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.• ORDER GRANTING~OMPLAINT COUNSEL'S UNOP)?OSED 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE OPPOSITION 

· · • TO WEBEYECARE'S MOTION TO QUASH 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

·· Non~party WebE;~Carefifo.cl a Motio~ to Quash Complaint Counsel's Subpoenaon .. 
October 14, 2016 (''Motion to Quash"). Complaint Counsel's Opposit10nto WebEyeCare' s 
Motion to Qtiash was due October 24, 20l6("0pposition"). ln the instant Motion. filed October 

. 24, 2016, Complaint Counsel seeks an extension of that deadline to. October 31, 2016, stating· . 
that the parties ~e in negotiations of the. discovery issues raised by WebEyeCareis Motion to 
QuaSh and have jointly concluded that additional time for negotiatkms may yield a resolution of 
all issues. Complaint Counsel further states that WebEyeCare agrees to the proposed extension~ 

. . 

For the foregoing reasons, Complaint Counsel's Unoppposed Motion fo.r an Extension of 
Time is GRANTED, and it is hereby ORDERED that Complaint 


