A

N

vaQ Frl %
oo+ ores [FQE@@W@'

CABLES: "MACCOOK, NEW YORK"
CLIFTON R, WILLIAMSON
ARCHIBALD A. GULI

EDWARD W, BOURNE £ E_P 2 f r;

JAMES D. EWING vv /@0

LASATER TERRELL < .
DONALD M. DUNN

ANDREW OLIVER

ALFRED OGDEN

CLYDE W. SORRELL M\ H N /I/ @ j 4/’@
H TIAN H. GENGHOF e g
EUGENE Z. Du BOSE el Rl Lo /W‘A e V. .

EDWARD E. RIGNEY

Pedruary 27, 1957

The Reporter of Decisions .
Supreme Court of the United States
Washington, . €.

Pear Sir:

In the 9 proof of the Court's slip
in the sbove-entibled oase, the Court inadvertent m«» L
cated that the respondants had never appesled from the
Comission's findings that they were guilty of a con-
spiracy to adopt and use & sone delivered pricing systea
in the sale of lead pigaents,

Specifically, the last sentenss of Ghe fellow-
ing gquotation frem page 10 of the Court's opinion seems
clearly to give that srronsous impression:

“The respondents were found to have plain)
the lan. In this respect the 18~
a&en eomwlr considered the eiroumstances umhr
whioh the 1llegal acts occcurred. Those in utter
disregard of law, as here, ‘call for repreasion
mmmmmwenmame
mmm ’ buu Wﬁ pmuaggéo.

Ao » the respondenta' petitions for rm«
of the order of sm“immmeomwwamr

cory NL 000040480



The Reporter of Pecisions ~2w Pedbruary 27, 1557

the Seventh Circult specifically sought reversal of the
Commission’s findings of conspirecy. In fact, the largest
.mxapmmumwm filsd by National
wmmcm which ware adopted
bym ts) was devo to that issue,
mmm«wmmtm
now mzm m » respondents L£iled u oress pesti-
ts.mi ﬁ“MWS*&W&NWM,
mm L£irst two “"Questions Preassnted” wers
sﬂmuﬂnm Cross Petition, p. 2):

"i. Wnethsr a finding of conspiracy mey
be based solely on evidence of aow
tivities concerned with the formula~
tion of an NRAA Code, undertaken
mbmarmimuxwat#mu
tence of NRA officisls.

2. Whether, in any svent, there is sub- ¥
stantial evidence, in the light of the
whels merd, to support the finding of

conapivacy.”
m mtn’ cross mztm was denied,
! T o B : PGTRNIN. A SR 30 2 G m gt’t

Under these circumstances we submit m§
statement on page 10 of the Court's epinion that

Wtumwmummtmwaumn

In many of the press reports soncerning the
W'c mm in this cm, that partioular sentence

bean swphasizad and we believe At gives a wrong ime-
maxmummuyoamma

ARG i O A

1. ‘e Commission's Brief in this cese (p. 7, note 3)
g{ﬁatﬁmtwemﬁmnmmxu«uﬁ
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We therefore respectfully request that the
last santence of the above-quoted portion of the Court's
opinion be deleted or otherwise corrected so as net to
be misleading.

This letter 1s belng written on behalf of
counsel for all respondents.
Very traly yours,
EUGENE Z. DuBOSE

Counsel for reupondent
Hational Lead Company

RZp 788
Spec. Del. | 1
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