
Copyright © 2024 Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP Attorney Advertising

 NE WS & INSIG HT S

AL E R T S

Hart-Scott-Rodino Filing Update: Recent
Settlement Interprets ‘Investment-Only’
Exemption Narrowly

September 3, 2015

Last week, the Federal Trade Commission (“FTC”) and U.S. Department of

Justice filed a proposed settlement in federal court to settle charges that

Third Point LLC and three of its affiliated funds (the “Third Point Funds”

and, together with Third Point LLC, “Third Point”) violated the Hart-Scott-

Rodino (“HSR”) Act’s premerger reporting requirements in connection

with their 2011 acquisitions of stock in Yahoo! Inc. The government’s

complaint alleges that Third Point improperly relied on the “investment-

only” exemption to the HSR Act’s filing and waiting requirements while

acquiring Yahoo! voting securities in excess of the HSR Act’s filing

threshold. Third Point allegedly engaged in actions evidencing an “intent

to acquire voting securities of Yahoo! other than solely for the purpose of

investment,” including reaching out to potential candidates for Yahoo!’s

board of directors and taking preliminary steps to launch a proxy contest

for seats on Yahoo!’s board.

The settlement clarifies the FTC’s view that the HSR Act’s “investment-

only” exemption applies only to purely passive acquisitions of voting

securities. The exemption is not available if an acquiring person

purchases voting securities with the intention of influencing basic

business decisions or participating in the management of the issuer. Most

importantly, the FTC has clarified its position that efforts by an investor to

so much as prepare to launch a proxy battle or propose a change in

corporate policy can render the exemption unavailable. Thus, prior to

consummating a large acquisition, investors should seek advice of

counsel regarding (1) whether the size of an acquisition triggers the HSR
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Act’s filing requirement; and (2) whether any of their actions, statements

or intentions could be characterized as inconsistent with an intent to

invest “solely for the purpose of investment.”

Related People

Michael
Swartz
Partner

New York

Ele
Klein
Partner

New York

Peter
Halasz
Of Counsel

New York

Practices

https://www.srz.com/en/people/michael-e-swartz
https://www.srz.com/en/people/ele-klein
https://www.srz.com/en/people/peter-jonathan-halasz


Copyright © 2024 Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP Attorney Advertising

HE DG E  FUNDS

INVE ST M E NT  M ANAG E M E NT

R E G UL ATO R Y  AND CO M PL IANCE

SHAR E HO L DE R  ACT IVISM

Attachments

Download Alert

https://www.srz.com/en/practices/investment-management/hedge-funds
https://www.srz.com/en/practices/investment-management
https://www.srz.com/en/practices/investment-management/regulatory-and-compliance
https://www.srz.com/en/practices/investment-management/shareholder-activism
https://www.srz.com/a/web/162942/8cbvH3/090315_hart-scott-rodino_filing_update_recent_settlement_interpr.pdf

