


It is Respondents understanding that any extension that the Court may afford Unicare to file it's
motion would not impact Unicare’s commitment to make a rolling-production of documents
responsive to the Subpoena as quickly as possible. As a result, although Respondehts would
agree to a reasonable extension and do not oppose Unicare’s request for some additional time,
we suggest a seven (7) day extension would be sufficient. Respondénts will continue to work
with Unicare to resolve any questions or concerns regarding the breadth of the Subpoena.
Respondents have been diligently working with all fhird parties subpoenaed in this matter

in an effort to resolve discovery disputes without involving the Court in time-consuming motion
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documents and numerous cd-roms containing data as well as 25 deposition transcripts, until
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to preliminarily review these thousands of documents to determine what additional materials to -
request from third-parties, including what aspects of prior productions needed to be updated, is
~hardly surprising and does not constitute undue delay. This is especially true given that, at the

same time, Respondents were gathering, reviewing and producing in response to Complaint
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