UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : LAY 2 2007
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION N V4

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES SN SRR

S i

In the Matter of

REALCOMP I LTD., Docket No. 9320

Respondent.

ORDER DENYING RESPONDENT’S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY DECISION

L PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
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(“Motion”) on April 23, 2007. Although titled as a motion for dismissal, Respondent’s motion
effectively seeks summary decision pursuant to 16 C.F.R. § 3.24 and thus will be treated as a

motion for summary decision. Complaint Counsel filed its Opposition to Respondent’s Motion
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reasons set forth below, Respondent’s Motion is DENIED.
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genuine issue of material fact which precludes summarv decision in its favor. Opposition at 5.

With respect to Respondent’s request for alternative relief, Complaint Counsel argues it should
be denied. Opposition at 16-17.

IV. APPLICABLE STANDARD
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Once the moving party has properly supported its motion for summary judgment, the
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