
fj.gures  reflectizg  those  pu r chases  do not appear in the TecGrd.
Ii; does appea?, hqxevcr, that those purci-;ases did not exceed
-ihe purcht2ses for doriestic! use.



Appzal of The k!eathe?heZd Conpany :-.! ‘*:

Although appellant ernphzsizes that it om~ed less
than 100 pexent of Protane's commn stock for z. portion of
the pe_rioci in question,
60 percent. We have

it -retained a controlling interest of
I’owd that

other ceses where the
unitary businesses  existed in

stock oxnemhip VBS less than 100 pement.

percent).
Cal. Si;.

See also, Appeal of Oaki.and Aircraft 3:ngine SezW_ce, WC.
Ed. of Equel.3 Oct. 5,1965 r(b pexeYiY)T)-The

interest retained by appeiknt ~5: sufficient,. s-&k
to satisfy the unity of omership requirement.

in our opinion,

It is ow conclusion, therefore, that Tesmoondentls
sction must be sustained. L

Pu-rsuznt to the view exp-ressed. in the 0_3i;?icn of
the boezd on file
therefor,

in this proceeSins, and, good c;luse ~ppes~ing

Done at ,%crmento Cax-jfornia, this 2&th bzy of
April 3 1967, by the State'Board of~Zqualimtion.
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