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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA &\ |
BEFORE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION %o, groocy

Lt P T L e

in the Matter of

CHICAGO BRIDGE & TRON COMPANY N.V,
a forelgn corporation,

CIICAGO BRIDGE & IRON COMPANY

a corporation,

Docket No. 9300
and

PITT-DES MOINES, INC.

a corporation.

T e vt e it it St et S e Y’ Mt Yt v’ m

RESPFONDENT'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

Pursuant to the Scheduling Order entered i this case on Febmuary 20, 2002, Respondent
Chicago Bridge & Iron Company NV, ("CB&I") respectinlly subnmts this motion for an
extension of the discovery deadline relating to Jdocument requests, intermogatories and requests
for admissions served by the Federal Trade Commission ("FTC"} on June 7, 2002." CB&I
requests that the Court extend its time to 1espond to the decument requests, interrogateries and
requests for admissions served by the FTC in accordance with the agreements reached by
counsel for the parties on July 1, 2002, CB&I has cousulied with Complint Counsel, who has
anthorized CB&]J to state that it does not abject ta this motion to extend CR&T's time to respond

to the FTC's discovery as follows: Subject to the Court's approval, the parties have agrood that

! These documents are (1) Complaint Counsel's Second Request for Preduction of Documents to Respondent
Chicage Bridge & Tron Conpany N.Y.; (i1} Cotuplaint Counsel's Requests for Admmissions to Chicapo Bridge &



CB&I's time to respend the FIC's intemogatories and requests for admmssion shall be extended
unti) July 19, 2002, and CB&I will preduce docmments responsive to the FTC's docwment
requests on a rolling basis beginming on July 12th, and ending no later than August 6, 2002. In
support of its motion, CB&I siates as follows:

1. On Jung 7, 2002 — the last day on which wniten discovery could be served
pursuani to the Scheduling Order -- the FTC served a series of new document requests,
intervogatories and requests for admissions npen CB&L

ey On June 14, 2002, Respondents moved for a sixty-day exlension of the fact
discovery deadline in this case based, in part, on the fact that Respondents necded additional
time to respond to the FTC's discovery.

3. On June 18, 2002, this Court granted Respondents’ motion for a 60-day exienston,
specifically noting int its Order thut CB&I nueds at Least two months to respond lo the FTC's
;r.{isfcm’ery.

4, Moreover, on June 13, 2002, the parties participated in a two hour meet and
gonfer conference in an attempt to resolve their disputes regarding the FT'C's discovery. Several
sigmficant issues remain, however, and it will take some time for the partics to resolve those
I550ES.

5. CB&I has been diligently collecting docuwnents and information responsive to the
discovery requests over the last couple of weeks, CB&! has communicated this fact to several
attorneys on the FTC Siafl, The FTC has stated that pursuant to the Scheduling Order and FT'C
Rulcs of Practice, all extensions or modifications of the deadlines conlamed in the Scheduling

Order and to discovery deadlines will be made by the Court only upon a showing of good canse.

Iron Company N.V.; and {iii} Complaint Counsel's Second Interrogutoriea Direeted to Respondent Chicago
Endee & lren Congpany N.Y.



{fcmp]aint Conmsel has agreed not 1o oppose a motion seeking o extend CB&I's time for
responding to the requests for admissions and interregatories unti! July 19, 2002, Tn addition,
Complaint Counsel has also agreed ne to oppose an extension permitting CB&I to produce
documents in response to the document regquests on 2 rolling basis beginning on Tuly 12, 2002,
and ending no later than Augupst 6, 2002,

6. In sum, CB&] has in good faith been atiempting to resolve the discovery disputes
with the FTC while continuing to gather information responsive to (he discovery reyuests.
Respondents feli that it was implicit m the Court's June 18, 2002 Order that they would have
additional time to respond ta the FTC's discovery requests. In 2 abundance of caution, however,
wc make this motion loday,

7. Thus, CB&]I respectllly requests ihat thus Court grant CB&I's motion for
extension of time and order that CB&I responses to the FTC's Fune 7, 2002 discovery shall be

extended in accordance will the agrecments reached between the parties on July 1, 2002.



Dated: Washington, D.C. Respoctfully submitted,

July 1, 2002 Y ,
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~Duane M. Kell
Jeffrey A. Leon
Greg J. Miarecki
Winston & Strawn
35 W, Wacker Drive
Chicago, 1. 60601-9703
{312) 558-3600 (voice)
{312) 558-5700 (fax}
dkelley@@winsion.coin
JleengEwinston.com
gmiareck{winston.com

Mada Sulsiman

Winston & Sirawn

1400 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
{202 371-5700 (voice)
(202) 371-5950 (fax)
nsulaimag@gwinston.com

Counsci for Respondents
Chicage Bridge & Iron Company N.V.
and Pitt Des-Maoines, Inc,



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I Nada 8. Sulaiman, hereby certify that o this 1st day of July, 2002, I served 4
true and cotreet copy ol Respondent's Motion for an Exertion of Time, by [acsimile and first-
class matl upon:

The Ilonorable James P. Tunony
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Trade Commission

600 Pennsylvania Avanue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20580

Richard Liebeskind

Assistant Director

Burean of Competition

Federal Tradc Commissicn

600 FPennsylvania Avenue, W,
Room S-3a02

Washington, D.C. 20380

Steven L. Wilensky

Federal Trade Commission

601 Permsybvania Avenue, N.W.
Room 5-3618

Washington, D.C. 20580
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PROPOSED ORDER

UPON CONSIDERATION of Respondent's Motion for an Extension of Time, filed on
July 1, 2002, and being fully advized in the premiscs,

IT IS HEREBRY ORDERED, ihat ihc motion is GRANTED, and that Respondent's
responses the Federal Trade Commission's June 7, 2002 docoment requests, interrogatories and
tequests for admission shall be extended as follows: CB&T's time to respond to Complaint
Counsel's request for admissions and interrogatories shall be extended te July 19, 2002, and
CB&] will produce documenls responsive 1o the Complaint Counsel’s document requcsts on a

rolling basis begiming on July 12, 2002 and ending no laier than August §, 2002,

ORDERED: James P. Timony
Administrative Law Indge

Juby L2002



