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1304 DECREES AND JUDGMENTS 

UNITED STATES OF AMERlCA v. AMERICAN 
AMUSEME T TICKET MANUFACTURERS 

ASSOCIATION ET AL DEFE DANTS. 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
HOLDING AN EQUITY COURT 
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U. S. v. AMER'N AMUSEMENT TICKET MFTRS. l..305 

In Equity No. 46422. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER, 

vs. 
AMERICAN AMUSEMENT TICKET MANUFACTURERS AS­

SOCIATION, ET AL, DEFENDANTS. 

FINAL DECREE. 

The United States of America having filed its petition 
in the above-entitled cause on the 30th day of December, 
1926, against the following defendants: 
1. American Amusement Ticket Manufacturers As-

sociation. 
2. Globe Ticket Company. 
3. The Ansell Ticket Company. 
4. The Arcus Ticket Company. 
5. Automatic Ticket Register Corporation of New 

York. 
6. Columbia Printing Company. 
7. Elliott Ticket Company, Inc. 
8. Hancock Bros.-, Inc. 
9. International Ticket Company. 

10. Rees Ticket Company. 
11. The Simplex Ticket Company, Inc. 
12. Trimount Press. 
13. Weldon, Williams & Lick. 
14. World Ticket & Supply Company, Inc. 
15. P. C. Snow. 
16. George Glendenning. 
17. James S. Arcus. 
18. Edgar S. Bowman. 
19. John W. Bornhoeft. 
20. Clifford Elliott. 
21. J. F. Hancock. 
22. Charles Manshel. 
23. · Samuel Rees. 
24. E. L. Gosnell. 
25. W. L. Peabody. 
26. John M. Cummings. 
27. C. A. Lick, Senior. 
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28. J. C. Enslen. 
All of said defendants named herein appeared by 

counsel, namely, Charles Conradis. 
Comes now the United States of America, by Peyton 

Gordon, its attorney for the District of Columbia, William 
J .. Donovan, Assistant to the Attorney General, and Rus­
sell Hardy, Special Assistant to the Attorney General, 
and come also the defendants by counsel as aforesaid, and 
the petitioner moved the court for an injunction against 
the defendants as prayed. Thereupon all of the defend­
ants herein, through counsel, consented to the following 
decree: 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 

That the court has jurisdiction of the subject matter 
of the petition, and that the petition states facts con­
stituting a cause of action. 

That the combination and conspiracy in restraint of 
interstate trade and commerce, and the acts and agree­
ments amongst the defendants in restraint of interstate 
trade and commerce in amusement tickets as described 
in the petition herein, are violative of the Act of Congress 
of July 2, 1890, entitled "An act to protect _trade and 
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies." 

That the defendants, their officers, agents or em­
ployees, are perpetually enjoined and prohlbited-

1. From assigning or allotting any buyer of amuse­
ment tickets as the exclusive customer of any of the de­
fendants, whether by agreement. or understanding 
amongst the defendants, or by regarding or designating 
any buyer who has been or is trading with any of. the de­
fendants as the exclusive customer of that defendant, or 
otherwise. 

2. From agreeing that no defendant shall sell amuse­
ment tickets to any buyer at p1·ices less than those at 
which such buyer shall have purchased amusement 
tickets from any defendant. · 

3. From exchanging, directly or indirectly, or through 
the instrumentality of a trade association or other com­
mon agent,-
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(a) information as to prices and terms and condi­
tions for the sale of amusement tickets, for the purpose 
of effectuating or enabling the defendants to observe 
agreements upon prices or assignments and allotments of 
customers, or for the purpose of restraining the inde­
pendence or freedom of any defendant with regard to 
prices, terms and conditions of sale to be quoted for 
amusement tickets. 

(b) information as to discounts, deviations or en­
hancements from and upon prices theretofore quoted or 
published by any of the defendants, which discounts, 
deviations or enhancements shall have been quoted or 
charged to particular buyers, for the purpose of effec­
tuating or enabling the defendants to observe agreements 
upon prices or assignments and allotments of customers, 
or for the purpose of restraining the independence or 
freedom . of any defendant with regard to prices, terms, 
and conditions_ of1>ale to. be quoted for amusement tickets. 

(c) information relative to the reasons for such dis­
counts, deviations or enhancements, or relative to the 
reasons for the failure to make sales to persons to whom 
prices, terms and conditions of sale shall have been 
quoted; Provided that nothing contained in this decree 
shall be construed to prohibit an exchange of information 
regarding facts of past transactions. 

4. From arbitrating or composing disputes or contro­
versies amongst any of the defendants relative to prices, 
terms and conditions of sale for amusement tickets quoted 
or charged by any defendant. 

5. That jurisdiction of this cause is hereby retained 
for the following purposes: (a) Enforcing this decree. 
(b) Enabling any of the parties to apply to the court 
for a modification or enlargement of its provisions on 
the ground that they have become inadequate, inappropri-
ate or unnecessary. 

By the court : 
A. A. ROEHLING (signed) 

Justice. 
December 30, 1926. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
HOLDING AN EQUITY COURT 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER, 

vs. 

AMERICAN AMUSEMENT TICKET MANUFACTURERS AS­
SOCIATION, ET AL, DEFENDANTS. 

In Equity No. 46422. , 

ORDER FOR MODIFICATION OF FINAL DECREE. 

Upon co_nsideration of the petition filed in this cause on 
the 10th day of May, A. D. 1935 by the defendants herein, 
for modification of the Final Decree made .and entered 
herein on the 30th day of December, A. D. 1926, and the 
said defendants appearing by Charles Conradis and Al­
bert E. Conradis, and consenting to the entry of this or­
der; and the United States appearing by Leslie C. Gar­
nett, United States Attorney, and consenting to the entry 
of this order; it is by the Court this 10th day of May, 
A. D.1935, 

ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED, that the Final De­
cree made and entered herein on the 30th day of Decem­
ber, A. D. 1926, be and it is hereby modified so as to. in­
corporate therein the following additional provisions : 

"Nothing in this decree shall be deemed or construed 
to prevent any defendant, or the officers, agents, ser­
vants, employees or persons acting.under, through, by 
or in behalf of any def endant, or calming so to act, 
from doing any of the acts authorized, permitted or 
required by the Code of . Fair Competition for the 
Graphic Arts Industries, approved by the President 
of the United States on February 17, 1934, pursuant 
to the Act of Congress of June 16, 1933, known as the 
National Industrial Recovery Act, and by any modi­
fications, amendments or supplements of said Code, 
which have been or may be duly approved, or by any 
other Code or agreement, or any amendments, modi­
fications, or supplements thereof, applicable to the 
defendants or any of them, which have been or may 
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be duly approved, under said National Industrial Re­
covery Act, during, such time as and to the extent 
to which the same shall remain in effect. 
"The United States may at any time apply to the 
Court for further relief herein, on the ground that 
operations under, or purporting to be under, said 
Code of Fair Competition for the Graphic Arts In­
dustries or modifications, amendments, or supplements 
thereof, or such other code or agreement, or amend­
ments, or supplements thereof, applicable to the de­
fendants, or any of them, which have been or may be 
approved and applicable to the defendants, are promot­
ing monopolies, or are eliminating, oppressing or dis­
criminating against small enterprises, or are promot­
ing monopolistic practices, or are not in accordance 
with the National Industrial Recovery Act. 
"The right of the defendants or any of them is hereby 
reserved to make such motions herein for modification 
of this decree or otherwise as they may be advised." 

By the Court : 
(s) F. DICKINSON LETTS, 

Justice. 
May 10, 1935. 
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U.S. v. ATLANTIC CLEANERS AND DYERS, INC., ET AL. 

Civil No.: 49417 

Year Judgment Entered: 1931 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER. 

vs. 

ATLANTIC CLEANERS AND DYERS, INC., ET AL., 

DEFENDANTS. 

DECREE. 

This cause came on to be heard at this term  on plain­
tiff's motion .to strike the amended  answers of defend- 
ants, Atlantic Cleaners and Dyers, Inc.,  Globe Dry 
Cleaners and Dyers, Arcade-Sunshine. Co., Vogue Dry 
Cleaning Company, Samuel Rubenstein, Charles Ruben­
stein; John F. McCarron, Samuel Gr-0zbea11, Harry Viner 
and Samuel Goldenberg, and the Court being of opinion 
that the amended answers of said defendants are insuffi­
cient in law to constitute a defense to the cause of action 
alleged in the petition, it is, by the Court, -this 5th day of 

. November, 1931, 

Ordere_d, adjudged, and decreed that the amended an- . 
swers of defendants, Atlantic Cleaners and Dyers, Inc., 
Globe Dry Cleaners and Dyers; Arcade-Sunshine Co., 
Vogue Drr -Cleaning · Company; Samuel Rubenstein, 
Charles Rubenstein, John F . McCarron, Samuel Groz­
_bean, Harry-Viner and Samuel Goldenberg, be and the 
· same are. hereby stricken from the file_s. 

And said defendants, by their attorneys,. appearing in 
open Court and electing to stand upon their said amended 
answers to the petition, it is, by the Court, upon con­
sideration thereof,  this 5th· day of November, 1931, 
further 

Ordered, adjudged and decreed, as follows : 
· 1. That this Qourt has jurisdiction of the subject mat­

ter and of all the  parties hereto; that the petition herein 

in states a go0d cause of action against the defendants here­
under ._the Act of Congress approved July 2, 1890, en­

titled "An Act To · protect trade and commerce  against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies." and under the com-
mon law. 

2. That the petition herein be and the same is hereby 
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dismissed as to. the defendants, Majestic Cleaning and 
Dye Works, Inc., Isidore Janet, The Mutual Cleaning 
Company and Joseph A. Geier. 

3 . That the defendants, Atlantic Cleaners and Dyers, 
Inc., Globe Dry Cleaners and Dyers, Arcade-Sunshine 
Co., Vogue Dry Cleaning Company, Samuel Rubenstein, 
Charles Rubenstein, John F. McCarron, Samuel Groz­
bean, Harry Viner and Samuel Goldenberg, have been 
and are engaged in a combination and conspiracy in re­
straint of trade and commerce in the District of Columbia 
in cleaning, dyeing and/or otherwise renovating clothes, 
as described in the petition, 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 of the common law. 

4. That the defendants, Atlantic Cleaners.ind Dyers, 
Inc., Globe Dry Cleaners and Dyers, Arcade-Sunshine Co., 
Vogue Dry Cleaning Company, Samuel Rubenstein, 
Charles Rubenstein, John F. McCarron, Samuel Groz­
bean, Harry Viner and Samuel Goldenberg, their officers, 
agents, servants, employees, and attorneys, and all those 
in active · concert or participation.with them, be and they 
are hereby perpetually enjoined and restrained from-

(a) Further carrying out the combination and con­
spiracy in restraint of trade and· commerce in the Dis­
trict of Columbia in cleaning, dyeing•; and/or otherwise 
renovating clothes, herein mentioned; 

(b) Agreeing upon or making effective any assign­
ment or allotment · of the business of retail dyers and 
cleaners of clothing; 

(c) Agreeing upon prices, terms and conditions to be 
charged and received by them for cleaning, dyeing and 
renovating clothes ; 

(d) Doing any acts to effectuate or enable them to 
observe any agreement for an assignment or allotment of 
the business of retail dyers and cleaners of clothing, or 
any agreement upon 'prices, terms and conditions to be 
charged and received by them for cleaning, dyeing and 
renovating clothes. 
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5. That jurisdiction of this cause· be retained by this 
Court for the purpose of enforcing this decree. 

6. That plaintiff recover from said defendants its 
costs, to be taxed by the Clerk, and that it have execu­
tion therefor. 

ALFRED A. WHEAT, 
Chief Justice. 

Filed Nov. 5, 1931. 
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U.S. v. PLUMBING AND HEATING INDUSTRIES ADMINISTRATIVE ASSOCIATION, 
INC.,ET AL. 

Civil No.: 5226 

Year Judgment Entered: 1939 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. PLUMBING AND 
HEATING INDUSTRIES, ADMINISTRATIVE ASS'N, 

ET AL., DEFENDANTS. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Civil Action No. 5226. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, COMPLAINANT 

vs. 

PLUMBING AND HEATING INDUSTRIES ADMINISTRATIVE 

ASSOCIATION, INC., JOSEPH G. HILDEBRAND, JOHN M . . 
BOTTS, J. H. McCARTHY, ELMON J. EWING, JOSEPH. A. 
HIGH, THEO. R. NEWMAN, MARK MORAN, W. HOWARD 

GOTTLIEB, MAURICE R. COLBERT,FRANK J. LUCAS, ED­

GAR O. OLSON, DEFENDANTS. 

JUDGMENT. 

This cause came on to be heard on this 22nd day of, 
December 1939 the complainant being represented by . 
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U. S. v. PLUMBING AND HEATING INDUSTRIES 2017 

David A. Pine, United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, and Gordon Dean, Special Assistant to the 
Attorney General, and the defendants being represented 
by their counsel, said defendants having appeared volun­
tarily and generally and having waived service of process. 

It appears to the Court that the defendants have con­
sented in writing to the making and entering of this 
judgment; 

It further appears to the Court that this judgment will 
provide suitable relief concerning the matters alleged in 
the complaint, and that by reason of the aforesaid con­
sent of the parties it is unnecessary to proceed with the 
trial of the cause, or to take testimony therein, or that any 
adjudication be made of the facts. 

Now, therefore, upon motion of complainant without 
taking any testimony or evidence, and without making 
any adjudication of the facts, and in accordance with 
said consent, it is hereby 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED : 

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of the subject matter 
set forth in the complaint and of all the parties hereto 
with full power and authority to enter this judgment 
and that the complaint alleges a combination in restraint 
of trade and commerce in the District of Columbia in 
the restriction and elimination of competitive bidding 
among plumbing and heating contractors in violation of 
the Act of Congress approved July 2, 1890, entitled "An 
Act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful re­
straints and monopolies," commonly known as the Sher-

. man Antitrust Act, ,and states a cause of action under 
said Act. 

2. That .defendant corporation, Plumbing and Heat­
ing Industries Administrative Association, Inc., be dis­
solved by action of the defendant officers and members 
of said corporation. 

3. That the defendants and each of them and each and  
all of their respective officers, directors, agents, servants, 
and employees, and all persons acting or claiming to act 
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on behalf of the defendants or any of them· be and they 
are hereby perpetually enjoined and rest rained from en-

.gaging in, carrying out, maintaining, or extending, di­
rectly or inclirectly, any ·combination to restrain trade 
or commerce in the District of Columbia in the restric­
tion and elimination of competitive bidding among 
plumbing and heating contractors such as is alleged in 
the complaint, ancl from entering into or carrying out, 
clirect!y or indirectly, by any means whatsoever, any 
combination of like character or effect, and more particu­
larly (but the enumeration following shall not detract 
from the inclusiveness of the foregoing) from doing, 
performing, agreeing upon, entering upon, or carrying 
out any of the following acts or things : 

(a) Operating any organization or engaging in any 
plan or procedure whereby the elimination or restriction 
of low bids on any project is accomp1ishecl; 

(b) Interfering or agreeing to interfere in any way 
with free and open competitive bidding on any and all 
construction projects in the District of Columbia. · 

4. That for the purpose of securing compliance with 
the judgment authorized representatives of the Depart­
ment of Justice shall, upon the request of the Attorney 
General or an Assistant Attorney General, be permitted 
access, within the office hours of the defendants, to all 
books, ledgers, accounts, correspondence, memoranda, 
and other records and documents in the possession or 
control of defendants, relating to any of the matters con­
tained in this judgment; that any authorized representa- . 
tive of the Department of Justice shall, subject to the 
reasonable convenience of the defendants, be permitted 
to interview officers or employees of defendants, with­
out interference, restraint , or limitation by defendants; 
that defendants, upon the written request of the Attorney 
General, shall submit such reports with respect to any 
of the matters contained in this judgment as may from 
time to time be necessary for the proper enforcement of 
this judgment. 
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5. That jurisdiction of this cause ·and of the parties 
hereto is retained for the purpose of giving full effect 
to this· judgment and for the enforcement of strict com- · 
pliance therewith, and for the further purpose of making 
such other and further orders and judgments or taking 
such other action as may from time to time be necessary. 

6. And that complainant recover its costs. · 
(S.) JAMES M. PROCTOR, 

Judge. 
Dated at Washington, D. C., this 22nd day of December 

1939. 
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U.S. v. UNION PAINTERS ADMINISTRATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC., ET AL. 

Civil No.: 5225 

Year Judgment Entered: 1939 

A-17 



Case 1:18-mc-00091-UNA Document 1-2 Filed 07/09/18 Page 19 of 38 

UNITED STATES OF AM.ERICA v. UNIO PAINTERS 
ADM! ISTRATIVE ASS'N INC., ET AL., 

DEFENDANTS. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Civil Action No. 5225. 

UNITED STATESOF AMERICA, COMPLAINANT 

vs 
. UNION PAINTERS ADMINISTRATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC., 

W. H. SHEEHAN, THOMAS H. REID, F. Y. DENSON, ED-
WARD W. MINTE Co., !NC., EDWARD W. MINTE, F . .J. 
RICE, A. WILLIAM DU BAR, DEFENDANTS. 

JUDGMENT. 

This cause came on to be heard on this· 2nd day of 
December 1939 the complainant being represented by 
David A. Pine, United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, and by Gordon Dean, Special Assistant to 
the Attorney General, and the defendants being repre­
sented by their counsel, said defendants having appeared 
voluntarily and generally and having waived service of 

process. 
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It appears to the Court .that the defendants have con­
sented in writing . to the· making and entering of this 
j uclgment 

It further appears to the Court that this judgment 
will provide suitable relief concerning the matters alleged 
in the complaint and that by reason of t11e aforesaid con­
sent of the parties it is unnecessary to proceed with the 
trial of the cause or to take testimony therein or t hat any 
adjudication be made of the facts. 

Now, therefore, upon motion of complainant, without 
taking any testimony or evidence, and without making 
any adj udication of the facts , and in accordance with 
said consent, it is hereby 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED: 

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of the subject mat­
ter set forth in the complaint and of all the parties here­
to with full power and authority to enter this judgment 
and that the complaint alleges a combination in restraint 
of trad e and commerce i.n the District of Columbia in 
the elimination of competitive bidding among painting 
contractors in violation of the Act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1890, entitled "An Act to protect trade and com­
merce against unlawful restraint and monopolies," com­
monly known as the Shennan Antitrust Act, and states 
a .cause of action under said Act. 

2. That charter of the defendant corporation, Union 
Painters Administrative Association, Inc., is hereby for-
feited. 

3. That the defendants and each of them and each and 
all of their respective officers, directors, agents, servants, 
and employees, and all persons acting or claiming to act 
on behalf of the defendants or any of them be and they 
are hereby perpetually enjoined and restrained from en­
gaging in, carrying out, maintaining, or extending, di­
rectly or indirectly, any combination to restrain trade 01· 

commerce in the District of Columbia in the elimination 
of competitive bidding among painting contractors such 
as is al leged in the complaint and from entering into or 
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carrying out, directly or _· indirectly, -by any means what-
- soever, any combination of like character or effect and 

rnore particularly (but the enumeration following shall 
not detract from the inclusiveness of the foregoing) .from . 
doing, performing, agreeing upon., entering upon, or . 
carrying out any of the following acts or things: 

a . Operating any organization or engaging in any de­
vice or scheme such as that commonly known as a bid de­
posit ory whereby the elimination or restriction of low 
bids on any project in the District of Columbia is ac-
complished; 

b . Interfering or agreeing to interfere in any way with 
free and open competitive bidding on any and all con-
struction projects in the District of Columbia; 

4. That for the purpose of securing compliance with 
the judgment authorized representatives of the Depart-
ment of Justice shall, upon the request of the Attorney 
General or an Assistant Attorney General, be permitted . 
access, within the office hours of the defendants, to all 
books, ledgers, accounts, correspondence, memoranda, 

. and other records and documents in the . possession .or . 
· control of defendants, relating to any of the matters con- .·· 

tained in this judgment; that any authorized representa­
tive of the Department of Justice shall, subject to the_ 
reasonable convenience of the defendants, be permitted 
to interview officers or employees of def endants, without 
interference, restraint, or limitation by defendants; that 
defendants, upon the written request of the Attorney 
General, shall submit such reports with respect to any 
of the matters contained in this judgment as may from 
time to time be necessary for the proper enforcement of 
this judgment. 

, 5. · That jurisdiction of this cause and of the parties 
hereto is retained for the purpose of giving full effect to 
this judgment and fo r the enforcement of strict compli­
ance therewith, and for the further purpose of making 
such other and further orders and judgments or taking · 
such other action as may from time to time be necessary. 
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6. And that complainant recover its costs. 
(S.) JAMES M . PROCTOR, 

Judge 
Dated at Washington, D. c., this 22nd day of December 

1939. 
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U.S. v. EXCAVATORS ADMINISTRATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC., ET AL. 

Civil No.: 5227 

Year Judgment Entered: 1939 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. EXCAVATORS 
ADMINISTRATIVE ASS'N, ET. AL., DEFENDANTS 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Civil Action No. 5227. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, COMPLAINANT 

vs. 
EXCAVATORS ADMINISTRATIVE ASSOCIATION, !NC., LOGAN 

PINGREE COMPANY, INC., THE M. CAIN COMPANY, INC., 
CRANE SERVICE COMPANY, INC., RAYMOND HARTZELL, 
HERMAN MORAUER, RAYMOND MORAUER, JAMES PAR­
RECO, THEODORE PARRECO, WILLIAM PARRECO, EDWARD 
PARRECO, LOGAN PINGREE, F. J . RICE, M. CAIN, 

DEFENDANTS. 

JUDGMENT. 

This cause came on to be heard on this 22nd day of 
December 1939, the complaint being represented by David 
A. Pine, United States Attorney for the District of 
Columbia, and Gordon Dean, Special Assistant to the 
Attorney General, and the defendants being represented 
by their counsel, said defendants having appeared volun­
tarily and generally and having waived service of pro­
cess. 

It appears to the Court that the defendants have con­
sented in writing to the making and entering of this 
judgment; 
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It further appears to the Court that this judgment 
will provide suitable relief concerning the matters alleged 
in the complaint, and that by reason of the aforesaid 
consent of the parties it is unnecessary to proceed with 
the trial of the cause or to take testimony therein, or 
that any adjudication be made of the facts. 

Now, therefore, upon motion of complainant, without 
taking any testimony or evidence, and without making 
any adjudication of the facts, and in accordance with 
said consent, it is hereby 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED: 

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of the subject mat­
ter set forth in the complaint and of all the parties hereto 
with full power and authority to enter this judgment, and 
that the complaint ,alleges a combination in restraint of 
trade and commerce in the work of excavating and the 
competitive bidding thereon in violation of the Act of 
Congress approved July 2, 1890, entitled, "An Act to 
protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies," commonly known as the Sherman Anti­
trust Act, and states a cause of action under said Act. 

2. That defendant corporation, Excavators Adminis­
trative Association, Inc., be and the same is hereby dis­
·solved. 

3. That the defendants and each of them and each 
and all of their respective officers, directors, members, 
agents, servants, and employees, and all persons acting 
or claiming to act on behalf of the defendants, or any of 
them, be and they are hereby perpetually enjoined and 
restrained from engaging in, carrying out, maintaining or 
extending, directly or indirectly, any combination to re­
strain trade and commerce in the work of excavating and 
the competitive bidding· thereon, such as is alleged in the 
complaint, and from entering into or carrying out, di­
rectly or indirectly, by any means whatsoever, any com­
bination of like character or effect, and more particu­
larly (but the enumeration following shall not detract 
from the inclusiveness of the foregoing) from doing, per-

A-24 



Case 1:18-mc-00091-UNA Document 1-2 Filed 07/09/18 Page 26 of 38 

2024 DECREES AND JUDGMENTS 

forming, agreeing upon, entering upon, or carrying out 
any of the following acts or things : 

(a) Operating any organization or engaging in any 
plan or procedure such as that commonly known as a 
bid deposito,ry whereby the elimination or restriction of 
low bids on any project in the District of Columbia is 
accomplished; 

(b) Interfering or agreeing to interfere in any way 
with free and open competitive bidding on any and all 
construction projects in the District of Columbia. 

4. That for the purpose of securing compliance with 
the judgment authorized representatives of the Depart­
ment of Justice shall, upon the request of the Attorney 
General or an Assistant Attorney General, be permitted 
access, within the office hours of the .defendants, to all 
books, ledgers, accounts, correspondence, memoranda, 
and other records and documents in the possession or 
control of defendants, relating to any of the matters 
contained in this judgment; that any authorized repre­
sentative of the Department of Justice shall, subject to 
the reasonable convenience of the defendants, be per­
mitted to interview officers or employees of defendants, 
without interference, restraint, or limitation by defend-
ants; that defendants, upon the written request of the 
Attorney General, shall submit such reports with re­
spect to any of the matters contained in this judgment 
as may from time to time be necessary for the proper 
enforcement of this judgment. 

5. That jurisdiction of this case and of the parties 
hereto be,and it hereby is, retained by the Court for the 
purpose of giving full effect to this judgment and for the 
enforcement of a strict compliance therewith, and for the 
further purpose of making such other and further orders 
and judgments·or taking such other action as may from 
time to time be necessary. 

6. And that complainant recover its costs. 
(S.) JAMES M. PROCTOR, 

Judge .. 
Dated at Washington, D. C., this 22nd day of December 

1939. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. MASON CONTRAC­
TORS ASS'N, ET AL., DEFENDANTS. 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Civil Action No. 6169. 

UNITEDSTATES OF AMERICA, COMPLAINANT 

vs. 

MASON CONTRACTORS ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT 

OF COLUMBIA; NORMAN P. SM ITH COMPANY, INC.; AN-
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CHOR FIREPROOFING COMPANY, INC. ; THE MERANDO COM• 

PANY, INC.; HORTON MYERS & RAYMOND, INC.; GRECO & 
CAROSELLA Co. , INC.; F. J . KELLEY; WILLIAM F. NELSON; 

E. A. RULE;A. R. MYERS; c. M. RAYMOND; D. B. WEISI­

GER; HOMER T. BOOTH; Roy E. SHOOK; CHARLES w. 
HAMMETT ; E. F . GREENSTREET; SAM MERANDO; RAY ­

MOND PUMPHREY; DENNIS DONOVAN; JOHN GARVY; 
THOMAS F. ELAM; AND CARROLL LARKlN, DEFENDANTS. 

JUDGMENT. 

This cause came on to be heard on this 12th clay of 
March 1940, the complainant being· represented by 
David A. line, United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, and Walter R. Hutchinson, Special As-
sistant t o the Attorney General, and the defendants 
being represented by their counsel, said defendants 
having appeared voluntarily and generally and having 
waived service of process. 

It appears to the Court that the defendants have con­
sentei in writing to the making and entering of this 
judgment; 

It further appears to the Court that this judgment 
will prov.ide suitable relief concerning the matters al-
leged in the complaint, and t hat by reason of the afore-
said consent of the parties it is unnecessary to proceed 
with the trial of the cause, or to take testimony therein, 
or that any adjudication be made of the facts. 

Now, therefore, upon motion of the complainant, with­
out taking any testimony or evidence, and without mak-
ing any adjudication of the facts, and in accordance 
with said consent, it is hereby 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED : 

I. That the Court has jurisdiction of the sub,iect mat­
ter set forth in the complaint and of all the parties 
hereto with f ull power and authority to enter this judg-
ment, and that the complaint alleges a combination in 
restraint of trade and commerce in contracting for 
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masonry work and the competitive bidding thereon in 
violation of § 3 of the Act of Congress approved J uly 
2, 1890, entitled, "An Act to protect trade ·and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies," commonly 
known as the Sherman Antitrust Act, and states a cause 
of action under said Act. 

II. That the defendants and each of them and each 
and all of their respective officers, directors, members, 
agents, s.ervants, and employees, and all persons acting 
or claimingto act on behalf of the defendants, or any of 
them, be, and they are hereby, perpetually enjoined and 
restrained from engaging in, carrying out, maintaining, 
or extending, directly or indirectly, any combination to 
restrain trade' and commerce in contracting for masonry 
work and the competitive bidding thereon, such as is 
alleged in the complaint, and from entering into or 
carrying out, directly or indirectly, by any means what­
soever, any combination of like character or effect, and, 
more particularly (but the enumeration following shall 
not detract from the inclusiveness of the foregoing), 
from doing, performing, agreeing upon, entering upon, 
or carrying out any of the following acts or things: 

(A) Operating any organization or engaging in 
any plan or procedure such as that commonly known 
as a bid depository whereby the elimination or re­
striction of low bids on any project in the District of 
Columbia is accomplished; 

(B) Interfering or agreeing to interfere in any 
way with the right of any mason contractor to bid or 
to rebid on any project in the District of Columbia 
or with the right of any general contractor to request 
or receive bids or rebids from any qualified mason 
contractor and to enter into contracts or agreement s 
with any such mason contractor; 

(C) Interfering or agreeing to interfere in any way 
with free ancl open competitive bidding on any and 
all construction projects in the District of Columbia. 
I II. That for the purpose of securing compliance 

with the judgment, authorized representatives of the 
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Department of Justice shall upon the request of the 
Attorney General or an Assistant Attorney Gen eral, be 
permitted access within the offi ce hours of the def end­
ants, to all books, ledgers, accounts, correspondence, 
memoranda, and other records and documents in the 
possession or control of defendants, relating to any of 
the matters contained in this judgment; that any au­
thor ized representative of the Department of Justice 
shall, subject to the reasonable comvenience of the de­
fendants, be permitted to interview officers or employees 
of defendants, without interference, restraint, or limita­
tion by defendants; that defendants, upon the written 
request of the Attorney General, shall submit such re­
ports with r espect to any of the matters contained in 
this judgment as may from time to time be necessary 
for the proper enforcement of this judgment. 

IV. That jurisdiction of this case and of the parties 
hereto be, and it hereby is, retainedby the Court for the 
purpose of giving full effect to this judgment and for 
the enforcement of a strict compliance therewith, and 
for the further purpose of making such other and fur-
ther orders and judgments or t aking sucb other action 
as may from time to time be necessary. 

V. And that complainant recover its cost. 
F. DICKINSON LETTS, Judge. 

Dated at Washington, D. C., this 12th day of March, 
1940. 
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U.S. v. THE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN RAILROADS, ET AL. 

Civil No.: 4551 

Year Judgment Entered: 1941 
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In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Colun1bia 

Civil Action No. ·4551 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF 

v. 
THE ASSOCIATIONOF AMERICAN RAILROADS, 

John J. P elley, 
A ugustus F. Cleveland, 
Edward H. Bunnell, 
Robert V. Fletcher, 
Ralph Budd, 
Martin W . Clement, 
Charles E. Denney, 
Edward M. Durham, 
George B. Elliott, 
Edward J. Engel, 
Edward S. French, 
\Villiam M. Jeffers, 
Duncan J . Kerr, 
James N. Kurn, 
Ernest E. Norris, 
Legh R. Powell, Jr., 
Henry A. Scandrett, 
Daniel Upthegrove, 
Daniel Willard, 
F rederick E. Williamson, 

404508-41 (1) 
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George E. Hagenbuch and Harry B , Stewart, Trustees, 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown Railroad Company, 

Alton & Southern Railroad Company, 
.Alton Railroad Company, 
Norman B. Pitcairn and Franck C. Nicodemus, Jr., Re­

ceivers, Ann Arbor Railroad Company, 
Manistique & Lake Superior Railroad Company, 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company, 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Company, 
Panhandle & Santa Fe Railway Company, 

Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast Railroad Company, 
Atlantic & Yadkin Railway Company, 
Atlantic Ooast Line Railroad Company, 
Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal Railroad Com­

pany, 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company, 

Staten Island Rapid Transit Railway Company, 
Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company, · 
Boston & Maine Railroad Company, 
Buffalo Creek Railroad Company, 
Burlington-Rock Island Railroad Company, 
Butte, Anaconda & Pacific Railway Company, 
Canadian National Railway Company, 

Duluth, Winnipeg & Pacific Railway Company, 
Central Vermont Railway Company, 
Grand Trunk Western Railroad Company, 
Muskegon Railway & Navigation Company, 
International Bridge Company, 
St. Clair Tunnel Company, 

Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
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Henry D. Pollard, Receiver, Cential of Georgia Rail-
way Company, 

Louisville & Wadley Railroad Company, 
Wadley Southern Railway Company, 
Wrightsville & Tennile Railroad Company, 

Central Railroad Company of New Jersey, 
Wharton & Northern Railroad Company, 

Charleston & Western Carolina Railway Company, 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Company, 

Benjamin Wham, Trustee, Chicago & Eastern Illi­
nois Railway Company, 

Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Company, 
Charles P . Megan and Charles M. Thomson, Trustees, 

Chicago ·& Northwestern Railway Company, 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 

Company, 
Chicago & Western Indiana Railroad Company, 
Charles F . Propst, Receiver, Chicago, Attica & South­

ern Railroad Company, 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company, 
Holman D. Pettibone, Trustee, Chicago, Indianapolis 

& Louisville Railway Company, 
Henry A. Scandrett, Walter J. Cummings, and George 

I. Haight, Trustees, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific Railroad Company, 

Frank 0. Lowden, James E . Gorman, and Joseph B . 
Fleming, Trustees, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company, 

Peoria Terminal Company, 
Louis H. Phettiplace, 
Colorado & Southern Railway Company, 
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Columbus & Greenville Railway Company, 
Delaware & Hudson Railroad Corporation, 

Greenwich & Johnsonville Railway Company, 
Schoharie Valley Railway Company, 

Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad Company,. 
Wilson McCarthy and Henry Swan, Trustees, Denver 

& Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, 
Denver & Salt Lake Railway Company, 
Detroit & Mackinac Railway Company, 
Detroit, Toledo Shore Line Railroad Company, 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton Railroad Company, 
Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range Railway Company, 
Edward A. Whitman and James L . Homire, Trustees,. 

Duluth, South Shore & Atlantic-Railway Company, 
Mineral Range Railroad Company, 

Durham & Southern Railway Company, 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Railway Company, 
Charles E. Denney and John A. Hadden, Trustees,. 

Erie Railroad Company, 
Chicago & Erie Railroad Company, 
New Jersey & New York Railroad Company, 
New York, Susquehanna & Western Railroad 

Company, 
William R. Kenan, Jr., and Scott M-. Loftin, Receivers,. 

Florida East Coast Railway Company, 
Clyde H. Crooks, Receiver, Fort Dodge, Des Moines: 

& Southern Railroad Company, 
Fort Worth & Denver City Railway Company, 
Galveston, Houston & Henderson Railroad Company,. 
Charles A. Wickersham, General Manager, Georgia 

Railroad Company, 
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William V. Griffin and Hugh W. Purvis, Receivers, 
Georgia & Florida Railroad Company, 

Great Northern Railway Company, 
Farmers Grain & Shipping Company's Railroad, 
Spokane, Coeur d'Alene & Palouse Railway Com­

pany, 
Gulf, Mobile & Northern Railroad Company, 
Huntingdon & Broad Top Mountain Railroad & Coal 

Company, 
Illinois Central Railroad Company, 

Yazoo & Mississippi Valley Railroad Company, 
Gulf & Ship Island Railroad Company, 

Illinois Terminal Railroad Company, 
Indianapolis Union Railway Company, 
Kansas City Southern Railway, 

Arkansas Western Railway Company, 
Kentucky & Indiana Terminal Railroad Company, 
Lake Superior & lshpeming Railroad Company, 
Lehigh & Hudson River Railway Company, 
Lehigh & New England Railroad Company, 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, 
Louisiana & A1·kansas Railway Company, 
Louisville & Nash ville Railroad Company, 
McCloud River Railroad Company, 
Maine Central Railroad Company, 
Midland Valley Railroad Company, 

Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf Railway Company, 
Oldahoma City-Ada-Atoka Railway Company, 

Lucian 0 . Sprague, Receiver, Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad Company, 

Geo1·ge W. Webster and Joseph Chapman, Trustees, 
Minneapolis, St. Paul &Sault Ste. Marie Railway, 
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