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Revised Proposed Schedule

T ', 1. There is a difference between the notied position on tolling_

?: i
>< time and what I understood (and checked with Apolicants in our
E

.m u
*# informal discussion before the' conference) we had agreed to. In

,

9>
R5 the present wording, time for restonse is tolled only on days in

h hearing. This could be interpreted to nean that it runs on weekends,
i . i. i

;; . or days of the week when there is no hearing, even though a hearing,

~, (|

R.is continuing. I interoreted (and checked) the agreement to nean'

''g ,

g s|1that from the time a hearing (or distinct separate phase thereof)
,

| ?, .lf
| .a f'$begins, until the last day thereof, response time wculd not run.
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3 Any other interpretation can clearly be . unfair to intervenorss

5e

6''~ $ s
such as v self with limited resouvees. For, if on the first day of omi

N@'

J-{ g a four week hearing, I were served with interrogatories, and 3 days @8
- r; no -

*
| ;4 |1each week were not actual hearing days, I would be left with only o
! 5 - @g

V).9{_ 2 days to answer after the end of the hearing. It simply isn't gg
*

|
' .+3 OQ

h "' practical to do this and be well enough prepared for hearing to g<
5- om

- ' assist in the. development of a sound record. I believe that the - @@o ;

C6' , agreement is misstated on the transcript, and that Apelicants '

L esoai
proposal is unfair to intervenors like nyself.


