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required a number of nearly identical, but
separate filings by each i limited
partnership and the buyer, and because each
partnership was presumably selling more than

illign in assets to that buyer. By calling
Pthe ultimate varent entity in the
above situation, duplicative filings were avoided
and all parties benefitted.
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by requiring a filing in
present transaction with
limited partnerships. This
should particularly be the case where, as here,
the transaction has no antitrust significance.

exempt from filing under $802.1 as acquisitions

made "in the ordinary course of business.”

I am sure that you are aware that the vagueness
_of the "ordinary course of business® standard

) that crude oill producing properties are never

, applying to crude oil producing properties
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ordinary course of business. I would like
the opportunity to discuss this subject with
you in greater detail if this becomes rnecessary.

However, regarding the transaction at hand,
this issue need not be addressed if we are

tnreshold set forth in $802.20 is not reached.
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