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ORDER DENYI NG RECONSI DERATI ON

The applicant, pro se, has submtted a letter which we w ||
treat as a request for reconsideration of Board Order No. EA-4231
(served August 17, 1994). By that order the Board di sm ssed as
untinmely an appeal the applicant, then represented by counsel,
had taken froma decision of the |aw judge rejecting an EAJA
application for |ack of adequate supporting docunentation. The
Board found that good cause had not been denonstrated for the
late filing. The Adm nistrator has not replied to the letter.

In his letter, the applicant does not argue that our good
cause finding was in error. Rather, he suggests that the Board
m stakenly indicated that he had been earlier advised by the |aw
judge of the necessity to file a net worth statenent. The
applicant's point is unavailing. Wether the applicant was
personal |y aware of the order of the |aw judge that gave him 15
days to file the statenent is irrelevant, since both of his
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attorneys were served with the |aw judge's order.® Advice to
them was tantanount to advice to him

ACCCRDI N&Y, |IT IS ORDERED THAT:

The request for reconsideration is denied.

HALL, Chairman, LAUBER, HAMVERSCHM DT and VOGI, Menbers of the
Board, concurred in the above order.

't is also of no consequence that the applicant believes a
net worth statenment should not be required and that, in any
event, 15 days is not enough time to prepare one. Under the
Board's regul ations, 49 CFR § 826.22, a net worth statenent is
required to be filed with every EAJA application in order to
assess whether an award is perm ssible under statutory criteria;
it is not an obligation a law judge is free to waive. Moreover,
assum ng that an extension of tine to suppl enent an application
wth a net worth statenent is permtted by |aw, an assunption
which is at best questionable, we note that the applicant had
al ready had at | east 30 days to prepare an application which net
all of the requirements of the pertinent regul ations.



