


Respondent represented were on Respondent’s exhibit list and not timely objected to by
Complamt Counsel When Respondent’s counsel offered numerous exhibits to be used in
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Complaint Counsel had no objection to those exhibits. Complaint Counsel states that, based on
Respondent’s renresentation to the Court. Complaint Counsel did not obiect to the admission of
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Complaint Counsel now seeks to have IRX 3118-3130 excluded from evidence.

B.

S Respoudant states that the Fitst Revised Scheduling Qrder reauired Resnondent’s counsel

to provide its final proposed exhibit Tist to Complaint Counsel by March 16, 2004, and for
Complaint Counsel to prov1de its objections by April 8, 2004. Respondent further asserts that its
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