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Federal Trade Commission el w -
™ Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, MN.W. g -
Washington, D.C. 20580

Adttention: Ms. Maney Ovuka

RRNES IV

Re:  Confignation of Teleplhione Conveggations
Dear Ms. Onvuka:

As you sugpested, T have summarized befow the content of aur Jung 14 1995
telephone conversations, during which we discussed the proposed acquisition (the
“Transaction™} of the voting securities of a United Stalcs issuer (the “11.5, Tssuer™) by the
individual partners each, a “Partner” and. collectively, the “Partners™) of two fiarsign
partnerships (each, a “Partnership™ and, collectively, the “Parinerships™). Please confirtn that il
is your view that the parties to the Transaction would nol be required under the Hart-Seott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Acl of 1976 (the *Act™) 1o submit to the Preniargcr Notification
CHfice {the “Dfﬁjce”) an Antitrugt Improvements Act Notification and Repert Fonm relating to
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requirement under the Act with respact b the [ssuer's Acquisition is correct. o
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B3, Maney Ovuka

Page 2 June 29, 1993

done & f’
The Transaction h"; a?“"M.{

BDuring our u,lephcrne conversations, ! stated that the Trapsaction would mvolve
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Partner directly by the U8, Issuer. Meither Partnership wouid be acquiring any of these
securites.

[ also stated that oo Partper would recgive votmg secuntles ofthe U.s. Issuer
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Finallw, T stated that no Partner holds a right to either fifty percent or more oi'th
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would be the only other consideration réceive

profits of either Partnership or to fifty percent or more of the assets of either Parmership in the o !;M...aﬁ
event of dissolution. Accordingly, no Partner could be deemed to be in “control” of either S AR A8
Parincrship, as such term i3 defined in § 01 101G of Titke 76 of the Code of Federal o

Regulstions (the “Ruoles™).

Your Conclusions
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at no pcunt ‘pa.ssed thmugh" thc Parmershlps acqmsltlons b}' md1v1du.a1 Partnera of the U 8.

VEILLOW, SQLLEILICS UL LIS LY 0. ASSUEE Bl | PP Rlsl] WO RINE O L0 Uﬂly olner Constuerallon rece1vea
by the Partners pursuant 1o the Transaction, you advised me that none of the acquisitions by the
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hawve a reporting requirement under the Act with respect to the Tramactmn

Atter you have received and reviewed this letter, [ would appreciale the
opportunity to discuss it with you and to confirm yowr conclusions. In additfon, T plan 1 reguest
pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act. that a copy of thiz letter showing any of your
written notes be sent to us for our records.
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s, ﬂ-m-m-m..u._,

M. Muncy Ovuka

Page 3 June 29, 1598

Pleasc call me a&Hn discuss this letter, or i you have any
questions regarding the Trensaction or reguire any further information.
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