IRAC Critical Thinking Assignment

Accurately cite the case (use a complete legal citation – SLO #1)


BRIEFLY summarize the key facts of the case. (INFORMATION – SLO #3) – 
Individual telephone subscribers of a local telephone sue to challenge the action of ILECS of violating the constitutional rule of the sheman act, that prohibits contract combination in the form of trust or otherwise. The telephone company is said to have contracted with another company for economic gains and competition purposes.
Issue (QUESTION AT ISSUE – SLO #2) – Identify a legal issue that is presented in the case (if there are multiple issues, you should focus on a subject that aligns with content we covered that day in class).
· Whether the company is legalized to contract with another company?
· Whether the company violated the Sherman act by competing with each another?

Rule (CONCEPTS – SLO #2 & #3) – Identify the legal rule (statutory or case law) that applies to the legal issue that you identified in #3.
Under the Sherman act, it is prohibited for any contract combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several states of with foreign nations.
Application (INTERPRETATION AND INFERENCE – SLO #3) – Explain how the court applies the rule to the issue and specific facts of the case.
The court reviews the law/ legal precedents regarding the restriction of two contract combination under the sheman’s act. The court review the two alleges one of involvement in interior agreement and the other of competing one another. The court dismisses the complaint for failure to state a claim which relief can be granted. The court defines that the first allegation of sheman act violation is not an independent allegation of agreement among the ILECS. On the second allegation on competition reticence among ILECS the court does not require heightened fact of the alleged as plaintiffs had not clarified their claims across the line from conceived to plausible thus their complaint would have to be dismissed. 
Conclusion (INTERPRETATION AND INFERENCE – SLO #3) – Explain the court’s holding/conclusion as it relates to the legal issue that you identified.
The holding of the court action was that the case was to be reversed and remanded for further investigation to be done on the allegations


