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ROBERT H. JACKSON AT THE ANTITRUST DIVISION 

R. Hewitt Pate* 

Robert H. Jackson served as the Assistant Attorney General in 
charge of the Antitrust Division of the U.S. Department of Justice 
from January 1937 until March 1938.  Although Jackson was head 
of the Division for only fourteen months, he held that position 
during an important period for the development of antitrust law 
and industrial policy in the United States.  This brief chapter in his 
legal career reveals many facets of Jackson�s character, both as a 
person and a lawyer.  It also provides an insight into the 
development of the Antitrust Division and of the antitrust laws 
more generally. 

JACKSON�S ANTITRUST EXPERIENCE 

Jackson began his extraordinary career as a �country lawyer� in 
upstate New York.  Although he had only one antitrust case in 
private practice, that experience informed his views about the 
antitrust laws years later when he was Assistant Attorney 
General.1  In his draft autobiography, Jackson explains that he 
represented a number of furniture manufacturers from upstate New 
York and Pennsylvania who had been indicted in Chicago for 
conspiring to maintain furniture prices: 

It was pretty clear to me that they had so conspired, in spite 
of the fact that the conspiracy had not succeeded, so far as I 
was able to determine, in maintaining or visibly affecting 
prices.  It had been seriously suggested by one of the counsel 
for some of the interests that the furniture men defend upon 
the ground that while they had agreed to maintain prices 
they had not kept their agreements. This did not seem to me 

 
* Assistant Attorney General, Antitrust Division, United States Department of Justice.  
Sincere thanks to Antitrust Division lawyers Doug Ross and Andrew Finch for their 
enthusiastic contributions to this article. 

1 Robert H. Jackson, Oral History 426 (Box 190, 1952-53) (on file in the Robert H. Jackson 
Papers, Library of Congress, Manuscript Division) (noting that Jackson had only one 
antitrust case when in private practice). 

787 


























