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UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE
EXECUTI VE OFFI CE FOR | MM GRATI ON REVI EW
CFFI CE OF THE CH EF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NG OFFI CER

Jaime Banuelos, et al., Conplainants v. Transportation Leasing
Conpany (Fornmer Greyhound Lines, Inc.), Bortisser Travel Service, GL.I.
Hol di ng Conpany and Subsidiary G eyhound Lines, Inc., Bus Wash, M ssouri
Cor poration, Respondents; 8 U S.C. § 1324b Proceedi ng; Case No. 89200314.

CRDER PERM TTI NG COVPLAI NANTS ADDI TI ONAL Tl ME TO RESPOND TO RESPONDENT
BUS WASH, INC.'S, UNTIMELY SUBM SSION OF | TS MOTION  FOR SUMVARY
DECI SI ON

On May 16, 1990, ny office accepted a tel ephonic comrunication from
M. Marco Centeno, a representative of Conplainant's. M. Centeno
expressed concern that | was accepting into the record a | ate subm ssion
of an affidavit of a M. Delacruz in support of a Mtion for Summary
Decision as tendered by Respondent Bus Wash, Inc. M. Centeno also
expressed concern that there were sone ~"minor changes'' in the
subsequently filed affidavit.

Respondent Bus Wash, Inc., originally filed in a tinely nanner its
Motion for Summary Decision on My 7, 1990. That subnmitted Motion,
however, contained the unsworn and unsigned affidavit of M. Delacruz.
On May 11, 1990, Respondent Bus Wash, Inc., subnmtted the sworn and
signed affidavit of M. Delacruz. In a cover |etter acconpanying the
affidavit, M. Robert Dol an, counsel for Bus Wash, Inc., indicated that
the original affidavit contained a misstatenent that was corrected in the
subsequently filed affidavit. The mi sstatenment pertained to the |ocation
of the bus cleaning operations as conducted by Bus Wsh, Inc. The
subsequently filed affidavit was not otherwi se any different from the
affidavit as filed on May 7, 1990.

| consider the changes as nade in the subsequent affidavit to be

m nor and non-prejudicial. Mreover, | view the failure by Bus Wsh,
Inc., to subnmit in a tinely manner the sworn affidavit of M. Delacruz
to be an inadvertent oversight. For these reasons, | decided to pernit

it to be filed in an untinely manner.
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Nevert hel ess, in the interests of fairness, I will permt
Conplainants to file a response, if they think it is necessary, to
Respondent Bus Wash, Inc.'s Mdtion as filed on May 11, 1990.
Accordi ngly, Conplainants shall have until on or before Friday, My
25, 1990, in which to file a response, if necessary, to Respondent Bus
Wash, Inc.'s, Mdtion including the affidavit of M. Del acruz.

Thereafter, | shall rule on and decide all pending Mtions and
Requests in this case.

SO ORDERED: This 18th day of May, 1990, at San Di ego, California.

ROBERT B. SCHNEI DER
Adm ni strative Law Judge
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