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Dear Jim:

I am writing fn seaponss to your letter dated yeatcaday. Pleass ynderstand that I cao ogly
speak for the United Scates and not for the other parties to the Joint Preliminary Ijunction
Motion. I will try to address the lssucs in the ordes in which you rafse them. -

To che extent that you fntend w seek an cxteasion of the preliminary injonction briefing
achadula based upon your delayed receipt of the motion, ploass so notify the United States.

Wit regard ¢o your oppocition to the motion to excsed the exhibit pigs number limit, dhe
United States would certainly not oppose an accelemied brisfing schedule.

Wil regard to te impact of Defcadmt’s Motion w0 Stay, Dismiss, or Transter Veme® on the
pretiminary fjunction bricfing ackedule, the Unitod States will a0t consent to modifying the
briafing schedule based upon tiat mation. Wifis the Untied States will file a brief fully sciting
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without merit.

Since the preliminary Inhnction motions can be considered regardieas of the ruling on the
motion o consolidace, the Unlted States will not consent to a delay in the briefing schedule
based upon that motion. -

With regard to your roquest to depose Dr. Morrison and Msss.Garale, Colernan and Weidler,
the United States would be willing to consider scheduling one day depositions of

witnesses from both sides afiee bricfing on the peeliminary injunction metion has been
completed. At this polnt, the United States does not understand why depositions of Msers.
Gurule, Coleman and Weldlee are appropriate. Consequently, the United States will not
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cofisent to an extension of the belefing schadule for the preliminary injunction to accommodate
depositions.

With regard to your seggestion that & schednling conference with Judge Conway be requested,

the United States does not see tho nced for such a conference at diis tima. 1 suggost that upon

completion of bricfing for the pretiminary injunction motion, we attempt to reach agreement an
8 acheduls. Should we fail to teach agrecimant st that time, a schoduling conference may be

appropriate.
Please contect 1 f you have any questions.

Michasl T, Donncflan



