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NTSP’s motion is vague, nonspecific, speculative, and overly broad. NTSP’s motion
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timely basis (such as deposition testimony referring to certain unproduced documents). Indeed,
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restriction on the ability of witnesses to testify fully and truthfully about matters within their
knowledge improperly limits the ability of the Court to obtain a complete factual record on the

key issues of the case. For example, the motion refers primarily to certain “cost and quality of
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Complaint Counsel respectfully requests that NTSP’s

‘motion be denied in its entirety.

Respectfully submitted,
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