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Defendant.

STIPULATION AND ORDER

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by and between the United States and Work

‘Wear Corporation, through their respective attorneys, as follows:

1. The United States, under Section IV(B) of the.Final Judgment,
raises no objection to the plan of divestiture set forth in the letters from
defendant's ‘attorneys to United States, dated December 22.and 29, 1976,

January 13 and 28, 1977, February 9, 1977 and June 9, 1977, supplemented by

:this Stipulation and Order and the Order described in Paragraph 5 hereof. Such

plan contemplates the transfer of defendant's United States rental service
business to ARA Services, Inc. (“ARA"), through the following steps: (a) the
spin—off to common shareholders of Work Wear Corporation ("Work Wear") of all
the common stock of Work Wear'Distribﬁtion Corp. ("New Work Wear"), a wholly
owned Ohio subsidiarv of Work Wear. to which Work Wear will have transferred
its name and its domestic and foreign manufacturing operations and Canadian
rental service bu#iness and (giiﬁhe‘acquis ition by ARA of Work Wear s United
States industrial laundry operations by means of the merger of Work Wear into
ARA, At the time of such merger, ‘Work Wear's only asset will be the stock of
its United States industrial laundry subsidiary, Imatex Services, Inc.

("Imatex'™), which, upon the merger, will become a subsfidiary of ARA.



2. Upon consummation.of said mefger'of Work Wear with and into
ARA, New Work Wear ﬁill'remain'subject, for a period cxpirihg;SepFember 27,
1981, to the injunction against acquisition of industrial laundries pursuant
to the provisions of Section V(B) of ﬁhe Einél Judgment; but shall not be
subject to any of the provisions set forth in Section V(A) (1) and (2) of
the Final Judgment.
IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED by the United-Staﬁes of America and ARA
Services, Inc., by their respective attorneys, that:
3. ARA voluntarily submits to the jurisdiction df the Coﬁrt
solely for the purpose of permitting the entry of the Order attached
- hereto.
4. Neither ARA nor Imatex shall be subject to any provision
-set forth in Section V(A) or (B) of the Einal Judgment, or to any of the other
terms of the Final Judgment.
5. An Order in the form of the one attached hereto may be

filed with and entered by the Court.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, ;
Ve ; CIVIL ACTION NO. C 68-467
WORK WEAR CORPORATION, } JUDGE ROBERT 'B. KRUPANSKY
Defendant. ; |
ORDER

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND I?ECREED THAT:

1. ARA Services,‘Inc. ("ARA") is made a party to this
action for the sole pﬁfpose of permitt@ng the entry of this
Order. ARA has no obligations éursuant to‘tﬁe original
Vjudgment;

2;;7Following the transfer of the domestic industrial
laundry business from Work Wear Corporation, for each calendar
year commencing January 1, 1978, ARA shall not purchase from
Work Wear Distribution Corp. ("New Work Wear'™). for any indusiri
‘laundry listed on Schedule A, work clothes in.a dollar.amount
greater than 15% of the total dollar amount of work clothes
purchased fo; such industrial laundry in the preceding calendar
year. In addition, ARA shall purchase from sources other than
New WOfk Wear for industrial laundries not listed on
work clothes in an amoﬁnt which e#Ceeds:

(i) qu each calendar year commencing on or
.after January 1, 1980, the aggregate

doller amount of work clothes purchased



from New Work Wear for Schedule A
1aundrie§ in the preceding calendar
year.

[ii) For the calendar year 1979, two-thirds
of the aggregate dollar émount of work
clothéé purchased from New Wofk Wear for
Schedule A laundries in the calendar year
1978.

(iii) For the calendar year 1978, $250,000.

3. Upon a finding by the Court that ARA's work clothes
purchases do not conform to the provisiéns-d% Paragraph 2 above,
ARA shall separate Joseph and Ira Kirshbaum from all work |
clothes purchase decisions or terminate their employment. In

-

additioﬁ, the Céurt may‘brder sﬁcﬁ other and further relief aé
ﬁay‘be appropriate for the enforcement éf_this order.

4.  ARA shall not transfer or refer any business from
the industrial laundries listed_;n Schédulé A t; other industrial
1aund£ies operated by ARA for théaburéose of avoiding or éiréUm- )
venting_the provisions of Paragraph 2 above.

‘5. This Order and anv further order hereunder shall
expire whenever Joseph épd Ira Kirshbaqm each cease either (a) to
hold more than 2% of the stock of New Work Wear. or any sﬁccessor
thereof or (b) to be employed by ARA.

6. For the purposes of this Order, the term "work
clothes" shall have the same meaning as in;the Final Judgmeht.

7. ARA shall submit a certified statement to the
Assistant Attorney Ceneial in charge of the Antitrust Division
every six (6) months éhéwing what ARA has done in order to comply
with paragraphs 2 and-4 above and éhowing ARA's purchases of

work clothes from New Work Wear and other sources for each

-2-



'laundry listed in Schedule A and affirming that the provisions
'of'peragraphs 2 and 4 above have been complied with. Such
statemtnts shall be submitted by January 1, 1978 and every six
kG) months thereafter. If ARA certifies to the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust Dirision that neither
Joseph nor Ira Kirshbaum will tnereafter, while holding more than
2% of the stockvof Ne; Work Wear, serve in any capacity in which
he“may influence ARA purcha51ng decisions for work clothes, the
prov151ons of paragraphs 2 and 4 hereof shall be suspended and
ARA shall thereafter be bound by the certification.

8. A." For the purpose of determlnlng or seouring com-
pliance witn thie Order;and subject to any legally recognized
privilege, grom'time to time:

_(1)' Duly authorized representatlves or the

Department of Justlce shall, upon wrltten reqguest

of the Attorney General or of the Assistant

Attorney'General in charge of the Antitrust.

ﬁiﬁieion,-and on reasonable notice'to ARA made to.

_its principal office, be nermitted:

(e) Access during office hours of ARA
to inséect and copy all books, ledéers,
accounts, correspondence, memoranda. and
‘other’ records and documents in the posses-
-sion or under the control of ARA, who may have
‘counsellpreeent,‘relating to any of the matters
contained in thisnorder; and

(b) .Subject to the reasonable convenience
“of ARA and without restraint or interference
from it. to interv;ew officers, employees, and

agents of ARA, who may have counsel present,

regarding any such matters.
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