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WESTERN DIS-I'RIC'I OF' OI(LAI.IOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMEITICA,

Plaintiff,

-vs- No.

STANLEY MARK SMITI{, Violation: l5 U.S.C. S I

Defendant.

INFORMATION

The United States Attomey charges:

COUNT 1

(Conspiracy to restrflin t ra(le)

DESCRIPTION OF THE OFFENSE

l. Stanley Mark Srnith is hereby charged and made a defendant on the charge

contained in this Infomration-

2. Beginning at least as early as Malch of2017 and contilluing until as late as

April of2023, the exact dates being unknorvn to the United States, in the Western Distlict

of Oklahorna and elsewhere, the defendant and oo-conspiratols knowingly entered into

and engaged in a conspilacy to suppress and eliminate conlpetition by allocating

contracts, rigging bids, and raising and maintaining prices for contracts for erosion

conrol products and services, including solid slab sodding. The conspiracy engaged in

by the defendant and his co-conspirators r,vas a per se unlawftrl, and thus u easonable,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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restrainl of interstate tlade and comnrerce in violation of Section i ofthe Shetrnan Act

(1s u.s.c. s 1)

II.

MEANS AND METHODS OF TIIE CONSPIRACY

3. For the purpose of forming and canying out the charged conspiracy, the

defendant and his co-conspirators did tliose things that they conspired to do, including,

among other things:

a, engaged in discussious and attended rneetings concerning projects

for, and prices ot, erosion contol products and selvices, including solid

slab sodding, irr the Western District of Oklahoma and elsewhere;

b. agr eed during those discussions and meetings to allocate bids for

erosion control contracts based on geographic delineations within the state

of Oklahorna, as well as othel critelia discussed in advance ofbid "letting"

dates, or bid submission deadlines:

c. agreed during those discussions and meetings not to compete for'

erosion control contracts by eithel subrnitting intentionally high-priced bids

fbrjobs allocated to a diffelent company or by declining to submit bids for

such jobs altogether;

d. ageed during those discussions and meetings to raise and rnaintain

prices for solid slab sodding and other line items in erosion control

contracts;

')
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e. discussed and exchanged prices submitted to prime contractors fbr

erosion control contlacts so as not to undercut one another's pfices;

f. provided erosion control products and sewices in the Western

Distlict of Oklahorna and elsewhere thr or:gh erosion contlol contracts

awalded at collusive and nonconrpetitive prices;

g. accepted payrnent for erosion corrtlol ploducts and services provided

under contlacts arvalded at colhrsive and noncompetitive prices; and

h. took steps to conceal co-conspil'ator communications in fulherance

ofthe conspiracy.

III.

BACKGROUND

4. Elosion control means any method to eliurinate. reduce, or mitigate the

movelnent, transportation, ol'runoff of soil, r'ock, sediment, or other ealthen materials due

to natural forces such as wind ol water, including tlu'ough the installation ofsod,

compost, mu1ch, or othel' vegetative bariers, and seeding with grass, wildflowers, and

other gloundcovers. The meaning of the term also includes any other meanings generally

understood in the tlansportatior.r, construction, or landscaping industries. Erosion contlol

products and services, including the use ofsolid slab sodding, are oftetr incotporated into

contracts with federal. state, and local govelnments foL publicly funded plojects including

but not limited to highrvay consfi'uction and lepair.

l
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IV,

DEFENDANT AND CO-CONSPIRATORS

5. During the period covered by this Information, the defendant u,as a part-

orvner and vice president with Company D. During the period covered by this

Infomration, Company D was a corporation organized and existing under the larvs of

O[<lahoma with its plincipal place of business in Claremore and Catoosa, Oklahoma.

During the period covered by this Infonnation, Cornpany D was an erosion control

company and was engaged in providing elosion control products and services, including

solid slab sodding, in the Westem District of Oklahoma and elsewhere.

6. Various corporations and individuals, not made defendants in this

Information, participated as co-conspirators in the offense charged herein and performed

acts and made statemerlts in furtherance theleof.

7. Whenever in this Infolmation reference is made to any act, deed, or'

tmnsaction ofany corporation, the allegation means that the corpolation engaged in the

act, deed, or transaction by or tlu'ough its officers, directors, agents, employees, ol'other

reprrcsentatives while they were actively engaged irr the management, direction, control,

or transaction of its business or affairs.

V.

E AND CO

8. During the peliod covered by this llformation, the defendant, Company D.

and theil co-couspirators plaoed bids for erosion control ptoducts and services with pr.ime

conhactors that opelated both in oklahoma and in states outside of oklahoma. which
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aflbcted interstate trade and cornmetce. Ful'thermore, during the peliod coveled by this

Infounation, many of the projects the defendant, Company D, and their co-conspirators

bid on r-rsed federal funding, including funding fi'om the U.S. Department of

Transpoltation. These f'eder:al funds were in the flow of interstate trade and commerce.

Finally, during the peliod coveled by tl-ris Infotmation, the defendant, Company D, and

their co-conspiratols used substantial quantities of equipment and supplies necessary to

provide erosion contro[ products and services, including trucks to tl anspol't etosion

contol supplies to job sites, which traveled on interstate loads and highways.

9. During the period coveled by this Infonnation, the business activities ofthe

defendant and his co-conspiratols that are the subject of this Information were within the

flow of, and substantially affected, interstate trade and commerce.

ATL IN VIOLATION OF TITLE 15. UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 1.
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JONA I(ANTER
Assistant Attorney General

t*,,
J J FREDRICI(S
Ch et, Washington Climinal II Section

ROBERT J. TROESTER
United States Attonrey

I

%F/-.-
BETHANY LIPMAN
MATTTMW GRISIER
MARC HEDRICH
Trial Attorrreys
Antitrust Division
U.S. Deparunent of Justice
Washington Cliurinal II Section
450 5th Street, NW
Washiugton, D.C. 20530
202-297-9664
Bethany.Lipnran@usdoj.gov

Antitmst Division
tI.S. Department of Justice

WIL M E. FAIUTIOR
Assistant United States Attoflley
United States Attorney's Olfice
Westem District of Oklahoma
210 Park Avenue, Suite 400
Oklahonm City, OK 73 102

405-553-8754
William.Fan'ior@usdoj.gov
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