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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v.
INTERLAKEN MILLS, et al.

Action In Equity No. 15-92

Year Final Judgment Entered: 1918
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UNITED STATES v. INTERLAKEN MILLS.

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK.

In Equity No. 15-92.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER,
VS.

INTERLAKEN MILLS, JOSEPH BANCROFT & SoNs Co., Eb-
WARD C. BUCKLIN, HARRIS H. BUCKLIN, CHARLES R.
SILKMAN, JOSEPH BANCROFT, JOHN B. BIRD, JOHN
BANCROFT, JOHN F. KANE, and HERBERT M. PLIMPTON
and HENRY P. KENDALL, co-partners, doing business
under the name and style of Holliston Mills, DEFEND-
ANTS.

FINAL DECREE.

This cause came on to be heard at this term, and upon
consideration thereof, and upon motion of the petitioner,
by Francis G. Caffey, United States Attorney for the
Southern District of New York, its attorney, and Henry A.
Guiler, Special Assistant to the United States Attorney,
and Rush H. Williamson, Special Assistant to the United
States Attorney, of Counsel, for relief in accordance with
the prayer of the petition, and all the parties having
appeared therein by their attorneys, Edwin P. Grosvenor,
Samuel H. Ordway, and William M. Parke, and having
consented thereto in open court;

Now, therefore, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
as follows, viz.:

I. That the combination and conspiracy in restraint of
trade and commerce and to monopolize the same, and the
restraint and monopoly attained thereby, described in
the petition, be and hereby are declared illegal and in vio-
lation of the Act of Congress, approved July 2, 1890, en-
titled “An Act to Protect Trade and Commerce Against
Unlawful Restraints and Monopolies,” and Acts amend-
atory thereof and supplemental or additional thereto.

II. That said defendants and each of them, and their
officers, agents, servants and employees, and all persons
acting under, through, by, or in behalf of them, or either
of them, or claiming so to act, be and hereby are per-
petually enjoined, restrained and prohibited, directly or
indirectly, from engaging in or carrying into effect said
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combination and conspiracy, and from engaging in or
entering into any like combination or conspiracy, the
effect of which would bhe to restrain or monopolize said
interstate trade or commerce in book cloth or binders’
cloth, among the several states of the United States, or
in the District of Columbia, and from carrying out or
continuing in effect the price or other agreements de-
scribed in the petition, or making any express or implied
agreements or arrangements together or with one another,
like those hereby adjudged illegal or enjoined, or using
any other means or methods, the effect of which would be
to prevent the free and unrestrained flow of said inter-
state trade or commerce in said book cloth or binders’
cloth, or, to monopolize the same.

III. That the said defendants and each of them, their
officers, agents, servants, employees and all persons acting
under, through, by, or in behalf of them, or any of them,
or claiming so to act, be and hereby are perpetually en-
joined, restrained and prohibited, directly or indirectly,
from

(a) Agreeing to, fixing or establishing in any manner
whatsoever, by agreement, understanding or otherwise,
among themselves, the prices to be charged for said book
cloth or binders’ cloth, or maintaining the said prices
after they are so agreed to, fixed or established.

(b) Maintaining, using or continuing to maintain or
use, individually or collectively, in any manner whatso-
ever, the prices now agreed upon or adopted.

(c) Agreeing among themselves, in any manner what-
soever, to charge purchasers of said book cloth or binders’
cloth, uniform prices or doing any act which will or may
be calculated to result in the maintenance of uniform
prices among two or more of them.

(d) Agreeing among themselves, or with others, to
advance prices for their products to purchasers of said
book cloth or binders’ cloth, or advising or communicating
with each other as to proposed advances in prices, or in
any way circulating among themselves information con-
cerning or relating to such proposed advances.
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(e) Agreeing among themselves to establish or adopt
the terms, conditions or policies which should obtain with
respect to the sale or disposal of said book cloth or binders’
cloth.

(f) Agreeing among themselves to fix, establish or
adopt the prices at which, or the terms, conditions or
policies under which, said book cloth or binders’ cloth
should be sold or resold by jobbers or dealers, or individu-
ally or collectively fixing, suggesting, or in any manner
whatsoever indicating the prices at which, or the terms,
conditions or policies under which, said book cloth or
binders’ cloth, should be sold or resold by jobbers or
dealers, except that this clause shall not be construed to
- prevent the defendants, acting separately and indepen-
dently of each other, from issuing price lists to consumers
who are or might become their own customers.

(g) Discriminating, individually or collectively, against
any purchaser, prospective or otherwise, of book cloth or
binders’ cloth, because of his refusal or failure to adopt,
maintain or adhere to any prices, terms, conditions or
policies fixed, suggested or indicated by them or any one
of them, with reference to the sale or resale of such book
cloth or binders’ cloth.

(h) Aiding, abetting or assisting, individually or col-
lectively, others to do all or any of the matters or things
hereinbefore set forth or enjoined.

IV. That jurisdiction of this case be and hereby is
retained for the purpose of enforcing this decree, and for
the purpose of enabling the parties to apply to the Court
for modification hereof, if it be hereafter shown to the
satisfaction of the Court that by reason of changed con-
ditions or changes in the statute law of the United States
the provisions hereof have become inappropriate or in-
adequate to maintain competitive conditions in interstate
trade or commerce of the United States in the business of
manufacturing, selling or distributing book cloth or
pinders’ cloth, or have become unduly oppressive to the
defendants, and are no longer necessary to secure or
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maintain competitive conditions in such trade or com-
merce.

V. It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the
petitioner have and recover of the defendants the costs in
this behalf expended, for which let execution issue.

Dated, New York, April 15, 1918.

JULIUS M. MAYER,
United States District Judge.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v.
INTERLAKEN MILLS, et al.

Action In Equity No. 15-92

Year Final Modified Judgment Entered : 1919
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK.

In Equity No. 15-92.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER,
vs.

INTERLAKEN MILLS, JOSEPH BANCROFT & SonNs Co., ED-
WARD C. BUCKLIN, HARRIS H. BUCKLIN, CHARLES R.
SILKMAN, JOSEPH BANCROFT, JOHN B. BIRD, JOHN
BANCROFT, JOBN F. KANE, and HERBERT M. PLIMPTON
and HENRY P. KENDALL, co-partners, doing business
under the name and style of Holliston Mills, DEFEND-
ANTS.

FINAL MODIFIED DECREE.

This cause came on to be heard at this term, and upon
consideration thereof and upon motion of Edwin P. Gros-
venor, attorney for the defendants Herbhert M. Plimpton
and Henry P. Kendall, and of Samuel H. Ordway, At-
torney for the defendants Interlaken Mills, Edward C.
Bucklin, Harris H. Bucklin and Charles R. Silkman, for
modification of sections (f) and (g) of paragraph III of
the consent decree heretofore filed on April 15, 1918, and
after hearing Francis G. Caffey, United States Attorney
for the Southern District of New York, the attorney for
the petitioner, and Henry A. Guiler and Rush H. William-
son, Special Assistants to the United States Attorney, of
counsel for the petitioner, in opposition thereto;

Now therefore, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
as follows, viz.:
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I. That the combination and conspiracy in restraint of
trade and commerce and to monopolize the same, and the
restraint and monopoly attained thereby, described in
the petition, be and hereby are declared illegal and in
violation of the Act of Congress, approved July 2, 1890,
entitled “An Act to Protect Trade and Commerce Against
Unlawful Restraints and Monopolies,” and Acts amenda-
tory thereof and supplemental or additional thereto.

II. That said defendants and each of them, and their
officers, agents, servants and employees, and all persons
acting under, through, by, or in behalf of them or either
of them or claiming so to act, be and hereby are perpetu-
ally enjoined, restrained and prohibited, directly or in-
directly, from engaging in or carrying into effect said
combination and conspiracy, and from engaging in or
entering into any like comMbination or conspiracy, the
effect of which would be to restrain or monopolize said
interstate trade or commerce in book cloth or binders’
cloth, among the several states of the United States, or
in the District of Columbia, and from carrying out or
continuing in effect the price or other agreements de-
scribed in the petition, or making any express or implied
agreements or arrangements together or with one another
like those hereby adjudged illegal or enjoined, or usin
any other means or methods, the effect of which would be
to prevent the free and unrestrained flow of said inter-
state trade or commerce in said book cloth or binders’
cloth, or, to monopolize the same.

III. That the said defendants and each of them, their
officers, agents, servants, employees and all persons acting
under, through, by, or in behalf of them, or any of them
or claiming s to act, be and hereby are perpetually en
joined, restraimed and prohibited, directly or indirectly
from

(a) Agreeing to, fixing or establishing in an manner
whatsoever, by agreement, understanding or otherwise,
among themselves, the prices to be charged for said book
cloth or binders’ cloth, or maintaining the said prices
after they are so agreed to, fixed or established.
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(b) Maintaining, using or continuing to maintain or
use, individually or collectively, in any manner whatso-
ever, the prices now agreed upon or adopted.

(¢) Agreeing among themselves, in any manner what-
soever, to charge purchasers of said book cloth or binders’
cloth, uniform prices or doing any act which will or may
be calculated to result in the maintenance of uniform
prices among two or more of them.

(d) Agreeing among themselves, or with others, to
advance prices for their products to purchasers of said
book cloth or binders’ cloth, or advising or communicating
with each other as to proposed advances in prices, or in
any way circulating among themselves information con-
cerning or relating to such proposed advances.

(e) Agreeing among themselves to establish or adopt
the terms, conditions or policies which should obtain with
respect to the sale or disposal of said book cloth or binders’
cloth. )

(f) Agreeing among themselves to fix, establish or
adopt the prices at which, or the terms, conditions or
policies under which, said book cloth or binders’ cloth
should be sold or resold by jobbers or dealers, or individu-
ally with intent to create a monopoly or an unreasonable
restraint of trade, or collectively fixing, suggesting, or in
any manner whatsoever indicating the prices at which,
or the terms, conditions or policies under which, said book
cloth or binders’ cloth, should be sold or resold by jobbers
or dealers, except that this clause shall not be construed
to prevent the defendants, acting separately and inde-
pendently of each other, from issuing price lists to con-
sumers who are or might become their own customers.

(g) Discriminating, individually with intent to create
a monopoly or an unreasonable restraint of trade, or
collectively against any purchaser, prospective or other-
wise, of book cloth or binders’ cloth, because of his refusal
or failure to adopt, maintain or adhere to any prices,
terms, conditions or policies fixed, suggested or indicated
by them or any one of them, with reference to the sale or
resale of such book cloth or binders’ cloth.
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(h) Aiding, abetting or assisting, individually or col-
lectively, others to do all or any of the matters or things
hereinbefore set forth or enjoined.

IV. That jurisdiction of this case be and hereby is re-
tained for the purpose of enforcing this decree, and for
the purpose of enabling the parties to apply to the Court
for modification hereof, if it be hereafter shown to the
satisfaction of the Court that by reason of changed con-
ditions or changes in the statute law of the United States
the provisions hereof have become inappropriate or in-
adequate to maintain competitive conditions in interstate
trade or commerce of the United States in the business of
manufacturing, selling or distributing book cloth or
binders’ cloth, or have become unduly oppressive to the
defendants, and are no longer necessary to secure or
maintain competitive conditions in such trade or com-
merce.

V. It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the
petitioner have and recover of the defendants the costs in
this behalf expended, for which let execution issue.

Dated, New York, July 24th, 1919.

LEARNED HAND,
United States District Judge.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v.
INTERLAKEN MILLS, et al.

Action In Equity No. 15-92

Year Order Modifying Final Modified Judgment Entered: 1934
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TH
E UNITED STATES F
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. FOR

In Equity No. 15-92.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER,
Vs.

INTERLAKEN MILLS, JOSEPH BANCROFT & SoNs Co., Ep-
WARD C. BUCKLIN, HARRIS H. BUCKLIN, CHARLES R.
SILKMAN, JOSEPH BANCROFT, JOHN B. BIRD, JOHN
BANCROFT, JOHN F. KANE, and HERBERT M. PLIMPTON
and HENRY P. KENDALL, co-partners, doing business
under the name and style of Holliston Mills, DEFEND-
ANTS.

All

ORDER MODIFYING FINAL MODIFIED DECREE.

The motion of the Defendants, Interlaken Mills and
Harris H. Bucklin, for modification of the Final Modified
Decree made and entered herein on July 24, 1919, coming
on to be heard this day, on the Petition of said Defendants,
which Petition was verified on September 11, 1934, and
filed herein on this day, and upon due notice to all parties
hereto, now living, and upon consideration thereof;

And, Wm. J. Matthews, Esq., appearing on behalf of
defendants, Interlaken Mills, Harris H. Bucklin, Charles
R. Silkman, Jehn F. Kane; and Herbert M. Plimpton and
Henry P. Kendall, individually and as co-partners and
doing business under the name and style of Holliston Mills,
and no one appearing on behalf of Jos. Bancroft & Sons
Company, and John Bancroft, and George P. Alt, Esq.,
Special Assistant to the Attorney General, appearing on
behalf of the United States of America;

And, it appearing from the affidavits filed herein that
Joseph Bancroft, John B. Bird, and Edward C. Bucklin
are now deceased;

And, all parties appearing herein having consented in
Open Court to the entry of this Order, and no objection
having been made on behalf of any party hereto, and the
Court being fully advised in the premises;

It 18 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

I. The Final Modified Decree made and entered herein
on the 24th day of July 1919, is hereby modified so as to
incorporate therein the following additional provisions,
to wit:

That nothing contained in the aforesaid Final Modified
Decree shall e deemed or construed to enjoin or prevent
any of the Defendants herein, and each of them, and their
officers, agents, servants ane employees, and all persons
acting under, through, by or in behalf of them, or any of
them, or claiming so to act, individually or collectively,
from doing any act authorized, permitted or required by
the provisions of the Code of Fair Competition for the
Leather Cloth and Lacquered Fabrics; Window Shade
Cloth and Roller; and Book Cloth and Impregnated Fab-
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rics Industries, as approved on May 3rd, 1934, pursuant
to the Act of Congress of June 16, 1933, known as the
National Industrial Recovery Act, and any act authorized,
permitted or required by any modification of, addition or
amendment to said Code, which hereafter may be approved
pursuant to said Code, or any act authorized permitted
or required by any agreement, order, or license, made
and entered into with, or made or issued by the President
of the United States of America, or his duly designated
representative, relating to the manufacture and sale of
book cloth or binders’ cloth pursuant to said National
Industrial Recovery Act or amendments thereto, during
such time and to the extent to which said modifications of,
additions, or amendments to said Code, or such agree-
ment, order or license shall remain in effect and shall be
in accordance with the National Industrial Recovery Act
or any amendment thereto.

II. The United States may at any time apply to the
Court to revoke any modification of this decree made in
the preceding paragraph on the ground that operations
under, or purporting to be under, said Code of Fair Com-
petition, or under, or purporting to be under, any modi-
fication of, addition or amendment to said Code, which
hereafter may be approved pursuant to said Act or any
amendments thereto, or under any such agreement, order
or license, are promoting monopolies, or are eliminating,
oppressing or discriminating against small enterprises,
or are permitting monopolies or monopolistic practices,
or are not in accordance with the National Industrial Re-
covery Act or any amendment thereto.

ITI. The right of the Defendants or any of them to make
such motions herein for the modification of this decree or
otherwise, as they may be advised, is hereby reserved.

IV. Except as provided in this Order, said Final Modi-
fied Decree entered into July 24, 1919 shall remain in full
force and effect.

Done in Open Court this 20th day of November, 1934.

ROBERT P. PATTERSON,
United States District Judge.
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