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IN THE MATTER OF ) !
- B F“Goodrich Company, S T DocketvNo.; —TSCA—95 009
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Respondent _
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ORDER TO ‘SHOW CAUSE WHY THE COMPLAINANT :
SHOULD NOT BE FOURD IN DEFAULT AND" THE COMPLAINT
L o DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE :
l B .
‘ By order dated August S; 1995 the: underslgned lssued an .
- order establishing procedures -and deadllnesz The parties were
~given time to resolve this matter . by settlement. If a settlement
could not be reached by Deceftber 5, 1995, the,partles were:
gdlrected to flle.thelr initial prehearlng exchanges on January 5,
' 1996.°"-To keép.me apprised.of the partles'léettlement efforts

vl

the Complainant wWas, required to file by Noveémber 21, 1995;:
statement as to the status of settlement dlécUSSLOns.

ReVLEW of the flles show that the Compialnant never
submitted the required statis report. The Complainant also .
. failed to submit:its prehearing exchange.« ‘N6 motions were.eVer :
.filed by the Complalnant requestlng an extenSLOn of the '
"deadlihes. : S _ »

'vaInWthls pr ceedlng the. Federal governmént charges th .
- Respofident Wwith'Vioclations of the Toxic Substaiice Control:A&t,
U.S./Cii§’ 2615(afnﬁénd the EPA Yegulationd’‘idsued thereundé#i Th
EPA leViad :these: arges against the Respondent in a Complddfit -
filed: danuary 20 995, - If:the cHse ¢ould Hot: be settled“*'he
_August’5 order requifed ‘the EPA td produte;!iby : '
prehearing exchange its-ilst -of witnesses
documents intend

na- copies ‘of
“to"be produced at trié ﬁo prove lts
ailed to ‘do . so.-;... -

S The EPA's own ules-acknowledge Compiainant's responsibility
- and bufden ‘in! thig Matter, The Complainafnt has the Burdéh 6f
-going ‘forward withyand '6f proving that the:{iolation bccurtéd: as
rth”in theEomplaint - 'and’ that the proposed civil- pé_ﬁ&lty
_40 Cif "‘S 22‘24 The&EPA 8. rulesigugt er .
b 1t : Fisafkeri o

: ppropfiaté{
i;motion B pot




The Reapbndéﬁt‘wae als Jrequired td ‘submit-an initiai

prehearing exchange on Januaty 5, 1996. “However; Responde
. failure to file doés not carry similar conaéquencee. ‘The::

Reéspondent retalﬂs ‘its’ Btatiitory right to pfesent: rebuttal

_ev;dence and/or %o pursue its caae through cross—examlnatio
i i ."

“on" or beforé Harch 5, 1996, the Complalnant is dlrected to

show. cause why. ité . complaint:should rot be ‘dismissed with™ ="
prejudice for failure to comply with the August 5, 1995 ofdes -

Respondent’s answer, if any,, to the Complalnant'a reaponae”éha11 
be filed on -or béfore March 19, 1996. :
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EiChlEf Adminlstrative Law ;udqé'

A 'jthe‘Complaint, theqkespondent exerciﬁ_dfvts-'
va héaring.«in ac?orddnbe ‘with ~§ - 5545 6f:the
Eeduré Aét' (APA)a (15, ths:fh S 2615(&}(2&“\):

 .defense’ by, )
.. —evidend and tOH&pg ' ':,”-'_' _
- for:arfull 'anditfue dieclbaui-e ‘of ‘theifAbtdibi 15 Uigor sggs lv
i 34 Lhé_kébpoﬁdbﬁﬂ has: the Flght €y stelf agaiﬁét‘--‘&ﬁﬁ ‘EBA
.-;__'_---.charg‘e_ ‘J‘bY Nayretial; téot e eff{dence ,réﬁqti:_a % Wideiise: 6F3%
- xarq'__,ﬂatid_ rtHe EPAYS witndssés tiib s iéntie]
" ; _pufsué itgidetenbdi® s
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: I Certif ‘that the forégo;ng OrdethO{Show Cause Why Hhe
Complaihant Shou d:Not Be Found In Default® pnd The 'Complaifnt =
Dismissed With P¥éjudice, dated Februaty!14, 1996, wae aeht”in
:the follow;ng manner to the addressees 1isted below:
: W : N
,-Reglonal Hearlng Clerk . - .
S ) I Environmental Protectlon
) Agency, Reglon 5
77 HWest Jackson’ Boulevard
--Chlcago, ILI 60604 '

‘

{ Janice Loughlln, Esq. :

- _Assistant: Regidnal Counsel :
U S. Env1tonmental Protection
Agency; ! Reglon 5 -

. acksof Boulevard
-'Chlcago,i

*}Hary E.’ Schuih,”Es CoT

' Senior EnVirohmental Couneel
‘The B.F: . G8odFich Company
3925 Embaaé?_iarkway
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g
TR
AT

tibﬁ;f

f?401 M Stféét;;s.w.
oWashlngﬁoﬂ -DsG_




