§76.10

access to the information by the oppos-
ing party shall sign a notarized state-
ment affirmatively stating, or shall
certify under penalty of perjury, that
the individual has personally reviewed
the Commission’s rules and under-
stands the limitations they impose on
the signing party.

(f) No copies of materials marked
proprietary may be made except copies
to be used by persons designated in
paragraphs (c) and (d) of this section.
Each party shall maintain a log record-
ing the number of copies made of all
proprietary material and the persons
to whom the copies have been provided.

(g) Upon termination of the com-
plaint proceeding, including all appeals
and petitions, all originals and repro-
ductions of any proprietary materials,
along with the log recording persons
who received copies of such materials,
shall be provided to the producing
party. In addition, upon final termi-
nation of the proceeding, any notes or
other work product derived in whole or
in part from the proprietary materials
of an opposing or third party shall be
destroyed.

[64 FR 6571, Feb. 10, 1999]

§76.10 Review.

(a) Interlocutory review. (1) Except as
provided below, no party may seek re-
view of interlocutory rulings until a
decision on the merits has been issued
by the staff or administrative law
judge.

(2) Rulings listed in this paragraph
are reviewable as a matter of right. An
application for review of such ruling
may not be deferred and raised as an
exception to a decision on the merits.

(i) If the staff’s ruling denies or ter-
minates the right of any person to par-
ticipate as a party to the proceeding,
such person, as a matter of right, may
file an application for review of that
ruling.

(i) If the staff’s ruling requires pro-
duction of documents or other written
evidence, over objection based on a
claim of privilege, the ruling on the
claim of privilege is reviewable as a
matter of right.

(iii) If the staff’s ruling denies a mo-
tion to disqualify a staff person from
participating in the proceeding, the
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ruling is reviewable as a matter of
right.

(b) Petitions for reconsideration. Peti-
tions for reconsideration of interlocu-
tory actions by the Commission’s staff
or by an administrative law judge will
not be entertained. Petitions for recon-
sideration of a decision on the merits
made by the Commission’s staff should
be filed in accordance with §§1.104
through 1.106 of this chapter.

(c) Application for review. (1) Any
party to a part 76 proceeding aggrieved
by any decision on the merits issued by
the staff pursuant to delegated author-
ity may file an application for review
by the Commission in accordance with
§1.115 of this chapter.

(2) Any party to a part 76 proceeding
aggrieved by any decision on the mer-
its by an administrative law judge may
file an appeal of the decision directly
with the Commission, in accordance
with §§1.276(a) and 1.277(a) through (c)
of this chapter, except that in pro-
ceedings brought pursuant to §§76.1003,
76.1302, and 76.1513 of this part, unless a
stay is granted by the Commission, the
decision by the administrative law
judge will become effective upon re-
lease and will remain in effect pending
appeal.

[64 FR 6571, Feb. 10, 1999]

§76.11 Lockbox enforcement.

Any party aggrieved by the failure or
refusal of a cable operator to provided
a lockbox as provided for in Title VI of
the Communications Act may petition
the Commission for relief in accord-
ance with the provisions and proce-
dures set forth in §76.7 for petitions for
special relief.

[50 FR 18661, May 2, 1985]

Subpart B—Registration
Statements

§76.29 Special temporary authority.

(@) In circumstances requiring the
temporary use of community units for
operations not authorized by the Com-
mission’s rules, a cable television sys-
tem may request special temporary au-
thority to operate. The Commission
may grant special temporary author-
ity, upon a finding that the public in-
terest would be served thereby, for a
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