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notification has been filed with the Department of Justice and 

the Federal Trade Commission and a waiting period has expired. 

The Complaint alleges that the defendant Aero was continuously 

in violation of the Hart-Scott-Rodino Act during the period 

from August 13, 1986, through March 25, 1987, with respect to 
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and the consideration by the court of the proposed judgment's 

competitive impact and its impact on the public generally as 

well as individuals alleging specific injury from the violation 

set forth in the complaint. 

The United States does not believe that the procedures of 

the APPA are required in this action �~�e�c�a�u�s�e� 

th62 7.1191
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Hart-Scott-Rodino Act without employing APPA procedures.21 

Previously, in United States v. ARA Services, Inc., 1979-2 CCH 

Trade Cases ,r 62,861 (E.D. Mo.), a consent judgment calling for 

both equitable relief and civil penalties was approved by the 

court on August 14, 1979, after the United States had taken the 

position in APPA proceedings that the. civil penalties component 

of that judgment was not open to public objection. See 44 Fed. 

Reg. 41583 (July 17, 1979). 

There may be circumstances, of course, in which the 

procedures APPA 
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Hart-Scott-Rodino Act -- help describe to the public the 

circumstances and events that gave rise to the complaint and 

final judgment. 49 Fed. Reg. 36455 (Sept. 17, �1�9�8�4�}�.�~�/� There 

are no circumstances, 


