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COMPLAINT COUNSEL'S OPPOSED MOTION TO STAY RESPONSE
TO PARTS OF RESPONDENT'S SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL
RELATED TO PENDING MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENSES , AND
OPPOSED MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND

TO THE REST OF THE SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL

Complaint Counsel move to stay their response to Respondent Basic Research LLC' s

Second Motion to Compel with respect to their document requests nos. 6 , 7 , 27 , and 29 , and to

extend the time for responding to the remaining requests identified in that Motion from October

2004, to November 3 , 2004, and in support thereof state as follows:

On October 13 , 2004, Respondent Basic Research served its Second Motion to

Compel ("Motion ). Complaint Counsel's response is currently due on October 25 , 2004.

Pursuant to RULE OF PRACTICE 4. , the Administrative Law Judge may extend any

time limit prescribed or allowed by the Rules.

On October 19 , 2004 , Complaint Counsel , Robin M. Richardson, discussed the

relief sought in this Request with counsel for Respondent , Jeffrey Feldman. On October 20



2004, Mr. Feldman represented that he opposed Complaint Counsel's motion to stay and for an

enlargement of time.

Good cause exists to justify the stay of Complaint Counsel' s response to certain

portions of Respondent's Motion. Document requests 6 , 27 , and 29 relate to Respondents

alleged defenses and the pending Motion to Strike. Specifically, Respondent seeks to compel a

response to request 6 which seeks "all expert reports" filed in administrative or Section 13 (b)

proceedings , and to request 7 which seeks "all depositions taken of Federal Trade Commission

substantiation experts in any weight loss cases." Respondent also seeks to compel a response to

request 27 , which now seeks "all documents relating to requestsbj'dvertisers of dietary weight

loss products seeking clarification on the substantiation standards applicable in this case " and

request 29 , which seeks " (aJll documents related to requests made to the Federal Trade

Commission by advertisers seeking approval of advertising prior to dissemination.

These four requests relate to the 
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