BEFORE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

I the Matter of

CHICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY N.V.
a foreirm corporation,

CHICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY

a corporaticon,

Dacket No, 9300

and

PIIT-DES MOINES, INC.
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Administrative Law Judge

COMPLAINT COUNSEL'S RESPONSE TO RESPONDENTS®
MOTION FOR A SIXTY-DAY EXTENSION OF TIME

Complaint Counsel files this response to Respondents’® Motion for a Sixty-Day Extension
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unwarranted and recommends that exceptions to the July 8, 2002 cut-off date for discovery be
gtanted, 45 necessary to complete depositions of witnesses and to eomplele Respondents’

production of documents in response o the June 7 documnent requests. Olherwise maintaining
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Complaint Counsel’s third party witnesses. There are currently 23 wilnesses on Comnplaini
Connsel's Revised Wimess List.® Respondents have hoen aware of the identity of thirteen of
these individnals since March 14, 2002, more than three months ago, when Complaint Counsel

turned over affidayits in its posscasion to Respondents. Respondents became aware of the

its [mitial Witmess List to Respondents. Complaint Counsel listed only three additional
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Eespnm;ents CIte to Eiﬂmpimnl E,uunsei 5 June 7, 2002, discovery requests as an

additional reason justifving its request for a 60-day of extension of time (Respondents” Mation at
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Additionafly, LNG tanks, LPG tanks, and LIN/LOX tanks, which store gascs in liguid form at
very cold temperatures, share many characteristics and are collectively referred to within the
industry as “low temperature and cryogenic tanks.”
Conclusion

Complaint Counsel respectfully requests that this Conrl deny Respondents’ modion fora
sixty-day extension of time, or in the alternative, if the Court granis Respondent’s motion, adopt

Complaint Counsel’s Sceond Revised Scheduling Order.

Dated: Washington, D.C, RESPEBT,%.I]] U
f,

JTune 18, 2002
Steven L. Wilzﬁk)/
Federal Trade &26mmission

601 Pennsylvania Ave. IN.W.
Washington IC. 20580
(202) 326-2650

Complaint Counsel



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby cerlify that I cansed a copy of Complaint Coungel’s Reply to Respondents’
Motion for a Sixty-Day Extension of Time 1o be delivered by hand to

The Henorable James P, Timony
Foderal Trade Commission
H-104

6™ and Pennsylvania Ave. N.W,
Washington D.C. 20580

Administrative Law Judge
and by facsimite and by first-class mail to:

Jelfrey A_ Leon

Deane M. Eelley
Winston & Strawn

315 W. Wacker Drive
Chicago, IL 606019703
(312) 558-5600

Counsel for Respondents Chicago Bridge & Iron Compiany
N V. and Pitt-Pes Moines, Inc.

Dated: June 18, 2002



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

FITT-DES MCINES, INC,

a corparation.

)

In the Matter of )

)

CHICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY NV, )

)

a foreign corperation, )

}

CIIICAGO BRIDGE & TRON COMPANY )

)

a corporation, )
} Docket No. 9300

and }
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June 18, 2002, Complaint Counscl fited a Response to Respondents’ Motion for a Sixly-Day
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ORDERED
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

In the Matler of

CHICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY N.V.
a foreign corporation,

CHICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY, Docket No. 9300

a corporation, and

PITT-DES MOINES, INC.,
a corporation.
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under Rule 3.24(a}(4). depositions of experts, and
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admizsibihly of exhibiis.

Conandaing Cen IW’@“‘U%’QW%_-

coniidential matertals of an opposing party or
nos-party must provide notice to the opposing party or
non-party, pwrsuant tw 16 CE.R. § 3.45(b).



[Augnst 30, 2002} - Complami Counsel o identily rebutial cxpert(s) and

provide rebuttal cxpert report{s). Any such reports are
b
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EE[}CIIH] culs' expert reponts, It materal outside the
seope of fair rebuttal is presented, Respondent will

- i . : _ & _}!@_
i

ﬂ

striking Comptaint Counsel's rebulfal expert reports or
sceking leave to submit sur-rebuttal expert reports on
behalf of Respondent).

[September 6, 2002] - Exchange and serve conrtesy copy on ALJS of
objectoms e final proposed witness lists and exhibt
lists. Exchanpc objcctions to the designated testimony
to be presented by deposition and covnter

designations.

[Scptember 9, 2002] - Conmplaint Counsel files pretrial brief.

[September 16, 2002 | - Respondents’ Counsel files pretnal briel.

[September 18, 2062] - Exchange proposed stipulations of law, facts, and
autheniicily.

[September 18, 2002] - Deadling for depositions of experts {including rebuttal
cxperis).
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