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In the Matter of
INTEL CORPORATION, DOCKET NO. 9288

a corporation.
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ORDER RE (1) MOTION OF RESPONDENT INTEL CORPORATION TO DETERMINE
THE SUFFICIENCY OF COMPLAINT COUNSEL’S ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS TO
RESPONDENT’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS AND (2) MOTION OF
RESPONDENT INTEL CORPORATION TO DETERMINE THE SUFFICIENCY OF
COMPLAINT COUNSEL'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS TO
RESPONDENT’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Respondent Intel Corporation ("Intel") moves to determine the sufficiency of (1)
Complaint Counsel’s Answers and Objections to Respondent’s Second Set of Requests for
Admissions and (2) Complaint Counsel’s Supplemental Answers and Objections to
Respondent’s Second Set of Requests for Admissions. Respondent asks to have deemed
admitted over one hundred of its requests for admission on the grounds that complaint counsel’s
responses are inadequate.

Most of the disputes in this motion appear to involve highly legalistic and overly
technical arguments. covering all possibilities, in both the requests and the answers and
objections. I am confident, however, that the motions and responses have served to flush out
details which will serve as a basis for a good faith negotiated stipulation of facts. If the parties
are unable to stipulate to facts and authenticity of documents referenced in Intel’s Second Set of
Requests for Admissions, Intel has leave to file a motion to determine the sufficiency of
complaint counsel’s answers and objections to Requests 123-65, 174-83 and 222 of

Respondent’s Second Set of Requests for Admissions on March 3, 1999. Any response thereto
will be due on March 5, 1999.

[T IS HEREBY ORDERED that Intel’s motion will be DENIED with respect to Requests
1. 2(b-m), 3. 4(b-p), 5-26,27(c)-(0), 28, 29(b)-(g), 30, 35-46, 48-55. 58, 82-118, 120-21, 166-73,
184-221, and 223-24.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Intel’s motions will be DENIED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE with respect to Requests 123-65, 174-83 and 222.

peeld Taveny
James P. Timony

Administrative Law Judge

Dated: February 5, 1999



