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DANIEL CHAPTER ONE 

AND 

JAMES FEIJO 

 
Docket No. 9329, Order, October 2, 2009 

 

Order granting Respondents’ motion for an extension of time to file their 

Answering Brief. 

 

ORDER 

 

On September 21, 2009, the Commission issued an Order 

accepting a corrected version of Respondents’ Appeal Brief and 

granting Complaint Counsel a corollary extension until October 

20, 2009 by which to file their Answering Brief in this 

proceeding.  Under Commission Rule 3.52, if Respondents’ 

counsel are served with Complaint Counsel’s Answering Brief on 

October 20, 2009, Respondents’ Reply Brief will be due on 

October 29, 2009.  On October 1, 2009, Respondents filed a 

Motion for leave to file their Reply Brief no later than November 

4, 2009, because two of their counsel, including their lead 

counsel, several months ago “committed to participating in out-

of-town, professional meetings on October 26-29, 2009,” and 

therefore “would effectively lose four of the seven business days 

provided by Rule 3.52 to reply to Complaint Counsel’s 

Answering Brief.” 

 

Respondents state in their Motion that Complaint Counsel do 

not object to the proposed extension.  The Commission has 

determined to grant the Motion.  Accordingly, 

 

IT IS ORDERED that Respondents shall file their Reply 

Brief on or before November 4, 2009. 

 

By the Commission. 
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CARILION CLINIC 

 
Docket No. 9338, Order, October 14, 2009 

 

Order withdrawing the Matter from adjudication. 

 

ORDER 

 

On August 11, 2009, the Commission issued an Order 

granting a joint motion filed by Complaint Counsel and the 

Respondent to withdraw this matter from adjudication for the 

purpose of considering a proposed consent agreement.  On 

September 9, 2009, the Commission issued an Order extending 

both the withdrawal from adjudication and the deadline for 

Respondent to file its Answer to the Complaint until October 14, 

2009.  On October 6, 2009, the Commission accepted for public 

comment an Agreement Containing Consent Orders (“Consent 

Agreement”) and issued an Order To Maintain Assets.  At that 

point, Commission Rule 3.25(f), 16 C.F.R. § 3.25(f), became 

applicable to this proceeding.  Accordingly, 

 

IT IS ORDERED THAT this matter will remain withdrawn 

from adjudication as provided by Commission Rule 3.25(f) – and 

Respondent’s obligation to file an Answer to the Complaint will 

remain stayed – pending a determination by the Commission with 

respect to the proposed Consent Agreement, pursuant to 

Commission Rule 3.25(f). 

 

By the Commission. 

 


