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Wasmngion, L.C. Zu3su

Dear Mr. Cohen:
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There are 17.2 million outstanding shares of Issuer

I's only class of votine securities. The orincipal = -
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intermediaries described below) are Company A, =  Zag
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of J. Mr. B 1s the other ultimate parent entity of J.

J owns 50% of Partnership P. Company C owns the
other 50% of P.

P owns 7 million shares of I's stock, which for HSR
purposes are attributed to C through P and also
attributed to A and B through P and J.

Separately, C holds irrevocable proxies to vote 3.3
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hold these proxies.)
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C and J have a voting rights agreement in
connection with their joint ownership of P, Under
the voting rights agreement, C promises to vote its
proxies in the same manner as J and C jointly
detennme to vote the shares of I's stock that are
“owned by P.

We asked you whether the Premerger Notification Office would view any of A, B
or C as an ultimate parent entity of 1. :

You advised us that C is an ultimate parent entity of I because (i) the 3.3 million
shares as to which C holds irrevocable gromes must be aggﬁgated with the 7 million shares that
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less than 50% of I's voting securities (1.2 million plus 7 million shares), and (ii) that B is not an
ultimate parent entity of I, because B holds less than 50% of I's voting securities (7 million

shares) \Mmmimmwmgnghmm;mMee
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believe that it misstates the views of the Premerger Notncation UItice, Elease let me know
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Very truly yb S






