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21,2011. Respondents further state that their lead counsel, although having timely
, received and reviewed the Requests for Admission, incorrectly assumed that responses
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counsel contacted Complaint Counsel requesting agreement to a short extension of time
to serve objections and answers to the Requests for Admission, but Complaint Counsel
declined to agree. According to the Motion, Respondents then prepared Objections and
Answers to the Requests for Admission (hereafter, “Responses™) and served them on
Complaint Counsel on Monday, January 24, 2011.
Respondents request an Order allowing them to file the Responses late, pursuant
to Commission Rule 3.32(c), 16 C.F.R. § 3.32(c), and permitting those Responses to
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