September 27, 1995

Bureau of Competition
Room 303

Federal Trade Commission
Washington, DC 20580

RE:. Hart-Scott-Rodino Size-of-Person Test
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opinion regarding the applicability of the [art-Scott-Rodino premerger notification rules to the
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parent entity and the other person within it are ncwly-formed corporanons and thus do not have
regularly prepared balance sheets.

Corporation A, the ultimate parent entity of the acqmrcd person, has cash assets of $6000.
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: X is 2 $100 million person, and the size of the transaction exceeds $15 million. We believe
that no HSR filing is required for the sale by A of B’s shares to X because A docs not mect the $10
million size-of-the-person jurisdictional test. The total assets of A, based upon the pro forma
balance sheet, are less than $10 million. This is true even though there is a difference between the
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Please confirm that, under the circumstances described above, an HSR filing would not be
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Thank you for your time and your assistance in resolving this matter.

Sincerely,

/0/5

WL pdvree. T W

/

that HX ey hare L Mmhé/c
%{a,qgu,#lm Ci)CCﬂJ(Mfa

i —ay






