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1. 22 Nzl

o2 AR A9 IR Z& PiKconspiracy) °1H, & oAkl AFQRT} 7HE ot A At
g 5 AR 4] izl gefsks A 58 98T %“:}%E%—t— REEA] & olde] ArgARe
3kolxl 3§9j(concerted action by plural actors)—— Q73817] wj&ef shte] /\}%}1}4 =319
(unilateral conduct)¥He 2= gto] JEE 4= fich

389 29 719 W ZE(Intra—Enterprise Conspiracy) 2= 22, B4 IHE 3t 7| W
oA o)A HhE D3t HEhe & o] AMYAE sk, ??l 719 HellAl gl
o]2=ojztks o] ol BA AP 4= 7t e 2Ro] & 4 AUth o] AF2 719 UBl
AR § 7)Y 2 Aoje) vl AN AT E oMY ARIAF o ATt oE
R8-S 2l HA EE 4= St

Zure RsAkel AGALE Arga gl 7GR BE ) - AGS|AFEC] shhe) 7]l
2= Az, olEo] & AMYALE ¢l 1A1E 2= itk 7S 31 e AL AHAHCZ 2 B
A o1& 4 Qi) A% i 7)gAe] F7FAA A Ak H|Fo| & Sk
Ao ©L 719 W Fr BEAS MRS EA] ok 5= gick. Y vl ZAHE] 7Y
) 2ro] e 2] 71gEoA a2 L39S o, s 23 2HE ek S
mjEo|ch EaoAt ulZ AARA 71 W TE27F SRSk 9o diste] AwEy, 9

714E0] oA o] ZAZ ¢I3ted u|ZojlA TPAL YA FdtA 2 AFL Has & 3
x|, =3t 2st B AHstE-S o ot slErgete] SR ol diste] thRof Bzt g,

714 d 32




A 22k ehy7L, & oliel ARl gaWE AY 12(Sherman Act Section 1, 018} *4]
A T ole} ehih Y A4 19] Tkl S BRI A4 29] Akl THE R
of vlste] o AT W Wekg Wrks nj2o] AT BT A4 19) JRYYE o FHet
A tol Sk, A4 13} A4 29] SNHES) B tsle] ol2 o mt YA e] FisaiA
g A 4] Wz A 1] Sskaslel ShsiARE WARR o] ol2olA Sk AE o] He of
A5 Fc v

R ol2ia Wl 719 W BRIt BAE 5 e AROIA A WAE AHo) e F2% of
FE, Tl ALTATE Sk ARt} BRI} ol T & ol4ke) Alintel Tl
7hofl digt Btolch, Foi3 ABAT BEB92 SolEinl S15} 5 BERY AH2 9yl
Yk 27k2 WARA g &, /1A Yol AND - THE AT B AL, BB
AQR} k0] - 712, B, DA g Ao Pol= A Yutes 7EER o] HhEol
o}, o] AR that wIF ] 712L 1984130) 1] i le] 78 W Copperweld) A
S3t0] 1 A9 99 AEA A=,

2. FHHE= At 2 EHA

FHHYE AFAS] ARITAE T A 0] 28 A)o] ulste] arkx] Wo] AER]x] gkgitt o] WA
o], o] AHY BT AMHBA T ASHH o2 HEHE 7)Fo] ofyil H 3 AHparent
company)2} %Z‘jzl—ﬂA}(Wholly owned subsidiary)®] #Alo] HHA o2 HLE= APt &
(bright line rule)°]”] W&ol & Zlolch, T8ju} 1 ARIBA AN = £2 &n|E7] wiLo] 7t
©@5] a7fsEt, . '

st Qs ks 28 748 BE (structural steel tubing) AR, Flo] A1Z2|(Lear Siegler)2H
= A 28 A ARRAE sty 22 FH(Regal Tube Co., ©13} “@)a” o)} gih
2he ARSI At I A%, glo] AIZRolA g BAo tlEe P byl 1
=(David Grohne), JHHHA FE (Independence Tube Corp.)gHe 2.8 FALS A5ty

1) 15 USC §2.

2) 15 USC §1. .

3) vl A4 T Goluh o] i AR 20129 7850 28 L) F 0|2 AR TR} WL A2}y vl

4) Copperweld Corp. v. Independence Tube Corp., 467 U.S, 752, 768 (1984) (‘Concerted activity subject to section 1 is judged more
sternly than unilateral activity under section 2")
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o geel AAsA HAT LB o A= AHA FdaA e (noncompetition
agreement)S A 23157] W], 7imd=9} 2|22 7 A28 A A-st] AR F
Aete Ao tiste] §A 2XE Zsidnh Waike Y AdaRdees AdEert
(unenforceable)3At, Thek Flo] A2 9] Ald7| L TB0] AME A, WHRX7} s 5t
the ZHES stgith olof] FFHEEet 2l DASA HAE By I20] 728 A Zof
oA dat B A-S, 7FsT BE A 225 oAt TR o] AR st T
£9] A 3lAke 2.5 (Yoder) EP‘— ﬂf\}@r O]Ul A2t 74]‘*5 ﬁhlﬂh 9 HE A3 22

o] Al A= 71 e 45-g A7)55ich 7t
meco} 2dx ‘E’__v—(counter—clalm)% A 7] a-}e,azm 14] %4-%4_01]/\1 st 1 EAE oy
ol Aa=|R] ekotrt, 12 A Siks a%dollA FhEdEet d, I3 8 Y 33%0] E
ZraElgnta FE AT Aol s dTE auE Gl 7FEetA] ¢l 7hHe=e} 7}
Hg o] ghAatsiA}L 2|l Agt gl Zigstria BAsn A, ddtivde 4ad 4
3t BAls B3jAket ARSI EEE & 5 A=t HAQ R0l o)A Histe] A
e 294 dvhe 28-S Wi
71 AE ool B3Ak} HIA} A E-E 100% 2L e GHAEAL 7H] S5H e A
4 19] A diare] B Ao 2 71w o] 9hrh? o] 2L % el 2 S (corporate separateness)]
Ao SAg Fo|gitt &, A7 SHE WHAFE 7 Bm3Ael ARAE BAY st 2
olafe] AFIAIE & = githe AL, #1Z 559 Y30 wishe A2 B 4 37| miEolH,
ZHHLE o] - AHEL °] % —%Tz}a] TAR AFHTE? 7HH A= AR M= i
o] 39| o]t SjAo] ARH AT T8k Wit ol (dissent)& 23 M4 =
Yol Y& sfte] TAR EQITE" olof Histe], 7HH A= A e] oo HlE =7 ¢
A AR Bl Agste AL BART P4 oA A0S 20T ket %5}
o}, ¥1E ¥1A 599 EAIE ARH ez =YstAe AR vl el Fofe diiae

5) United States v. Yellow Cab Co., 332 U.S. 218 (1947); see also, United States v. Citizens & S. Nat'1 Bank, 422 U.S. 86, 116-17
1975).

6) Timken Roller Bearing Co, v. United States, 341 U.S. 593, 598 (1951) (“The fact that there is common ownership or control of
the contracting corporation does not liberate them from the impact of the antitrust laws, [citation omitted] Nor do we find any
support in reason or authority for the proposition that agreements between legally separate persons and companies to suppress
competition among themselves and others can be justified by labeling the project a fjoint venture.'”) (emphasis added); Perma
Life Mufflers, Inc, v, United States, 392 U.S. 134 (1968) (“since respondents -+ availed themselves of the privilege of doing
business through separate corporations, the fact of common ownership could not save them from any of the obligations that
the law.imposes on separate entities.”); United States v. Citizens & Southern National Bank, 422 U.S, 86, 116-117 (1975) (“even
commonly owned firms must compete against each other, if they hold themselves out as distinct entities.”).

7) Copperweld Corp., 467 U.S. at 786 (“Under the common law, the question whether affiliated corporations constitute a plurahty
of actors within the meaning of the statute is easily answered. The well-settled rule is that a corporation is a separate legal
entlty the separate corporate form cannot be disregarded.”) (dissent opinion), '




Hat 7Y L B=(Intra—Enterprise Conspiracy)

_?_‘i
fr
P
flo
rulo
ru>~

IR BT} F2 4] 971 (form
3 o] 2 %71 HY o2 EAE
78 e B8 T 5 Yl ZAL= ofn] Yol AHE S-S AZsPHA, FHAREAL] Fo=
m5|Ate] Eof ulet BB} o] shte] AR £ S 91 EUE A3 Feform)E
FHE == e, AZATE 23] o whE fHbe]| §lthe AlA|(substance)= FAISHAL &
HIAE AT B A (form)ThE Bl Wkt AL o7kl Adsint? ok gt 719
o] RAE7E 2 5 glSo] majAel dExiEte HERos ke B 4 gt
(legally incapable of colluding)1 &A3s}IcHY

BENo SRR B T 4 ek B

over substance) 2FE Hole ATE Ferhal sht)?
[}
A

=

3. 7IHEE EZ ol=e| Ea| &

ZiHYE B2 o] tirkro] AR AE(federal district courts)Tt QS FdAHAE
(federal circuit courts)S tHH U] 71HLE Wde Bxt a2 wolEde BEE T ojites
28NS W SRS of gt ®3AZL 100% 27 & 1R = AES 2L = A
3] Aer mAte} Eito] MEH 08 BVttt wAsGITHY E5 HEARR} R}B|ALY]
A5 dolA 5Y BFALY] = A3FAHtwo wholly owned subsidiaries of a parent
corporation), 2 {owner, AN 2L T 3 Htwo corporations with common
ownership), 23 L] AREEIAI} B R3A 50% olAFe] ABLS Zka gl TR AL
7re] 59 Fol= 7hH =9 Tao| A GHrta waskal gl Aot

O BA ©F AYReA L 711G W TR 7%

e T AT 1 ool s BAEE HYl, YuEoR DEe) 7

b

8 Id., at 772.

9) Id., at 770-772,

10) Id

11 See e.g., Siegel Transfer, Inc, v, Carrier Express, 54 F.3d 1125, 1133 (3d Cir, 1995); Computer Identics Corp. v. S. Pac. Co., 756
F.2d 200, 205 (1st Cir. 1985); Rosen v. Hyundai Grp, (Korea), 829 F. Supp. 41, 45, n. 6 (E.D.N.Y. 1993), aff d without op., sub
nom. Rosen v. Samick, 22 F.3d 1091 2d Cir, 1994), ¢j2} 580} © @& J‘JL7:‘—4 o= Antitrust Law Developments (Seventh
edition) p. 33, n, 192 #=x3}7| vjgct

19) See, e.g., Novatel Commc ns, Inc. v. Cellular Tel. Supply, Inc., No, C85-2674A, 1986 WL 15507, at *6 (N.D. Ga. Dec. 23, 1986)
(“The 51% ownership retained by [the parent corporation] assured it full control over {the subsidiary] and assured it could
intervene at any time that [the subsidiary] ceased to act in its best interest.”); Direct Media Corp. v. Camden Tel. & Tel. Co.,
989 F. Supp. 1211 (S.D. Ga. 1997) (holding that parent corporation and 51%-owned subsidiary incapsble of conspiring where
plaintiff failed to present sufficient evidence to show that the parent and subsidiary were ‘separate businesses with
independent business interests”).
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7t 50% o] RS 2w 9k ABAlete] B BL 3 U7t % BIANS 242} 50% o]
Ao ABL 2431 QLS ), 1 % sjAte] REBAL AAA ] BROE 11FEA) g &
al

e}

71de] Y g5o2 o71x ok, ukehA o3t BEE2 vlE B A4 19 A o]
X gkttt _ |
ohh e WU AR EA o] wa ZiHYEe] el 2F gkl £k a2 FYsfiof
t}, 3 7R o=, 20024 42} 3 AukRIuPA Y federal district court)olAE, & Uit F
Aol 2 BALS 22 50% o4 A8k elEks 2] YW AL glo] F At TEY
92 3 A9 EHA gt sigetcka BAEH? o] A 7, HIF & 27t 7 SjAL
o1 100% AE-& 8|1 thE A1) 63% AR 2kD Q71E SHARIT AA R B FES AT
%] ke 452 Ex)2}passive investor)o] BIEHAT, BT A o] T At EHE oA
ARAAE 7= BN ﬁ*}ﬁ% o] BZrE| ik, waka] o] Ao gtete, e Al 13
29 AR A AR TS QABIGIEE Ty o] AR dA) AA Al BE ) BE
Eg o]z olxtolof(outlier) BEQ Ao HRT #A u|=t A 719 W ol ot
"zl o)), uml= WFE HF=HHU.S, Department of Justice Antitrust Division)>
50% ©}4e) A Bo| FHEIL = F 3jAk] A o dsA= FARARE oHA] & Aol
L Aolch thik o] ARdofA B5o] = SAte] Ak o]4te] x| Eo] g 2o &gt AfEE
7% ARl(private party)oll &g HlAlaSo] A7|E 7Hs/32 43| golginkal & &= i,
gxo) AHCEE T AR R B Mol F1HAE AA 1 9] 51FA AMEY]
O

e re o

2o what ek Al Aol 9|17 £)7} 712 A (motion to dismiss)E A7 |RICH, w5

A5 2T Fgo| AF] ot 2ot
(2) Aul ujgte] xR o 2 AA A Xjul(effective control)E 3= 7%

27]go] A5 Ate] Aut u|gke] A E(less than 50%)& ZIL Y= 3%, THeF m3jAte) 2p3|A}
7} 2o AEL Al duldte 5 AAAY A AT, vs HFERY FALRAL
(criminal investigation)®] §&oll &= o] Yt & itk o3t A 3|1} AF3)AL7)
AF 74, ik, Asslor & A AXA AEAF B naZo] diste] gholg oy, ]
= A% A4 19 BAE BEke 2 715 o] Ak

gk malalt vl S Uk mlgke] AES 2k AR, AR S NS A A
S YABR: A9t o7 vl AR P T YE BB Mg AR E UeS
AR & shtEn Busks A $4) 9T, AR gEo] RalAph ARz FYBE BAY

13) See Geneva Pharm. Tech, Corp. v. Barr Labs,, Inc., 201 F, Supp. 2d 236, 275 (S.D.N.Y. 2002) (finding that the two companies
were “admittedly independent entities with an overlap only in the ownership of the entitiés”),




O}z

7|1™ i B%(Intra—Enterprise Conspiracy)

LRE Aol sitte HX| Y wAEC] YUt olAL FEEH A|ujo]E(effective control
theory) OIE}—T’— g} ¥ Q=2 Century Oil Tool, Inc. v. Production Specialties, Inc. Ao

A A5Aesgaide siHds BES F83te] 3¥e AR 42 = FAk 30%,
30%, 40%4 B 7k Qe S o] F JAhs WA o gito] B7Ms% shhe] AMGAEAL
Trstgit, o] Abi e A9 31 o] Bxlx} BTl SARe) FE o| Ak} e 2 A ] S0l
H AHAE o] o] T AL FEH o2 Fhite) AldxiEtaL Wil =S F]iTh 3%
o] ERA7F =3 100%2] AR-&E 2T FHOE F IAE A FYFUThe AMoA, M2
o] &= A7t 59 o|gTAI} B o olRojA dhte] AbgdAtetal wEdk Aotk a7y
B2 A7 AHglE WEdicta)oll AUA] AT Fefdujot] g AR EL g AP
T}2 3JALY] R E-E HIE 20% Bhof| 283 QIA] Ytk o}ﬁE}E T2 FE0] BF o] 34
ke H.8351T1 QlojAl AR e g 909 E-S 71 57 9B JAE 7o) oL EF
AA| AFet FFES PAEL Q& -, 7HHdE 421]7} 2-g=lo] T AP} olsjEA7t ¢
2| &h= sh e A}‘EX}E 2138 £ ok skoh? ghek o)t g4 X|ufjol ol nl= A
o)A ARAZ Pof A=E ek, $8] 7|FEe] 2L e A ol A F& dia
g 4 9 Ao|t}, L} QAR o} o] o2 m|Zo| Ak 23] 240 MUF] sl
TEA AdgEHT 9,15;_ E}-E—OM 714 W 3o BAVt EAH o2 EAZE 7%, HYolA vz
xﬂJ_H o7} =8k L 3hte] Hrojo)E(defense theory)oll 3317 o], o] o]&of 2

ool AABE ALE RS AR A1) S1HE 5 gk BEH o2, WA 7% 2
9 oI 0% oV o] 410 ke F ke e AR A2 9ol 27
2, 50% TIEe] A9 B2 o1E 4 I T Bl wjske Ae] Higkad Aol

11, 737 YA @ 8l(competitor collaboration)

AAHo| AAAL 7He] RE FHWUAE IR Y= AL oivch AW FAS
(procompetitive) 352 BRI, WA (anticompetitive) HF- AASH = %2‘4 2 ¥<

(o]
T 3Tk &, AR B Bkd wAAE SR o 2 35 o]jo] wyRichd, 1

14) SRUE A Ao BERS AAZIEL o] o2 §AR Ao ¢ 9tk

15) 737 F.2d 1316 (5th Cir, 1984).See Geneva Pharm. Tech, Corp. v. Barr Labs., Inc., 201 F. Supp. 2d 236, 275 (SD.N.Y. 2002)
(finding that the two companies were “admittedly independent entities with an overlap only in the ownership of the entities”).

16) Fresh Made, Inc. v. Lifeway Foods, Inc., No, Civ. A, 01-4254, 2002 WL 31246922, at *7 (E.D. Pa. Aug. 9, 2002) (suggesting in
dicta that the Copperweld doctrine could arguably apply even where the one company held only a 20% ownership interest in
the other if the minority owner “controls or exercises significant and substantial influence” over the other company making
two Compames essentially “a single entity Wlth unity of interests.”)
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2 ﬁmmmﬁmmwafﬂwmyywmmmmw‘af

HEHTA = B2 7320l -8t FAA 71] A FolA SR He P s8H=

350l tiste] =LA 3717] F9-E Uire] B ohga Ao

A4, 7S price—fixing) 7 A E 1L B&H(territory / customer allocation) 59 =
=2 Y (hardcore cartel conduct)=, 1= 73-oll= 3EEA] gF=tt. ol A2 vl=<] 4
AN FANH (per se illegal 02 THBET, NS} Wlell thst v B chak B4
ol g glo] FxAA g2 FAsL = WA=oIth weba] AT 718, A1 9 1A 2
o ALk AR - Atk AlEe) FF Soll the a7t Sk, o3-S 1% A7} Aol
0| X|= o%c}:-’—}' Ao EHYE THFE o] FARA U TlrkAE9] tiito] ot
4, Gl sFstA ge AAL 7He] FEBA = Ry ¢ ﬁ(rule of reason)c’ﬂ -2
BAE AA 518 o577t AAE, ey el Yo g E4of m-e Bt -9t B
2o, HEE vt =3 A YA 3] (Federal Trade Commission; FTC)—: 2000 4€9|
AAAES] FE@A ) st 7tol=akl(Competitor Collaboration Guidelines)®-g WHEs}Y
o}, o] Flo|=atele Falo] HER viERZT dulAHAsE BAAH AAYAE] TE
Y= JAIsHE, 3 f—:T 12 HYPentA] AjgtElo] FAH ojelo] ARAEA] Zot= A2 WA
sk a st PE?} Aol =7 20% BTkl F 7o) FaHel dEEA g= 5
PACE &0, ATY Fe/dolt F5+ME & 45, T3NS F&(purpose)= 44
(nature)©| ‘ﬂ%‘zg;ﬁvo] ohd g HER visd=a QA= Hd3e ARl BR] et
A (safe harbor)%= AAsEATE AUbzl Tedke] Yol Sl7|= SR, dRtEo =R A&
57/ Goint R&D)Z 357l (joint purchasing) 54 S&FHE BASIA P9A= & ¢
= o3z 7} Wt w2 TEAXAHoint production)oltt ZE & (joint sales and
marketing) 59 = FAAATAL] 87 EAL = Sl AX7F B7] dEel, A 1Y
713Eo0] A4S TS 201 o oAk B flE0 1“%

A, A TgRo] 3584 358 59 B v ZPE% 971 esit), wEkA
22 AlgAteta Ex|etE AFFAR B34S 3 Z]v: o] 50%°l XA Fot= 7%, 242t
9] F-5P¢lol tisted HAH £ B3t HHA Q4F AR AlAsH= Ao] Azt A
A gofof] B3t FEAE FAYHOoE Baxd FAHE AL ofy] g, AANF ¢13)
£ 59| WA A £ elX Y 587 7R 5 Utk 28 3ot TRtk

7) B3ojA ot AL o, AW FLAY PG i EAFTE 3 5] 42 =4 9T ¥2|(Noerr—Pennington doctrine)o] Tt

o] YAL HAYAEC] FFLE ENPAE sl AL A FA AN AgAl7ie AR, of YL it U] = d(Noerr) /\Vh—}

#:d ¥ (Pennington) *V‘MW o2 =g o)A vl ATy AR 2¥ Y AR-freedom of speech)7} SHHE

RS D o) A, NE % SHEA) SeTF AN 2Eae A58 A 2o Teen

Railroad Presidents Conference v, Noerr Motor Freight, Inc., 365 U,S, 127, 135 (1961); United Mine Workers v. Pennington, 381

U.S. 657, 670 (1965),

18) Competitor Collaboration Guidelines, Department of Justice and Federal Trade Commission (April, 2000), available at
www.ftc, gov/os/ZOOO/ 04/ftcdojguidelines. pdf,
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ol Zh34e] AEE Bolgel Slobd 742 - Ak - Woj So die Aug LB A
S GRS Tl ST s ol A9 e et g =

AE-S Fufjslr] Hgh Tof] 2QIEMA 7] (sales joint venture)S AH}1, 1 RAEHH 7]
ol e} BE LA Yo tiste] EYA AFL YUThE 1AL 38" = YhP E
gt BAEZ12] o] (procompetitive benefits)o] ¥H73 %H 2 3l(anticompetitive harm)Eth =
= A2 AST Ao, F 1Yo 4R Aakshe EAE E F 8 7)9do] wot whifjsle 3
= B 38E 5 Sl o] AL T 71 FollA 5} 7199 558 o] HoluA] = 71¢o|
ZPZ} AL - o] AIRHE RS Uro] ARgShe AED B e $ 5 25 I 7199
58S E8ota, thE 718 AE ) Fatofut Agsi= 7‘40] ZREA Q] AR =20
2 % §7] fiEolth oy st =EE AMRE £ Qe Ao
distribution agreement)o|th, A&GEA RS AAHH o2 BAF v
9] YA(rule of reason)°] HEE7| f&of| FRAEZH o]jo] vbAAA ) W] 2

& & HgREo| glo] &8% & gt

A5 74]°k(excluswe

1V, 719 Hh B2 1A 1ol o] gy

7190 ) Bl sl AL oln] WA gl B, 2 5
719 W32 BBEE A7, vl=e] AN 2Apet A5 tiido] 2 EE HAT £ Ye
HPH S 7115 1 @ 7} Qjt)

lo
TS
il
R
)
ol
FfF
N,
1A
m i

i
L

1. 7|= 20| 7|8 U 222 7I5E JsAM0| =2 H

2 Fosta A THol AT Lot B, o] stk Bete] S, ALt
42 (leniency application) 52 A= E-&= TsjElol 3t} 2 =3} B3|A} 50% v)ut
o AEg 23 Qe ABAFEe] L AelN AusT ke, 1 A Aseie WSk
oz 1158 4 ok Hebd ARA 9] Yoz 3 HESL So)r] RITE BroR

Reo)n AR} BEA} A QAL AL ASAE o Hla, S S AGASe] e
A& 50% o2 AW oA Uet R RRAEHA &2 Hd&f-5AoF 5o YHoR

o

19) See Texaco Inc, v. Dagher, 547 U.S. 1(2006).
20) AAATA HAA =] hHHE AR AL65E (0124 1193)0] 228 W] T “0)2 A Zaojs : GARAP S D25
wfkct

R

2013. 3_93




:'E-t_-'é 247 2|z E g

RIS O RR I RE R

A sfiof & o)t
2. Asig 12 52 33T : Business Review Letter

A9 71 T 71 W TR o] w&Elo} 9lx| GRT B AT 3

RN _/r\_'l—
9w Aspibt Adatete] B3 g%0) 719 U FRE 158 A7} i) tfate) 24

o] Wast Ao} Qe & ek AR mEsk Q= Bl tiste] 714 kg B g 4= 9l
L oubg 2 SRyl WRE BEF T 1ajs %] A oub HYEER S sEEe]
Bj2UA 28 #lE(Business Review Letter) XS £3}0] £oJh= Ao|t},

BlzU2 2R E HAE F3te] 7192 B4 5ol T Ae, iR WEdEe] RS
A7 PR S FAE At Aol tiste] 29F 5 Yok BIEHE2 719
Q3] tiste] o2 8714 F shte] 34l st "ok @ s FHel tisted A At ¢l
& gAY @ 3T B9l i B FAGAE Hil71E ARSAY 22 @ T
7h st 248 AZISHItHE Aolth R wERSo] nizyA 2R HEl i 34l
A TAIALE iAo A9, £ oln] sd Bk BAskR Y the BR1we) 8
7+e dojof she Aeol dEth? | -

Hl2U2 2R A ks 2 719ECA ALT 5 kP AH H2U A 2R E gt
WRE =gz Al o ARN] Y E 9w E HjZUA 2R Fejel do) dig
A1 op g R AlEt B ARk AR7E 58 AlQstis BF I3AEE e Y
2oz 317] g, 71gdE0] AF B8] ofe Am ARor), EdE uj=y2 2R HE
i3k jEEESe] 3j4le] ARIS) A (private plaintiff oAlE F&Ho] gl A= I E8=S
Bojmalt o) § 5 SR B & Qich IFelE Bk PR wEgTe] dxje] A
B A5 & £ ok HollAl, vizy2 i A8 A= A 85t A= HFlAY
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