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moment the questién of the time, because I don't think

with the Court of Appeéls could Qe vdtéd upon separately,

would take care of some of the questions that were noted?

has been before the courts in a number of situations, and i

caﬁ, when you»haye that Rind of a clause, itigbes involve

a twenty~-three months and twenty-nine day period. It can br.
~ DR, BARD: That is a good point.

ﬁR.'ﬁAILé: I agree with Mr. Case. . After this

debate; 1 agree eighéeen months is Setter'than two years.

THE CHAIRMAN: May I suggest we defer for the

we can consider that until we have considered thesother
question as.té the procedure. It seems to me you will
ave difficulties with time if your procedure goes one

way or the othex.

DR, BARD: Mr. Chairman, could we in our Goting

divide it up so that perhaps the*last statement dealipg
or else in terms of the possibility of a revision that

THE CHATRMAN: I wanted to have that separate=~
1y and determined first. I wanted to make one comment
that somebody touched on but didn't éxactly make, and

that is that it seems to me that this type of procedure
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