


competitors'se of its trademark, and denies that such agreements are anticompetitive or
unlawful. Answer $$ 20-24, 31, 33-34.

Forty-three witnesses testified, either live or by deposition. Complaint Counsel
called three expert witnesses and one rebuttal expert witness and Respondent called five
expert witnesses. The expert witnesses opined on many areas including consumer internet
search behavior and the potential for consumer confusion as relevant to the restrictions in
the Challenged Agreements, the scope of trademark protections, and the potential effects
of the Challenged Agreements, including economic analysis thereof.

Based on the foregoing, good cause exists to extend the deadline for filing the
Initial Decision in this matter by up to 30 days, to October 23, 2017.

ORDERED:
D, Michael Chappell
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Date: September 11,2017


