UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

TK ACCESS SOLUTIONS CORP. f/k/a
THYSSENKRUPP ACCESS CORP.

CPSC DOCKET NO.: 21-1

Respondent.
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ORDER GRANTING NON-PARTY OTIS ELEVATOR COMPANY’S MOTION FOR LEAVE
TO FILE A REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO QUASH

On March 30, 2022 non-party Otis Elevator Company (“Otis”) filed a Motion to Quash
the subpoena served on it by Respondent, TK Access Solutions Corp. Respondent filed its
Opposition to the Motion to Quash on March 31, 2022. Otis requests the opportunity to file a
reply brief of no more than five pages to address “material new substance and new arguments not

included in its Application”, pursuant to 16 CFR § 1025.23 (c).

The Respondent also questioned the timeliness of Otis’s initial filing due to a one-day
calculation error. | find no prejudice will result to either Complaint Counsel or Respondent by

finding the motion timely filed.

After considering Otis’s Motion to File Reply Brief and the Respondent’s Opposition to
the Motion to Quash, a short reply brief of no more than five pages and limited to the material
new substance and new arguments not included in the application, appears warranted and should

be filed no later than close of business on Wednesday, April 6, 2022.



So ordered.

Done and dated April 4, 2022
Arlington, VA

Digitally signed by
Mary F' Mary F. Withum -S
Date: 2022.04.04

Withum -S 12:16:28 -04'00'

Mary F. Withum
Administrative Law Judge
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