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U.S. Department of Labor Office of the Solicitor

S

Washington, D.C. 20210

August 31, 2006

By facsimile transmission (202) 606—%@50 and first class mail
/7
Ray H. Darling, Executive Secretary
Occupational Safety and Health Review Commission
One Lafayette Centre
1120 20t St., N.W,
Suite 980
Washington, D.C. 20036-3419

Re: Summit Contractors Inc., No. 05-0839
Dear Mr. Darling:

Enclosed please find for filing an original and eight copies of the
Secretary's reply brief in the above-captioned case.

Sincerely,

Gawﬂm

Attorney

U.S. Department of Labor

Frances Perkins Bldg., Room S-4004
200 Constitution Ave. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20210-0001

(202) 693-5770

(202) 693-5466 (fax)
Stearman.gary@dol.gov

Enclosures

cc:  Robert E. Rader, Jr., Esq. (enc. by facsimile and mail)
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH REVIEW COMMISSION

SECRETARY OF LABOR,
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
Complainant, :  OSHRC Docket
No. 05-0839
v.
SUMMIT CONTRACTORS, INC.
Respondent.

REPLY BRIEF OF THE SECRETARY

HOWARD M. RADZELY
Solicitor of Labor

JOSEPH M. WOODWARD
Associate Solicitor for
Occupational Safety and Health

CHARLES F. JAMES
Counsel for Appellate Litigation

DANIEL J. MICK
Counsel for Regional Trial Litigation

GARY STEARMAN

Attorney for the Secretary of Labor
U.S. Department of Labor

200 Constitution Ave., N.W.
Room S-4004

Washington, D.C. 20210

(202) 693-5445
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