


Day, a federal holiday), and demands documents from seven broad categories, including “[a]ll

documents relating to your company’s access to” the Federal Trade Commission’s website, as
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6 As explained in Complaint Counsel’s Motion to Quash Re:sponaentsl Twenty-[!qve

Subpoenas Directed to Third Parties, the subpoena is irrelevant to the above-captioned case, and
it imposes undue burdens on Yahoo! Inc. Yahoo! Inc. intends to file a motion setting forth its
objections to the subpoena.

7. Yahoo! Inc.’s counsel has conferred with Respondents’ counsel (Andrea Ferrenz), who
has indicated that Respondents do not oppose Yahoo! Inc.’s filing of a Motion for an extension
of time to respond to the subpoena.

8. Good cause exists to justify this brief extension. Yahoo! Inc. has retained counsel and
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Yahoo! Inc. to comply with the subpoena prior to the Court’s resolution of this Motion.

10. A proposed order is attached hereto.

. ——
e {.\ l',... I

E]

- —

David Medine (202) 663-6220
David.Medine @wilmerhale.com
Anne Harkavy (202) 663-6756

Anne.Harkavy @wilmerhale.com
Rachel Shachter (202) 663-6928
Rachel.Shachter @ wilmerhale.com

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP
2445 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

Fax (202) 663-6363

ﬁ = —

Dated: November 14, 2005







