UNITER STATES OF AMERK A

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

WASHENGTON, D 20580

Qffice of the Secratary

January 15, 2002

Bruce J. Prager, Fsg.

E. Marcellus Whilliamson, Esq.
Latham & Watkins

555 Eleventh Street, N W, Suite 1000
Washington, D.C. 20004-1304
Counsel for Libbey, Inc.

Be: FTO v, Libbev, inc., and Newelf Rubbermaid fnc.
Cuse No. {1 -:02CF00060
Linited Srates District Court for the District of Columbia

Dear Mr. Prager and Mr. Williamson:

On December 18, 2001, the Federal Trade Commission determined to [e a foderal
district court complaint tor prelinnnary infunction, pursusni to Section 13{h) of the Federal Trade
Comimssion Act, against Libbey, Ine. and Newell Rubbermaid, Inc. Thave enclosed copies of
the Commission news releases descriling fthat action, and of the Commission complaint, which
was filed on Jannary 14, 2002,

The Comnission has also designaled this matier as appropriate for the fast irack schedule,
pursnant to and as sef forth in Rule 3.114A of ihe Commission Rules of Practice, 16 CFR
§ 3.11A (2001). if cither of the cenditions specified by Rule 3.11.A(b) 1) is satislied, each
respondent in an administrative casc covered by Rule 3.11A{=) wiit have the option fo cleet the
Rule 3.1 A fast track procedures.’ A respondent (hat determines to elect Rule 3.11A [ast track
procedures shall file a notice ol such cleetion by the latest of:

{1)  theee days alter entry of a prehmmnary injunction as described in Rule
F LAY,

(2) three days afier the respondent is served with notice of the Commission's
deterrmimation unkder Rule 3.11A(bY1)(ii}; or

P16 C.ER. § 3.11A(bY1). In an administeative proveeding involving multipie respondents,
the fast track procedures will not apply unless the procedures are elected by all respondents, £
§ 3. 11A(b)2).



Bruce J. Prager, Esq. and E. Marcellus Williamson, Esq. - Page 2

(3 threc days afier the respondent is served with the Commission's administrative
complaint in the adjudicative proceading.?

The notice of such an election shall be filed with the Office of the Secretary, at the following
address: :

Ofiice of the Secretary

Federal Trade Comimission
Room 159-H

500 Pennsylvania Avenue, MW,
Washington, D.C. 20580

Any questions tegarding this tiling procedure should be directed to Mr. Richard C. Donchue,
Attorney, Office of the Secretary, at (202) 326-3112.

By direction of the Commission.
Mtg t C&‘L

Donald S. Clark
Secretary

Enclosures

cor The lTonorable James P. Tumony
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Joseph J. Simons, Director
Bureau of Competition
Federal Trade Commssion

Willlam E. €ovacic
Greneral Counsel
Federal Trade {ommssion

Richard C. Donohue, Attomey
Office of the Secretary

2 14§ 3.11A00)2).



USITRIYSTATES OF AMARKZA

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20580

Office of the Sacratary

January 15, 2002

Wilham 8. D’ Amico

Chadbouric & Parke

1200 Now Hampshirve Avenue, M. W.
Washingion, D.C. 20036

Connsel ior Newell Rubhermaid, nc.

Re:  FTCv. Libbev, inc., and Newell Rubbermaid. inc.
Case No. I:G2CFO0060
United States District Cowrt for the District of Colmbia

Dear Mr. I¥ Amico:

Om December 18, 2001, the Federal Trade Commission determined to file a federal
disinel court complaint for preliminary myjunction, pursuant to Section 13({h} of the Federal ‘I'rade
Comumission Acl, against Libbey, Ine. and Nowell Rubbermaid, Inc. [ have enclosed capies of
the Commission news relcases describing that action, and of the Commission complaint, which
was Hled on Jaonary 14, 2002,

The Commission has alse designated this matter as appropriate for the fast frack schedule,
purstant to and as set forth in Rule 3.11A of the Commussion Rules of Practice, {6 CILR.
§ 3.11A (2001). i either of the conditions specified by Ruole 3.11A{DX 1) is satisfied, each
respondent in an administrative case covered by Rule 3. 11 A(a) wall have the option to elect the
Rule 3.11A fast track procedures.' A respondent that determines to elect Rule 3.11A fast track
procedures shall file o notce of such election by the latest of:

{1) three days after entry of a prelimmary mjunchon as described in Rule

3 1TAM(1 ()

{2y three days after the respondent is served with notice of the Commission's
determination under Rule 3.11A(b)( })(ii); or

! 16 CER. §3.11A(BYI). In an administrative proceeding involving mulliple respondents,
the fast irack procedurcs will not apply unless the procoedures arc clected by afl respondents. Jd

§ 3.1 LA(bN2).
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(3)  three days after the respondent is served with the Commission's administrative
compiaint in the adjudicative proceeding.”

The notice of such an election shall be filed with the Office of the Secretary, al lhe following
address:

Office of the Secretary

Federal Trade Commission
Room 159-H

600 Penosylvama Avenue, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20580

Any questions regarding this filing procedure should be directed to Mr. Richard C. Donohuce,
Attorney, Office of the Secretary, at (202} 326-3112.

Dol 9 ke

Danald 5. Clark
Secrelary

By direction of the Commission.

Enclosures

CC: The Honorabie James P. Timony
Chief Admimstrative Law Judgo

Joseph ). Simens, Dircetor
Bureau of Clompetition
Federal Trade Commission

William E. Kovacic
Genera!l Counsel

Federal Trade Commission

Richard C. Donohue, Aftorncy
Office of the Secretary

2 Id % 3.11AM0)2).
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" For .Release: Decamber 1&@1 Rolated Bocuments
FTC to Challenge Libbey's Acquisition of Anchor Bromatlng Competition, |
Hocking A Plain English Goide to

Anlibruzt Lavws

Hhe: Federal Trade Commission has votad to seek a prefiminary injunction
i block Libbey, Inc_'s {Libhay) praposed $332 milion acquisition of
Anchor Hocking, {Anchor) a wholly-owned subsidiary of Newell
Rubbemnaid, Inc. Libbey is the largest maker and seller of soda-fime
glassware o the U.S. food service indusiry, with more than half of &ll food S .
service glassware sales. Anchar Is fhe third-Jargest sallar of food service L
ghassware. According to the FTC, the acquisifion, if consummated, would
eliminate the existing substantizl competition between Libbey and Anchor,
and would substantizlly reduce competition In the market for soda-ime
glassware sold to the food service induslry i the Uniled States. The FTG
anlicipates that it will file its motion for a preliminany injunction in F.S.

. Castrict Court in Washington, D.C. no laler than Friday, December 2,
2601

*The market for food service soda-lime glasswara is highly concentrated
and would become aven more so if this acquisilion were ta procead,” said
Jdoseph .. Simang, Director af ibe FTC's Bureau of Competition. "The
acquisition would combine the dominant fin in the market with s closest

competitor.”

Libbey is a Delaware carporation with its principal place of business in
Tolado, Ohio. Mewell Rubbermaid, bac., also & Delaware corparation, has
s prhdpal place of business in Freeport, lincis. Am‘.hnr Hocking s
based in Lancaster, Ohio.

libbey produces and sells sadadime glassware, a line of products that
includes many differant sbdes of wmblers and stemware for beverages,
and othar products ranging from serving plalters to candle holders. Libbey
produces and sells soda-lime glassware, among othar segments, to food
servica customers, incheding distributors who resell sodz-ime giassware
to restaurants, hotals, and other food service establishments, Anchar is
the third-fargest maker and seller of soda-lme glassware (o The U.S. fooud

service kdustry.

According to 1ha FTC, Bibbey and Anchor are direct and achual
compedilors in the saks of soda-fme glassware o the food service
industry. They comipele with sach other on price by, among olher Gings,
offaring discounts and cther promotions on the sale of their sodadime

" glassware. Anchor prices an discounts its products in response to
Libbey's pricing, and in order ks take sales frorm Libbey. Anchor has
succeeded in taking food service glassware sales from Libbey by offaring
lower prices to food service eustomers and distributors.

TFhe FTC's complaint will allege that, if consummated, the acquisition
would combme the largest and third-largest sellers of soda-lime glassware
tn Hha fred garvieo indirefor in tho Finibod Statoe i tantiiaile ineroacion
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concendrafion in the marke:t for soda-lime glassware for the good senvice
.industry in fhe US. Further, the FTC will Allege that the scquisition would
resuit in a highly cancantrsted marke! and wauld elimihate the existing
susbstantial competition bebween Libbey and Anchor. fa addifion, the
complaint wil altege that the acquisition would substantially reduce By
‘competition and tend 1o creato a monopaly in the market for seda-lime s
ifassware for the food service Induslry i the United Statas. . . : o

Finally, the complaint will charge that the resstablishment of Anchor as an
independent viable cornpeditor in the relevant market if the acquisition

were consummated would be difficult, and there i a substantisf likedhood -
that itwould he difffcult or hnpnssﬂa.lp {0 restore Anchor's buginass as i
originaily exlsted

Today's action authorizes Commission staff to seek & federal digtrict court

order to prevent the proprosed acquisition by Libkey of Anchior. The FTC o
has authorized the staff [fing of 2 motion for prediminary imunction on the T
grounds that the ransaction as structured would violate Federad antitrust o
laws. IF the court grants the FT'C's motion, the Comrission will have 20

days within which to determing whether to issus an administrative

complaint. The FTC vols authorizing staff to fie the sult was 5-0.

Cogles off Lt complaint wall b avallable Opo fillag o fedaeal. murtfmm s Fl'ﬂ's Wab m at

hittp e fie oo and aleo from tha FTC's Caonsumer Responge Cantar, Rmmial.'l (=0

Pernzyfvania Avenee, MW, Washington, 0.C. 20580 The FTCa Bureawr ud’ﬂumpetﬁ]‘mseaks o
pmumthushcsspmuatrm'ammmﬁﬂm The Buresrs cardes outils mission by T
imastigaing aleped law viclations and, whan approprate, recommanding that dte Commisaion o
take formal enfocement achon, To notify the Bureauw concemng paricular buskess pracifces, call .
o wille e Gl of Policy and Evaliation, Room 394, Bueau of Competbon, Fedéad Trodo

Cornumission, 600 Patnsyhania Ave, W, Washimlon, D.C. 20580, Hectonic bad:

anblnmtgnite.goy; Tefaphone (202} 326-33M. For meire minmation on the lowg that the Bureau

enforees, the Commission has pubfished "PomHing Cmnpetljm Fn:ltel:ilng mmms. A Pﬂm

Engfizh Subde t Antlinust Laws * which con be a:::n.ssod a!

hihxfwwen e g BeAcompouidedaides b~

" MEDIA COMTACT:
' Howard Sthapio
Oiffice of Pullic Alfais
202-326-2176

BTARE CONTAGT:
Richard Lisbeskind
Bureau of Contpatiton
| 20e-ang e
{FTC File Mo 017 0154}

{htiptfovvas e, gosopad 2004 M 2R bley. fron)
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For Yaur kxfarmation: Jamsary 14, 2002 Helated Documents
FTC v. Libbey, Inc. ahd Newell Rubbermaid, Inc. FICv, Libly, luc. and Hiwel
: RubSermatd, fnc. {Dstrict
Court for Distrct of Culionbia)

The Federal Trade Commission today filed its complaid for a prefimhary .
injunction o hlock Libbey, Inc s (Lidbey) proposed $332 million acquisifon  complaint for Prefiminary

of Archor Hocking {Anchor), a wholh-owned subsidiary of Newell Injunction Picsuanl to Seckion
Rubberenaid, nc. {Ses FTC news release dated December 18, 2001; staff ﬁl of he Fﬂa‘?ﬁﬁﬁ
contact is Moris A. Bfoom, 202-326-2707.) The cemplaint was filed in the mission Act | H
1.5, District Court for -the Disiot of Columbia, and has bear: assioned o

Judge Reggie B. Walton.

MEDIA CONTAGT:
Howertl Shagiio
Ot of Pobfic Afais
202-22-2175

{Civil Action Ma.- 1: 2CAAWHHIGN)

{hEtp=fFenas P gonedop = M2 B0 204 him)



. {INITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

bl

' FBDERAL TRADE i COMMISSION;

" 00 Pentisyivania Aveane, N.W. } CASE NUMBER 1:02CV00060 -
Washingion, D.C. 20580,
) . i .‘.FIJDGE. Reggie B. Halton
© “Plainfiff, ) pgek TYPR: Antitruat
}- o
iy ) DATE STAMP: 017/14/2002. .
LIBBEY, INC., - L | : :
- 300 Madison Avenue - ). COMPLAINT FOR
Toledo, Ohio 43699-0060 )"+ PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
). _ PURSUANT TO SECTION 13(b)
o ad ) OF THE'FEDERAL TRADE -
C - _ ) COMMISSION'ACT
- NEWELL RUBBERMAID, INC’; y B
29 East Stephicnson Street )
-Freepodt, Hlinois 61032 }
i )
}

. Plaiotiff the Federal Trade Commission (*FTC” or *Commission”), by ils :Imgnated
.aunmeys, fontsmmplmnlhemm,peﬂtmmtheﬂﬂmt pumuanuuSecnuu 13(::}0:@
Federal Trade fnmmmsmnm ("FI'C Aw) 15 US.C.. § S30), for a prefminary ojunction |
‘ mymnmg defendant Libbey, Inc: (Libbey™); including its domestic. and forcign agents,
divisions, paress, subsidaris, atfifiates, partucrships, and joink ventures, from acqiring,

' ihmu,gjumgumatbctm mysmck.asscts nrothcrmtemﬁ 'l:lﬂlt:l'dﬂﬂ:ﬂj'ﬂl'

mdlmctly. of Anchor Hocking Curpurauun {"Amhur '} from defendant Newel Rubbtmaiﬁ,
Tue. CNewel Rubbemmd”} or their domestic and foreign agmirs divisions, parcuts,
subsidiaries, affiliates parmershtps, or joini vendures; thereby mamtammg the status quo
dnnng the pcn:lc:m]r of an admm:stmuw: proceeding, chaliepging defendant Libbc}r pmpuml



) acquisition of the snda hmr.: glasmn: businesses of Anchor and Newdll Rubbermaid, that wﬂl
bcwmmmdb?meﬂmmmnmwammﬂmwnjnfﬂlem&m 15U5C. 545 and
3Secnm1m1rnfﬂ:ec1aymm15usc §§13and21 andalleges s

JllrlsdmImn and Veoue

__ 1. | Junsdlct[m:sbasodﬂnSﬁDUﬁnH(b)ﬂflh:FTﬂﬁct 15U.5.C §53(h},and
. 28USC §5133‘?and1345 mepmwum&xuonli(h]uﬂhcﬂcm |
28 US.C. § 1391(5) and (c); and Section 12 of u;e, Clayton Act, IS U.S.C. §22:

_ 2. ’Ihc‘{'fﬂmmissmn s an admmmratwﬂ agem_v of the United States Guw:rﬂmmt
mhhslmd nrg,amzed and cxlsnng parsuant fo the Federal Tradcﬂummlssmuﬁct 15:1J:8. C
,§_ 41, &f seq., with its principal offices at 600 Pennsylvania Avemue, N.W., Wgsh_r_.ng_lqn, D.C.

. 2058Q. The Cmnmiﬁim is vested with authority and _mihiliw. for enfun-:ilig, inter afia,
Smi@?ﬁmemamnﬁmmﬁmimiurmeﬂc,acu N
- 3 J Dcfendam Libbey, Tec.isa mpomuunﬂrgamz:ﬁl and cx.tstmg undcr the laws
of the Slatﬂ of Dahwam- with ifs pnncipal piace af busincss at 300 Madls:m hveuue, Tﬂledﬂ
oo ammm |
4 Defendant Newell Rubbermaid, Foc. i amrpomﬂmorgamzedand exrstmg
umla:r!hv:lawsnﬂhcmateuf])elawafe, wlthus pnmpalplamnfhimuzﬂﬁfast

_Stcphmsou Stm:t, Fm:pun l]]mms 61032 Amhm‘ is an mdm:ct, w!mlijr—nwnnd submdmry

F

uchﬁmHRubbcrmald
5. Dcfn:ndantsmzmchengagﬁdmcﬂnmmme,as commcree” lsdl:f‘mdecctmn

4 of the FIC Act, 15 US.C. '§ 4%, and Section 1 of the Clayton Act, IS U.S.C. § 12;

o



Section 13(b) of the FTC Act
6. Sﬂd}ﬂﬂi?&{h}ﬂfﬂmF’lCAﬂl ISUSE §53[h},pmvldﬁsmperunentpaﬂ_.
) Wfqnewthe{?nnmmonlusmntubc]iwc— . .

(1) that any: person, partncrship or corporation i$ violating, or is about to
_ lrialate,-m]r pm?iﬂm nf!awenﬁ:nrmd bylher-adml Tmcleﬂmnniissiun, and

{Z)matﬂmmﬂmg ﬂr:mufpﬂlhngllm l.ssuan:cnfacomplmbyﬂn
Commission and until such complaint is dismissed by the ‘Cominission ot set aside by,
ﬂmmﬂmmmw.uruuﬂlthmdunfthcﬂmnmmsionmaﬂﬁhcmﬂnhasbmm

" fifval, would b in the intetest oF the public --

 the Cﬁnﬁlissinn by any of iis atterneys designated by it for such pirpose sna¥ bring
suit in a district court of the United States to enjoin any such act or practice. Upona
proper showing that, wa:"ghing the cquities and considering the Coninission’s” ™
. ikelihood of ultimate sncoess, sicch action would be in the public interest, and alfer .
o notice t6 the: defendant, a temporary restraining order or a preliminary mjumtmn may
-be granted without bnml . . '

isition and the Commission’s Résponse

- 7. Pursusnt to a Stock Purchase Agrecment dated June 17, 2001, Libbey

pmpm to acqmrﬂ aII thé'asstts of Amﬁm [rum Newcil Ruhbc.[maid' {ﬂlﬁ “acquisitim’). :

. ﬂ. ﬂn]}mnberlﬂ 2001, ﬂmﬂmmssslﬂnauﬂmnmdﬂmcmntﬂfm

. nl:tlnn undn:r Scchﬂn 13(b) of the F]‘E Act te seck apmhmmarjr mmcuunbartmg lﬁe

' 'ﬂﬂqlllsrllun dunng the pcn:lcncy ofadmmlslraﬂif& pmceadm-gs

9 I'hc mqmnng entity, Libbey, has aﬁsurﬂi the Commission that it will nnt

- consinnete the ar:qum[mn until the Court has ruled on P[anllﬂ"s inotion for a preliminary

o .m_[um:{m. except on 1ﬂ—r.lajrs pmrmucc 0 Ihc Commission.

10, In amlmtrang the commencement of ttus action, the ﬂnmmmmm dclm-mnwd

ﬂmtsuchanm_mnchnnﬁmﬂmpuhlm interest and that lthasmasunmbclmihatﬂm

iy 4



acquisition would violate Snctioﬁ_"?-of the Clajrtenﬁctand Section 3 of the FI'C Act hmsp
ihe acquisition mzy substantially lassen compefition andfor tend ie create 2 monopoly in the

relevant market, ¥.¢.. soda-lime glassware sold to the food sexvice. industry inthe US,

11 Libbeymthela:gwtmk&mdseﬂefufmndmmglassmmﬂnus.,
wnhmbsmuuallymnmthanhalfnfﬂmsales Llhbc]rpmdtwesandscﬂsfondsnm
- g[assware allmnfpmdumﬂmimhdesmnjdlﬁcmmksnfmniﬂcmmdst@mmmfup

bcvmgcs and other glassware produets ranging from scnrmg plam:rs LY capdle hﬂldcrs

‘ _ thf:ypmdmandsdlsglmm,amongoﬂmrmgmmts lofmdsmmcmst{mum

- | mr:ludmg dmtnhutum Mmrmﬂsuda—hmeglassware to. rx:stmrams hutels andothf;r food
 service cslabllshm:nts, - ‘_
1Z. - Lihbey has c.ng.:iécd in mmlucl io cxchdt:mupchtﬂrs whuﬂmim Lib!?cjr’;
positiun-'ns theil.arg'est: maker mﬂ.séHer of food s&rﬁm.—giasswafe mém-}iiﬁg Anchor. Libbey :
bas threatened to penatize food service dlstribuwrs with the Iuss araugmﬁmnt rebates for
se!hng glasswam pmducal h}r nval manufacumrs including !im:hnr that tave thc same -
APPEAIADOE a3 Ijhbey *s food service glmsware hbbc}' has alw_mmm:ncnd hugauun o o
against anofher firm that proiiices glasswors that appears idontical fo 1.11;&?"; food service
glaﬁwarcmmmmmpt m;m:mnthc mmlpchm: ﬁmcﬁmngthr:l]ﬂ fuod SCIVICE
13, Anchor i the thirdlﬂgwtmake:and&ellcr nffoodmghsmremlhc

. 1.8,



M. -Libbey and Anchor dre dircct and actual competitois in the mamfacture and
_. sale of food service glassware. They compete with ﬁchoﬂwrnnpﬁcaby; among other
things, ﬂffmmgdmcmmm ntha‘pmmu{mm mumsale of their food mglasswam,
Amhﬂrprm i!];ﬂlfimm isfnoﬂmﬁzgiasmmmm i Lii)bcf’spri{:ing, apd - '-
in mﬂcrmtakcsa!ns ﬁum[-ibbc:f ﬁnchorlns suwwdcdmmkmg food senmghsmrc
- mlesfmn[ihbc]rbgrnﬂ’tnnghwcrpmmfmdmmmd disteibutors.
'Iheacqutsiuﬂnwguld contbine the largest and third largestmmmfaelurersand
sellers of food service glasswan’: i the 1. S subatant:alljf increasing concentration in the |
_ fﬂﬂlil. service gIa‘sswan'. markt:l-. m:r_uiﬂ result in a highly concentraied market, would eliminale
the existinig Substantial competition hctwmnlabbc}' ﬂdﬁmhur, and would substantially -

reduce _mﬁ:npeliliﬂn and tend te create a monopoly in the nmtﬁt for food service glassware in

; e U.S.

_ Liketihood of Success on the Merits and Need for Relief
16: The Comunission is likely ultimatcly to sucoesd in demonstrating, in -
admin_ishmiy@ proceedings to adjndicale the fegality of the acquisition, Ihatllh‘: aquSl!iun
would mlale Section 7 of the Clajmn Act and Section's of the me I paticular, the
| Conmission s likely ultimalﬂly 10 succeed in demﬂmtralmg inter atia, that:
A . ’I'hi:n:lﬂﬂntpmdi.lﬂmﬂrtﬁlmwmmﬂ oompcuuw:cffcctsumm

- pmpo&cli mgt’:r may be asmd is food seryice glassware.

_h_. Thcmlcvam;m:rgmphic marh:twrllunwiuch o asscss thcmmpeﬂtme

ﬂﬁ%dsafth&pmpos@dmcrgcr is the United States. {}nlj'thosf:ﬁ:ms tliathavemadc



the sibstantial invmﬁﬂuizm-lm[acmre-a'nd sell fmd service glmwa:e arc ClITent |
orlﬂrciy fntnrcmn[ﬂtmmﬂmrﬂwanimket | |
e The effect of the acqulsluun, if consummated, may be substantially io
i@ssenmmpﬁmunmdwnimmm;mmpu]ymﬂmmlwmtmrhﬁby AMORE -
- -~offer-things, eliminating an cffective campetitor, and climinating or reducing .
'sﬁbmnﬁal'aenm emrqmuonbctwmn u‘hbey.mﬂ.mm Ihereby im:msfﬁg'thg-
.= likelibood nfxntmm:pmm activity-in the mltvant market once (s :upnsumn is |
S ¥ ’I‘he:ru;stah]i;hman; of Anschor as an independent viable competitor inthe . -
| rcleuant‘mrket ifthe aaqmsm:m Were mmumnntﬂdwmllflh& di[ﬁcﬁll, and there is a |
;uhma;ﬂial llh:llllmd that it mu]lib& dil‘l"lcult- of lI]][I)SEiI]lE to restore Anchor’s business as
T originallr existed. Furthermorc, it is likely that substantial interim harm 0 competltiun :
: wuuld ocour even if ﬁmtabie (lwaslﬂmﬂ remedies cnruld be devised.
18. " For thexeasons;stated above, the granting of the injunctive Telief mught igin

WHEREFORE, the Comitssion requests that the. Court:

xl. Prc]mnmrﬂjemmndcﬁndaml.i&ner,andall rtsaﬂilntes,ﬁnmiahngany
ﬁiﬁﬂmmmwh: dirccily or indizectly, lhtﬂmmtmuf'asm Dfﬂmhm: from -
_ defm:lamﬂewcll Rubbernwid, or any. othnrncq:mhonofmk, assels, orothermtamﬂ '
 gither d;m:lym indirectly, of Anchor; |

2. Maimmnthi:stams qlupﬁlﬂmgﬂlemmlameufau administrative mmplamt hy

the Commission dlallen,gmg such .'u:qllls ition, and until such mmplam{ is dlsmum‘:d by the

A



Commission or set asidc by a coutt on review, ot untit the order of the Commission made
thereon has become final; and

3. ﬁmrdsuchnﬂmrmdfmﬂarelmfaslh&ﬂmrtmydﬂmmhepmpﬂ

-

amd just, mc]udmg COSIS.

Jamalyld,m_ - - ,

_ WILLIAM E. KOVACIC . _ ' RICHARD LIEBESKIND
. Geperal Comsel - - - - MOERIS BLOOM
. : S : BHETT R. KRULLA
JOSEPIL Y. SIMONS - o ' CHUL PAK -
Director _ ) LISA A. ROSENTHAL
- R ROBERT TOVSKY
SUSAN A. CREIGHTON. _ WHLLIAM DIAZ
" Deputy Direcior . * APRIL TABCR:
Burean of Competition _ BRIAN BURGESS -
_ Pederal Trade Commission - - Attorneys ]
Washington, D.C. 20580 : Federal Trade Comm:ssmn

Washingion, Tx.C. 20580

 RHETTR. KRULLA
 Attorpey for Plaintiff :
District of Cohumbia Bar Ne. 1?9505
* Federal Trade Commission .
601 Peansylvania Avenue, N.W. Ca

Washington, D.C. 20380
{202) 3262608



