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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

ln the Matter of

Tronox Limited
a corporation,

National Industrialization Company
(TASNEE)

a corporation, DOCKET NO. 9377

National Titanium Dioxide Company
Limited (Cristal)

a corporation, and

Cristal USA Inc.
a corporation,

Respondents.

ORDER ON RESPONDENT CRISTAL'S SUPPLEMENTAL
MOTION FOR IN CAMERA TREATMENT

Pursuant to Rule 3.45(b) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and the Scheduling Order
entered in this matter, Respondent National Industrialization Company (TASNEE), the National
Titanium Dioxide Company Limited, and Cristal USA Inc, (collectively, "Cristal") filed a
supplemental motion for in camem treatment for materials that the parties have listed on their
exhibit lists as materials that might be introduced at trial in this matter ("Supplemental Motion" ).
Federal Trade Commission ("FTC"or "Commission" ) Complaint Counsel does not oppose
Cristal's Motion, except as to one document, RX1399,which is the unredacted non-public
version of the Complaint in this matter, Complaint Counsel does not oppose partial redaction of
RX1399, if the partially redacted portions are consistent with those in the redacted public version
of Complaint. Cristal states that it agrees to the partial redaction of RX1399, as proposed by
Complaint Counsel.
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By Order issued May 15, 2018, Cristal's initial motion for in camera treatment was

granted ("May 15 Order" ). In its Supplemental Motion, Cristal explains that it seeks in camem
treatment for documents falling into two groups: (I) exhibits that were modified or newly

designated by Respondents or Complaint Counsel since Cristal filed its initial motion; and (2)
exhibits that were inadvertently excluded from Cristal's initial motion. Cristal explains that each
of the documents fall under the categories of documents for which it sought and received in

camera treatment through its initial motion. The legal standards governing the Cristal's

Supplemental Motion for in camera treatment are stated in the May 15 Order.

For the reasons set forth in the May 15 Order, Cristal's Supplemental Motion is
GRANTED.

Cristal is hereby instructed to prepare a proposed order listing the documents that have
been granted in camera treatment by expiration date and exhibit number.

ORDERED:
D. Michael Chappell
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Date: May 30,2018
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