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U ITED STATE DISTRICT COURT 
THE EASTERN DI TRJCT OF LOUISIA A 

BILL OF INFORMATION FOR BID RIGGING AND 
WIRE FRAUD CONSPIRACIES 

FELONY 

U ITED STATES OF AMERICA 

v. 

PATRICK JOSEPH STEWART 

* CRIMI AL 0. 

* SECTIO : SECT.  MAG.1 
* VIOLATION: 15 U.S.C. § 1 

18 u.s.c. § 1349 

* * * 

25-00 o 

The Un ited tates Attorney charges: 

1. PATRICK JOSEPH STEWART as a defendant on the charges stated below. 

At the times relevant to this Information: 

BACKGROUND 

2. PATRICK JOSEPH STEW RT(" TEWART") wa employed a a sales 

professional by OMP Y-9, engaged in the ale of spo1ts equipment to choo ls throughout the 

Southern District of Mis i sipp i and el ewhere. Defendant 's co-consp irator a lso engaged in the 

sa le of sports eq uipment and engaged in act in furtherance of the conspiracies in the Eastern 

District of Louisiana. 
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3. STEWART kne that public schools in Mississippi require bids from two 

eparate companies for procurements over $5 000.00. 

4. Schools generall y procured sports equ ipment through the process of requesting 

and obtaining bids from multiple companies and would typica lly award a contract for sports 

equipment to the company that ubmitted the lowest bid. 

BACKGROU D 

5. COMPA Y-1 , a company organized under the laws of Mississippi , with its 

principal place of business in Mi si ippi was a retailer and distributor of sports equipment 

engaged in se lling sports equipment in the Southern District of Mississippi and elsewhere. 

6. COMPANY-2, a company organized under the laws of Lou isiana, with its 

principal place of business in Loui iana, was a retailer and distributor of ports equipment 

engaged in selling sports equ ipment in the astern District of Loui iana and elsewhere. 

7. COMP A Y-3 , a company organized under the laws of Lou i iana, with its 

principal place of business in Loui iana, was a retailer and distributor of sports equipment 

engaged in selling sports equ ipment in the Western District of Louisiana. 

8. COMPANY-4, a company organized under the laws of Delaware, with its 

principal place of business in Illinois, was a manufacturer and di tributor of sports equipment 

engaged in sell ing sports equipment in the Southern District of Mi is ippi and elsewhere. 

9. COM PA Y-5 , a company organized under the law of Louisiana, with its 

principal place of business in Loui iana was a retailer and distributor of sports equ ipment. In or 

around October 2016, another di tributor of sports equipment acq uired a portion of the assets of 

OMPANY-5. 
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I 0. OMPA Y-6, a company organized under the laws of Texas, with it principal 

place of business in Te a , was a r tailer and distributor of sports equ ipment. In or around April 

2018, another d i tributor of ports equipment acquired COMPA Y-6. 

11. OMPA Y-7 , a company organized under the laws of ew York, with its 

principa l place of bu ines in ew York, was a distributor of sports equipment. In or around June 

2022, another di tributor of port equipment acquired a portion of the assets of COMP A Y-7. 

12. COMP A Y-8 a company organized under the laws of Mississippi , with its 

principal place of busine s in Mi sissippi , was a screen printer in the Southern District of 

Missi ippi and elsewhere. 

13. COMPANY-9, a company organized under the laws of Louisiana, with its 

principa l place of busines in Louisiana, was a distributor of spo1ts eq uipment engaged in se lling 

sports equipment in the a tern District of Louisiana and elsewhere. 

14. CO-CONSPIRATOR-I was a manager at COMPANY- I . 

15. 0- 0 PI RA TOR-2 was the owner and general manager of COMP A Y-9. 

16. CO- 0 PIRA TOR-3 was a sales representative at COMPANY-9. 

17. CO- 0 PIRATOR-4 was a sales representative at COMPANY-9. 

18. 0- 0 PIRATOR-5 was a sales representati eat COMPA Y-9. 

19. 0- 0 PIRA TOR-6 wa a sales representative at COMPA Y-9. 

20. 0- 0 PIRATOR-7 was a ale representati eat COMPA Y-9. 

21. 0- 0 SPIRA TOR-8 was a ales repre entative at COMPA Y-9. 

22. 0- ON Pl RA TOR-9 was a sales representative at COMPA Y-9. 

23. CO- ON PIRA TOR- IO was a sales representative at COMP A Y-9. 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE OFFENSES 

CO T 1 (15 U.S.C. § 1) 

24. Paragraphs I through 23 are rea l leged and incorporated by reference as though 

fully set forth herein. 

25 . The relevant period for ount I is that period from as lea ta early as July 2021 

through at least as late as June 2023 (" ount I relevant period"). 

26. During the Count I relevant period, STEW ART knowingly entered into and 

engaged in a conspiracy with COM PA Y-1 , CO-CO Pl RA TOR- I, and other co-con pirator 

to suppress and elim inate competition by rigging bids to obtain procurements fo r sports 

equipment and related services for schoo l in the Southern Di trict of Mis i sipp i, in violation of 

the Sherman Antitrust Act, 15 U.S.C. § I. The conspiracy engaged in by the defendant and co­

conspirators was a per se unlawful , and thus unreasonable, re traint of inter tate trade and 

comm rce in violation of 15 U.S.C. § I. 

27. In furtherance of the con piracy, STEW ART and co-con pirators did, among 

other things the following: 

a. agreed in advance f the bids which co-consp irator would win the bid; 

b. agr ed to provide and submit complementary bids (that is intentionally 

higher-priced bids) to schools; 

c. reque ted and received complementary bids for co-conspirators; 

d. submitted complementary bids to chools on behalf ofCOMPANY-9· 

e. provided complementary bids to co-conspirators to submit on behalf of 

COMPA Y-1 ; and 

f. received procurements on behalf of COMP A Y-9 for school spo,ts 

equ ipment and related services where complementary bids were submitted. 
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28. The con piracy to ri g bids affected at least $372,275.26 of sa le to COMP A Y-9 

from at least 48 procurements. STEW ART rece ived commiss ion payment from hi s em ployer, 

COMPANY-9, based on these sa les. 

29. During the ount l relevant peri od the business activ itie of TEW ART and hi s 

co-conspirators that are the subject of the conspiracy charged in Count 1 were within the flow of, 

and substantially affected interstate trade and commerce. 

All in vio lation of Title 15 , United State ode, Section I. 

COU T 2 (18 .S.C. § 1349) 

30. Paragraph I through 23 are real leged and incorporated by reference as though 

fully set forth herein. 

31 . The relevant period for Count 2 is tha t period from as least as early as Apri I 2021 

through at least a late as October 2023 ("Count 2 re levant period"). 

32. During the Count 2 re levant period STEWART knowingly, and with specific 

intent to defraud, engaged in a conspiracy with 0- 0 SPIRA TOR-2 0- 0 SPIRA TOR-

3, CO-CON SPIRA TO R-4, CO-CO SPIRA TO R- 5 CO-CO SPIRA TOR-6, CO-

CONSPIRA TOR-7 -CON SPIRA TOR-8, 0 - ON SPIRA TOR-9, CO-CONSPIRATOR-

10, and other co-conspirators to commit wire fraud through a scheme to obta in money from 

sports procurements awarded to COMPA Y-9 by ubmitting false bid to choo ls in the 

Eastern District of Loui iana and elsewhere in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349. 

33 . In furtherance of the conspiracy, STEW ART and co-con pirators did, among 

other things, the fo ll owing: 

a. agreed to participate in a scheme to submit false bids in order to obtain 

money from schoo ls for sport equipment and related erv1ces; 
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b. ubmitted false bid on bidding forms that appeared to be from 

COMPA Y-2, COMPA Y-3 , COMPA Y-4, OMPA Y-5 , 

OMPA Y-6, and OMPANY-7, though they were in fact not; 

c. ubmitted and caused to be subm itted at lea t 338 fa lse bids to chools in 

connection with requests from schools and recreation departments for bids 

fo r school sport equipment· 

d. ubverted schools' and recreation department's procurement proce ses in 

order to obtain payment for COMPANY-9 by the submiss ion of fa lse, 

noncompetitive bids; and 

e. used wire communications in inter tate commerce to communicate with 

co- conspirator and submit bids. 

34. ln addition the defendant' s supervi or, CO-CO PJRA TOR-2, set up a fo lder of 

bid forms from competitor companies that wer fraudulently obtained or created and encouraged 

his salespeop le, including but not limited to the defendant, to use those fraudulent bid forms to 

obta in procurement fr m chool . Employee ofCOMPA Y-9 d id widely do so. 

35. The su bmiss ion offal e bid wa material to choo l and recreation department 

officials in volved in the procurement process. STEWART's and his co-conspirators material 

misrepre entation through the submi sion of the false bids affected at least $935,826. 16 of sales 

to COMPANY-9. STEWART received commission payment from hi employer, COMPA Y-

9, based on his sales. 

All in v iolation of Title 18 nited Stat Code, ection 1349. 
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OMEED A Fl 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 

.S. Department of Justice 
Antitrust Divi ion 

LAURA .I. BUTTE 
A i tant hief, Wa hington 

riminal ection 

JILLIAN M. ROGOWSKI 
Trial Attorney 
lllinoi Bar o. 6333254 

Washington, District of Columbia 
January 24, 2025 




