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INTRODUCTION

1. Granite Rock Company (now known as “Graniterock’Qnlawfully

polluting the Pajaro River by violating the NatibRallutant Discharge
Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit that governssiawvater discharges from
the company’s A.R. Wilson Quarry (“Quarry”) in Aras, California.

Graniterock is violating its permitriits on discharges of total dissolved solids

aluminum, iron, and molybdenum. Graniterock i®al®lating the permit’s

pollutant monitoring requirements. By violating NPDES permit, Graniterock|i

violating the federal Clean Water Act (“CWA?).

2. The Pajaro River flows into Monterey Bay in the ifa®©cean.
Monterey Bay and the Pajaro Riweatershedire heavily used for public
recreation. People swim, kayak, and fish in tharm®zRiver, and engage in othe
recreational activitiesr andalong its bankand tributaries The river is habitat
for a variety of species, including species ligteder the federal Endangered
Species Act, such as the Sohntral California Coast steelhead and the
California redlegged frog.

3. The Pajaro River is polluted, and this pollutiomdiishes the enjoyme
that the public (including members of plaintiffs\ilonment California and
California Sportfishing Protection Alliance) derssfom the Pajaro River.
Graniterock’s NPDES permit violations contributethcs pollution.

4. Environment California and California SportfishiRgotection Alliance
(collectively, “Citizen Groups”), noprofit environmental organizations, bring
this enforcement suit on behalf of their membensl (&ith respect to claims ove
monitoring violationspn their own behalf) to prevent and redress Greottes
ongoing violations of the permit and the CWA. T&ust is authorized under
Section 505 of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1365, commadmigwn as the CWA'’s
“citizen suit” provision. This is a public intetdawsuit, not a suit for damages.
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JURISDICTION, VENUE, DIVISIONAL ASSIGNMENT, AND NOT ICE

5. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction oves tction pursuant to 383
U.S.C. 8§ 1365(a)(1) and 28 U.S.C. § 1331.
6. Venue lies in this District under 33 U.S.C. § 13§8() because the

Quarry is located within this District.

7. Pursuant to Civil L.R. 2(e), this case should be assigned to the Sal

—

Jose Division.
8. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2201(a), this Court mayeissdeclaratory
judgment finding that Graniterock has violatedNBBDES permit and the CWA,
and determining the number of days of violationar@erock has committed.
Injunctiverelief is authorized pursuant to 33 U.S.C. § 135%ad civil penalties
are authorized pursuant to 33 U.S.C. § 1319(d).
9. On February 3, 2026, counsel for the Citizen Graupsed a letter (the
“Notice Letter,” a copy of which is attached as Bbthl and is incorporated by
reference herein) by certified mail, return recegmuested, to the following, eac
of whom receivedhe Notice Letter (a copy of each return receigitiached as
part of Exhibit 3):
a. The Chief Executive Officer of Graniterock, Petenton.
b. The Graniterock A.R. Wilson Quarry Manager, Nick vzel.
c. The Graniterock Director of Environmental ComplianReed Carter.
d. The Graniterock Registered Agent, Kevin Jeffery.
e. The Administrator of the Environmental Protectiogeficy (“EPA”),
Lee Zeldin.
f. The Acting Regional Administrator of EPA RegionMike Martucci.
g. The Executive Director of the California State Wd&esources Contro
Board(“State Board”) Eric Oppenheimer.
h. The Executive Officer for the California Regionab¥r Quality Contro|
Board, Central Coast Region (“Regional Board”), Ryadge.
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10. The Notice Letter was reviewed by Lisa Cole, Cldempliance and

Litigation Officer for Graniterock.

11. The Notice Letter satisfies the CWA'’s pgait notice requirements, as

set forth in 33 U.S.C. 8§ 1365(b)(1)(A) and 40 C.i8SR.35.3.

12. Citizen Groups will serve a copy of this Complantthe U.S. Attorney

General and the Administrator of the EPA, pursta®3 U.S.C. § 1365(c)(3).
PARTIES

Environment California

13. Environment California, Inc., is a California npnofit corporation with
over 22000 members throughout the state.

14. Environment California is a “person” within the nm@ag of 33 U.S.C. §
1362(5), which defines “person” under the CWA tolurde “corporation.”

15. Environment California advocates for clean airaolevater, clean
energy, wildlife and open spaces, and a livableatian As part of this work,
Environment California advocates for the preseoratind restoration of the
coastal waters and rivers of @Gainia.

16. Among other activities in pursuit of these goalsyifEonment California
researches and distributes analytical reports omamaental issues, advocates
before legislative and administrative bodies, catslpublic education, and
pursues public interest litigation on behalf ofriembers.

17. Environment California has members who live, retaear spend time
or near the Pajaro River and areas downstreanedttarry, or who would do s
if those areas were less polluted.

18. Environment California brings this suit on behdlfte members who ai
adversely affected by Graniterock’s violations.

19. Environment California also brings this suit onatgn behalf regarding

Graniterock’s monitoring and reporting violatiomg)ich adversely affect
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Environment California’s activities in pursuit a$ igoals to research and distribute

analytical reports on environmental issues anatwlact public education.
California Sportfishing Protection Alliance

20. California Sportfishing Protection Allian€eCSPA”) is a California

nonprofit corporatiorwith 1,000members throughout the state, including
affiliated fishing clubs

21. CSPAis a “person” within the meaning of 33 U.S.C. 1332(hich
defines “person” under the CWA to includeotporation’

22. CSPAwas established in 1983 for the purpose of consgyvestoring,
and enhancing the state’s water quality, wildlihel fishery resources, aquatic
ecosystems, and associated riparian habitats.

23. Among other activities in pursuit of these go&lSPAactively seeks
federal, state, and local agency implementatioenefronmental regulations anc
statutes, routinely participates in administrawel judicial proceedings, and
directly initiates enforcement actions on behalitedlf and its members taqiect
public trust resources.

24. CSPAhas members who live, recreate, or spend time near the
Pajaro River and areas downstream of the Quarmyhorwould do so if those
areas were less polluted.

25. CSPADbrings this suit on behalf of its members who aheeasely
affected by Graniterock’s violations.

26. CSPAalso brings this suit on its own behalf regardirrgriiterock’s
monitoring and reporting violations, which adveysaffect CSPA’s Stop
Stormwater Pollution campaign that relies on thieliptavailability of adequate

monitoring and reporting programs tlaaeé filed in true and correct reports.
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Granite Rock Company

27. Graniterock is a construction materials and cotitrgacorporation base
in Watsonville, California. Graniterock has operas throughout the San
Francisco Bay area and the Central Coast.

28. The CWA defines “person” to include “corporatio83 U.S.C. §
1362(5). Graniterock is a “person” within the miegnof the CWA.

29. Graniterock operates the Quarry.
30. Graniterock owns the Quarry.
31. The discharge of process wastewater, stormwateungiwater, and

specified pollutants (collectively, “wastewaterfdifn the Quarry in Aromas,
California, is governed by NPDES permit No. CAOOBSZ“Permit”). The
Quarry encompasses over 1,000 acres. The Peguitates discharges from 43
acres of the Quarry.

BACKGROUND ON THE CLEAN WATER ACT

The Clean Water Act Limits Pollution By “Point Sources”

32. The objective of the CWA “is to restore and maintéie chemical,
physical, and biological integrity of the Natiom&ter.” 33 U.S.C. § 1251(a).
33. Dischargers of wastewater from a “point source” naltain and
comply with permits issued under the NPDES progafederal program
established in Section 402 of the CWA, 33 U.S.C3821 In California, the
NPDES program is administered by the State Boatichare Regional Water
Quiality Control Boards, subject to the oversightief EPA.

34. The CWAdefines‘point source™o include “any discernable, confinec
and discrete conveyance, including, but not limttedany pipe.” 33 U.S.C. §
1362.

35. An NPDES discharge permit contains limits on thexidarge of

allowable pollutants and contains pollutant momigrand reporting requiremen
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36. The discharge of any pollutant in violation of aRDES permit is
prohibited by Section 301(a) of the CWA, 33 U.8A.311(a), and is thus a
violation of the CWA.

Congress Has Authorized Federal Courts To Enforce e Clean Water Act

37. The CWA authorizes a citizen to bring an enforcenaetion against
any person who violates “an effluent standardrortétion” designed to protect 4
waterway when the citizen has an interest thadlvesely affected by the
violation. 33 U.S.C. § 1368}, (9).

38. “Effluent standard or limitation” includes any cotioh or requirement
of the CWA or of an NPDES permit. 33 U.S.C. 8 1865
39. The CWA grants jurisdiction to United States DudtCourts to enforce

effluent standards or limitations, by issuing irgtians and imposing civil
penalties, and to award costs of litigation tazeiti plaintiffs. 33 U.S.C. 8§
1365(a) (d).
40. To facilitate citizen oversight of water pollutiamd to encourage the
filing of citizen enforcement suits, the CWA reasrthe monitoring of pollution
discharges and makes the monitoring data avaitalitee public.33 U.S.C8
1318.

THE A.R. WILSON QUARRY AND “QUARRY LAKE”

41. Graniterock mines, processes, and stockpiles gramtk aggregates at
the Quarry.
42. Graniterock aggregates are used as basic construnaterials and as

feed materials in ogite and offsite asphalt and concrete manufacturing plants.

43. A “Quarry Storage Reservoir,” also known as “Qudrake,” is located
at the Quarry.
44, From time to time, Quarry Lake receives stormwater.

45, From time to time, Quarry Lake receives processeveser.
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46. From time to time, Quarry Lake receives groundwatan an onrsite

well named Orchard Well.

47. From time to time, Quarry Lake receives rainwater.

48. From time to time, Quarry Lake receives pollutardstained in

stormwater, process wastewater, and groundwater @occhard Well
GRANITEROCK DISCHARGES POLLUTION FROM QUARRY LAKE

TO THE PAJARO RIVER WHEN QUARRY LAKE IS OVER -
CAPACITY

49, From time to time, Graniterock discharges watemfiQuarry Lake.

Discharges occur at Discharge Point 001.

50. Discharges from Quarry Lake occur as follows: @&emack pumps
water from the surface of Quarry Lake to a concreft&forced bank. That water
then flows into the Pajaro River.

51. Discharges from Quarry Lake occur after rain evéms cause Quarry
Lake to fill beyond its capacity.

52. Upon information and belief, prior to the issuant¢he Permit in 2017
Graniterock informed the Regional Board that disgha from Quarry Lake occur
only after significant rain events, when water awalation exceeds storage
capacity.

53. Prior to the issuance of the Permit in 2017, Geaoitk informed the
Regional Board that it projected one discharge efrem Quarry Lake per year

lasting four to five days with a maximum daily discge of approximately sevel

—

to eight million gallons.

54. EPA Region 9 conducted an inspection of the Quamryuly 31, 2024.
Graniterock representatives stated to EPA Regiaro@nd that time that typically
Graniterock will begin to discharge in Decembeeathe wet season starts and

will continuously disclrge until early April when the wet season has dnde
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55. Pollutants that are in Quarry Lake water when Quiake is filled
beyond capacity can be discharged from Dischargd PO1.

56. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigigg December
15, 2021, and ending February 2, 2022, for a tdt&Dalays of consecutive
discharge.

57. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigigg December
12, 2022, and ending April 4, 2023, for a total@# days of consecutive
discharge.

58. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigigp January 2,
2024, and ending on April 17, 2024, for a totall66 days of consecutive
discharge.

59. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigiep February 10

2025, and ending April 16, 2025, for a total ofd&#s of consecutive discharge|

60. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigigg December
30, 2025, through February 4, 2026, for a totd3’bflays of consecutive
discharge.
61. Graniterock discharged water from Quarry Lake beigigp on February
18, 2026, through at least February 28, 2026,abkiedate for which information
publicly available at the time of the filing of hComplaint, for a total of 11 day
of consecutive idcharge. Upon information and belief, becausentsieseason a
the Quarry did not end on February 28, 2026, thaltdoe additional discharges
from Quarry Lake in early 2026.
62. Graniterock has dischargedd continues to dischardessolved solids,
aluminum, iron, and molybdenum from Quarry Lake.

GRANITEROCK'S PERMIT AND ITS REQUIREMENTS
63. Discharge Point 001 is a “point source” as defime83 U.S.C. §
1362(14).
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64. Because Discharge Point 001 is a point sourceCYNA requires that it
discharges be subject to an NPDES permit.

65. The Quarry has been regulated by an NPDES persuoigtsby the
Regional Board since at least May 18, 1984.

66. The Regional Board issued the Permit, which istlest recent iteratior
of the NPDES permit for the Quarry, on Septembe2P17.
67. The Permit became effective on December 1, 2017.

68. The Permit expired on June 3, 2022. Graniterogiieg for a new
permit within the time required by EPA regulatioAs a result, even though the
Regional Board has not yet issued a revised NPHE®ipfor the Quarry, by lav
the existing version is stiéffective.

69. Upon information and belief, Graniterock believiesrniderstands the
terms of its Permit.

70. Upon information and belief, Graniterock understaticat a violation of
its Permit is a violation of the Clean Water Act.

Numerical Effluent Limitations

71. The Permit sets numerical discharge limits on aepallutant
parameters. Certain numerical limits are expreaseadaily maximum, and

certain others are expressed as a monthly average.

72. Violation of a monthly average limit means that @tarock violated the

Permit for each day of that month on which a disgaccurred. For example,
violation of a monthly average during a January nel@raniterock discharges
every day counts as 31 dayfsviolation, and a violation of a monthly average
during a December where Graniterock discharges/elar beginning on
December 21 counts as 11 days of violation.

73. The Permit's Table 4, titled “Effluent Limitatiorisncludes the

following monthly average numerical limits on Disecbe Point 001:

-10-
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74.

Pollutant Limit

TDS 1,000 mg/Lt
Aluminum J2/
Iron J /
Molybdenum J /

Section VII.G.14 of Attachment D to the Permit reqs that, when one

sample reflects a violation of a monthly averaget|iat least three additional

samples be taken to calculate a monthly averagéalige of TDS, aluminum,

iron, and molybdenum. THexecutive Director of the Regional Board can allo

less frequent sampling to determine a monthly ayeed these pollutants, but hq

has not.

75.

The Permit limits suspended sediments in dischdrges Discharge

Point 001. Footnote 2 to the Permit’'s Table 4 utes:

76.

The following shall apply for the suspended seditmémitation:

* For a discharge duration of 1 day (24 hoursges|the suspended
sediments concentration (SSC) cannot exceed 1,807. m

* For a discharge duration of 2 days (48 hourg) 38C cannot exceed 66
mg/L for both days.

* For a discharge duration of 2 to 14 days (4839 3ours), the SSC canng
exceed 244 mg/L for each day.

* For a discharge duration of 14 to 49 days (336,136 hours), the SSC
cannot exceed 90 mg/L for each day.

* For a discharge duration of greater than 49 @ays6 hours), the SSC
cannot exceed 90 mg/L for each day.

The only way for Graniterock to determine whethas complying with

the SSC limits for each day of discharge, as pexvid Footnote 2 to the Permit

Table 4, is to sample for the concentration of ®8@ach day of discharge.

1 Milligrams per liter
2 Micrograms per liter (parts per billion)

-11-
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77. The Permit authorizes Graniterock to dischargeoua@00,000 gallons
of wastewater per day from Discharge Point 001.

Reporting Requirements

78. The Permit requires Graniterock to submit the tesaflits effluent
monitoring at Discharge Point 001 to the Regionadu8 on monthly Self
Monitoring Reports, known as SMRs.

79. The Permit requires Graniterock to submit SMRh@$tate Board’s
California Integrated Water Quality System Prograebsite (also known as the
California eSMR website)n a monthly basis

80. The Permit requires Graniterock to submit a cogtet to the SMR tha

includes information that “shall clearly identifyolations of the waste discharge

requirements; discuss corrective actions takenasmed; and the proposed time

schedule for corrective actions.”

81. EPA reporting requirements require that Granitemdbmit discharge
monitoring reports (“DMRs”) that are similar to SMRs

82. SMRs and DMRs must be certified by a Graniterodiciad under the
penalty of law and are publicly available.

83. In its SMRs and DMRs, Graniterock is required foomt the dates on
which it discharges to the Pajaro River. In itsf8vand DMRs, Graniterock do

report the dates on which it discharges to the Bd&jarer.

84. A Graniterock official certifies SMRs and DMRs undlee penalty of
law.
85. Graniterock’s SMRs and DMRs indicate that onceegibs discharging

wastewater into the Pajaro River during a wet sgagaily discharges continue
for weeks, usually until discharges for that wetssm conclude.
86. Graniterock’s SMRs and DMRs contain informationtioa levels of

certain pollutants in Graniterock’s discharges fitva Quarry and on other wate

guality indicators.

-12-
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GRANITEROCK HABITUALLY VIOLATES THE PERMIT, AND
GOVERNMENT HAS NOT SECURED COMPLIANCE

87. Since the issuance of the Permit in 2017, Grargtehas committed

over one thousand violations of the Permit’s nuoadimits.
88. Graniterock has committed no fewer than the foltayunumbers of

violations of the Permit’'s numerical limits for tlgears indicated:

Year Numerical Limit
Violations
2021 34
2022 102
2023 239
2024 275
2025 166
2026 108
Total: 924
89. Since 2018, Graniterock and the Regional Board leatered into four

separate settlement agreements, each of which adpuosnetary penalties for
some of Graniterock’s violations of the Permit démel CWA. Each settlement
contains a list of violations afumerical limits.

90. In its 2018 Administrative Civil Liability (“ACL”)Order No. R®018
0046, the Regional Board imposed $18,000 in peysattn Graniterock for

violations of 5 monthly average limits and 1 dargximum limit.

91. In its 2022 ACL Order No. R20220030, the Regional Board imposé
$27,000 in penalties on Graniterock for violati@i® monthly average limits.
92. In its 2024 ACL Order No. R20240032, the Regional Board imposs

$51,000 in penalties on Graniterock for violatiafd 7 monthly average limits.

-13-
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93. In its 2025 ACL Order No. R20250051, the Regional Board impose
$42,000 in penalties on Graniterock for violati@id3 monthly average limits
and 1 daily maximum limit.

94. California Water Code (“CWC”) section 13385, subsiions (h) and (i)
require the Regional Board to assess mandatonytjgenaf at least $3,000 per
violation for specified serious and chronic effluémit and reporting violations.
Subdivision (c) prowes that penalties may be imposed administratively

95. CWC section 13385, subdivision (e) requires thajt‘d minimum,
liability shall be assessed at a level that recottee economic benefits, if any,
derived from the acts that constitute the violation

96. The California Environmental Protection Agency’'20tate Water

Resources Control Board Water Quality Enforcemefht§? provides:

When liability is imposed under Water Code secfiBB885, Water Boards arg

statutorily obligated to recover, at a minimum,ebnomic benefit to the
violator as a result of the violation. Consisteithwhe principles of fairness
expressed herein, thi®licy extends the requirement to recover a mininadin
all economic benefit plus 10 percent to all didoredry ACL actions, except
when decision makers make specific, evidelmased or policsbased findings
or both, under Step 7, Other Factors as Jastiay Require. Under no
circumstances shall the decision makers imposabdity that is below the
economic benefit amount when liability is imposedier Water Code section
13385.
97. Graniterock’s four most recent ACL orders total $,080: $3,000 each
for 46 violations.
98. Upon information and belief, Graniterock derivedaper than $138,00(
of economic benefit from its violations of the Pa@rsnumerical effluent limits.
99. Since the issuance of the Permit in 2017, Grarstehas committed
hundreds of violations of the Permit's samplinguiegments. These sampling
requirements must be followed in order to validlgmtor compliance with the

Permit.
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100. The Regional Board has never taken any enforceawtian for
violations of the Permit's sampling requirementsT®S, aluminum, iron,
molybdenum, or SSC (collectively, “Monitoring Rerpments”).
101. As of the time of the filing of this Complaint, tieer EPA, the State
Board, nor the Regional Board is diligently progewya civil or criminal action
against Graniterock in a court of the United States state to require complian
with any of the #luent standards or limitations or tivonitoring Requirements
that are the subject of the Claim For Relief below.
102. As of the date of the service of the Notice Letteither EPA, the Statg
Board, nor the Regional Board had commenced anrastnaitive action to
penalize Graniterock for Monitoring Requirementslaiions set forth in the
Notice Letter.
103. No governmental agency has taken enforcement astifficient to
assure that Graniterock will comply with the Peramtl the CWA. In practice, t
settlement agreements between Graniterock andegmial Board have been
tantamount to a “pay to pollutsystem.

GRANITEROCK ILLEGALLY DISCHARGES HARMFUL

POLLUTANTS INTO THE PAJARO RIVER

104. Graniterock has violated the Permit's monthly agerbmits on TDS,

aluminum, iron, and molybdenum.

105. The Pajaro River is part of the designated critiaditat for the South
Central California Coasteelhead, a distinct population segment that tedigs
threatened under the federal Endangered Species Act

106. The SouthCentral California Coasteelhead is at risk of extinction.
The aquatic harms identified below contribute ts tisk of extinction.

107. The Pajaro River is also part of the designatddtatihabitat for other
endangered and threatened species, such as thari@alredlegged frog, the
Santa Cruz longoed salamander, and the northern tidewater goby.
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108. The 2024 Water Quality Control Plan for the Cen@ahst Basin
(“Basin Plan”)designates a variety of historical, present, artdmi@l beneficial
uses of the Pajaro River, including water contack morwater contact recreatio
cold fresh water habitat, warm fresh water habit@dlife habitat, migration of
aquatic organismsnd spawning, reproduction, and/or early develogmen
1009. Once beneficial uses are recognized, the RegiooatdBcan establish
compatible water quality standards, and the lef/&leatment necessary to
maintain the standards and ensure the continudrmneficial uses.

A. Total Dissolved Solids.

110. A TDS measurement represents the total of all oogamdl inorganic

material dissolved in a particular quantity of watin stream water, TDS often
consists of sodium, sulfates, and chlorides, anuthgr constituents. The
measurement of TDS is closeBlated to measurements of salinity and
conductivity.

111. Aquatic organisms can only survive at appropriatels of TDS
(salinity, conductivity) because those factors &ftbeir respiratory surfaces tha
regulate nutrient ion uptake and osmotic balaineaddition, early life stages af

more sensitive to gher TDS levels.

112. The measurement of TDS is especially importaneimyiting scenarios

where, as with the Permit, there are no numericald for many of the pollutants
commonly comprising TDS. The Permit contains nmartcal limits on sodium,
sulfate, and chloride.

113. The Pajaro River is on the “303(d) List” of impalrevater bodies, kst
which the State is required to compile under Sac3@3(d) of the CWA, 33
U.S.C. § 1313(y due to sodium and chloride pollution.

114. The BasinPlanincludes surface water quality objectives for tlagalFo
River. Surface water quality objectives are baseg@reservation of existingater
guality or water quality enhancement believed a#hle following control of
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point sources. At the Chittenden section, thei@ecelevant to Graniterock, tho
objectives are:

a. TDS: 1,000 mg/L;

b. Chloride: 250 mg/L;

c. Sulfate: 250 mg/L; and

d. Sodium: 200 mg/L.
115. The concentrations of TDS, chloride, sulfate, apdiuem in the Pajaro
River frequently exceed the concentrations desgghas surface water quality
objectives.
116. Graniterock’s monitoring results show that disclegrfom the Quarry
exceed the surface water quality objective conediotrs for TDS, sulfate, and
sodium in most, if not all, discharges.
117. For example, in December 2025, Graniterock’s momigpresults
showed the following concentrations:

a. TDS: 2,200 mg/L;

b. Sulfate: 1,300 mg/L; and

c. Sodium: 310 mg/L.
118. Elevated sulfate levels can cause osmotic strefsshimnd lead to
mortality, gill damage, and reduced swimming cagyadProlonged fish exposur
to increased sulfate levels can also lead to odgamage, reduced growth, and
decreased reproduction.
1109. Elevated sodium levels can cause osmotic strefsshiand lead to
mortality, gill damage, and reduced swimming cagyadProlonged fish exposur
to increased sodium levels can also lead to orgamde, reduced growth, and
decreased reproduction.
B. Metals.
120. The Pajaro River is on the 303(d) List of impaivester bodies due to
aluminum pollution.
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121. Elevated aluminum levels can inhibit the abilityagfuatic life to
regulate ions, like salts, and to perform respigatonctions. Aluminum can
accumulate on the surface of a fish’s gills, legdmrespiratory dysfunction ang
possibly death. The hydroxides formed in watets Wigh aluminum can
smother eggs on the stream bottom and benthictelvates, creating an unfit
habitat.

122. Elevated iron levels can clog fish gills and caxespiratory distress,
including asphyxiation and death. Elevated irarele can also lead to oxidative
stress, organ damage, lethargy, reduced growthdeo@ased food sources for
fish. Other damagdnat has been observed on fish from high exposurerio
includes epithelia lifting with the formation oflsepithelial spaces, hypertrophy
and necrosis of epithelial cells, and lamellar uoptand fusion All of these
observations are consistent with exposure tomgilants.

123. Elevated levels of molybdenum can be toxic to aerfiah and aquatic
insect populations (on which fish feed). Acutelsthal exposure to molybdenu
has been shown to have physiological consequencéisti exposed even for or
brief periods.

C. Suspended Sediment.

124. The Pajaro River is on the 303(d) List of impaivester bodies due to
sedimentation/siltation pollution.

125. On May 3, 2007, EPA approved the Regional Boardjai® River

Sediment Total Maximum Daily Load that was drafteéddress anthropogenid

watershed disturbances that have accelerateddemerand sedimentation in th
Pajaro River.

126. Excessive sediment in rivers can alter stream geamatogy, changing
ratios of pools to riffles and width to depth, alslo impacting stream ecology &

water quality. Excessive fine sediment loads dtar aubstrate and water colun
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conditions, and can influence the survival of aguatganisms by clogging and
damaging respiratory organs.
GRANITEROCK'S VIOLATIONS OF THE PERMIT AND CWA

127. Graniterock’s violations of the Permit’s limits féDS, aluminum, iron,

and molybdenum are set forth in detail in the Notietter attachederetoas
Exhibit 1, the Table of Additional Violations Sintdee Notice Letter attached
heretoas Exhibit 2, and in the Claim For Relief belowhislinformation is baseq
on publicly available data for December 2021 thfo&gbruary 2026. The
numerical limits are taken from the Permit’'s Tadjditled “Effluent Limitations.”
For each violation of these parametég, following information is provided in
the violation tables: (a) the date on which thdation occurred; (b) the applicak
limit; (c) the reported discharge; (d) the appliealnit of measurement for the
permitted limit and the reported discharge; (e)rthmber of days of violation,
based on the number of days of discharge duringraghmin which a monthly limi
violation occurred; and (f) the percentage by whidehreported discharge
exceeded the permitted limit. All violations arelations of monthly limits, and
the source of all information is the California eBMebsite.

128. Graniterock’s violations of the Permit's MonitorifRequirements are S
forth in detail in the Notice Letter attachlkdretoas Exhibit 1 and in the Claim
For Relief Below. This information is based on loclp available data for
December 2021 through February 2026. The datesl lan which discharges
begin, discharges end, and on which Graniterodeas| discharge samplase all
taken from the monthly SMR reports that are lisiadhe California eSMR
website.

129. In the Notice Letter, the Citizen Groups stateflydu believe any of th
information in this letter is incorrect, if you li®le you are complying with the
Permit and the Clean Water Act, or if you woulceltio discuss any other aspec
this matter,’please contact the Citizen Groups’ attorney. Tte,daraniterock ha
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not told the Citizen Groups that any of the infotimrain the Notice Letter is
incorrect or that it was complying with the Peranithe CWA.

130. Graniterock is able to determine whether the infitram in Tables 1 an

2 of the Notice Letter and the Table of AdditioNablations is accurate by cross

referencing that information with the SMRs it sutsmo the Regional Board

under penalty oflaw. On information and belief, Graniterock has mbbrmed the

Regional Board that any information in the SMRsa$ submitted is inaccurate.
Graniterock Director of Environmental ComplianceeRe&arter certifies that the
SMRs that Graniterock submitsttee Regional Board are true, accurate, and
complete.

131. The information in Table 1 of the Notice Letteaiscurate.

132. The information in Table 2 of the Notice Letteraiscurate.

133. The information in the Table of Additional Violatie Since the Notice
Letter is accurate.

134. Graniterock has not taken the necessary stepstoethat its
discharges of TDS, aluminum, iron, and molybdenuthoomply with the

Permits discharge limits. As a result (and alssedaupon the history and

regularity of violations), upon informaticaand belief, Graniterock will continue {

violate these Permit limits after the date this @taimt is filed.
135. Graniterock will likely have to address the capapitoblem at Quarry

Lake and/or improve treatment of the wastewatedisitharges in order to ensure

compliance with its Permit limits for TDS, aluminumon, and molybdenum.
GRANITEROCK'S VIOLATIONS HARM CITIZEN GROUPS’
MEMBERS AND THE CITIZEN GROUPS THEMSELVES

136. Numerous water access points are located alongajaeo River

between the Quarry and the Pajaro River's connetdidionterey Bay, including

parks, public boat launches, and picnic areas.
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137. Members of the public, including members of thazéit Groups,
regularly kayak and fish in the Pajaro River anelg¢hrrounding watersheds.
138. Citizen Groups’ members recreate in and near tigdRiver, and
Citizen Groups and their members work to understamttlimprove its water
guality. These activities are adversely affectg@lbaniterock’s discharges in
violation of the Permit and Graniterock’s failucedomply with the Permit’s
Monitoring Requirements.

1309. Environment California member Natalie HerendeeahésExecutive
Director of Monterey Waterkeeper. Among othenatiéis, Ms. Herendeen
participates in river cleanups along the PajareRdownstream of the Quarry.
On May 17, 2025, Ms. Herendeen helgéehn the Pajaro River at Murphy Rog
in Watsonville, and she plans to return this M&yior to joining Monterey
Waterkeeper, Ms. Herendeen was the Executive Diractd Attorney for the
Center for Community Advocacy in Salinas and Paj&teys from2021 to
2024. Ms. Herendeen is concerned about the potligaels in the Pajaro River
She dedicates personal and professional time émiclg up trash and debris froj
the Pajaro River and its banks, but her knowleddheinvisible pollution of the
Pajaro River’s waters is a constant interferench har efforts to improve water
guality in the Pajaro. Ms. Herendeen also enjbgsRajaro River recreationally
for the diversity of rare and vulnerable specied thcurrently supports or has
suppored in the past, but she is concerned that Grack&r@ollution harms
these species and therefore decreases the likdlthad she will encounter these
species in their native habitat. Ms. Herendeendsg lover and would like to
take her dogs to theajaro River, but she avoids taking her dogs thecatse sh
knows they will try to drink from the river or swim the water and she is
concerned about the harm that pollutants in ther rimcluding those discharged
by Graniterock, could cause her dogs. Ms. Heramdgends to continue her

efforts to clean up the Pajaro River and the surdog waters, and to enjoy the
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Pajaro River recreationally, but Graniterock’s pbtn disrupts these efforts ant
this recreation. She would be more at ease, gog Ber cleanup efforts and
other local recreation more, if Graniterock’s pbtla was decreased.

140. CSPA and Environment California member Dr. DevoarBe is the
Lead Scientist at Friends of the Rivédr. Pearse has studied rainbow trout an
steelhead populations on the Pajaro River, and siemayed many parts of the
Pajaro Rivewatershedecreationally, from the river mouth at Zmudowstats
Beach, to upland tributaries like Uvas and LlageseKs. His recreational
activities in and around the local creeks and sweclude hiking, kayaking, and
snorkeling, where he observes fish, wateld) native snakes, and toads.
Pearse is concerned about the pollutant levelsarPgjaro River and the pacts
of pollution on his recreation and the health & Bajaro’s aquatic environment
He is aware of Graniterock’s pollutant discharges i@ concerned about the
impact of this pollution on his recreational enjaymhof the Pajarwatershedind
the Pajaro’s ability to support a thriving ecosystier him to observe and enjoy
Dr. Pearse intends to continue his recreationabtifee Pajaro Rivewatershed
but he would do so more frequentind he would enjoy his recreational use aj
observation moréd Graniterock’s pollution was decreased.

141. Other members of the Citizen Groups fish in thefaRiver, or fish in
the surrounding waters and would fish in the Pakixer if water quality and fist
productivity were improved. Citizen Groups’ mendalso fish for the
anadromous Sout@entral Cafornia Coassteelhead in other areas of the largs
Monterey Bay watershed. Impacts to steelheadlaidhabitat in the Pajaro
River negatively affect the ability of steelheadtovive and reproduce in the
Pajaro River, which in turn negatively impathe likelihood that steelhead fron
the Pajaro River will later stray to other, cleam&arby rivers, where Citizen
Groups’ members more frequently fish.
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142. Other members of the Citizen Groups recreate alomdpanks of the
Pajaro River and the surrounding areas, includiegibers who enjolgayaking,
canoeing, and viewing and photographinggheounding nature and wildlife.
These members’ enjoyment of their recreation neaPiajaro is lessened by
Graniterock’s pollution and the impacts that patiathas on water quality and tl
health of the surrounding ecosystem.

143. Citizen Groups’ members are concerned that Grarukés CWA
violations pose a threat to public health and aquié in the area they recreate
work, and enjoy. Citizen Groups’ members wantRlagro River to be as clean
possible.

144. The ongoing actual and threatened harm to Citizeu®&’ members

would be redressed by an injunction, civil penattyother relief that prevents of

deters future violations of Graniterock’s Permitidry relief that remediates the
harm caused to the Pajaro River by Graniterock’Rtians.

145. The Citizen Groups monitor stormwater and wastewat#ution, and
those responsible for discharging pollutants inesgf legal limits. In order to
accurately assess pollution and polluters, andnmfihe public of the effects of
this pollution on tle health of California’s waters, the Citizen Grouogly on the
CWA'’s mandatory reporting requirements that mustiaele available to the
public.

146. When these publicly available reports are missmig@omplete, the
Citizen Groups’ abilities to assess water pollutloiCalifornia and inform the
public about pollution and water quality are impadlir

147. Graniterock’s failure to sample its dischargesatftequencies require
by the Permit results in gaps in the publicly aafal pollution information relate
to the Pajaro River. This missing information innpdhe Citizen Groups’ ability
to carry outheir missions to study water quality in Califoraiad to inform and
report to the public on water pollution in Califarand its impacts.
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148. The ongoing actual and threatened harm to theeitizroups and theit
abilities to carry out their missions would be ested by an injunction, civil
penalty, or other relief that prevents or detetarkiviolations of the Permit’s
Monitoring Requiremets.

CLAIM FOR RELIEF

149. Citizen Groups repeat, reallege, and incorporateeference each and

every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 thrdd@of this Complaint as if
fully set forth herein.

A. Violations of Numerical Total Dissolved Solids Limis

150. Table 1 of the Notice Letter sets forth violatimighe Permit’'s monthly

average limit for TDS for the period between DecentD21 and December 20
The Table of Additional Violations Since the Noticetter, attachetieretoas
Exhibit 2, sets forth violations of the Permit’s mibly average limits for TDS fot
the period between January 2026 and February 2026.

151. Graniterock violated the Permit’s monthly averagsgtlfor TDS for 14
months during the period between December 202¥Fabduary 2026.
Graniterock discharged on 390 days of the 14 manthdich it violated the
Permit’s monthly average limit for TDS, thereforea@iterock violated the
Permit’s limits for TDS for a total of 390 dayswblation between December
2021 and February 2026.

152. These violations are ongoing. The violations ddterein reflect
Graniterock’s discharges through February 28, 20#6last date for which such
information is publicly available as of the datetltitE Complaint. This claim
includes TDS monthly averagriolations occurring after those listed herein.
153. This claim is brought on behalf of Plaintiffs’ meearb.

B. Violations of Numerical Aluminum Limits

154. Table 1 of the Notice Letter sets forth violatimighe Permit’'s monthly

average limit for aluminum for the period betweezcBmber 2021 and DecemQ
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2025. The Table of Additional Violations Since tHetice Letter, attached as
Exhibit 2, sets forth violations of the Permit’s mtloly average limits for
aluminum for January 2026.

155. Graniterock violated the Permit’s monthly averagstlfor aluminum
for 7 months during the period between Decembefl 201 February 2026.
Graniterock discharged on 183 days of the 7 mantkaich it violated the
Permit’'s monthly average limit for aluminum, theref Graniterock violated the
Permit’s limits for aluminum for a total of 183 dagf violation between
December 2021 and February 2026.

156. These violations are ongoing. The violations ddterein reflect
Graniterock’s discharges through February 28, 20#6last date for which such
information is publicly available as of the dateltis Complaint. This claim
includes all aluminum monthly average violationsurcing after those listed
herein.

157. This claim is brought on behalf of Plaintiffs’ meearb.

C. Violations of Numerical Iron Limits

158. Table 1 of the Notice Letter sets forth violatimighe Permit’s monthly

average limit for iron for the period between Debem2021 and December 202

1509. Graniterock violated the Permit’'s monthly averagatlfor iron for 3
months during the period between December 202¥Fabduary 2026.
Graniterock discharged on 64 days of the 3 momthghich it violated the

Permit’'s monthly average limit faron, therefore Graniterock violated the

Permit’s limits for iron for a total of 64 days wblation between December 202

and February 2026.

160. These violations are ongoing. This claim includles monthly average
violations occurring after those listed herein.

161. This claim is brought on behalf of Plaintiffs’ meearb.

D. Violations of Numerical Molybdenum Limits
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162. Table 1 of the Notice Letter sets forth violatiamighe Permit’s monthly
average limit for molybdenum for the period betw&stember 2021 and
December 2025. The Table of Additional Violationsce the Notice Letter,
attachecheretoas Exhibit 2, sets forth violations of the Permitisnthly average
limits for molybdenum for January 2026.

163. Graniterock violated the Permit's monthly averagatifor molybdenun
for 13 months during the period between Decemb2f 2thd February 2026.
Graniterock discharged on 300 days of the 13 manthdich it violated the
Permit’'s monthly average limit fonolybdenum, therefore Graniterock violatec
the Permit’s limits for molybdenum for a total di@®days of violation between
December 2021 and February 2026.

164. These violations are ongoing. The violations ddterein reflect
Graniterock’s discharges through February 28, 20#6last date for which such
information is publicly available as of the datetlmt Complaint. This claim
includes all such molybdenumonthly average violations occurring after thosg
listed herein.

165. This claim is brought on behalf of Plaintiffs’ mearb.

E. Violations of the Permit’s Monitoring Requirements

166. Section “2. Monitoring Violations” of the Notice tter sets forth
violations of the Permit'$1onitoring Requirements. Table 2 of the Notice Lett
sets forth, for each of the previous four wet seasthe dates on which
Graniterock’s discharges began, the dates on whrahiterock’s discharges
ended, the total days of discharge, and the dateghach Graniterock took
samples of its discharges.

167. Each day on which the Permit requires Graniteroakonitor its
discharge, but on which Graniterock does not dassa distinct violation of the
Permit and the CWA. Graniterock violated the P&s onitoring Requirement
on all but 3 days of the 50 days of discharge 202122 wet season.
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Graniterock violated the Permit™onitoring Requirements on all but 5 days of
the 114 days of discharge in the 2822wet season. Graniterock violated the
Permit’s MonitoringRequirements on all but 5 days of the 106 dayssaftdirge
in the 20232024 wet season. Because Graniterock failed tatordor SSC in
the 202425 wet season, Graniterock violated the Perritisitoring
Requirements on each of the 67 days of dischartfeed?02425 wet season.
Because Graniterock failed to monitor for SSCther first 37day discharge in th
current wet season and failed to monitor for SS@lbhut 1 day of the second,
ongoing discharge, Graniterock has violated thenRarMonitoring
Requirements on at least 47 days of discharge d2@R&26 wet season.
168. In total, Graniterock has violated the Permisnitoring Requirements
on 371 days, for a total of 371 days of violati@ivizeen December 2021 and
February 2026.
1609. These violations are ongoing. The violations tddterein reflect
Graniterock’s discharges through February 28, 20#6last date for which such
information is publicly available as of the datetlwE Complaint. Given the
history and regularity of @niterock’s monitoring violations, it is likely tha
additional such violations have occurred since &aiyr 2026. Because
Graniterock has not adequately addressed the cQudafiese monitoring
violations, these violations will continue afteetfiling of this Complaint. This
claim includes all such violations occurring afteose listed herein.
170. This claim is brought by the Plaintiffs as orgati@as (which does not
implicate associational standing).
PRAYER FOR RELIEF
Plaintiffs request that this Court:

a. Declare Defendant Graniterock to have violatedtarake in continuing
violation of the Clean Water Act and the Permitcoynmitting (i) each of the
violations described above, (ii) all additional eitboons of the same type
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occurring after February 2026, but before thedilof this Complaint, and (iii)
all additional violations of the same type thatwcafter the filing of this

Complaint;

. Determine the number of days of violation commitbgdDefendant

Graniterock;

. Order Defendant Graniterock to comply with the riegjuents of the Clean

Water Act and the Permit that it has been violatargl to refrain from further,
violations of the effluent standards and limitaspand monitoring

requirements, at issue in thidiao;

. Order Defendant Graniterock to implement measuresrhedy, mitigate, or

offset the harm to the environment caused by tblatons alleged above;

. Assess an appropriate civil penalty against Defen@aaniterock for each da

of Permit and CWA violation referenced in part&apve, as provided by 33
U.S.C. 88 1319(d) & 1365(a) and 40 C.F.R. 8§ 19Mictvimpose a penalty o

up to a maximum of $68,%4

. Award Plaintiffs their costs of litigation (inclualy reasonable attorney and

expert witness fees), as provided by 33 U.S.C. §{B6and

. Order such other relief as the Court deems ap@tpri
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Dated: April15, 2026  By: W

ANDREW L. PACKARD (Bar No. 168690)
Email: andrew@packardlawoffices.com
LAW OFFICES OF ANDREW L. PACKARD
245 Kentucky Street, Suite B3

Petaluma, CA 94952

Telephone: (707) 782060

Lewis DeHopegro hac vice motion to be filg¢d
Email: Idehope@nelc.org

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL LAW CENTER
294 Washington Street, Suite 720

Boston, MA 02108

(617) 7474317

David A. Nicholas, Esqa@dmitted to N.D. Cal. bar
Email: dnicholas100@gmail.com

20 Whitney Road

Newton, MA 02460

(617) 9641548

Attorneys for Plaintiff s
Environment Californialnc.
and

California Sportfishing
Protection Alliance
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&$ s3HUPLW  ZKLFK LV DGPLQLVWHUHG E\ WKH &DOLIRI
%RDUG &HQWUDO &RDVW 5HJLRQ 3*&HQWUDO &RDNWRQDWHU %
'"HFHPEHU 7KH 3HUPLW JRYHUQV ZDVWHZDWHU GLVFKD
3RLQW 1R LQWR WKH 3DMDUR 5LYHU 7KH GLVFKDUJH RI S
SHUPLW LV SURKLELWHG E\ 6HFWLRQ D RI WKH &OHDQ :DW

168 t «Z]vP8}v "M mMw]s}vU D IniiAAAXvV o X}EP
E Y}vo VAJE}vu vso>A vi E
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*UDOLWHURENYY :DVWHZDWHU 7UHDWPHQW DQG 'LVFKDUJHYV

$V GHVFULEHG E\ WKH )DFW 6KHHW LQFRUSRUDWHG LQWF
BWRUDJH 5HVHUYRLU 34XDUU\ /DNH° FROOHFWV UDLQIDOO L
SURFHVV ZDVWHZDWHW RXQUE Y R Y/$HWHPHKOIWH ZDWHUV FROOHF
GHVLJQHG IRU WKH VHWWOLQJ RI DJJUHJDWH PDMHHULDOV D(
FROOHFWHG 6ZHBHWREZDWSMMUN DFKPHQW ) DW ) $00 ZDWHU LC
ZDWHU WDQN ZKHUH LW LV HLWKHU GLUHFWHG EDENHVR WKF
6H8 6 (QYLURQPHQWDO 3URWHFWLRQ $JHQF\ 5HJLRQ ,QVSHI

3(3$ ,QVSHFWLRQ 5HSRUW ~ DW

*UDQLWHURFN GLVFKDUJHVY LQWR WKH 3DMDUR 5LYHU DW
WKH 3HUPLW 3>G@LVFKDUJHV RFFXU RQO\ DIWHVMLRRQIQLILFDC
HIFHHGVY WKH VWRUDJH FDSDFLW\ RI >4XDUU\ /IDNH@ %DVHG
>*UDQLWHURFN@ SURMHFWY RQH GLVFKDUJH HYHRQOW SHU \HD
GLVFKDUJH RI DSSUR[LPDWHO\ WR PLOOLRQ BBHOE®RQYYV ~ 3t
DXWKRUL]JHV *UDQLWHURFN WR GLVFKDUJH XS WR JDO
'LVFKDUJH S3RLQNBHBRPLW 7DEOH )

$OWKRXJK WKH 3HUPLW FRQWHPSODWHY RQH GLVFKDUJH
DYDLODEOH (OHFWURQLF 6HOI ORQLWRULQJ DQG DHSHRWWLQJ
WKDW GLVFKDUJHV IURP 4XDUU\ /DNH WR WKH 3DMPWR 5LYHU
GRFXPHQWHG E\ WKH 8 6 (QYLURQPHQWDO 3URWHFWLRQ $JH
UHSUHVHQWDWLYHY VWDWHG WKDW W\SLFBO®EH W OHW B BL\W KW
VHDVRQ VWDUWYVY DQG ZLOO FRQWLQXRXVO\VRIY RPN UH & GHXN L
(33 ,QVSHFWLRQ 5HSRUW DW

*UDQLWHURENYY ORQLWRULQJ SHTXLUHPHOWY DQG 1XPHULF (

JRU PRVW SROOXWDQWY *UDQLWHURFN LV UHTXLUHG WR
RQFH SHWG HMHN LW 7DEOH ( 7KH 3HUPLW H[SODLQV WKDW 3
SROOXWDQWY DW ZHHNO\ LQWHUYDOV LV EDVHG RQ DQ DVVX
WKH ZHW VHDVRQ 2FWREHU WKURXJK 0D\ WKDW ODVWV I
FRQWLQXHV IRU PRUH WKDQ GD\V PRQLWRULQJ IRU WKLV F
IROORZLQJ D ZHHNO\ LQWHUYDO KRZHYHU PRQLWRULQJ LV L
3HUPLW 7DEOH ( Q

8QGHU FHUWDLQ FRQGLWLRQV WKH 3HUPLW UHTXLUHV P
GLVFKDUJHV 7KH &HQ WWOW DERIDVWING :BWRHYWL VARRBDUL/G LQFRUSRU
SURYLGH

, UHVXOWYV RI PRQLWRULQJ D SROOXWDQW DSSHDU WR Y
ZHHNO\ PRQWKO\ GD\ RU VL[ PRQWK SHULRG EXW FRI
EH YDOLGDWHG EHFDXVH VDPSOLQJ LV WRR LQIUHTXHQW
LQFUHDVHG WR YDOLGDWH WKH WHVW ZLWKLQ WKH QH[W
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VKDOO EH PDLQWDLQHG XQWLO WKH ([HEXWLYH 2IILFHU C
PD\ EH UHVXPHG

)RU H[DPSOH >L@! VXVSHQGHG VROLGV DUH PRQLWRL
ZHHNO\ DYHUDJH QXPHULFDO OLPLW LQ WKH SHUPLW PR
LQFUHDVHG WR DW OHDVW IRXU VDPSOHV HYHU\ ZHHN
'"HILQLWLRQV , *

SHUPLW DW '
'"HILQLWLRQ , * DERYH LV DOVR LQFRUSRUDWHG LQWR V

ORQWKO\ $YHUDJH RU ‘HHNO\ $YHUDJH ™ DV @WRH FDVH |
GDLO\ FRQFHQWUDWLRQV RU RI GDLO\ PDVV HPLVVLRQ UI
SHULRG

$YHUDJH ; ; ; Q Q

LQ ZKLFK 2Q LV WKH QXPEHU RI GD\V VDPSOHV ZHUH DQC
HLWKHU WKH FRQVWLWXHQW FRQFHQWUDWLRQ PJ O RU
HDFK VDPSOHG GD\ 2Q VKRXOG EH IRXU RU JUHDWHU

SHUPLW DW '

7KH 3HUPLW DOVR FRQWDLQV D YDULHW\ RI QXPHULF OLP
SROOXWDQWYV 7KHVH QXPHULF HITOXHQW LA ION P LIVD\F RXQGW R
GLVVROYHG VROLGV 37'6" PRO\EGHQXP DOXPLQXP DQG LU
SDMDUR 5LYHU 7TRWDO OD[LPXP 'DLO\ /RDGV IRU GHBALPHQW *1
OLPLWDWLRQ RQ WKH GLVFKDUJH RI 6XVSHQGHG 6HGLPHQWYV
*UDQLWHURFNYV GLVFKDUJHYV 7KH 3HUPLW SURYLGHYV

X )RU D GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ RI GD\ KRXUV RU OHV
FRQFHQWSBBWERQQRW H[FHHG PJ /

Xx JRU D GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ RI GD\V KRXUV WKH
ERWK GD\V

X JRU D GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ RI WR GD\V W R K

PJ / IRU HDFK GD\

X )RU D GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ RI WR GD\V W R

H[FHHG PJ/ IRU HDFK GD\

x )RUD GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ RI JUHDWHU WKDQ GD\V
PJ / IRU HDFK GD\

SHUPLW DW 7DEOH Q
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*UDQLWHURENYVY +LVWRU\ RI 9LRODWLRQV

*UDQLWHURFN KDV FRQVLVWHQWO\ YLRODWHG WKH 3HUP
SROOXWDQWYV LQ H[FHVV RI WKH 3HUPLWIV QXPHUWKHVIKHXHQ
SHUPLWYV PRQLWRULQJ UHTXLUHPHQWYV

1XPHULF /LPLW 9LRODWLRQV

*UDQLWHURFNTYV YLRODWLRQV RI QXPHULF RZI@KHE@W OLP
FRQWDLQV WKH IROORZLQJ LQIRUPDWLRQ UHJDUGLQJ YLROD\
RFFXUULQJ IURP '"HFHPEHU WKURXJK '"HFHPEHU WKH O
*UDQLWHURFN GLVFKDUJHG DQG LQ ZKLFK GIWKKGBDWH QIRUF
YLRODWLRQ WKH DSSOLFDEOH QXPHULF O ICAIPA WW KVHK B EKSR UW
ZKLFK WKH OLPLW LV H[SUHVVHG WKH QXPEHU RI GD\V RI YLI
DGMXVWHG WR UHIOHFW WKH QXPEHU RI GD\V GXULQJ D JLYl
WKH SHUFHQWDJH E\ ZKLFK WKH UHSRUWHG GUL\WREXGDWHDHIBM |
REWDLQHG IURP &DOLIRUQLDYYV H605 3URJUDP

7TDEOH
*UDQLWHURFN $ 5 :LOVRQ 4XDUU\ + ORQWKO\ 13

'‘DWH SHUPLW} 5HSRUW| 8QLWYV 'D\V RI SHUFHQ
I[LPLW 'LVFKDU 9LRODW]| 2YHU /LK

/TRWDO 'LVVROYHG 6ROLGV

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

PJ

~ I~~~ N N N N NN N N~

PJ

PJ

~

ORO\VEGHQXP

XJ |/

XJ

XJ

XJ

XJ

XJ

S~~~ |~~~

XJ
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XJ

XJ

XJ

S~ Y~~~

XJ

XJ |/

'DWH SHUPLW}5HSRUW| 8QLWYV 'D\V RI SHUFHQ
/ILPLW 'LVFKDU 9LRODW]| 2YHU /LK

$OXPLQXP

XJ

XJ

XJ

XJ

XJ

~ Y~~~

XJ

,URQ

XJ |/

XJ |/

XJ |/

7TRWDO 'D\V RI 9LRODWLRQ

ORQLWRULQJ 9LRODWLRQV

SXEOLFO\ DYDLODEOH LQIRUPDWLRQ LQG®&DROWWW OWKDW *
I[UHTXHQWO\ WKDQ WKH 3HUPLW UHTXLUHV 7DEXMHWEHORZ U
VHDVRQV WKH IROORZLQJ LQIRUPDWLRQ WKH GDKHHGDWBR LW
*UDQLWHURFNTY VHDVRQDO GLVFKDUJHVY HQGHG WR&G WRWDC
DQG WKH GDWHV RQ ZKLFK *UDQLWHURFN FROOHFW®&G VDPSO

7DEOH
*UDQLWHURFN $ 5 :LOVRQ 4XDUU\ + 'LVFKDUJ
'"HFHPEHU + ODUFK
'"LVFKD| 'LVFKD| 7RWDO | 'LVFKDUJH 6DPSOLQJ 'DWHYV
%HJILQ| (QG RI
'LVFKDU

7TKHVH GDWD GHPRQVWUDWH WKDW *UD QL WHURFANH DALV
WR WDNH DGGLWLRQDO VDPSOHV ZKHQ VDPSOLQWUB®YBDOV D
WKDW *UDQLWHURFN IDLOV WR VY®P#XOH DW WKH UHTXLUHG IU
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$V OLVWHG LQ 7DEOH *UDQLWHURFN KDV UHSHDWHGO\
HITOXHQW OLPLWY KHQ LQLWLDO VDPSOLQPIWHYWR B \3BUWLR
UHTXLUHVY DGGLWLRQDO PRQLWRULQJ GXULQJ WKDW PRQWKO
VDPSOLQJ RFFXUUHG DV OLVWHG LQ 7DEOH N WBY QHWH]HQ "
FRPSOLHG ZLWK WKLV PRQLWRULQJ UHTXLUHPHQW@WDO(DFK IDL
PRQLWRULQJ GDWH LV DWYQL®R VKWL & QHMIQW R MW 1B H B W

*UDQLWHURFN K 5\6 &R DXWAKD WKH LQ WKH VDPSOHV WDI
RWKHU SROOXWDQWY OLVWHG LQ WKH SHUPLW EMWRQDQLWE
VDPSOHV W&R &HDAMXWWNALWDWHG E\ WKH GXUDWLRQ RI LWV GLV
IRXHW VHDVRQV *UDQLWHURFNYV 3GLVFKDUJH GXUDWLRQ" ™ K
VXEMHFWY *UDQLWHURFN WR DQ 66& OLPLW RI PJ / IRU 3HD
PRQLWRULQJ LW LV LPSRVVLEOH WR NGQRZINKKW WKWH O *RIIDMD LW

*UDQLWHURFN KDV &6 %HQY IPMD\GLYHGEDWUWKHY PRUH WKDQ |
ZHW VHDVRQ )RU HDFK DGGLWLRQDO GD\ GXULQJ WKRVH 3JL
*UDQLWHURFN KDV YLRODWHG WKH 3HUPLW E\ QRW PHDVXULC

JXUWKHUPRUH SXEOLFO\ DYDLODEOH LQIRUPDWLRQ LQGI
VHDVRQ *UDQLWHURFN IDLOHG WR PHDVXUH WKH 66& RI LWV
SXEOLVKHG RQ &DOLIRUQLDYV H605 ZHEVLWH OLVWY PRQLWR
(QIRUFHPHQW DQG &RPSOLDQFH +LVWRU\ 2QOLQH ZHEVLWH G
ZHW VHDVRQ EXW WKRVH UHVXOWY DSSHDU WR EH LQ HUURL
DUH LGHQWLFDO WR WKH UHSRUWHG YDOXHV IRU TRWI/® 6XV!
DUH LGHQWLFDO WR WKH UHSRUWHG YDOXHSHRUGOGHEBWROLGVYV
QRU 7TRWDO 'LVVROYHG 6ROLGYV LV DQ DGHTXDWHH RWHD OHJDC
*UDQLWHURFN YLRODWHG WKH SB3HUPLWY{V PRQLWRULQJ UHTXL

ZHW VHDVRQ 7KH ILUVW SXEOLFO\ DYDLODEOH UHSRUWL
LQGLFDWHYV WKDW *UDQLWHURFN KDV IDLOHG WR PHDVXUH W

/LPH 3HULRG &RYHUHG E\ 7KLV 1RWLFH

7KLY QRWLFH FRYHUV DOO YLRODWLRQV RI WKH GHUPLW
ZLWKLQ WKH ILYH \HDUV LPPHGLDWHO\ SUHFHEBOQPWWK®VGD W
RFFXUULQJ WKHUHDIWHU I \RX EHOLHYH DQ\ RI WKH LQIRUF
EHOLHYH \RX DUH FRPSO\LQJ ZLWK WKH 3HUPLW DQG WKH &O
GLVFXVV DQ\ RWKHU DVSHFW RI WKLV PDWWHURWBIORDW FRQ\
WHOHSKRQH DW Vv ZLWKLQ GD\

6LOQFHUHO\

C%w /C@{Z@L

JHZLV 'H+RSH
6WDIl $SWWRUQH\
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$GGLWLRQDO FRXQVHO VHQGLQJ WKLV OHWWHU

'DYLG $ 1LFKRODV (VT
'KLWQH\ 5RDG

1HZWRR

GQLFKRODV #JPDLO ERP

$QGUHZ / 3DFNDUG

HQWXFENY 6WUHHW 6XLWH %
SHWDOXPD &$
DQGUHZ#SDFNDUGODZRIILFHV FRP

$GGUHVY DQG WHOHSISKRDHLOQI R WLRHSDUW

(QYLURQPHQW &DOLIRUQLD ,QF
':LOVKLUH %OYG 6 XLWH
IRV $QJHOHV &%

&DOLIRUQLD 6SRUWILVKLQJ SBURWHFWLRQ $OOLDQFH
JUDQFLVFR 6WUHHW
%HUNE®H\

FF E\ FHUWLILHG PDLO + UHWXUQ UHFHLSW UHTXHVWHG

.HYLQ -HIITHU\ 5HJLVWHUHG $JHQW

*UDQLWH 5RFN &RPSDQ\
THFKQRORJ\ '"ULYH

:DWVRQYLOOH &%

&HUWLILHG ODLO

/HH =HOGLQ $GPLQLVWUDWRU

86 (QYLURQPHQWDO 3URWHFWLRQ $JHQF\

21ILFH Rl WKH $GPLQLVWUDWRU $
3HQQV\OYDQLD $YHQXH 1 :

‘DVKLQJWRQ ' &

&HUWLILHG 0DLO

OLNH ODUWXFFL $FWLQJ 5HJLRQDO $GPLQLVWUDWRU
86 (33 5HILRQ $GPLQLVWUDWRU
+DZWKRUQH BWUHHW
6DQ J)UDQFLVFR &$
&HUWLILHG 0DLO
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(ULF 2SSHQKHLPHU ([HFXWLYH 'LUHFWRU
&DOLIRUQLD 6WDWH :DWHU 5HVRXUFHV &RQWURO %RDUG
32 %R]

6DFUDPHQWR &$

&HUWLILHG 0DLO

5\DQ /RGJIJH ([HFXWLYH 2IILFHU

&DOLIRUQLD 5HJLRQDO :DWHU 4XDOLW\ &RQWURO %RDUG &H
$HURYLVWD 30DFH 6XLWH

6DQ /XLV 2ELVSR &%

&HUWLILHG 0ODLO
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7DEOH RI $GGLWLRQDO 9LRODWLRQV 6LQF

*UDQLWHURFN $5 :LOVRQ 4XDUU\ + ORQWKO\ 13"
'DWH SHUPLW)5HSRUW| 8QLWYV 'D\V RI SHUFHQ
/[LPLW 'LVFKDU OLRODW]| 2YHU /LEH
7TRWDO 'LVVROYHG 6ROLGYV
PJ /
PJ /
$OXPLQXP
| | | XJ / |

ORO\EGHQXP

| XJ /

7TRWDO 'D\V RI 9LRODWLRQ
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