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In the Matter of 
) 
) 

INTEL CORPORATION, 
Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 9341 

) 

ORDER GRATING UNOPPOSED MOTION OF
 
NON-PARTY ORACLE CORPORATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

TO FILE MOTION TO QUASH OR TO LIMIT SUBPOENADUCES TECUM 

On March 2,2010, non-pary Oracle Corporation ("Oracle") submitted an 
Unopposed Motion for an Extension of 
 Time to File a Motion to Quash or Limit 
("Motion") a Subpoena Duces Tecum served by Complaint Counsel on February 24, 
2010 ("Subpoena"). 

Oracle's Motion requests an order granting it until March 24,2010 to file a 
motion to quash or limit, and further providing that Oracle's obligation to respond to the 
Subpoena shall be tolled during that extension period. Oracle states that it is in 
discussions with Complaint Counsel regarding the scope of the specifications in the 
Subpoena, Oracle's objections thereto, and the time required for Oracle to respond. 
Oracle further states that it has requested, and Complaint Counsel has agreed, that Oracle 
may have an additional twenty (20) days in which to fie a motion to quash or limit the 
Subpoena, should the paries' discussions fail to result in a resolution of all issues. 

Oracle represents that the agreed extension wil afford sufficient time for review 
of the Subpoena and discussions with Complaint Counsel, which may result in avoiding 
altogether the necessity of filing a motion to quash or limit. Oracle advises that it has 
conferred with Complaint Counsel regarding the instant Motion for an extension of time, 
and that Complaint Counsel does not object. 

Based on the foregoing, the Motion is GRANTED, and it is hereby ORDERED 
that Oracle shall have until March 24, 2010 to file a motion to quash or limit the 
Subpoena served upon it by Complaint Counsel on February 24,2010, and further, 



that Oracle's obligation to respond to the Subpoena shall be tolled during this extc;:msion 
period. 

ORDERED: ~~ 
D. Michae h pell 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 

Date: March 4,2010 
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