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April 21, 2023 

 
The Honorable Jim Jordan 
Chairman 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
 
Dear Chairman Jordan, 
 

Please find enclosed the Commission’s third production in response to your February 14, 
2023, letter requesting documents and information related to the Federal Trade Commission’s 
Non-Complete Clause Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM).  The Commission sent a first 
response on February 28, 2023.  In addition, a second response was sent on March 7, 2023.  The 
Commission continues to devote significant time and resources to respond to your request.  As 
previously discussed, the Commission is submitting productions on a rolling basis as it collects 
and reviews responsive documents and information.  This third production includes documents 
Bates stamped FTC-000001440 – FTC-000002435. 
 

The documents and information we are providing today contain materials that have been 
withheld from public disclosure.  In this instance, the Commission has decided to provide them 
to you without redactions as an accommodation and as a demonstration of the Commission’s 
commitment to working with you and your staff.  Notwithstanding this production, the 
Commission reserves the right to protect deliberative materials in future productions. 
 

These documents are, in the unredacted form in which you are receiving them, 
confidential Commission documents.  Because of their confidential nature, the Commission 
requests that the Committee maintain the confidentiality of this production.  We further request 
that you consult with the Commission before you share any part of this production with outside 
parties and that you redact any personal information if you share information or documents with 
outside parties. 

 
Thank you for that consideration and for your understanding as we continue to be 

responsive to this and other Committee information and document requests.   
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
April J. Tabor 
Secretary 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

April 12, 2023 

 

The Honorable Lina Khan  

Chair 

Federal Trade Commission  

600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20580 

 

Dear Chair Khan: 

  

The Committee on the Judiciary is conducting oversight of the Federal Trade 

Commission’s (FTC) abuse of its statutory authorities in investigating Twitter. On March 10, 

2023, the Committee wrote to you requesting relevant documents and information about the 

FTC’s recent actions against Twitter.1 To date, your voluntary compliance has been woefully 

insufficient. Accordingly, the Committee is issuing a subpoena to compel the production of 

documents necessary to inform our oversight. 

 

On March 7, 2023, the Select Subcommittee on the Weaponization of the Federal 

Government released a report revealing how the FTC made inappropriate and burdensome 

demands coinciding with Elon Musk’s acquisition of the company.2 The Select Subcommittee’s 

report revealed how the FTC harassed Twitter in the wake of Mr. Musk’s acquisition, 

demanding, among other things, the identities of the journalists with whom it was engaging and 

all communications relating to Mr. Musk.3 Based on the information in this report showing how 

the FTC had abused it statutory and enforcement authority, the Committee requested information 

in its March 10 letter to inform our oversight.4 

 

On March 27, 2023, you sent a response letter seeking to justify the scope of the FTC’s 

inquiry into Twitter by linking it to the terms of a narrower FTC Order related to Twitter’s 

privacy practices.5 However, as our March 10 letter outlined—and the Select Subcommittee 

 
1 See Letter from Hon. Jim Jordan, Chair, H. Comm. on the Judic., & Hon. Ted Cruz to Lina Khan, Chair, Fed. 

Trade Comm’n (Mar. 10, 2023). 
2 H. COMM. ON THE JUDIC. & SEL. SUBCOMM. ON THE WEAPONIZATION OF THE FED. GOV’T, THE WEAPONIZATION OF 

THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION: AN AGENCY’S OVERREACH TO HARASS ELON MUSK’S TWITTER (Mar. 7, 2023). 
3 Id. 
4 Letter from Jordan & Cruz, supra note 1. 
5 Letter from Lina Khan, Chair, Fed. Trade Comm’n, to Hon. Jim Jordan, Chair, H. Comm. on the Judic. (Mar. 27, 

2023). 
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report explained in detail—the FTC’s requests to Twitter were not limited to the scope of the 

Order,6 making the FTC’s justification pretextual at best. In addition, your letter addressed only 

one of the Committee’s requests, instead deferring to unspecified “further engagement on [the 

Committee’s] other requests.”7 The FTC also produced none of the requested documents. 

 

The Committee sought to engage with the FTC on its outstanding requests during a 

hearing of the Committee’s Subcommittee on Responsiveness and Accountability to Oversight 

on March 29, 2023.8 During this hearing, the Director of the FTC’s Office of Congressional 

Relations testified that she was largely unaware of any progress being made toward satisfying the 

Committee’s requests.9 For example, the Director did not know which FTC employee was 

overseeing the FTC’s compliance with the Committee’s requests,10 and provided no information 

as to what information had been gathered or what sources were being reviewed for production, if 

any.11 Following the hearing, in an exchange with Committee staff on April 3, 2023, FTC staff 

confirmed that the FTC had no immediate plans to provide the Committee with the documents 

and information it had requested.12 

 

Based on this information, the Committee has good reason to believe that the FTC will 

not voluntarily produce the documents requested in our March 10 letter. The FTC’s refusal to 

provide this material is unacceptable. As Subcommittee Chairman Cline explained at the March 

29 hearing:  

 

The absence of a sound and transparent administrative process results in 

failed and costly Government policies. This is what we are seeing unfold 

at the FTC under Chair Lina Khan. It is incumbent on Congress to 

provide oversight to these matters. And such oversight will remain 

necessary while the FTC continues to take actions on matters its enabling 

statute does not authorize.13 

 

 The Supreme Court has recognized that Congress has a “broad and indispensable” power 

to conduct oversight, which “encompasses inquiries into the administration of existing laws, 

studies of proposed laws, and surveys in our social, economic or political system for the purpose 

of enabling Congress to remedy them.”14 Pursuant to the Rules of the House of Representatives, 

the Committee on the Judiciary is authorized to conduct oversight on matters relating to the 

 
6 See THE WEAPONIZATION OF THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, supra note 2, at 1-2. 
7 Letter from Khan, supra note 5. 
8 “Compliance with Committee Oversight”: Hearing before the Subcomm. on Responsiveness & Accountability to 

Oversight of the H. Comm. on the Judic., 118th Cong. (Mar. 29, 2023). 
9 Id. 
10 In an email communication following the hearing, FTC staff identified an employee who has oversight of the 

Bureau of Consumer Protection, but it is unclear whether this employee was actually overseeing or directing any 

collection of responsive materials.  
11 “Compliance with Committee Oversight,” supra note 8. 
12 Telephone meeting between FTC Office of Congressional Relations staff and House Committee on the Judiciary 

staff (Apr. 3, 2023). 
13 “Compliance with Committee Oversight,” supra note 8. 
14 See, e.g., Trump v. Mazars LLP, 140 S. Ct. 2019, 2031 (2020) (internal quotation marks and citations omitted). 
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“[p]rotection of trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies” to inform 

potential legislative reforms.15 These legislative reforms could include, among other proposals, 

laws to ensure that the FTC’s investigative and enforcement authority is not abused in ways that 

hurt commerce and competition or harm civil liberties and free speech.  

 

Accordingly, and in light of your disregard of our earlier requests for voluntary 

compliance, please find attached a subpoena for the requested documents and information.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

      Jim Jordan 

      Chairman 

    

 

         

 

cc: The Honorable Jerrold L. Nadler, Ranking Member

 

Enclosure 

 
15 Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, R. X (2023). 























 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

April 5, 2023 

 

The Honorable Lina Khan 

Chair 

Federal Trade Commission 

600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20580 

 

Dear Chair Khan: 

 

On March 9, 2023, Republican Committee Members wrote to you requesting documents 

and information regarding the Federal Trade Commission’s (FTC) “ill-advised current approach 

to mergers.”1 To date, the FTC has failed to comply with this request for information. 

 

Accordingly, we reiterate the outstanding requests—itemized in the March 9, 2023, letter 

and incorporated herein—and ask that you provide this information as soon as possible, but no 

later than 5:00 pm on April 10, 2023. 

 

The Committee on the Judiciary is authorized to conduct oversight of and legislate on 

matters relating to the “[p]rotection of trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 

monopolies.”2 If you have any questions about this matter, please ask your staff to contact 

Committee staff at (202) 225-6906.  

 

 Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Jim Jordan      Thomas Massie 

Chairman      Chairman 

Subcommittee on the Administrative 

State, Regulatory Reform, and 

Antitrust  

 
1 Letter to Hon. Lina Khan, Chair, FTC, from Rep. Moran, et al. (March 9, 2023) (attached).   
2 Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, R. X (2023). 
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cc: The Honorable Jerrold L. Nadler, Ranking Member  

The Honorable David Cicilline, Ranking Member, Subcommittee on the Administrative 

State, Regulatory Reform, and Antitrust 

 

Enclosure  
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          April 26, 2023 

  

The Honorable Jim Jordan 

Chairman 

Committee on the Judiciary 

U.S. House of Representatives 

Washington, D.C. 20515 

 

Dear Chairman Jordan: 

 

I am writing in response to your April 12, 2023 letter requesting documents and 

information related to Twitter.  

 

The documents you seek are part of an ongoing law enforcement investigation. In order 

to protect the integrity of our law enforcement work, I cannot provide these documents at this 

time. 

 

As noted in my March 27, 2023 letter responding to your March 10, 2023 request, the 

Commission has a longstanding policy that forbids public discussion or disclosure of law 

enforcement investigations. Investigations are conducted non-publicly to protect individuals and 

businesses that are the subject of investigations, as well as third parties who have come forward 

with information relevant to the investigation.  
 

Although Congress has a legitimate interest in determining how the Commission enforces 

statutes, Congressional inquiries into ongoing law enforcement investigations pose an inherent 

threat to the integrity of the Commission’s law enforcement functions.1 If targets and sources 

were unable to communicate in confidence with the Commission, there could be a chilling effect 

that could handicap the agency’s fact-finding and law enforcement work over the long term. The 

Commission must also be able to protect its litigation plans and preparations, as well as career 

staff’s willingness to provide the candid and independent analysis necessary for careful and 

considered decision making. 

 

Consistent with longstanding Commission practice, I am happy to offer you and 

committee staff a nonpublic briefing regarding this matter so that the Commission can provide 

you the information you seek while ensuring that its investigation is not compromised.  

 

The FTC conducts investigations pursuant to its congressional mandate to prevent unfair 

methods of competition and unfair or deceptive practices. Specifically, the Federal Trade 

Commission enforces Section 5 of the FTC Act and Section 7 of the Clayton Act, which, among 

other things, prohibit acquisitions that may substantially lessen competition. In addition, the FTC 

enforces Section 7A of the Clayton Act, which provides the FTC and the Department of Justice 

with information about larger mergers and acquisitions before they occur.  Whether a particular 

acquisition is subject to the Section 7A requirements depends upon the value of the acquisition 

 
1 See, e.g., Pillsbury Co. v. FTC, 354 F.2d 952 (5th Cir. 1966). 



 

and the size of the parties, as measured by their sales and assets. Should the Commission or the 

Department of Justice decide that further examination is warranted, those agencies may seek 

additional information or documentary materials by issuing a “second request” to the parties. If 

the parties consummate the transaction without observing the requirements of the Clayton Act, 

the Commission may seek both injunctive relief and civil penalties, as appropriate, under Section 

7A(g)(2) of the Clayton Act. The Commission may also grant an early termination of a waiting 

period.  

 

Section 5 of the FTC Act also charges the Commission with halting unfair or deceptive 

business practices. As I noted in my March 27, 2023 letter, Twitter has been subject to an FTC 

order since 2011. In May 2022, the FTC announced it was taking action against Twitter for, 

among other things, deceptively using account security for targeted advertising in violation of the 

2011 consent order.2 Ensuring compliance with FTC orders is critical, especially when dealing 

with recidivists. The FTC is committed to vigorously enforcing FTC orders to protect 

American’s personal data, especially in an era where this data is being hacked and exploited by 

fraudsters and foreign adversaries alike. 

 

We will continue to consider additional ways to provide the information you seek without 

jeopardizing the Commission’s law enforcement efforts. Congressional oversight plays an 

important function in our system of government, and the FTC is committed to constructive 

discussion and cooperation with the House Judiciary Committee. As you know, the FTC has 

provided the Committee a significant volume of materials in relation to another area of oversight, 

and we remain eager to accommodate your requests without undermining the Commission’s law 

enforcement work. I welcome your suggestions about how we can work together to 

accommodate the needs of our respective branches of government. 

 

    Sincerely, 

 

    

 

       

    Lina M. Khan 

    Chair, Federal Trade Commission 

 

 

cc: The Honorable Jerrold L. Nadler 

Ranking Member 

House Judiciary Committee 

 
2 See, e.g., Decision and Order, ¶ XIII, In re Twitter, No. C-4316 (F.T.C. May 26, 2022), 

https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/2023062C4316TwitterModifiedOrder.pdf.  

https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/2023062C4316TwitterModifiedOrder.pdf
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          April 10, 2023 
 
The Honorable Barry Moore 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
 
Dear Representative Moore: 
 
 Thank you for your letter of March 9 to the Federal Trade Commission (“FTC” or 
“Commission”) requesting information and documents regarding merger reviews and associated 
law enforcement approaches. 
 
 As you know, FTC staff conveyed to your team that your original letter would be treated 
as a request for public information. Accordingly, we are sending this initial reply to questions 
that can be answered without impermissibly disclosing nonpublic information.  
 

In general, I share your view that federal investigations of potentially unlawful mergers 
should employ rigorous analysis that seeks to ensure that all Americans benefit from fair, open, 
and competitive markets. 
 
 My responses to your requests follow:  
 

1. A comprehensive list of each factor or consideration other than consumer welfare that 
the Biden FTC has used in any assessment of a proposed transaction since June 15, 
2021. 
 

 For every Commission enforcement action, the Commission issues a public statement 
that links to core documents—such as the complaint and (in the case of settlements) the analysis 
to aid public comment—that explain its reasoning for bringing a case.1 Speaking for myself, 
when assessing whether any proposed transaction is likely to violate the antitrust laws, I consider 
all of the stakeholders who benefit from existing competition—including consumers, businesses, 
and workers—and whether any of them will be harmed by the reduction of competition caused 
by the merger. The Clayton Act prohibits any merger whose effect may be to substantially lessen 
competition or tend to create a monopoly in any line of business. I believe the FTC must 
faithfully enforce the law as written by Congress in order to promote the rule of law and ensure 
the democratic legitimacy of our work.2 

 
1 The press release section of our website is at https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases. 
2 See Remarks of Lina M. Khan, Fordham Annual Conference on International Antitrust Law & Policy (Sept. 16, 
2022), https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/KhanRemarksFordhamAntitrust20220916.pdf. 

https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases
https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/KhanRemarksFordhamAntitrust20220916.pdf
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2. For each factor or consideration listed in response to question one, please explain how 

the FTC evaluates a proposed transaction’s effects on consumers relative to any effects 
relating to other factors or considerations.  

 
 Please see the response to Request Number 1 above. 
 

3. The date when the Biden FTC will issue new merger guidelines. 
 
 The DOJ and the FTC are endeavoring to jointly propose updated merger guidelines for 
public comment as soon as possible. My goals are to ensure that the guidelines accurately reflect 
modern commercial realities, are faithful to statutory mandates, and are administrable and 
predictable. 
 

4. All documents and communications referring or relating to the decision to withdraw 
the Trump Administration’s 2020 vertical merger guidelines. 

 
  As you know, the 2020 Vertical Merger Guidelines were adopted by the Commission on 
a 3-2 vote. When subsequently moving to withdraw the 2020 Vertical Merger Guidelines in 
September 2021, the Commission published statements explaining its reasoning.3 As the 
statement explained, the Commission withdrew the 2020 VMGs in order to avoid judicial 
reliance on flawed analysis. The FTC and DOJ are currently working on formulating updated 
merger guidelines. 

 
5. The date when the Biden FTC will reestablish the practice of early terminations. If the 

Biden FTC will not resume the practice of early terminations, please explain the FTC’s 
rationale in detail, including for any types of transactions where the FTC routinely 
finds no anticompetitive effects. 
 
The Clayton Act, as amended by the HSR Act, requires that a party wishing to complete 

an acquisition must delay consummating the transaction for at least 30 days (15 days in the case 
of a pure cash tender offer) following the submission of a premerger notification to give the FTC 
and DOJ an opportunity to review the transaction and determine whether to investigate the 
transaction further. The statute gives the FTC and DOJ the ability to grant, in individual cases, 
exemptions from this statutorily defined waiting period. Specifically, the statute states that FTC 
and DOJ have the option to grant early terminations “in their discretion.”4 Granting early 

 
3 See Press Release, Fed. Trade Comm’n, FTC Withdraws Vertical Merger Guidelines and Commentary (Sept. 15, 
2021), https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/press-releases/2021/09/federal-trade-commission-withdraws-vertical-
merger-guidelines. 
4 16 C.F.R. § 803.11(c) (HSR Act: “The Federal Trade Commission and the Assistant Attorney General may, in 
their discretion, terminate a waiting period upon the written request of any person filing notification or … sua 
sponte.”) (emphasis added); 15 U.S.C.A. § 18a(2) (Clayton Act: “The Federal Trade Commission and the Assistant 
Attorney General may, in individual cases, terminate the waiting period specified in paragraph (1) and allow any 
person to proceed with any acquisition subject to this section, and promptly shall cause to be published in the 
Federal Register a notice that neither intends to take any action within such period with respect to such acquisition.”) 
(emphasis added); see also “FTC, DOJ Temporarily Suspend Discretionary Practice of Early Termination,” Federal 
Trade Commission (Feb. 4, 2021), https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-

https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/press-releases/2021/09/federal-trade-commission-withdraws-vertical-merger-guidelines
https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/press-releases/2021/09/federal-trade-commission-withdraws-vertical-merger-guidelines
https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-temporarily-suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination
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termination consumes agency resources. Given our heavy workload, the FTC will continue to 
prioritize devoting resources to its statutory obligations over discretionary functions. We will 
consider reinstating early termination grants as agency resources permit. 
 

6. The number of proposed transactions since June 15, 2021, where the FTC: 
 

a. has not granted an early termination; 
The most recent complete data (including both FTC and DOJ activity) is from 
fiscal year 2021.5 The agencies received filings related to 3,413 transactions for 
which a second request could have been issued. For 2,124 of these transactions, 
one or both of the parties requested early termination. The Agencies granted early 
termination for 417 such transactions, and did not grant an early termination 
regarding 1,707 transactions.6 

 
b. has not issued a second request; 

Because the agencies issued a total of 65 second requests in fiscal year 2021, an 
estimated 3,348 transactions did not involve a second request. That number is 
estimated due to a lag between when the filing is received and when a second 
request must issue.7 Consequently, the annual statistics for the number of 
transactions and the number of second requests do not involve the exact same set 
of filings. 
 

c. has issued a second request; 
Of the 65 second requests issued in fiscal year 2021, the FTC issued 42 and the 
DOJ issued 23. 
 

d. has told parties to a proposed transaction that the agency would challenge a 
proposed transaction; or 

e. has challenged a proposed transaction. 
In seven transactions during fiscal year 2021, the parties abandoned their merger 
plans after FTC staff raised antitrust concerns during the investigation,, and the 
FTC challenged an additional 11 transactions. Five of the 11 challenges were 
settled with Commission consent orders, and the FTC initiated administrative or 
federal court litigation in the other six matters. 

 

 
temporarily-suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination; “HSR Early Termination After a Second Request 
Issues,” Federal Trade Commission (Mar. 12, 2021), https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-
matters/2021/03/hsr-early-termination-after-second-request-issues (“Typically, when an investigation resolves 
competition concerns, the agencies use their discretion to grant early termination of the second waiting period, and 
the grant of ET allows the parties to close their transaction.”) (emphasis added). 
5 See Press Release, Fed. Trade Comm’n, FTC, DOJ Issue Fiscal Year 2021 Hart Scott Rodino Premerger 
Notification Report (Feb. 10, 2023), https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2023/02/ftc-doj-issue-
fiscal-year-2021-hart-scott-rodino-premerger-notification-report.  
6 FTC & Dep’t of Justice Antitrust Division, Hart-Scott-Rodino Annual Report Fiscal Year 2021, Appendix A, 
https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/p110014fy2021hsrannualreport.pdf. 
7 The HSR Act allows the agencies to issue a second request within 30 days of the HSR filing. 

https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-temporarily-suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination
https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-matters/2021/03/hsr-early-termination-after-second-request-issues
https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-matters/2021/03/hsr-early-termination-after-second-request-issues
https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2023/02/ftc-doj-issue-fiscal-year-2021-hart-scott-rodino-premerger-notification-report
https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2023/02/ftc-doj-issue-fiscal-year-2021-hart-scott-rodino-premerger-notification-report
https://www.ftc.gov/system/files/ftc_gov/pdf/p110014fy2021hsrannualreport.pdf
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7. All documents and communications, including any on personal devices and any 
communications with the Executive Office of the President or CFPB Director Rohit 
Chopra, relating to the FTC’s policy concerning early terminations. 

 
 As FTC staff has publicly explained, assessing whether early termination is appropriate 
sometimes requires more resources than are available in light of the volume of merger filings or 
other resource constraints.8  My team will follow up on the Chairmen’s request for non-public 
documents.  
 

8. A precise description of how the FTC expects to spend its increased funding from 
December 2022 appropriations, and any merger fee revenues in 2023 in excess of 
appropriations, with respect to merger investigation and enforcement. 
 

 The FTC is in the process of finalizing and voting on its fiscal year 2023 operating 
budget. I anticipate that the additional resources will primarily fund an increase in full time 
employees and associated costs, the fiscal year 2023 pay increase (4.6%), and IT modernization 
efforts. We expect the merger fee revenue will be sent to the Treasury as an offsetting collection, 
as we do not expect that revenue to exceed our fiscal year 2023 appropriation amount.  

 
* * * 

    
 Thank you again for raising this topic. If you have any questions, please feel free to have 
your staff call Jeanne Bumpus, the Director of our Office of Congressional Relations, at (202) 
326-2195. 
       
      Sincerely, 
 
 
 
      Lina M. Khan 
      Chair, Federal Trade Commission 

 
8 See Press Release, Fed. Trade Comm’n, FTC, DOJ Temporarily Suspend Discretionary Practice of Early 
Termination (Feb. 4, 2021), https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-temporarily-
suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination (noting early termination temporarily suspended due to volume of 
filings and change in administrations); Press Release, Fed. Trade Comm’n, Resuming Early Termination of HSR 
Reviews (Mar. 27, 2020), https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-matters/2020/03/resuming-early-
termination-hsr-reviews (noting early termination temporarily suspended in light of the pandemic, and when 
reinstating early termination noting that “Early termination will be granted but only as time and resources allow.”). 

https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-temporarily-suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination
https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/news/press-releases/2021/02/ftc-doj-temporarily-suspend-discretionary-practice-early-termination
https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-matters/2020/03/resuming-early-termination-hsr-reviews
https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/competition-matters/2020/03/resuming-early-termination-hsr-reviews
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