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tors to cancel and rescind any and all orders or contracts 
for the purchase of pumps, tanks, and other outfits placed 
and made with the competit-ors of the said Milwaukee Tank 
Works. 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION v. BLAKELY 
PRINTING CO. ET AT.J. 

COMPLAINT IN THE MATTER OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF 

SECTION II OF 'rHE ACT OF CONGRESS APPIIOVED SEl'TEMBER 

26, 1914. 

Docl{et No. 171'i.-Octoher 30, 1918. 
SYr.LABUB. 

Where a number of concerns, engaged In printing rallway tarlft's, 
schedules, and other printed matter-

( a) 1..;11tered Into and carried out a combination, conspiracy, under­
~;tandlng, or "pool" to keep and maintain fixed prices for such 
printing; 

(b) Entered Into a combination, conspiracy, understanding, or 
"pool " for the purpose of allocating to each mE>mber certain con­
tracts for printing, and so mnnlpulatetl the bldtllng that the respPC­
tl ve memb<>t·s secured the husilwss alloea ted to them ; anti 

(c) Gnve and ot'l'ered to !!lVI', to employees of custonwrs and pro­
spe<"tiYe customers, gratuities, ns an lnduceml'nt to lnflu<>nce their 
emplo~·ers to deal with the donors or to refrain from denllng with 
the donors' competitors: 

lleld, That such combination and the giving of such gratuities, for 
the purposes set forth, constituted unfair methods of competition, 
ln violation of section 5 of the act of September 26, 1914. 

COMPLAINT. 

The FC'drrnl Trade Commission, having reason to believe 
from a preliminary in\'estigation made by it that the Bla~ely 
Printi11g Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., James H. Wal­
den, Walden Typesetting Co., James Clark, James Clark 
J>rinting House, Excelsior Printing Co., Walter E. Faithorn, 
Faithorn Co., Gunthorp-Warren Printing Co., W. J. Hart­
man Co., Hillison & Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The 
Henry 0. Shepard Co., Stromberg, Allen & Co., and Edward 
Reogh Printing Co., hereinafter referred to as respondents, 
have bern and are using unfair methods of competition in 
interstate commerce in violation of the provisions of section 
t'i of an net of Congress npproYed Reptember 2G, 1914, en-
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titled "An act to create a Federal Trade Commission, to de­
fine its powers and duties, and for other purposes," and it 
appearing that a proooeding by .it in respect thereof would 
be to the interest of the public, issues this complaint, stating 
its charges in that respect on information and belief as 
follows: 

PARAGRAPH 1. That the respondents, the Blakely Printing 
Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., Excelsior Printing Co., 
Gunthorp- Warren Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hilli­
son & Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. 
Shepard Co., Stromberg, Allen & Co., and Edward Keogh 
Printing Co., are corporations organized, existing, and do­
ing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Illinois, having their offices and principal places of business 
in the city of Chicago, in said State; that the respondent, 
James H. Walden, is doing business as the Walden Type­
setting Co. in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois; that 
James Clark is doing business as the James Clark Printing 
House in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois; that Walter 
E. Fuithorn is doing business as Faithorn Co. in the 'city of 
Chicago, State of Illinois; that all of the said respondents 
are now and for more than one year last past have been 
engaged in the business of printing and selling rail way 
tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter throughout the 
States and Territories of the United States, in direct compe­
tition with other persons, firms, copartnerships, and corpora­
tions similarly eng11ged. 

PAR. 2. That the respondents, in the course of their business 
of printing and selling railway tariffs, schedules, and other 
printed matter in interstate commerce, are now and for more 
than one year last past hM·e been wrongfully and unlawfully 
engaged in a combination or conspiracy among themselves, 
entered into, carried out, and continued with the intent, pur­
pose, and effect of discouraging, stifling, and suppressing 
competition in the business of printing and selling railway 
tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter throughout the 
States and Territories of the United States, by entering 
into an agreement, understanding, or "pool" among them­
selves to nutintain a fixed price on printed railway tariffs, 
schedules, and other printed matter. 
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PAR. 3. That the respondents, in the course of their busi­
ness of printing and selling railway tariffs, schedules, and 
other printed matter in interstate commerce, are now and for 
more than one year last past have been wrongfully and un­
lawfully engaged in the combination or conspiracy among 
themselves, entered into, carried out, and continued with the 
intent, purpose, and effect of discouraging, stifling, and sup­
pressing competition in the business of printing and selling 
railway tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter through­
out the Stutes and Territories of the United States, by enter­
ing into an agreement, understanding, or " pool " among 
themselves as to which shall receive particular printing can­
tracts submitted to them or brought to their attention for· 
the purpose of their bidding on the same, formulating their 
respective bids so that the selected member of the "pool'' 
will receive the business. 

PAn. 4. That the respondents, in the course of their busi­
ness of printing and selling railway tariffs, schedules, and 
other printed matter in interstate commerce, for more than 
one year last past have been giving and offering to give, to 
employees of both their customers and prospective customers, 
as an inducement to influence their employers to purchase or 
contract to purchase from the respondents, printed railway 
tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter, without other 
consideration therefor, gratuities such as cigars, liquors, 
meals, valuable presents, and entertainment. 

REPORT, FINDINGS AS TO THE FACTS, AND 
ORDER. 

The Federal Trade Commission having issued and filed 
its complaint herein, wherein it is alleged that it has reason 
to believe that the above-named respondents, Blakely Print­
ing Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., James Clark Print­
ing House, Excelsior Printing Co., Walter E. Faithorn, 
Gunthorp'.:.Warren Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hilli­
son & Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. 
Shepard Co., Edward Keogh Printing Co., have been and 
are now using unfair methods of competition in interstate 
commerce in violation of the provisions of section 5 of an act 
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of Congress approved September 26, 1914, entitled, "An act 
to create a Federal Trade Commission, to define its powers 
and duties, and for other purposes," and that a proceeding 
by it in that respect would be to the interest of the public 
and fully stating its charges in this respect, and the re­
spondent, Excelsior Printing Co., having entered its appear­
ance by Charles R. Whitman, its attorney duly authorized 
to act in the premises, and having filed its answer admitting 
that the matters and things alleged in said complaint are 
true in the manner and form therein set forth, and the 
respondent, Blakely Printing Co., Chicago Railway Printing 
Co., James Clark Printing House, Walter E. Faithorn, Gun­
thorp-Wan·en Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hillison 
& Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. Shep­
ard Co., and Edward Keogh Printing Co. having entered 
their appearances by Arthur B. Hayes, Esq., their attorney 
duly authorized to act in the premises, and hadng filed their 
answers admitting that the matters and things alleged in 
paragraphs 1 and 4 of said complaint are true in the manner 
and form therein set forth and admitting that the matters 
and things alleged in paragraphs 2 1tnd 3 of said complaint 
were true in the manner and form alleged for a period of 
time prior to and including the year 1D14 and a portion of 
the year Hl15, but not true at the time of the filing of the 
complaint herein and for a long period prior thereto, and all 
of said respondents in their answers having agreed and 
consented that the Commission shall forthwith proceed tl) 
make and enter it-; report stating its findings as to the facts 
and its conclusions and its order disposing of this prO­
ceeding without the introduction of the testimony in sup~ 
port of the same and waiving any and all right to the 
introduction of such testimony, the Commission makes this 
its report and findings as to the facts and conclusions: 

FINDINGS AS TO THE FACTS, 

1. That the respondents, Blakely Printing Co., Chicago 
Railway Printing Co., Excelsior Printing Co., Gunthorp­
Warren Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hillison & Etten 
Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. Shepard Co., 
and Edward Keogh Printing Co., are corporations organ-
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ized. existing, and doing business under and by virtue of 
the State of Illinois, having their principal offices and places 
of business lQcated in the city of Chicago, in said State, and 
that "\Valter E. Faithorn is a resident of the State of Illinois, 
having his principal office and place of business located in 
the city of Chicago, in said State, doing business under the 
trade name and style of Faithorn Co., that all of said re­
spondents are now and for more than one year lfl.st past have 
been engaged in the business of printing and selling railway 
tariff's, schedules, and other printed matters in interstate 
commerce throughout the States and Territories of the 
United States in direct competition with other persons, firms, 
copartnerships, and corporations similarly engaged. 

2. That in the course of their business of printing and 
selling railway tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter 
in commerce as aforesaid the respondents, Blakely Printing 
Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., Gunthorp-Warren 
Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hillison & Etten Co., F. J. 
Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. Shepard Co., and Edward 
Keogh Printing Co., during the year 1914 and a portion of 
the year 1915, and the respondent, Excelsior Printing Co., 
for more than one year prior•to the 18th day of July, 1918, 
enterNl into, eng:tged in, carrird out, and eonducted a com­
bination, conspiracy, understamling, or" pool" among them­
seh-es to keep and maintain a fixed price on print~d railway 
tariffs, schedules, and otlwr printed matter. . 

3. That in the course of their business of printing and 
selling railway tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter 
in commerce as aforesaid the respondents, Blakely Print­
ing Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., Gunthorp-Warren 
Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hillison & Etten Co., 
F. J. Hiley Printing Co., The Henry 0. Shepard Co., and 
Edward Keogh Printing Co., during the year 1914 and a 
portion o£ the year 1915, and the re:-;ponclent, Excelsior 
Printing Co., for more than one year prior to the 18th clay 
of July, 1018, entered into, engaged in, carried out, and con­
ducted a combination, conspiracy, understanding, or" pool" 
among themselves as to whieh of said respondents should re­
cei \"e particular printing contracts submitted to them or 
brought to their attention for the purpose o£ their bidding on 
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the same and for formulating their respective bids so that 
the selected member of said ''pool" would receive the busi­
ness. 

4. That for more than one year prior to the 18th day of 
July, 1918, the respondents gave and ofi'ered to give em­
ployees of both its customers and prospective customers as 
an inducement to influence their employers to purchase or 
contract to purchase from the respondents printed railway 
tariffs, schedules, and other printed matter, or to influence 
such employers to refrain from dealing or contracting to 
deal with competitors of respondent, without other consid­
eration tht>refor, gratuities consisting of liquor:>, meals, val­
uable presents, and entertainments. 

CON G'LUSIONS. 

That the methods of competition set forth in the fore­
going finaings us to the facts in paragraphs 2, 3, 4, and each 
and all of them are under the circumstances therein set forth 
unfair methods of competition in interstn,te commerce in 
violation of the provisions of section 5 of an act of Congres:> 
approved September 2G, 1914, entitled, "An act to create a 
Fe<leral Trade Commission, to define its powers and duties, 
and for other purposes." 

OI:Ot:R TO CEASE AND DESIST. 

The Federal Trade Commission, having issued and served 
its complaint herein, the respondent Excelsior Printing Co., 
having entered its appearance by Charles R. Whitman, its 
attorney, duly authorized to act in its premises, and h1tving 
filed its answer admitting that the matters and things alleged 
in the said complaint are true in the manner and form 
therein set forth, and the respondent lllakely Printing Co., 
Chicngo Railway Printing Co., James Clark Printing 
House, Excelsior Printing Co., Walter E. Faithorn, Gun­
thorp-Wanen Printing Co., W. J. Hartman Co., Hillison & 
Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. Shepard 
Co., and Edward Keogh Printing Co., having entered their 
appearance by Arthur B. Hayes, Esq., their attorney, duly 
authorized to act in the premises, and having filed their 
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answers admitting that the matters and things alleged in 
paragraphs 1 and 4 of said complaint nre true in the manner 
and form therein set forth and admitting that the matters 
and things alleged in paragraphs 2 and 3 of said complaint 
were hue in the manner and form alleged for a period of 
time prior to and including the year 1914 and a portion of 
the year 1915, but not true at the time of the filing of the 
complaint herein and for a long period prior thereto, and 
all of said respondents in their answers having agreed and 
consented that the Commission· shall forthwith proceed to 
make and enter its report stating its findings as to the 
facts and its conclusions and its order disposing of this 
proceeding without the introduction of testimony in sup­
port of the same, and waiving any and all right to the intro­
duction of such testimony, and the Commission having made 
and filed its report containing its findings as to the facts and 
its conclusions, that these respondents have violated section 
5 of an act of Congress, approved September 26, 1914:, 
entitled, " An act to ereate a Federal Tralle Commission, to 
define its powers and duties, and for other purposes," which 
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof: 
Now, therefore, 

It ia ordered, That the respondents, Blakely Printing 
Co., Chicago Railway Printing Co., James Clark Print­
ing House, Excelsior Printing Co.. Walter E. Faithorn, 
Gunthorp-Warren Printing Co., ·w. J. Hartman Co., 
Hillison & Etten Co., F. J. Riley Printing Co., The Henry 0. 
Shepard Co., and Edward Keogh Printing Co., and their 
offit·ers, directors, agents, representatives, servants, and em­
ployees cease and desist from directly or indirectly: 

1. Entering into, engaging in, carrying out, or conducting 
any combination, conspiracy, understanding, or "pool" 
whatsoever to keep and maintain a fixed price, or prices, at 
and for which railway tariffs, schedules, or any other similar 
matter whatsoever shall be printed. 

2. Entering into, engaging in, carrying out, or conducting 
any combination, conspiracy, understanding, or "pool " 
whatsoever as to who shall receive particular printing eon­
tracts submitted or brought to their attention for the pur­
poses of their bidding on the same. 
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3. Entering into, engaging in, carrying out, or conducting 
any combination, conspiracy, understanding, or "pool" 
whatsoe,·er for making, formulating, arranging, or sub­
mitting bids for any printing contract in such form, shape, 
or manner that a selected member of said "pool" or combi­
nation shall rectlive the contract. 

4. Giving or offering to give employees of their customers 
nnd prospecti ,.e customers or those of its competitors' cus­
tomers, or prospectve customers, as an inducement to in­
fluence their employers to purchase or to contract to pur­
chase from the respondents' printed railway tariffs, sched­
ules, and other printed matter or to influence such employers 
to refrain from dealing or contracting to deal with com­
petitors of respondents without other considern,tion therefor, 
gmtuities consisting of liquor, meals, valuable presents, and 
entertainments. 

ORDERS OF DISMISSAL. 

It n,ppearing to the Commission that the respondent named 
in the complaint as Faithorn Co. is one and the same as the 
n•spondent "\Valter Faithorn also named in the complaint, 
and that the said Walter Faithorn is doing business under 
the firm name and style of Faithorn Co.; and it appearing to 
the Commission that the respondent James H. ·walden is 
doing business under the trade name and style of Chicngo 
Railway Printing Co., and us such is not enguged in the 
business of printing or selling railroad tariffs, as charged in 
the complaint; and it further appearing that the respondent 
,James Clark is not as an individual engaged in the business 
of printing and selling railroad tariffs, as charged in the 
complaint; and it further appearing that the respondent 
Stromberg, Allen & Co. is not en~nged in the business of 
printing nnd selling railroad tariffs, as charged in the com­
plnint, now therefore: 

It is onle1·cd, That the com plaint herein be, and the same 
is hereby, dismissed as to the respomk•nts, Faithorn Co., 
James H. Walden, Walden Type~ctting Co., Jumes Clark, 
and Stromberg, Allen & Co. 
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FEDERAL TRADE CO:\DHSSION v. CONSOLI­
DATED OIL CO., NATHAN WEISENnERG AND 
A. BERNSTEIN, COP.\RTNERS, DOING BUSI­
NESS UNDER THE FIRM NAMES A~D STYLES 
OF STANDARD LINSEED CO., MANCHURIAN 
LINSEED CO., STANDARD PAINT & LEAD 
WORKS, SOUTHERN STATES TURPENTINE CO., 
AND EASTLAND LINSEED CO. 

COMPLAINT IN THE l\IATTER OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF SEO• 

TION 15 0~' AN ACT OF CONGRESS APPROVED SEPTE:\IBER 26, 

1914. 

Docket No. 1!)3.-November 12, l!H8. Order modified December 1!), 
191!). 

8YLLAilUS. 

WhPre a munufuctm·er of and dealer In paints, oils, turpentine, and 
kindred pro<lucts-

(a) Used cuts, prints, pictures, and othet· rept·esentntlons on it.~ let­
terhead which falsely represented Its office, factory, plant, place 
of business, and equipment; 

(b) Sold and offered for sale by advertisements and othl.'rwlse, oils, 
turpentine, and klndt·ed products which had been adulterated, 
mixed, or compounded with low-grade mineral oil and othet· 
Ingredients as und for pure products und without ulfirmatively 
Indicating that the same were adulterated, compounded, or 
mixed; 

(c) Advertised and offered for sale to the trade and to the general 
public "Japanese Oil" and "Second-run Tm-pentlne," which 
products had been compounded, mixed, and adulterated with 
baser mineral oils and other Ingredients, without affirmatively 
Indicating that the same were adulterated, compounded, or 
mixed; 

(d) Sold and offered for sale to the trade and general public a prod­
uct callt'd "Man<:>hurlan Linseed on Compound," which WI\S 

not Imported : and . 
Where au llul!vldual eng-aged In the manufacture and sale of oils, 

paints, turpPntim~, and kindred products-
(a) Published and circulated the false statement that the Ohio food 

and drug commission had rulell that linseed oil (and othet· 
products) not used for food or medicinal purposes, must be 
labeled " adulterated "; 

(b) Used cuts, prints, pictures, and other representations on his let­
ter bend which falsely represented his office, factory, plant, or 
place of lmsln~s"; 

(c) Sold or offet·ed for sale linseed oil and kindred products which 
hud been adulterated, mixed, or compounlled with low-grade_ 


