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In the District Court of the United States
- of America for the Northern District of
Illinois, Eastern Division

In Equiry No. .

Uxrrrp STATES OF AMERICA, PETITIONER,
1 '

Lonowrcr-Ceranon Company, Jaurs M. Wniiams,
R. E. Sturtevant, A. N. Sorenson, Horace White,
J. W, Stephens, Artbur W. Applewhite and
George J. Lawler, doing business under the firm-
name and style of Applewhite and Lawler Com-
pany, George T. Stafford, F. W. Holeomb, A, B. | i
Byrnes, A. B. Sandoz, George 8. Mears, R. T.
Cole, H, F. Beyer, Alfred Lo Cascio, and B. A
Campbell, defendants. S

FETITION

To The Honorable Judges Of The Distriet Court:
of the United States for the Northern District of
Dlinois, Fastern Diviston: A

Petitioner, United States of Ameriea, by its at-.
torngy for the Norithern District of Il inois, Bastern

Division, acting under the direction of the Attorney
86500—20——1 )
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General of the United States, brings this proceeding
in equity against:
K 4

THE DRFENDANTS

The Ludowici-Celadon Company is a corpora-
tion organized and existing under and by virtue of
the laws of the State of Illinocis, (sometimes re-

ferred to hereinafter as the “‘corporate defend-
ant’’), which transacts business in this district and

is found doing business therein at No. 104 South

Michigan Avenue, in the city of Chicago, in this

district and in this division, where its place of busi-
ness ig in charge of Mr. James M. Williams, its

president;

James M. Williams, a citizen and resident of the
State of Illinois, having a place of business at No.
104 South Michigan Avenne, in the City of Chieago,
therein; |

R. E. Sturtevant, a citizen and resident of the
State of TNinois, having a place of business at No.

104 South Michigan Avenue, in the City of Chicago, -

therein;
A. N. Sorenson, a citizen and resident of the

State of Ilinois, having a plaee of business at No,
104 South Michigan Avenue, in the City of Chicago,
therein;

Horace White, a citizen and resident of the State
of Louisiana, having a place of business al No. 833
Howard Avenue, in the City of New Orleans,

therein;
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J. W. Stephens, a citizen and resident of the
State of Texas, who controls, through stoek owner-
ship, J. W. Stephens Roofing Tile Corporation, and
having a place of budiness in the City of Dallas,
therein;

Arthur W. Applewhite and George J. Lawler,
both being citizens and residents of the State of
Qeorgia, doing business as a co-partnership, under
the S1m-name and style of Applewhite and Lawler
Company, and having a place of business at No.
1316 Gitizens and Southern Bank Building, in the
City of Atlanta, therein; :

George T\ Stafford, a cilizen and resident of the
State of Alabama, having a place of business at
No. 408% North Ninteenth Street, in the Cify of
Birmingham, therein;

¥. W. Holcomb, a citizen and resident of the
State of Ohio, and having a place of business in the
Yndustries Building, in the City of Cincinnati,
therein; '_

A. B. Byrnes, a citizen and resident of the State
of Minnesota, baving a place of business at No. 3636
South Colmnbus Avenue, in the City of Minneap-~
olis, therein; .

A. B. Sandoz, a citizen and resident of the Biate
of Louisiana, and having a place of business at
Room 200, Southern Building, No, 833 Howard
Avenue, in the Cily of New Orleans, therein;
~ George 8. Mears, a gitizen and resident of the
State of Florida, and having a place of business
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in the Florida National Bank Building (care of

Interloeking Tile Co.) in the City of Jaeksonville,
therein;

R. T. Cole, a citizen and resident of the State of
Georgia, having a place of business at Room No.

1316 Citizens and Southern Bank Building (care

of Applewhite and Lawler Company) in the City
of Atlanta, therein;

H. P. Beyer, a citizen and resident of the Sfate -
of New York, having a place of business at No.
565 Fifth Avenue, in the City of New York, therein;

Alfred Lo Cascio, a citizen and resident of the
State of Massachusetts, having a place of business
at No. 120 Boylston Street (care of E. Stanley

Wires Co.) in the City of Boston, therein; and
B. A. Campbell, a citizen and resident of the
State of Illinoig, having a place of business at No.
104 South Michigan Avenue, in the City of Chicago,
therein.
IT

PURPOSB OF THE I'ETITION

This proceeding is brought under the provisions
of Section 4 of the Act of Congress of July 2, 1890,
entitled ““An Aet To protect trade and commerce
against unlawful restraintis and monopolies” (26
Staje 209), commonly known as the *‘Sherman
Anti-Trust Act”, to prevent and restrain defend-
ants from further engaging in this distriet and
elsewhere in the United States in violation of the

SEP-12+1938 16742 FROM

provisions of Sections 1 and 2 of that Act, in the.
manner and by the means hereinafler alleged.
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JORISDICTION AND DRSCRIFTION OF THE COHMEBG!

the United Stntes, as a covering for pitched roofs,
cornices and other exposed surfaces of buildings
and siructures.

During many years last pasi, and continuing
down to and including the date of the filing of this
petition, a numbeér of persons, firms and/or cor-
porations, other than the corporate defendant, have
been engaged from time to time in interstate trade
and eommerce in the manufacture and sale of roof-
ing tile, and continuously during this period one or
more of these persons, firms ard/or corporations
were respectively engaged in the manufaeture and
sale of roofing tile and the shipment thereof, in
interstate trade and commeree, in and through this
district, and throughout the United States, espe-
cially throughout those states lying east of the
Rocky Mountains. These persons, firms and/or
corporations sold and shipped, or shipped for sale,
the greater part of the roofing tile, so manufae-
_tured, to nsers, dealers, contractors and to the

agents of these persons, firms and/or coxporations, |

whose several places of use and business have been

situated in states other than those in which sueh
roofing tile has heen manufactured by the said per-
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during the period referred to there has been a con-
stant and continuous flow of shipments of yoofing -
tile from the places of manufacture by such persons, -

firms and/or corperations {o users, dealers, con-

tractors and agents, in siates other than those in
which the roofing tile was manufaetured. In and
by so manufacturing, selling and shipping such
roofing tile into states other than those of manufae-
ture, each of the persons, firms and/or eoxpora-
tions, o which referenee has been made, have been
engaged, and in sowe instances are still engaged,
in trade and commerce among the several states of
the Tinited States within the meaning of the Act
of Congress approved July 2, 1890, entitled “An
Act To protect trade and commerce against unlaw-
ful restraints and monopolies.”

IV

DEFENDANTH' HELATION TO THE COMMERCE WHICH IS8
AXD HAS BREN RESTRAINED AND MONOPOLIZED

At all the times hercinafter mentioned, the eov-
porate defendant was, and now is, engaged in the
manufaciure and sale, in interstate commeree,
thronghont the United States, of roofing tile. It
owns and operates manufacturing plants for the
produaction of roofing tile at New Lexington, Ohio,

- Coffeyville, Xansas, and Pern, Kansas. It main-

taing executive offices as well as a sales office at No,

7104 South Michigan Avenue, in the City of Chicago,

Illineis, in this district, and has branch sales offices

-
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in the City of New York, New York, Philadelphia,
Penusylvania, Pittshurgh, Pennsylvania, Washing-
ton, D, C,, Cleveland, Ohio, Cincinnati, Ohio, De-
troit, Michigan, Mimeapolis, Minuesota, St. Louis,
Missouri, Kansas City, Missouri, Coffeyville, Kan-
sas, Dallas, Texas, Atlantn, Georgia, Jacksonville,
Florida, and New Ovleans, Louisiana; :

Defendant. J. M. Williams is the president, gen-
eral manager and a director of the corporale de-
fendant, and has charge of its sales, especially in the
#astern and New England territory;

Defendant R. E. Sturtevant is the vice-president,
and treasurer of corporate defendant;

Defendant A. N, Sorenson is a sales manager of .
the corporate defendant for the middle-western,
southwestern and southern states; ‘

Defendant Horaee White is engaged in the busi-
ness of buying and selling roofing tile manufactured
by the corporate defendant and in installing the
same, At the times hereinafter mentioned, defend-
ant White has had, and now has, an arrangement
with the corporate defendant under which defend-
ant White is the exclusive sales agent for the cor
parate defendant in the City of New Orleans, Lou-
isiana, and is a so-called “preferved roofer” (to
which term reference is hereinafter made) for the
territory including southern Louisiana and along
the Gulf coast; _

- Defendant J. W Stephens is engaged in the busi-
ness of bhuying and selling roofing tile manufae-
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tured by the corparate defendant and in installing
the same, At the times hereinafter men tioned, de-
fendant Stephens hag had, and now has, an ar-
rangement with the corporate defendant under
whieh defendant Stephens is the exclusive sales
agent for the corporate defendant in the cities of
Dallas and Fort Worth, Texas, and is a so-called
“preferred roofer” for the territory including the ;
castern part of the State of Texas, cxeepting the |
City of Houston; |
Defendants Arthur W, Applewhite and George J.
Lawler, doing business under the firm name and
style of Applewhite ang Lawler Company, are en-
gaged in the business of buying and selling roofing
tile manutactured by the eorporate defendant and
in installing the same. At the times hereinafter
mentioned, defendants Applewhite and Lawler
had, and now have, an arrangement with the
corporate defendant under which defendants Ap-
plewhite and Lawler are the exclusive sales agents
for the corparate defendant in the City of Atlanta,
Qeorgia, and aye so-called “preferred roofers’’ for
the territory inchiding Georgia ang seventeen coun-
ties in norihwestory South Carolina ;

Defendant George T. Stafford is engaged in the
business of selling roofing tile manufactured by the
corporate defendant as its agent. At the times here-
inafter wentioned, defendant Stafford has had, and

low hag, an arrangement with fhe corporate de-

fendant under which defendant Stafford is the ex-
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elusive saleg agent for the corporate defendant in
the City of Birmingham, Alabama, for the territory
including Alabama, Tennessee, nine eounties in
Florida, and Miseigsi Ppi, excepting eight counties;
Defendant ¥ W, Holeomb, at the times herein-
after mentioned, was, and now 18, a salaried sales-
man in the employ of the corporate defendant,
engaged in selling its roofing tile in the State of
Ohio, especially the southern part thereof;
Defendant A, B. Byrnes, at the times hereinafter
L mentioned, was, and now I8, & salaried; salesman in
. the employ of the corporate defendant, engaged
in selling its roofiug file in the State of Minnesota ;
Defendant A. 13, Sandoz, at the times hereinaftep
mentioned, was, and now I8, a salaried salesman in
the employ of the corporate defendm:t,: engaged in
selling its roofing tile in the State of Mississippi; [
Defendant George 8. Mears, at the times herve. '
inafter mentioned, was, and now is, a salaried sales- :
man in the employ of the corporate defendant, ¢n-
gaged in sclling its roofing tile in the State of ,
Florida; _ :
Defendant R. T. Cole, at the times hereinafter
mentioned, was, and now i8, a salavied salesman in
the employ of the eorporate defendant, engeged in
selling its roofing tile in the State of Georgia and
surrounding territory; -
Defendant H. B Beyer, at the times hereipaffer
ncntioned, was, and now is, a district sales mang ger
345682912 .
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in the employ of the corporate defendant, having
charge of the sales of its roofing tile, especially in
the cities of New York and Philadelphia, and in
the New England states;

Defendant Alfred Lo Caseio, at the times herein-
after mentioned, was, and now is, manager of the
. Stanley Wires Company, having an office at No.
120 Boylston Sireet, in the City of Boston, Massa-
chusetts, and, as such, was and is engaged in buy-
ing, selling and installing roofing tile manufaetured
by the corporate defendant for the territory includ-
ing the New England states; and .

Defendant B. A, Campbell, at the times herein-
after wentioned, was, and now is, a stockholder in,
and eredif manager in the employ of, the corporate’
defendant, and under the direetion of the late A. W.
Brown, former president of the corporate defend-
ant, condueted some of the preliminary negotiations
on behalf of the corporate defendant, relative to
the purchase by it of the business, property and
assets of the Mid-Coniinent Clay Company, to
which reference is hereinafter more fully made,

L'
THE DNLAWFUL CONSPIRACY

Throughout many years last past, and continu-
ing down to and including the date of the filing of
this petition, the defendants {(as well as their pred-

- ecessors ‘in-interest) bhave eonspired, and are eon- -




1

tinuing to conspire, to restrain interstate trade and
connneree in the manufacture and sale of roofing
tile, and to monopolize, and to attempt to monopo-
lize, such trade aud commerce throughout this dis-
triet angd elsewhere in the United States, especially
in the states lying generally east of the Rocky
Mountains, all in the manner and by the means
hereinafier alleged.

YI

EXECUTION OF TIIE CONSIMRRACY

The conspiracy hereinbefore alleged was in-
tended to be exeented, and in faet was executed, by
the defendants and their predceessors in interest,
within this distriet, and within the jurisdiction of
this court, and elsewhere throughout the United
States by the following means and methods:

1. Dominant Position of Corporate Defendant

At the times hereinafter set forth, the corporate
defendant made a series of aequisitions of the
businesses, properties and assets of several eorpo-
rations, the names of which are hereinafier stated,
for the purpose and with the effect of eliminating
competition in the maufacture and sale in inter-
state commerce of roofing tile, and to obtain for
the corporate defendent a dominating position in
this industry, especially in the states east of the
Rocky Mountains, as hereinafter more fully set
g D @ ;
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At the date of its organization in 1893, the eorpo-
rate defendant, under its then name, Ludowici

~ Roofing "Tile Company, owned and operated a sin-

gle plant. for the production of reofing tile at Chi-
cago Heights, IMinois. In about the ycar 1902,
the eorporate defendant constructed an additional
Plant for the manvfacture of roofing tile at Lude-
wici in the State of Georgia, .

On or about the twenty-third day of March, 1906,
the defendant corporation, under its then name,
Ludowici Roofing Tile Company, acquired the
business, properfy and assets of the Celadon Roof-
ing Tile Company, tc which reference is bereinafiey
made. ) \

Concurrently with the acquisition of this latter
company, the name of the defendant eorporation
was changed to Ludowici-Celadon Conmpany.

The Celadon Roofing Tile Company, the business,
propexty and assets of which wore acquired by the
defendant carporation, as aforesaid, was a eorpora-
tion organized in or about the year 1888, under the
laws of the State of New York, under the name,
Celadon Roofing Tile and Terrq Cotta Company,
ongngcd in the manufacture and sale in ndessdate
comnnerce of roofing tile, and having its prineipal
place of business and a manufacturing plant for the
Production of roofing tile at Alfred, New York.

In the year 1899 this corporation acquired, by pur-

chase, the business, property and assets of the Chi- —

.........
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cago Terra Coita and Roofing and Siding Tile
Company, a corporation of the State of Ilinois,
engaged in the business of manufacturing and sell-
Ing in interstate commeree roofing tile and having
its prineipal place of business and a plant for the
manufacture of roofing tile at Ottawa, Ninois. In
the year 1900, the name of the Celadon Roofing Tile
and Terra Cotta Company was changed to the Cela-
don Roofing Tile Company,

Prior to the acquisition of the business, property
and assefs of tho Celadon Roofing Tile Company,
ag aforesaid, on or about J uly 11, 1905, the Celadon
Roofing Tile Company purchased the. business,
propexly and assets of the Imperial Clay Company,
A corporation of the State of Obio, engaged in the
business of manufacturing and selling in interstate
commerce roofing tile, and having. its Pprincipal
place of business and a manufactu ring plant for the
production of roofing tile at New Lexington, Ohio,

On or about August 21, 1908, the defendant cor-
poration purchased the business, property and as-
sels, incuding manufactured tile and shale de-
posits, of the Western Roofing Tile Company, a
corporation in 1he Stute of Kansas, engaged in the
business of manufacturing and selling, in interstate
comnierce, roofing tile, and having its prineipal
~ place of business and a manufacturing plant for the
production of roofing tile at Coffeyville, Kansas,

On or about July 15, 1924, after preliminary
negotiations earried on in part by the defendant

: S
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Campbell, the corporate defendant purchased from
Mrs. Neils FEsperson residing in Houston, Texas;
and then doing business under the trade name and
siyle of Mid-Continent Clay Company, the manu-.
Tacturing plant and business owned by her at Peru,
Kansas, for the mannfacture and sale in interstate
commerce of roofing tile, together with all finished
produet, inventories, accounts reccivable, and all
other asscis belonging to or appurtenant to the busi-
ness and the manufacturing plant as a going
eoncern.

Each of the acquisitions of the businesses and
manufacturing plants, for the production and sale
in interstate commerea of roofing tile, as aforesaid,
were made for the purpose of exeluding competi-
tors of the corporate defendant from continuing to
carry on the business of ynannfacturing and selling
roofing tile in interstate commeree in competition
with the corporate defendant; and concurrently
with cach of these acquisitions, as aforesaid, each
of the corporations and Mrs. Esperson, whose husi-
ness and property was aequired by the eorporate
defendant, ceased, and has not since resumed, ear-
rying on the business of manufacturing and selling
roofing tile.

As a result of the acquisitions inade, as aforesaid,
the corporate defendant has acquired a dominant
position in the industry, especially in the tervitory

~ineluded in the states lying east of the Roeky Moun-

tains, in which territory the eorporate defendant
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now transaets approximately 90 per cent of the to-
tal business in the manufacture and sale of roofing
tile. This dominant position of the corporate de-
fendant has not resulted entirely from normal ex-
pansion and legitimate business enterprises, but,
especially in the acuisition of the Mid-Continent
Clay Company, hercinbefore alleged, it has resulted
from acquisitions of competing businesses by con-
tracts and other arrangements deliberately in-
tended to have, and actually having, the power to
control the entire roofing tile industry, especially in
the territory mentioned above.

2, Acis In Furtheranr;e of the Conspiracy
The corporate defendant has entered into unlaw-

ful agreements and arrangements with defendants
Horace White, J. W, Stephens, Arthur W. Apple-

- white and George J. Lawler, and under which these

several individual defendants are designated “‘pre-
ferred roofers” for the purchase, resale and in-
stallation of roofing tile manufactured by the eor-
porate defendant.

Moreover, pursuant to these unlawful agreements
and arrangements, the several individual defend--
ants named above receive special discounts on the
purchase and resale of roofing tile manufactured
by the eorporate defendant, whieh special diseounts
are not given to other purchasers of roofing tile en-
gaged in a similar business as the several individua)
defendants named above, and making purchases
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and resales of 'mmﬁng tile under substantially simi-
lar conditions. 'These agrcements and arrange- .
ments have been enteved into and carried ont by the |
corporate defendant and the several individual
defendants named abave for the purpose or with the
cffeet of (a) excluding compelitors of the several
individual defendants from carrying on their law-

~ ful husiness in competition with these individual

defendants, and (b) preventing competitors of the
corporate defendant from making sales of roofing
tile in competition with the corporate defendant.

In further extension of the unlawfu) conspiraey
the corporate defendant, throngh its responsihble
officers, sales manager and salesien, some of whom
arc defendants herein, as indicated ahove, has done

- the following:

(a) Induced or attenpied to induce purchasers’
of roofing tile from competitors of the corporate
defendant to breach their contracts with such pom-
petitors, by changing and reducing bids for the sale
of roofing tile below the prices oxiginally offered by
the corporate defendant and helow the prices orig-
nally offered by competitors of the corporate de-

fendant; '

(b) Made false and/or unfair statements rela-
tive fo the quality, durability and/or workmanship
of reofing tile manufactured by competitors of the

- -eorporate defendant for the purpose or with the

effect of inducing, or attempting to induce, pur-

—--—chasers-of-reoflng-tile-from-competitors of the eor-
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porate defendant to breach their contracts with
sich competitors, and of preventing, or atiempting
to prevent, the sale of roofing tile manufactured by
eompetitors of the corporate defendant;

(¢) Required persons engaged in the business of
buying, selling and/or installing roofing tile, to pur-
chase, use and/or install, or agree to purchase, use
aud/or install exclusively roofing tile manufactured
by the corporate defendant as a eondition to the sale,
use and/or installation, or agreement to sell, use
and/or install, roofing tile manufaetm ed by the
corporate defendant ;

(2} Indueed, or attempied to induce, persons en-
gaged in the business of buying and selling roofing
tile and/or installing the same, to refuse; or to agree
to refuse, to sell and/or install roofing tile manufac-
tured by compefitors of the corporate defendant for
the purpose or with the effeet of excluding such com-
petitors from carrying on their lawful business;

(¢) Induced, or attempted to induee, persons
who ave selling agents for roofing tile manufactuved
by ecompetitors of the eorporate defendant, to enter
into an agreement, arrangement or understanding,
wherehy such persons shall become the selling
agents for the corporate defendant, and at the same
time, retain the selling agency of competitors of the
eorporate defendant, hut without intending in good
faith to sell roofing tile wanufactured by such com-

 petitors;
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(f) Adopted the policy, either generally or with
respeet to particular communities, of inducing, or
attempting to induee, salesinen employed by, and
of sales agents of, competitors of the corporate de-
fendant to disconfinue in the employment or as rep-

~ resenfatives of such competitors, -and to become

salesmen and/or sales agents of the corporate de-
fendant, for the purpose or with the effeet of pre-
venting such competitors from sclling roofing tile
in competition with the corporate defendant;

(g) Adopted the policy either gencrally or with
respect to partienlar communities, of selling, or
offering for sale, roofing tile manufactured and/or
sold by the corporate defendant at wnfair or dis-
eriminatory prices, terms and/or eonditions of sale
with the deliberate and unlawful intent to exclude
competitors of the corporate defendant from carry-
ing on the manufacture and sale of roofing tile in
competition with the corporate defendant;

(b) Granted preferences, priorities, rebates and
discriminations in favor of certain selected, so-
called *‘preferred roofers,”” as hereinbefore de-
scribed, for the purpose or with the effeet of ex-
cluding comnpetitors of sueh selected persons or
“preferred roofers’’ from caryrying on their lawful
business.

- The unlawful conspiracy and all of the foregoing

-acts, acquisitions and transactions, in further exe-
.__ecution of the unlawful conspiracy, have been en-

tered info and performed by these defendants with

PRy
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the intent and with the direct and necessary effect
of vestraining interstate trade and eommnerce in the
manufacture and sale of roofing tile, and to monop-
olize and fo attempt to monopolize such trade and
commerce. ' - '

PRAYEBR FOR RELIEF

Wherefore your petitioner prays:

That writs of subpena issne directed to each and
every one of the defendants, commanding them,
and each of them, to appear and answer, but not
under oath (answer under oath being hereby ex-
pressly waived) the allegations eontained in this
pefition, and {o abide by and perform such orders
and decrees as the court may make in the premises;

That this court order, adjudge and decree a&s
follows:

1. That the combination and conspiracy to re-
strain intexstate trade and cominerce i:n roofing tile,
and to monopolize, and to attempt to monopolize,
such eoinmeree, a8 described herein, is illegal and
in violation of the Act of Congress of July 2, 1890
(26 Stat, 269}, commonly called the Sherman Act,
and the Acis amendatory thercof and supplemental
and additional thereto. :

9. That the defendants, and each of them, and

each and all of the respective officers and directors

of the eorporate defendant, and each and all of the

respective agents, servants, employees; and.all per-

'sons aeting, or claiming to aet, on behalf of the de-
fendants, or any of them, be perpetually enjoined
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and restrained from eontinuing to carry out, di-
rectly or indirectly, expressly or impliedly, the com-
hination and eonspiracy deseribed herein, and firom
entering info, or performing, direclly or indirectly,
expressly or impliedly, any combination similar o
that herein alleged to be illegal.

3. That the corporate defend;mt, its officers,
agents, servants, and employees, and all persons
acting, or claiming to act, on behalf of it, or them,
or any of them, be enjoined from doing any or
all of the following acts:

(a) Inducing, or attempting to induee, pur
chasers of roofing tile from competitors of the cor-
porate defendant to breach their confracts with
such ecompetitors, either by reducing bids for the
sale of roofing tile below prices aviginally. offered
by the corporate defendant, or by making false
and/or unfair statements relative to the quality,

‘durability and/or workmanship of roofing tﬂe

manufactured by such competitors.

(h) Preventing, or attempting to prevent, the
sale of roofing tile manufactured by competitors of
the corporate defendant by means of false and/or
mifair statemnenis relative to the quality, durabilify
and/or workmanship of roofing tile manufacrured
by such eompetitors.

(e) Reguiring persons mm'a"cd in “the bmmc%s
of buying and selling and/or installing moﬁng, nlc,

to purchase, use, and/er install exclusively roofing
tile manuofaetured by the corporate defendant, as a
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condition to the sale, use and/or iﬁstallaﬁan of roof-
ing tile manufactured by the corporate defendant.
(8) Indueing, or attempting to induee, persons

engaged in the business of buying and selling roof- .
ing tile and/or installing the same, to agree to ve-

. fuse to sell and/or install roofing tile manufactured
by competitors of the corporate dcfendant, for the
purpose, or with the effect, of excluding such com-
petitors from carrying on their lawful business.

(e) Inducing, or attempting to induce, persons
who ave selling agents for roofing tile manufactured
by competitors of the corporate defendant, to enter
into apy arrangement or understanding whereby
such persons shall become selling agents for the eor-
porate defendant and at the same time retain the
selling agency of compefitors of the corporate de-
fendant without intexding in good faith to sell
roofing tile manufactured by such competitors,

(f) Adopting a policy, either generally or with
vespect to a particular community, of inducing, or
attempting to induce, salesmen eniployed by, and/or
sales agents of, competitors of the corporate de-
fendant, to discontinue in the employment, or as
representatives, of such competitors and to become
galesmen and/or sales agents of the corporate de-
fendant, for the purpose, or with the effect, of pre-
venting such competitors from selling roofing file
in competition with the corporate defendant.

(g) Adopting a policy, either generally or with
respeet o a partienlar communily, of selling, or
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offering for sale, roofing tile manufaetured and/or
sold by the corporate defendant at unfair op dis-
criminatory prices, terms and/or conditions of sale'
with the intent to exclude eompetitors of the eorpo-
rate defendant from carrying on the manufacture
and/or sale of roofing tile in competition with the
corporate defendant,

(h) Giving or granting any preference, priority,
rebate, or any diserimination in favor of certain
selected or *‘preferred’” persons engaged in pur-
chasing and selling and/or installing roofing tile,
cither generally or with respect o a particular eom-
munity, for the purpose, or with the effect, of ex-
eluding competitors of either such persons or of the
corporate defendant from continuing to carry on
their lawful business,

4. That the corporate defendant be enjoined, un-
til the further order of this court, from acquiring,
directly or indirectly, the ownership or control,
cither by acquisition of shares of capital stock or
by purchase of business, property and assets, of any
additional plants engaged in the manufacture and
sale of roofing tile. |

5. That the terms of the decrce made herein shall
be binding upon, and shall extend to, cach and
every one of the successors in interest of any and/or
all of the defendants herein, and to any and all eor-
porations, ecopartnerships, and/or individuals who
may acquire the ownership or eontrol, directly or
indireetly, of the shares of the capital stock, or of

——
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fhe property, business and assets of the corporate
defendant, whether by merger, consoclidation, ye-
organization, or otherwise,

6. That the court retain jurisdietion of this eause
for the following purpoeses: :

(2) Enforcing the decree to be made berein;

(b) Enabling the petitioner to apply to this eourt
for 2 modification or enlargement of any of the pro-
visions of the decree made heroin on the ground that
the same is inadequate, or

{c} Enabling the defendants, or any of them, fo
apply to this court for a modifieation of any of the
provisions of the decree made herein on the ground
that it has become inappropriate or unneccessary.

7. That the petitioner have guch other, further
and different relief as may be necessary and the
court ay deem proper in the premises. |

8, That the pelitioner recover iis taxable eosts,

UnitED STATES 0P AMERICA,
By Geonee: E. Q. Jouwson,

United States A?torney.
Undm't}?ﬁ' %t.?ﬂ ﬁfk";/g

Raisrone R, Invine,

__Speecial  Assgistanis lo the Attorney
Reneral,
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