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Re: Dockets 50-329 and 50-330 \ '
?. ,~ , . -s

Q%f -Dear Mr. Chairman: c s -'s

We received Applicants' response to our motion of
January 7, 1973 to have tha Licensing Board dedlared biased.
We have also received the Regulatory Staff's response _. -

The Applicants' response is dated January 17, 1973 - -

and the Regulatory Staff's response is dated January 22, l}73. -

The Rules of Practice provide that answers to motions must be
filed within five days of service and an additional three days
is pcrmi.hted i.1 the event the motion is mai. led'. Thus, it
appears that Applicants and the Regulatory Staf f's motions arc
untimely and the Board should (and we hereby request that it)
. ignore such filings. These filings were not accompanied by
a motion or any showing of cause as to why they were so late.

Intervenors in this case have had to carry many
burdens and cri.ticisms uhenever they asked for an extension of
time to file a pleading. Here, the Applicants and the Regulatory
Staff just filad a papar late without any j us tification.

.

We would also note that if the rules adopted in July
are applicable the Regulatory Staff is still late since its
filing of January 22 is more than-thirteen days after the filing
of our motion (ten days for reply plus three days for mailing).

Whe re f o re , we requen t that the idcuouimr Board truitt
our- mocion as uncontes ted as required under the rules .

.
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