


documents, it is typically extended for two to five years. E.g., In re E1 Dupont de Nemours &
Co., 97 F.T.(:. 116, 118 (1981); In re Int'l Ass. ofConf



2. CX 12: Realcomp MLS/User Committee Minutes

ex 12 is a copy ofminutes from a MLSIUser Committee Meeting that is over four years
old and contains information about Realcomp's internal policies. Respondent has not
demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial harm and this ordinary business record
meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera protection. With respect to ex 12, in camera
treatment is DENIED.

3. CX 22-25: Letter, Fax, and Email Regarding Complaints About a
Specific Entity

ex 22-25 include documentation of complaints made to Realcomp in relation to other
entities/persons not complying with Realcomp's rules and procedures. Respondent has not
demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial harm and these ordinary business records
meet the level



for a period of three years, will be GRANTED to CX 91.

8. CX 97: Minutes from Board of Governors Meeting

CX 97 is a copy ofminutes from a Board of Governors Meeting that is over four years
old and contains information about Realcomp's internal policies. Respondent has not
demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial harm and this ordinary business record
meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera protection. With respect to CX 97, in camera
treatment is DENIED.

9. CX 245: Prebilling Register Charge Code of Realcomp IDX
Participants

CX 245 is a copy ofRealcomp's Prebilling Register Charge Code ofIDX participants.
In camera treatment, for a period of three years, will be GRANTED to CX 245.

10. CX 264-265: Bills for Advertising Expenses

CX 264-265 are bills for Realcomp's advertising expenses. In camera treatment, for a
period of three years, will be GRANTED to CX 264-265.

11. CX 282: CD Containing MLS Data

ex 282 is a text file CD containing MLS listings. In camera treatment, for a period of
three years, will be GRANTED to CX 282.

12. Karen Kage Testimony: February 20,2007 Deposition

Respondent has narrowly tailored its request by seeking in camera treatment for only
select pages ofMs. Kage's deposition. However, a review of the pages designated reveals that
the testimony includes general information that does not riseto the level of secrecy necessary to
merit in camera protection.

(a) Pages 120 to 127

In order to protect the confidentiality of specifically named individuals, in camera
treatment, for a period of three years, will be GRANTED to the following pages and lines of the
February 20, 2007 Kage Deposition:

Page 121
Page 126

Line 14
Lines 5,12
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(b) Pages 157 to 160

Respondent's motion inadvertently did not include pages 158-160 of the Kage
Deposition. Because these pages could not be reviewed, with respect to pages 158-160,
Respondent's motion is DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE. With respect to page 157, which
was provided and reviewed, in camera treatment is DENIED.

(c) Pages 167 to 177

The only information contained in these pages that may be withheld from the public
record is the amount spent on advertising. Other information contained in this testimony, such as
the number of advertising spots and reasons for such advertising do not meet the Commission's
standards. In camera treatment, for a period of three years, will be GRANTED to the following
pages and lines of the February 20,2007 Kage Deposition:

Page 168
Page 171
Page 172
Page 173

Line 5
Line 22-25
Line 1-5
Line 12-13

(d) Pages 181 to 184

The information contained in these pages, including the number of "hits" a website
receives does not meet the C.ommission's standards. For pages 181-184, in camera treatment is
DENIED.

B. Board Member Testimony and Exhibits

1. Douglas Hardy

Realcomp Board member Douglas Hardy requests in camera treatment for portions ofhis
deposition testimony and certain exhibits thereto.

(a) CX 284 and Deposition Testimony 34-38

This document and testimony relating to it are a form sales contract between Century 21
and "salesperson." Respondent has not demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial
harm and this ordinary business record meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera protection.
With respect to CX 284 and Hardy Deposition Testimony pp. 34-38, in camera treatment is
DENIED.
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(b) ex 285 and Deposition Testimony 57-62

This document and testimony relating to it are a form Exclusive Right to Sell Contract of
Century 21. Respondent has not demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial harm and
this ordinary business record meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera protection. With
respect to CX 285 and Hardy Deposition Testimony pp. 57-62, in camera treatment is DENIED.

(c) ex 286 and Deposition Testimony 63-73

This exhibit and testimony relating to it are twenty listings of residential transactions.
The documents reveal gross commissions, royalty fees paid, and company dollars paid on each
transaction. Respondent has not demonstrated that disclosure would cause substantial harm and
this ordinary business record meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera protection. With
respect to CX 286 and Hardy Deposition Testimony pp. 63-73, in camera treatment is DENIED.

(d) Deposition Testimony 81-82

This testimony relates to the use of search engines. Respondent has not demonstrated that
disclosure would cause substantial harm and this information meets the



most of this information, Respondent has not demonstrated that disclosure would cause
substantial harm and that this information meets the level of secrecy to merit in camera
treatment. In camera



IV.

With respect to documents for which in camera treatmentwas granted or granted in part,
in camera treatment shall be extended for a period of three years, to expire June 1,2010.

With respect to documents for which in camera treatment was denied without prejudice,
Respondent shall have until June 13,2007 to file a motion for in camera treatment for those
documents.

ORDERED:

Date: June 7,2007
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