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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 
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also engage1l in the manufacture lilld sale of cla~··pigeon targets, In 
whi<'h it dill u businE>Ss very Sllhstnntially in e:x:cl'~s of the aggrE>gate 
husinPss of all its competitors; 

Ll'll>it>d !>aid tnt[):> at an inmlequate rental, but ouly on condition that 
the coqJorution's tat·gets shouhl be used exclusive!~· with suit! trnps, 
and that a breach of such condition should forfeit the lt>nf'e and 
entitled the les:sor to posse~sion, and thus prev~>nted t11e sale of 
competitors' tm·gets for u~e with said tmps: 

Jfdd, (a) That the t>tl:Pct of such lenses, umler thP circumstalll't'S set 
forth, was untl might be to Hubstuutiully lessPn competltlou und 
tend to ereate a monopoly In the manufacture und sale of clay­
pigeon targets, and that the usP of sueh lenses constituted a violation 
of seetiou 3 of the act of Octoher 15, 1914; 

(b) That the use of such lease~. under the circumstances set forth, 
constituted an unfnh· method of eomp1~tltion In violutlon of sPdlon 
5 of the act of Septi'Juber 26, 1914. 

COMPLAlNT. 

I. 

The Federal Trude Commission, having reason to l•elieve 
from a preliminary investigation made by it, that the Cham­
berlin Cartridge & Target Co., hereinafter rPft>rred to as the 
respondent, has violated and is violating the provisions of 
section 3 of nn act of Congress approved October 15, 1914, 
entitled "An net to supplement existing laws against unlaw­
ful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes," here­
inafter reft>JTed to as the Clayton AeL issuPs this complaint 
stating its charges in that rt>spect on information and belief 
as follows: 

PARAGIIAI'll 1. That the respondent, the Chamberlin Car­
tridge & Tarw•t Co., is now and was at all times hereinafter 
mentioned a corporation organized, existing, awl doing busi­
ness UJHler and by virtue of tlw laws of the S'tute of Ohio, 
having its principal office and plnce of business in the city of 
Cleveland, in said State, now and for more than two years 
last past engaged in the manufacture and sale of clay­
pigeon targets and in the manufacture and leasing of a cer­
tain patented trap or contrivance for projecting or throwing 
such clay-pigeon targets, which is known by the brand mtme 
of Ideal Leggett Trap, among the several States and Terri­
tories of the United States and the Distriet of Columhitt, in 
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direct corllpetition with other persons, firms, copartnerships, 
atH.l corporations similarly engaged in the manufacture and 
sale of clay-pigeon t1trgets. 

PAR. 2. That the n•spondent in the conduct of its busi­
ness munufuctmes such Ideal Leggett Traps and clay-pigeon 
targets so leased and sold by it in its fnetory loeated in the 
eity of Cleveland, State of Ohio, and purchases and enters 
into contraets of purchase for the necessary component ma­
terials needed therefor in di1l't•rent States and Territories 
of the United States, cuusing the same to Le trausported to 
its factory, wher·e they are made into the finished products and 
leased or sold and shipped to the lessees or purehasers there­
of; that nfter sueh products are so manufactured they are 
em1tinuously moved to, from, and among other States and 
Territories of the Unitell States and the District of Co­
lumbia, and thPre is continuously nnJ. has bt•en at all times 
hereinafter mentioned a constant current of trade and com­
nwrce in the said Ideal Leggett Traps and day-pigeon tar­
gets between and among- the various States and Territories 
of the United Stntes nncl the District of Columbia, and espe­
cially to und though the city of Cleveland, State of Ohio, 
and therefrom to and through other States and Territories 
of the United States and the District of Columbia. 

PAn. 3. That the said Ideal Leggett Tmp manufactured 
and lt•ased by the respondent has a wide and extensive use 
among sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs, and the business of 
manufacturing nnd selling day-pigeon targets which are 
projected and thrown hy these and similar traps constitutes 
a large and important brunch of commerce among the States 
and Territories of the lT nited States; that such clay-pigeon 
targets tu·e extensively distributed to the purchasing public 
through the medium of retail stores dealing in sportsmen's 
goods throughout the United Stutes, and numerous indiYid­
uals, firms, and corporations are engaged in the manufacture 
and sale of such clay-pigeon targets in competition with 
respondent. 

PAR. 4. That the respondent for more than two years last 
past in the course of interstate commerce and in violation of 
section 8 of the Clayton Act has leased and is now leasing 
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large numbers of the aforesaid Ideal Leggett Traps so manu-
facturer! by it for use throughout the United States antl the 
Territories thereof nml the District of Columbia, and has 
fixed and is now fixing the rental price charged therefor on 
the condition, agreement, or un1lerstanding that the lessees 
thereof shall not throw or nllow any clay-pigeon targets to 
be thrown from saitl tmps other than those manufacture!} 
nTHl sol1l hy respotHlent, and shall not use in connection with 
said tmps any clay-pigeon targets mnnufnctured by a com­
petitor or competitors of the respondent; and that the effect 
of such lease or such condition, agreement, or nnderstanding 
is to substantially lessen competition and to create a monop­
oly in the manufacture and sale of day-pigeon targets. 

II. 

The Fc1leml Trade Commission having reason to believe 
from a preliminary investigntion matle by it that the Cham­
lwrlain Cartridge & Target Co., hereinafter referred to us 
the respondent, has been anu now is using unfair methods of 
eompetition in interstate commerce in violation of the provi­
sions of section 5 of an act of Congress approved September 
~li, 1914, ontitleu "An act to create a Feueml Trade Com­
mission, to UPfine its powers anu duties, and for other pur­
poses," and it appearing thnt a pro<'t'Pding by it in rt>sped 
thereof would be to the interest of the public, issues this 
complaint stating its cha1·ges in that respeet, upon informa­
tion and belief, us follows: 

PARAGHAPH 1. That the respond(•nt, the Chamberlin Car­
tridge & Target Co., is now anu WIIS at all times hereinafter 
mentioned a corporation organized, existing, and uoing busi­
ness under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Ohio, 
having its principal oftiee anu pluee of business in the city of 
Cltweland, in said State, now and for more thnn two years last 
past engaged in the manufacture and sale of clay-pigeon tar­
gets and in the manufacture and lensing of a certain patented 
trap or eontrivance for projectiug or throwing such clay­
pigeon tnrgets, which is known by the brand name of Ideal 
Leggett Trap, among the several Stutes and Territories of 
the United States and the District of Columbia, in direet 
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competition with other persons, firms, copartnerships, and 
eorporations similarly engaged in the manufacture and sale 
of clay-pigeon targets. 

PAR. 2. That the respondent in the conduct of its business 
manufactures such Ideal Leggett Trnps and clay-pigeon 
targets so leased and sold by it in its factory located in the 
city of Cleveland, State of Ohio, and purchases and enters 
into contracts of purchase for the necessary component ma­
terials needed therefor in different States and Territories of 
the United States, causing the same to be transported to its 
factory where they are made into the finished product and 
leased or sold and shipped to the lessees or purchasers 
thereof; that after such products are so manufactured they 
are continuously moved to, from, aml among other States 
and Territories of the United States and the District of Co­
lumbia, and there is continously and has been at all times 
hereinafter mentioned a constant current of trade and com­
merce in the suid Ideal Leggett Traps and clay-pigPon tar-

. gets between and among the various States and Territories 
of the United States and the District of Columbia, and espe­
cially to and through the city of Cleveland, State of Ohio, 
and therefrom to and through other States and Territories of 
the United States and the District of Columbia. 

PAn. 3. That the said Ideal Leggett Trap manufactured 
and leased Ly the respondent has a wide and extensive use 
among sportsml·n and sporti'imen's clubs, and the business of 
manufacturing and selling day-pigeon targets which are 
projected and thrown by these and similar traps, constitutes 
a large and important branch of commerce among the States 
and Territories of the United States; that such clay-pigeon 
targets are extensively distributed to the purchasing public 
through the medium of retail stores dealing in sportsmen's 
goods throughout the United States, and numerous individ­
uals, firms, and corporations are engaged in the manufacture 
and sale of sueh clay-pigeon targets in competition with 
respondent. 

P Au. 4. That the respondent, with the effect of stifling and 
suppressing competition in interstnte commerce in the sale of 
clay-pigeon targets, for more than two years last past has 
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refused, and still refuses, to lease the aforesu id Ideal Leg­
gett Traps manufactured by it to those who will not agree 
that said traps shnll not be used for throwing any other clay­
pigeon targets than those manufactured by the respondent, 
and has canceletl and threatened to cancel, and still con­
tinues to cancel and threaten to cancel its leases of said Ideal 
Leggett Trups and has retaken possession of said traps 
whenever tmy of the lessees thereof have used or ha\'e at­
tempted to use them for the purpose of throwing clay-pigeon 
targets manufueturetl by competitors of the respondent. 

HEPOHT, FINDINGS AS TO THE FACTS, AND 
OUDER 

The Fedeml Tr:Hle Commission hn ving duly issued and 
served upon the nbove-nawed respollllent, the Chamberlin 
Cartridge & Target Co., its complaint herein, wherein it is 
alleged that it had rt>ason to believe that the said respowlent 
had been and then was violating the provisions of seetion a 
of the act of Congress appro,·ed October 15, HH4, entitled 
"An net to supplement existing laws against unlawful re­
straints and monopolies, and for other purposes," and fully 
stating its charges in this respect, and the Federal Trude 
Commission in the said complaint further alleging thnt it 
had l't>asoll to believe that said rPspondent hn<l been atHl then 
wus using unfair methods of competition in interstate com­
rneree, in violation of the provisions of seetio11 5 of the net 
of Co11gn•ss upprowd Septl·mber ~6, 1914, entitled "An net 
to ereate a FPdeml Tmde Commission, to define its powers 
and duties, and for other purposes," and that a proceetli11g by 
it in that respect woulll he to the interest of the publie and 
fully stating its eltarges in this respect, and the respondent 
having entered its appearance by Cook, MeOownn, Foote, 
Bushnell, & Lamb, its attorneys and counsellors, and having 
filed its answer, admitting certain of the matters alleged and 
set forth in the complaint, nnd denying others thereof, and 
the issues so raised having, pursunnt to due notice gin~n to 
said responrlent, come on for hearing, and the Commission 
having appeared and introduced its evidenee in support of 
its snid c>hnrges, ll!Hl tlw respondent having appenred and 
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introducefl its evidence in denial thereof, and all tl'stimony 
heurd at said hearing having been reduced to writing and 
together with the evidence receiYeu, filed in the office of the 
Commission, and the Commission and respondent having, 
through their respective attorneys, submitted briefs and 
made oral argument herein, the Commission being fully ad­
vised in the premises and upon consideration thereof, now 
makes this its report antl findings, and conclusions. 

FJNDDWS AS TO 'l'HE FACTS. 

PARAGRAPH 1. That the respondent is now and for more 
than two years last past hns been a corporation, organized, 
existing, and doing business under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of Ohio, with its principal office and place of 
business located in the city of Cleveland, in said State. 

PAR. 2. That the respondent is now and for more than two 
years last past has been engaged in the manufacture nHd 
sale of day-pigeon targets branded "Blue Rock" and in the 
manufacture and lease of a certain patented trap branded 
" Ideal Leggett " trap, for throwing clay-pigeon targets, in 
the several States of the United States and the District of 
Columbia, in competition with other persons, corporations: 
and firms engaged in the manufacture and sale of clay­
pigeon targets. 

PAR. 3. That the traps manufactured by respondent and 
branded "Ideal Leggett" traps are moYed from the city of 
Cleveland, State of Ohio, to and through other States of the 
United States, and that the day-pigeon targets manufac­
tured by respondent and branded "Blue Rock" ure moved 
from the city of Findlay, State of Ohio, to and through 
other States of the United States. 

PAR. 4. That the" Ideal Leggett" trnps manufactured by 
respondent have a wide and extensive use among sportsmen 
and sportsmen's clubs, and that the business of manufac­
turing and selling "Blue Rock" clay-pigeon targets consti­
tutes a branch of commerce among the States of the United 
States. 

PAR. 5. That prior to October 15, 1914, respondent was, and 
since last-mentioned date, was and now is the owner of 
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United States letters patent covering" Ineul Leggett" traps 
and all "Ideal Leggett" traps manufnctmetl by respondent 
were made under letters patent of the United States. 

PAn. 6. That respondent first began the manufacture, and 
put on the market, its "Ideal Leggett" traps in the year 
1911. That since rcspondl•nt first LPgan the manufacture of 
"Ideal Leggett" traps in the year 1911 it has manufactured 
a total of 1,2i16 "Ideal Leggett" traps. 

PAn. 7. That since respondent first Legan the manufacture 
and put on the market " Ideal Leggett" traps in the year 
1911, respondent has leased to sportsmen and sportsmen's 
clubs, located in the various cities of the United States, all 
"Ideal Leggett" traps manufactured by it for use by the 
said sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs, on conditions, and 
with restrictions as set forth in what is designated in the 
testimony herein, variously as: "Contract," "Lense agree­
ment," and" License of Ideal Leggett trap." That us a part 
of its system of leasing its" Ideal Leggett" trups, respondent 
caused to be inserted and written in each of the " Contracts" 
or "Lease agreements" or " Licenses of Ideal Leggett 
traps," made and executed by respondent with sportsmen and 
sportsmen's clubs, a notice, warning, or agreement in words 
substantially as follows: 

That It llt•HSt>P] will not throw or· ullow any turgt>ts to be thrown 
from 11111d tmp other thun turget11 muuufuctured by the tir11t pur·ty 
und brmuletl "Blue Hoc·k Pigeons." 

That u brt>ndt of this eo\'PI!Unt shall work u forfeiture of the !luld 
llceru;e, and thereupon the first party muy take possession of sahl 
trap wherever it cnn be found und ut any time after such breath. 

PAn. 8. That in the year 1915, respondent had approxi­
mately 1,035 "Ideal Leggett" tmps leased to sportsmen and 
sportsmen's dubs of the United States; that in the year 1916, 
respondent had approximately 1,040 "Ideal Leggett" trnps 
lensed to sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs in the United 
States; that in the year 1917, respondent had approximately 
984 "Ideal Leggett" traps leased to sportsmen and sports­
men's clubs in the United States; that in the year 1918, 
respondent had approximately 883 "Ideal Leggett" trap~ 
leased to sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs in the United 
States; that in the year 1919, respondent had approximately 



'l'HE CHAl\IHEULIN CAHTUIJ>GE & 'l'AHOE'l' CO. 365 

357 Findings. 

!)£)!) "Ideal Leggett" traps leased to sportsmen and sports­
men's clubs in the United States. 

PAR 9. That with each of the various sportsmen and 
sportsmen's clubs who leased "Ideal Leggett" traps from 
respondent, for use, respondent has made and respondent is 
still making agreements, a part of which is as follows, as to 
the "Ideal Leggett" trap named therein: 

That It [lessPe 1 will not throw or allow any targets to be thrown 
from ::;aid trap other than targets manufactured by the first party 
and branded "Blue Ro('k Pigeons." 

That u breach of this covenant shall work u fot•feiture of the saili 
license, and thereupon the first pnt·ty may take possession of snid 
trap wherever It can be found and at any time after such breuch. 

PAn. 10. That respondent, since it first began the manu­
faf•ture and lense of its "Ideal Leggt'tt" traps, has at all 
times insisted on the observnnee of the conditions and re­
strictions contained in its said "contracts" or "lease agree­
ments" wit II" sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs leasing" Ideal 
Leggl'tt" traps from n'sponJ.ent, and the vast majority of 
all sportsmen and sportsmen's clubs leasing "Ideal Leggett" 
traps from respondent have observed anJ. ha\'e not violated 
the conditions and restrictions contained in the said "con­
tracts" or "lease agreements" and in particular the vast 
majority of all sportsmen and sportsmen's clnbs leasing 
" Ideal Leggett " traps from respondent ha Ye not thrown 
or allowed to be thrown from "Ideal Leggett" traps clay­
pigeon targets other than those of respondent's manufacture. 

PAR. 11. That prior to October 15, 1914, respondent was, 
and since last-mentioned date respondent was, and now is, 
lensing "Ideal Leggett " traps on a yearly rental basis or 
prire eharged therefor, so low thnt respondent could not at a 
profit lease saiJ. "Ideal Leggett" traps at said rental fee or 
price eharged therefor unless the lessees of said " Ideal Leg­
gett" traps purehased all clay-pigeon targets used in connec­
tion with or tlm~wn from snid "Ideal Leggett" traps from 
respondent. 

PAn. 12. That for the year HH5 respondent sold approxi­
mn.tely 8,377,000, or 30.1 per cent, more clay-pigeon tnrgets 
than did all its competitors; that fol' the year 1916 respond­
ent sol<l approximately 3,088,700, or 12.6 per cent, more clay-
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pigeon targets than did all its competitors; that for the year 
l!H7 respondent sold, not including its sales to the Govern­
ment, approximately 3,477,750, or 22.3 per cent, more clay­
pigeon targets than did all its competitors; and that for said 
year respondent sold, ineluding its sales to the Government., 

. llpproximately 8,147,750, or 40 2 per cent, more clay-pigeon 
targets than did all its competitors; that for the year 1918 
responrlent sold, not including its sales to the GoYermnent, 
approximately 3,209,·120, or 29.2 per cent, more clay-pigeon 
targets than did all its competitors; and that dming :-;aid 
year respondent sold, in<'lnding its sales to the Govemrnent, 
approximately ll,Gll:3,J20, or 60.1 per cent, more clay-pigeon 
t:u·gets than did all its competitors; that for the. first eight 
months of the year lfl 19 respondent sold, not including its 
sales to the Gov(•mment, approximately 2fl7,0fl0, or 2.4 per 
eent, more day-pigeon targets than did ull its competitors: 
and that for the fir~t eight months of said year respondent 
sold, including its snles to the Government, approximately 
4,7V7,0HO, or 28.G per cent, mot·e day-pigeon targets than did 
all its competitors; that for the period .Tammry 1, l!H5, to 
September 1, lVW, respondent sold, not inclucling its sales to 
the Gover11nwnt, approximately 18,4·19,V60, or 20.2 per cent, 
more clny-pigeon targl'ts than did all its competitors, and for 
the snme periorl of time respondent sold, including its sales 
to the Government, npproximately 3G,103,HGO, or 33.2 per 
!'ent, more day-pigeon targets than did all its competitors. 

PAn. 13. That the conclitions and restrictions imposed by 
respondent in the lease of its "Ideal Leggett" traps or re­
spondent's plan or systt'm of mnrkPting its "Ideal Leggett" 
traps herein, found to he used by n•sponclent, 

(a) Ilave compelled and do ('ompel lessees and users of 
stwh "Ideal Leggett" traps to purchase exclusively from re­
:-;pondent nil day-pigeon targets thrown from said "Ideal 
Leggett" traps, and that satisfactory clay-pigeon targets of 
competitors eould he purchased and can now be purehased by 
snid lesset>s or usN'S of "Ideal Leggett" traps Itt a priee not 
higher than the pri<'e charged by rPspondent for it:-; clay­
pigeon targPts. 

(l') Ha\'e prewnted and do prevent competing maunfar­
turei'S of clay-pigeon targets from selling tlwir clay-pigt•on 
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targets for use on or to be thrown from "Ideal Leggett" 
traps manufactured and leased by respondent. 

(c) Have prevented and do prevent jobbers and dealers 
from handling and selling clay-pigeon targets of competitors 
of respondent and in particular have prevented aiHl do pre­
vent jobbers and dealers from handling and selling clay­
pigeon tat·g(•ts of compl·titors! for use on or to be thrown 
from respondent's "Ideal Leggett" traps. 

CONCLUSIONS, 

(1) That-
(a) The lease by respondent of "Ideal Lrg,!!ett '' traps 

upon eonditions us set forth in the lea::;e agn'ement or con­
tract agreemt·ni herein founrl to be used by l'PS[HHHicnt, 
under the plan or system of marketing herein 1lcscrihed and 
found to be used by respo111!1.mt, constitutes a lease upon 
condition, agret•ment, or understanding that the lessee nnd 
user of ''I deal Leggett" trn ps, shall not use, in operating 
sai(l "Ideal Lt>ggett" traps, so leased from respondent, any 
day-pigeon targets of a competitor or competitors, and 

(b) That the effect of the condition, agreement, and un­
Llerstanding is sueh that it has substantially lessened, and 
does and may substantially lessen, competition in interstate 
conmwrcc, in clay-pigeon targets. 

(:!) That the lease by respondent, of its "Ideal Leggett" 
traps, upon the· condition, agreement, or understanding, 
hen•in found to he used by the rPsponrlent, and the plnn or 
system of marketing said "Ideal Leggett" traps und clay­
pigeon targets by respollllent herein dt•serihed, is in viola­
tion of section 3 of the act of Congress entitlerl "An act to 
snpplement existing laws against. unlawful restraints and 
InonnpoliPs, and for other purposes," approved October 15, 
l!Hl, and the effect thereof has been, is, and may he, to sub­
stantially lessen competition and tend to create a monopoly 
in interstate eommeree. 

(:3) Thnt thP mt'thods of competition set forth in the fore­
going report and fitHlings and eneh and nil of said report 
nnll finflings are under the circumst:mePs therein set forth, 
unfair methods of competition in interstate commerce, in 
violation of the provisions of sedion 5 of the act of Con-
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gress appro,·ed September 26, HH4, entitled "An act to cre­
ate a Federal Trade Commission, to define its powers and 
duties, unJ. for other purposes." 

ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST,. 

The Federal Trade Commission having duly issued and 
served upon the aLove-numed respondent, the Chamberlin 
Cartridge & Target Co., its complaint herein, and the said 
respondent, the Chamberlin Cnrtridge & Target Co., having 
filed its answer admitting certain of the allegations of the 
complaint and denying certain others thereof, and the Com­
mission having offered testimony in support of its charges in 
said complaint, and the respondent having offered testimony 
in its behalf, and the attomeys for the Commission and the 
respondent having submitted their briefs as to the law and 
faets in said proceeding, and the Commission having m:Hle 
und filed its report and findings as to the facts and conclu­
sions that the respondent has violnte<l section 3 of the act of 
Congress approved October 15, 1914, entitled "An act to sup­
plement existing laws against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies, and for other purposes," and section 5 of the 
act of Congress approved September 26, 1914, entitled "An 
act to creute a Federal Trade Commission, to define its 
powers and duties, and for other pm·pos{'s," whieh report is 
herein adopted as part hereof, as fully liS if the same were 
set forth at large herem: Now, thereforel 

It is m·dered, That the respondent, the Chamberlin Car­
tridge & Target Co., cease and desist from directly or 
indirectly making any lease of its "Ideal Leggett" traps 
or fixing a price charged therefor on the condition, agree­
ment, or understanrling that the lessee is to throw from said 
"Ideal L<~ggett" traps only clay-pigeon targets of respond­
ent's manufacture and will not throw or allow any target to 
he thrown from "Id(•al Lt'ggt•tt" traps other than clay­
pigeon targets manufactured by respondent and from re­
ctniring that the lessee shnll not throw from said "Itlenl 
Legg{'tt" traps clay-pigeon tnJ'gt'h; of a comJwtitor or com­
petitors of respontlt>nt and from requiring the JWrformnnce 
by the lessee of the conditions, agreements, or undt•rstund­
ings on which such lPnses have been hf>rPtofore made. 
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1'1•ovided, That respondent, the Chamherlin Cartridge & 
Target Co., is hereby granted not to exceed GO days from 
the date of the service hereof, within which to read­
just and make such cha,nges in its methods of leasing and 
marketing said "Ideal Leggett" traps as will make its con­
duct and practices in that behalf conform to the require­
ments of this orrler. 

Respondent is further ordered to file a report in writing 
with the Commission three months from notice hereof, stat­
ing in detail the manner in which this order has been com­
plied with and conformed to. 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
v. 

FRUIT GROWERS' EXPRESS. 

CO.MPJ.AINT IN TJUJ MA'l'TJo~R 01<' TilE ALJ.IWED VIOLATION OF SEC­

TION 3 OJo' AN ACT OF CONGRESS API'ROVEO OCTOBER Hi, 1914, 

Docket 271-.l\lny 7, 10:!0. 

SYLLAllUS. 

Whereu cOI'(lOratlon engaged in II'Hsing to various rnlh·oads refl·lgera­
tor cars used In the tl'llllSJlortutlon of fresh fruits and Vl'getnbles, 
and In furnlt;hing Ice, repnil'S, nnrl other servlees In connection with 
such leasing, doing !>5 per cent of such busint>ss on certnln railroads 
until tnlwn owr by the Gm·ernnwnt, and doing all the business In 
the tl'l'l'ltory served by such rnllroads In a number of the Southem 
Stntes-

Opernteil under contruets entel'Pd Into by Its assignor uceordlng to 
the t<>rliiS of whil'h contracts the lessee obliguterl itself to use suld 
corpol'Utlon's "<>quipmeut exl'!uslvcly In the movl'mPnt of fl'nlts nnrl 
vegt•tuhles under ret'rige1·ntion In enrloads from points on the lines 
of rallwny ownPd or opPrnted by the railroad during thP life of this 
cont ruct": 

llelrl, That tlw PI1'1•Ct of SIH"h IPHSPs, under the clrcumstnnces set forth, 
might he to Rnbstantlully less~>n r•ompr!tltlon nnd tend to create u 
monopoly In tlw t rHll!'!lOI'tatlon of fresh fruits allfl vegl'ttthles unde1· 
l't>frlgPJ'ntlon in tliP tPrrltorlt"l-l RPrvNl by thP rnilronds lnvolvefl, 
nnrl thnt the use of the stuue eunstltuted u violation of seetlon 3 
of tlw ud of Oetoher li'\, Hll4. 
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