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RESPONDENT’S REPLY TO COMPLAINANT’S RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR
ORAL ARGUMENT ON COMPLAINANT’S MOTION FOR ACCELERATED
DECISION ON LIABILITY

Respondent Elementis Chromium Inc.! (“Elementis”) respectfully submits this Reply to
Complainant’s Response to Respondent’s Request for Oral Argument on Complainant’s Motion
for Accelerated Decision on Liability, as follows:2

1. Section 22.16(a) of the Consolidated Rules provides, in pertinent part, that “[a]ll
motions, except those made orally on the record during a hearing, shall: . . . (3) Set forth the
relief sought.”

7 As the Consolidated Rules provide, parties must file a motion when it seeks some

affirmative relief from the Presiding Officer.

| Elementis Chromium LP was merged into Elementis Chromium GP Inc. on September 10, 2010.
Elementis Chromium GP Inc. then changed its name to Elementis Chromium Inc.

2 Elementis styles this submission as a “Reply” although, as explained herein, its Request for Oral
Argument is not a motion.



3. Elementis’s Request for Oral Argument is not a motion because it does not seek
relief from the Presiding Officer. Rather, Elementis seeks only to be heard on Complainant’s
motion, which itself seeks relief, and Elementis’s opposition to the motion.

4, Under Section 22.16{d) of the Consolidated Rules, the Presiding Officer “may
permit oral argument on motions in its discretion.” By exercising its discretion to hear oral
argument, no relief would be granted to Elementis.

5. Elementis’s Request for Oral Argument simply requests that the Presiding Officer
exercise her discretion and hear oral argument on issues that have been fully briefed and, given
the technical issues raised by both parties, would benefit from oral presentation. Whether or not
the Presiding Officer elects to exercise her discretion, the Complainant’s motion is still pending
and the parties are in the same position as immediately before Elementis filed its Request for
Oral Argument.
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