APPENDIX B:
SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR TERMINATING EACH JUDGMENT
(Ordered by Year Judgment Entered)
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Case No.: 539

Case Name: United States v. Addyston Pipe & Steel Company, et al.
Year Judgment Entered: 1900

Section of Judgment Retaining Jurisdiction: n/a

Description of Judgment: Defendants enjoined from continuing conspiracy through which
defendants held secret auctions to allocate upcoming purchases so that defendants would only
sell iron pipe at agreed-upon prices.

Reasons Judgment Should Be Terminated:

e Judgment more than ten years old.

e Judgment terms largely prohibit acts the antitrust laws already prohibit (bid rigging and
customer allocation).

e Market conditions likely have changed. In particular the original defendants appear to
have merged into one entity so that a conspiracy like the one originally at issue would be
impossible.

Public comments: None

Case No.: 2554

Case Name: United States v. Retail Liquor Dealers Association of Chattanooga, et al.
Year Judgment Entered: 1957

Section of Judgment Retaining Jurisdiction: Paragraph 11

Description of Judgment: Defendants enjoined from, among other things, agreeing to fix
prices; issuing resale price lists; and exchanging price information. Defendants’ trade association
also dissolved.

Reasons Judgment Should Be Terminated:

e Judgment more than ten years old.
e Most defendants no longer exist or are deceased.

Public comments: None

Case No.: 5836

Case Name: United States v. Times Printing Company
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Year Judgment Entered: 1970
Section of Judgment Retaining Jurisdiction: Paragraph 12

Description of Judgment: Defendants enjoined from, among other things, operating its
newspaper at a loss and operating any newspaper in Chattanooga at a loss if the goal or probable
effect of such operation would be to eliminate a competing newspaper in the area.

Reasons Judgment Should be Terminated:

e Judgment more than ten years old.

e Market conditions likely have changed. In particular, the rights and obligations created by
the judgment have lapsed.

Public comments: None
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