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u our cafl an Mnnday afternoon. Fellowing up on my conversation
I want to 51m1mnnzr; thc: faGtS), analysis and conelusions of our
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material is consigmed by the Seller to its customer upider a consignment agrecment,

(3}  Inconnesction with the asset purchase Buyer will aa::qu.lre title to the Seller’s raw
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customers afler the closing of the transaction for use in processing customer orders with Buyer,
Buyer will assume the consigniment agreements.
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of Buyer's raw material,
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The value of the taw material i3 about 51 million. You may assuine for purposcs
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The guestion that we presepeed 1o you yesterday afternoon is whether and how the
e ~lempentfA) showve affacte the ralpnlation af the ZSize nf the Transartinn
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abnul $1 million, it is sl.mull‘-ﬂrl.cuusly giving up the vory $amtic atnount of the very same mah:r:al "1("
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measuremnent of the size of the transaction. ’ ",

I Wnuld appreciate it if you wonld confrrm for me whether this accumlely reflects pur
[+ ur conclusion. “Would you call me, *
h your thoughts?
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