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uNITED STATES ENVJ:RON!f.ENT~ PR9"J;ECTION AGENCY 

. BEFORE THE .ADM!Nl:STRATOR 

In the Matter of: · 

Health ·care Products, J:nc. 

·. Respo~dent 

In the Matter of: 

Celltech Media, Inc. 

Respondent 

In the ·Hatter of: 

) 
) 
) 
) 

. ) 

) ~ 
J 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

FIFRA Docke.t No. .93.-H-02F 

FIFRA Docket No. 95-H:..04 

Health Care Products~ Inc. ) . l:.F.&: R ~ Docket No. VIII-90-279C . 
) 

Respondent· 

In the Ma-tter · of: 

Health Care Products, Inc~, 

· Peti.ti·oner 

) 
) 

) 
) ·FIFRA Docket No. 6561 

.. ) 
. ) 
) 

ORDER . APPROVING MOTION ·RESPONSE SCHEDULE 

On Novetllber 21, 1995, · the parties · submitted a joint .letter 
agreeing on times .to respond to certain outstanding mbtions . . . 
Since. the parties 'are in.agreement and the , moti6n response . 
scl:fedule appl:!ars reasonable, it will be approved~ Accordingly, 
the following motions response timeJ3 are . hereby set: 2 

· 

November 30, 1995 
\ I • . 

EPA is. to file. and dispatch Yia . tederal . 
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Express or ·· overnight · mail a response to 
HCP's Motion Pursuant to 7 u.s.c. § 
1.36l(a) (3), 40 C.F.R: § 22.19(d) and 40 
C~F.R. § 22.3S(b). 

December 1, 1995 · HCP is to dispatch via Fe~eraL Express , 
or overnight mail for service ·. and filing 
a response to EPA' s Motion f .or Leave to 
File Addendum to October 23, 1995 Motion 
to .Recaption Actions . and to Require 
Petitione~/Respondent to P~ovide 
Complete and Accurate Information on Its 

·Name and Legal Representation. 

Furt;her, certain o.ther matters warrant comment in this 
o:tder. First, the November 14, 1995 order specifically mentioned 

. that proposals for ·a further motions response schedule should be 
made in .appropriate motion form, as provided for in Section 22.16 . 
of the EPA Rules of -Practice ' (Rules), 40 C.F.R. § 22.16. It also 

. pointed out , that 1 if the~e is agreement between the ·parties 1 a 
.. joint motion may be sUbmitted. · Without explanation, · the parties 
elected to proceed by letter rather than by .motion. 

Also, the November 14, 1995 order noted that letter 
pleadings . ~re no.t provided for in t~e RuJ.es and· are 'not favored." · 
While· the letter pleading involvep herein (the joint letter) · did 
n(>t request action by ~he Presiding Judge, it · puq)orted to set 
the .ffi.Otions response SCh~dule 1 ·rather than ' requesting that it be 
set or approved. · sinqe it ~s the res~onsibility of the Presiding 

. Judge to control' the orderly conduct of ' the proceeding, it is his 
. ·sole responsibility to set procedural schedules herein. . · 

Pleadings which are filed beyond the time limits set . in the Rules 
and whichhavenot been submitted pursuant to a schedule approved 

.·by the Presiding Judge, a·re unauthorized pleadings and have no · 
· standing for decisional . purpo~es_. 

. In .iight of th,e agreement of the parties and the 
· reasonableness ·of the . respons~ times, the letter pleading by the 
. parties will be accepted in this insta.nce. However, any future 
l.etter pleadings ·will be ~uminarily rejected, unless . strong good 
cause can be established for· proceeding by letter rather than by 
appropriate action under the . Rules . 

SO. ORDERED • 3 . /~fo~ 
·Daniel M. Head · 

. Administrative Law· ·Judge 
Dated: November 28, 1995 

·
3 In view of time limit~ti.cms, . this order is being served by 

both facsimile .process and certified mail. 
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