- , . US - SOuaT
UHITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -

DISTRICT OF CORKECTICUT

DNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ;

Plaintiff,
v. CIVIL KO. B-75-263
AMAYX, IRC. and
COPPFR RAKGE COMPAWY

Pefeadants. T

PINAL JUDGMENT AND TNJUNCTION

Plain. 1££, United States of America, having filed its
complaint herein on Augusé 25, 1975, defendants Amaxs‘Inév
and C@éper Range Company having appeared and £11zC .nswers
to the complaint demying the substantive allegations thereof,
the teati@bny.ﬁaving been takern at theAtriél hereof, and the
éé#;gjg;;;;g.fuiié'édﬁgiéefé; fhé ééétérérinéiﬁdiﬁg éﬂé:p;g;.
posed drégis submitted b§ the parties, and having fileé its
findings of fact and conclusicns of law nn Qetober 24, 1875,

it is hereby

- ORDERED, ADRJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS:

T.
This ecurt has jurisdiction of tﬁg'éuhjecﬁ watter
hereof and of the parties hereto. A mé:gét between the de-
fendants Awmax, Imc. and the Copper Range Company wﬁuid violate
Section 7 of the Aet of Comgress of October 15, 1914, as amendsy,

entitled "an act to supplement existing laws against uniawful



-2 -

restraint amd monopoliee and for aﬁhér purpeees b commonto
tnown sz the Clayton Act (1% U.S.C. Section 18},
Ti.

The provisions of thir Final Judgment chall gpr¥ ¢
defendants Amax, Inc. and Copper Range Sompany, their
officers, directors, agents and employeées. ¢¢ their sub-
siéiaries, successers and aésigns and to their respeetive
officers, directors, agents and emnliovees . snd tw 211 persons
in gctive concert or partlclpatisn,with g nf them who re-
ceive actual notice of ehis Fimal Ordex b+ ~eegamRt el
or céhef?iaé.

ITY.

ﬁefeaéaﬁta Amax, Tme. and Copper Range fompsme sre
eajoined £rom carrying out thelr merger agreéesment of o e
1975, or any eimilar plad of agrecment - the effect of whict
wvulé.behte merga'ér eongolidate said égféndantsg'

. .

(A) For the purpose cf &etermlang oF gecuring come-
plieﬁee wiEh this Final Order and sﬁbject te say legally
Arecognized priv1lége, duly. auihoriaed repfese&tatﬂwne =€ +he
yepartment ef 5& ﬁice shall upon writter reqweqr af the
Attorney General or of the Azgiatant Attorney General ir

i

charge of the Antitrust Divisisn, ead on reaecmablc notirc f
deféndant wade to its princivel office. be rermitted (1°
sccess, during the office hours of defepdant o 817 SooT

ledgers, accountst~carrespondence. memorande and other

records and documents In the possession or mder the runtrol



of defendant relating to amy of the matters contained in this
Final Order, &aa {(2) subjeet ro 't “magonsble convenlence of
defenéanﬁ zﬁé‘without festraiﬁ? o imeesFarens - from it,Ats
interview nfficers and empiayeéghaT Yefendart sk may have
coungel nresent, regarding any suchk matters.

| (BY) Defendant, upon written request  © ‘ne Attorney.
Gemeral or the Agsistant Attorne 7 ~wal in ﬁﬁ&fge of the
Antitrust Division?'shaﬁﬁ submi reoorts in wriiing to the
Bepartgént-@f_Jﬁstieg with ~espect fo gny ms€ters concalined
in thic Final Order ag may from time ba.time he requeskad.

Ho’informaéi&n obtaintd b§ the maans péﬁvideé‘ié this
éection IV shall be divuigéd by amv “eprenontstive of the
Pepartwment. of Justice to ghy person s{her tharn LQIY suthorized
feﬁreséﬁtatives'af the EBxecutive Branch =€ the ﬁhitcd.5§£§é$,
exéept”iﬁ the coursge of legal proceedinge = which the VYnited
Sta%es ig o ?%TEV fnr the purpoee of securine owplisnce with
thié‘FiﬁaE Order ur ne Therwige *“44?:3 B o
V;.

Plalntiff shall recover *+« °asts in this actiop.

Dated at Hartford fenmessi~ut  ~hig 2 :é2 day of

Decemher, 1975.

2 Hasig)

Smefetd
: Judge,
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