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RESPONDENT ASPEN TECHNOLOGY, INC.'S 
MOTION TO AMEND THE SCHEDULING ORDER 

Despite extraordinary efforts at great expense to the company, Respondent Aspen 

Technology, 



repeatedly sought information as to Complaint Counsel's theory of the appropriate relevant 

market under the FTCYs Merger Guidelines. Complaint Counsel have refused to explain their 

theory until completion of their expert's report. To make the most effective use of the extension 

requested, it is critical for Complaint Counsel to reveal their case so that we can respond. 

Respondent proposes no extension for Complaint Counsel's proposed exhibit list 





January 13,2004, when, in response to Respondent's Second Set of Interrogatories, it provided a 

-- non-exhaustive list of documents supporting various contentions in the Complaint. As noted in 

Respondent's recent Motion For Extension of Discovery Deadline to Allow For Discovery of a 



For the reasons set forth above, Respondent submits that they have demonstrated 

good cause to amend the scheduling order. A proposed revised scheduling order has been 

attached. 
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]PROPOSED1 SECOND REVISED SCHEDULING ORDER 

On March 4,2004, Respondent Aspen Technology, Inc. filed a motion to amend 
the scheduling order. Respondent has demonstrated good cause for revising the scheduling 
order. The motion is GRANTED. 

The Scheduling Order is revised as follows: 

March 12,2004 Complaint Counsel provides expert witness reports 

March 12,2004 Complaint Counsel provides final proposed witness and exhibit 
lists, including designated testimony to be presented by deposition, 
copies of all exhibits (except for demonstrative, illustrative or 
summary exhibits), and a brief summary of the testimony of each 
witness. 

Complaint Counsel serves on Administrative Law Judge final 
witness and exhibit lists, including designated testimony to be 
presented by deposition, and a brief summary of the expected 
testimony of each witness. 

March 20,2004 

March 25,2004 

April 12,2004 

Close of discovery for limited purpose of taking deposition by 
written questions of four Japanese witnesses. 

Close of discovery for limited purpose of obtaining discovery from 
HTRI on heat transfer software. 

Respondent's Counsel provides final proposed witness and exhibit 
list, including designated testimony to be presented by deposition, 
copies of all exhibits (except for demonstrative, illustrative or 
summary exhibits), and a brief summary of the testimony of each 
witness. 



April 13,2004 

April 16,2004 

April 21,2004 

April 23,2004 

May 5,2004 

May 7,2004 

May 12,2004 

May 2 1,2004 

May 2 1,2004 

Respondent's Counsel serves on Administrative Law Judge final 
witness and exhibit lists, including designated testimony to be 
presented by deposition, and a brief summary of the expected 
testimony of each witness. 

Parties that intend to offer into evidence tha



May 24,2004 

May 26,2004 

Final prehearing conference to be held at 10:OO a.m. in room 532, 
Federal Trade Commission Building, 600 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
N.W ., Washington, D.C. The parties are to meet and confer prior 
to the conference regarding trial logistics and proposed stipulations 
of law, facts, and authenticity and any designated deposition 
testimony. Counsel may present any objections to the final 
proposed witness lists and exhibits, including the designated 
testimony to be presented by deposition. Trial exhibits wijl be 
admitted or excluded to the extent practicable. 

Deadline for Complaint Counsel to file reply pretrial brief, not to 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Mark W. Nelson, hereby certify that on March 4,2004, I caused a true and correct copy of the 
attached Respondent Aspen Technology, lnc. 's Motion to Amend the Scheduling Order 


