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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY,
378 North Main Ave.

Tucson, AZ 85701, Case No.
Plaintiff,
V. COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY
AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
LEE ZELDIN,

Administrator of the

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington, D.C. 20460,

and

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY,

1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW

Washington, DC 20460,

(Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 et. seq.)

Defendants.
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INTRODUCTION

1. This is a straightforward Clean Air Act deadline suit. Plaintiff Center for
Biological Diversity (“Center”) seeks to compel Defendants the United States Environmental
Protection Agency Administrator Lee Zeldin and the United States Environmental Protection
Agency Administrator (together, “EPA”) to perform mandatory duties to grant or deny three
petitions to object (“Petitions”) filed by the Center challenging air pollution permits issued
pursuant to Title V of the Clean Air Act.

2. Title V of the Clean Air Act aims to ensure that the nation’s largest sources of air

pollution fully comply with applicable air quality laws and regulations, are subject to public
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scrutiny and regular oversight, and are operated in a manner that assures protection of public
health and the environment. Although Title V delegates permitting authority to states, the Clean
Air Act provides the EPA shall object to the issuance of permits that fail to comply with the
Clean Air Act when petitioned to do so.

3. At issue are three Title V operating permits (referred to as “Title V permits™): one
issued by the state of Colorado, one issued by the state of New Mexico, and one issued by the
state of Utah. The three Title V permits each permitted the operation of large oil and gas
processing facilities, which are major sources of harmful air pollutants. The facility in Colorado,
called the Young Compressor Station, is located in Morgan County northeast of Denver. The
facility in New Mexico, called the 32-9 Central Delivery Point, is located in San Juan County
northeast of the city of Farmington. The facility in Utah, called the Altamont South Compressor
Station, is located in Duchesne County west of the city of Vernal. All three facilities are large
sources of gases that create ground-level ozone pollution, the key ingredient of smog, and
contribute to regional air quality problems.

4. The Center filed petitions requesting the EPA Administrator object to the issuance
of two of the Title V permits on October 15, 2024, and the other Title V permit on October 21,
2024. The three Petitions called on the EPA Administrator to object over the failure of the three
Title V permits to assure compliance with the Clean Air Act.

5. Under the Clean Air Act, the EPA Administrator was required to grant or deny
the Center’s Petitions within 60 days of the Petitions being filed. Although more than 60 days
have passed, EPA has not acted on the Petitions.

6. By failing to act on the petition, Defendants UNITED STATES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY and ADMINISTRATOR LEE ZELDIN have
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deprived Plaintiff CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY and its members of the ability to
assure that operation of large sources of air pollution comply with the Clean Air Act and protect
public health and welfare.

JURISDICTION

7. This is an action against the EPA Administrator and EPA where there is a failure
of the Administrator to perform an act or duty under the Clean Air Act which is not
discretionary. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2)
(citizen suit provision of the Clean Air Act) and 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal question).

8. An actual controversy exists between the parties. This case does not concern
federal taxes, is not a proceeding under 11 U.S.C. §§ 505 or 1146, and does not involve the
Tariff Act of 1930. Thus, this Court has jurisdiction to order declaratory relief under 28 U.S.C. §
2201(a) and 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a). If the Court orders declaratory relief, 28 U.S.C. § 2202 and 42
U.S.C. § 7604(a) authorize this Court to issue injunctive relief. 42 U.S.C. § 7604(d) authorizes
this Court to award Plaintiff’s costs and attorneys’ fees.

NOTICE

0. By letter dated December 30, 2024, the Center provided the EPA Administrator
with 60-days written notice of the organization’s intent to bring suit over the failure of EPA to
respond to respond to their Petitions within 60 days of receiving them. The Center provided this
notice via certified mail, return receipt requested, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7604(b)(2) and in
accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 54. Notice is deemed given on the postmark date, if served by mail.
See 40 C.F.R. § 54.2. Although more than 60 days have passed since the Center gave notice,
EPA has not yet granted or denied the Petitions and remains in violation of the law.

VENUE
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10.  Venue is proper in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(e) because a
substantial part of the events and omissions giving rise to the Center’s claims occurred in the
District of Columbia, given that EPA is headquartered at 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, in
Washington, DC, and performs its official duties in this district. Additionally, Lee Zeldin, the
Administrator of the EPA, officially resides in the District of Columbia.

PARTIES

1. Plaintiff CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY is a national 501(c)(3)
nonprofit conservation organization with more than 89,000 members throughout the United
States and the world. The Center’s mission is to ensure the preservation, protection, and
restoration of biodiversity, native species, ecosystems, public lands and waters, and public health
through science, policy, and environmental law. Based on the understanding that the health and
vigor of human societies and the integrity and wildness of the natural environment are closely
linked, the Center is working to secure a future for animals and plants hovering on the brink of
extinction, for the ecosystems they need to survive, and for a healthy, livable future for all of us.
The Center is headquartered in Tucson, Arizona, with offices throughout the United States,
including in Washington, DC.

12. The Center is a “person” within the meaning of 42 U.S.C. § 7602(e). As such, the
Center may commence a civil action under 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a).

13. Members of the Center live, raise their families, work, and recreate in areas that
are affected by air pollution from the facilities at issue in the Petitions. The Title V permits
allow the facilities to release air pollutants that degrade the air used and enjoyed by members of
the Center. These pollutants harm the economic, health, aesthetic, recreational, procedural, and

organizational interests of members of the Center. EPA’s failure to respond to the Center’s
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Petitions deprives the Center and its members of information about whether the Title V permits
comply with the requirements of the Clean Air Act and protect them from exposure to pollutants
to the extent required by law.

14. One member of the Center, Andrew Klooster, lives in the Denver Metro Area and
regularly recreates on public lands in proximity to the Young Compressor Station where he
enjoys viewing wildlife and intends to continue recreating on these lands in the foreseeable
future. Pollution from the Young Compressor Station detracts from his recreational enjoyment
of lands in the area. Pollution from the Young Compressor Station also contributes to regional
air quality and at times is known to contribute to unhealthy levels of ground-level ozone in the
Denver Metro Area, which is currently violating federal health limits for ozone, harming Mr.
Klooster. Air pollution from the Young Compressor Station harms Mr. Klooster, as well as other
Center members. The harms that they would experience as a result of air pollution under the
current Title V Permit would be reduced if EPA were to take action on the Petitions and ensure
the Young Compressor Station operates in full compliance with all requirements under the Clean
Air Act.

15. Another member of the Center, Mike Eisenfeld, lives in Farmington, New
Mexico, and regularly recreates on public lands in proximity to the 32-9 Central Delivery Point
where he enjoys hiking, viewing wildlife, and exploring the cultural resources of the region and
intends to continue recreating on these lands in the foreseeable future. Pollution from the 32-9
Central Delivery detracts from his recreational enjoyment of lands in the area. Pollution from
the 32-9 Central Delivery Point also contributes to regional air quality and at times is known to
contribute to unhealthy levels of ground-level ozone in the Farmington area, harming Mr.

Eisenfeld. Air pollution from the 32-9 Central Delivery Point harms Mr. Eisenfeld, as well as
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other Center members. The harms that they would experience as a result of air pollution under
the current Title V Permit would be reduced if EPA were to take action on the Petitions and
ensure the 32-9 Central Delivery Point operates in full compliance with all requirements under
the Clean Air Act.

16.  Another Center member, Jeremy Nichols, regularly recreates on public lands in
proximity to the Altamont South Compressor Station where he enjoys viewing wildlife,
particularly birds, and intends to continue recreating on these lands in the foreseeable future.
The region where the Altamont South Compressor Station is called the Uinta Basin, a region that
suffers from high ground-level ozone. Pollution from the Altamont South Compressor Station
detracts from his recreational enjoyment of lands in the area. Pollution from the Altamont South
Compressor Station also contributes to regional air quality and contributes to unhealthy levels of
ozone in the Uinta Basin, which is currently violating federal health limits for ozone, harming
Mr. Nichols. Air pollution from the Altamont South Compressor Station harms Mr. Nichols, as
well as other Center members. The harms that they would experience as a result of air pollution
under the current Title V Permit would be reduced if EPA were to take action on the Petitions
and ensure the Altamont South Compressor Station operates in full compliance with all
requirements under the Clean Air Act.

17. These and other Center members are harmed by flawed Title V permits that do
not limit air pollution in accordance with the Clean Air Act and fail to provide the necessary
assurances that public health and welfare is protected.

18. During the permitting process for the Young Compressor Station, 32-9 Central
Delivery Point, and Altamont South Compressor Station, the Center provided extensive

comments to the relevant state regulators detailing concerns regarding the draft Title V permits’
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terms and conditions and the ability of the permits to comply with the Clean Air Act. After state
regulators failed to address those concerns, the Center petitioned the EPA Administrator to
object to the issuance of the Title V permits.

19. The Defendants’ failure to act on the Center’s Petitions prevents the organization
and its members from challenging an unfavorable decision or from benefiting from a favorable
decision on the Petitions. EPA’s decisions on the Petitions, if favorable, are likely to result in
changes to the Permits that would reduce pollution from the facilities, thereby reducing the
harms that Center members would experience for the foreseeable future. EPA’s decisions on the
Petitions, if adverse, can be appealed to the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit,
where relief can be sought, which means EPA’s delay in acting would prolong the harms the
Center and its members are subjected to.

20.  For the Young Compressor Station, the Petition challenged the Title V permit’s
failure to assure adequate oversight and monitoring of air pollution venting. For the 32-9 Central
Delivery Point, the Petition challenged the Title V permit’s failure to assure adequate monitoring
of emissions during malfunction events. For the Altamont South Compressor Station, the
Petition challenged the state of Utah’s failure to respond to public comments and to assure
adequate monitoring and control of air pollution. A favorable ruling on the Petitions would
invariably lead to improved permits, which in turn would mean less harmful pollution and more
assurances of compliance.

21. The Clean Air Act violations alleged in this Complaint have injured and continue
to injure the interests of the Center and its members. These injuries will continue until the Court
grants the relief requested herein. Granting the relief requested in this lawsuit would redress

Plaintiff’s members’ injuries by compelling the Defendants to action that Congress determined to
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be an integral part of the regulatory scheme for protecting human health and the environment
from air pollution.

22. Defendant Lee Zeldin is the Administrator of the EPA. The Administrator is
responsible for implementing the Clean Air Act, including the requirement to grant or deny the
Center’s Petitions within 60 days of receiving them. Administrator Lee Zeldin is sued in his
official capacity.

23. Defendant United States Environmental Protection Agency is the federal agency
charged by Congress with the duty to administer the Clean Air Act, including the mandatory

duties at issue in this case.

LEGAL FRAMEWORK

24. Congress enacted the Clean Air Act to “speed up, expand, and intensify the war
against air pollution in the United States with a view to assuring that the air we breathe
throughout the Nation is wholesome once again.” H.R. Rep. No. 91-1146, 91st Cong., 2d Sess.
1, 1, (1970) as reprinted in 1970 U.S. Code Cong. & Admin. News 5356, 5356. The Clean Air
Act aims “to protect and enhance the quality of the Nation’s air resources.” 42 U.S.C. §
7401(b)(1).

25. To help meet this goal, the 1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act created the
Title V permit program—an operating permit program that applies to all major sources of air
pollution. 42 U.S.C. §§ 7661-7661f. A “major source” for purposes of Title V is any source
that has actual emissions or the potential to emit above the major source threshold, which is
generally 100 tons per year of any criteria air pollutant, including particulate matter, carbon

monoxide, and nitrogen oxides, or 10 tons per year of any Hazardous Air Pollutant, or 25 tons
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per year of any combination of Hazardous Air Pollutants. 42 U.S.C. §§ 7661(2); 7602(j); 7513a;
7512a; 7511a; 7412(a)(1); see also 40 C.F.R. § 70.3.

26. A primary purpose of the Title V permitting program is to reduce violations of the
Clean Air Act and improve enforcement by recording in a single document all the air pollution
control requirements that apply to a major source of air pollution. Major sources of air pollution
cannot legally discharge pollutants into the air unless they have a valid Title V operating permit.
42 U.S.C. § 7661a(a).

27. Congress charged EPA with administering Title V, see 42 U.S.C. § 7661a(b), but
the Clean Air Act provides that EPA may approve state programs to administer the Title V
permitting program with respect to sources within their borders. 42 U.S.C. § 7661a(d).

28.  EPA fully approved Colorado’s administration of its Title V permit program in
2000. See 65 Fed. Reg. 49,919 (Aug. 16, 2000). The Colorado Department of Public Health and
Environment’s Air Pollution Control Division is responsible for issuing Title V permits in
Colorado.

29. EPA fully approved New Mexico’s administration of its Title V permit program
in 2004. See 69 Fed. Reg. 5424401 (Sept. 8, 2004). The New Mexico Environment
Department’s Air Quality Bureau is responsible for issuing Title V permits in New Mexico.

30. EPA fully approved Utah’s administration of its Title V permit program in 1995.
See 60 Fed. Reg. 30.919 (June 8, 1995). The Utah Department of Environmental Quality’s
Division of Air Quality is responsible for issuing Title V permits in Utah.

31. Before a state with an approved Title V permit program can issue a Title V
permit, the State must forward the proposed Title V permit to EPA. See 42 U.S.C. §

7661d(a)(1)(B). EPA then has 45 days to review the proposed permit. See 42 U.S.C. §
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7661d(b)(1). EPA must object to the issuance of the permit if EPA finds that the permit does not
comply with all applicable provisions of the Clean Air Act. Id.

32. If EPA does not object to the issuance of a Title V permit within its 45-day review
period, “any person may petition the Administrator within 60 days after the expiration of the 45-
day review period” to object to the proposed permit. 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2).

33. Once the EPA Administrator receives such a petition, the Clean Air Act requires
that “[t]he Administrator shall grant or deny such petition within 60 days after the petition is
filed.” 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2). If the EPA fully or partially denies a petition, the
Administrator’s decision is subject to judicial review. See 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2). Any
petition for judicial review must be filed within 60 days after notice of the Administrator’s
decision is published in the Federal Register. See 42 U.S.C. § 7607(b)(1).

34.  If the Administrator objects to a permit, the permitting agency must revise and re-
submit the permit for EPA approval. 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(3).

35. If the EPA Administrator fails to comply with a duty that is not discretionary,
such as acting on a petition within the statutorily mandated timeframe, the Clean Air Act allows
any person to bring suit to compel EPA to perform its duty. See 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2).

36. Prior to bringing suit to compel mandatory action under the Clean Air Act, the
EPA Administrator must first be provided at least 60-days’ notice. See 42 U.S.C. § 7604(b)(2).
Notice is deemed given on the postmark date, if served by mail. See 40 C.F.R. § 54.2.

37. Courts are authorized to award costs of litigation, “including reasonable attorney
and expert witness fees,” in issuing any final order in any action filed under 42 U.S.C. §
7604(a)(2) of the Clean Air Act. 42 U.S.C. § 7604(d).

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

10
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38.  In October 2024, the Center filed petitions requesting that the EPA Administrator
object to three state-issued Title V operating permits for oil and gas processing-related sources of
air pollution in Colorado, Utah, and New Mexico.

39. The first petition requested the Administrator object to the Colorado Department
of Public Health and Environment, Air Pollution Control Division’s issuance of a renewed Title
V permit for the Young Compressor Station located in Morgan County, Colorado. The Young
Compressor Station, owned by Young Gas Storage Company, processes and compresses gas for
transmission and is a major source of harmful air pollutants, including volatile organic
compounds (“VOCs”) and nitrogen oxides.

40.  Both VOCs and nitrogen oxides contribute to ground-level ozone, the key
ingredient of smog. Ozone is a lethal gas at high levels and at low levels is a respiratory irritant
that can trigger asthma attacks, worsen lung disease, harm lung tissue, and even cause premature
death. See EPA, “Health Effects of Ozone Pollution,” website available at
https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution/health-effects-ozone-pollution (last accessed
March 14, 2025). Current health-based air quality standards limit concentrations of ozone in the
air to no more than 0.070 parts per million over an eight-hour period. See 40 C.F.R. § 50.19.
This means that if a mass of air contained one million molecules, if only 0.070 of those
molecules was ozone gas, it would be dangerous to human health.

41. The Center submitted comments on the draft Title V permit for the Young
Compressor Station on June 8, 2024. The comments raised concerns that vented VOC emissions
were improperly exempted from oversight under the permit. Colorado responded to these
comments on August 1, 2024, and submitted a proposed permit to EPA for its 45-day review.

Colorado rejected the Center’s comments and made no substantive changes to the permit in

11
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response. The EPA did not object to the issuance of the Title V permit. On October 15, 2024,
the Center timely petitioned the Administrator to object on the basis that the Title V permit
improperly exempted certain gas venting emissions from oversight under the permit.

42. The second petition requested the Administrator object to the Utah Department of
Environmental Quality, Air Quality Bureau’s issuance of a modified Title V operating permit for
the Altamont South Compressor Station located in Duchesne County, Utah. The Altamont South
Compressor Station, owned by Kinder Morgan Altamont, processes and compresses gas for
transmission and is a major source of harmful air pollutants, including VOCs and nitrogen oxides
that contribute to ground-level ozone in the region.

43. The Center submitted comments on the draft Title V permit for the Altamont
South Compressor Station on May 22, 2024. The comments raised a number of concerns related
to whether the permit properly limited VOC emissions, required adequate reporting of permit
deviations, and assured sufficient monitoring of air pollution. Utah did not respond to the
Center’s comments. Utah submitted a proposed permit to EPA for its 45-day review on July 12,
2024. The EPA did not object to the issuance of the Title V permit. On October 15, 2024, the
Center timely petitioned the Administrator to object on the basis that the Utah Department of
Environmental Quality, Air Quality Bureau did not respond to the Center’s comments.

44, The third petition requested that the Administrator object to the New Mexico
Environment Department, Air Quality Bureau’s issuance of a renewed Title V operating permit
for the 32-9 Central Delivery Point located in San Juan County, New Mexico. The 32-9 Central
Delivery Point, owned by Harvest Four Corners, processes and compresses oil gas for
transmission and is a major source of harmful air pollutants, including VOCs and nitrogen oxides

that contribute to ground-level ozone pollution in the region.

12
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45. The Center submitted comments on the draft Title V permit for the 32-9 Central
Delivery Point on May 24, 2024. The comments raised concerns that the draft permit did not
require sufficient monitoring of VOC emissions vented during malfunction events and
established an improper affirmative defense for violations. New Mexico responded to these
comments on August 2, 2024, and submitted a proposed permit to EPA for its 45-day review.
New Mexico rejected the Center’s comments and made no substantive changes to the permit in
response. The EPA did not object to the issuance of the Title V permit. On October 21, 2024,
the Center timely petitioned the Administrator to object on the basis that that the Title V permit
failed to require sufficient monitoring of venting emissions and improperly set forth an
affirmative defense to violations.

46. 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2) required the EPA Administrator to grant or deny the
Center’s Petitions within 60 days after they were filed.

47. This means the Administrator was required to grant or deny the Petitions filed on
October 15, 2024 no later than December 14, 2024 and the Petition filed on October 21, 2024 no
later than December 20, 2024.

48. The Administrator did not grant or deny the Petitions by these dates.

49. Because EPA failed to act by the mandatory deadlines to either grant or deny the
Petitions, the Center sent the EPA Administrator a notice of intent to file suit pursuant to 42
U.S.C. § 7604(b)(2). The notice letter, sent via certified U.S. mail with return receipt requested,
was postmarked December 30, 2024.

50. More than 60 days have now elapsed since the Center sent the EPA Administrator
its notice of intent to file suit. As of the filing of this Complaint, the Defendants have not

granted or denied any of the Petitions.

13
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

First Claim for Relief:
Failure to Grant or Deny the Center’s Clean Air Act Title V Petition,
Young Compressor Station, Colorado

51.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations and information in all preceding
paragraphs of this Complaint, as if set forth in full herein.

52. The Center timely filed its Petition with the EPA Administrator on October 15,
2024, within 60 days of the conclusion of EPA’s 45-day review period and the Administrator’s
failure to object, seeking objection to the Young Compressor Station Title V permit.

53. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2), the Administrator had a nondiscretionary
duty to grant or deny the Petition within 60 days after it was filed, or by December 14, 2024.

54.  Defendants did not grant or deny the Petition within 60 days. As of the date of
this Complaint, Defendants still have not granted or denied the Petition.

55.  Accordingly, Defendants have violated and continue to violate the Clean Air Act
with respect to the Center’s Petition, 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2).

56. This Clean Air Act violation constitutes a “failure of the Administrator to perform

any act or duty under this chapter which is not discretionary with the Administrator” within the

meaning of the Clean Air Act’s citizen suit provision. 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2).

57. Defendants’ violation is ongoing and would continue unless remedied by this
Court.
Second Claim for Relief:
Failure to Grant or Deny the Center’s Clean Air Act Title V Petition,
Altamont South Compressor Station, Utah
58. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations and information in all preceding

paragraphs of this Complaint, as if set forth in full herein.

14
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59. The Center timely filed its Petition with the EPA Administrator on October 15,
2024, within 60 days of the conclusion of EPA’s 45-day review period and the Administrator’s
failure to object, seeking objection to the Altamont South Compressor Station Title V permit.

60. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2), the Administrator had a nondiscretionary
duty to grant or deny the Petition within 60 days after it was filed, or by December 14, 2024.

61.  Defendants did not grant or deny the Petition within 60 days. As of the date of
this Complaint, Defendants still have not granted or denied the Petition.

62.  Accordingly, Defendants have violated and continue to violate the Clean Air Act
with respect to the Center’s Petition, 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2).

63. This Clean Air Act violation constitutes a “failure of the Administrator to perform
any act or duty under this chapter which is not discretionary with the Administrator” within the

meaning of the Clean Air Act’s citizen suit provision. 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2).

64.  Defendants’ violation is ongoing and would continue unless remedied by this
Court.
Third Claim for Relief:
Failure to Grant or Deny the Center’s Clean Air Act Title V Petition,
32-9 Central Delivery Point, New Mexico
65. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations and information in all preceding

paragraphs of this Complaint, as if set forth in full herein.

66. The Center timely filed its Petition with the EPA Administrator on October 21,
2024, within 60 days of the conclusion of EPA’s 45-day review period and the Administrator’s
failure to object, seeking objection to the 32-9 Central Delivery Point Title V permit.

67. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2), the Administrator had a nondiscretionary

duty to grant or deny the Petition within 60 days after it was filed, or by December 20, 2024.

15
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68.  Defendants did not grant or deny the Petition within 60 days. As of the date of
this Complaint, Defendants still have not granted or denied the Petition.

69. Accordingly, Defendants have violated and continue to violate the Clean Air Act
with respect to the Center’s Petition, 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(2).

70. This Clean Air Act violation constitutes a “failure of the Administrator to perform
any act or duty under this chapter which is not discretionary with the Administrator” within the
meaning of the Clean Air Act’s citizen suit provision. 42 U.S.C. § 7604(a)(2).

71.  Defendants’ violation is ongoing and would continue unless remedied by this

Court.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter judgment providing
the following relief:

A. A declaration that Defendants violated the Clean Air Act by failing to grant or deny
within 60 days the Center’s Petitions requesting that the Administrator object to the Title V
permits for the Young Compressor Station, Altamont South Compressor Station, and 32-9
Central Delivery Point;

B. An order compelling Defendants to grant or deny the Center’s Petitions for an
objection to the Title V permits by dates certain, in accordance with an expeditious schedule
prescribed by the Court, but no later than 60 days after entry of the order, and to publish in the
Federal Register a notice granting or denying the Petitions within ten working days following the

Administrator’s decisions;

16
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C. An order retaining jurisdiction over this matter to enforce and effectuate the Court’s
order, until such time as Defendants have fully complied with their mandatory duties under the
Clean Air Act;

D. An order awarding Plaintiff its costs of litigation, including reasonable attorneys’ and
expert fees; and

E. Such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

DATE: March 18, 2025

Respectfully submitted,

Respectfully submitted,

/sl Jonathan Evans

Jonathan Evans (Bar No. CA00044)
CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
2100 Franklin St., Suite 375

Oakland, CA 94612

Cellphone: (213) 598-1466

Email: jevans@biologicaldiversity.org

Counsel for Plaintiff
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Incorporated and Principal Place © 5

Os

of Business in Another State

Subject of a

O3 O3

Foreign Nation

©s Os

IV. CASE ASSIGNMENT AND NATURE OF SUIT

(Place an X in one category, A-N, that best represents your Cause of Action and one in a corresponding Nature of Suit)

[1360 Other Personal Injury

[1362 Medical Malpractice

1365 Product Liability

|:| 367 Health Care/Pharmaceutical
Personal Injury Product Liability

[1368 Asbestos Product Liability

[
1

O A. Antitrust | O B. Personal Injury/ ® C. Administrative Agency
Malpractice Review
[1410 Antitrust 1310 Airplane [] 151 Medicare Act
[1315 Airplane Product Liability
[1320 Assault, Libel & Slander Social Security
[1330 Federal Employers Liability L1 861 HIA (1395f)
[ 340 Marine [1 862 Black Lung (923)
|:| 345 Marine Product Liability L] 863 DIWC/DIWW @05(2)
1350 Motor Vehicle L1 8645SID Title XVI
|:| 355 Motor Vehicle Product Liability :I 865 RSI (405(g))

Other Statutes

891 Agricultural Acts

893 Environmental Matters

890 Other Statutory Actions (If
Administrative Agency is
Involved)

O D. Temporary Restraining
Order/Preliminary
Injunction

Any nature of suit from any category
may be selected for this category of
case assignment.

*(If Antitrust, then A governs)*

O E. General Civil (Other)

OR

O F. ProSe General Civil

Real Property

|:| 210 Land Condemnation
I:' 220 Foreclosure

|:| 230 Rent, Lease & Ejectment
:I 240 Torts to Land

[1245 Tort Product Liability
["1290 All Other Real Property

Personal Property
[1370 Other Fraud

[1371 Truth in Lending

[1380 Other Personal Property
Damage

[13s8s Property Damage
Product Liability

Bankruptcy
[1 422 Appeal 27 USC 158
[ 423 withdrawal 28 USC 157

Prisoner Petitions
535 Death Penalty
540 Mandamus & Other
[ 550 Civil Rights
|:| 555 Prison Conditions
|:| 560 Civil Detainee — Conditions
of Confinement

Property Rights

1820 Copyrights

[1 830 Patent

D 835 Patent — Abbreviated New
Drug Application

I:I 840 Trademark

|:| 880 Defend Trade Secrets Act of
2016 (DTSA)

Federal Tax Suits

[ 870 Taxes (US plaintiff or
defendant)

[] 871 IRS-Third Party 26 USC
7609

Forfeiture/Penalty
[] 625 Drug Related Seizure of

Property 21 USC 881
[1 690 Other

Other Statutes

[] 375 False Claims Act

[1376 Qui Tam (31 USC
3729(a))

[_] 400 State Reapportionment

[] 430 Banks & Banking

[] 450 Commerce/ICC Rates/etc

[_] 460 Deportation

[] 462 Naturalization
Application

|:| 465 Other Immigration Actions

[] 470 Racketeer Influenced
& Corrupt Organization

|:| 480 Consumer Credit

|:| 485 Telephone Consumer
Protection Act (TCPK)

[1490 Cable/Satellite TV

|:| 850 Securities/Commodities/
Exchange

[1896 Arbitration

[1899 Administrative Procedure
Act/Review or Appeal of
Agency Decision

[J950 Constitutionality of State
Statutes

|:| 890 Other Statutory Actions
(if not administrative agency
review or Privacy Act)
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O G. Habeas Corpus/ © H. Employment O 1. FOIA/Privacy Act O J. Student Loan
2255 Discrimination
|:| 530 Habeas Corpus — General [ 442 civil Rights — Employment [1895 Freedom of Information Act 152 Recovery of Defaulted
[ 510 Motion/Vacate Sentence (criteria: race, gender/sex, 1890 Other Statutory Actions Student Loan
[ 463 Habeas Corpus — Alien national origin, (if Privacy Act) (excluding veterans)
Detainee discrimination, disability, age,

religion, retaliation)

*(If pro se, select this deck)* *(If pro se, select this deck)”
© K. Labor/ERISA O L. Other Civil Rights O M. Contract O N. Three-Judge
(non-employment) (non-employment) Court
|:| 110 Insurance
|:| 710 Fair Labor Standards Act |:|441 Voting (if not Voting Rights |:| 120 Marine |:| 441 Civil Rights — Voting
[] 720 Labor/Mgmt. Relations Act) [T 130 Miller Act (if Voting Rights Act)
|:| 740 Labor Railway Act D 443 Housing/Accommodations |:| 140 Negotiable Instrument
[1751 Family and Medical []440 Other Civil Rights [ 150 Recovery of Overpayment
Leave Act D 445 Americans w/Disabilities — & Enforcement of
|:| 790 Other Labor Litigation Employment Judgment
[1791 Empl. Ret. Inc. Security Act [1446 Americans w/Disabilities — 1153 Recovery of Overpayment
Other of Veteran’s Benefits
[]448 Education [1160 Stockholder’s Suits

|:| 190 Other Contracts
[1195 Contract Product Liability
|:| 196 Franchise

V. ORIGIN
@ 1 Original o 2 Removed Q 3 Remanded o 4 Reinstated O 5 Transferred @ 6 Multi-district O 7 Appeal to @ 8 Multi-district
Proceeding from State from Appellate or Reopened from another Litigation District Judge Litigation —
Court Court district (specify) from Mag. Direct File
Judge

VI. CAUSE OF ACTION (CITE THE U.S. CIVIL STATUTE UNDER WHICH YOU ARE FILING AND WRITE A BRIEF STATEMENT OF CAUSE.)
Clean Air Act citizen suit (42 U.S.C. 7604) to enforce Title V permit requirements (42 U.S.C. 7661d).

VII. REQUESTED IN CHECKIF THIS IS A CLASS DEMAND $ Check YES only if demanded in complaint
COMPLAINT ACTIONUNDERF.R.CP.23 JURY DEMAND: vyEs[_ | w~No[X]
VIII. RELATED CASE(S) (See instruction) YES E NO I:I Ifyes, please complete related case form
IF ANY
DATE: March 18, 2025 SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD /sl Jonathan Evans

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET JS-44
Authority for Civil Cover Sheet

The JS-44 civil cover sheetand the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and services of pleadings or other papersasrequired
by law, exceptasprovided by local rules of court. This form,approved by the Judicial Conference of the United Statesin September 1974, is required for the use of the
Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet. Consequently,a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of Court for each civil complaint filed.
Listed below are tips for completing the civil coversheet. These tips coincide with the Roman Numerals on the cover sheet.

I COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED PLAINTIFE/DEFENDANT (b) County ofresidence: Use 11001 to indicate plaintiffif resident
of Washington, DC, 88888 if plaintiffis resident of United States butnot Washington, DC, and 99999 if plaintiffis outside the United States.

II1. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES: This section is completed only if diversity of citizenship was selected as the Basis of Jurisdiction
under Section II.

Iv. CASE ASSIGNMENT AND NATURE OF SUIT: The assignment of a judge to your case will depend on the category you select that best
represents the primary cause of action found in your complaint. You may select only one category. You must also select one corresponding
nature of suit found underthe category ofthe case.

VI. CAUSE OF ACTION: Cite the U.S. Civil Statuteunderwhich you are filing and write a brief statement of the primary cause.

VIII. RELATED CASE(S), IF ANY: Ifyou indicated thatthere s a related case, you must complete a related case form, which may be obtained from
the Clerk’s Office.

Because of the need for accurate and complete information, you should ensure the accuracy of the information provided prior to signing the form.
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12; DC 3/15) Summons in a Civil Actiont

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTt

for the
District of Columbia E

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY )

Plaintiff(U )
U Givil Action No.t 25-cv-793

LEE ZELDIN, in his official capacity as Administrator )t
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and )t
U.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY )t

Sfendant(U )t
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: t fendant’s name and address)UU.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

A lawsuit has been filed against you.t

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if yout
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employt of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.t
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,t
whose namt and address are:t Jonathan Evans

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
2100 Franklin St., Suite 375

Oakland, CA 94612

Cellphone: (213) 598-1466

Email: jevans@biologicaldiversity.org

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be enteretl against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. t
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.t

ANGELA D. CAESAR, CLERK OF COURTU

Date:t

Signature of Clerk or Deputy ClerkU


mailto:jevans@biologicaldiversity.org
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)t

Civil Action No.t 25-cv-793

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for tname of individual and title, if any) U

was received by mt on tdate)U

(3 I personally served the summons on the individual at glace)U

on tdate)U , ort

(1 I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with tname)U
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,t

on tdate)U , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; ort

(3 I served the summons on tname of individual) U , who ist

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of tname of organization)U

on tdate)U , ort
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted becauset
(O Other t p&tify) U
My fees are $t for travel and $t for services, for a total of $t 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.t

Date:t

Server’s signatureU

Printed name and titleU

Server’s addressU

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:t
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12; DC 3/15) Summons in a Civil Actiont

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTt

for the
District of Columbia E

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY )

Plaintiff(U )
U Givil Action No.t 25-cv-793

LEE ZELDIN, in his official capacity as Administrator )t
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and )t
U.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY )t

Sfendant(U )t
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To:t fendant’s name and address)ULEE ZELDIN, Administrator
U.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

A lawsuit has been filed against you.t

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if yout
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employt of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.t
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,t
whose namt and address are:t Jonathan Evans

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
2100 Franklin St., Suite 375

Oakland, CA 94612

Cellphone: (213) 598-1466

Email: jevans@biologicaldiversity.org

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be enteretl against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. t
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.t

ANGELA D. CAESAR, CLERK OF COURTU

Date:t

Signature of Clerk or Deputy ClerkU


mailto:jevans@biologicaldiversity.org
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)t

Civil Action No.t 25-cv-793

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for tname of individual and title, if any) U

was received by mt on tdate)U

(3 I personally served the summons on the individual at glace)U

on tdate)U , ort

(1 I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with tname)U
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,t

on tdate)U , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; ort

(3 I served the summons on tname of individual) U , who ist

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of tname of organization)U

on tdate)U , ort
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted becauset
(O Other t p&tify) U
My fees are $t for travel and $t for services, for a total of $t 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.t

Date:t

Server’s signatureU

Printed name and titleU

Server’s addressU

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:t
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12; DC 3/15) Summons in a Civil Actiont

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTt

for the
District of Columbia E

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY )

Plaintiff(U )
U Givil Action No.t 25-cv-793

LEE ZELDIN, in his official capacity as Administrator )t
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and )t
U.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY )t

Sfendant(U )t
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: t fendant’s name and address)UPam Bondi, Attorney General
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001

A lawsuit has been filed against you.t

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if yout
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employt of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.t
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,t
whose namt and address are:t Jonathan Evans

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
2100 Franklin St., Suite 375

Oakland, CA 94612

Cellphone: (213) 598-1466

Email: jevans@biologicaldiversity.org

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be enteretl against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. t
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.t

ANGELA D. CAESAR, CLERK OF COURTU

Date:t

Signature of Clerk or Deputy ClerkU


mailto:jevans@biologicaldiversity.org
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)t

Civil Action No.t 25-cv-793

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for tname of individual and title, if any) U

was received by mt on tdate)U

(3 I personally served the summons on the individual at glace)U

on tdate)U , ort

(1 I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with tname)U
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,t

on tdate)U , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; ort

(3 I served the summons on tname of individual) U , who ist

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of tname of organization)U

on tdate)U , ort
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted becauset
(O Other t p&tify) U
My fees are $t for travel and $t for services, for a total of $t 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.t

Date:t

Server’s signatureU

Printed name and titleU

Server’s addressU

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:t
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12; DC 3/15) Summons in a Civil Actiont

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTt

for the
District of Columbia E

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY )

Plaintiff(U )
U Givil Action No.t 25-cv-793

LEE ZELDIN, in his official capacity as Administrator )t
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and )t
U.S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY )t

Sfendant(U )t
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: t fendant’s name and address)UEdward R. Martin Jr., U.S. Attorney
District of Columbia
601 D Street, NW
Washington, DC

A lawsuit has been filed against you.t

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if yout
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employt of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.t
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,t
whose namt and address are:t Jonathan Evans

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
2100 Franklin St., Suite 375

Oakland, CA 94612

Cellphone: (213) 598-1466

Email: jevans@biologicaldiversity.org

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be enteretl against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. t
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.t

ANGELA D. CAESAR, CLERK OF COURTU

Date:t

Signature of Clerk or Deputy ClerkU


mailto:jevans@biologicaldiversity.org
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)t

Civil Action No.t 25-cv-793

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for tname of individual and title, if any) U

was received by mt on tdate)U

(3 I personally served the summons on the individual at glace)U

on tdate)U , ort

(1 I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with tname)U
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,t

on tdate)U , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; ort

(3 I served the summons on tname of individual) U , who ist

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of tname of organization)U

on tdate)U , ort
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted becauset
(O Other t p&tify) U
My fees are $t for travel and $t for services, for a total of $t 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.t

Date:t

Server’s signatureU

Printed name and titleU

Server’s addressU

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:t





