lacked any intent to violate the law.
Respondents reasonably believed that the product was properly labeled in compliance with FIFRA,
and was not misbranded. The penalty assessed, which represents the maximum statutory penalty
available, is arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into consideration or give adequate
weight to, reasonable, good faith efforts to comply with the law which include, but are not limited
to:

(a) Flexabar’s proper registration with EPA of its Lakewood facility, in
compliance with FIFRA, as Establishment Number 009339-NJ-001;

(b) Flexabar’s submission to EPA, prior to the distribution of such product of a
Notice of Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Product, requesting authority to distribute
“Aquagard II Solvent Base Fortified with Bioshield (provides an invisible barrier to inhibit the
growth of algae)”;

(©) Flexabar and Flexdel’s prompt discontinuance of further sales of “Aquagard
II Solvent Base Fortified with Bioshield,” in 2006, after they became aware of EPA’s concerns about
labeling.

47. Respondents’ good faith actions set forth in paragraph 46, above, represent
“substantial compliance” with the purposes and requirements of FIFRA, 7 U.S.C. § 135, et seq., such
that Complainant's claims are barred by the doctrine of substantial compliance.

48.  The penalty assessed fails to take into consideration that EPA had advised Flexabar
that it had approved the Notice of Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Product, thus legally
authorizing Flexabar to distribute “Aquagard II Solvent Base Fortified with Bioshield (provides an
invisible barrier to inhibit the growth of algae)” under supplemental distributor number 754-97-6-
9339, and therefore it is arbitrary and capricious.

49.  Respondents qualify as a “small business” under section 4(i)(4)(D)(iii) and 4(i)(E)(ii)
of FIFRA, 7U.S.C. §§ 134(i)(4)(D)(iii) and (i)(E)(ii), since they have fewer than 150 employees and



less than $40 million in annual sales, and under EPA’s “Small Business Compliance Policy,” FRL-
6576-4, effective May 11, 2000, since it employs fewer than 100 individuals. Under Section (E)(2)

? “if a small business has otherwise made a good

of the “Small Business Compliance Policy,
faith effort to comply, EPA has discretion, pursuant to applicable enforcement response or
penalty policies, to waive or reduce civil penalties.” (Emphasis added). The proposed penalty is
unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into consideration Respondents’ status
as a small business by either waiving or reducing the penalty imposed.

50. EPA’s “Small Business Compliance Policy,” FR1-6576-4, effective May 11, 2000,
also directs that civil penalties should be waived or reduced for small businesses who “make good
faith efforts to correct violations.” (“EPA will waive or reduce the gravity component of civil
penalties whenever a small business makes a good faith effort to comply with environmental
regulations by . . . expeditiously correcting the violation within the proper time frame.”)
(Emphasis added). Respondenttook corrective action by promptly discontinuing sales of the product
containing Bioshield after becoming aware of EPA’s concerns about the labeling of this product.
Complainant’s failure to waive or reduce the proposed penalty is inconsistent with the Small
Business Compliance Policy, and is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious because fails to take this
corrective action into consideration or give it adequate weight.

51.  The proposed penalty fails to take into consideration Respondents’ status as a small
business, their ability to pay the proposed penalty, and the undue hardship that such a penalty would
impose and thus is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious.

52.  Theamount of the proposed penalty has not been reduced, pursuant to the “Final EPA
Supplemental Environmental Projects Policy” of May 1998 (63 FR 24796, June 5, 1998), to take into
consideration Respondents’ willingness to implement a Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP)
under a Settlement With Conditions (SWC).

53. Complainant's claims are barred by principles of equitable estoppel, because of

Respondents’ reasonable and detrimental reliance on information from EPA, including:



(a) EPA’s August 8, 2003 advice to Flexabar that it had approved the Notice of
Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Product, thus legally authorizing Flexabar to distribute
“Aquagard II Solvent Base Fortified with Bioshield (provides an invisible barrier to inhibit the
growth of algae)” under supplemental distributor number 754-97-6-9339;

(b) EPA’s instructions on its Form #8750-5 (“Notice of Supplemental
Distribution of a Registered Product™), which Flexabar submitted to EPA to request authorization
to distribute “Aquagard Il Solvent Base Fortified with Bioshield (provides an invisible barrier to
inhibit the growth of algae).” This form states: “ Note: Do not submit distributor product labels.”
These instructions impeded Respondents from obtaining prompt review of labeling for the product
which might have identified any deficiencies in the labels prior to sale or distribution of the product.

54.  Complainant's claims and the assessed penalty, which represents the maximum
statutory penalty available, are arbitrary, capricious, and not otherwise in accordance with law.

55. Complainant's claims are arbitrary, capricious, and not otherwise in accordance with
law, because the assessed penalty, which represents the maximum statutory penalty available, is
manifestly excessive under the totality of the circumstances. See, ¢.g., James C. Lin and Lin Cubing,
Inc., FIFRA Appeal No. 94-2 (assessed penalties reduced from $5000 per count to $1000 per count).

56.  The proposed penalty, which represents the maximum statutory penalty available,
is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious in light of the nature, circumstances, extent, number, and
gravity of the alleged violations, and in light of Respondents’ prior compliance history, degree of
culpability, and lack of economic benefit or savings accruing to Respondents by virtue of the alleged
violations.

57.  The penalty assessed is arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into
consideration or give adequate weight to the fact that any violation of FIFRA by Respondents, was
at most inadvertent and unintentional, and was not intentional or willful.

58.  The penalty assessed is arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into

consideration or give adequate weight to the absence of any history of FIFRA violations by
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Respondents.

59. The penalties assessed are arbitrary, capricious, and are unconscionably
disproportionate to the offenses, since Complainant’s evaluation of the “gravity of the violation”
failed to take into consideration or give adequate weight to facts concerning:

(a) the “gravity of the harm,” including but not limited to, that the alleged
violations (1) did not contain any substances in quantities that are highly toxic to man, and (2) did
not result in any actual harm to human health or to the environment;

(b) the “gravity of the misconduct,” including but not limited to, that the alleged
violations did not involve: (1) any false or misleading information, and (2) did not omit any
directions for use or caution or warning statements. See, €.g., In the Matter of Aqua Clear Industries,
Inc., (citing Section 136/(a)(4), and holding “Because neither the gravity of the potential for harm
nor the gravity of the misconduct appears to be significant, Complainant will be ordered to explain
why the circumstances herein warrant a penalty rather than simply a warning.” 1d., at *2); See also,

In the Matter of Sav-Mart. Inc., Docket No. FIFRA-09-0819-C-92-36 (reduction of EPA’s civil

penalty to 25% of the statutory maximum, from 60%, was appropriate where “the severity of
Respondents’ violations is strikingly modest” because there was an “absence of harm to human
health or the environment.” *Id., at 10-11).

60.  Thepenalty assessed is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious because it assessed six
penalties for six violations instead of only two penalties for no more than two violations that arose
from a single, interrelated set of actions. See EPA’s Enforcement Response Policy (at 26), which
provides that ““A single event or action ... which can be considered as two unlawful acts under
FIFRA (Section 12) cannot result in a civil penalty greater than the statutory limit for one
offense of FIFRA.” (Emphasis added). See also, In the Matter of Sav-Mart, Inc., *Id., at 5-7,

requiring that violations be independent of each other). Respondents’® failure to properly list the
establishment registration number on more than one label of products sold or distributed on different

dates must constitute no more than one offense. Respondents’ failure to properly list the ingredient
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statement on more than one label of products sold or distributed on different dates must constitute
no more than one offense. Therefore, the maximum statutory penalties that should have been
considered by EPA, before taking all other statutory and equitable factors into account, should have
been no more than $13,000, for two violations (failing to properly list the establishment registration
number and failing to properly list the ingredient statement).

61. The penalty assessed is unreasonable, arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take
into consideration or give adequate weight to Respondents’ cooperation with EPA’s inspection of
the Lakewood facility. Accordingly, the basis for any proposed administrative penalty should be
adjusted in consideration of this cooperation

62. The penalty assessed is arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into
consideration or give adequate weight to other factors, as required in the interests of justice.

63.  The penalty assessed is arbitrary and capricious because it fails to take into
consideration or give adequate weight to the fact that the label of the Aquagard II pesticide product
collected during the March 2006 inspection of Lockwood Boat Works, Inc. was not prepared for or
intended for sale or distribution within the United States, and this use of this label on a product
which may have been sold or distributed to Lockwood appears to have been the result of an error in
using this label for a product sold or distributed within the United States.

64. The assessed penalty is manifestly excessive, and thus arbitrary and capricious,
because Respondents no longer manufacture or distribute Aquagard IT Solvent product containing
Bioshield as an ingredient, and have not manufactured or distributed such product since 2006, and
there is no reasonable basis for believing that any violations will occur in the future.

65. The penalty assessed is arbitrary, capricious, and represents a patent abuse of
discretion since it is inconsistent with the magnitude of other penalties assessed, and/or settlements

reached, by other Regions of the EPA for similar violations. See, e.g., Katzson Brothers. Inc. v.

United States Environmental Protection Agency, 839 F.2d 1396 (10™ Cir. 1988) (“...we question

EPA’s judgment in assessing a fine that is only $800 less than the maximum penalty amount. EPA
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has shown greater temperance in the past (citations omitted)””) (Emphasis added).

66. FIFRA’s mandates and the proposed penalties are unreasonable, excessively
burdensome, and violate Respondents’ rights to substantive and procedural due process pursuant to
the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

67.  Complainant's claims are barred by principles of elementary fairness.

68.  FIFRA is a strict liability statute that violates Respondents’ rights to due process
pursuant to the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution, since any violation of FIFRA
by Respondents was at most inadvertent and unintentional, and was not intentional or willful. See,
e.g., Aero-Master v. EPA, 765 F.2d 746, 747 (8" Cir. 1985) (recommending reduction of the
assessed penalty because the violation was “essentially technical and non-willful”).

69. Complainant's claims fail to state a cause of action.

70.  Complainant's claims are barred due to a lack of proper delegation of administrative
authority to the Regional Administrator of the EPA.

71.  Complainant's claims are barred by the doctrine of laches.

72.  Complainant's claims are barred by the statute of limitations.

73.  Complainant's claims are barred by a lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

74.  Complainant's claims and the assessed penalty violate the Administrative Procedure
Act, 40 U.S.C. §§22.01 - 22.43, et seq.

Respondents reserve the right to amend their answer prior to a hearing to assert any additional
defenses of whose applicability they become aware.

HEARING REQUEST

Respondents hereby respectfully request an administrative hearing pursuant to the
Administrative Procedures Act and other applicable laws and regulations, so that they are afforded
an opportunity to contest the findings alleged in the Administrative Complaint and the
appropriateness of the proposed penalty. Respondents respectfully reserve the right prior to hearing

to place in issue additional facts which they determine to be relevant or in the interests of justice.
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ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION REQUEST
Respondents hereby respectfully request an opportunity to participate in Alternative Dispute
Resolution with respect to the findings alleged in the Administrative Complaint and the

appropriateness of the proposed penalty.

Respectfully submitted,
MICHELMAN & BRICKER, P.C.

Dated: September 17, 2008 <QW“Q M"L

DAVID F. MICHELMAN, ESQUIRE
2207 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENTS
FLEXABAR CORPORATION AND
FLEXDEL CORPORATION
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SUBJECT: Receipt of Notice of Supplemental Registraticn

Dear Distributor:

The Office.cf Pesticide Programs has recsived your Notice of
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Attached is a copy of the EPA 4plnpunched form for' your
records.
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Please: R:.ad All Instructions Bafore Completing this Form (Form must be typed] Form Appraved. OMB No. 2070-0044. -

R o, . i ~ United Statas
SE
Y 4

1= iy,

=

. Natice of Supplemed’cal Distribution of a Registered Pesticide Product

Environmental Protectich Agency
: Office of Pesticide Programs (7505C)
Washington, DC 20460

Instructions

After a registrant has abtained final registrafian for the basic product, the registrant may. then supplementaily

d!str!bute his/her product. Or)e form must be suBmitted for each distributor product and must be signed by the

distributor involved. The basic registration number and the distributor company number must be shown.

If a registrant has a potential distributor who does not have a company number assigned; she/he should have the

distributor apply, on.letterhead stationery, to the Registration Division to have a number assigned prior to submitting
this form to the agency.

This Naotice of Supplen::ental Distribution must be submitted b - ... « “2sic registrant. The completed farm mgst have
the concurrence and signature of both the registrznt and tha agistributor.

EPA Registration Number of Product ‘ Distributor Company Number
754=97-6 NJOL - N 75457,
i : : Note: Do not submit distributor product labeis
Name of Registared i::oduct (basic product name accepted by EPA) Distributor Product Name
Bioshield -- Aquagard 11 Solvent Base Fortified with
Bicshield (provides/creates an invisible
Name and Address of Distributor (Type; inciude-ZIP cods) barrier to iniibit the growth ofméj.ﬂg;'.éa)
Flexabar Corporaticn .
1969 Rutgers University Blvd : ' : . seee
— . - - - - - N * ) .o
Lakewood, N. J. 08701 : S e s s *a
: 'O... o20QA0C
o) ]
- . . o) 9‘ Qo
B T d ' Read All Conditions Before Signing ’ ve 90 oagee,
b 0 : i o cotao
b O . L - . : : coco.q

1. fThe di;'tributor product muSt have the samé campaosition as the basic product. :
.2. The distributer*product. must be manufactured and packaged by the same person who manufactur%foéﬂd packages
. “C GO L .

the registered basic product. . A : _

3. The labeling for the distributor proaduct must bear the same claims as the basic product, provided, however, that

specific claims may be deieted if by doing so, no other changes to the label are necessary.

4, The praduct must remain if¥ the manufacturer’'s unbroken container.

5. The label must bear the"EPA registration number of the basic product, followed by a hyphen and the distributor's

company number.

6. Distributor product labels must bear the name and address of the distributor qualified by such terms as "packed
for...","distributed by..."; or "sold by..." to show that the name is not that of the manufactures. . "

7. All conditions of the basic registration apply equally to distributor praducts. It is the responsibifity of the basic
registrant to see that all distributor labeling is kept in compliance with requirements placed on the basic product.

Distributor
Distributor Product Narme spacified above, subject ta the canditions sbaciﬁad on this Notice.
Date-
, ' - 7-2-03

[ . .

{ Registrant: -
/ agrsWar named above may distribute and sell the Distributor Product specified above; subject to the conditions sppcr'ﬁa:fan this
Notice, o

e

K -\", .
S/lqnntu re-a ®. of R/ovistt . Date-
. , W = C -
~ A G L I =/ 01/

k-
Y siiow-- Basic.Registrant

EPA Formy 8570-5 (Rev. 8-94) Previous.editions: are-obsoiete:
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DIRECTIONS FOR USE
Conseils dde mise cn ouvre

APPLICATION:
A csan diy surface free of scale, coiroslon dii, grease, oit. maike fouling o other forel

palinl when used for elther cornplets coaling or for louch-up Inadequale suface piepara
famove all dusl, dabrls and ofher surface contaminatlons that are generaled by the cleal
Apylk:nl

oblen!r un régultat optimum de celte pelnture, aussi bien puur une pelniure comple:
cormslbn de pousslérag, dhulle. de foullng ou aulre malizre diverse Una prépaiation in
insallsfalsant. Blen s'assurer d'enlever loute trace de pousslkies. débris at aulre prcdullr
peinture.
MIX: Shake well belore using.
Mélange: Blon sacouar avant usage.

] PREPARATION; |
Prepare the surface lor coaling by washing with high pressura waler and scraping, or by B
proper proteclive equipmant to prevent Inhalalion or Ingestion of tha painl dust generatec i
0 u t d r I V e I O u t b O a rd hours drying lime balwesn coals Lel primner dry overnight and sand lightly. Closely foltav.
N i » ' at the correct thickness ol approximately 2 mils. Allow a minhnum of four {4} hours drying

before launching.
Préparalion: s
Prépdrer |a surlace & pelndre en lavani evec de I'eau sous pression el en grattanl, ou bl s,
protecllons adéquetes pour éviier finhalalion ou ingeelion des poussiéres de psinlure £¢
couches d'Aquagaidi81Primer laissert 2 & 4 heures entre chaque couche. Lalsser séati
avec le papler abraslt. Sulvez soigneusemenl cas Instiuctions. Ensuite appliquer deux (2, &
ppreximalive de 2 mlls, Lalsser sécher au minimum quatre (4) heures enlre chaque cou B
lancemsnl.

New Outdrive Units: Lightly sand the faclary finish with 80 gril sandpape!, wipe clean w §
: Aquagard It allowlng 2-4 hours drylng tine balween coals. Let secand caal dry overnight
New Outdrive Uniis: Poncar Isgérement Ia peinfure d'usine aves du papler abrasii (60 g
* dsux {2} couchas d'Aquagard Il en lalssant sdcher pendani 2 & 4 heures enlre chaque cc §
tendsmain. Aliendez 24 tweures avant §8 lancement.

" Bare Aluminum: Make sire surface Js diy and iree of greass, wax, alt and loose paint
- brushing. Wipe clean of eny resldus, then apply two (2) coals of Aquagard 181 Primer. a §
overmghl and sand lightly. Closaly follow thess Inslructions, Ihen apply lwo (2) coals of A
- Lel sacond coat dry overnight. Allow 24 hours befare launching
Aluminlum nu: Vous assurer que la surface est sdche et llbte de toul gralsse, clre, hidle
ou lg papler abras jusqu'a oblsnir un métat brillant, Netloyer loul résidu, ensuils applique
sécher qualre (4) haures antre chaque couche. Lalsser sécher Juaqu'au lendemaln et po!
ansulle appliquet deux (2) couches d'Aquagard ll en lissant sécher 2 A 4 heures entre c§
seconde couche jusqu'au lendemaln. Atlendre 24 heures avant e lancemenl.
Provionsly Painted Aluminum: Pieviously painted suifacas in poor conditlon {chipping
procaed with ths bare aluminum Instruclions specified abave. If the previous anlllouling pi
paper, wipe clean of sanding residue end apply at leasl fwo (2) coals of Aquagatd {I. ! t
Aquaga:d 1l 1o 1est compaliblilly wilh the cid paint. If Aquagard It cracks cr Hfts off. the olc
aluminum Insiruclions specifled abave. It nothing eppears to happen when Aquagard ii Is )
- scraps the Aquagard il o sea It )l is adharing to he old painl satlsfaclorlly. If the adhesiolf
* grit sandpaper and apply et least two (2) coals ol Aquagard li, and allow fo dry 24 hours |
Aluminlum d4j3 peint: St 1a surface d4ja pélate est en mauvals dlat (scafiiée eVou clog
Sulvez alors la procédure cl-dessus. Si le imilement aniifouling est du type vinyle, poncer
appliqusr au molns deux {2) couches d'Aquagard li. Sl Fancienne peinture esl lnconnue, &)
. |a compatlbliité. St I'Aquagard )i craque ou se décolle, lanclenne pelniure devia &tre enle\ied
cl-disssus. Sl ren ne se passe sur la suiface d'essale ou I'Aquagard 1 a ét& appliqués, lai
3 1l pour vérifler a bonne adhérence sur fancienns petniure Si Yadhérence esi bonne, pond
2 appiquer au molns deux (2) couches d'Aquagard 1, el laisser sécher 24 heures avant la

SPRAY PAINT

Matorlat Safety Data Gheet Avallabl
RISK. Eﬂlamsly Nammable. Contains xylene. malhyl sihyl Kelope, and toiuens Vapor hamiul

’RECAUTIONARY MEASURES; Use b well venlllaled aied. Avol prolonged breathing ol vapg
Da hal pinclura. inclnerats of store ebove 120°F, KEEP QUT OF REACH OF CHILD) g
»IRST RID ll swaflowad, do nol a induce vomiing 3f conlact with eyas eecurs flush thorolghly :

PEINTURE EN ATOMISEUR USACE INDUSTRIEL
Flchs signalstigite disponible

RISQUE: Exlmmeman .nnammame Conllanl e t du xylane, ds methy/ ethy/ kelona. da loluena
de'sa prodult. Canle u sous B
© MESURES® PREVENTIVES: llllsar aana un sspace bien asia Evils | inhalalon prolonges des
Cunserver a tabri - gnlall Ne pas percer fa contenant, nl le fetar au fau, nife conserver a das la
r hoig da ka portaa das anfanis p
PﬁEmERS 30INS: Encasa Jﬂﬂon ne pes fale vorli £n cas de sontacl avec s yous, bis
consuller immediatement un m
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FL EXAB AR 1969 RUTGERS UNIVERSITY BOULEVARD, LAKEWOOD, NJ 08701
®

TELEPHONE < 732-901-6500 FAX e 732-301-8504

Date: j/gz /‘9%
ft 705~ B0S7L 70

The following facsimile transmission consists of
Attention-  Barbara Purcell
T Front End Processing Staff
Information Services Branch _
- Program Mgmt and Support Divison
US EPA

{page(s) including this cover.

- Per our telephene conversation a few minutes ago:

We are trying to get a distributor number for our Aquagard product, which contains
Bioshield, as stated in our distributor application.

Please note that our US EPA number is 9339 and Bioshield’s EPA number is 754-97-6.
So, please let us know what the NEW Distributor Number will be.

Attached please find application we received from you yesterday, which has only
the Bioshield number handwritten on it. It should be followed by the Distributor
assigned number.

Please let us know as soon as possible and fax it back to us.

Yours truly,

Techical Director ‘)

MANUFACTURING: CHEMISTS—PRCDUCT AND! PHUCESS:‘, DEVELGPMENT

%



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 2
290 Broadway, 25th Floor
New York, New York 10007-1866

IN THE MATTER OF: : Docket No. FIFRA-02-2008-5120

Flexabar Corporation
and
Flexdel Corporation,

Respondents.
Proceeding Under the Federal

Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act, as amended.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

David F. Michelman, Esquire, hereby certifies that he served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing Respondents’, Flexabar Corporation and Flexdel Corporation, Motion for Extension of
Time to answer the Administrative Complaint via United States Mail, first class, postage prepaid,
to the following:

Naomi Shapiro, Esq.
Assistant Regional Counsel
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
290 Broadway, 16™ floor
New York, NY 10007-1866

Helen Ferrara
Administrative Law Judge
290 Broadway, 17th Floor

New York, NY 10007-1866



Regional Hearing Clerk
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
290 Broadway, 16" floor
New York, NY 10007-1866

Dated: September 17, 2008 MICHELMAN & BRICKER

David F. Michelman, Esquire
Michelman & Bricker, P.C.

2207 Chestnut Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 557-9440

(215) 557-9450 facsimile

Counsel for Respondents, Flexabar
Corporation and Flexdel Corporation




