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EXHIBIT F
To Plaintiff Tom Rider’s Motion for
A Protective Order
Civ. No. 03-2006 (EGS/IMF)
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A REGISTERED LIMITED LiaBiLITY PARTNERSHI®
801 PENnNsYLVvANIA AvENUE, NJW,
WasHingToN., D.C. 20004a-2523
WWAW FULBRIGHT.COM

Jorn M. SiMpsonN

DIRECT DIAL: {zoz) egz-4839
PARTNER TELEPHONE: (202} 662-0200
JSIMPSON@FULBRIGHT,.COM FACSIMILE: lzoz) 662-4643

October 20, 2006

BY PDF TRANSMISSION

Katherine A. Meyer

Meyver Glitzenstein & Crystal
1601 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 700

Washington, 1.0, 20081056

Re: ASPCA, et al. v. Feld Entertainment, Inc.. No. 03-2006 EGS (D.D.C)

Dear Ms. Myer:

Thank you for your response to my letter of October 13, 2006, regarding the instructions
not to answer that you gave to Mr, Rider at his deposition.

When Feld Entertainment, Inc. moved this Court at the onset to enter a protective order
that would govern all discovery in this case, plaintiffs objected and the Court agreed. Having
denicd that to our client, we see no need to now reverse that course and provide special
protections for your client, Mr. Rider, on public matters, ie., prior litigation, military service,
and arrest and conviction records, all of which are neither privileged nor confidential. We do not

consent t0 & protective order for Mr. Rider. The questions posed to him should have been
answered at his deposition.

Unfortunately, your letter does not provide a date certain, as we requested, by which you
will file a motion for protective order. We are not interested in abandoning this matter for “a few
weeks” as your letter proposes. Regardless of when Feld Entertainment may choose to take a
discovery deposition of Mr. Rider, the crogs-examination of Mr. Rider at the deposition that you
noticed remains incomptlete due to the instructions not to answer that were given. In our view,
the instructing party has the obligation to seek relief from the Court under Rule 30(c)(4).
Nonetheless, we will prepare and file with the Court a motion to compel the testimeny of Mr.
Rider that remains unanswered from his October 12, 2006 deposition, and will seek our costs and

fees pursuant to Rule 30(d)(4). We further remind you that until this matter is concluded, Mr,
Rider is not to be consulted regarding his testimony.

FT2100s0.4

Hoostow e New TOrk s Wasdinaron 00 e AusTiv ¢ (avias v Los AnGELES « MinnE&PO LIS

v San Antomio « St Louis
Dueai « HENG A0NG ¢+ LONDON » MuniCH ¢ Rivann



Case 1:03-cv-02006-EGS

Katherine A. Mever
October 20, 2006
Page 2

JMS/ims

3V20040.1

Document 106-7 Filed 11/13/06 Page 3 of 3

Sincerely,

W S

hn M. Simpson



