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In the Maiter of
Docket No, 9290

MSC.SOFTWARE CORPORATION,
a corpoeration.

L e R

COMPLAINT COUNSEL’S OPPOSITION TO RESPONDENT’S
MOTION FOR - ED SC ING ORDER

Following our April 253, 2002, status conference with the Cour, the partics conferred by
telephone regarding pnz;ssibIa changes to the Amended Scheduling Order. The parties were unable 1o
reach an agreement and, therefore, each purty will address separalely possible modification of the
Am=nded Scheduling Crder. Complaint Counsel will respond by April 30, 2002, w written motion
submitted by Respondent MSC. Software Corporation regarding possible changes.

Complaint Counsel urge the Court to maintain the current Amended Scheduling Order (sxcept
for two minor changes describe below} and to reject the proposed modilications offered by
Respondent. There is 1o basis to slip the discovery and expert deposition deadhines or the wrigl date.
Complaint Counsel have provided Respondent with a specific, focused tnal wilness hist of 24 persons,
including custamers, orher engineering sofiware vendors, and former émplnyecs. MSC has already had

nearly six months to pursne its discovery and MSC stili has another monih before the end of discovery.



L COMPLAINT COUNSEL HAVE PROVIDED A SPECIFIC, FOCUSED TRIAL
WITNESS LIST

A. The Amended Scheduling Order Properly Distinguishes Between Discovery
and Trial Witness Tists

The Court’s Amended Scheduling Order properly distinguishes between “preliminary’ witness
lists and “final™ witness lists. Under the Court’s order, the parties exchange preliminary witness lists at
the outser of discovery and final witness lists following the close of discovery and before trial.

This approaches conforms in principle with the practice of district courts that are governed by
the Federal Rules of Civil Proceduore. In district court litigation, the parties must make initial disclosures
of “each individual likely to have discoverable information that the disclosing party may use to support
itz claims or defenses, unless zolely for impeachment.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a¥ 1) A). This is the
discovery witness list, A party fails to comply with this rale il it omits any individuais likely to have
some discoverable or relevant information.

The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure also require the parties to exchange trial witness lists by
30 days or more before tnal. "This is a list “separately identifyimg those whomn the party expects o
present and those whom the party may call if the need arises.” Id. at 26(a}(33. Thus, the trial witness
list is bifurcaled — between “expected” witnesses and “may call” witnesses.

This Court’s scheduling order is consisient with the approach taken by the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedute in that 1t provides lor an early discovery witness list and a Jater tial witness list, MSC
has cascntially advecated » new case-management system in which litigants would be required to
provide a trial witness list duning the discovery period or even at the owset of the discovery Jpan' od.

There is no suppert in Commission practice or U.S. district court litigation for this inverted approach.



Indeed, U.5. civil litigation i3 baged on fundarnenta! distinctions batween the discovery period (in which
the parties analyze the relevant facts}, the pretrial period (in which the parties make focused pretrial

disclosures and exchange pretrial briefs), and the trial.

B. Complaint Counsel’s Trial Witness List

In order to ensure that the Court’s Amended Scheduling Order governing the discovery,
pretrial, and trial phases remain in place, Complaint Counsel is now providing a list of witnesses it
“expects” to call at trial. The list below includes 24 witnesses.! Muny of these witnesses — paniculary
the customer witnesses — would be called to testify on a narrow tange of issues in a relatively brief
examination. It is our hope to put on our case in about three weeks, with relatively brief examination.of
customer ot third party witnesses.

Customers
Boemg
Anita Boedeker, procnrement agent
Gerald Young, engineer and scientist
Rudotph Yurkovich, manager
DaimlerChrysler
John Hirshey, manager
Ford
Richard Radtke, former manager
General Motors
Tom Tecco, manager
Hughes Satellite {Boeing}

! MSC compares the 39 nun-expert witnesses appearing on Complaint Counsel’s _
supplemental revised witness list to the number of witnesses appearing in other merger matters in its
arguments before the Court on April 25, 2002. (Neither Schering Plaugh nor Summir Technology
were merger cases.) All of those cases were preliminary injunction actions except for R.R. Donnelly,
 InR.R. Donnelly, the only other merger case tried on the merits, 40 witnesses were called by
Complamt Counsel.



Anthony Shimko (Huaghes Satellite), engineer
Edward Spiegel (Hughes Satellite}, manager
Lockheed Martin
Mark Westphal, manager, Lockheed Martn EPI Center
Shawn Smolsky, former lead engineer, Lockheed Martin EPL
‘Warren Smith, consultation engineer, Lockheed Martin Missiles and Fire Control
MeDonnall Douglas (Boeing)
Donald Ladwig (McDonnell Douglas), business planning analyst
John Coyle (McDonneil Douglas), manager
TRW
Suresh Pillay, manager, Space & Technology
U.5. Government
Sandra M. Irish, group leader, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center
Joseph Rogers, section chief, NASA Johnson Space Center
Cray J. Henry, divecior, DoD)’s High Performance Computing Modernization Program
Gordon BEverstine, former scientist, Naval Surface WarTare Center, Carderock Division

Eng: .cering Software Yendors
ANSYS
Michael J. Wheeler, Vice President Marketing
Joe Solecki, chief technical officer
Flccironic Data Systems./PLM Solutions
Chuck Grindstaff, President of Lifecycle Management Products for PLM Solutions

Schaeffer Automated Sysiems
Dr. Harry Schactfer, Presidem
Former MSC Employees

Dennis Nagy, formerly MSC Senior Vice President of Worldwide Sales
Raiesh Allahabadi, formerly MSC Senior Mastran Product Manager

C. MSC's Witness List
MSC has never providad a list of persons it would call at trial. Tt has only provided g list of 68

third-party witnesses without identifying any actual witnesses from these firms. See Exhibit A

{Respondent’s Revised Wilness List (March 1, 2002)).



1. THE COURT’S AMENDED SCHEIWU/LING ORDER SHOULD BE ENFORCED

A. Historic Context

The Complaint was filed in this matter on Ociober 9, 2001, On November 13, 2001, the
Court entered its Scheduling Order setting March 29, 2002, as the deadline for discovery and April 19,
2(0)2, as the deadline for expert depositions. Without having taken any dapositions, MSC moved the
court on Febrrary 11, 2002, 10 extend the tial date. It claimed that it needed additionai time to
undertake discovery and develop its case, including substantial third-party discovery. See, e.z.,
Respandent MSC.Software Corporation’s Motion to Extend Trial Drate (February 11, 2002) at 3. In
response to MS3C’s moticn, Your Honor entered a Revised Scheduling Order on March 35, 2002,
expanding the deadlines for discovery to May 2% and for expert depositions to May 31, 2002. In both
scheduling orders, discovery and expert depositions are to be completed prior to pre-trial briefing.

MSC did not take its first deposition until Aprl 6 when it began to depose executives from
ANSYS, another cngineering software vendor. MSC has now completed a total of five depositions,

four with ANSYS and one with Lockheed Martin. one of MSC s Iargest Nastran customers.

B. Existing Deadlines for Discovery and Expert Depositions Should Be Retained
The existing Scheduiing Order, except for minor revisions noted below, should be retained.
The parties have had ample opportunity to conduct discovery, including third-party discovery.” They

have had nearly seven months to identify witnesses and conduct third-party discovery. Indeed, the

* Indeed, MSC has pursued document discovery against 50-some third-party firms as well as
obtaining all decuments supplied to the Coramission during its nen-public investigation.
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partics still have 30 days to complete discovery.

Additionally, to allow discovery and depositions of experts to bleed into June would interfere
with the Court’s sensible scheduling order, including pretrial briefs that will aid the Court. Following the
end of discovery on May 28 and the conelusion of expert depositions on May 31, 2002, counsel for
both parties need to focus on preparing proposed findings of fact and pre-trail briefs as weli as exhibit
lists and fingl trial witness lists. June i8 already busy with a full range of trial preparation activities.

Extending May datez into June will ontly undermine that trial preparation.

C. Depaositions During Trial Should Not Be Permitied

M5 has asked the Court to allow depositions during the trial of this case. This is a radical
proposal that the Court should reject. The Court’s scheduling order requires the case to proceed in
three phases ~ discovery, pretrial disclosures, and trial. This approach is consistent with the Federat
Rules of Civil Pmcedurc which make sharp distinclions between discovery, pretrial. and trial. See
Fed. R. Civ. P. 16, 26. Likewise, the local court tules of all U.S. district courts separate discovery
from pretrial and trial. See, e.g., Rules of the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia, Aug. 1,
1999, wyww.ded.uscourts.gov.

Conducting discovery during trial is highl}' umusual. It is used occasionally during emergency
preliminary injunction matters and other exceptional circumstances. A party seeking (o take discovery
during trial should carry a heavy burden of demonstrating (hal exceptional circumstances justify
departure from the commeoen practice of completing discovery in advance of trial. MSC hag not done

that, The Court should enforce its scheduling order requiring cach party to completa its discovery work



in advance of tiiai.

D. The July 2, 2002, Trial Date Should Be Preserved

The July 2, 2002, trial date makes sense and should he preserved in the mterest of judical
economy. Delaymg the trial even a week could push the end of the tmial inte Avgvst or September and

afford the Court less time to prepare its Initial Decision.

III. Minor Revisions to Scheduling Order

Complaint counsel have identificd two minor housekeeping revisions te the Amended
Scheduling Order that are necded.

First, tha deadline for document requests and subpoenas, requests for admission, and
interrogatorics 1s now sct for April 26. This deadline precedes the date MSC is to supply its
suprlemental revised wilness list and its supplemental expert reports. [¢ aiso precedes May 10, the
datc MSC has committed to supplying its clectronic document production. Complaint Counsel |
propese that the dzadhne be moved to May 14, to allow for any further discovery that may be
warranted in view of these discovery cvents occurring after Apri] 26, 2002

Addinonally, the deadline for any rebuttal expert reports, if appropriate, is now set for April 26,
However, this deadline precedes the deadline for MSC’s supplemental expert reports now due on
April 30. Thus, its not practical for Complaint Covnsel to supply rebuttal reports that it may wish to

supply by the current deadline. Thus, we propose the deadline be moved to May 14,

B}



Complamt Counsel will submit a response by April 30 to any written motion filed by

Respondent.

Dated: April 26, 2002

ﬁmm{w

P. Abbott McCartney
Pegey D. Bayer

Michae| G. Cowie

Kent E. Cox

Karen A. Mills

Nancy Park

Patrick J. Roach

Counsel Supporting the Complaint
Bureau of Competition
Federal Trade Commission
Washington, D.C. 20580
(202) 326-2695

Facsimile (202) 326-3496



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certity that on April 26, 2002, [ caused 2 copy of Complaint Counsel’s Complaint
Counsel’s Opposition to Respondent’s Motion for a Second Ainended Scheduling Order o be served
by hand-delivery to the following persons:

The Henorable I3, Michael Chappell
[Federal Trade Commission

600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20580

Tefft W. Smith, Esyuire
Manmichael O. Skubel. Esquirs
KIRKLAND & ELLIS

655 Filteenth Strect, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20005

{(202) 8705034

Fax {202y 379-52010)

Counsel for MSC Software Corporation

3 Lo bt

J. Dennis Harcketts
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFNORE THE FEDERAIL TRADE COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF

MSC.SOFTWARE CORPORATION, Docket No. 3299

a corporation.

T a ! ettt Nt i M

RESPONDENT MSC.SOFTWARE CORPORATION'S
. REVISED WITNESS 1IST
Respondent MSC . Software Corporation (“MSC”") hereby subimits its revised witness Hst to
Complaint Counsel, Identified bolow are the individuais who, at the present time, MSC intends to
callas wilnesses during the presentation of its case-in-chief or in rebuttal, together with a description
of tne proposed testimony.

MSC intends to supplement this list with names of individuals once it has compleled its
discovery. MSC also reserves the right to modify this witness hist, subject to the requirements ofthe
Scheduling Order, including the right to add or delete witnesses as appropriate and necessary. To
the extent permitted by the Rules of Evidence and this Administrative Law Judge’s Orders, MSC

will fiurther endeavor to streamline its case through the wse of depesitions, admissions, and

mierrogatory tesponses.



Al INDUSTRY WITNESSES — Currcent and Former Employees

MSC.Software Corporation

Frank Perna

MSC. Software Corporation
efo Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20H5
(202) 879-5000)

Mr. Perna is Chatnman and Chief Executrve Officer of M5C. MSC cxpects that Mr. Poma
will testify as to at least (z) the nature and scope of MSC’s busginess, {b) the highly-competrtive
nature of the industry, (c) the general namre and performance of MSC’s products, and {d) the raasons
why MSC acquired Urzrarsal Analytics, Ine. (“TJAT™) and Camputerized Structusal Analysis and
Research, Inc. (“CSAR™).

Lou Greco

ME<.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Elfis

635 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washkington, DC 20005
(202) $79-5000

Mr. Grecois the Chief Financial Officer of MSC. MSC expects Mr. Greco to testify as to
at least (a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, (b the circumstances of MSC's acquisition

of UAl and CSAR, {¢) MSC"s financial circumsianees, and (d) the valuation of the CSAR and UAI

agscts,



Rick Murphy

MSC. Software Carporation
t/o Tefft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.W,
Washington, DC 2043
(202) $79-5000

Mr. Marphy is the Senior Vice President, Global Sales Gperations. M8 expects Mr
Murphy to testify as to at least {a) the highly-competitive nature of the mdustry, (b} the reasons why
these pressures remain unaffected by MSCs acquisitions of UAT anid CSAR,(c} as of 1999, the
ineffectiveness of UAT and CSAR as competitors in the industry, and {(d) the nature and scope of
MSC's business.

Michael J. Muoigan
MSC.Software Corpoira:ion
c/o Tefit W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, Iv. W,
Washington, DC 2005
(262) 879-5000

Mr. Morgan is a Vice President at MSC and former President of UAL MSC expects Mr.
Morgan to testify as to at least (a} the mghly-competifive nature of the mdustry, (b) the general

nature and performance of MSC’s and UAI's produets, {c) as of 1999, the ineffectiveness of UAIL

as a competitor in the indusiry, and {d) the future prospects for AT had MSC not acquired TAT



Kenneth ). Blakely
MSC.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smitk, Esq.
Kirklund & Ellis

6355 Fifteenth Street, NN'W.
Washington, DC 26005
{202) 879-5000

Mr. Blakely is 4 Semior Vice President at MSC. MSC expecis that Mr. Blakely will testify
as to at lcast (a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, (b) the reasons why these pressurcs
remain unatfected by MSC’s acquisitions of UATand CSAR, and (¢) as of 1999, the ineffectivencss
of UATand CSAR as competitors in the industry.

Ronpy H. Dyer
MSC.Software Corporation
cfo Tefft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Elfis

655 Kitteenth Street, N.W,
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 870-5000

Mr. Dyer is a Senior Director at MSC. MSC expecis Mr. Dver to testify as to at least (a) the
highly-competitivenature of the industry, (b) the general nature and performance of MSC's products,
(c} the nature and substance of MSC’s contract negotiations for the licensing of MSCNASTRAN
and other MSC products in ihe periods before and after the MSC’s acquisitions of UAT and CSAR,

and (d) as of 1999, the incffectiveness of UAL and CSAR as competitors in the industry.



Todd Brown
MSC.Seftware Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

635 Fifteenth Street, N. W,
Washington, IMC 20005
(202) 879-500

Mr. Brown is a Senior Sales Representative at MSC. MSC cxpects Mr. Brown will testify
as to at Jeast (a} the highly-competitive naturc of the mdustry, (b) the nature and substance of MSC’s
contract negotiations for the Heenaing of MSCNASTRAN and other MSC products, and (¢} as of
19949, the ineffectiveness of UAI and CSAR as competitors in the industry.

Robert Louwers
MSC_Software Corporation
¢/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Eilis

655 Fifteenth Strect, N, W.
Washington, DC 200{(35
(202) 379-50{0

Mr. Louwers is an Account Manager at MSC. MSC expects Mr, Louwers will testify as to
at least {a) the highly-compehhve nature of the mdustry, (b} the nature and substance of MSC's
contract negotiations for the lieensing of MSC.NASTRAN and other MSC produeis, and (¢) as of
1999, (he inclfectiveness of UAT and CSAR as competitors 1n the industry,

Bruece Hart

MSC.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20005
(202) 872-3000

Mr. Hart 1s a Dhrector at MSC. MSC cxpects Mr. Hart wali testify as to at least {a} the highly-

competitive nature of the industry, (b} the natere and substance of MS(C’s confrast negoetiations for



the licensing of MSC.NASTRAN and other MSC products, and {c) as of 1999, the ineffectiveness
of UAT and CSAR as compeliters in the mdustry.

George Riordan
MSC . Soltware Corporation
c’'o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenih Sireet, NJW,
Washington, DC 20005
{202) §79-5000

Mr. Riordan is a Member of MSCs Board of Directors. MSC cxpeets that Mr. Riordan wiil
testify as to at least {a) any presentation lo MSC’s Board of Directors regarding the acquisitions of
UAT and CSAR, {b) the highiy—competitive nature of the industry, and {c) the natere and scope of
MSC’s business.

Thomas Cully

MSC _Sofiware Corporation
cfo Telft W, Smith, Ezq.
Kirkland & Ellis

(35 Fifieenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20045
(202} 879-5000

Mr. Cully 15 a Senior Account Manager at MSC. MSC cxpuets Mr. Cully wall testify as to
at least (a} the highly-competitive nature of the industry, {b) the nature and substancc of MSC’s

coniract negotiations for the heensing of MSC.NASTRAN and other MSC products, and {e) as of

1999, the ineffectiveness of TJTAT and CSAR as competitors in the industry.



Thomas Curry
MSC . Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smiih, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 I'iftcenth Street, N.Y.
Washington, DC 2iHMS
{202} 879-5000

Mr. Cumry iz a former President and Chief Executive Officer ol MSC. MSC expects that Mr,
Curry will testify as (0 at 1east (a) the nature and scope o MS{C"s business, (b) the kighly-competitive
nature of the industry, {c) the general nature and perfonmance of MSC™s products, and (d} as of 1999,
the ineftectiveness of UAL and CSAR as competitors in the mdustry.

Edward Jones
MBSC.Software Corporation
clo Teflt W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Strect, N.W.
Washingion, DC 2005
(2062} B749-5000

Mr. Jones is a former Senior Account Manager at MSC. MSC expects Mr. Jones wili testify
as to at least (2) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, {b) the nature and substancc of MSC’s
contract tepotiations for the licensing of MSC.NASTRAN and other MSC products, and () as of
1999, the ineffoctivencss of UAT and CSAR as competitors in the industey.

Douglas Roach
MSC.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis
655 Fifteenth Strect, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
{202) 879.5000
Mr. Roach is the Antomotive Business Manager. MSC cxpects that Mr. Roach will testify

a5 to at least {a)the mghly-competitive nature of the industry, (b) the natere and substance of MSC’s



contract negotiations for the heensing of MSC.NASTRAN and other MSC products, and (¢} as of
1999, the ineffectiveness of AT and CSAR as competitors in the industry.

Omar Ibrahim
MSC.Seitware Corporation
cio Telfi W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkiana & Fllis

4553 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washingion, DC 20605
{(262) 879-5000

Mr. [brahim s the Directlor of Nastran Product Developiment. MSC expects thal M. Thrahim
will tostify as 1o at lcast {(8) the ighly-competitive nature ol the industry, (b) the general nature and
performance of MSC’s, CSAR s and UAIL's products, (c) as of 1999, the incffectiveness of CSAR
and [TAT as competitors in the industry, {d) MSC's ability to enhance its praducts and improve its

service because of the acquisitions, and () likely sources and nature of future competitive pressure.

Rcza Sadeghi
MSC.Seftware Corporaiion
¢/o Tafft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Eilis

055 Fifteenth Streei, IN. W,
Washington, D 20005
(202) 879-5000

M. Sadechi is the Scrior Dircctor — Multi-Physics and Manufacturing Technologies. MSC
expects i\f[r. Sadeghi to testify as 1o at least (a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, (b) the
seneral nalure and performance of MSC*s, CSAR’s and UAI's products, (c) as of 1999, the
meffechiveness of CRAR and UAL as competitors in the industry, (d) MSC’z ability to cnhance its

products and improve its service because of the acquisitions, and (e} likely sources and nanure of

future eompetitive pressure.



Dravid Drimas
MSC.Soltware Corpotration
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkiand & Ellis

655 Fifteeath Street, N.W.
‘Washington, DC 20005
(202) 879-5000

Mr. Dimas is the Director, Training and Support, MSC expecis that Mr, Dimas will testify
as 1o at least {a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, {b) the general nature and performance
of MSC's, CSAR’s and UAD™s products, (c) as of 1999, the ineffectiveness of CSAR and 1AL as
competitors in the industry, (d) MSC’s ability to cohance its products and improve its service
because of Lhe acquisifions,(e) the changing naturc of competitive pressures in the industry, and (1)
issues related 1o raining and support.

Ted Rose

MSC. Sofoware Corporation
cfe Telft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Hifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 879-5000

Mr. Rose is Manager of MSC’s Traiming and Support. MSC expects that Mr. Rase will
teshify as toat least (a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry, (b} MSC's traming and support,

(¢) the importance of training and support to customers, (d) the use of DMAPs, and (e) issnes

* associated with couversion of legacy data.



Michael J. Reymond
MSC . Seftware Corporation
/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & EHis

655 Fifteenth Sireet, N.W.
YWashington, DC 20005
{202) 879-5000

Mr. Reymond 1s the Semior Software Engincer - DM AP Development. MSC expects Mr.
Reymond to testify as toat loast (a) the highly-compeiitive nature of the industry, (b) MSC’s training
and support, (¢} the impottance of training and support to customers, {d) the use of DMAPs, {5)
issues associated with conversion of legacy data, including DMAPs, and (£} the differences between
MSCs DMAPs and those offercd by CSAR and UAL
Charles Wilson
MSC.Suftware Corporation
cfo Tefft W. Sinith, Esq,

Kirkland & Ellis

635 I'ifteenth Sireer, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
{202} 879-5000)

Mr. Wilson is the Director of Nastran Senior Development Staff. MSC expeets Mr. Wiksen
lo testify as to at least (a) the highly competitive nature of the mdustry, {b) the evolution of

MBS Nastran, (c}) significant developmental milestones in the evolution of MSC Nastran, and (d)

mmprovements made to MSC.Nastran as a result of the acquisitions.

19



Kevin Kilroy
MSC.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkiand & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 2GS
{202) $79-5000

Mr. Kilroy is the Director Development Infrasmcture. MSC expects Mr. Kilroy o testify as
to at leasl () the highly competitive natwe of the mdustry, (b} the evolution of MSC Nastran, (¢)
sigmficant developmental milestones in the evelution of MSC . Nastran, and (d) improvements made
to MSC . Nastran as a result of the acquisitions.

Dravid Haberman
MSC . Software Corporation
t/v Tellt W. Smith, Esq.
Kirldand & Ellis

655 Fiftcenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
{202) $74-5000

Mr. Haberman is the Business Development Manager, Training & Support. MSC expects
Mr. Haberman to testify as to at least (2) the highly competitive nature of the industry and (b) the

ability of other solvers to offer features and fimetionalibes comparable to those available in

BSC Nastran.
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Boma Kabn

MSC.Seftware Corporation
¢fo Tefft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirklard & Ellis

635 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
{202} 879-5000

Mr. Koko is M3C’s Senior Director of CAE Simulation Data Management. MSC expects
that Mr. Koko will testify as to at least {a) MSC’s producis and operations, and (b) competition in
the industry.

Anil Mehta

MSC.Software Corporation
¢fo Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifieenth Street, N.VY.
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 879-5000

Mr. Mehta 18 MSC’s Senior Director of Business Development and Product Marketing,
MSC expects that Mr. Mehia will testify as 1o at least (a} competition in the industry, and (b) MSC’s
busimess development and product markeiing. -
Michael Ripp
MSC.Software Corparation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis
655 Filteenth Street, N.W,
‘Washington, DO 20005
{202) 879-5000
Mr. Ripp is Manager of M5("s Engineering Support for MSC’s North American Eastcrn
Region’s Applications Engineers. MSC expects that Mr. Riop will testify as to at least (a} the

highly-compelitive nawsre of the industry, {b) MSC’s engineering support for Applications
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Engineers, (¢} the importance of training and support to customers, and (d} the ability of customers
o switeh FEA solvers.

James Swan
MEC.Softwarc Corporation
c/o Tefft W. Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

(55 Fifteenth Strect, N.W.
Washington, DC 200405
{202} 879-5000

Mr. Swan is Manager of MSC's Engineering Suppert for MSC's Aerospace Accounts
Technical Support Division. MSC expects that Mr. Swan will testify as to at least {a) the highly-
compehtive nature of the industry, (b} MSC’s cngineering support for serospace accounts, {c) the
importance of traintng and support to customters, (d} ke ability of customers o switch FEA solvers,
and (e} M5 s customers® use of solver products.

Christopher Teague

MSC Soltware Corporation
cfo Tefft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005
(202) §79-5000

Mr. Teazueis Products Release Manager for MSC. MSC expects that Mr. Teague will testify
a3 to at lcast {a) the higth—compétitive nature of the industry, (b} MSC’s bnsiness development and

produet marketing, (¢} MSC’s customers” use of solver products, and (d) the raming and support

received [rom solver providers to MSC’s customets.



Bill Jones

MSC.Software Corporation
c/o Tefft W, Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis

655 Fifteenth Street, N. W,
Washington, DC 20HH)3
(202) 879-500{(

Mr. Jones iz Director, Expert Solutions Group for MSC. MSC expects that Mr. Jones will
testify as to at least (a} the highly-competitive nature of the industry, (b) MSC’s business
development and product sc-futions, and {c) the ability of customers to switch FEA solvers.
Ramakrishna Swami Narayanswami
MSC Software Corporation
cfo Tefft W, Smith, Esq.

Kirkland & Ellis

6535 Fifieenth Sireef, N.W,
Washington, DC 20005
(202) §79-5000

Mr. Narayanswami is the former Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of CSAR. MSC
expects Mr, Narayanswami to testify as to at least {a) the highly-competitive nature of the industry,
(h) the general naure and performance of CSAR s products, {cy as of 1999, the ineffectivencss of

CSAR as a competilor in the industry, and {d) the future prospects for CSAR had MSC not acquared

CSAR
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B. INDUSTRY WITNESSES — CUSTOMERS

ArvinMeritor, Incorporated
Witness{es) te pe determined
Vernon Baker, Esq., General Counsel
ArvinMeritor, incorporated
2135 W. Mapl- Road
Troy, MI 48084

Witnesses from ArvinMeritor are cxpecied to testify as to at leasi (a) the criteria used in the
evaination, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted nsing
FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personne] engaged in condueting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform thosc analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (&) price and
coniract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
berwcon FEA solvers, (g) competition betwean FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

caonsolidation of companies in the CAFE industry, and (i) other approprizate issues to be determined.

BorgWarner, Incorporated

Witness{es) t¢ be determined

Laurere H. Horiszny, Esq., Gereral Counsel
BorgWarner, Incorporated

200 5. Michigan Ave.

Chicago, IL 60604

Witnesses from BorgWarmer are expected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {v) the type o persunne! engaged in cunduﬁting various analyses and the softwarc and
hardwarc nsed to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA

solvers cormpete with or substitute for commereial FEA solvers within the company, (¢} price and
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contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f} evaluation of, or cxperience with, swilching
batween FEA solvers, (g) competition berween FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE indusiry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Caterpillar, Inc.

Witness{es) to be determined
cfo Kurt Gelbach, Esq.
Caterpiitar, Jne.
Peoria, TL 61629-14%G

Witnesses from Caterpillar are expected to testify a5 to at least (2) the ¢riterza used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA salvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the type ol personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those anakbyses, (d) the degrec to which mm-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers competc with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (c) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (¢} competition between LA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consobdation of companies tn the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate izsues to be determined.
Daimler Chrysier Corp.

Wiiness{es) to be determined
¢/o Allan &, Huss, Esq.
DaimlerChrysler Corp.
Auburn Hills, MI 48236-2766

Witnesses from Daimler Chrysler are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in
the evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, () the nuture and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢) the type of perzonnel engaged in conducting various analvses and the software and

hardware nsed te perform those analyses, (d) the deuree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA

16



solvers compete with or substitute for commurcial FEA solvers within (he company, {¢) price and
contract negotialions with FEA solver vendors, (£} evaluation of, or experience wiih, switching
betaeen FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA sclvers, (h) the effect of, or hkehhood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAFE indusiry, and (1) other appropriate issues to pe determnined.

Dana Corporation

Witness(es) to be determined
c/o Michael L. DeBacker, Esq.
General Counsel
Dana Corporation
4500 Dorr Street
Toledo, OH 43615

Witnesses from Dana are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria vsed in the
evaluation, sclection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA soivers, (c) the type of porsonnel engaged tn conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
hardware used to perform thosc analyses, (d} the depree to which m-house codes or embeadded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, {€) price and
contract negotiations with FEA selver vendors, (f} evaluation of, or experience with, switching

between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA salvers, {h) the effect of, or likelibood of,

consohidaton of companies in the CAE industry, and {i) other appropnate issues to be determined.
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Deere & Company

Witness{es) to be determined
¢/o James R. Jenkins, Esq.
(zeneral Connsel
Deere & Company
World Headgoarters
{Omne Joho Deere Place
Moline, 1. 61265

Wilnesses from Deere are expected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the natire and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the type of personmel engaged in conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
hardware used to perferm those analyscs, (d) the dagres to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with o substiute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, {e) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f) cvaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA soivers, {g) competilion between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAFE industry, and {7} other approptiate issues to be determined.

Delphi Automotive Systems

Witnessies} to be determined
c/o Logan G. Robinson, Esq,
(zeneral Counsel
‘World Headquarters and Customer Center
5725 Delphi Dr.
Troy, MI 48098-2815
Witnesses from Dclphi are expected to testify as to at least (4) the eriteria used in the
evaluation, sclection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using

FEA solvers, (c) the type of personnel engaged in condncting various analyses and the software and

hardware used to perform those analvses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
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solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (2} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or cxperience with, switching
between FEA solvers, {g} competiion between FEA solvers, (h} the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of compames in the CAFE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues (0 be determined.

Eaton Corporation

Witness(es) to be determined
Eaton Corporation
1111 Superior Ave.
Cleveland, O 44114-2584

Witnesses from Haton are expected fo testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluatien, selection and use of FEA solvers, {(b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, () the type of personnel engawed in conducting various analvses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codcs or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) svaluation of, or experence with, swilching
between FEA solvers, () competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of, -
congolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Ford Motor Company

Witness{es) to be delermined
¢/o Stephen D. Bollerjack, Esq.
Ford Motor Company

YWorld Headguarters, Room 418
Dearborn, MI 48121-18%9

Witnesses from Ford are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the

evalualion, selection and vse of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
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FEA solvers, {c) the type of persoiuiel engaged in conducting vanious analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, () evalnation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, {9) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAT industry, and {1} other appropriate issues to be determinel.

General Motors Corporation

Witness{es) to be determined
¢/o William B. Slowey, Esq.
General Motors Corporation
300 Rensissance Center
MC 482-C24-Co6
Detroit, M1 48265-3000

Witnesses from General Motors ars cxpected to testify as to at least (a} the criteria uscd in
the evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyzes and the software and
hardware used to perfonn these analyses, (d) the deyree 1o which In-house codes or embedded FEA
sohvers compete with or substitute for commereial FEA selvers within the company, () price and
contract negohiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching

hetween FEA solvers, () competition hetween FEA solvers, {h) the effcet of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate 1ssues o be determined.
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Honda North America. [nc. (American Houda Motor Co., Ing.)

Witness{es) to be determined
Honda North America, Inc. (American Hondz Motor Co., Inc.)

1919 Torrancc Blvd.
Torrance, CA 90501

Witnessas from Honda arc expocted to tosiify as to at least {a} the critcria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, {b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢} the type of personne! engaged in conducting various anglyvses and the software and
hardware used te perform thosc analyses, {d) the degree to which in-hous¢ codes or embedded FEA

“solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e) price and
contract ncpotiations with FEA solver venders, {f) evalnation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companiﬁé m the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Johnson Conirols, Incorporated

Witness{es) to be determined
¢fe John P, Kennedy, Fsg.
General Connsel
Johnson Controls, Incorporated
5757 N Green Bay Ave
Glendale, WT 53209

Wimesses from Johnson Conirols are expected to testify as to at least {a) the entenia used in
the cvaluation, selection and use of FEA sobvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢} the type of personnel engaged in condueting varions analyses and the software and
hardware used to perfornm those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e} price and

contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f} evaluation of, or experience with, switching
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between FEA solvers, (g) competition hetween FEA solvers, {h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i) other approprizte issues 0 be determined,

Lear Corporation or Iear Automotive Systens

Witness(cs) to be detcrmined
Lear Corporation or Lezx Antomotive Systems
21557 Telegraph Road
PO Box 5008
Southficld, MI 48086

Witnesses from Lear are expected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and typc of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
- hardware used to perform those analyscs, () the degree to which in-hounse cedes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (¢) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, () evaluation of, or experience with, switching

hetween FEA solvers, {g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of coimpanies in the CAE indusiry, and (1) other appropriate issues to be determined.



Loc¢kheed Corporation

Witness{es) tp be determined and
Carlos Bivins
Shawn Emolsky
Janice Beights
Warren Smith
Frcd Bay
Lockheed Corporation
cfo Craig P. Seehald, Esy.
MMcDermoit, Will & Emery
Washington, IHC 20005-3094
(202) 756-8127

Witnesses from ockheed are expected to testify as to st least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analvses conducted using
FEA solvers, {c} the bype of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or cnbedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, () evaluaticn of. or experience with, switching

betweenl FEA solvers, {g) competiion between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of compantes in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Magna Iniernaiional of America, Inc.

YWitness{es} to be determined
Magna International of America, Inc.
6{H} Wilshire Drive
Troy. MI 48084
Witnesses from Magna are expected to testify as to at least {g) the criteria vsed in the

evaluation, sclection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted nsing

FEA solvers, (¢) the type of personnel engaged in conductimg various analyses and the seftware and
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hardware used to perform ihose analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FRA soilvers within the company, (g} price and
contract negotiations with FEA salver vendors, (£ evaluation of, or experience with, »witching
hetween FEA solvers, {g) competition hetween FEA solvers, (h} the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAE mdustry, and (i) olher appropnate issues to be determinad.

Navistar International Corporation

Wiitness(es) to be determined
Navistar International Corporatien
4201 Winfield Road / P.O. Box 1488
Warrenyiile, TL 60555

Witnesses from Navistar arc expected to testify as to at least (2} the criteria usced in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, {b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, () the type of persenne] engaged in conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
hardware used to perform those aﬁalyses, {d) the degrec to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substinte for commercial FLA solvers within the company, (¢) price and
contract negotiations with FEA selver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching

hetween FEA solvers, (g) competiion bolween FEA sobvers, () the offect of), or likehihood of,

conzolidation of companics in the CAE industry, and {1) other appropriate issucs to be determined.
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Nissan North Amcrica

Witness(es) to be determined
Nissan North America
18501 8, Figneroz St.
P.O. Box 191
Gardena, CA 90248-0191

Witnesses from Nissan are expected to testfy as to at least {a) the enteria wsed in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used 1o perform those analyses, (d) the degree (o whach in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commereial FEA solvers within the coampany, (e} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (1) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
hetween FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the efiect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companics in the CAL industry, and (i) other appropriate i8sucs to be determined.

Robert Bosch Corp.

Wiiness{es) to he determined
c/o Robert Caston, Esq.
Counsel
Robert Bosch Corp,
Broadview, I1. 60153-4594

Witnesacs from Robert Bosch are cxpected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
cvaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the lype ol personncl engaged in conducting various analyses and the soltware and
hardware used to porform thosc analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or cmbedded FEA

solvers comtpete with of substitute for comumnercial FEA solvers within the company, (e) pnce and

contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
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between FEA solvers, (g) compehhon between FEA selvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {i) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Tovota United States

Witness(es) to be determinved
Toyota United States
15001 S. Western Ave.
Torrance, CA 90509-299]1

Witnesses from Toyota are expected to testify as to at least (a} the critenia used ip the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, {b) the nature and type of analyses condugted using
FEA solvers, (¢} the tvpe of personnel engaged in condueting various anaiyses and the software and
hardware wsed 10 perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or ernbedded FEA
solvers compeis with or substitute for commereial FEA solvers within the company, (¢) price and
contract negotiations with ¥EA solver vendors, {f} evalnation of, or experience with, switching

hetween FEA solvers, (g) competition betwean FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be dotermmmed.

TRW Automaotive Products Incorporated
Witness{es) to be determined
¢fo William B. Lavrence, Esq.
General Counsel
TREW Automotive Products Incorporated
1900 Richmond Rd.
Lyndhurst, OH 44124
Witnesses from TRW Automotive arc expocted to testify as 1o at Jeast (2) the oritena used
in the evaluation, selechion and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted
using FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personne! engaged m conducting various analyses and the software

and hardware used to perform those anaiyses, (d) the degree {0 which in-honse codes or embedded

26



FEA solvers compete with or substitele for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (€) price
and coniract negoiiations with FEA solver vendars, (£} svaluabion of, or expenence with, switching
between FEA solvers, () competilion belween FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or hikehhood aof,
consalidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (1} other appropnats issues t0 be determinegd.

Yisteon Corporation

Witness(es) to be determined
c/0 Stacy Fox, Esq.

{General Counsel

Visteon Corporation

{zlobal Headgquarters

5500 Auto Club Dr.
Dearborn, M1 48126

Wimeeses from Visteon are expected to testify as to at least (a) the crteria used 1n the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of anaiyses conducted using
FEA sclvers, {c) the type of personne! engaged in conducling vanous analyscs and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substimte fer commmercial FEA solvers within the company, {e) price and
comract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (I} evaluation of, or cxpenence with, switching
between FEA solvers, (¢) competition betwesn FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or hikelthood of,

consolidation of compantes in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issucs to be determimed.
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Airbus Industrie of North America. Inc.

Witness{es) to be determined
¢fo Renee Martin-Nagle, Esq.
Senior Counsel
Airbus Industrie of North America, Inc
198 Yan Buren Street, Suite 300
Herndon, Virginia 20170

Witnesses from Airbns are expected to testify as to at lsast {8) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {c) the type of persennel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardwarc used to perform those analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (€} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (T evaluation of, or expertence with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAFE industry, and (i) other appropriate issucs to be determined.

Bath Iren Werks Corporation

Witness(es} to be determined
Bath Iron Works Corporation
TO0 Washingian Street
EBath, ME 04530

Witnesses from Bath Iron Works are expectzd o testify as to at least (a) the criteria nsed in
the evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} ihe nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the softwarc and
hardware used to perform thosc analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitnte for commercial FRA solvers within the company, (€) price and

contrzct nepotiations with FEA solver vendors, ([} evaluation of, or experience with, switching
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between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA soivers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of compames in the CAE industry, and {1} other appropriate issues to be determined.

Bell Helicopter Textron, Ine.
Witness{es) to be determined
Bell Helicopter Textron, Inc.
61 East Horst Boulevard
Hurst, TX 76053

Wiinesses from Bell Helicopicr Textron are expected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria
used in the evalvation, selection and use ef FEA solvers, {(b) the nature and type of analyses
conducted using FEA solvers, (¢} the fype of personnel engaged in conducting varions analyses and
the software and bardware used to perform these anzﬁyaes, (d) the degree to which in-house codes
or embedded FEA solvers compete with or substitute for cﬂmmercia;l FEA solvers within the
company, {e) price and contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or
experience with, switching between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the
effect of, or likelihood of, consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {i} other appropriate

issues to he determined.

The Boeing Company

Witness{es) to be determined
The Boeing Company

¢/o Mark W, Reardon, Esq.
2810 160" Avenue 5.E.

Mail Code 7A-65

Bellevne, WA 98008

Witnesses from Boeing are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} ihe naturs and type of analyscs conducted nsing

FEA solvers, (c} the type of personnel engaged 1n conducting various analyses and the software and
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hardwarc used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-l'-musc codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or subshtute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, {g) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaiuation of, or experisnce with, switching
hetween FEA solvers, (o) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidition of companics m the CAFE industey, and (1) other appropriate wssues to be determined.

Bombardier Aerospace

Wiitness(es)to be determined
Bombardier Aerospace
4{Hi chemin de Ia Cote-Verin West
Dorval, QOnebec
Canada H45 1Y9

Witnesses from Bombardier are expected to testify as to at least {a) the cnitena used in the
svaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, {b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢} the type of personnel engaged in conduciing various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyscs, (d) the degree to which 1n-house codes or embedded FEA
solveis compete with or substitutc for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (¢} price and
eontract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evalnation of, ar experience with, switching

betwesn FEA solvers, () competition between FEA solvers, (It the effect of, or likelihood ol

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {1) other appropriate issues to be determined.
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Cessna Aircraft Company

Witness(es) to be determined
c/o Matthew Flesher, Esq.
Cessna Aireralt Company
1 Cessna Bouleverd
Wichita, KS 67215

Wilnesses from Cessna are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyscs conducted using
FEA solvers, {c) the lype of petsonnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the sofiware and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d} the degree to which in-honse codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substimte for commereial FEA solvers within the company, (e) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of or ikelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {i) olher apprepriate issues to be determined.

Department of Defense

Witness(es) t2 be determined

High Performance Computing Modernization Frogram
U.S. Departmeant of Defense

cfo Kathy A. Brewn, Attorney

Office of General Counsel

The Pentagon

Arlingion, VA

{703) 695-3413

Witnesses from the Department of Defense arc cxpected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria
used In the evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses
conducted using FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and

the sottware and hardware used to perform those analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes
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or embedded FEA- solvers compete with, or substitute for, commercial FEA solbvers within the
organization, (e) price and contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f) evaluation of, or
experience with, switching hetween FEA solvers, (g) compet.iti:}n between FEA soivers, (h) the
effect of, or likelihood of, consolidation of companies in the CAT industry, and (i) other appropiiate
issucs to he determined.

Witness{es) to be determined

c/o Stephen H.S, Tryoen, Counsel
Naval Surface Warfare Center

Carderock Division
Bethesda, MD
(301) 227.3566

Witnesses from the Naval Surface Warfare Center are expected to testify as 1o at leasi (a) the
critcria used in the evaluation, selection and use of FE A solvers, (b) the naturg and type of analyscs
conducted using FEA solvers, (¢) the tj.?pe of persomnel engaged in conducting vanous anslyzes and
the software and hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes
ot embedded FEA solvers compete with or substitite for commercial FEA solvers within the
Drgaﬁizaﬁnn, {e) price and conlract negohations with FEA solver vendors, {f) evaluation of, or
experience with, swirching between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the

cilect ol or likelihood of, consolidation of cornpanies 1 the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate

tssues to be determimed.
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Electric Boat Corporaiion

Witness(es) to be determined
Electric Boat Corporation
T35 Eastern Point Road
Groton, CT (6340

Witnesses fom Electnic Boat are expected to testify as to at least (a) the eriteria wsed m the
evaluation, selection and use ol FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyscs condueted using
FEA solvers, (¢) the type of personnel cngaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for cormmercial FEA solvers within the company, {e) price and
contract negotiations with FEA sciver vendors, (f) evaluation of, ur experivnce with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the cifeet of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (1) other appropriate issues to be determined.

Embraer Aircraft Corporation

Witness(es) io be determined
Embraer Aircrafi Corporation
276 5.W. 34" Street
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33315

Witmesses from Embraer are expected to testify as to ot least (a} the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and nse of FEA solvers, (b} the naturc and type of analyses conducted using
FEA sulvers, (¢} the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware nsed to perform those analvses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA

solvers compete with or substitute for conuncreial FEA solvers within the company, (€) price and

contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
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between FEA solvers, (g) competition hetween FEA solvers, (h) the effeet of, or likelihood of,
consclidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {1) other appropriate issues to be detcrmined.

(zeneral Electric Company

Witness{es) to be determined
Genetral Electric Company
3135 Eastoa Turnpike
Fairficld, CT 06431

Witnesses from General Electric are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in
the evaluation, sclection and use ol FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted vsing
FEA solvers, (¢} the type of personncl engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, {d) the-degraa to which in-house codes or cmbedded FEA
solvers compete with or sphstitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e) price and
conlract negotiations wilh FEA solver VE]IdDI‘S., (f) evaluation of, or cxperience with, switching

between FEA solvers, {g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consalidation of companies m the CAE industry, and (1) other appropnate issues to be determined.

oodrich Corporation

Witnhess{es) to he determined
c/o M. Kevin Ryan, Esq.
Goodrich Corporation
225 Hillshorough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603
Witnesses from (Goodrich are cxpected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
gvaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducied using

FEA solvers, {c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyscs and the software and

hardware used fo perform those analyses, (d} the degree 10 which in-house codes or embedded FEA
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solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, {¢) price and
contract negottalions with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, ur Jikelihood of,
consclidation ol compames in the CAE industry, and (1) other apprepriate issues to be deterrnined,

Honeywell Internaticnal

YWiiness(es}) to be determined
Honeywell International
P.O. Box 2245
Morristown, NJ 07962-2245

Wimesses from1 Honeywell are expected 10 testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
nardware used to peffﬂrm those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house eodes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commereial FEA solvers within the company, (¢) price and
contract negotiations wilk FEA solver vendors, (f) evaloation of, or experience with, switching
hetween FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h} the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAF industry, and (i) other appropriate issnes to be determined.
NASA
Witness{es) to be determined
«/o Louis Durnya
Asgistunt General Connsel
NASA Marshall Space Flight Center
Marshatl Space Flight Center, AE. 35812
(256) 544-0020

Witnesses from Nasa Marshall are expected to testify as to at least () the criteria used in the

evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted Rsing
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FEA solvers, (c) the type of personne! engaged in conducting vanious analyses and the software and
hardware used to petform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-honse codes or embedded FEA
solvers commpete with or substitute for cormmnercial FEA solvers within the organization, (€} price and
contract negotiations with FEA selver vendors, (f) cvaluahon of, or expenence with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g} cormpetifion beiween FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of
cansolidation ol mmpaniés in the CAE industry, and (1) other appropriale issues to be determined.
Witnessies}) to be determined

NASA Langley Research Center

130 NASA Road

Hampion, ¥A 23081-2199
{757) 864-1000

Witmesses from Nasa | angley are expected to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, {bj the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {c) the type o[ personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, {(d) the degree to which in-house codes or cmbedded FEA
solvers compele wilh ot subsitinie for commercial FEA solvers wilhin the organization, () price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or ¢xpenence with, switching
between FEA solvers, {g) competition between FEA selvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihooad of,

consolidation of companies in the CAF industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.
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Witness{as) to be determined
¢/o Lawrence F. Watson
Chief Counsel
NASA Goddard Space Flisht Center
Greenbelt, MD 20771
(301) 286-9181

Wilnesscs [fom Nasa Goddard are expected to testify as to at least (a) the critena used in the
cvaluation, selcetion and use of FEA solvers, {b) the nature and type of analyses conducted nsing
FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personnel engagcd in conducting various analyses and the sofhware and
hardware used to perform those apalyses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete witlh or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the orgamzation, (2) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f} evaluabion of, or expenence with, switching
between FEA solvers, {¢) competition between FEA solvers, () the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i} other appropriate tssues to be determined.
Witness{cs) to be determined
Johnson Manned Space Flight Center
¢/o Michael Wincehell
Chief Counsel
NASA Johnson Space Center
‘Houston, TX 77058
(281) 483-3021

Witnesses from Nasa Johnson are expected to testify as to at least {a} the criteria used in the
evajuation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA

solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the orgamzation, (&} price and

contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f) evaluahon of, or expenence with, switching
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between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the cffoet of, or likelihood of,
consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and {1) other appropriate issues to be determined.
Witness{es) tn be determined
NASA Glenn Research Center
Lewis Field
21000 Brookpark Road
Cleveland, OH 44135
(216) 433-4000

Witnesses from Nasa Glenn are cxpected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyscs condueted using
FEA solvers, (¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting vanious analyses and the software and
hardware nsed to perfonn those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commerciai FEA solvers within the organization, (€} price and
confract negohations with FEA solver vendors, {f} evaluation of, or ¢xperience with, switching
betwoen FEA solvers, (g} competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consclidation of companies in the CAF industry, and (1) other appropriaie issues to be determined.
Witness{es) to be determined
¢/o Kerry Dodan, Counsel
Jet Propulsion Laboratory
California Institute of Technology
Pasadena, CA 21125
(818) 354-2032

Witnesses (rorn IPT. are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the cvaluation,
selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the naiure and lype of analyses conducted using FEA solvers,
{c¢) [he type ofpersonnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and hardware used
loperform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA solvers compete

with or substitnte for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (¢) price and contract
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negaotiations with FEA sclver vendors, (f) evaluation of, orexpericnec with, switching between FEA
solvers, {¢} compelition belween FEA solvers, (k) the effect of, or likelihood of, consolidation of
companies in the CAT industry, and (i) other appropriatc issues to be determined.

Narthrop Grumman Corporation

Witness(cs) to be determined
¢/o William Burks Terry, Esq.
Northrop Grumman Corporation
1840 Ceatury Park East
Los Angeles, CA 20067

Witnesses from Northop/Grumman are expected to testify as to at least (a} the criteria used
in the evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyscs conducted
using FEA solvers (c)the type of personnel engaged in conducting variovs analyses and the software
and hardware used to perfonmn those analyses, () Ihe degree (o which in-house codes or embedded
FEA sclvers compete with of substitute {or commereial FEA solvers within the company, (e} prica
and contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g} competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likedihood of,

conselidation of companies in the CAL industry, and (i) other appropriate issucs to be determined.

Orbital Sciences Corporation

Witness{es) to be determined
¢/o Susan Herlick, Esq.
Orbital Sciences Corporation
21700 Atlantic Boulevard
Dulles, YA 2066
Witnesses from Orbital are expecicd to testify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the namire and type of analyses conducted vsing

FEA salvers, (¢) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
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hardware vsed to perform thosc analvses, {d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (&) price and
cordract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competifion between FEA solvers, (h) ma effect of, or likclihood of,
cottsolidation of companies m the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issucs to be determined.

Rayiheon

Witness{eg) 1o be delermined
¢/o Thomas Hyde Sr., Esq.
Raytheon
141 Spring Street
Lexington, MA 92421

Witnesses from Raytheon are expected fo testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA sclvers, (b) the nature and {ype of analyses conducted nsing
FEA solvers, (¢} the type of persomnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware nsed to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
soivers compete with or substituie for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e} price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching

between FEA solvers, (g) compctition between FEA salvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (i) other appropriate issues to be determined.
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Saab Aircraft of America, Inc.

Witness(es) to be determined
5aab Aircraft of America, Inc.
21300 Ridgctop Circle
Sterline, VA 20 66

Witnesses from Saab are cxpected to testify as to at leasi (a) the cniteria used in the
evaluation, sclection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, {c) the type of persennel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with or snbstitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (2) price and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f} evaluation of, or experience with, switching
betweon FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the elfect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAT indusiry, and (i) other appropriate tssues to be determined.

Swales Acrospace., Inc.

‘Witness(es) to be determined

Swales Aerospace, Ioc,
3050 Powder Mill Hoad
Beltsville, MD 20705

Witnesses from Swales are expected to testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (¢) the type of persennel engaged in conducting varions analyses and the software and
hardwate used to perform those analyses, {d) the degree to which m-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compele with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (e} price and

contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, {f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
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hetween FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or likelihood of,
consolidation ol compamies in the CAE industry, and (1) other appropriate issues to be determined.

TRW, Inc.

Witnessies) to be determined
/o David Goldstein, Esy.
TRW, Inc.
1900 Richmond Road
Mail Stop 3W
Cleveland, OH 44124

Witnesses from TRW are expected to testify as to at least (8) the criterda used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of anatyses conducled using
FEA solvers, {c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting vartons analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree lo which in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compete with o subsfimsie for commercial FEA solvers within the company, (&} price and
coniract negotiations with FEA solver vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching
berween FEA solvers, {g} competition between FEA solvers, {h) the effect of, or likelihood of,

consodidation of companies in the CAE industry, and (£} other appropriate issues 1o be determined.

United Space Alliance, LLC

Witness(es) to be determincd
United Space AHiance, LLC
1150 Gemini Avenoe
Houston, TX 77058

Witnesses fromn USA are expected to tesiify as to at least {a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses conducted using
FEA solvers, (c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA
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solvers compete with or substitute for commercial FEA solvers within the company, {€) pfice and
contract negotiations with FEA solver vendors. ¢f) cvaluation of, or experience with, switching
between FEA solvers, (g) competition botween FEA solvers, (h) the effect of, or tkelihood of,

consolidation of compamies in the CAE industry, and (1) othcr appropriate issues to be detenmined.

United Technologies Corporation

Witness(es) to be determined
United Techoologies Corporation
Financial Plaza
Hartford, CT n&101

Witnesses from UTC are expected 1o testify as to at least (a) the criteria used in the
evaluation, selection and use of FEA solvers, (b) the nature and type of analvses conducied using
FEA solvers, (c) the type of personnel engaged in conducting various analyses and the software and
hardware used to perform those analyses, (d) the depree to whick in-house codes or embedded FEA
solvers compcete with or substitute for cormmercial FEA solvers within Llhe company, () price and
coniract negotiations with FEA solver vepdors, (£} evaluation of, or expericncc with, switching

between FEA solvers, (g) competition between FEA solvers, (h} the effect of, or likelihood of,

consolidation of companies in the CAE indusiry, and (i) other apprepriste issues to be detertmined.

43



C. INDUSTRY WITNESSES — COMPETITORS

Algor Inc.

Yitness{es) to be determined

¢/o David Armstrong and Dickie McCamie
Algor Ine.

150 Beta Drive

Pittsburgh, A 152382932

{412) 392-5227

Witnesses from Algor are expected to testify as to at least (a) the nature and scope of Algor’s
busintess, (b) the nature and funchionality of solvers offered by Algor, and {c) competition in the
industry.

ANSYS Tnc.
Witness{es) to be determined and

Jim Cashman
Par!.fJoknsom

Jor: Soleckki

Mark lmgrund

Darvid Secunda

cfo Thomas Donavan
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart
Henry W. Oliver Building
535 Smithfield Street
Pittsburzh, PA 1522%

Tel: (412) 355-6500

Witnesses from ANSYS arc cxpected to testify as to at loast (2) the nature and scope of

ANSYS’s business, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offered by ANSYS, and (c)

competition in the indnstry.



ATIR Fngineering Software Development Lid

Witnessies) to be detcrmined

ATIR Engineering Software Development Ltd
3314 West Rance Terrace

Chicagn, IL 60645-3831

(B0D) 644-5441

Wiintesses from ATTE are ex.acted to testi By as to at least (a) the nature ang scope of ATIR s
busimess, (B) the nature and functionality of solvers offered by ATIR, and {¢) competition in the
mdnstry,

CDH America, Ing.

Witness(es) to be determined
CDH America, loe.
2533 N Carson St.
Carson City, NV 89706
Witnesses bom CDH America are expectod (o testify as to at east {a) the nature and scope

of CDH Awmenca’s business, (b} the nature and functionality of solvers effered by CDH America,

and (c) cornpetition in the industry.

Dassault Systems of America Corp.

Witness(es) to be determined
Dassault Systems of America Corp.
¢/o Jim O°Connell

Shearman & Sterling

801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W,
Washington, DC 20004

{202} 508-80:0H

Witnesses from Dassanlt Systems are expected to testify as to at least (a) the nature and scope
of Dassault Systems’s business, {b) the natwe and functionality of solvers offered by Dassault
Systems, and {¢) compctition in the industoy.
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Electronic Data Systems

Witness(es) to be determined
Electronic Data Systems

5400 Legacy Drive
Flago, TX 75024-3199

Witncsses from Electronic Drata Systems are expected to testify as to at least (a} the nature
and scope of Electronic Data Systems’s business, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offered

by Electronic Data Systems, and {c) competition in the industry.

Hibbitt, Karisson & Sorensen, Inc. (HKS)

Witnessies) to be determined
c/o0 Michzel Goldenberg, Esq.
Barbara Cohen, Esq.
Goldenberg & Mari

10 Wevhosset Streat
Providence, RI 029403

{401) 421-7300)

Witnesses from HEKS are expected to testify as to at least (a) the nature and scope of HKS's
business, (b) the nature and functionality of sclvers offered by IIKS, and (c) competition in the
industry.

INTES
Witness{ex) to be determined

INTHES Ingenicurgesellschalt fiiir technische Software mbH
Schulze-Pelitzsch-Str. 16

D-70565 Stuttgart, Germany
+49 {(711) 7 84 99-0

Witnesses from INTES are expected to testify as o at least (a) the nalure and scope of
INTES s business, {b) the nature and funciionality of solvers offered by INTES, and (c) competition

in the industry.
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Livermore Software Techiology Corporation

Witness{es) to be determined
Livermore Software Technology Corporation
7374 Las Positas Road
Livermore, CA 94550
Witncsses fum Livermore Software are expected to testify as to at least (a) the nature and
scope of Livermore Software’s business, (b} the nature and functionality of solvers offcred hy

Livermore Software, and {c) competition in the industry.

I.MS International

Witness(es) to be determined
1L.MS International

¢/o Michacl Weincer
Skadden Arps

Four Times Square

New York, NY 10036

(212) 735-2632

Witnesses from LMS are expected to testify as to at least (3) the nature and scope of LMS’s
busincss, {b) the nature and fiunctionality of solvers offered by LMS, and (c) competition in the

nedustry,

MACROD Industries, Inc.

Witncss{es) to be defermined
MACRO Induostries, Inc.
1035 Putman Dr., Suite E
Huntsville, AT, 35816
Witnesses from MACRO are expected to tcstily as to at least {a) the nature and scope of
MACRO’s business, (b) the natwre and functionality of solvers offered by MACRO, and (c)

competition in the indusmry.
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Noran Encineering Corp.

Witness(es} to be determined
Noran Engineering Corp,
5182 Katella Ave., Ste. 201
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-2855
Wilnesses from Noran are expected to testify as to atleast (a) the nature and scope of Noran’s
busimess, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offered by Noran, and {(¢) campetition in the

industry.

Parametri¢ Technology Corporation

Witness{es) to he determined
c/o Thane Scott, Esq.

Palmer & Dodge

111 Huntingfon Avenne
Boston, M4 02199-7613
(617) 239-0154

Wiinesscs from Parametric Technoelogy arc cxpected to te5tify as to at 1cast (1) the nanire and
scope of Parametric Technology’s business, {(b) the nature and functionality of solvers offered by
Paramectric Tectmology, and (¢) competition in the indusiry.

Samtech
Witness{es) to be determinced
Samtech
Parc Scientifique du Sart Tilman
Rue des Chassenrs-Ardennais, 8
B-4031 Lidége (Angleur), BEL.GTUM
+32-((4-361 69 60
Witnesses from Parametric Technology are expected to testify as to at least (a) the nature and

scope of Samtech’s business, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offored hy Samtech, and (€)

compctition in the mdustry.
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Scansent
Witness{es) to be determined
Scanmscot
Ideon Research Park
SE-223 A Lund
SWEDEN
Witnesses from Scanscot arc expected to testify as lo at least (a) the nature and scope of
Scanscot’s busmess, (b} the nature and functionahty of solvers offered by Scanscot, and (¢)

compoetition in the indusiry.

Structural Research & Analysis Corp.

Witness(es) to be determined
Firnctural Research & Analysis Corp.
12121 Wilshire Blvd.

Suitc 70

L.os Angeles, CA 90025

Witnesses from Struciural Research ave expected to testify as to at least {a) the nature and
scope of Structural Research’s business, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offered by
Stroctural Rescarch, and {¢) competition in the industiry.

Vanderplaats Research and Development, Inc,

Witness{es) to he determined

Vanderplaats Research and Devclopment, Inc,
1767 South 8" Streei

Suite 100

Colorado Springs, CO 84906

(7T19) 473-4611

Witnesses from Vanderplaats are expected to testify as to at least (2} the nature and scope of
Vanderplaats’s business, (b) the nature and functionality of solvers offcred by Vanderplaats, and (c)

competition in the industry.
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b. INDUSTRY WITNESSES —- OTHER

Daratech, Inc.

Witness({es) to be determined
Daratech, [ne.
255 Bent Street
Cambridge, MA 02142-2001
Witnesses from Daratech are expected to testify as to at least {a} the Instory, evolution and
overview of the industry, and (b) competitiots m the nidustry.
Gariner, Inc.
Wiiness(es) to be determined
Gartner, [nc.
Cornorate Headquarters

56 Top Gallant Road
stamford, CT DaY04

Wilnesses [rom Garlner are expected lo testiny as (o at least (a) the istory, evolulion and
overview of the industry, and {(b) competition in the industry.

Merrilf Lynch Company

Jay Vieeschhonwer
Merrill Lynch Company
4 World Financial Center
New York, NY 10030
(212) 449-7252

Mr. Vlgeschhouwer is expected to testify as to at least {a) the history, evolution and overview

of the industry, and (b) competition in the indusiry.
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Needham

Richard Davis, Jr. CFA
Needham

445 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10022
{212) 371-5300

Mr. Davis is expceted to testify as to at least {a) the history, evolution and overview of the
indusiry, and ¢b) competition in the industry,
FDES
Witness{es) to be defermined
FDES, Inc.
5300 International Blvd.
N. Charlesion, SC 20418
(843) ToN-3225
Wilnesses from PDES are expected to testify to at Ieast the development and imploementation
of standards for the exchange of product model data.

Sigmadyne

Witness{es) 1o be determined
Sipmadvne

16 West Main Street

Suite 112

Bochester, NY 14614

Witmesses from Sigmadyne are expected to testify as to at isast (a) competition in the

industry, and (b) the nature and functiopality of FEA solvers.
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Computer Seiences Corporation

Witness(es} to be determined
¢/o Harvey Bernstein, Esq.
Computer Seiences Corporation
Offiece of Connsel
3170 Fairview Park Drive
Falls Church, VA 22042

Witnesses from Computer Sciences Corporation ars expecied {o testify as to at least (a) the
criteria usced in the evaluation, sclection and use of FEA solvers, (b} the nature and type of analyses
conducted using FEA solvers (or by the customers they support}, (c) the type of personnel engaged
in conducting various analyses and the sofbware and hardware used to perform those analyses, {d)
the degree to which in-house codes or embedded FEA solvers compete with or substitute for
commetcial FEA solvers within the comparyy, (2) price and contract negotiations with FEA solver
vendors, (f) evaluation of, or experience with, switching between FEA =olvers, (g) compaetition
betwesn FEA solvers. (h) the effect of, or likelihood of, consolidation of companies in the CAE
industiry, and (1) other appropriate issues to be determined.
John Swanson
¢/o Tefft W Smith, Esq.
Kirkland & Ellis
655 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, IMC 20005
202-879-5000

MSC expects Mr. Swanson to testify as to at least (a} the nature of competition in the

industry, (b) the functionality of FEA solvers, and (c)the history and development of the indusiry.
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E.  WITNESSES DESIGNATED BY COMPLAINT COUNSEL
Respondent MSC may call as a witness in this action any or afl of the witnesses or deponents

designared by Respondent in either its Prelimmary Witness List, Final Witness List, ot both,

F. DOCUMENT WITNESSES
Respondent MSC may cafl as a witmess individupalz useful and necessary to establish

the admissibility of documents produced by such third parties.

YA

Tefft Wj/Smith"fBar No. 458441)
Marimlchacl O. Skubel {Bar No. 2949334}
Michael 8. Becker (Bar No. 447432}
Bradford E. Bicgon {Bar No. 453766)
Larissa Paule-Carres (Bar No. 467907)
KIRKT AND & ELLIS

655 15 Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005

{202) 879-3000 {tel)

(2023 870-5200 (fax)

Connsel for Respondents,
MSC.Software Corporation

Lrated: March 1, 2002
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CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

This 15 to cerlify that on March 1, 2002, T caused a copy of the attached Respondent
MSC . Software Corporation’s Revised Witness List 1o be served upon the following persons by
facsimile:

Richard B. Dagen, Esquire
Federal Trade Commission

601 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20580

P_ Abhott MeCartney

Federal Trade Commuission

601 Pennsylvania Avenus, N.W.
Washington, DC 20580

Karen Mills, Esquire

Feaderal Trade Commission
6] Pennsylvania Avenue, NLW.

Washington, DC 20380
W uman ﬁditL

Vanessa L. ngarc a



