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Attorney Genera.l J. Howard ~Grath at"I..nounced that the Federal 

Court in Philadelphia today imposed fines totaling $30,000 against 

Nath.ep1 Straus-Duparquet, Iriee , Ne'iv York" Netl York, The Ar~rcraft 

COlTl})any, Philadelphia" Pennsylvania, Victor V. Clad Company, Phila­

delphia" Pennsylvania, W. F. Dougherty & Sons, Incorporated" Phila­

delphia.. Pennsylvania, and five individuals, upon .Il.iheir pleas of 

nolo contendere to an indictment charging 1lJiolations of the Sherman 

Antitrust Act :in the sale and distribution of kitchen equipment in 

Pennsylvania" New Jersey.. Dela.ware and Yaryland. 

The indictment which Vias returned on Jul.y 13 J 1949, charged 

that the defendants conspired to elLTjnate cQmpetition bJ agreeing 

among themselves to designate for particular jobs the defendant manu­

facturers 'liho would su1::mit bids J to designate the defendant manufac­

turer who would submit the low bid, and to have the other defendant 

manufaoturers submit higher bids to protect the bid of the low bidder. 

The fines imposed were: 

Nathan Straus·-Duparquet, Inc. 

The Arbycraft Company 51 000 

Victor V. Clad Company 4,000 

w. F. Dougherty at Sons, Incorporated 5,,000 

George P, A~~ner 2,,590 
Vice ·.Pre.ident, Straus-Duparquet 

I.rving Young 2,,500 
President, Arbycra.ft 



John J. Carson $1,000 
Secretar.r and Treasuret J Clad "" ...........". a - , 

" 
W. F. Dougherty 2,500 
Treasurer, Dougherty 

Russell J. Gloekler 2,500 
Wynnewoodl Pennsylvania 

Herbert A. Bergson, Assistant Attorney General in charge of' the 

Antitrust Division, saidt HTh1s ea:se is part of our program for com­

bating the high cost of liVing and further emphasizes our purpose of 

protecting the American "publio against ~estrictive or monopolistic 

practices. Aconspiracy among competitors to prevent competition tends 

to eliminate the incentive to increase efficiency and to pass on to 

the public the benefits of improved ~ervice at a lower priee. Such a 

conspiracy violates the f'Ulld8.lllental Amerioan pri."lciple of free I com­

petitive enterprise whiCh the antitrust laws were designed to protect." 

The case was handled for- the Department of Justic"e by Sta."lley E. 

Dllsney, Chief of the MidcU~ Atlantic Office or the Antitrust Division, 

W1ll1am L. r~er, Specia~ Assistant to the Attorney GeneraJ., Ralph J. 

CuJ.ver and Richard B. :r-1cHah1l1, Special Attorneys, under the generjl 

supe:vis1pn of E&~ard p. Hodges, Chief of the Trial Section of the 

Antitrust Division. 


