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Petitioner DuPont Specialty Products USA, LLC (“DuPont”)
respectfully requests leave to lodge, as part of the appendix in this
appeal, DuPont’s brief in support of its exceptions to the decision of the
Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”). This material is appropriate for
inclusion in the appellate appendix because it consists of briefing DuPont
submitted as part of proceedings before the National Labor Relations
Board (the “Board”) and shows where in the agency proceedings DuPont
raised certain issues on review. See 3d Cir. L.A.R. 28.1(a)(1). Yet under
Board regulations and practice, this briefing is not included as part of the
Administrative Record. See 29 C.F.R. § 102.45(b). Granting leave to
lodge the brief as part of the Appendix will ensure the Court has access
to the full briefing submitted to the Board concerning the ALJ’s decision.

Respondent’s counsel has informed DuPont’s counsel that the
Board does not oppose this motion if the material is designated as non-
record evidence.

For all these reasons, DuPont’s motion should be granted.
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Dated: February 8, 2021 Respectfully submitted,

s/ David R. Broderdorf
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

In accordance with Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 32(g)(1), I
certify that the foregoing motion meets the type-volume limitations of

Rule 27(d)(2)(A) because it contains 165 words.

s/ David R. Broderdorf
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that, on this February 8, 2021, I electronically filed the
foregoing with the Clerk for the United States Court of Appeals for the
Third Circuit. I used the Court’s CM/ECF system, which serves
registered CM/ECF users. All attorneys in this case are registered

CM/ECF users and were served accordingly.

s/ David R. Broderdorf




