Citizens for

© 00O N o o A W N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
OO 00 N N -, OO 00 N oY 010NN 0 N -RE O

[Hlean Air et al v. McCarthy et al

THE HONORABLE JOHN C. COUGHENOUH

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERNDISTRICT OFWASHINGTON

AT SEATTLE
CITIZENS FOR CLEAN AIR et al., CASE NO.C16-08573CC
Plaintiffs, ORDER

V.
SCOTT PRUITT et al.,

Defendant.

This matter comes before the Court on Defendants’ unopposed motion to terminatg
consent decree and dismiss the ¢&de. No. 41). Having thoroughly considered the parties’
briefing and the relevant record, the Court het@RANTS the motion for the reasons explaing
herein.

On January 5, 2017, the Court granted the pajoes’ motionto entera consent decree
(Dkt. No. 32.)Under the consent decree, Defendants could move the Court to terminate th

decreeand dismiss the case if they had signed a notice of final rulemakihgiopropsal to

approve, disapprove, or conditionally approve, in whole or in part, the Fairbanks 2015 PMR.

Plan pursuant to section 110(k)(@)-of CleanAir Act, 42 U.S.C. 8 7410(k)(2)4), no later
than August 28, 2017. (Dkt. No. 32 at 3—4.) In addition, the notice of final rulemaking had
published in the Federal Register, and the issue of costs of litigation, incluasumable

attorney fees, had to be resolvdd.)(
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On August 21, 2017, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) signed a n
of final rulemaking on its proposal to approve the Fairbanks North Star Borough Modlerate
Attainment Plan for attainment of the 2006t&34r fine particulate matter National Ambient A
Quality Standards. (Dkt. No. 41 at 1.) EPA published noticeatffthal rulemaking in the
Federal Register on September 8, 200d.) The parties have resolved the issue of costs of
litigation. (Id. at 2.) Plaintiffs do not oppose this motiokal.

For the foregoing reasorBefendantsmotionto terminate the coesit decree and
dismiss the case (Dkt. No. Yis GRANTED. The case iIBISMISSEDwith prejudice.

DATED this 4th day of October 2017.

U

\Lécﬁm/

John C. Coughenour
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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