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I<'ImimAL TRAm: .COl\fl\fiSSION DECISIONS. 

Complaint. 

FEDEIL\L TRADE COMMISSION 
v. 

2F.T. I' 

MALONEY OTL & MANUFACTURING CO. 

COMPLAINT IN THE lllA'l'TER OF THE ALLEGE!> VIOLATION OF SEC· 

'I' ION 5 <W AN ACT 01' CONGHF:Ss Al'PHOn;I> SEPTE)I BIO:U :!6, 1 !J H. 

ANII SECTION :1 o:t• .\N ACT 01<' CON<HU:SS Al'PHOVEI> OCTOIIF:It 15. 

1!114. 

Docket 309-Apl"ll 27; l!l20. 

Sn,r~Anus. 

Wherp a corporation compP!Itlvely eBg-agPd In refining crurlf' ·petro­
lellln, huying- and ~!'!ling gasoline, urul in tmn,:por-tlng nrul nmr­
kPtlng ;nwh pr·odnr~ts, null nlso engaged In lln;;ing pumps, tanks, und 
othPr PrpriplllPIIt for· the storage nml hanrilillg o.f petroiPUlll prod­
net~ 111 <"OIIIJW!Ition with marmfnl"ltii'Prs and :·wiJpr·;; of stl<'h t•qnip­
men t, to ·Its ret a I I <·nstornPrs, of who111 !'Pia t i vPI~· vPr~· fpw n't(Uirt>d 
n1or·,. thun u siugle pump onttit In tire <·orrchwt of their· husinpss; 

LPUSPd to SUd! l't't:lilt'I'S ]llllllJIS, tanks, Ulld PIJUi!liiiPIIt at II JIOilliiiHi 
I'Pil!UI, not nt'for·dillg It II l"PaSOIIIlhi!' profit Oil its lll\'l'>'(llll'llt, lljlOII thl' 
<'orulit ion that tltp~· should use the snnu• only for thP Jllll"(lose of 
stm·lng and handling its prodtwts, u JH':If't i<'l' HOt foliowt'<l hy lllllllY 
t·onipetitors, having for Its IJUI"J!O>'P the ftll'therun('e of the eot·porn­
tlon's petrolt•m11 husilll'~"X, uml resulting In io~s of eustomers by eom­
petitors: 

Held, (a) 'l'hnt the Ul'f' of such IPH!'lt•s (•onstllut<'<l, 1111!1('1' tlw dreuni­
>Jturu·Ps set forth. an tmfnlr· mPthod of eourpl'tltloll In viol at ion of 
st'l·tlon :; of the a<'t of ~l'ptt•lllhf'l' :.!U, ]!}14, both as :rg-ulnst emupPti­
ton; t>ng-ug~•tl Pxciusi vely In the pf'troiPIIIII hllslnt'ss, und also as 
ug-alnst eoll!JlPtltors Plll-(age(] in tltP lllllltul'tlf'ture an<! ~alP of srwh 
eqnipnwnt: 

(b) 'J'hnJ tht• liSP of Slldl lt'llSI'!!, Ufldt'l' the efl'l'UIIIStllllCl'S Sl't forth, 
eonstitu!Pd u vioiution of Si'!'tlou 3 of the Ad of Ottober· 15, 1014. 

COMPLAINT. 

I. 

The Federal Tratle Commission, having reaRon to believe 
from a preliminary inn•stigution made by it that the Ma­
loney Oil & Manufaeturing Co., lwreina fter referred to as 
the respondent, has been using unfair methods of competi­
tion in interstate eummeree, iu \' iolation of the provisions 
of se(•tion 5 of tlw ad of CongT<'SS approved September 26. 
1914, entitlt~tl ".\u t!l't to l'l'l'ate a Ft•dt-ral Trade Commission, 
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to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes," and 
it appearing that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would 
be to the interest of the public, issues this complaint, stating 
its charges in that respect on information antl belief as fol­
lows: 

PARAOUAPH 1. That the respondent, Maloney Oil & Manu­
fnl'turing Co., is a corporation organized, existing, and doing 
Lmsiness uwler and by virtue of the laws of the Stat!:' of 
PPnnsylvania, with its principal oflice and place of business 
located at the city of Scranton in said State; that for more 
than four years last pust respondent has been engaged in the 
lntsiness of purchasing and selling refined oil and gasoline, 
nnd the leasing allll loaning of oil pumps, storage tanks or 
I'Ontniners and their equipmt>nts in various States of the 
Fnited ~tate:;; and the Distriet of Columbia in <'Ompetition 
ll'ith numprous persons, firms, corporntions aiHl copartner·­
ships similarly engngetl. 

PAn. 2. That the rPspondent, in the conduct of its lmsi­
JWss, us afo1·esaid, and as hereinafter more particuhtrly 
described, pm·chasPs refined oil nncl gasoline, hereinafter re­
ferred to as " products," and also purchtlses oil pumps, stor­
agt> tanks, or contn inPrs, hereinn fter refern'd to ns " de,·ices," 
tlH' s:\ id deYil'es being usPd to <'tmtain said products, the said 
produds and dm·iePs thl•n lwing lumdled and stored in the 
various States of the United States and transported in inter­
statP eommer<~e; that the aforesaid products are sold and the 
ufort•said deviet>s nre leased or loaned by r·t>spondent to va­
rious rwrsons, firms, corporntions, and eopnrtnerships; that 
in the conduct of its husiiwss of purchasing and selling Sll('h 
products nntl selling, leasing, or loaning such deyiees, the 
S:lnw are constantly m<wed from one State to another by 
rP~(Hlndcnt and there is conllucted by rt'spontlent a constant 
current of trade in such products und devi(·es between va­
rious States of the United States; that there nre numerous 
com1wtitors of respondt>nt who, in the conduct of their busi­
n<•ss in competition with rt>spontlent, purchns<' similar prod­
llf'ts and pnr('hase and manufncture similar deYices, the snitl 
deviees bt>ing used to contain said products, the snid protl­
Uds and dP\'i<'PS then bPing handh•cl :md stored in the ntrions 
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~tates of the U niteu States an(l transportcll in interstate 
commerce; that the aforesaid products arc solu anu the 
aforesaid uevices sol<l, leased, or lmmeJ by such competitors 
of respondent to various persons, firms, corporations, and co­
partnerships; that in the conuuct of their business, as afore­
said, competitors of respondent constantly move such prod­
ucts and devices from one State to another and there is con­
dueted by said competitors a constant current of trade in 
such products anl devices between the various Stutes of the 
United States; that respondent and many of its competitors 
have conducted their said businesses in a similar manner to 
that above deseribed throughout the past four years. 

PAn. 3. That respoiHlent in the eonduct of its business, as 
aforesaid, with the cfl'ect of stifling and suppressing com­
petition iu the sale of the aforPsaid produ('ts aud in the snle, 
le1tsing, or loaning of the afon•said devi('es IUH! other equip­
mcnts for storing nllll handling the same, and with the effect 
of injuring eompetitors who sell sueh products nml devi<"es; 
has within the four years lust pu::;t sold, leased, or loaned and 
now selh.;, leases, or loans the said devices und their equip­
ments for prices or considemtions which do nut represent 
reasonalJle returns on the investnwnts in sueh devices and 
their equipnwnts; that many such snh•s, leasPs, or loans of 
the aforesaid 1leviees are made nt prict•s below the cost of 
producing anti vending the snme; that many of sueh con­
tracts for the lease or loan of such devices awl their equip­
ments provide or are entered into with the understanding 
that the lessee or borrower shall not place in such devi('es, or 
use in connection with such devices and their equipments, any 
refined oil or gnsoline of a eompetitor; that only a small pm­
portion of the dealer·s in gasoline and refirwd oil mH!Pr such 
agreenwnts and uw lerstand ings deu 1 n ]so in similar pmtlucts 
of resporHIPnt's eompetitm·s nnd that only a small proportion 
of such dt•alt•rs require or use more than a single pump out­
tit in tlw conduc-t of tlwir said business; that there are nu­
merous competitors in the sule of such products, who are 
unabh• to Pntcr into Sll('h ll'ust• agreements or understandings 
been.use of the ltu·ge amotmt of investnH'nt required to ('lll'l'Y 

out sueh lease agn•t>nwnts as a competiti \'e rrH•thod of sPll ing 
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refined oil and gasoline; that there are numerous other com­
petitors of respondent engaged in the manufacture and sale 
of said devices ancl their equipments, who do not deal in re­
fined oil and gasoline, and therefore do not sell or lease said 
devices nnd their equipments for a nominal consideration on 
a condition or understanding that their products only are to 
be used therein; that the said numerous competitors who 
were unable to enter into such lease agreements or under­
standings, as n foresaid, have lost numerous customers in the 
sale of refined oil and gasoline to respondent because of the 
business practices of respondent hereinbefore set forth. That 
the said numerons other competitors of respondent who 
manufneture and sell said devices and their equipments, but 
do not sell refined oil and gasoline, as aforesaid, have lost 
numerous customers awl prospective customers for the pur­
chase of their deviees and equipments because of the said 
business practices of respondent, as hereinbefore set forth. 

II. 

The Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe 
from a preliminary investigation made by it, tlutt the 
Maloney Oil & Manufacturing Co., hereinafter referred to as 
the respmHlent, has been using unfair methods of competi­
tion in interstate commerce, in violation of the provisions of 
section :3 of the net of Congress, approved October 15, 1914, 
entitlell "An aet to supplement existing laws against unlaw­
ful restraints anll monopolies, and for other pllrposes," and 
it appearing that a proeeeding by it in respect thereof would 
be to the interrst of the public, issues this complaint, stating 
its charges in that respect on information an(l belief aJ 
follows: 

PARAGHAI'JI 1. That the respondent, ~1aloney Oil & .\lanu­
fa('turing Co., is n corporation organized, Qxisting, and doing 
business under and bv virtue of the laws of the State of 
Pennsyh·ania. with it~ prineipnl ofii<"e anll plare of business 
in tlw city of !-lcrunton~ in !iaid State; that for more than 
four YPIU'!:i lust past t't>Spondt>nt has !.Pen PngagPd in the busi­
lleHs of purehasing and sdling .refined oil and gasoline and 
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the lensing of oil pumps and storage tanks and their equip­
meuts in various States of the United States and the District 
of Columbia, in competition with numerous persons, firms, 
corporations, and copartnerships similarly engaged. 

PAn. :.!. That the respondent in the conduet of its busi­
ness, as aforesaid, and as hereinafter more particularly 
rlescriiH.~d, pun:lwses refined oil and gasoline, hereinafter re­
feiTed to as" products," and also purchases oil pmnps, stor­
age tanks, or containers, hereinafter referred to as "devices," 
the said drvires lwi11g used to eonta in said products, the 
said lll'oduds and rle\'if•es then being handled and stored in 
t lw ,·nrions Sta tt•s of the lJ nitt-d Stat<•s and t rn nsportt•d in 
interstate eommcree. That. sw·h products are sold, and s11ch 
devict•s sold, leased, or loaned by rl'spondcnt to ntrious pcr­
:-;ons, firms, t•orporations, and copartnerships; that in the <·on­
duct of it:; hm;iness of purchasing and selling such produets 
and selling, leasing, or loaning such ded1·es, the snme are 
eonstantly moved from Olll' ~tate to anotht•r hy reStJimdrnt. 
and there is conduded by n•spondPnt. a constant <'IIITI'nt of 
trade in such products and dt>\'iccs hctwl'l'll the Yarious 
States of the F n itc1l States; th:tt there arc numerous com­
petitors of rpspotlllent' who, in the <'onduet of their busirwsses 
in compPtition with re:-;pondPnt, pun·hasP similar products 
and purehasP and manufacture similar devin•s, the said de­
Yices being HSPd to contain said produets, the said products 
and de\·ices Uwn !wing handled nnd stored in the vnrio11s 
States of the United States and transportPd in interstate 
eomnwn·e; that sueh produds arc sold and the afort•said 
de\'i(·t•s sold, leased, ot' loaned hy sueh rompPtitors in com­
}lt'tition with rt>spondent to various }lt'rsons, firms, eorporn­
tions, nnd copnrllll'rships; tllilt in the cond11et of sueh husi­
nrss. as af11rPsaid, n•spondl•nt's compPtitor:-; ('onstantly mo\'e 
such products and de\'iees from one ~tnt1• to another and 
there is conducted. h,r said <'OiliJlPtitors of r·t•spmH!t•nt !l ('Oll­

st.ant ('lll't'ent of trade in s1wh produl'b and de,·iees lwt \\'t't-11 

the various StatPs of the U11ited StutPs; that rt>spondt>nt nntl 
many of its competitors have C(lll!llll't('(l tla•ir snicl businesses 
in n similar nuumer to that aLo,·e dcsl'riued throughout the 
four years l:u;t pnst. 
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PAn. ~. That the respondent, for four years lust past, 
in the conduct of its business as aforesaid, has leased 
and made contracts for the lease and is now leasing and 
making contracts for the lease of said de\'ices and their 
equipments to be used within the Unite<l States, and has 
fixed and is now fixing the price charged therefor on the 
condition, agn•cment, or understanding that the lPssees 
thereof shall not purchase or deal in the products of a com­
petitor· or competitors of rrspondent; nnd that the effect of 
such leases or contrarts for lease, and conditions, agreements, 
or understandings, may be and is to substantially lessen com­
petition nn<l tend to create a monoply in the territories and 
localities where sneh contracts are operative. 

REPORT, FINDINGS AS TO TilE FACTS, AND 
OHDER. 

The Federal Trade Commission haYing issnecl and serve<l 
its eomplaiut hl•rein, wherPin it is nllcged that it hat! reason 
to believe that the a!Jo,·e-named respon<!Pnt, l\laloney Oil & 
Manufacturing Co., has been tlll<l now is using unfair meth­
ods of eompetition in interstate eommeree in violation of the 
proYisions of section fl of an act of Congrt>ss approved Sep­
tPmher 26, 1Hl4, entitled "An net to en•nte a Fe<lernl Trade 
Commission, to define its powers and duties, and for other 
purpm:ies,'' ·and has been nnrl now is violating the provisions 
of sec·tion :1 of an act of Congress approved Oetober 15, 1914. 
t-ntitled "An net to supplenwnt existing laws against unlaw­
ful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes," and 
that a proeee<lin,g by it in respeet of sueh alleged violation 
of se<'tion 5 of an act of SeptPmher :w, l!ll·l, would he to the 
interest of the puhlic, an<l fully stating its ehargt•s in that 
respect, and the respondPnt llll\·in:r appenr·ed and filed its 
answer, admitting certain of the allP:rations of said com­
plaint and denying e<.'ttain others thereof. and containing 
certain allegations ns nflinnatiye defPnst-, and the Commis­
sion having offt'red testimony in support of the charges of 
said complaint, and the respondent haYing rested its case 
without introdueing eviden!'e, anti the cause ha vin,g been 
duly argned before the Commission, ancl the Commis::;ion 
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havin~ duly considered the record and being fully advised 
in the premises, now makes its report and findings as to the 
facts and conclusions: 

FINDINGS AS TO THE FACTS. 

PARAGRAPH 1. That the respondent is a corporation or­
ganized, existin~, and doing business under and by virtue of 
the In ws of the State of Pennsylvania, with its principal of­
fice loeatt>tl in the city of Scranton, in the State of Pennsyl­
vania, and is now and has been engaged in the business of 
purchasing and selling refined oil and gasoline, and is lar~ely 
engaged in refining crude petroleum, and that it is now and 
has been during the four years last past, in connection with 
its aforesaid business, en~n~ecl in the leasing and loaning but 
not in the manufacture of oil pumps, storage tanks, awl con­
tainers, and equi pnwnt hereinafter referred to us devices, in 
various States of the United States in competition with nu­
merom; other persons, firms, copnrtnerships, and corpora­
tions also engaged in the businPss of selling refined oil and 
~nsoline and refining crude petroleum. 

PAR. 2. That the respondent, in the contluct of its busi­
ness as afon•snid, and as hereinn fter more particularly de­
scribed, extensiv!'i,V refines p<'tro!t•um and its produets and 
purehnsPs rt>fiiwd oil and gasoline and nlso purehnses oil 
pumps. stoi'Hgl' tanks. and eontnim•rs, hereinafter referred to 
us <l!'r ices. Thut respond<'llt hns been and now is maintain­
in~ nunwrons storage stations in various States to which 
it ships from its refineries refinetl oil and gasoline in bulk. 
And thnt the said refined oil and gasoline is tlwren fter sold 
and delivered to rl'tnil dealers in tlw said se\'eral ~tates. 
Thnt the respondt•nt. in tlw course of its said busint>ss, lenses 
and deli\'crs said dl•viees to various pen;ons, firms, copart­
lll'rships, and corpomtions in various ~tates other than those 
in which the snid devi<·es nrc JHtrchased by tlw r<'spondent; 
and that in tlw <'Olll'S(' of eornmt•J·ce in buying and selling 
said de\'il·t•s snid dl'\'ices are movl'd to, through. and among 
tlw various ~tnt1•s of the United Stntt·s, and that th!'l'<' is n 
ronstant current of trade in the conduct of its said business 
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in Luying and selling said equipment among said varwus 
States of the United States. 

PAn. 3. That during all of said period r£'spondent, in the 
course of commerce among the several States and Territo­
ries of the United States in the conduct of its business as 
aforesaid, has been ancl now is leasing to retailers of its 
petroleum products said devices for use by such retailers in 
storing nnd handling respondent's said petroleum products. 
That respowlent, in leasing such devices as aforesaid during 
said period, has made and does now make contracts or leases 
with the said retailers in and by the terms of which the 
said retailer ngrees to 11se the said device for containing, 
storing, and vending the products of the respondent exclu­
sively. That the rental or lease charge provided for in such 
contracts is a nominal sum and that no other consideration 
for the leasing of such equipments by respondent is provided 
for by said contracts, anrl that such devices are leased at 
nominal rt'ntals as afores!tid to promote and advance re­
spondent's petroleum and gasoline business. That such 
nominal sums or rentals do not afford a reasonable profit to 
responclent on the amount invested in such devices. That the 
respondent leases sneh equipments in competition in inter­
state commerce with manufacturers of simibr equipments 
who are engaged in the sale of the same in such commerce. 

PAR. 4. That the respondent sells its said produets in va­
rious States and Territories of the United States in compe­
tition with other refiners and wholesale dealers in petroleum 
products and gasoline, and respondent has practiced the 
leasing of said devic~>s to retailers in the various States and 
Territories as aforesaid, as a method of competing with 
other firms, persons, partnerships, and corporations nlso en­
gaged in rPfining and selling in wholesale quantities gaso­
line, refined oil, und petroleum products. 

PAR. 5. That the eontrnets mentionecl herein generally ex­
pressly provide that said deviees shtlll be used by the lessees 
only for the purpose of holding and storing the respond­
ent's said }Wtroleum products, and all of said contracts or 
leases which the respondent hns entered into as aforesaid 

. 186395°--20----23 
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have been made on the condition, agreement, or under­
standing that tlw lessee or purchaser thereof should use the 
said device only for the purpose of holding und storing pe­
troleum products purchased from the respondent. That a 
small number of retail dealers to who~ the respondent least's 
or sells such devices upon the tet·rns and conditions afm·e­
sai<l hnndle similar products of respondent's competitors, but 
a large majority of the retailm·s to whom the respondent 
leases or sells such de,·i~es upon the terms and conditions 
aforesaid require and use in their business only a single 
pump outfit. 

PAR. 6. That the resporulent hns practieed the leasing or 
selling of such devices upon the terms and conditions afore­
said for the purpose of obtaining and holding customers 
and of preventing its competitors from obtaining as custo­
nwt·s the rl:'tnil deniers with whom it has entered into sueh 
contracts or Jpascs as aforesaid. 

PAn. 7. Thut many competitors of the respondent do not 
sell or lease sneh deviees to retail dealers upon the terms and 
conditions refcned to herein, and sueh competitors have lost 
numerous customers to the respondent as a result of the t•e­
spon<knt's praetice of offe~·ing uncl leasing said devices to 
such retail dealers upon the terms and conditions aforesnid. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

That the practice of leasing sueh deviel'S nt a nominal 
rental and of sellin~ sairl devices for n nominal considera­
tion is an unfair method of competition in interstate com­
nwr<'e as ag1linst the eompetitors of rpspondt~nt engagc(l in 
the manufacture of snrh deYiet•s nnd in the sale of the snme 
for pr·ofit in the territory whl:'.rPin the respondent lf'nses 
such rlevic•ps nncl n !so ns agn inst com prtitors of respondent 
engnged in the husin<'ss of refining crude petrolt•um and sell­
ing at wholt•snle refined oils, ~nsoline, anrl pctmleum pro!l­
ucts who do not im·Pst in or mnke use of stwh devices for the 
purpose and on the terms ancl co11tlitions aforesaid. 

That the methods of rompetition aiHl the business prndices 
set forth in the foregoing findings as to the f11cts are uncler the 
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circumstances set forth hen~in unfair methods of competi­
tion in interstate commerce within the meaning of section 5 
of an act 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 constitute a 
violation of section 3 of an net of Congress approved Octo­
ber 15, 1914, entitled "An act to supplement exi~ting laws 
against unlawful restmint and monopolies, and for other 
purposes." 

ORDER TO CEASE AND DE8IS'f. 

The Federal Trade Commission having issued and served 
its complaint herein wherein it is allq~ed that it had reason 
to helieve that the ahove-nnrned respondent, Maloney Oil & 
Manufntturing Co., has been and now is using unfair meth­
ods of competition in interstate commerce in violntion of the 
provisions of section 5 of an net of Congress approved Sep­
tember 26, 1914, entitled "An act to create a Federal Trade 
Commission, to detine its powers and c1uties, and for other 
purposes," and has been nnd now is violating the provisions 
of section 3 of a.n aet of Congress approYed October 15, 1914, 
entitled" An act to supplement exi;;ting laws against unlaw­
ful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposPs," and 
that a proceeding hy it in respeet of sueh alleged violation of 
section 5 of the act of S£'ptember 26, lfl14, would be to the 
interest of the public, and fully stating its charges in that 
respect, and the respondent having entered its appearance 
and filed its answer aclmitting certain of the allegations of 
said complnint and denying certain others thereof, and con­
taining certain allegatiom; as affinnati \'e dt~fense, and the 
Commission haxing offered t£'stimony in support of the 
eharges of said complaint, and the respondent having rested 
its case without introdneing evidence, and the ea use having 
been duly argued before the Commission, and the Commis­
sion hnving duly considerecl the rec·orcl and being fully ad­
vis~\d in the prt>mises, and having mucle und filed its report, 
findings, nnd conclusions, which saicl n•port, findings, and 
conclusions are hert-hy referred to and made a part hereof: 
Now, therefore, 
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It is ordePed, That the respondent, Maloney Oil & Mtmu­
facturing Co., forever cease and desist from: 

( 1) Directly or indirectly leasing pumps or tanks, or 
both, and equipment for storing or handling petroleum 
products in furtherance of its petroleum business, at a 
rental which will not yield to it a reasonable profit on 
the cost of same after making due allownnce for depre­
ciation and other items usually considered when leasing 
property for the purpose of obtnining a reasonable 
profit therefrom, and from doing any mutter or thing 
which would have the same unlawful effect as that re­
sulting from the practice herein prohibited, and by rea­
son of which this cmler is made. 

(2) Entel'ing into contracts or ngrcenwnts with dr.al­
ers in its petroleum products or from continuing to op­
erate under any cont.r:H't or ngreemr.nt nlready entered 
into whereby fill('h dealers agree or have an understand­
ing thnt us a eow;idt~rntion for the leasing to them of 
sueh pumps and tanks and their cquipnH•nt, the same 
shall be usCLl only for storing or handling the products 
of n•spondent; und from doing anything having the 
surne unlawful pffcct ns that resulting from the pr:H·tic>e 
herein pmhilJitNI, unci hy rt>nson of which this or•ler is 
made. 

P?'01!ided, lwiN'I'er, That as to su('h pumps nnd tanks awl 
equipments as arc now leased by respon<lent, contr·ary to the 
provisions of this order, rPspon<lent shall be required, four 
months from the elate of spn·icc hereof, to enter into new 
contraf'ts or ngrePnwnts with respt>d to sanw which shall not 
he incompatible with tlw purport and intent of this order. 

It l,x al.~o ordered, Under and by virtue of the authority 
conferrt>d on the Commission h.v pnrngraph B of SP<"tion 6 
of an act to create a Fedt>ral Tradt> Commission, to define its 
powers nTHl duties, and for othf'r purposPs, approved SeptPm­
ber 26, Hl14, that the s:ti<l MnlorH'y Oil & Manufacturing 
Compnn~·, respmu!Pnt, shall within :\0 days aftor the <>xpira­
tion of the time nllowed fm· thP rt•spouclt>nt to comply with 
the onl<~r to cf'asf' nnd df'sist, t·eport in writing to the Ft>dt•rnl 
TraclP Commission. fully stalin~ nnCI sPtting- forth tht> nn­
ture of the changes mn<le in the contlwt of its business with 
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respect to such matter im·oh·ed in the order to cease and de­
sist, and shall set forth in such report in complete dctltil the 
plan or plans adopted for the lease, loan, gift, or sale of any 
oil tanks nnd pumps for use in storing refined oil or gaso­
line, what plan or plans are in use or are proposed to be put 
in use, and also attach to such report any contracts used by 
the respondent in the conduct of such business. 

The Commission has also issued similar orders m other 
cases involving substantially the same facts, as shown by the 
following: 

TAULE. 

Date. f>N~~-~ Respondent. Location. Stipulation or trial. 

~--1 
Oct. 14 314*1 C. L. Smith Oil & Gasoline Co •••.. St. Louis, Mo ..... . 

14 336* Iowa 011 Co ....................... Dubuque. Iowa .. . 
Apr. 27 131 Ath\uti" Hcllnlng Co.............. Pltiluddphia, Pa .. 

27 134 Stall<lurd Oil Co. of New York.... :Sew York l'1ty ... 
27 311 Sterllll!( Oil Corporation........... llntlulo, N.Y ...•. 
27 312 PB\"BIIIB Oil Co ..•........•...•.... 

1 

Warrf'll, l'a .•••••• 
27 313 Red"C"011Mfg.Co ..••......... llaltimor~,Md .... 
27 316 Kendall Hcllning Co .•.•.......... llrutlford, Pa .•.••• 
27 3:.!0 Gull Reflnlng Co.................. Pittsburgh, Pa .•.. 
27 331 Elmer K Harris & Co............. llutfalo, N.Y ..... 
27 333 Suor 011 Products Corporation ......... do .....•...... 
27 3.17 Standard Oil Co. of Now Jersey... New York City ... 
27 3i3 The 'l'exas Co .......................... do ..••..•...... 

1920. 

Trial. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Juno 3 132*
1 

The Standard 011 Co, of Ohio..... Columbus, Ohio... Stipulation 
trill!. 

3 318*, Paragon Hrfi.ning Oil Co.......... Toledo, Ohio...... llo. 

and 

3 :12:1•. 'rhe('antlel<l Oill'o ............... C'IPveland! Ohio... Do. 
__ a_ 327*i 'l'he Lily Whit!\ Oil ('o._~:_:_:-~~~-~ ._ J.imu,_u_h_o_._._ .. _ .. _-~_D_o_. ---

• l\fudllled Se11t. 27, 1920. 

FElJBRAL TRADE COMMMISSION 
v. 

THE CHAMBERLIN C.\.HTRIDGE & TARGET CO. 

COl\lPLAIN'l' IN THE MATTER OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF SEC­

TION 3 Ot' AN AC'l' OF COXGRJ-:SS APPROVED OCT081m Hi, 1914, 

AND OF SECTION 5 OF AN AL'T ot' CONGRESS API'RO\"ED SEP­

TEMBER 20, 1914. 

Doc·ket 279---May 5, 1920. 
SYLLABus. 

Where 11 l'orporntfon en~n~t>d In t·he mnnnfarture ancl len!'le of an ex­
tPn>~in•ly nsetl pntentecl trup for tl!rnwft1" c•lay-plgeou turgets, and 


