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January 9, 1925,

The ease was 1sld ever unill sent Confaerence Der for further

(2} Dacket 1018 » Toledy Pipe Threuding Kaching

On June 6, 1924, the Comnission dirscted (1) thas wx @
40 cosme and desist iﬂsua, {2) thet the Chief Counsel prapare
draft of findings and order "o cesse and desist and subwmit ths
same to the Commission fer approval ss to form; and (3} that the
disgent of Comsdsaioner Geskill show in {the minutes, upon the
Order and any ¥ siswment issued, with permission $o file a dissenting
MOmMOT GNGLd.

On July 25, 1924, the findings ms to the facts and ordar te
cease and deslst submitted by ths Chief Counsel and certified %o
iu memorandur of July 10, 1924, were adopted by the Commission
without change, the service ¢f such findings and order to bes with-
held pending the filing of a dlesenting memorswdum by br. Geskill.

On September 24, 1924, Mr. Gaskill infernmsd the Commission of
his further conslderstion of the cese and stwizd that he had
¢oncluded not to file & dimgsenting opinion but desired to recall
ie dissenting vote and to change hie veie from ™ne” to “ave®.

The minutes were corrected accordingly end the Commission directed
that the findiangs and order submitied by the Chief Couwnssl and
adopted by the Commission on July 25tk and the slisrnative findinge
end order submitied by Mr. Gaskill be circulated with the rscerd in
the cass.

Orn December 31, 1924, the Copmission direcied that the case be
removed fram the Gircu;atinf Calsndar and placed om the Conference
Calendar. The follewipng papers werse placad in the hande of sach
Jommxgsiensr: memerandum of July 10, 1924 from the Chief Counsol;
findings as te the faets and ordsr to csase and desist submittod by
the Chiefl Coungel, certified to in memorandum of July 10ith and
sdopted by the Comnlssion on July 25, 1924; altornative findinge
end order submitted by Mr, (eskill; compleini, Attorney Craven
represemts the Commiseion. Attorney Gesrge P. Hahn represents the
reupundert.

After consideration, on motlon of Up. Gaskill, seconded by
Mr« Nuvgant, the Commission reconsidered awd roescinded its metion

July 25, 1924, inadopting the findings and order submitted by
th@ Chief Counsel and dupted the alternative findinge us te the
facts ge prepared by ¥r, Geskill and sulwmitted on Serntember 24, 1924,

The order submitied by Mr. Geskill was amended upen suggesiion
of Mewsre. Feakill and Nugsst s akows on marksd copy and the order
wag mdepted and with the findings ans adopted were referred %o the
Hunretary to be publ in proper form and served without further action
by the Commission.

gumery Produce Uonmpany.

B v For finel determination
upon the fullowing record: wary testimony; repert
upon the facts by Teist T 73 : brief by counssl for
the Commission. He sxsephions were filed tu the wuport of tne
Trial 3Ixeminer, Ne brief was filsd by coungel fur the respondent,

Docket 1087 = Won
3 comas baferys 3
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After consideration, on meilon of i, Nugend, sscondes
by kr. Van Flesi, the Conmiseisn dirscted that an order %o
goane snd desist be issued and t*a Chief Counsel was dirscied
% prepares findings ss %0 the facts and ordsr te¢ ceasze and
deuist and submit the sume %4 the Commission for consideration
25 3¢ form and substence,

.
E
T
4,
L4

&
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{53 Docket 1096 = Waterproof Faint & Varnish Company.

This csse comes bhefdre the Commission for final
determinetion up-a the following recerd: memoranium of
Decoember 24, 1934 from the Chief Coursel transmitting the cassj
stipulation as te the facts; findinge ss %o the fecls end order
%0 cemse end desist; complaint; answer. No testl ony was taken
ror briefs filed. Attorney Flammery represents the Commission.
Respondent has ne attorney eof recerd.

In connection with the consideration of ¢his case, ir,
Nugent referrsd to the memorandum daisd December 20, 1324, from
tha Chis{ Counsel iz subrmitiingPocket 1122 - Glidden Company
and Forest City Paint & Varnish Company, wherein the Chisef
Counsel rscommended that the ouistanding ordere in certain cases
be amendsd to prohibit the respondents frum using the word.
“Govermment® upon preducts made in meccordance wiih some
Government specification. Hr. Nugent referred to the findings
and orders im the casss mentionsd in the Chisf Counsel’s

morandum end paviisiarly do the findinge and order inm
Dockot 74E& - MaoCloekey Verrnish Company snd stated that he was
neb in favor of modifyving ths orders as recemmended by the Chief
Counsel but favored the type of order now sutsisnding in the
¥eCloskey case.

After discussion, Mr. Geziill moved that the recommsndatisn
¢f the Chief Counsel in his memorapdum of Docember 20, 1924, ve
rejected and that the Chief Counzel be instructed te prepare
findings #nd order in the present case against the Watsrproof
Paint & Vernish Company -~ Docket 1096, similar, as far as
poassible, tz ths findings and order in Docket 748 - MeCloskey
Varnish Company and furthar that hereaftsr ths grders issusd
by the Comsiuzsioen with reiarence to the ues of the word "CGovernment®
in the sule of paints end varnishes follow that form.

Thne motlon wad ssssndsd by ¥, Thompeon pud sdupted by the

The findinzs and oyder in 4
& Yurnis sy - Docket 1096 as
with mes s of Uscember 24th
to be vad nd resubmitted.

her of tha Yagerpreof Paint
.t5ed by the Chief Counsael
~aburnsd 40 the Chilef Counsel

{6) Docket 1122 » Glidden Comps+ny znd Forest Cliy
Varpdsh 4 1Yo
Ox Beptombar 1%, 1%24, the Commlssion directed tha

%o ardey
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PERCE R Jfﬁ‘ké\"‘ 2 Tty
for report to the vommiss.om 88 tc whethar tha order es &
is inconformity with the orders herstoefore fasued by the C
in similer cases.

Pursuant to this action, the cese is before thse Commissicn for
conslderation of the Chief Counsasl’s repsrt. The follewing papers
wara placed in the hands of sach Commissioner; memorandum of
Dscembar 20, 1924, from the Chisf Counsel tranemitiing the case
and reporting as above described; stipuletion as 46 the facts;
findings ae %¢ the fucts and order to cesmse and desist; complaint;
answer. No testimony was taken neor briefs filed. Attornsy Flannery
represents iue TJommission. Respondent has ne ctiorney of racord.

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Gaskill, the Commiselon
rejscted the Chief Counssl®s recommendation for amendment of the order
in this cese as sot forth in the Chief Counsel’s memorendum of
December 20%h and returned the cese to the Chief Counsel with
instructions to report what, prior t¢ nsgetimtion for stipulatioy,
were the facts as t¢ the munufacturs of the labels used by the
Forest City Fuint & Varnieh Compsny; and whether such labels were
ordered pluced on contminers al the request of the Forest City
Paint & Varnish Company by %he Glidden Company; and that pending
the submission of such report that ection on the case be withheld.

(7} Docket 1164 - The Bast Foods, Inc.
Thiz cese lald over for further consideration on nexd
Cunference Day.

oy

kir. Nugent roferyrsd tuv the return of the files in file 1-3210 -
Remuington Arms Compeny ve. National Cash Register Company, by the
Depariment of Jusiice es racorded in the minutes of Jenuary 7, 1925
end suggested that some action should be taken by the Commission and
after discussion, moved ihat the Board of Review be dirscted to
expeditec its conasideration af the case.

The motion was adopted by the Commissicn ard 1t wae s¢ crdered.

@

Purauant Ho srrangsmenis the Commission procseded 4o consider
as 8 svecial order i Lualwsse, tho mencrandum datzd December 20, 1924,
gubmithied by Mr. O: 11 providing for th@ dispeeition of cases
without formel compleint. This ms dum is set forth In full in
the minutes af Pocenber 31, 1924,

Bre. Gaskill moved that the uw
of the Commizssion.

lir. Ven Fleot submitied the follivwing memorandum and moved
that ths swse b aduepisd se g osebatitute:

“sndum be adopted as an order

RRRRRIERRARREEA



Janumry ¥, 19283%,

"rig end and obisct af 11 proceedings %
Federal Trade Commission is o evd all unfair

of competition orf ~%her v*@lat ong of the law of L
it ie given jurisdiction. The law provides Tur the
issuance of a compleint -md a trisl as proceturs for
the amcoomplishment of this end. But it iz alme
provided that this procedurs shall be had only when

it shall be deemed te be in ths public intorest,

plainly giving the Commission a judielal discretion

to be exercissd in the particular cass,

*It has been ccnﬁendad uhat the langusze of the
gtatute uwsing the werd ‘shall’ is mand&tasyg but in
view 0of ithe public interest clausse no member of the
Commiseion 3 now constituted helde or hes ever held
that the stetute iz mandatory. Hancs, .. proposed
rule for settlement of applications for -uupleint may
be consideraed on iits merits.

"I it wers not for ths pudblic intersst clause
it might appesr that the statute would be mendatory.

It remains {¢ detsrmine whet effsct the public interesi
clausze has, In the interest of sconomy and of dispatch
of btusirness as well as the desirebility of accomplishing
the ends of the Commission with az i1ittle harm %8
respondents s poesible, a8ll cases should be so settled
where they can v . whare the public intereost
demands otherwiss.

“But when the very business itselfl c¢f the propesed
respondent iy fraudulent, it maey well be considered by
the Commiapi :rat the protection of the publle demands
thet the regulsr procedurs by compleint and order ghall
oreavail. Indsed, thers ars soms camges where that is the
orly courss which would be of any value at all., As
for instance, the se-~salled blus sky ceses end all such
whers the business iteslf is inherently frasdulesnt or
=hore & busliness of a legitimate maiturse is conducted
in such a f?w uierd manner that the Commiesion 1w
warrawnted in 3 slief thet no agresment made with the
. will be keyt by him,
herd to draw & definite line, but I
rule shall be that ell cases
Gion except when the public
‘o the reasons sel forth

Yowe may
a¢1 be settl
terest demas

e foregeing be andopted as

" the Ce s oand that

Jamice therswiti ¢r the Board

‘waré %0 the Commimsion for such

ch in their opinion shall fall
vy wrldten recommendations

Treminer
of Raview shall briy
settlament all cases
within this rule with b

Tiwried) Vernon W. Ven Fleet,
Conmissioner
January 9§, 1925.%
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Ve Yan Fleel’s musorendus was reed ond afted 4.
it wae oydered upon motion of Hvﬂﬁ that kr. Yan ¥ise .
end Mr. Geskill's memorands be piaced tﬁgathar end ciroulaisd
ghon;; the Commissioners,

The mstion was adopted srd it wae so ordesred,

lir. Thompsan presented memorandum of January 8th from the
Chief Zconomist transmitting file of papers relsiing to ths
application o7 Mr, R. F. Csmalier for appoiniment to the staff of
the Commission with the recommendation that hs be appeinted Junior
Boonomiste

Mr, Thompson informed the Commission concerning lMr. Camalier‘®s
gualifications and endorsements end moved $he a,.cintment as
recommended by tha Chief Zconomist,

After discussion, it was agreed that lMr. Camslier's case be
held in custody of the Secretaury, the same as the application of
¥iss TGlsanor Shenshon until) further informatien iz availeble with
rogpect ¢ the financilael condition of the Commission, as set forth
in the minutes of January 7, 1925,

@

The follewing mattere of general business forwarded to the
Commigeion by the heads of the seversl divisions wers presaented by
‘e Secretary and sction se indicabed was taken by the Commission:

{1) Docket 1048 « Holeproof Hosiery Company.

demorandum of January 8th was received from the Chief Counsel
trezondtting request of counsel for the rospondsent for an sxtenaion
of time for filing brief and recommending that the seme be granted.

The request wes granted by tha Commission snd order approved
and ertsred grenting ceunssl Ior the respondent an extension to and
until Febrvery 2, 1825, for filing brief.

{2} Docket 110} -~ Oueida Community, Litde

lemorandum of Jamuwry 8%h was rsceived from ths Chief Counsel
trensmitting request of Atterney Graven, counsel for the Commissien,
for an extension of time for filing brief and reccmmending that the
same be granted.

The request was granted by ihs
and entered granting counsel for
unt il February 15, 1925 for filing

Gorgniselon and ordsr approved
wrmieslion an extension to and

{3} Docket 1233 = Permutit £ 1y

wing orders submitted by the Chief Counsel were
approved and enterads (1) that Wab Weodfill, an sxeminer of the
Commission, be designshsd in rseuive testimony, etc., snd (2} thet
the hearing of the complaint begin st Clnmecirwati, Chie, Jammary 15,
1925, &t 10 a.m.; st Chicage, Ill., January 1L%bh, at 10 a.me;




fw‘)g Jsnuary %, 1925,
% -

culd, sauery 23, 1985, st 10 sl f}i‘

oy Jarssry R4, 1928, ab 20 a.m., end Mew York City,
ey 29, 1925, at 10 =.m.

(4) Dockst 1010 = Pitiz“urgh Coal Company 57
Wleconsin, et sl,

rgmirundun of Janvery Tth from Trial Atiorney Heyeraft,
exisrssd by the Crief Counsel, referring to the action of the
Commisnion undar date of Januery 7th in assigoment of Atborusy
Teckett to sselst Attorney Hayeralt and reporting that Attorney
Tackett was without knowledge of the coal industry and fur that
rogson his sorvices would be useless to the case and afaln
raquesting the sssignment of kr, Herold F. Pluwy uf the Zeonowmic
Division to assist Attorney Hayeraft,

The megerandum was read and on motion ¢f ... Hugent,
secunded by Mr., Gaskill, the Commission reconsidired and
rescindad ite mction of Jfanuary Tih in assipgning Attoruey
Tackett %0 the sezo and apon motion of Mr. Lugent, seconded by
My, Hunt, spproved the rscommendation of the Chief Counsel and
agalgned Kre Plaws to aszist in thse case until the time of
srgument, January 13, 1%25.

(5) MNemorandum of Jerugry Bth wes received from the Chisi
Examiner submitiing letter of January 2nd from Adtorney-Ssxidner
Goorge C. Nugent, resigning his pesition with the Commisslon
effective Janumry 1, 19285, The Chisf 3Ixaminer recommended that
che resignation be accsnied.

On motion of Mr. Nugsent, the resignation was anccepted by
the Commission sffactive Jenuery 1, 1925,

(6) Letter of Janusry 10th from the Puremu of the Sudget
informing the Commiselisn of a mesting of the Business Orgenizstions
¢f the Goverrnment on Menday, Jenusry 26, 1925 and requesting a list
of the officiels of the Commission who will atitend.

The Secretary was directed o apply for ticksts for the
Chairmen, the Secrstary and the Budget Officer,

el
AB%

6 ce a9

Thereupon, =% tha i
adjourned to meet lLLontay,

» of 12:30 p.n., the Comniszsion
nuary 12, 1525, at 10 a.m.

o 03 o

Yornon We Van Flaset,
Chelrman.

otis B. Jolingon,
Sscratarys.
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mweting held.

\
G = No

Saturdsy = Januwary 13, 13

Sunday - January 11, 1925 = Lo meeting helid.

wdSTING OF THZ FIDIRAL TRADI COMISSION
donday - Jenusry 12, 1923 - 10 a.m.

PRASINT:
Vernon W, Ven Fleet, Chalrman,
Melson B. Gankill,
John F. Nugert,
Charles W, Hunt,
riugton Thompson,

The minutes of the meebing of January 9. 1925, were read
and after correctiocn wers approved.

LY

The Chsirmen prasented the following matiers and action as
indicated was taken by the Commiesion:

{1} Lettor of Jenuary 9th from the Bursau of the Budget
rspLoting the completion by thae Inter-depeartmental Boerd of Contracts
& Adjustments of a Digsst of the Principal Decisions of the Couris
releting to Goverrment contracts and requesting to be advissd e¢f the
number of copiss of this Digest desired by the Commission.

Tre Secretary was directed o order one dozen coples of the
Digest.

(2} Letter of Janusry 9%h from the Department of Justice (4. T.
Sgymour, Assistant to tha Attorney Generel}, informing the Commission
of the Department’s invesitlgetion of the Cincinnat’ Film Board of Trade
znd meking inquivy whether the Fsderal Trade Commissior has rescently
made an investigatien of the scitivities of the managers of the film
axchangse &t Cincinnati and if so, v 23her the evidence gathered, if
any, ¥ill be avallable for the use & +he Departmsnt in any action it
: ettar. .
ha Latier was read and refsried 4o the Chief Counssl for
preparation of reply for the signature of the Chalrman.

(3} Hemorandum of January 9th from the Chalrman of the Board
of Review recommending that the sulizry of Mr. Haye 2. McKeown,
stenegrapher attached to the Beoard, be increased from 31560. s
$1680. per annum.
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The memorandum
srdered fiiad wndil &
te genorsl salsry ing

LB WaB
aideration

(4} Letter of January 9th from the Department of State
{#i1bvur J. Carr, jlssistent Becretery) referring to the Commission’s
lottor of December 5lst in the mutter of forelpn trede complaint
of Steinharter & Compeny, Inc,, ¢f Now York Ciiy ve. Lopez
Valeiras 9f ¥i ; 5 wd informed ths Gémmi*fiﬂﬂ that
of its letiue snmitted te the Americs: Consul af
Spaln, with directien o provide a prompt repert in respoenss t@
the request of thes Cummisnien for supplemental infermail

5187
The lettsr was r@ad and ordered filed aiver reference t¢
the Zxport Trade firizion for its informsdion.

(5) Docket 1251 « Americen Associmbion of Advertisi
Agancias, et al.

Letter of Jamery 8th from kre Cilbert H. Montague, attorney
at lew; New York City, refsrring %o a rumer to the offact thed
attorneys for the rospondents in the slizvy 3 will aitempt to
negotiate with the Commission for an a&rﬁad order, se that thay
may thus avold the disclosursy which would be involved in public
hearings, In his letter Nr. iontague expressed the hope that
before the terms of may mpysst svier are decided upon, that
for the protection of his clisnts he may have am opporiunity
to outline to the Commission and its counsel scme points which
arg roferred %o in the complaint and as %o which a very egplicit
end comprshensive order will be necsspary for the protection of
¥r. Montague's clients.

The lettsy wun read and on motion of Mr. Van Fleet, the
Commisgion directed that reply be made inferming kr. Liontague
that 06 proposal has come to the Commission respecting an
agreed srder but if guch proposel is wads, Mr., Hontugue wilx
te advised therescf,

{6) Doecket 1331 - American Assoclstion of Advertising

Agenc;ee, @V

2%k was vacelved from Ur,
2 N@w Yar% City, rsquesting
the Com:dlgsion’s conmplaint
in respansa t2 inquiriss

{ 5 & of the

A &kﬁ&ﬁﬁ
Gilbert H. Wes
vne hundred m
in this case
fran
countsry.

Ths
to Mr. Honis

w0d coples
ibu*ioﬂ b}

B eakE

Mr. Gsskill suggested tho Commission consider the guestien
e to which Commissiconsr is to aign subprenass snd suggested ths
deslrability of the ndeption of gome uniform practice.
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sfver discugeion, ¢ ‘ it was ¢
that subpognaes in formal dooks : 3 ad for
t¢ the Commissioner whe handled the case in 1te applicst
complaint stage and that the Chief Counsel be so nebified; and
further notifisd to refrain frem presenting the subpeonaes for
signature et the lest moment of tims remaining.

{)é LR

EX Ty

d tne folching iieted applicetions for
cated was teken by the Commission:

Lr, Van ¥

¥iog
compleint and ashi

o
e g
E]
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(1) File 1-2422 = T Te C. vs. American Uptical Company.

Lre. Yen Fleset submitied memorandum of Jam. s 1925 reviewing
the facts, The memerandum vas read and afier alssuzsion, on motion of
Mr. Nugent, the fils wue circulated.

3

(2} TFile 1=3455 = Unfair C tition Bursaw of the Faint & Varndsh
Indusbriss va. ormss-The Comprny.

Lire. Ven Fleet submitted memorsandum of 5 ¢ L925 reviswing
the facte snd steting thet the Ixamining Attorney end the Board of
Review recowmsnd dismiesal,

The memoerandum was read snd after considsretion, on motion of
Er. Van Fleet, seconded by kir. Thompson, the spplication for complaint
wes dismissed by the Commisslion becmuse of the abssnce of intersiats
L CTERerCe.

{3) File 1-2540 - Irish Trads Commission to America ve. Lian &
warabak.
Hr, Van *lest submitisd memovandum of January 10, 1925, reviewing
the facts end steting that the Ixumining Atitorney and ths Doard of
Roview recommend that complaint issus.

Tha memerardum was resd and after considerstlion on motion of
Mr. Van Flext, seconded by Mr, Thompson, ths Commissien directed that
complaint issus cherging Abraham Lian, George Merabsk, R. Lian,
Williem Liasn, Michssl Marahazk, Joseph Marabak, John Marabak, Sahid
Lian, parin brading & Lden & Marabak, w=ith violation of Section 5
of the Federal Trads Commission Act.

The draft of complaint which came forward with the {llas was
referred to the Chief Counsel, +via Docket Section, for approval as
to form and substance under the ruls, with the dirsctisn thait upon
such apprevel, ths complaint be r to the Secsretary for servize
without refersnce back to the Comwiees’

(4} ssion to America ve. N. B.
v, at al,

Lre Yan Flest submitted I Jdmnuary 10; 1925 reviewling
the facte in the case and stati s dwasmining Attorney, the
Chisf Zxaminer and the Board of R ond theat ceaplaint issus.

The nenorandunm was read and witer conalderation, on neotien of
lir. Ven Flest, second:d Ly ¥r. Th 30n, the Commission directed thet
complaint issue charging Ne B. Bariwil, T, B, Bardwil, M, Bardwil,




&
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partners, trading as M. B. v, with viol.c.an
of Section 3 of the Faueral sian Acto
The draft of complaint which came forward with tue
7il98 was roferred %0 the Chsef Counsel, via the Docket Seetlen
for approval as to form and substance under the ruls, with the
dirsetion that upon such spproval the complaint be referred *:
tha Sscrstary for service witheub refersnce back te the Cemulesion.

(5) Fils 1-3043 = F. T, 0. we. Anderson, Clayton & Company, st
lir, Ven Flest submitted memorandum of January 3, 1325, reviswing
the facls in thy csve and ateting thet the Zxzamining Attorney and the
Board of Review rgcommend dismissal of the applicsiion,
. The memorzndum was rsad and aftsr considsramticn, on motion
of ¥r. Van Fleet, secondad by Wr. Thompson, the applicabtion for
complaint wes diswlissad by the Commimaion.

(6) PFile 1-2876 = F. T, C. vs, Cluett, Peabody & Company, Inc.

Mr. Yan Flset submitted wmemorandus of Januery 10, 1925
ragviewing the facts and shtabting that the Ixamining Attorney and
the Board of Review recommend dismissal of tie application.

The memorandum was read and ab the suggesbion of Mr. Nugent,
the case was refaerred to him for consideration and report.

o a ha

Hre Gugxill pressatsd ths following listed applications
for complaint and action as indicsisd was takon by the Commission:

(1) ¥ile 1-3543 - irish Trade Commission %o Americe vs.
4, D, Butten & Sons.

r. Gasklill submitted memerandum of January 3, 1925 reviewing
the record, coneurring in the recommendation of the Board of Review
and recommendlng that conplaint issue.

“he memorandum was ressl and after coneideraticn, on metion
of ¥r. Gesklill, sscondmi by Hrs, Thempson, the Cemmission dirscted
that complaini issues charging Abrshem D, Sutton, David Suttoen,
Selinm Sutton, partnsrs, trading as A« De Sutlton & Sons with
violebion of Hwubion 2f the Fedsral Trais Conmisslon Ast.

The drafbt of com % which came fu ih the files
wus referrad ta the Chi@f Gounsel, via Dacket Saction, for approvel
ag to form and L 3 % rule, with the dlwpctian that
upon sush apnpr @"5‘&_1., 2 referred btz the Ssoretary
for ssved 0 the Commission.

Wl W

Commission to Americs ve.
berg, Inc.

Hr, Gsztbill submittaed m ¢f Januesry 9, 1925
reviewing the record, conecuyy the recomssydadion of the
Board of Revisy and rﬁc@mm@nélng ihaﬁ comzlaint lssus.

The memerandum wis vasdl wd thersafter, on motion of iir.
Guskill, sscendad by Me. wnzen, the Commission directed that
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gamplaint issus charging Alfrod Kehlberg, Ine., with vi ablen of
Seckion 5 of the Foderal Trade Commission Act.

The dralt of complaint whish cums forwmusd with
referred to the (nief Counsel, via Docket Secilon,
to form and subsiance undey the rule, with the dirsction that upen
guch approval, the Cemplaint bs referred o the Seecrafary for sorvics
without refarence back to the Commission, .

(3} File 1-3018 -~ Pathe 2xchange, Inc. vs. Turner % Dahnken, &t

kir, Gaskill subtmitted memorandum of Januwy 9, 1925 reviewing
the record, concurring in the recommendation of the Board of Rewlaw
recemmsnding that the application bs dismissed,

The menorendum was read and thereafter, »n motion of dMr. o
the application for sompleint was dismissed L, the Cummisaion.

(4) File 1-3295 = Vollrath Company vs. Polwr Hars Company.

Mr. Gaskill stated thet this aspplication came direct 4o the
Commigsion from the Chief Examiner without refsrence to the Board
of Review pursuant 1o the Comnission’s order of December 3, 1924,

¥r. Geskill submitted memorandum ¢f January 9, 1925 reviswing
ths record, concurring in the recommendation of ths Chief Ixaminer
and recomumending that the application s dismissed.

After coneideration, on motion of Mr. Gaskill, seconded by iir.
Thompeon, tha applicatien for complaint was d;smissad by the Commiseio

Upon motion of M¥r. Nugent, the Chisf Counsel was directed to
report prompily te the Commisslon, the status of Docked 108] -
korhattan Shirt Company.

¥rs Nugent presented the following listed applications for
complaint and action ng indicatsd was taken by the Commission:
{1) File 1=3412 « Shirek & Hirasch vs. Perscnality Cliothing

gompany, Inc.

memorandum of Jenuary 12, 1925 reviewing
the recommendation of the Beard of Reviaw
ian be dismissed.

uorgalter, on mebion of Mr. Nugesnt,
Commissione

Lrs Nugent sul
the facts, concurring in
and recommending that ths app

The memerandus was reead
the ugplication for conmpleint

{£) File 1=3538 - Benjasin

3 2 & Company v8. Geerge R
Wetaon

Mr, Hugent subaitied
the record, cencurring In ths 2
and recommending that complaint iss

The memorandun was read and a*tar sonsidaradien, on wmotion of
Mr. Nugent, the Gommission dirscted that complalat lgpus aharg;ng
Coorgs 2 Wawaon Company with vxol tion of Bection 5 of the Feds:
Trade Coemmission fcot,

Janusry 12, 1925 reviewing
iantlon of the Board of Review
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It was also ordered, upor maticn of lir. Hursni, that the
Commission obtain sauples of other products solid by the respondent
for ths nurpose of asceriaining whether or not the sams are
faisely wivertised, misbranded or misraspresented.

Tha file wus referred to the Chiof Zxaminer, vis Dockst
Ssetien,

(3 File 1-2773 -~ D, W. McNeill vs. John B, Stetson Company.

¥r. Nugent reclied the facts in the case and stated that he
concurrs? in the recommendation of ithe Beard of Review and
recommantiad that complaint iasus.

CAfsr consgideration, on motion of kr, Nugent, the Commisaion
dirsctsd that complaint issue charging John B, Stetson Company, with
vislation of Section 5 of the Federel Trade Commission Act.

The draft of complaint which ceme forward with ths files was
referred t¢ the Chief Counssl, via Dockst 3ection, for approval as
te form und substance under the rule, with the dirsctioen that upen
such approval, the complaint be referred to the Sscrsiary for
sorvics without refersncs back to the Commission,

29 % va

Mr, Hunt submitted file 1-3115 - Lindsay Crawford, Irish
Coneul Gensrazl ve. Harry Berger, with memor andum of Januery Tth
roviewing the lacts .. »he case and recomusnding that cemplaint
issue,.

. The nexcrandup was read and after discussion, kr. Hunt
offered ihe following metion:

oved, that complaint issue charging Harry Berger,
trading as Harry Berger Shird Company with violation
of Sactisn 5 of the Fedoral Trade Commisaion Act.

The motion was ssconded by kr. Nugent.

Hr. Geskill meved in substd tution, that ithe application for
complaint be dismissed, .

A8 to the substitute motion, there wasz no second nor vots.

Yote was then takewn upon the original motlen for compleint.
As to this motion, Messrs. Van Fleeh, Nugent, Hunt and Thompson
voted in the affirmative and Hr. Gaskill voted in the nogativs.
The motion carried and it was so ordersd.

The draft of complaint which came forward with the files
was referred o the Chisf Couns=li, visg Dockst Section, for approval
as to form and substance under the rule, with the dirseciisn that

upsn such appreval, the complaint be refasrred to the Sacrotary
for gervice without refarence back to the Commission.
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Mre Thoupson submitied the follewing listed applications for
cozplaint and action as indicatsd was taken by the Commission:

(1) PFile 1=3323 - Texas Tire & Supply Compeny, Ine. va.
Glyde L, Rubber Company.

%, Thompson submitted memerandum of Jaruary 12th reviewing
the raceord, concurring in the recommendation of the Board of Review
and recommerding tnat the appiication for complaint be dismissed.

The memorandum was read and after discussion, on motion of
Mr, Thompson, the spplication for complaint was dismissed by ths
Commission,

(2) File i=3402 = Tanners® Counsil of Smarica vs. Eoni &
Leveright, Inc.

Kr. Thompeson recited the facts in the casse and statsé that he
concurred in the recommendation of the Powrd of Review and recommended
that complaint issue.

After comsideration, on metion of Mr. Thompson, the Commission
directed that complaint issue charging Roni & Leverizht, Inc. with
violation of Section 5 of the Fedoral Trade Commission Act.

The draft of complsint, which cams forward with the filee was
raeforred tu the Chief Counseel, wia Docket Ssection, for approval as
to form and substance undsr the ruls, with the dirsction that upon
guch approval , the complaint e refsrred to the Secratary for service
without reference back 4o the Commission.

(3) Fils 1«3160 - Royal Drug Compeny vs. J» W. Kobi Company.

ir, Thompeon subnitted meworendum of January 12th reviewing ths
record, concurring in the recommerdation of the Board of Review and
recommending thet complaint issue.

The memorandun was read and after discussion, on motion of
ire. Thespson, tna Commission directsd that complaint issus charging
Js Wy Kobi Company with vislation of Sectlon 5 of tho Faderal Trade
Commission Act.

The draft of complaint, which came forward with the files wus
referred to the Chief Counssl, via Docket Section, for epproval as
%o form and substance undwx ths rule, with ths direction that upeon
such approval, ths coamplaint be »3 ved te the Secroetary for service

o

The following matters of gemeral business forwarded to the
Gommission by.the heads of the seversl divisionas were presenied by
the Secretary and action as indicated was taken by ths Commiseion:

(1) Docket 1115 - General Ilsctric Company, et al.

Upeon receipt of memorandum of January 10th from Trial Attorney
Hward L. Smith, enderssd by the Chinf Counsel, the Commission dirscted
¥ Secretary to assign a stenographer te this case %o asssiast Atterney
ith in the field with the direcition that ezpenses incldent te the
esslignment be chargsed teo the Chief ~ unscl’s Office.
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() Uemerandum of Janusry 1Ot% was received from ti:
Chief Zxaminer transmitiing file of papors in the matter of
preliminary inquiry with resps~t %o the Savey Wateh Company,
with $he recommendation that an application for complaint be
docketed in ths name of the Commission against the Savey Watch
Company. :

The reccmuendation wes approved armd it was se ordered

{3} Rapert frem the Chief Zxaminer of the work of the
wegal Invastlgating Divielon for the monith of December 1924.

Tls report was raceived snd ovdersd placed in $hs .
Cal endars.

{47 lemorsndum of Jamuary 9%h from the Chisf Zoonowist
transmitiing iettar of January Sth from ZIxsminer Lewis F. Bond
resigning his pesition with the Commission sffective at the
cleso of business January 19, 1925. The Chief ZFconomist
resommenisd that the resignation be zscepied,

The resilmation wmas accepted by the Commission.

(%) Lemorendun of Januery 9th frew the Chief Sconomist
recomuanding that a further extsnsion of leave without pay bs
grantsd €9 Kiss Tsresa Rickenberg becausse of iilness for =
parisd of six months bsginning Jenuary 1, 1325,

The leave was granbied by the Commission ag recommendsd.

{6} Dockat 1115 - Genarsl Zlsctric Company, et ale

The folleowing ordsrs submitted by the Chils{ Counsmel wers
eppioved and entered: {1} that William C., Reaves, an ‘ixsminsr
of the Commission, be designated te recsive testimony, stc.,
and {2} that the hearing of the complaint begin at New York
City on March 18, 1925, at 10 a.m.

{7; Docket 1237 -~ Califoranis Grspe Growers'® Ixchange.

The folleowing orders submitted by the Chief Counsel wors
approved and sntered: (1) that Web Weodfill, an Sxeminer of the
Commiselon, be desipgnated %0 receive testimony, stc., and (2)
that the hearing of the cemplaeint begin at New York Clty om
February 2, 1925, st 10 8.2

{8) Lettsr of December 30bh was
Perscnnel Oleasification Beard ( ¥F.
reference ¢ the Clasolfization sh submitted on Decenmber 22,
1924, refarring %0 the change of 4 g of Mr., John H, Baag and
Mr. Milaee J; Purang. The Conmmission alse receivsd draft of a
suggested reply fur the Chalrmen's sipisbure.

The letter fran the Personnel Classification Board was
read and raforred t¢ the Chelrmen for vexly on behalf of the
Commission,

received from the
Bailey, Chuirman), with




January 12, 1935,
Janusry 13, 1925,

The Commission rsesissed =zt 12:30 p.m. and raessanb
2 Delie

PRIBANT:
Vernon %, Van Flest, Chuirman,
Nelson B. Genklll,
John F. Hugent,
Charlez W, Hunt,
Huston Thomrson.

=

Pursuant t¢ arrangements the Commisaion mev %0 hear fina
argument in Docket 10B0 « Wiaconsin Coeperative Creamery isson
ot al. Atturney Flannery appearsd on behalf of the Commission. Thers
‘was ne appsavrance on bahalf of the respondents. Attornsy Flamnery
informed 4he Commission thet the respondents had been notified by
rogletared mail of ths time and place of hearing.

Attorney Flannery was heard in suppoert of the complaint. Atterney
Alvin C. Heis, Assistant attorney General of the State of Wisconein and
Counsel, Department of Markets, was heard aes amicus curiss. The hearing
continued until the hour of 3:30 pem., was concluded and the case taken
under advissment,

R

Tngreugon; szt the hour of 3:30 pume., the Commisslon adjourned
te maot Tuesdsy, Janusry 13, 1925, at 10:30 a.m,

o W o

. Vefnon W. Van Floet,
g Chairmen.
Attesty '

: OF THE FEDIRAL TR4DT COMIISSION

Tuewloy - Jenuery 13, 1925 = L0:30 a.n.

PRZSINT:
Nelson B. Gasklll, Acting Chalrsan,
John F, HNugent,
Charles W, Hunt,
Huzton Thompsons

Hro, Van Floet absenb.

= ww
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January 13, 1925,

Purguant t¢ arrengement ths Comsission met $o
ergumant in Docket 1010 - Piitsh:wgh Coal Company of Wigvenuin,
et zl. Attornoy Haycraft sppearad and was haasrd on behalf of
the Comuission. Abhsragy Jwesrpe We Mergan of ths firm of Devis,
Seversnce & Mergsc opp ared and was hsard on
respondents. A% ;

City Coal Zxchn
appenrsd and we

~
KN

The Commission grantsed counsel for the Ucmmission ten days
within which %o file reply trief on the question of jurisdictiown.

The Commisslown recesssd at 12 m., and roassembled at 1330 pax.

PRISINT:
Nelson B. Gsakill, Acting Chalrman,
John F. Nugent,
Charles W, Hunt,
Husgben Thompsen.
Mr, Van Fiset absant.

o

Fingl arzument in Docket 1010 - Pittsburgh Cosld CGompany
of ¥igeonsin, st al, wes coutinued.

The Commission recessed at 4:20 pea., to rosssembls at .
9:30 g.m., Wednesdaey, Jameary 14, 1925,

o




January 14, 1928,

MESTING OF THI FaDiRAL

Wednasdny « Jenuary 4, 1925 = 10 a..

PRBSSNT:
John F. Nugent, Actiag Chalrmen,
Charlss W, Hunt,
Huston Thempson.
lir. Yan Fleet absent.
ir. Geskill absont.

@ o =

Final argument in Docket 1010 - Pittsburgh Tsel Cempany of
¥isconsin, et ol, continued from the previous osy was resumed befors
the Commigsion. Attorney George W. Morgan, counsel for respondent,
continued his argument from 10 a.m. until 10:25 s.m. Abterney Haycrafi,
coungel for the Commlsslon, was heard in revuttal from 10:25 a.m.,
until 11:05 a.m.

The Gemmission granted counsel for ths respondsnt ten daya
within which to file certain corrsctions $o the brief of tha
respondsnts.

The hearing was concluded and the case taken under advisement,

P e
oo S y
’,,’ / - ’//z—- P /.t i : el
ﬁj/ VA 27 N S
p - // B : //
o //2/' Jonn F. Nugewl,
| ' e Acting Cheirpan.

Attent:

-
LI VR .
BRI S5 R o L B O
15 8! Yanagon,
Becretary.
bk

I

\\,.,

The Comusl

zsion recessad frowm 11:05 am.m. wuntil 11:30 aum.,

PRESINT:
Nelson B. Gaskill, Acting Chalrman,
John F. Nugent.
Charles W, Hunt,
Huston Thowpson.
Mro Van Flesl ahszaonte

The minutes of the masiing of Janvwary 18, 1925, were reasd
and approved.
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ﬂt%ﬂrﬂﬁg Suglek Tron the ", Sounagl ‘s Gific
: wag hesrd wili yva 1 uf petitiun
hie Jﬁingﬁ States Clrculi uoarﬁ of Appsa*a for the Savanin
Circuit for rehesring in the molisr of Chicayzs Po i
Company v3. Fadersl Trade Sommizsion -« Docked 840 -~ dacided
adversely %o the Cemmission on December 23, 19234. Altorusy
Busick recommended the flling ¢! psiition for rehesaring end
asuad instrustions.

After &izsusgion, 1% was ordered, upen motien af Mr,
Huwsnd, seconded by My. Thompaon, that petition for rehaaring
bs filed.

o @

kr. Thompson presanted letter of Jenuary Uih addrsssed
te the President of the United States by the Univarsal Battery
Gompany, Chicmge, Illinoie, in re lexd prices. WYr. Thompaon
stated thet this lettsr had been referred to the Commission
for attsniion by the Secretary %o the President,.

The Commission directsd thai ths lettsr be acknowledged
%0 the Universal Battery Company and te ithy Whits House and
referrad to the Chisf Ixauminer for altention,

o 40

¥r. Thowmpsen presented the f{ollowing listed applications
for complaint and action ms indicated was taken by ths
Commissien:

(1) File 12879 = Fu Te Co v8. Wlilias Walike & Company.

Mr, Thompson submiitted memorandum of January 14th
reviewing the rscord, concurring in the resommendation of the
Board of Rasview and recommending dismissnl

Tr: mewmeraendum was read and aitsr on
of Mr, Thoupson, ths sy
the Commissian,

#ideration, on molien
lication for cempleint wae dismlased by

{2} File 1-2573 « (rsasey Corporstion, Inc. ve. Humford
Consy

i put en the Suspense
4 issue.
‘eafbeor, the Board of

Altay sunsiderablen, on motion of Mr. Thompscn, ssconded
by Mr. Nugeni, the Cumalgsion directed that complaird lamue
charging tha Rumfaru Gy sl Hpekp wlth wvielstion o7 the
Federal Trade Commius 153 A

The files wore retuwned %5 the Board of Revisy, via Docket
Section, with instructions te prepare couwplaint as ordered by ithe
Commissien, such sompleint to be raferred te the Chigd lsusnssl sr
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soprovel as to form mad substencs and Yo be therasfber serv
by the Sacretary without raference back %o iths L zalon.

-

The Secrstary reporited concerning the nsed of additional
stonosrephers mmd maked the Commiesion to confirm the action taken
by the Secretary ufter confsrence with Messrs., Van Fleet, Nugent
and Thompson on Janusry 13, 1925, ai which time three temporary
stanographerg were amployed from the Civil Service relle at
selarises of $:320. such,

The Comnissicn aunfirmed the action taken amd authorizsd
the employmenit of the stenographers.

w0

The Commissien recesssd at 312:30 p. mw. and reassenblsd at
2 Pelle

PRESANT:
Nelsen Be Gaskill, Aciing Chairman,
John ¥. Nugent,
Charles W. Hunt,
Huston Thompson,
Mr. Van Fleet absent,

8 o

Pursuant to arrangements the Commission met $o hear finsl
srogument in Docket 1092 - Illineis & Wisconsin Retall Ceel Desiers’
kagoclebion, et al. Abtornsy Wellace was hesrd in suppert of the
somplaint. Attorney Stanley B. Houck was heard on behalf of the
reaspondant. The hearing continued urbil the hour of 3:43 p.m.,
was concluded and the camse tekan under advisement.

i an

Thersupon, ab the hour i 3:4% p.m., tho Commisslon
ad journsd te mest Friday, Jamemvcy 18, 1925 at 10 a.m.

L

Py

Secretary.
¥




ESééf) Janusry 14, 1923,

Thuraday - January 15, 1925 - Ho meeling held.

- o

MEETING OF THE FiDIRAL TRADT COMMISSION
Friday - Januvary 16, 1925 =« 10 a.n.

PRISANT:
Vernon ¥, ¥Yan Fleet, Chairman,
John F, Nugent,
Charlss W. Hunt,
Huston Thompson.
¥r. Gaskill absent.

=

Ths minutes of tho meetings of Jamuery 13th and 14th, 1925,
reapactively, were read and approved.

Forzal dockst cases appesring on the weekly Confersnce
Calendar for final determination were considersd and sotion as
odicated was ‘taken by the Commission:

{1} Docket 54% - Cement Securitiss Company.

On March 9, 1921, the Commission directed that this case
be L-ld te awalt the determinetion of the cass pending by the
Department of Justice, On Decewber 13, 1924, the United States
District Court {Colsorule) entered a descree of dissolution and
injunction in ths cuss of United Statos ve. Cement Securities
Company, et al,

Pursuent to the above action,the cass ig before the
Commission for congidarsticen of memorandum of December 29k from
the Chief Counsel recuw iing dismissal. The follewing papers
were placed in the hands of sech Commissisner: memorandun of
Decombser 2%9th from ths Chisf Counsel; decree entsred Decambsr 13,
1924, by the United States District Court (Colorsis); complaint;
anawar, No testimony was taken nor briefs filed.

&fter consideration, ths fuilswing motion waa offered by lir.
Hunt, secondad by Hr. Van Fleet:

pSy
e

. Bhxt the complsisg hersin be dismiseed.

In substitution for the fsrgpoing motion, it was moved by
My . Nugsms, eeconded by Mr. Thompson, that the Comnmizaien procesd
with the trial of this =zuaa,
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RRSRE - & S5 B FA R RN
the na’ativeg The substitute Lon was Loab on tAe Vot

Yote wea then taker upon the originsl motdon to dis oaou.
z %o this motion, Messrs. Van Flest and Hunt voted in the
ffirmative and Messrs. Nugent and Thompson voted in the »n
ha wmbisg was logy an tis yota,.

On motlon of M¥r. Thompson, the case was referred to lir.

fiagkill, tho absant Commigsioner, wiith requssi ite repert his vole
to the Commission.

s
HERG R,

A
8
Th

{2} Doeket 82% - Berman & Brenner.

”h*s case c¢omes before the Commission for final determination
upon the following record: memerardum of January 6th from the Chief
Sounsel and Trial Attorney Clark recommending that the case be
dismissed; reported interview with B. Bremner, December 30, 1924,
by Attorney- ixswiner John C. Howard; memorarum of Decwsmbar 2, 1924,
from the Chief Coungel to the Chief Examiner; complaint. Wo
testimony wes teken ner briefs filsd. Attormey J. T, Clark represents
the Commiseicn. Respondent has ne atftomey of record,

After conslderation, 1t was ordsrad by the Commission that
the compleint herein be and the same hersby ie dismissed.

The Chisf Counssl was dirscted to prepare and the Secretary
te ssrve Urder of dismissal.

ket 1006 - Hills Brothers.
on of Mr. Mugent, this camse was laid over until naext

acket 1021 - Hyprade Lamp Companye.
1o of Mr. Nupgent, thig sase was leid over until next

{5} Docket 10B0 = Wizcensin Cooperative Ursamery Mssocintion, e
Trizs cese comes befors the Commission for final determinstion
vpon ths following record: complaint; answers; testimony; report
upen the facts by Triel Zxeminer W. We Bhsppmrd; exceptlons therete
by counsel for ¢! zdents; brisf by counsel for the Commission,
brief by counssl
C@ perative Groams: ‘c$ah‘on, brief suicus curi&e on behalf

the Attoruey Gennral ¢f the State of Filsconsin and the Wisconsin
Depariment of Markets. Counsel for the Commispion did rnet files

exceptions te the Tv swiner ‘e report. Attornsy Flennery repressn
the Commission. 4% i ¥itchell, Dougharty, Rumbell,
asent the respo ;»  Sinel waa hewrd

54

- Van Fleet, that the Chlef
to prepsre findinge as to the facts and order
avsd 5ubmi* the same to the Commission for ite

motion
Counssl he
o cense and des’
conpidayr .*i,s"‘n,n
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{8} Docket 1092 « Iliinots & Wisconsin Retall {oul
Deelars® Assoclsblion, et al.
On motien of Mr. Thompson, the cese waw lald over untll nexd
Conference Dayv.

{7} Docket 1184 = The Best Feeds, Inc.

Thia cmee comes bvefore the Commission for Cinel determination
upon the following record: amended complaint; smended answer;
cmendment to answer; testimony; repori upon the facts by Triel
Sxaminer Steinhiausr; exceptiona thereto by counsel for the
vespondent; wriefl by counsel for the Commimsion and counssl for
the raspondent. Co 1 for the Commiselion did not file sxcepticns
te the report of the Trid 3Ixeminer. Finel argument was heard
Januery 7, 1925. A&itorney Whitelsy represents the Commission.
attorney Francls 3. Neagle represents the resspondent,

After consideration, the following motion wue cffered by
lirs VYan Flest, sascorded by Mr. Hunit:

Moved, that the complaint be dismissed.

In substitution for the foregoing motien, it was moved by
Mgy, Nugent, seconded by Mr. Thompson, thet the Chlef Counssel ba
directed to prepare findings as to the facis anl order o cease
and desist and submit the sems to the Commissior for consideration,

As to the substitute motien, Lisssrs. Nugent and Thompson

~ted in the affirmative and Messrs. Van Fleet snd Hunt voted

in the regative. The substitute motion was lost on tie vote.

Veus was then tuken upsn the originsl motion to dismiss.
Az to this motion, Mesars. Van Fleet and Hunt veted in the
affirmative and Messrs. Nugent and Thompson veted in the nsgativs.
The motion was lost on tig veote.

Upon mation of Mr., Thompsen, the cass wae referred to Mr.
Gapkill, the sbsent Ceoumlesloner, with request to repert his
vote to ths Commission,

{8} Docket 1222 ~ South Texes Wholesale Grocers’
Aagoclation, ot &al.

This cuse comss belors the Commissioen for finsl delermination
upen the following record: mamerandum of Jaruery 3, 1925, from the
Chief COU1S@7 t‘ P ovasmusanding dismissal
w 17tk from Trial
Attarnay %cxlli ¢ zmended complaint. Ne

anewer wey {ile ¥ san nor briefs filsed.
Attornay inilen ?apr&ﬂﬁntﬁ the Comziaglon, Respcn ent hes no
attorney

A% ration, on mobion of ire Ven Fleet, ssconded
by Mr. Hunt, ths Uommisslon Gismissed the complaint hersin
without prejudice.

The Chief Counscl wae directed to propsre and the Secrstary
te perve Urder of dismissel.
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’&CJR Dockat 1230 - F, We Dobo.
hiz cuse aomaa befcre the Mc
upon the foll wed o

dhol Lo Loy anas ';u;n# Wie CERES, gu_u*a“y;; :
g8 to the facts; findinge as to the facts arnd crdmw
desist submitied by the “Chief Gounsel and certified 6 in i ..cramum
of December 20, 1924. No %testimony wae taken nor hriefls
Attorrey Brawnall represents the Cowmiszsien. Attorneys N
Link raspresent the respondant.

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Nugent, the Commission
disapproved the stipulation of fecte; the findinge as to the facts
end order to cemse and dssist, ze submitted by the Gnief Counsal
with his memorandum of December 20, 1924,

Upon metion of Mr. Hunt, the Commission diraected that the
cage ba referred to Mr. Nugent with reguest Yo instruct the
Commiselon's zitorney, ¥r. Brownell, in the preparation of a proper
stipulation, findings and order.

sion for final detsrmination
? Dacenhay 20th &amthe

ezr”pl

;

w0 0

The Chairman presented the following maiisrs and netion as
indicated was taken by the Commission:

{1) Bulletin He. 7, Supplemsnt Ne. 22, dated December 22, 1924,
from the Chief Coordinator, with respect to the usa of vessels flying
the United States flag by ampﬂoyees ¢f the Government on Government
business. .

The Circular was referrsd to the Secratery for attention,

(2) Letter of Jemuamry B8th from the General Acvounting Office,
{Je Re BeSarl, Compitroller General) referring to previous
corvesgondences relating to final settlement of the ascounts of
Co Go Dugenns, former Disvursing (lerk of the Fedsral Trade Commisslon
and requesting information as to the mtatus of certilicate of settlemeni
dated Cotober 1%, 1922, finding Mr, Duganne indebted te ths United Stets
in thse sum of %4’20801

The letbior was road wul referred to Mr. Dugsnne for preparaticn
of reply

{37 Lettsr of January 8th from the Pacific Flour Zxporz Company,
Portland, Orsgon, replving to the Commission's letier of Dacambar 16th
with respect tc tha Company's certificete of incorperation.

The lstter was rexl arnd referred $o the Ixport Trade Division

for attenticn.

{4} Doe 0

Letter of Lgcenber Sth irom
Stetes {(Marlan F. Stone), steting
hes irstituted an investigation Chicage Retall Lumber Daslers®
fzngveliation for the purposs of asc: ing whether 1t constitutes s
combination in resiraint of interstate commerce actionable under the
Shermen law end in view 20 ths fact thal the Faderal Trade Commission

ail Lumber Demlers’ Assccisiion, ot
Attorney General of the United
~ the Department of Jusiice
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Qaiion of the Department
X acﬁi

te aﬁtherz&e represe;tat
the pralimlnar; files upon ¥ th 1 )
wag osesed and elso any addi iignax avidanCu %hhan may have

At thie time Mr. Gaskill entersd the mestlng.

FRESINT:
Y.rnon W, ¥Yam Fleet, Chalrman,
Nelson B. Guskill,
John Fo Nugent,
Charles W, Hund,
Huston Thompson.,

-

The contents of the letter from the Department of Justice
wore brought te Mr, Caskill's attention by the Chalrman,

The letter was remd and after discuseion, Mr. Vgn Fleet
offered the fellowlng metion:

Moved, that the Attorney Gemneral be advised that
his reprosentaltives can sxemine the files as to all
informat ion snd evidence whieh the Commission has
except that which wes furnished voluntarily to the
Commission by the respondent inecluding informatioen
and svidenss fro. the respondent’s files, uniess the
respondent shell consent In writing to the sxamination
gnd copying of such information and evidsrce volun»ar;ly
furnished by the reapondent.

In subgtitution #:»» the foregoing motion, it was moved
by kMr. Nugent, that in this esse the Commlssion follow iis
aptablished praciice, numely, that agente of the Depariment
of Justice be permitted %6 exumine the filss and if it shell
sygvar bhat the cartment of Justice desirves the evidence in
the filay ! wival proecssding that $ths svidence shaell not

be proed: upon the issua sf 8 subposne duces tecum
address o the Lvmmisslon and b vurauant to such subpoena

& empl ¢ of the Commisslon be sidsred to attend the Courd
tesuing the subpoena and presund % % Gourt prior %o the
pra&uctlor of the evidence des:l.red8 & staiament on bshalf of
the Commisaion thet the owid: : Shored pursuant to the
Paderal Trede Cuwwmisslen Ac 3R cded ms confidemiial
bythe Commiseiorn and could not he ral 4 by the Commission
uniess at the Order of the Cowrd.
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The loregoeing woblen w ondsd by M. Thonpson.

e

3oLl L R 1
Proi i L e idve and Hessrs. Ven ¥lso .,
sad hunt voted in the negative. Ths subsbtitute motion »

Vote was then taken upon the origiral motion by Mr.
Az to this motloun, Messrs. Van Fleet, Gaskill and Hunt veisd in the
effirmetive and Messrs. Nugent and Thempson votsd in the nagative.
The mation carried and 1%t was go ordered.

Mre. Nugent steted for the record that he desired to dissent
from the ruling of the Commission and wanted the record and the lettsr
to the Depertment of Justice to show hie dissent, It was so ordered by
the Commlseion.

iiro Thompeon stated that ne alsc dissented from the rullng in
this cage if 1% was to be tsken as & maiher of policy.

Hr. Nugant expressed a desire (o zee ths letler before it weas
forwarded. 1% was so ordered.

The Sacretery wes instrucied in ths prepar -tion of ths reply.

Mr. Van Fleet stated that if the Commiesien so desired the
action here teken could be limlted to fthis pardicular case. 1% was
50 order ad,

Shed R

oy
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(57 Letter of January 13th from Cougressman Zllioctt W. Sproul
of Iilinois, endorsing the applicmtien sf Mr, H. 0. Day, an employee
in the Zconomic Division for sussignment to work at the Chicago Qffice.

The lettisr was referrsd to the Sscretary for preperation of
raply.

{6} Lettsr of Janusry 13th from ths FPersomnel Classification
2aard referring to the Ssard®s Circular No.o 18, dated Ngovember 23, 1924,
and requesting that offective Jemuary 15, 1925, that in submitting
reports of changes in the service the second editien of P, C. B, Form
No. & bs uged in all cases. :

The latter was read znd referred to the Secretery for attention.

(7} Deckei 1183 = Philip Cerey Manufacturing Company, et al.

Letter of Janvary 1%, 1925, from the Depariment of Justice
(Ae To Sevmour, Assistant to the Attorney Genersl) requesting copy
of compla.«t by ths Commisgsion in Docket 1183 = Fhilip Carey Manue
focturing Company, ot a1, end else In any other plesdings which may
have bgen filad topether with sdvice concerning the status of the
matter.

The letter was referrsd to the Secratery for preparation of
reply,

{8} Lettor of Jamaary 15th from Congressoen K. A, Michaelsen,

Illinsis,; requesiing that copy of the latest veport of the Commission
S e ‘56 As Winter, o/o famirel Bunknote Company, Chicage.

referred to th rotery with inetructions te

the last zonual report,

forwewrd & copy
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Jenuary 16, 1925,

: B S R b ol
of A&quul urg \t» E. Buxyin y) rs‘.*v‘.w ot
commission’s letter ef Dacember Slst and furnishing inforz .on
conicerning the shipment ¢ Spanish Onjons from Vige, unaiud

The letter wus read and raferved to the Txport Trade
Diviasion for mitention.

(10) Loetter of Januery 14th from Mr. Zrnest I. Lewis of
the Interstate Conuwerce Commission transmitting file of
corresponderce in regard to0 the activities of the Commercisl
Crodit Company, Baliimoere, Marylard.

The correspendence wag read and rsferred 4o the Chief
Gxeminer for rsport to the Commission accompanied by appropriate
lotters to the seversl corraspondents,

{11} Letter of January 5th from the Atto..sy General of the
United States (Harlan F. Stone) transmitting in compliance with the
Commission's letter of July 22, 1924, two copies of the final decres
eniered Dscember 13, 1824 in the case of United States vs. Cement
Securities Company, et al, in the United States District Court at
Denver, Colorade. The letter callsd altontion t¢ the facht thait the
decres was entered on petition and answor and after arguments and
that technlcelly it is noit & so=called consent dacres.

The letter was read and ordered {ilsd with the decres,

{12) Letter to¢ lir. Benjmmin C. Uarsh, Menaging Direcior,
Tarmers' Nationgl Council, Washington, D. €., replying to ir,
Marsh'’s letter of January 7th and calling attention to an errer
contained in the circular lettor deted January 6th sddressed
%o members of the Senais ard House of Representatives by Iiir.
Kergh in rogard to ths Federsl Trade Commdssion approprietion,
gtc,

The.lstier o Mr. Hersh was reed, approved and ordered
forwarded. Ses fils

{12} Letter of January 6th from Senater Irvine L. Lenrcet,
ef Wisconsin, endorsing the application of Mr. Richard A. Heruminghaus
for reappointment in the Commigasion.

Ths letter was referred te the Secretury for attention.

{14) Ducket 1217 ~ Hagen Impert Company of New Jersoy.
“ 1236 -« Hegon Import Compsay of Penneylvania.
Letter of Janmuuyy 14tk from the Pustoffice Depariment
¥

%foice of the Chief Insp&cwvr) transmitiing regort of Postoffice
nspechor showing the results of lrvostigation of the Hagen Import
Company ¢f Philadelphia and Camd iew Jersey. The letter

called attention to the fact + » gvidence wus prasented to
the United Btales Attorneys whe @od against criminel
procesdings but suggested procuadings for violation of the

Food & Drug Act,

The letter was reaed and on motion of Mr, Van Fleet, the
lstter with the enclosurss waes referred $o the Chiof Counsel for
submigeion of & report of opinion by the Commission’s attornev in
the case and recomumendation xus te whethsr the papers received 1.om
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the Poatolfice Depariment should be tronss i
of Agriculiure for procwedinyg under the Food & Drug Act and also
as %0 whether svidence in the files of the Commiselion should be
elec iransmitted for that purpuse.

On motion of Mr. Thompsen, the Commisslon authorized and
directed the appointment of lr. R. F., Camulier, as Zxaminer and
alleocated under the Classification Act %o position of junior
sconcmic analyet, Professional Grade I, zalary of $1860. the
same to bes ef{ective upon taking the omth of office and entering
on duty. kP. Canalier was aeseigned to the Zcor-mic Division,

s -

The Seeretary referred to the sction of Januery 8, 1925,
at which tims the Commission approved its repori on Cotton
Merchandising Praciices prepered in rssponse o Senate Regelution
252, Juns 7, 1%24 (Semator 2, D. Smith, of South Carslina) and
erdered such report forwarded to the Ssnakte. Fursuant to the astion
of October 15, 1924, the Secretary submitied sopy of letter of
trunsmittal of such revort and asked authority to use ithe same
as o stetemsnt to the press coevering the report. The suthority
wag granted oy the Commission and it waes so ordered,

Thereupsn, ab the howr of 12:30 pem.; the Commission adjournad
to meet Nonday, Jamary 19, 1%25, at 10 a.m.

Yerusn W Van Flest,
N Chalrman.
Abteaty

Saturday
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hiag held.

Sunday « Janusry 18, 192% « Ry mseiing held.
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Janusry 19, 1925,

LiITING OF THI F4D R/ THADY COLLISSION

korday = January 19, 1925 « 10 a.m.

PRESEINT:
Vernon W, Van Fleet, Cheirman,
FYelson B. Gaskill,
Jehn F. Nugent,
Cherles W. Hurt.

Lr. Thompson absent on eofficial business.

The minutes of the ameeting of January 16, 1923, were read
and approved,

The Chairman presented letter of January 163h from Senator
Geoorge W. Norris, of Nebrasska, enclowsing letter of January 6th
{rom Mrs. M. Jo Brown, ©ddyville, Nebraska, in regard io the
branding of spool cottan,

The corrsasspendence wae read and after discussion wes
referred to the Chief Txaminer for attention and preparation
of reply to Senator Nerris.

¥r. Hunt prassnted the follewing matters end actien as
indicated was taken by the Zommizsion:

{1) Fils 1=-3054 - North Banger Slate Company ve. Coritlend
Grinding Wheel Corperatien, et =l.
Letter of January 12th from ths Grinding Wheel Manufaciurers'
Association of the United States zrd Cenads, [Frank R, Henry,
Secretary), Dayton, Ohis, requesting the Commiseion te afford the
Association an epporiunity to be hesrd Iirformally previocus to the
issuance of any formal cuuplaint.
Ths letter was resad
offered the follewiny ma

iscussion, Mr. Gaskill
u geconded by Mr. Hunt:

sinner to whom thse cese
on the record befors
; that befors making

v, these parties shall

niw 5 complaint should

rocormendation to the Comuisad
bs siven a hesring by the Commissioner, after which
he shall report te the To on. on the record and

the meitsrs submitted by 4hs propossd responcdents.

In substitution for the foregoing motien, Me, Nugeni
of fared the fellowing motion: :
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subrtitute that these parties be
, it in writing any matter that they
ispire ¢6 lay befers the Gammisaian accompaniad
by such docurentary svidsnce az they desire to
gubnmit.

a8 ho the foregoing substitute motion, thsre was no second
nor vots,

Vote was taken upon the original motien by My, Caskill., As
toe this motion, Kessrs. Van Fleet, Gaskill end Hunt voted in the
affirmative and Mr. Nugent voted in the negative., The motion carried
ard it was s¢ ordsred,

Hr. Nugent asked and it was ordersd by ke Commissien that
hig dissant appesr upon the minutes, the racerd in the case and
uypen the coerraspondance notifying the partiss of ithe hsearing.

Latﬁar 37 Janusry 15th from Adkins Brothers {(John MXkins),
1llinois, referring to controverey with the International
coapany and maxlnb 1nqu1rv ag 0 whether ths Federal Trade
n wUulu azsist in the matter,

The letter wis read wnd on metion of Kr. Ven Fleet, was
arred Lo the Chisf Ixaminer for attention with the suggestion
t Adking Brotherg be called upon to submit mers specific
infermation.

{3} Letter of January 15t% from Senator S=ith W, Brookhart
uf Eewa, anrlosinc latt@r o‘ January 13th from S S Fraemam of

Tue curr@aponance was read &nd en motion of Mr. Van Fiest
roferrad %o the Chief 3Ixeminer for praparation of reply.,

kr, Van Flegst submitted the feollewisy listed applications for
complaint and action me indicaied was taken by ihe Commissien:

1} Fils 1=8409 = Tanners’® Council of Americs ve. Zapon
Leather Cloth Company.

Lire ?an Flest racited the facte in the case and stated that
conourr in the recomcerdation of ths Board of Review thet
sesptaint lasue.

Aftesr consideration, on motion of Kr. Gaskill, seconded by
fan Flaogt, the Commissien dirscted thal conglaint issue charging
Leatiar Cloth Company with viclation of SBectien 5 of the Fadersald
uomz ission Act,

The draft of complsint which came forward with the files was
raferred to the Chisf Counsel, vie Deocked Sectien, for approvel =3
forn and subsience under the rule; with the direction that upon
h approval, the complaint be referred ftc¢ ths Sscretary for service
thout reference back to the Commission.
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It was furiher directed, upen medion of Ly, Oaskill,
secondad by Lr, hu*ant, that bu% QO!fK iot in this came be
heid by the Chief Ceounsasl until the ¢ igrdon shall have
paescd upon the following penc.ng o: irvolving 3ike
practices:

File 1-3403 » Tenners® Cosuncil of Assrica ve. Serdford

Kills.

¥ 1=3404 - Tannerse' Council of Amorics vs. L., . Chase
& Company.

" 1=3407 -~ Tanners' Council of Americs ve, Taxtile
Leather Gompany.

¥ 1e3453 « Tanners’ Council of Americse ve. Rote Leathaer
Products Compeny.

and that thersefter, the Chisf Counsel select from amenp ithese
coses & baet case and procsed thersupon, inviting the Tax
Council of Americs 4o come in am intervener.

{2) File 1=2514 = 4, Weingarten, Inc. va, Gordon, Sewall &
Company, Inc., o% aiw
¥r, Van Fleet recitad ihs facte in the cass and stated
that he concurred in the recommendation of the Board of Raview
for dismisanl of the epplicaticon,
After consideration, on motion of lir. Van Fleet, meconded
by Mr. Gaskill, ths Commission dismissed the aspplication for

cogplaint,

Wre Caskill presented the following listed applicabions for
compleint and actisn as indicatad was taken by the Commission:

1L] ¥File 1-217% = United Artisie Corperaticn, et al vs,
Jensen & Vo Herberg.

kr. Gaskill stat that thls srplication ceme dirsct te the
Comeimpion from the Chief Ixaniner without refsrerca to the Board
of Raview pursuant fto the rule of Decsubor &, 1324,

ir, Caskill submittad memorandun of Janusry 17th reviewing
seaord, ﬂahﬂur?inw in the rocommendation of the Chief Zxaminer
. % iobvg ior be disndesed,
fher considaration, on motion

csomplaint was dismissed by

the
and

lon

(2) File 13533 - $iondord Stwtietics Company, Inc. va.
Fintax E“b-*ﬁhiﬂg Companys
Mr. Gaskill stated that this anplicetion cams direct te the
Commiseien from the Chiefl Isundner without reference to the Beard
of Review pursuant te tha ruls of Ds har 3, 1924.
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AT myy beed b

: Sooof Jeroory 17th reviewing
Ll VA, Soncuriiy an ks samendation of Sz )
and recommending that the spplication bs dismissed.

The memorandurn wes rsad and after considsration, oo motlisn
of kir, Gaskill, the epplicstion for complaint was dismissed by the
Commissitn,

Ll

{3) File 1-230% ~ Benton=-Bailey Compsny, Inc. vs. Armstrong
Brothere Tool Compeny, et al.

r. Geskill submitited memorandum of January 17th reviewing
the reccrd, stuting that the Board Jf Review is divided, Mr. Clarke
recormending that the spplication be dismisged and Mr. Haycraft
regcummeniing the lssuance of & complaint. lir, Geskil) moved that
the application be dismissed.

The memerendum was read and after consideration, on motion of
br. Gaskill, ssconded by Mr. Van Fleot, ths ay_ licaition for complaint
was dismissed by the Commission.

Az to the foregoing action, Messrs. Van Fleet, Gaskill and
Hunt voted in the affirmative and Mr. Nugent voted in the negative.

Mre. Mogent ssked and it was ordered by the Commission that
his dissent appesr upon ths minutes, upon the order of dismissel
and tha corrsspondence giving notice of the dismissal.

ur. Nugent presented the following listed applications for
complaint and action as indicated was taken by the Commission:

{1} File 1~-3249 - Bayer Coumpany, Inc. vs. Therapeutic
Rassarch Laboratories,

Mr. Nugent recited the facts in the cases and stated thal he
clacurrsd in the recommendatlon of the Board of Review and recomwendsd
dismissal of “as applicaiien.

After censideration, on motion of kr. Nugent, the asplication
for complaint was dismissed by the Commission.

{2} File 1=305% = ¥, T. C. vs. Post 3rotaers Manufacturing
Company.

lire Nugent recited the facts in the case and statsd that the
Board of Revisw recommended dismiseml of the ppplisstion, wr, Nugent
recomasndad thet the application be dismissed.

After congideration, on metion of Lr. Nugent, the application
for complaint was dismissed by the Comnission,

In counnecticu with his metion meving the dliamissal of the

application, Mr. Nugent nade the fo

swing statsment for the record:

*I desirs the record to s# that I moved the dismisaal
of this case for the resson that I am thorsughly convinced
that the record falls %o disclese any system, solicy or plan
of resale price malntenance on the part of Peet 3rothers.
That is one of the ressone set up by the Board of Review
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oo wsnmerandun was read gnd aftsr consideragtien, wot len
ef lr. Hunt, the Commission diracted that complisint lxsus charging
Abrasive Fupﬂr & Cloth Manufacturere’ Ixchanpe, et al, with
violation of Hectleon 5 of the Federal Trads Commission Ast.

The draft of complaint which cams forward with thn filen
was referred to the Chief Counsel, via Dockel Section, fi approval
ag o form and subastance under th@ rule, with ths direc that
upon such approval the complaint be rafsrred to the Sescry for
service without refsrence back %o ths Commisslion.

The following mattaras of genersl bhusiness forwarded ts the
Commission by the heads of the several divisic.z were pressnted by
the Secretary and astion as indicated was taken by the Cemmlesion:

{1) Letter of January 9th from lLrs, Levinia P, Farnsworth,
clerk in the Joononie Dlvis¢on, requesting leave without pay from
Jarusry 16th until clese of business April 1, 1325,

The reguest was mpproved by the Chiaf Tconomist and was
granted by the Tommission.

{2} Memorandum of Janusry 17th was receivad from the
Secrotary, recommending bthat Lr. J. £. Hsugh, who is new serving
58 stonographer under temporary eppointment, be given a permansnt
appointment with allacation to C. Ae. F. Grade 2, selary $1320. ver
aonum, same to be eof fective upon taking the vats of office and
entering on duty,

.

Ths racomusndaticn was approved and the sppointment muthorized.

{3) Lettor of Junuary %th from Houghton ikifflin Conmpany,
Boaton, Massachuselts, transmitting statement covering the sals of
PJournal of a Submarine Commandsr® publiished under terms of Trading
with the Inemy Act, Copyright License Ne. 1 4ogether with chack for
fiftesn 2ants in paymeni foer royality. The Commission also rsceived
draft of a reply nrspar 4 by lirs. . R, Wllson, returning the check
wlith the stateament that ne sult having been brought against the
licensoe, the licensee is therefor, relleved of making further reperis
and psymonts undsr the licensse and that inguiry as %o ths ultimsate
dipposition of the reyaltlss should be addressed to the Alien
Property Cusbodian,

The reply wa3 read, spproved :ui ordered forwarded. See file

&Y BG LT

E ? e o Y
{47 Lotter of January 2

by the GCommiasioner of Penslons,
piss and inviting albention to opinions of the Attorney
June 3 and Decembar 23, 13924 relaxlng te the Civil
Sarvice Retir vt Law. The letisr stated the slfeet of ths decisions
to be that an loyes of bhe clagslfisd civil service and subject to
the retirsment Act doss not lose such status by transfer or appeinbment
t0 an unclassified position. The latisr st forth the rules promulgsic
for the adjustment ¢f casem affectad by the AMtorney Gereral's declsior

transmitting oo
Gengral dated .

4s.;
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e Uagussi boai ohe denarbment hawla promul
ions ameng ths branches of tha service comi
thelir rappective jurisdictiens.,

The matter wis rafarred 49 ths Secrelery for necessary

(8)Y Report from ths Sscrotmry showing the astatus of
gopllcatisns for covwplaint cn the Suspenss Galendur as of
Janusry 1, 1925,

The reuort which showed that sighty-three applications
were on Juspens 48 referred to the Chief Zxaminer for report
ugon any casas vew ready for the attention of the Commission.

(6) Letter ¢f January 12th from Lr. wartin F. Smith
resigning his position as temporary stencgrap er affective
at the close of businsss Janvary 12, 1925.

The resignation was accepisd by the Commiszion.

{71 Filew 1-3841 - Crex Carpst Company, et al vs. He Co F»
Koeh & Company, Inc.

Letter of January 13th was recelved from lMr. Jehn H. Ksnnard,
attornsy for the applicents, rsferring to the dismissal of the case
an Nevember 17, 1924, and requssting a sinieswent ¢f the reasons
tfor the dismissal.

On motion of Mr., Ggskill, the matter was referred 4c ithe
Secrotary with instrucitions te advise ithe applicants of the
seasens for dismissal es glven in tha file.

{8} Docket 1123 = Real Silk Hosiary Mills.

The fellowing orders submitisd by the Ghief Counsel wers
approved and entsred: (1) that John W. Bennetd, sn ixeminer of
the Cemmission, be designatsd to recelve testimony, etc., and
(2) that the hsaring of the complaint begzin at New York City,
January 28, 1925, ot 10:30 a.n.

{%9) Docket 1051 = lianhattan Shirt Company.

Eemorandum of Januswry 13th was received from the Chief
Counsel reporting the status of the cmse pursuant to the Commission's
action of January 12%h. The memcrandun sitatasd that the cass is
practically ready for ¥rial.

The raport was recelved and filed.

(10} Docked 1103 = Pacific

Memorandum of Jahuosry 16th w
transwitting roguest of counsel
of time Tor filing brigf{ end r
granted.

The request wae grented by the Commission and order approvad
and sntersd granting counsel for ths Commission to and including
March 1, 1925 for filing hriefl.

Steel Company, st al.

cegived from ithe Chiefl Counsel
Commiselon for an sxlisnsion
ing that the extension be
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(11) Doeket 1251 = American ssweciabion of AMdverils el
E’w 'lai.u

denorandum of Janusry 9th was received from the Chief lounsel
transaitting vrequast of Finlay & Campbell, ccunzel for the Southern
Newsganer Publishers® Agsocletion, Tte officers, dirasctors and
wabers, ragquesting an exbtsnalon of thirty days for {iling aneswer
and recomusnding that the request be granted.

The reguset was granied by the Commission and order approved
and sntared vrartiqh sounael fer the Southern Newspaper Publishers’
Assocledtion, its officers, direciors and membsrg, an sxtension %o and

inetuding ﬁ@bru&ry 16, 1925 for filing answsr.

(12) Docket 125) - American Association of AMvertising igencia

_ st al.

hemersndum of January 16, 1925 was receivsed from the Chief Counasl
tranamitting request of Lessrg. MoKercher & Link, counsol for the
American Associmtion of Advertising Agsncies, their officers, and
nsmbers, requesting an axtension of thirty days for filing auswer
ané rscemmending that the request be granted.

The requast was granted by the Commission and order gpproved
and sntarasd granting counsel for the American Assoclation of
Advartising Agencise, their officers and membsra, an oextension to
February 16, 1925 for filing answer.

2]

3

{13) Docket 1133 = lational Association of Stationers &
Nanufacturers' of the United States, ot al.

wguorandum ol January 13th was roeceived from the Chief Counssl
brangmitiing requast of lessrs. Lesh, Walker & Lesb, counssl for
tna Stationsrs® Agsoclabion of Southern Celifornim and J. L. Garnsr,
for =n extansion of time in which té file answser to the amended
cemplaint and racommending that ihe request be granted.

~ The rsgusst was grarted by the Commission and order approved

and sniered granting counsel for the Stationers’® Assoclation of
Southern Uslifornia and J. L. Garnsr, an extension %0 and including
February <, 1925, for filing answer to the amsnded complaint.

{14) Doeckst 949 - teth Thomams Clock Company, Inc.

—onorandun of January 8th was recsived from the Chilaef Counsel,
stating thet after seversl attempts by counsel for ithe Commission fo
arrance a dete for the taking of respondsnt’s svidence, convenient
tn both pertiss and alter failure ai 6ll such negotiations, the
Gommission issued an order sebiting v 12, 1925, as the date for
taking such testimony and that re 1% now protsats against bsing
forced to nrassnt evidencs or clos: caes and that it will appeoar

"under protest and duress®. Thae Uil Jounsel recoemmended that the
regpondent bs notified by the Secretsry, that the dats stands as set
and thet 1¥ it desires do present e brigf and to maks orsl argument
upen its mobien for dismiseal ¢f The complalnt, it may do so at the
time of final argumesnt, bui thai rings ¢f all evidence must be
completed befere such final argissn? can be had.
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The wmemorandum was read anid .5 discusslion, lhe
dirscted that %has respondent be sstified by the Ssoretary i S
date stands ze set and thei the respondent is free %6 elecht = sbhar
or not it will appear at the hesring and introduce evidence but
that if respondent dogs not appess ner intreduce svidenss thut 4he
case be clored by the Comminsion and set for final argument with
notice tharsof to the rasspondent and that the respondent b given
an opportunity to fiie axcsptiona and brief and Yo be heard erally
if it soc desirsa.

(13) Dccket 922 « kichigan Wholesals Urocers'® Associmtion, et al.
Upon receipt of wemorandum of January 13th f{rom ths Chief
Counsal, the uommissicn set the case for finel argument hefore the
Commission on Londay, January 26, 1923, at 2 p.w., with the
dirsction that intersstsed partizs bs notified th. e2f by
registered mail.

Varnon ¥, Van Flest,
- Chairman,
Attast%
ryr; i"f
bt1a" 8, Ui
Secratarys
. .
IR

The Commission recesssd at 12 m. and reasssmbled al 2 pom.

PRES N7 -
Nelson B, Gaskill, Acting Chairman,
Jehn F. iLugent,
Charles W, Huude
s Van Flset absent.
¥r. Thompeon absent on official business.

P

auwnt bo arrangements the Ccmmission met to hear finsl

ar gum he matter of Docket 1147 = Chase & Senborn. Abtorney
Cravesn % seard in support of ths complaint., Attorney Idmund A.
Whitman %&ﬁ heard on hehalf »f the ~wspondent. The hesring continusd
until the hour of 3:4% pom., was concluded and the cass iaken under
advisement,

oG =




sannery 13, 1925,
January 21, 1%25.

Thereupon, at the hour of 2:4% p.m., the Comslisio
to mest Vedneaday, January 23, 1925, ab 10 a.n,

T\\‘ \ -
lelson B. Caskill,
o Acting Chairman.
Attosts

(I

Ctia B. Jp5

Secrat ary .

v e

K]

Tuesday = January 20, 1825 - Lo meating held.

LITTING OF THS FZD:FAQ TRADS COMMISSION
Wodnasday = January 21, 1925 = 10 s.m.

FRISINT:
Vernon W, Van Flest, Chalrman,
John ¥, Nugent,
Charles W. Hunt.

lir. Gagkill absent.
Mr, Thompson absent on cofficial business.

e

The minutes of the mesting of January 19, 1925, were read
and appreved.

The Chair
indicated was %

L} Latter of January 19 from Congresmman Frank Re. Raid,
of ILAinols, trangnitiing lettaxr ui uaey 10th addrsssed fto the
Commission by Frank G. Plain, Aurcra, Illinols, atiorney fur ithe
Sickle Water Production Compssy sf Aurora, Illinols, complaining
of certeln pracitices of the Luvns & Bowisy Company of lemphis,
Tennessse, in threatening auite for alleygzd patent infringement.

The correspondsnce was read and on metion of k. Van Flest,
wag raferrasd to the Chioef dxaminar for silentlon.
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Ly Loetter of Jamer  from Congrassmarn i..

Tydings of Haryland, sintin: - meveral ceugtitusnts i rasted
in tna sltuation of the ?armara in Marylend are under th
tmpression that there exinste m fertilizer combinstion fizimg
pricsa in Baltimoers and requesting the Cemmission %o loek into
the situetion.

The lotter was refsrred to the Uhief Zcoroulst and the
Chief Ixaminer jointly for the preparation of msmorandum and
draft of reply tu the Congressman'’s lotter.

o m ag

Lr. Nugent presented fils 1-3376 ~ F. T. C. va. Lluest,
Paabody & Compuny, Inc. and in reaponss o thg Commission's
actlion of Jenuary 124h reported his axam s of bhe file and
stated that he had ne objeclion to the dismisssl of the application,

After discusgien, on motion of lir. Van Flseset, seconded by
Mr. Nugent, the application for complaint was dismlesed by the
Commission. .

¥r. Nugsmt moved that the Chisf Txuminsr bs direcitad to
institute a preliminary invaestigation with resspect t0 the price
maintenance policy of the Phillipe~Jonss Torperation,

The Commission directed that prier 2¢ ametion upon the
motion that the Sscratary report whethsr or not such an
investigation had besn mads and a case ggainst this firam
racently paswed on by the Sommisgion.

At this dime Mr. Gaskill entered the neeting.

PRESENT:
Vernon W. Van Fleet, Chairman,
Nelson B. Gaskill,
Jehin Fy Nugsrb,
Charles WO Hunt.
r. Thompeon absent on official business,

L)

The felloewing matters 2f zensral business forwerded to the
Cormission by the heads of the several divisions wers prasentad
by the Secretary and action ag indicuiod was taker by the Commiesion:

(1) Latter to Senator Bsed Smovh, Chairman, Public Buildings
Commissien, trwummiiting "Spacs Report of the Federal Trade Commission
a8 of January 20, 1925" as requested by the Public Buildings Commission.

The letter wss read and osrdered forwarded with ihe
requesisd furm. dwe file
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(2) Lstter of Jarnary 20th frorn Robsrd w. Pomar chark
cortifisd to qualify os stenographsr in the Administ: + Miwision
at & salary of $1860. C. A. ¥ 35, resigning hlae pemition sffsctlive
at thse closs of business, January 31, 1825.

The Secretary recommended thet the resigration be asccepted
and authority granted to fill the vacaney.

On metion of ¥r, Van Flset, the resignation was accepled
by the Commission and auvthority granted to fill the vacancy under
Civil Service Regulations.

(3) Letter of January 17th from lMiss Avis G. Washburne, clavl
in the Dockst Sectian, C., A. Fo 2, ealary $1580,, transmitting L
dated January 17th to the Personnel Claseificav.on Board requesting
the Board to reconslder its action of January 1, 1925, in assigning
liiss Washburne %o C. A. F, OGrade 2 and to grant an sllocetion to
Co Ao F. Grade 2 as given by ths Commlssion.

The correepondsnce waa read and the Secretary was directsd to
transnit the appeal with & lettesr of sndorsement.

(4) Lettor 4o the Compirollsr Goueral of the United Statas in
raply to letier.of January 8th in the matter of seltlement of the
accounts of C. G. Duganne, former Disburgsing Clerk of the Commissicn.
The letisr advised the Comptroller General that a bill of relief was
in course o¢f preparatisn for submission to the Budget Bureau requesting
Zongraess to amuthorize ths items disamlloewed in Mr, Dugamne's ascount
and alsc an itsm dieallowed in the account of A. N. Ross, the presant
Disbursing Clark and requssting the Compireller General to suspand
action ujon these two accounts until Congrsss has taken action.

The letiter was resd, approved and ordered forwarded. Sse file

(5} Memorandum of January 14th from the Chief Ixaminer
trangmitting report of preliminery investigatlon and rscommending thet
gsparate applications for complaint be docksted in the name of the
Commission against (1} e Roblschon Corporatien: and (2} Berendsen
Hoslary Mills, alleging misbranding of hesiery and false snd misleading
advertising.

The memorandum was raud and alisr dissusaion, the rescommendation
of tha Chisf Ixaminsr wus approved and it was orderad that separate
applications be docketaed,

(8) lsmoranium of January 194k
reportin ant to the Commisail: action of Januvary 16th in
regard v sabivities of the C "eial Credit Compeny, of Baltimors
daryland, and submitting draft of a lstter to Commissioner Zrnest I.
Lewig of the Interstate Ciomuserce Commissiosn to the offect that ths
Commission was without jurlsdictlen of ths mublset astter of the
corrgspondence submitted %o the Commiseion by lire Lewis for the reason
that the Company in guestion was engaged ln the banking business and
bacause of the absence of interstate commerce.

freom the Chisf Zxaminer
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The lstier wae rend and emended se ne %o bs limited . «
stetement thud the Commisrcion was without jurisdiction due uc
the mbsence of interetate commerce and was bthereafter approvad
d ordersd forwardad, Sees fil-

{7} Letter of Janusry L4th from the National Associaiion of
Weste Matorial Vec®ers, Ine., Fsw York City (Charles M. Haskins,
Secretary), binging to the atisniicn of the Commlssion alleged
uefmir practices in the steel suruyp business and suggested a
courga of procedurs in handling the matter 4¢ be followed by the
Commiasion, hr Commizsion elso recelved draft of a reply
grepared by dhe Chief Ixaminer,

It was dirscted that the papers be circulated,

(8) Yemorandum of Jamnuary l4th was received from the Chiof
Txaminer reporting in regard te¢ the mcquisition by the Cuysmel
Fruit Company of the Bluefislds Fruit & Sisamship Company and the
New Orleans Bluefiaslde Frult & Transporiation Company and
recommending complaint againet the Cuyamel Fruit Compsany charging
violation of Section T of the Clayton Act.

It was dirscted that the report be circul ated.

{9} Dockset 1175 =« United Statss 0il Company, % al.

Lizmorandum of Jenuary 17th was received from the Chief
Counsel atating that counsel for the respondent has requested
+nat the case be set for final argument at = early date and
that thie is agreeamble to cGounsel for the Commission. The Chief
Counsel suzgested in viasw of the fact that the usual days for
final srgument are filled for asome tima, that the case bhe set
some Tuesday or Thursdaey in or after the wesk of Janvary 26th.

Thne Commission set the case for final argumsnt on Tussday,
January 27, 1925, at 2 p.m., with the direction that interested
parties be notified thsreo! by registoersd mall.

{10y Dockst 1108 = Colorado Wholesale Crocers® Club, et al.

Kemorandum of Janusrv 20, 1925, was raceived f{rom the
Chief Counsel recommanding, (1) thet counsel for thse Commission,
be granted an extensien tv end including April 1, 1925, for
filing sxcepticne to ths report of the Trial Zxeminar; (2) thet
counssl for the Commission be granted au extension o and
including April 1, 1925, for filing brisf and (3) that counwal
for tha raspondents be grented an sx’ neion to and including
April 20, 1925, for filing brisfs.

Thy veeasmendetien of the Chisf Counsel was approved and
orders tu this offect =approved and enisrad,

(11) Docket 1085 - Worth Dakota Wholssale Grocera’
Azmeaiation, 3% #l.
emorandum of January 20th was received from the Chisf
Counsel recommending that ths rule limiting briefs befors the
Commission be limited to fifty pages, be waived and that Atforney
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T o

riue, sftuneel e w.w utkasagion s per
wimsoygraphed form of one hundrsd thirbty ;

The memcrandunn was read aend after discussion,
affsrsd the following motiun, which was seconded by

oved, that the application be denisd.

Aftor discussion, Kr. Gaskill smended his motien to read
a8 follows:

lisved, that the applicetion to extend ths brief
beyond fifty pages be denied and that the brisf be
Iimited e fifty wages except for the inclusian of
sxtracts from the record.

lir. Gaskill's metion, as smended, was secondad hy Hr. Mugent
and adepted hy ths Commiseion with Messrs. Gaakill, Nugent and Hunt
veting in the affirmetive and Mr. Van Flasst voting in the usjpatlve.

It was further ordered by the Commission, upen metion of lir,
Nugent, ssconded by Mr, Van Fleel, thal the Chief Counsel be diracied
to notify every abiorney that in the preparation of brisf for
pregentation to the Commission, he shall refsr to pages of the record
and exhibits, which support contsntions meds in the brief.

(12) Docket 1152 = K. Goldberz, trading as “Factory-Te=You
FPurniture®.

Lororandum of January 20th was received frowm the Chief Counsel
trangmitiing request of Trial Attornsy loergan J. Doyle, counsel for
the Commission, for an extension of thirty days for filing brisf and
racommending that the request be grantsd.

The request waa grantsd by the Commission and order approved
and anterad granting counsel for the Commission to and including
Fabruary 18, 1925 for filing brief.

(12} Dockot 1202 - May Hoslery Mills,

Letisr of Dscember Z22Znd was received {row the May Hosiery lille,
Burlingion, N. C., respondent, reporting that a customer had requasied
& supply of men's hoss Lo be labellesd "Art. 8ilk Plaited” and
requesting advice of o Commission as to¢ whether or net the order
could be £illad without violation of an order %o cesss and degist
datad November 3, 1924, Tuno aglon also recseivad draft of a
raply prepared by the Chief o gxpressing opinion that ths
propoesed lLabel wes in wiolation of the order and suggesting that the
sustomar of the respondent be furni with & copy of the order.

The letboer was read, approvasd »ar amandment to contein a
ptatoment, to the efisct that the o gr of the respondent in
using tho labsl described would alseo %e in vielation of the law =md
ordarad forwardsd.
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(14) Fils 1=2802 = Northsrn Lumber Compeny, et sl vs.
Blackwell Lumbsr Company, ot ®l.

Nemorandum of January l6th was received from the Chiasf
Counssel referring to ths actien of the Commission on Janary 5,
1925, in ordering complaint against The Shevlin-Hixon Company
and all of the parties shown by the recerd to have followed
similer prectices and recommending the issuance of seperate
cemplaints rather than ths jeining of all parties in & single
compleint fer “he reason that ne conspiracy or other necessary
elemente ars present teo properly jein the respondents. The
Chiefl Counsel salso recommended that tnree or four of ths concerns
where the evidence is thse atrongest vbe selected and separate
complaints issue,

After consideration, on motien of Nr. Nugeni, cecondad by
Mre, Caskill, the Commission reconsidered and rescinded its
sction of Januczry 5, 1825, issuing a complaint jolning all -
parties, anl the Commission, theroupen, ordered upon motlon of
Mr. Gagkill, zeconded by Mr., Nugent, that the recemmerdation of
the Chief Counsel be mpproved and that separate complaints isaue
charging Ths ShevlineHizon Ccempany, Deer Perk Lumber Company,
MeGoldrick Lumber Company, Grande Ronde Lumber Company and
Cemur D’Alsne Mill Company, with violation of the Federal Trade
Commission Act.

The Chief Counsel was directed %o prepare compleints ss
ordered by the Conmission, the some to be served by ths Secretary
without furthsr action by the lcmmission, upon their spproval
as to form and substance by the Chief Counsel under the rule.

(15} Fils 1-3298 - KideWest Retmil Coal Association vs,
Fracklin Coal Conmpany of 5t. Loule, et sl.

kemorendum of Jamuary 19%th was received from the Chief
Coungel wsferring to the Commission'’s actlon of April 28, 1924,
in directing thet compluint iseus apgainst the Meteor Coal Company,
cherging false and mislzsding edvertising and mierroresentatior
in the saie 8f coal under the trade-noms *Mount Olive”., The Chief
Counsel reporied that Trisl Attorney Stites had submitted &
memorrxidum calling sttention to the fact ihat the record contains
ne proof that the Metaor Coal Company had offered for sale, cosl
urder the name of "Mount Glive" and that further invostigetion by
the Chiefl Bxsminer hed feiled to Jd:velop an instance, where this
hed bosgn dong. The Chisf Coursel smmanded . that the action of
dpril 25, 1924, be rescinded and 1 the memorzrium from Trial
Attorney Htites be forwwrded to & Soad of Review for consideras-
tior in comnection with its r&pa?t in Iile 1-3328 = MideVest
Retiil Coal Assucimtion Ve Msuacx Geal Company, on the charge
reapecting the sals of oy 3 *Pocehontas.

The menorandum ¥ after conslderation, on motion
of Mr, Van Fleet, sscondaed by Mr. Nugent, the Commiselon approved
the reccmmendeaetion of the Chial Counsel ard reconsidered and
rescinded its mction of April 28, 1924 and direscted that the
recvmsendations of the Chief Counsel be carrled oub.
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{18} Decket 1156 - Fatent Cerenls Company.

MNemorandun of Jenuary 8th was recgived from ‘he Chief Gounssl
trangxitting sipned stipulation of fast, stating that counssl for
the rospondent desirse to file brisf und make oral orgument bsfore
the Commisslorn and rocommending that the stipuletiin be accepled
g..d counsel for the Commission and respondent hesard orally on a
dey certain,

The Commission directed thal the papers be circulated.

{173 Docket 1516 - Americen Woods Ixpordt Association, et al.
The Gommisgion recaived from the Chief Counsel, letter eddrossed
to the Department of Commerce requosiing furth: informetion from tha
fmsricar Coummsrciel Atteche at Rome, Italy, cencarning the trads
dispute hetween ths Amgricen Woods Zxport Aszocistion and Riccarde
Oltolire & Company, Home, Italy.

The let*er wes read, approved and ordered forwarded. See flle

{18) Hemoracdum of Jmnuary 12th was racsived from the Chisf
Gounsel recommending that the names of wounsel for the Commission
and coursel Tor the raespondents eppear in the printed decisions of
the Commission,

The Chisf Counsel mleo suggested that should the foregoing
~ecommendatlion meet with the approvel of the Commission that a
ecvuplete 1ist be meds of the capes contained in Volumes I to V,
inclusive ¢f the Commisasion’s Pecieions including the rames of the
regpuective counsel eppearing in each case and thet this list be
pr.ated as e pert of Volums VI of the Decisions, with an sppropriaste
marking osn the back of the book, such as "List of Attorneys eppearing
Volumss I«V,*

The mewmoranduws was reed and after discussion, on motion of

bre Van gzconded by Mr, Geskill, the Commission approvaed the
reconmendstlor that ths namee of counsel appeer in the printed
Pocieions end diractied thet this be done hereafler; and rejected

the suggsstion that s Jist be made of the asttorneys appesring in
Volumes IV,

. ¥holessle Grocers’ Associstion, ot al
veocesived from kessrs. Knappen, Uhlo
ity to be in
5 end requesting

Brya 3¢ fe sazondents,
Waghin ten on Jomisry 26tk for fiv
an adigar L for 1wo weoks.

cancellsed i wte of January 28, 1925, for the
final er; (i dirscted that interssted parties be nohifisd by
tiie Secratary ard the ¢mse sel for final srpument on

Y

February 25, 1%2&, st 3 pems
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(20) DNociet 1105 = Parks Brothers & Rogers Company, .o als

Hemor andum of Janusry 20%h wes received from tho Ching
Counsel tranamitiing letter of January 20th irom Mesnii.
Cuthell, White, Hotchkiss & Mills, sttornoys, requ.eiing ou
behalf of the Naticnal Jeweleras'® Board of Trade, permisslon 1o
f3le & brief ammicus curise on behalf of Parks Brothers & Regers,
reogpondent, in the above case,.

The Commiseion directed that the mattor be presorted ad
the tims of firal argument at 2 p.m., this afterncen for
consideration.

{21) Tentstivs Budget for the Third Querter of the fiscal
vear erding Juns 30, 1923, wse prosented by the “ascretary in
rosponse to the Commipsion's dirscticn of January 9, 19256.

Upon motion of Mr. Gaskill, the budget as submitted was
adopted by the Commizsicn with instructlions to the Secretary to
notify the hsels of the several divisions that %he budget for the
last gquerter must necessarily be less than the budget for thas
Third guarter and this fact should be kept in mind for the balance
of the fiscal year and necessary steps takesn %o aveld a deflclency.

Under the budget approved by the Uommisaien, the
ellocatlon of funds to the severel divisionz for ths months of
January, February and lesrch 1922, follows:

Mministrative ~  $48,400.00

Zeononic - 68,000,00

Chiel Ceounssl - 35,500.00

Chief EZxaminer -  58,750.00

Board of Revisw - 4,850.00

Zxport Trade - 3,500,00

{22} The Ceuxdssion received report from the Chiof Zconomist

of the werk of the fonomic Divigion for Decsmber 1924,
The raenart was received ard placed in the Calendnrs.

From the Cireulating Calendar, ths Comnmisslon considered
the fellowing matters srnd action as indicated was teken:

(1} DVosket B27 « Saxwusl Elum.
camorandun of December 18th was received from the Chis?
norting the stabus of 41i: camse., The memorandum was

sirc: December 31, 1924, Neot re by the several Commissioners
wore and thereafter, the fol i motion was offered by
kr. Gaskill and adopted by the C ion:

Movad, that the Chief C¢ L bs instructed to
repert to the Commission the nawe of the sttorney
regponelible for the fallure to bring the medified
order to the atlention of the Commiszion and who is
responsible for the fallure of setion in thoe wuss;
and furthor thst the Chief Counsel report %o the
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Gommission the steps walsh ars nsce = 8oy y 17 grocurm
fhe service of a modified or upon tha raaspondent

in the present form in which ruspendent ls deilng
business.

(2} Daocket 450 » Wilsen & Cumpany, Ince

Mamorandum of Dacember 30th wsa recaived from ithe Chief Counaol
reporting in rosporse to the Commission's direction of December 10th
and tramsmitting draft of amendsd complaini including therein as
parties reapondent, the individuals sppointec recelvers ¢f the Faul C.
Reymann Company, appointed by ths United States Dlstrict Cowt in
Saptembor 1924,

The memorandum was clrculmted Janusry 5th. HNotaiions by ithe
soveral Commissionsrs were reed. Attorney Kelley of the Chisf
Counsel’s Uifice was heard and thereafter, the following moiion was
offered by Mr. CGmskill, seconded by Mr. Van Flset and adoptsd by the
Commisslon:

Moved, that tha Cnief Counsal be ins ?uatad te propure
potition 4o 1he United States District Cowrd setting oub
the existence of the Commission’s case mnd lis stesivs and
ask p“fmlgSiU' of the Ceurt to make the raceivers, partles
thereto, and further indicating o the Court ths Commission's
intention mersly, tc funchion to & conclusion withouil any
gffort on its pert to enforce its order il issued snd 17 &
erdsr is issued the Commission will then swalt the cenclusion
¢f the receivership proceedings and ask %¢ be heard tv the
Court with reference to %he order te assll the stosk 17 1%
sopesrs trat the sale would contravene the otetuts as
interpretsd by the Commission's decision.

It was further ordsered, upon motian of Hr. Van Fleeil, secendad
by Mr. Gegkill), that if ibs Court should dsbermine the Commissions
s*hnd of propesed procedure iz gact coerrset, that counsel for the

slon v the Courtd to indieate the procedure which

will sanction te protect the vighis of the Commission in

Ag te the foregoing sciion of ths Commission, Mess

il and Hunt voted in dthe affi
negative.

the Court

! a5
"!

Ve ¥raat Ly
ive and Mr. Nugent wvotad in the

The Commicsion recessed at 12 me and roassembled at 2 pei.

PRESENT:
Vernon %W. Ven Fleet, Chairman,
lzlaon B, Gaskill,
John F. Nugent,
Charlee W. Huat.
Wres Thompson shsent ¢u offleinl business.

- o
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Dogket 1105 - Parks Brethers & Regere Cempany. et nl.

attorney Kelley of the C'iefl Counsel's Office eppesrsd
and presented laotter of January 2Cth from Messrze. Cuthell, White,
Hotehkies & Nills, attorneys-astelaw, raquenting on behalf of the
Hetionel Jewslers® Board of Trads, permission to fiie brief
amdcus curise on behalf of Parks Brothers & Rogers. Abtorney
Abbett P. Mills, representing ihe pstitioner, Attorrey Henry C.
Hert, repressnting respondent Parks Brothers & Rogers and
Atternsy Jehn R, Dowlan, counsel for the Commlssion were heard
with respect to the petition of the National Jewelers' Beard
of Trade to file brief amiocus curiag.

Thersafter;, it wes ordsred by the Commission, that a
brief limited to matters in the stlpulation of fscts he
received and thai the saus bs filed within ten daye from date;
that the respondsnt bs allowsd ten days thereafter to reply thereto
and that the Commission then proceed ¢ decide the cass without
further argument er brief.

Tae argumsnt of the case then proceeded. Abtorrney Dowlan
was heard in support of the compleint. Attornsy Henry C. Hart
was heard on behalf of the respondent, Parks Brothers & Rogars
Company.

The hoaring wes concluded at the hour of 3:30 p.a. and
the cage tzken under advisement.

o om s

Thersugon, ab the how of 3:30 p.m., the Commission
ad journed o meet Friday, Januery 23, 1925, at 10 a.w.

e

Vernon W. Van Fleet,
Chalircen.
Abbast:

Thursdey - January 22, 1925 - Ho meeting held.

-
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Friday = Jaauery 23, 1285 = 10 s.me

PRISENT:
Voernon W. Van Fiset, Chalrman,
John F, KNugant,
Charles W, Huuta
Mre Gaskill absent.
Wr. Thompson absert on officiel businsss.

s
TG ard

The minutes of the neeting of January 21, 725, wer
aeproved,

&

Formal dockelt casos appsoring on the weskly Gonfarence Calender
for final determination wsre censidersd by the Commiselon and aciion
g8 indicated was taken by the Commispion:

{1} Docket 1006 ~ Hills Brothers.

On Novembor 14, 1924, the Comumission directsd ihet sn order %o
coase and desist issue. On December 19th the Commission sdopted ordsr
*~ vease and desist and requosted Commissioner Nugent to Ingziruct
Mtorney Rowland =5 Ho certaln additions to be made to the findivige
to be based uporn the record in the cass and that the findings be
congidered on rext Cenfersnce Day.

On Jeouary 9ih ths Commdwsion directed that the dissent af
Comnisaioner Gaskill show in the minutes, upon the order and any
publicity stetemoent.

The folleowing papers have been placed in the hends of sach
Commissioner: memerandum of Jamusry 8th from the Chiel Counssl;
findings = to the feects se redrafioed; order to cesps mnd desist
as edopied on December 17, 1924.

Pursua:t to the actiuvn of December 19th, Mr. Nugsnt reported
reapacting changes suggesied in the order wus sdopted on Dscember L8th
and alee certain suggested verwal chanpes in the findiege. The changes
suggested by Mr. Nugent wers accepted by the Cermission and the
findirgs mnd order as esmended way rovod as to form snd referred
to the Bacretary for ssrvice withs Torther action.

The racord irn the case indie Lnah oon lovembsyr 14, 1924,
the Commicsion dirscted that en order ¢ coase wnd desist issuve in
this case wad thal on Jenusry 9%h thed ", Geskill's dizeent to the
ardar sppoar.

(2) Docket 1021 « Hygrade Lamp Company.
This case lald over until rext Zonferencs Day.
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(3) Docket 1024 = Lharles . Cormisr Rice Milling
Company, Inc.

Thio case cemes bsfore the Commisslon for final determination
upon ths fullowing rocord: memorandum of January 10th from the
Chisf Coungel transmitiing the case and recommending dismlssal
without prejudice; memorandum of December Z22nd from Atiorney
Wnitelsy; complaint; answar; testimeny. 4Abtorney Whiteley
represents the Commisslon. Attornsy Henry & Cooper represents
the respondant. )

After consideration, it was ordered by ths Sommission that
scmplaint herein be and the same is hereby dismissed.

The Cnisf Counmsl was directed to prepare and the Secreisry
to servs order of dismispal.

{4) Docket 1027 = Panams Rice Milling Company.

This cass comes bafore the Commission for final determination
vpon the fellewing record: memorandum of Jenuwnry 10ih from the
Chief Counsel transmitting the case and recommonding dismiesal
without prejudice; memorandum of Decamber 22nd from Trial
ittorzay ¥hiteley; complaint; enswer; testimony; report upon
the facte by Trisl Examiner Woodfill,; exceptions therests by
counsel for the respondent. No exceptions were filed %o the
Sxaminer's Repert bty counsel for the Commission., No briefs
“ara filed, Attorvey Whitelsy represente the Commission.
httorneys Tervibarry, Rice & Young represent the respendsnt.

After consideration, it was cordered by ithe Commission that
the complaeint hersin be and the same hereby is dismissed.

The Chief Counssl By directed to prepare and the Sacretary
to sorvs order of dismisesal.

{5} Dockst 113C = Riverside Rice lilling Company.

Thie cage comes hefors tha Commission for final determinstion
upen the [ollowing record: memorandum of January 10th from the
Chiaf Coursel trananitting the cass and recommending dismissel
without prejudice; neme um of Decermber 22md from Trial Attornsy
Whiteley:; complaint; answor; testimony; report upon the facts by
Triel Ixaminer Woodf{ill. No exceptione were flled to the report
of the Trial Txaminer. HNe briasfe were filed. Atterney Whiteley
rapresents the Commission. Attorneys Legler, lcSnery & Waguespack
rapresent cadent.

Afte deration, it was or:
the complaint herein be and the ¢

The Chietf Counsel wus direc
$0 serve order of dismissal.

ed by the Commission that
hereby dismissed.
to propare and ithe Secretary

{6} Docket 1092 « The Illineie & Wisconsin Retail Coal
Dealers' Associciion, et al.

Thie cese comes before the Commisslien for final deterninetien
ugen the fellewing rscerd; complaind; enewsrs; testimeny; repert
upen the facts by Trial Zxsiner Bennetd; asxceptions thereto by
coungel for the resiondents; briefl by counzsl for the Commission
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and counsel for the rsspondentz. HNo exvepticns were filed
counssl for the Commiseion 20 the report of ths Trial Ixami
Attorney Goorge i. Wallace represents ihe Commignion. Attormey
Sterley B. Houck rapresents the ~espondsnts. Final argument was
heard Jenuary 14, 1%25.

After consideraticn, on metion of Mr. Nugenh, secondsd by
Mr. Van Flaet, the ~nmplaint was dismissed by the Commission fer
lack of svidence to sustain the charges of ithe complaint,

Trhe Chiaf Counsel was direcited to prepare and tha Secrutary
to serve cordsr of dismigsal.

¥

A

(7} Docket 1147 - Chmee & Ssnborn.
This case laid over for zomsiderastion on next Conferencs Day.

- vecn

The Chsirman pressated the following mutters arnd nctlon ne
indicated was tsken by the Commission:

. (1) Letter of January 18th from Congressman James F. Byrnes
requesting "coples of the requests sant cut by the Commigsisn for
irformation from cerperations or individuals®.

The letter was reed and referred tc the Sscretary with
ingtructions to reply thet ithe character of the information varies
with the particular investigations in hand =nd te amsk the Congromse
warn of the particular inveestigation which he has in mind.

{2) Letter of January 20th from the Bursau of Industrial
Service, Inc., Ckhicege, Illinsis, requesting to be furnished with
soeples of all bulletins issusd by the Commissien.

The letter was referved to the Secrstary for attention.

(3) Lettsr of January 21st from Senator William J. Harris ef
Georgia, emcioesing letter of January 14th from the Georgiae Securities
Commission relating to the consolidation of a number of beking concerns
and gpecifically te¢ an application to the Georgla Sscurltiss Commissien
t0 incrense the capltal stock of the Bhafer Bakery. Senator Harrie
regucsted the Commission {o give the matter preoper atiention and to
advies him.

Tha lettsr was reed and on metion of Kr, Van Fleet, was referred
$a the Chlefl fconomist and Chisf 3 trgr for the prepersiien of reply.
The Secretary was directed to acknm . the Senstor's lstter and ssy
thet the meiter wes being referrad tention to the members of the
staff havirng mattsrs of this kind investigaltion,

A% thie time Mr. Gaskill entersd the neeting.
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PRASSNT's
. YVarnon W, Van Fleet, Chaisian,
Nelgon Ba Caskill,
Johrn Fs Nugent,
Charles W. Huil. .
Er. Thompson absent on official businesa.

{4) Letter of January 17th froa the Department of Justice
(Harlan F. Stone, Attorney Genersl), in regard to an investigation
by the Department of Justice of the Loulsiena Rel Cypress Company.
Ths Atiorney Generel's letter quoted from a memerandum by ths
Speciml Assistant to the Attorney General assigned to Lumber
Association cases, which memorandum referred to the report of the
Federal Trade Commission on the Southern Cypress Manufactursrs'
Associlation and concluded with the racommendatioen 4o the Attorney
General that the matter of the Louisiana Red Cypress Company be
c¢losed without any further irnvesiigatis~ «r action by the Depuriment
of Juetica,

Trhe Attorney General stated that the Department doass not
intend te taks any further actior with referencs to the Louisgiana
Pagd Cypress Company and if the Federsl Trade Commission desires to
procesd further or to obtein further information as to the present
activities of this Company, the Attorney General will be gled o
allow any representative of the Commission access to reports and
axh’nits covering the recent investigation by the Dspartment.

The lstter was read and on motion of the Chairmen, the
Secretary was directed to prepare reply thanking ths Attornsy
Ganeral for the infcermation conteined in his letter end state
thet if the Federsl Trads Commission determines to proceed it
will eyail itself of the offer 4o inspact the files of the Departiment
of Justice.

{5) Lettor of January Ll9th from the Department of Justice
{As T. Seymour, Assistant %o the Attornsy General) acknowledging
the Commission’e letier of Jamwary 13th snd advising that should
+he Deparitment dscids %o proceed against the Cincinnsti Film
Beard of Trade it will avall itssl{ »f the Commissien's offer
t0 have scoess %o the rscord in the ‘ommission's case againsi
the Famous Players-Lasky Corporastio % al, Docket 835,

The lLattsr from Mr. Sseymour wo: read and ordered filed.

{6) LebTer of Januery 20%tn ivom She Department of Justice
{ A. T» Seymour, ZXsalstant to ihs attorney General), referring to
the fect that the Department arnd the Commisslon have frequently
hed cecasion to¢ inguire whether certalxn tersg under considerstion
by one were alse being considersed, or hud hwen considered by the
sther and suggesting that the Depariment of Justice would be glad
to furnish the Commission copies of itm pmuphlet containing the
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Flainl ~daugh Lawg and deseriplion of cpsen ilusli.uie
thereundsr; and supplermentel dete vegarding Doparimest of
Jugstice cases from tims to time and requesting thet the Depariment
bs supplied with cowplainte, findinge and orders, ele., issued by
the Commiseion from time to time in eddition fto Yhe annual renord
of tho Commissian.,

The lstter was raad and on motion of the Chalrman was
raferret to ths Secretery with instructions to furnish the Department
of Justice with ths publicmtions aend information which is recuested
by Mr, Seymour: and with insiructions to request the Deperiment of
Justice to furnish the information regarding its actions as suggested
in Mr. Seymour®s letter with the further requsst that each Commissioner
be supplied with =2 copy of the pamphlet contelning the Federal enti-
trust lawe end supplement issued from time %o {ime.

(7) Letter of January 22nd from the Farmers® Natlonal Council
{Benjamin C. Marsh, Banaging Director), Washington, De C., replying
to the Commission's letter of Janusry 17th in the matter of the
Commissicn's appropriation, stc.

The letter was read end ordersd filed.

ire Gaskill presented Dockst 549 - Cement Securities Company
snd in ressponse %o the Commission's action of January 16th recordsd
his vots to dismise the complaint.

Ths record in the case is that on Jenuary 16th the case was
gubmitted by the Chisf Counsel with recommendation for dismissal
and that motions (1) to dismlss, and (2) to proceed, wers lost on
tie vote and the cmse referred 1o My. Gaskill, the sbsent Commissioner
for “is vote. i

Wwye Gaskill stated for the rscord, as follows:

Yy

i vote to dismiee this complaint for the reason that

g decree has bveen snitered In a ault instituted spminst thia
respeadent by the Department of Justice end that the United
Stetes District Cour’ {Colerade) has retained jurisdiction
to smend and eniforce that decree. If it shall appesr that
the decree is in any way ineffecitive it would seem thal the
proper line of remedy lay bthrough the Department of Jusiice
sithsr for the snforcersnt of the decres as sutered or fTor
its mmendment. Any feilure of the decree te¢ produce the
proper regulis might, if neces bs suggested to the
Departmert of Justice by the Fed: vl Trade Commission in

&
3. o
{euig T EG

The compinint was thersupen, dismissed by the Commission with
UYssere. Ven Fleet, Gaskill and Hunt voting in the affirmabive and
Hessrs. Nug and Thompson vobing lv the negative.

The Chief Counsel was directed to prepers and the Seeretary tu
serve order of diemissal.
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ibowes furthaer dirociag wne dissent of ol
Nugent and Thompson zhow upon + alnubes, ihs ordeyr of JJ‘ Al
and any publiciiy statemert issusd.

The following matters cf zensral business {rrwurded to tho
Commisgsion by the hrags of the several divislons were prsssnted
by the Sscrstary snd action as indicaied was taken by the
Commigsion:

(1) lemor sdum of January 15th was receivad frow the Chief
Ixaminar reoommsnding taat the t tles of the followiny list of
amploysag be changsd from that of Ixaminsr to Attorasy- ixaniner:

Hdenry Junge, Jr.
dwin 3. Hess,
Beloit Teylor,
Thomes B, Charshes.

The Chief Ixaminar reportsd that sach of the above men was
g lawysr mid member of the bar and that ths designation recommended
had bean swrned by gervice with the Commlsslon.

the rscommsndation of the ohief 3xaminr was approved and
it was so ordarsd.

{2) Docket 1018 = Toledo Pipe Thrsading Nachine Company.

Letter of Janusry 230th from lLessrs. 3rﬁ.., Hahn & Sang er,
{Gesrgs P. Hahn), Teledo, Okio, attornoys for tnes raspondsnt
scknowledging receipt of the Commissiocn's order to ceaass anﬂ
degist datoed January 13, 1825 and fransmitting = copy of a
letter which the respondsnt has lssued to its salesmsn after the
receipt of the Commipsion’s order and requasting to be advissd as
to whether respondent was within its right in iszsulng the letter.
The lettsr staied that the respondent desired tov reviasw the
conclusions of the Jommimsicn and before deing so requasted ithat
r. Collins of the raspondunt company and Mrs Hshn of counssl for
tha Company be permittad tc talk with soms nomber of the Commissisn
familiar with the casa,

The lettsr was regd and on mobtien of Mr. Nugent, was refarrsd
to Mr, Gaskill, The Ssorstary was instructed to vreply to the
letter aftsr confsrence with iLw.

{3) Dockst 1251 » American Asso:
b 8l
Mamorandum of uanuafv 23rd was veosived from the Chief
Counsal transnittl posgt of Mrs Clark MoKercher, counsel
for the A w, 1ts officers and menmbers,
regpondent in ﬁnla cess, f@r an extansion of time to file wnswer
aind recommending that the reguest be jranted.

shlon of fdvertisiag Agenicles,
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Mhe request was granted by the Comnlssion and order
and entered granting counsel for the Amsrican Press Assoc
officers and members an axtension of thirty fays for [iling anawer.

(4) Docket 1248 - Fisk Rubber Company.
Yemerandum of Januery 22nd was raceived from the Chief Counsel
truansmitting requaest of counsel for the respondent for an extaension
of time for filing answer and racomumsnding that the reguest be grmmited.
The request wns grantsd by the commiesicn and order approved
and entered ranting counsal for the respondent to and including
Fabruary 5, 1925 fer Iiling answer.

{5) Dockat 1023 = Internatisnal Shee Comrany.

Upon recaipt of memorandum of January 22und from ths Chief
Counsgsl, the Commission set the case for [inel argument before the
Commission on Mondey, Harch 9, 1925 at 2 p.m., with the directlon
that intersstcd partiss be netifisd thersof by ragistered mail.

{6) Docket 228 -« Curtice Brothers Sompany.

hamorandum of January 13th was recsaived from the Chief Jxaminer
reporting pursuant to tha Commlssion's azilon of December 5, 1924, the
rosults of further ingquiry made for the purpose of ascertaining whathar
the rsspondent now guarantses Lits prices against decline. The Chisef
Ixamingre reportsd that the respondent has not engaged in this practice
wince 1923; that the Company had not guaranteed prices against decline
in 1924 and new prics lists which are in course of preparation for
1925 do not contain any rafersnce o gusranies sgaingt price decline.

The record in the case is that on December 5tn, the cass was
beiers the Commission for final determination upon recommsndation
in memorandwn of November 26, 1924 from the Chief Counsel that the
complaint bo dismissed; and thet ¢n that date the Commisgion referrad
the cass to the Chief iIxaminer for further inquiry as %te the present
prasivice of the respondent.

Afier consideration, oh motion of lir. Van Fleat, secondsd by
Mr. Gaskill, the complaint herein was dismissed without prejudice.

The Chisef Counsel was directed to prepare and the Secretary
to serve order of dismissal.

{7} Fils 13375 = Scuthsasztsern Millers® Association (J. B.
HeLomors) vs. Calumst Baking Fowder Company.

emorandun of Janusry 10th v racegived from the Chisf ixaminer
ranoriing that the partiss to ithis -ilcation are the same as those
in file 2-1522 = Southaastern ¥ill " Association ve. Calumet Baking
Powder Compeny, cut of which fills = complaint in Docket 868 -
Calumet 3aking Powder Company was issuvsd and which couplaint is now
ren@ing. The Chisf IZxaminer rscommanded that file 1-3375 be conasolide
with file 91322 and made imuedistely available to the attorney who is
gontlucting Docket 368 - Calumet Baling Powdsr Company befors the
Commission.

The moemorandun wes read and upon motion of Mr. Hugent wae
approeved and it was 30 orderad,
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{8) Undockotad application for comglaint of Carncay,
Woorl & Lennon vs. Washburn Orosby Company, #t al, im rs pric
ef Semolins Flour.

Tue Cnief ixaminer reportec the result of preliminary
inquiry and recommended the docketing of an applicetion for

complaint.

The memorendur was read and thereafter, v, hugent uoved
that the same be approvsd,

Aftsr discussion, it was ordersd, upen motion of lLr. Gaskill,
sacondad by Y¥r. Van Flest¢, that the file bs referred bhack o the
Chiasf Ixaminsy with instructiona te state his reamsons for bellasving
that further investigation would result in developing additional
facts,

(9) Lettar of January léth from the Nationsl Wholesals
Srocers® Amsociation of ths Unitad Stetes {John W, iorey, Prassident)
Denver, Colerado, in ths matter of conference between the Chief
Gecenomist for tne Commisslon and representatives of the Amscciation
in regard to the Pmckers® Consarnt Dacres in the cess of United
States vs, Swift & Company, =% al, in the Supress Court of the
District of Columbia now under inquiry by %the Commission in
respongs to Senate Resolution 278, dated Decembar 8, 1924
{Senator Georgm W. Nerris). The lotter oxprassed appreciation
of the opportunity afforded the Association of sxpressing its
wiews in connection with the Conmisslon's inguiry and stated
wnat all the informabion desired would be furnished. The lstier
zglso referred 4¢ &8 recently published criticiem of the Commission
on the part of the American Wnolesale Grocers' Asscclation and
callsd attention to (ha fact that the National Wholseals Grocers’
Asscc.ation had no connecticn with the Smerican Association and
that the National Association had never taken action criticisiag
the Commission but appreclated thoe servlce rendered by the
Commission net only inm connsction with the conssnt dacrse but
algso in zsny other impoertant matters,

The Sacrsiary reported that he had recsived the above
mentioned iatter from My. Thompson with instructions %0 present
the same %o the Comidselon end make ithe stablement ithat Mr.
Thoupson desirad to answer Mr. Morsy's lettsr upon his return,

The lettar was read and left in the custedy of the
Secretary to be azaln odraesented when kr. Thompson is present.

WoF

{18} In rasponss ts the Ug un's action of January 2lst,
the Secretary rapertad that complaint had been issued against the
Phillips~lones Corperation allsging unfair competition in
gnforging s reuale price meintenance policy - Docket 1084 - and
that the case was now sest for final ment bafore the
Commission on Februasry 4ih.

In wiow of this raport, the motlion by Mr, Nugent calling
upan the Chief dxaminer for report was withdraws,
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Januery 26, 1925,

feraupeu, ab the hour of 11145 m.a., the Comsisuioc
adjournad to mest Lenday, Jamuary 26, 1825, 25 10 a.n.

Vernon W. Van Fleet,
Chalrman.
+ 4
Gtis 80 Jeh
Sscratafyn

Ssturday - January 24, 1328 - No wmeeting held,

Sunday = January 25, 1925 - No meeting held.
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THI FIDARAL TRADZ COLLIISRION
wonday - January 26, 1928 ~ 10 a.m,

PRASINT:
Vernon W, Yan Fleet, Chairman,
Helgon B. Gaskill,
John ¥, hugent,
Chalss W. Huni,
Huston Thoupson,

Trhe minutes of the mesting of Jamary 23, 1320 wers read
and epprovad,

Aftes ths raading of the minuies, lr. Thompson referred to
the follewing mastters, therein, te~-wit: {1} Lettor of January 17t}
from the Devartment of Justice rsgarding an investigation of the
Louisiana Red Cypress Company; (2} Letier of January l4th Irew the
Hational Wholesals Grocors® Assocliation ¢f the Unlted States in the
metter of an investigatlion under Senats Rsselutien of the Packars®
Comsent Dacrse; and {3) Docket 349 - Cement Securitiss Compeny.

-
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&

: sen suggootised thud ihe lebbor witi v
the Lep; sians ded Cypress sompsny be roferrsd to Attorng
the menmbey of the ag&ff who nrepawed the Comuaisslon's rnr\ Loon
this Southern Cypress Lanufacturers’ Asgociation for comment.

It waa ordersd by the Commission.

wr. Thompson supgaestad that the Chalrman reply to ths letier
from the National Wiolessle Grocers' Asscciation of the Unitsd
Statar.

The latter was accordingly referred to the Secretary for
preparstion ¢f reply for ths Chairman'’s signatuwre,

In the matier of the dismimmel of the Cement Securities
Gompany case = Docket 549 - lr. Thompson stated that he would
file a dissenting wemorandum to accompany tha order of dismissal.

It was directed that lr. Thompson's memorandum bs atiteched
to the order of dismissal,

lir. Yoo Fleat pregentsd file 1-3487 - Stationers'® Supply
Company vs. Non-Plete ingraving Company, Inc., snd after reciting
the facts, 1%t was orderad by the Commission, upon motion of kr,

Van Flest, that complaint issue, charglng NoenePlate Ingraving
Company, Ine., with violaetien of the Fedoral Trade Commission Act.
The draft of compleint which came forwsrd with the file

wag ryferred to the Chiaf Coungel, via Dockat Section, for

approval ag to form and substance 'nder the rule, with ths
dirsction that upon such approvel, ths complaint ba refaerred to

the Secretary for service without refsrence back to the Commission.

air . Gaskill proesanted the following listed applications for
complaint and actien as indicatad was taken by the Commission:

1} File 1=3707 - Berry Brothers vs. An-0-Lac Products
Company, st al,

wr, Gaskill s% that this application ceme direct to

1o from Chisf Zxaminer without refarence to the

pursuant to the Commission's ruls of Decembsr 3,

&

Hr, Gaswill subm Pomemorandun of Januery 24%h reciting
the factis and concurring in the recommendation of the Chisf
Txawiner that ths lication be dismissed.
Or Shan of dre Camskill, 4k spplication for complaint
waz dis 2d hy the Commission.
Wt e %111 sugzested in hi andura that the Commission
might a@momyiish results in cases of tnls character by {transitéing
3 the file to the Stats sutherities and moved thet ths record be
: remitied te¢ the attorney Gen wf the Stete of lddichizan with a
requeat that in event his dej #nt ig witheut Jurisdiction, that
ma trwsadt the resord to the proesacutiag sttorney o the
spelate countys
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Yoo motion wus ¢ .re Thompeoen and adopied . ihe
Commission and it was 8o orderad,

{2) Fila 1-3572 = J. A, Finn & Company vs. Covodman, Cohen &
Company.

r, Gaskill stated thet the cass was submiéted by memorandum
of Dezamber 18, 1924, from tho Chisf ixaminer reporting that the
raspendent is a skirt manufacturer and uses » cotton fabric terasd
"Nusylk™ which i1 bwuys from ¥W. Herris Thuraton & Cempany, Inc.;
that tha latter concern ig respondent in application fils 1-3265 =
New Yerk Commorcisl vs., W. Harris Thurston & Compeny, Inc., in
which the uss &I the word “Nusylk®™ is5 aiso questionsd. The Chisf
Txaminsr recommended in view of this fsact that the file here
gubmitted - file 1-3572 be consclidaeted with {il- 1~-3265 so that
tne cmses uay be considersd together,

Upon motion of lr, Gaakill, the files ware consoldated by
the Commission ae recommended by the Uhisf Ixaminer.

{3) File 1-3231 - Denmark vs. Danish Pride kilk Preducts
Company, et al.

Mr. Gagkill submittsed msmorandum of ‘anuary 23rd reviewing
the racord and reporiing that raspondsant indicated a dispoesition
to refrein from shipping its milk into forsign countriaes undsr the
label “Danlgh Pride® and under these circumstances, the Chief IZxaminer
regcommoandad theb negetiations bs opensd with the respendent to ses
whether il will state dsfinitely this intention. Ilr. Gaskill suggasted
s his memorandum, that the Commission sond to ths respondent o
lattar, draft of which was presented and read and further if the
responsy 30 the letter is satisfactory, a sopy of the communication
be sent te the Department of Stats and the matiar closed.

Aftar discussion, it was ordersd, upeon motion of Mr. Hugent,
that the file be circulatsd and placed on Conference Calendar.

far. fraskill also submittod file 50=T3 -~ Forsign Trade complaint
¢f Fife Hardwars Company o¢f Fort William, Canada, against ths Clipless
Papor Fustener Company and abtated that ths complainit wes submitted by
the Sxport Trede Division with msmerandum of January 17th reciting
the facts in the case and recommending that final report bs mads t¢
the Commsraos Depertment, ths papers received from that Offics returned
and the case olessdi., Draft of lettor %o the Secretary of Jomnerce as
prepersd by the Txuort Trade Divisio: s nlgo recsivad.

Aftay soneidsvration, on motion of Lr, Gaaskill, ths recommendation
of the Ix : Trade Divisien was approved. The draft of letter was
approvaed and ordersd forwarded. See file ~

¥r. Nugent prasssnted the following listsd applications for
complaint end achtion as indicated wes taken hy the Commisseion:
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« Tunnars' Csuncil of Anerics ws.
Textiisnii LOMDRNY

hre Nugent pressnted memorandum of January 25th revie
tnes record, conecurring in the rscommendatlion of the Hoard of
Review and recommending that cernlaint issus.

The wmenerandum was read snd sftor conslderatisn, on motion
of ure Nusent, the Comnission directad that complaint iesue
charzing the Taxtllanther Company with violation of vhe Federal
Trede Commission Act.

The draft of complaint which cawe forward with the files
was roferred to ths Oniefl Counsal, vie Docket Section, for approvel
as to form and evbatancs under the ruls, with the dirscticn that
uporn such approval, the complaint be referred to the 3scrstary
fur ssrvics wlthout rafarsncs barck 4o the Commission,

It wag furthar dirsctaed, upon wotion of llp. Nugent, that the
complaint in this case be held by the Chisf Counssl until the
Commission shall have passad upon the following pending casc
invelving like practicesz:

Pile 1-3403 -« Tamers® Council of Americs vs,. Sandford Lills.

¥ 1«3404 = Tanners® Council of Amsrica va. L. Ce Chass Coupony.

" 1-3453 = Tanners® Gouncil of Amuoriem vs. Rote Loathsr
Products Company

and that thersaftsr, the Chief Counsel select from among thesa
cagaeg, a test cass and procssd thereupsn, inviting the Tenners®
veuncil of Amsrica t2 come in ae inbtervenor,

—

27 File 1=3665 < American ¥riting lachins Company vs.
Burndy Typewrlter fCompany.

“re hugent stated that this case c¢ame direct to the
Commiszion from the Chlef ixamirnor, without rsfarsnce to ths
Roard of Reviaew pursuant to the rule of December 3, 1924,

kr. Mugsnt submiitad memorandum of January 25th reviswing
the rocord and moved that the Chief dxeminer Ye amuthorized %e
nagoetiats a stipulation with respondent 1n accordancs with the
rule of February T, 1923, concerning its discuntinuance o7 thins
advertiaing and if rsspondsnt will so stipulalia that the
grplication be dismissad uwpon approvael of tho stipulatlon. The
webion was secended by Mr. Hunt.

In gubstitution, for tne foregelng moliion, it was mived Ly

Mro Zeskill, secoended by bire Van Floet, that the application be
dismisnoad.

Yote was teXen upen the subsiit.
Hesara. Varn Tlaset, Gaskill and Tho » voted in the affirmative and
hessrs. Nugent snd Hund voted in - cative. The substituts metion
carrisd and the application for complaint was disnissed by the
Conmiselona

wotion. As to this mobtion,

;7 File 1-3299 - Wilsoa SBrothers vs. Duke Mellahon & Comperny.
« Nugent stated that this applicsiien ceme direcht te the

en frem ths Chief Jxamlner without refarence to the Board

w, pursuant to the rule of Decamber 3, 1924,

{3
e
i
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wi'e hugont subnibted

thes record, concurring in the ro

and recommending diemissal.
On motien of Mr. Mugent, the application for complaint was

dismisssd by the Commisaion.

WENLEY <ok

con of the Chisv

o -

re Hunt submitisd file 1-3182 - Atlentic Juts Lills, Inc. va.
Americen jianufacturing Company end staisd that the {ils ceme direct
to the Commission from ths Chief ixaminer, without refarence to the
Board of Review pwrsuant te the rule of December 3, 1%24,

¥r, Hunt pregentsd memorandum of January 22nd reviawiag the
record and concurring in the recommendation of the Chisf fxaminer
that the application for complaint be disnissed.

On motion of lir. Hunt, the application for complsint was dismissed
by ths Commission,

ir. Thompson submitted a letiar of Janusry 22nd from Lr., John F.
Kontzomery, New York City, stating that the Borden Condsnsged milk
Company, through thelr subsidiary, The Borden Farm Products Company,
hare been zredually monopolizing the fresh milk business in Grsater
New York and vieinity and making inquiry as ¢ whether thsse ateps
have the approeval of the Tadsrsl Trade Commission,

Thse lattsr was read and on metion of lir. Thompson, seconded by
¥r. Van Fieet, thse same was referred %o the Chief Zxaminsr for
invegtigation on the guestion of interstate cummsrce only end repord
te the Commiseion. Ths Secratary was dirscted tg scknowlsdge the latter
and say that the same will have atientlion.

The Chairman submitied the following matisrs end aclion as
indicatsad wee taken by ths Commission:t

{1; Lstter of January 23rd from ths Natienal Presarvers & Fruit
Products Asmccistion (B, R. Jecobs, Businsss Manager), Washingbon, D. C.
snclosing pags from the Jznuary 1925 editien of “"The Retsllers'’ Journel”
grnd complaining of sgrecmente beiwsen indspendent retallsrz or ratall
srganizations to boycodt or otherwise collectively discriminats belwsen
manufactursrs who ssll to chain storss.

The correspondsnce was rexd on motien of the Chairman was
raferred 4o the Secrebary fer an siadgment and thereafter, to the
Chicf Txmainsr fer sttsntien,

+ {27 Letiter of Janusry 23rd from ths American Spring
Yanufacturers® Ixport Association, Pitteburgh, Pa., acknowledging
the Comnission’s letter of January 6th with respect %o examination
of Ezport Assoclation flles.
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(3) Docket 1545 -~ B & B Knitting Company.

Letter of January 24th was receivesd from Mesers. Gre. .o &
Hurd (George F. Hurd)}, New Yorx City, counszal for the respordent,
roquesting an adjourmment until Mareh 10, 1325, of nuar*nb4 now
ast {or February 16th for the taking of testimony o meet iir,
Hurd's convenience in handling cther casss.

The Commzission also received memorandum of January 23rd
from the Chief Counsel calling attention to nrevicus adjournuent
of the cass at the request of Mr, Hurd and that in order to meet
Kr. Hurd's requsst the cass had besn set for the taking eof
testimony on Fsbruary 16th and the itinerary of the Commission’s
sttorney adjustad to meel that date and that a further postponement
would necessitate two Westorn trips on ths part of the Commission’e
attorney and interfare with the trial of othar ceses. The Chilef
Counssl recommended that the Commission enter &n order for the
taking of testimony at Rockford, Illinois, on Februery 16, 1935,

After discussion, the Commlssion denied the requast of
Attorney Hurd for a furthsr extension and entered iis order
setting the case for the taking of tasstimony on Februwry 16, 1925
gt Rockford, Illinois, ae recommsndad by the Chief Counsel and
dirscted the Secrestary to cxplain in a lotter to Mr. Hurd ths
circumstances surrounding the Commission's action.

{4) Letter of Docembar 23rd from Mr, V. N, Miller, Mitsr
and Proprietor of ths “Service Record", Washington, D. C.,
#oferring to the petition of "Service Record® in the hands of the
Chief Zxaminer for complaint against the Amsrican Legion aund
*hmerican Legion Weekly™.

The letter was refarred to the CThisf dxaminer for sttentien
ana e prepare reply.

(5) Lettsr of Jamuary 23rd from the Amsrican Zinc Instituls
(8tephen S, Tuthill, Secretury), New Yorx City, referring to the
Ingtitubs’s letter of Dgcember 22nd and requssting permission to
add anovner sxhibit in the matter. The sxhiblt being s clipping
from the Mismi (Oklshoma) NowseRecord on January 15, 1925.

The letter was rsferred teo the Secretary for ucknowledgment
and with instructiocns %o place the lsiter and ths oxhibit in the
$ile which is new on the Circulating Calendar.

{8} Fils 1-3054 - North Pangor Slate Company vs. OSortland
Grinding Wheel Corporation, et al.

Letter of Jamuary 22nd v s Grinding Wieel Marmufacturera’
Associgtion of the United Stetss Canada acknowlsdging the
Commission's letter ¢f January 2 ’tu notifying the Asgoclation
that ths Commission had grawviad lts raequest for s hearing befors

&
an individuel Commissioner prier to the issuance of complaint.
The letter was read and {iled,
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{7} Letter of January 22nd frow the Senate Commil
investigating the Bursau of Internel Revenue (John 5. | s
besistant Counsel), Washington, D. C., requesting informailon
wibh reepsct to the awmnual preduction of sorn sugwr in ths Undted
Staiss,.

The letter was read and refarred te¢ the Chief Zuonomist and
the Chisf{ Ixaminw for preparatien of re;ly.

{8) Letter of January 22nd from the National Aeronautic
Aspocimbion of the United States of Americem (Codfrey L. Gabot,
Fresident), Washington, D. $., reguesting e short stery covering
the contact ai the ¥ederal Trade Jommiseion with the mercnautical
Wﬂrld ©

The lettar was referred to ths Secratary ~ith inetructions
to reply to the effect that the Fedsral Trade Commission in its
work has not come in contact with the seronsutical world.

(9} Le*tsr of January 20th from the Hdehogany Association, Inc.,
{D. ¥. Allen, Chairman, Izecutive Commifttes}, New York City, enslosing
for the information of ths Commission conies of correspondence batwsen
the Mehogany Asgociation and the National Netaell Dry Goods Assccimtion
with respact {to unfair competition in tho marketing of furniturs. The
lettsr requested that the Commission hand dewn its decision on pending
casas at the 9arliest possible momant,

Ths letter was read and on motion of the Chairman was refarrad
to kr. Thompson with reguest to mrepare reply.

{10} Leittsr of Jamuary 22nd from Congressman Samuel . Winslow,
Chairman, House Committes on Interstats & Foreign Commerce, transmittin
copr of Houss Resolutien 11793, 68th Congress, Sscond Session, datad
January 20, 1823, & biil introduced by Mr, Arthur B, Williams of
Hichigan, entitled, ™A Bill to Amend Section 5 of the Fedsral Trads
Commisglon Act®, The letter from the Comuittee Chairman stated thut
the bill wes submitted for repert and for such views a&s the Commission
may desire to communicele.

Mre. Jaskill eofferzd the following motlon:

Moved, thet the Gommission express its epproval of the
i1
J..\.:l.ka

4s to the ferezcing wetlion thers was ne second nor vobe.

On motion of bir. Ven Fleet, t Commigelon direcied thot the
»ill circulate among the vomnission

Qo w arn of Hr. Mugent, dho ssary woas dlrected to
acknowladge ihe Chairmen's letter and =ay that the pill would have
sttention and ithed the Commission would wdviee of its views at the
esrlisst opporiunity.

In ths malier of Docket 1238 - . HRea Gane, et al, kir. Geskill
prosented letter of Januery 17th from Ly, Je Whitle Stinsen, attorney,
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; Wil Telurson, we demaud o o
withirawal from the case Lui nels ,hstand-nh, *hak faer
inforumetion as te the sialus ¥ the case and nolice of
action in the case. Wr., uaskill slseo submitted draft of “Ler
prepared by the Chief Counsel furnishing the informaticn reguepted
and stating that until the Commiosion received nelice of Mr.
Stinson's withdrewal ss attorney of record, notices will be sent
him in the fudure.

Ths letter prapared by the Chisf Counsel wes rejscted by
the Commisgiorn and the Secretary was dircected to write the
resyondents and request the respondents 8 notify the Commisalon
formally of the nawe mnd address of the attorney or attorneye
representing the respondente before tha Commisslon, and
especially a8 whether or net kir., Stinson represents the
respondents. It was further dirscted that reply to br., Stinsoen's
letter of Jeanuary 17th be held pending information from the
respondsnis.

Mr. Gagkill referred to the nction of ths Uommission on
April 1lth, 1924, in referring to him for supervision, ths matter
ef {rade practice submittal with the scap indusiry and reportsd
conferences with members of ths indusiry and submitied & printed
trief by counsel fer ths respondent in the maiier of Docket 1110 -
James S. Kirk & Compeny in support of & motiom that the
“ommission dlemise the compleint in that caese and dispose of the
subjecty mattor of ths complaint as a trade practice submittal.
This case is krown ss the Castile EBcap case.

At the sugpgestion of Mr, Van Fleet, copy of the brisf was
delirered o sach Commissiorer for information and a copy of the
brief was referred $o the Commission's attorney-in~chargs of
Docket 1110 - Altorney Wellece., for revorit, with the undersianding
thet ne action bDe teken by the Commissisn pending the atborrney’s
report.

.
lir. Gashill T@*“rnc@ to the Commission, menuscripi copy of
report prepared by the lconomic Divisior, sniitled, "Report on

High Prices of Anthraci$@"§ ag refarrod to ¥r. Gaskill on
Decsmyer 10, 1924, for ccnfmrwnce with the Chisf Zconomlzt.

SR &mﬁhm'" stotad ' rpad the body of the reportd
in connection " he had previouzly made to
the latt - Zipg the body 2f the raport
desired i ; to hove entered on the
record an spslogy $o the members of ths Iconomic Division who
p?eyayed the repert because of the rather venonous criticisms

artained in his memorandum of December 10, 1924 and which were
wasad upon & reading of ths letisr of submitiel.
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wre Guekill siated Lhut
pbisctions to the body of the
sugrested that these be tak:on : 3% @ wholw
in conference with meambera of the _conorlc D;v1sian o thet the
report be referrsd back te him - conference with the Iconomic
Division and furiher raeperd to the Commisalon.

Or motion of kr. Nugent, the report was referred $o Mr.
Gackill with rsguest for confersnce with the Zconomic Division
with respect 1o Mr. Geskill's criticiems and %o report thersafier
to the Commission,

LGl

>-ter

The Secrotary prosented o memorandum of Jmnuary 24th from
Attorney Walter B. Wooden reportirg that indictmer: brought by
the Departmert of Jusgtice under Secilons 125 and 126 of the Criminel
Code charging ons C. (. Buttenfield with perjury in his testimony
nefors the Commissicn in the hearings in Docket 898 - United States
Preducts Company, et sl, had bsen ftried before & Federal Grand Jury
in Pittsburgh {rem January 19%th te 25rd, irnclusivs and that a
veordict of guilty had been returned by tne jury but thet sentence
nad not yet besn passed.

The memorardum was read snd filed.

o an ww

Theraupon, at the hour of 12:15 p.m., the Commission adjourned
te meet, Tuesday, January 27, 1925, at B p.m,

Verron W. Van Fleet,
Chairmen.

e :
oecretm{ys
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irepectors 4o be on ths Leokoul for interstate shipments af the
product erd to cbtaln samples for exemination und such action as
may be werrented under the Insecticide Act of 1910.

The iotter was resd snd referred to the Chief Zxmminer for
attention.

(2} Bulletin No. 42, dated January 26, 1925 from the Thief
Goordinmtor with respect to the distribution of the bulletirs lseusd
by the Chief Coerdinator's Office.

The bulletin wes resd and ordersd filed,

{3) Letter of Janusry 27th from the Depc tment of Stete
transmitting copy of sxcerpts from the report of the American Consul
&t Versaw, Poland, in regerd to combination of oil rsfineries in Poland
The papers were referred to the Ixport Trede Division for
information.

Raspert {rom the Secretsry showing in chronclogical order, the
action by the staff since complaint was ordsred 4o issus by the
Commission on December 1, 1924, in the matter of file 1-340C -~ F,T.C,
ve. Cortaintsed Products Company. The Chairman celled attention to
“ne facts that the report showsd the Docket Section fook sixteen daye
1o trunsmit the complaint to the Chief Counssl and that the complaint
remaired in Aticrney Brinsor's hends vhree weeks without action and
was withdrawn and essigned %o anciher attorney who reporited on the
cornlaint in one dsay.

The Sscraetary reporited comcsrning the delay in ths Duckst
Saectior end steps teken to remove ithe cause of delay.

On mot.on of the Chelrman, ¥r. John W. Karsner, Chisf of the
Docket Seection wes celled before the Commission to explain the delay
in the Dockaet Section and the condition of werk in that Section
accourting for the deley.

The Becrsiary reportad thet instructions had besn given to the
Dockat Ssctlon {o expedite the handling of cases wherein the Commission
had ordered compleints to issue.

OUn metlon of Mre Ven Ilaeet, secconded by Mr. Thompson, the
sion directed that &ll cases wherein the Commisslon has ordersd
% to fazue be sxpedited by tha staff {rum the date when

ferad o isgue until 5 complaint is served,
tlom of the Chalrman, Aiorney Brinson was called upen o
; Commission in writing as bo why ithe complaint in this
cage ~ Tils 1-8100 -~ F. T 0, ve. fertainteed Productis Uompany ley on
nis desk from December 18, 1924 until Januery 9, 1925 without action by
nima

oo iy e
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The fellowing wetters of ral business forzar. ..
Commission by the heade of the ral divislong wers was. o
by the Sscretary and active as indiceted was baken by %hne - ulssion:

{1} lemorandum of January 26th was rasceived from ths Chief
Zconomist submitting msnuseript draft of report on the Fackers®
Consent Decree, prepared in response to Senats Hesolution 278,
edopted December 8, 1924 {Senator George W. Norrie), requesting
the Federal Trade Commission %o report with respesct to the dscree
antered in the Supreme Court of the District of Celumbis on
Fabruary 27, 1920, in the cags of U, 5. vs. Swift & Company, et al,
commonly known =zs tha Packers' Consent Decrsa.

The Commiselion also received file of memorands and correspondence
{Packers® Consent Decres, Rep 5 %ng 5 Cal 5} from Vernon Campbell of
the Califorris Coouperetive Camneries, from Acsi..ant Chisf Zconomist
We He Bngland with the suggestion that the papsrs in this file be
shown t¢ the Commissionsrs in comnection with their consideration
of the repert on the Packers® Consent Decres.

It was directed that the file be circulated with the report,

(2} Ledter te the Chairman of the Psersonnel Clamassification
Board requesting reconsideraticn of the action of the Board on
January 6, 1925, in rejecting the Commissicn'em allocation of the
poeition occupied by Lir. Robert C. Dalrymple, cluwrk in the
Feonomic Divigion to €. A. F. Urade 4 by chenge from C. A, F. Grade

X hy reason of change in duties.
The letter wes approvsd and ordered forwerded, See file

(3} Kegsclution of ths United Statos Senaste (Senator ierris
Sneppard] in regerd to the IZmpirs Cotton Growing Corporatisn, as
fellows:

®5. RIS. 317
In the Senate of the United States,
Janusry 26 {celendar day Januery 27), 1925,

RESOLVID, That the Federal Trads Ceommission be
raguested te¢ resport %o tihe Senste as soon as pessible
wnatever informaticn it poessesses or has ready access
te vegarding the developnent, methods and activities
57 the Zwpire Cotton Growing Corporetion, and as te the
effect upon fmericas Uetton growsrs of the
aebion of the British Juve nt as outlined in article
6 of the rscent uldimsiux sypt with respect to the
increase of the arsea {9 be lrrigated at Gezira in the
avent such action should be carried out.

Attest: George A. Senderson,
becratary.”
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Ine rusclution war read and wafter consideration, wuon motion
of Kr. Van Fleet was roferred to the Chiefl iconomist {a prepore respon

{4) Letter to Congresemar iillard 9. Tydings in veply to the
Congressmen'’s letter of January 16th with reference tc an alleged
combination for fixing fertilizer prices in Baltimore. The Comndssion
letter suggested that the partiss making the cemplaint submit specific
information as & basis for preliminery exsmination by the Commission.

The letter was opproved and ordered forwarded. See file

{5) Lettor dauted January 5th from Attorney Otie R Stites to
the Pergonnel Classificatisn Beard appealing from sllocatlion te
Professionel Grade YIY and reguesting allocati- 1 to Profeseional
Grade IV. The appesl of Attorney Stites was accompenied by maemerandumn
of January 5th from ths Chiaf Counssl expressing the opinion that bir.
Stites® experiesnce is such that he should net be classed in Grade IV.
Ths Commissi:n also received a memorandum from L. Gaekill, Commission
in-charge of the Chiaef Counssel's oiffice, as follows:

"I concur in the Chief Counsel’s opinilon and suggest
that ir. Stites' sppeeal bs forwarded disapproved, with a
summary of ths facts stabed in the Chiof Counsel's memo andum
in explanstion of the dieapprowal .”

sfter discussien, on motion of Kr. VYan Fleet the papers wers
circul ated.

(6 Latter of Januery 20th from the Folding Bex amfacturers’
Nuvionsl Assccimtion, Kew York City, transmitiing information es
requested in the Commission's lettar of December 29th in explanation
of ths meaning of siotoments contained in the Association's Code of
ithics as forwarded to the Commission by the Association with letter
of Descsaber 10th, with request for commant.

On motlon of Hr. Van Fleet, thoe letter of January 20th end
sccompanying file wasg cilrculated and with instructions to the
Secretery 4o =zcknowlsdgs the letters

(73 Letter of Jmanusry 13th from Congrcssman C. Do Carter of
Oklahoma, addrsessed to the Capiinl Issues Commissien, and enclosing
& letter of Janusyry 8, 1925, from Dr. J. W, .icClendon, Dallas, Texas,
reguesting cepy of "O'Bryan Repori =, the imttie lay Mine at Rush;
Arks," opeuned up durdng the war by .o Ozerk wine & Hilling Compeny.

Te Secretary presentsd the filoe of the Cayital Issues Tommitier
in the custudy of the Cemmissicn snd siated that no copy of the repert
raferred to was found in the files. .

On motion of Mr., Thompeon, the Becratary was directed to reply
%0 the Congressmun’s letter and advies that mo copy of the report
requested is in ths files.
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540 -

18) Report dated January 24, 1925 from the Chief Szw.inor
cevering the aeguisition of ths outstunding sapitel stock of the
Unien Tool Company %y the Natie:al Supply vompeny. The roport
reconmended procesdings under Section 7 of the Clayton Act.

The Gommission dirscted that the rsport be circulated.

{9) ¥ile 1~3333 - Dessiedess Faint Company ve. Stendard

voler & Chemical Company.

Lemoranium of Jmnuary Bth was received from the Chisl
Sxeminer referring %ec the Commission’s direction of lovember 24th
to obbaln a stipulation in accordance with recent rulings in iha
shellac cases and reporting that rsespondent has gons out of
business snd rocommending that the application be dismisssaed.

On metion of My. Van Fleet, secended by kr. Thompson, the
eppliceticen for complaint was dismisped by the Commission.

{16} File 1=3534 - Bakelite Cornporation ve. Rose Brothers
Companye

Lenorandun of Jarusry Bth was received from the Chlef
ixaniner referring %o the Commission's sction of September 24, 1924,
giving authority to handle the case under the rule of Fehruary 7,
1923 and submitiing form of stipulation signed by ths ressondent
with s recommendation that the stipulation be accepted and the
cpplication dismissed.

Aftor consideration, Mr. Nuzsnt requested that ths file
bz raferred to him for examinotion end suggested that the matter
bs placed on the Conforence Calandar.

It was so ordered by iths Comnmission,.

(11) Fils 1=3180 ~ lUnited States Supgar Hanufactursrs®
Agsociation ve., United States Sugsr
Associgtion,

Letter of January 23rd was receivad from the United Stetes
Sugar Hanufactursrs' Acsociation, applicants, requasting to be
advised of the stetus of the case, ete. The Conmmission also
racgived draft of reply prepared by the Chisf ixaminer, which
was read, spproved and ordered ferwarded.

The Chief 3Sxaminer's lestiter repordted fallure of informal
afforts to secure a voluntary abandonmert by the respondent of its
nume and stabed in view of this fzct, the Commission feels thet by
the use of 1ts good offices in its zndea¥or it has gone as far a
ths particuler circumstances ¢f the case will permit, :

(12) Doecket 1126 = Jaan Jordassuy

hemersndum of Janusry 27th was received from ihe Chiasf
Axaminer reporting allsged improper use by the respondent of ths
Conmisgion's decision in dismissing the compleint and recommending
thet complaint issus without further preliminaries.

The vommissicn directsd that tha papers submitted by the
Chief ixsminer be circulated.
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(i7) Lemorandum of Jamuss 206th was received from the Chiof
Counsel, W. H. Fuller, bearing the approvael of Attorney W. 7.
Kelley of ths Chief Counsel's 0ffice and recommending that sdtorney
George L. Wallace br rolieved {rom further duty in tha Logal
Depertments The Chief Counagl stated that wur. Wellace has not
had the previcus experience and ability {9 enable him %o conduct
the clase of cases which come before the Federal Trede Commission.

The remore-dum was read and therenfter, on motion of Nr.
Nugent, seconded by ir, CGaskill, the Chief Counsel wae directed
t¢ raport ts the Commission the rnames of the members of the Trial
$taff whoso services can be properly dispensed wl'h by the Commission
becauses of lack of experience or sbility,

The memorandum regarding kr. ¥nlloce was left in the cusiody
of the Sscretary.

(18) Decket 927 = Corn Products Refining Coupany.

Upon receipt of memorandum of Janusry Z26th from the Chief
Coungel, the Commission set the case for final argument before the
Commisgion on Xonday, Februery 16, 1925, 2t 2 p.m., with the
dirsction that interested parties be notifled thersof by registered
mail.

{19) Docket 85% = Frecter & Gamble Company, &t al.
. {C.Cohs Doc. 4237)

Memorandum of Janusry 2&th was received from ths Chisf Counssl
calling ettention o the authorization of the Uommission on ligvenmber
2, 1924 for the purchase of additional copiss of the transcript of
the record in this cass for use in connection with the petition for
certiorari, should tha decision of the Circuit Court of Appeals be
unfaverastle and stating that negotiations had veen made with counsel
for the rsspendent for the purchasse by counsel for the respondent
of fifty addlitional copies of the record on the conditicn that the
Commission will repurchess the fifty copiss from counsel for the
ragpondent for use in certiararl should the decision of the
Circult Ceourt of Appeals be adverse to the Commission. The Chief
Counsel roguested that the Uommission authorlze the agreement.

The memorandum of the Chief Counssl was spproved snd the
Commission suthedized the purchese of fifty copies of %he record
from counesl for ths respondent shouid the decision of the Circult
Court be adverse te the Commissien s directed that counssel for
respondent be 80 advised.

(20} Docket 922 = Hichigen Wholesale Grocers® Assucimtion, et al,
ligmorandum of January 24th was received from ths Chiel Counsel
recommending that fipal argument in this casge be postponed {rom
Fabruary 25th to Wednesday, iMarch 18, 1925, =t 2 pem., and
stating that the change is reacommended so that counsel for the
Commission will not be obliped to make an extra trip from the
Weet,
Ths recommendaticn of ths Chief Counsel was approved and
the Sscrstary direcisd %o notify interasted parties by registered
meil.
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(21) Docket 1085 ~ Norih lakots Whelezule lLrocasre’
Aspocistion, et ol.

Upon receipt of memorandun of January 24th from the vhiasf
Counsel, tha Commisslon set the case for finel argument on Londay,
Mearch 16, 1925, at 2 p.n. with the diracticn that intervsted paritiss
be notifled therevl by reglestered mail.

{22) Docket 1217 = Hagen Impert Company of New Jarssy.
" 1236 - Hagen Import Company of Penneyivania.

Vemorasndws of January 24th from the Chiefl Counsel reporiing
pursuant to the Commission's diraction of January 16th in regard
to the rsference ¢f the filea in the above caser to the Department
of Agriculture for prosecution under the Fosd & Trug Act and
recomuending that the matter be not called 4o the altention of the
Departmernt of Aprlculturs, but that the cass procsed te irisl,

It was directed that the memorandum be circulated.

(23) Dockst 1040 » Holeproof iicsisry Company.

somorandun of January 23rd was received from the Chief Counsel
recommerding (1) that counsel for the Comnissicn be granted an
entension to and including karch 15, 1925 for filing brief and (2)
thet counsel for the respondent be granted %o and until Larch 25,
1825, for filing bdbrief.

The recommendation of the Chisf Uounsel was mpproved and order
w6 this effect approved and entered.

{24) Decket 949 - Seth Thomas Clock Compezy.

Kemorandum of January 2Znd was raeceived from the Chief Counsel
raperting that the respondent had appeoared on January 12, 125, the
dats sat by the Commission for hearing evidence on beshalf of the
regpondent and after rscording motione to dismise the proceeding,
the respondsrt offersd its testimony and closed their proceeding
and that the Trial ixaminor had ordered the taking of testimony
closed and made the ususl order in regard to the filing of excepticns
and brisl. The Chief dcungel called attention to the fact that the
action of the Commiseion of Jemuary 19, 1925 need not be complied with.

It was directsd that the memorandum be circulated. :

Thereuporn, &t the hour of 12:15 ».m., the Commission adjourned
%o mest Friday, January 30, 12285, at 1Y s.m.

Yernon We Van Floet,
. Chairman .
Secretf'y.

ol
V

Thursday - January 29, 1925 « lio weebting held.
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MATTING OF THT FONVIRAL, THADT COMNMTHLLION

Feiday » January 30, 935 - 10 a.u.

Vernan Wo Van Isst, Chairman,
Yiglaon B, Gaskill
John F, Nugent,

Charles W, Hunt,
Huaton Thon,.son.

]
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The minutas of ths maeting of January 28, 1923, were

rsad and approved.

Formal docket cases appoaring on the wasekly Confarence
Calendsr for final determinabicn were considerad by the Comumission
end acticn as indicatsd talken:

{1) Docket 583 - Alfrsd Poate Company.
On June 6, 1924, *tha Copmission rajectsd the stipulation
submittad by the vhisf Counsel and directad Lhe Chisf Counssl to

prapara anotner stipulation to show (&) Interstubts commerce; (%)
sctual representations mads; {c) Pucts which shew these represcenta-
tiens to ha falsa; and (d) Competition of tha products go brandsd
with honestly and felrly represented goods.

Pursgusnt to the abovyg action, the case is befors the
Commissgion for considaration of a new stipulation submitted by the
Chief Counsel with momorandum of December 27th. The following papars
wwa*ﬂmwﬁhz%ahmﬂsofewh“mmhswnw:ZmemMMLm
Decambar 2744 from the Chief Counsel; memorandum of November 27th
from Trial Attorney Rowlsnd; Jtipulatlon ag to the facts; Findings
as to the facts and order to ceamse and desigt; simbtements by Dr.
George XK. Burgess, Director of ths Bursau of Stendarde and Dr.
Hanry 4. Gardnsr in regard o the quality of ths cutside paint
advertised by the respondent; complaint.

Aftor consideration, on motion of Liy. Nugent, it waa dirscted
that an order tr cease and desist e lssuesd mand that the findings
and order as submlited by the Chin? “wunsel with memorandum of
TNecawber 7, 1824, be approved e xritied and issued.

The findinges and order s auuuted ware rafarred to the

Sgerotary for service without furdher action.

{2} Docket 584 - Henry Beech Company.

On June 6, 1924, ths Uommission rajscted the stipulation
submitted by the Chief Counsel and dirsctad ths Chief Counssl to
prepere another stipulation 3o show {&) interstats cummerce; {(b)
sohunl repressntations mada; {e¢) facis which show thess representn-
tions to be false; and (4) competition of the produets so brandsd
with honostly and fairly repressnted geods.
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surguant o the alovs sebion, the vesoe lg bator:s
for considaration ¢f a new siiplablen submlittsd by the Ch 0 Jounoel
with memsrandum ef Dessmizr 27¢h, The following paperas wers 2laced
in the hande of each Cemmisaionar: Nsmerandum of Necembor J7th from
the Chief Counsel; mamorandum o “ovembor 2%th {rom Triel Attoernsy
Rowland; stipulation as s the facts; {indings as to tne facta sid
order to cease and desist; statements by Dr. Gecrpe K. Durpens,
Dirsctor of the Burenu of Standards and Dr. Henry A. Gardrer in
rogard to the quality of the outside paint wsdvartised by the respondont;
complaint.

After wonzlderation, on motion ¢f Mr., Nugent, it was directed
that an order %o csans and desist bs issuaed and that thse findings
gnd order azs subnittsd by the Chief Counsel with memorandum of Decamber
47th, 13924, be approved as submitted and lssued.

The findinge and order as adopted were ralfsrred to the Secratury
for sarvice withoubt furthsr asction.

{2) Docket 1015 ~ Pittsburgh Coal Company of Wisconsin, st al.
This case laid over for consideration on next Conference Day.

(4) Docket 1021 ~ Hygrade Lump Company.

This casa comss bafers tnoe Commission for final determination
upen the following record: memorandum ¢f Jenuary 8th from the Chiof
Counsel: inamorandum of Dacamber 23rd from Trial Attornay Rowland
recommanding disslesal; complaint; answer., No teatimony wes taken
nor brisfs filed. Attorney Rowland rspresents the Commission,
setorney Simen Rasch repressats the respondant.

e NMuzeunt stated that he disagreod with ths recommendaticn of
the Chiefl Counsel for dismissel of the complaint

fir, Yan Flaet moved iLhal the complaint be dismissed for the
stated rsason thst the praciicss charjged therein have been discontinued.
The motlon was ssconded by My, Hunt.

In subqti+utinn, for the foregoing metion, it was movad by lirs

¥upgent, sscondad by lr. Thempson, that the receorzusndatien of the Chiof
Goungel 7o dlsmx:sal be rejected and thet the case procesd in repgular
ordar,

Vote was tsken uper the subetituits motlon. A8 te this motion,

gra. Mugent and Thompson voted in the affirmative and liesers. Vaxn
Flest, TGaskill and Hunt vuted in the negative. The subetltuts motion
was lost.

Yotoe was then teken tho original metlon. As t¢ this movien,
logt, U&aw117 and Funu 7oted in the affirmative and lisssrs.

Leasra, Van §
Nugent and

;o vobad in th:n ve. The motion was adoptsd angd
tho co g digmissed by fthe Counlsaslion for the stated reasen that
the pracysosy zomplained of have besn discontinued.

lessres. Nugent and Thompson ask and it was ordered that their
dissant show upon the minutss, %the order of dismiseml and any statement
igaued in connaectiion tﬁaraw1t1.

& Chief Counssl was directed fo prepare and the Secretary to

of ’i.\.‘im.gs.’lj.e




January 30, 1925,

;gxy

v,‘z {)

w  §

Dackat 1327 ¥, tillser Candle Company.

Un Decambwr §, 1824, the Uowndseion diragtad the Chi
Counsal to sscure s stipuiation ag to the facts in thls cens
gnd that 1€ the s*ﬁnb;&tion ie wmecaptabls ta ﬁha Commiaslon that
it be recelved snd that the cmee be then dismisaed with a statemsnt
ef the remscns for dismissal.

Pursuent to the ahova action, thae cmse i aow balors the
Commisaion for gonslideratlion of stipulnablion as submitted by the
Chlef Counsel. The Tollowing papers wors placed 1n ths hands of
sach Commisslornor: mesorandum sf Janunry 34th from the Chiasf
Coungel : mamovandum of Jemnuary 13tk from Triasl Attornay Doyle;
stipulabion as to the Zfacts; order of dismissel; complaint.

After congideration, it was moved by lir, Van Fleat, taat
ths stipulation ba acecepled and the complaint di-missed for the
reesen that rsspondent has so modifisd its business practicue as
14 remove the cause af ths complaint. The motion wes sscunded by
Mr. Hunte

Irn subs*itution for tha forsgoing mobion, it was movsd by
tre. Nugent, seconded by . Thompson, that the stisulation be
digapproved and that ths casé be raturasd to the Chief Counsel te
bake the rogular course,

Vote was baken upon the substitute cotion. As to this motion,
Lessrs. ugant and Thompson voted in the affirmative and Liessrs
Van Fies®, Ueskill and Bunt voted in the negative. Tha uLs.¢tuta
mohien was lost, .

Votued was then taken upon the original motion. As to this
zotion, lissora. Yen Flaet, Gaskill and Hunt veted in ths affirmatives
and Massrs. Muigent and Thompson voted in ths negative. The motion
was adopted, ths atipulation acceptsd and the complainit dismissed
for the reason that rsspondent has so modifisd ite business
practicss as to ramove the causs ef {the complainte.

Mesars. Nugent and Thompson reaquestsd and it was ordered, thet
their dissent show upon the minutss, the order of dismissal and any
statement issued to the public in connschion thorewith.

Mr. Thompsen shtatsd that he would fils a writien mamerandum
of dissent to be attacka? to the srder of dismissal.

The order of dismissal submitted by the Chief Counsel was
approved and raferred to the Secrebery o ssrvice.

{6} Docket 1147 = Chass & Ssnborn.

Jasse laid over for {urt) Ldgrabion on next Jonfarence
Tjn&af{?

£

013 Ceompany, et al.

The Sscraetary reperisd the r % of leiter of January 29th
from Aitarnﬁg “éwaru s Harriman, counssl for the regpondent calllng
attention %0 the facht thabd axcentions by counsel for the Commission
wore not {iled within den days frowm the filing of the report of the
Trial ixamdiner but were incorporatsd in the brisf and rsquasting
permission t¢ file & reply brisf sz fto ths exceptions raised by
counsel for the Commission and %:2% counsel for the respondent be
perwitted 4o be heard orally s# 3¢ such szcsutlons.

R

(") Dockset 1175 -« United
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discuseion, ihe Gass was laid over urnil

On motion of .r. Megont, the Chief Jouncel was direuicd to reporid
tu the Conmisslon the tims when tha vazs was assigned to Attornay
Well=ce for trial, the dats ux~n which testimony wss commanced and the
dels it was concluded an’ alse the dote upon which the cuee was sst for
argument .

(8) Docket 1221 - Ozark Craamery Compony.

On Getebar 3lst the Commission reforrsd the question of form of
findings to¢ Commissioner Thompeon with raquest to confer with Attorsey
Flarnory snd evbmit appropriaete findinge %o the Commission.

Fursuant %o this acilon, the caze is befors the Commission for
considaration of ithe firdings submitted by Commissioner Thompason., The
following papers were placed in the hands of ec h Commissioner:
memorendumn of January 1%th from lLr. Thompsen; complaint; asnswver;
stipulation as to the facts; findinge ee to the fmets submitted by r.
Thempson; order to cease and deslst submitted by the Chief Counsel with
mgmorandum ol October 23rd. MNeo testimony wes taken nor briefs filad,
Regpordart wrived argument. Atterney Flannery repressnts tho Commiseio
Hggpondert has no ettorrey of rscord.

ir. Thonpson ranertsd in rsgponse %o ths Commdssion's action of
Octobar 31lst and stated that the findinges and order now before ths
Commisgien were praparsd dy Attornsy Flannsry pursuant tc his instructi
a8 authorized by the Commission and recommended that the Findings and
order ze subritted be aspprovsd sand issued,

Aftor consideration, on motion of Lr. Thompson, secondsd by hr.
Nugert, the Commission direscted that =n ordsr to coase and desist issue

On motien of Mr, Nugent, Paragraph One of the order was amended
by the Commizsion as shown on marksd copy.

On motion of lir. Thompson, secondsd oy L. Rugent,the findings
as submitted and the order as amended were approved and the findings an
order as approved were ordored to 1lssue and were referred to ths Sscrsi
for sarvice without further action.

{$) Pile 1-3231 - Demmark vas. Dmnish Pride Milk Producte Yompany
Thiz fils laid over for consideratien on next Conferesnce Day.

o o

ol

Lrs Hugent presertoc Docket 1220 -« F, W, Dobs and pursuant te the
Commission action of Janusry 16, 1925, reported relative to the procure
¢f mnothar stipulation and the p ~ation of findings and order hased
upon the new stipulation.

This case was lald before the Uomuission for finsl determination
on Janusery 186th upon memeorandun of December 20, 1%24 from the Chief
Counsel transmitting form of stipulaticn, findirgs and order with the
reoommendation that the stipulation be occepted and the findings and
order approved snd issued.
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e Mugent preserted ser stipuletion to sther with o uuings
and order besuvd upon sush new stipulation and stated that the same
nst the objsciione previously raised by the Commignalon.

On motion of Lirs Nugent, the Commiszlon directed that an
order to ceosc and desist isasue, accepted the stipulation as
submltted and directed that the findings and order as subnitted
be approved and Iisuad.

The Tindings and ordsr were raferred to the Secrotary for

gorvices witheut furfher actlion.

prpey

o Nugeni presented letter of January 27th from the
interprise Aluminum Company, i.asslllon, Chiu, r1equesting information
as t0 trne probeble sction of the Faderal Trade Commiesion in the
matter of ita inquiry relative to the Aluminum Kitchen Utensil
Industry.

Tha letter was read and on motion of kr, Hugent, wes
raforred to the Chlaef :ixeminer to repert whether any mpplicetion
for complaint respacting the matter has been made and is now
pending and the status ¢f any pending case.

Lr. Nussnt elso oraesented fila 1-3534 - 3akelite Corsoration
vg. Rose Brothsrs Company and pursuanrt to Joemmiseion action of
Januvary 28th reported his examination of ithe fils.

This cess woe subnitted to the Commission on January 28th
with memsrandum of Jeanusry 8th from the Chief’ ixaminszy recemmending
that the stipulazien obiained pursumnt to the rule of February 7,
1923, be accepted and +the zpplication be dismissed and on that
date the Commissiorn referred the file %o ... Nugent.

After discussion, Mr, Van Fleet, moved that the file be
raferred to the Chis? Ixaminer with instruectiocns to obtairn u
stipulation in the reouier form. Ths motion was =zseconded oy
Nr. Geskill.

In substitution [
bre Nurent, ssconded %
the reguler course.

Vote was taken upon the substlitute motion. As to this
motion, hessrs. Nugent and Thompson voted in the affirmative and
hessre. Van Flgebt, Gaskill and Hu woted in the negative. The
gubstitute wmotion was logh.

Voto was than taken vpon the original motion. 4s to this
motion, wessrg. Van Fleebt, CGagkill, Hunt and Thompson voted in the
affirmative and Lr. Mugent voted in the negative., The motion
carried and it was sc ordered and the file was accerdingly
feferraed back tc¢ the Chief Ixeminer, via Docket Section.

s the forsgzoing not

ien, it wae moved by
hir, Thompson, thal the

case procead in
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Chisl vt Fas Sloot presented setrer of Josuary Z7th irem wne

storney lUsneral of the 'nited States {(Harlan ¥, Stone) requestirg
that certain old Bureau of Corporsition files identified in the lstier,
ne forwarded iir., C. Staniey Thompscn, Special Assistsnt to ths Atternaey
ienaral, who is presenting the cass of Unitod States ve. Yestern Plns
Associntion, et 8l, at linnecapolim, iirmesetve. The Attorney Ceneral
stated that the original documents are requaested for identificetion
but assurance is given that copies will be substituted in the record
and the originels rsturned 4o the Commissicn.

. On motion of Lr. Gaskill, secondsd by lir., Thompson, the Commission
authorized and dirscted the Sscretary to forward the filss requested,
identified as fsllews, is .r. Thompson at Minneapolis taking his receipt
therefor with the undersitanding that such files being originaels are to
ba returned promptly to the Commisgsion intact:

Fils 6580-68=2
Fila 65860=72
File 6582-33

o

. The foellowing metters of gzenmorsl business forwarded to the
ommission by the heads of the several divisions were presentsd by
ns Secratery and action as indicated was taken by the Commissions

g &

{1) Letter cof January 28th Irom the Sixth Werd League cf VWomen
Voters, oo -9, regussting the Commission to designate someone to
speak to the League on February 5th at Cnicage, Illinois on the
functions of ths Federal Trede Commission. The writer stated thut
Lr, Wooden had spoken before the orgenizetion in Decembor and requested
Shat if svailghis lr. %Wooden be agein dasignated.

The lettoer was resad and the Secrotary was directsd to reply to the
affect that no member of the Jommission can accept ths invitation because
¢f the pressure of official businsss at Washington but that the Jommission
has no objection to the eccsptance of the invitabtion by Attorney Yooden.

{2} wemorandum of January 28th from the Chief Ixaminer transmitting
?ils of correspondence and certain labels from the Great Lekes Varnish
Works, Chicage, Illinels, rsquesting a ruling upon the lsgality of the
CGompany's lahoels, The Chiaf Ixmminer recommendsd that reply he mads
tnat the Commission cannot approve ths opronesed 1labels,

it was dirsctied that ths papers bs circulated.

{3) Undocheted application for complaint <7 Garngey, Tood %
Lenron vs. Vashburn Crosby Coupany, 3t al, in tho matter of
practices of Ssamolina Flour manufacturasrg,

Hamorandun of January 28th was raceived from the Chief ixaminer
regoriing in responss to the Commission’s sction of January 23rd and
satting forth the Chief ixaeminer's ruasoas for bslieving that further
invaetizgation would result in developing additional facts and in suport
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Gommittas invees
lotber Mr., Pyis requestasd informatlon v
production of corn sugar in ths

ixaviiner ‘s roecommandaiion in
iatad Jaruary 10, 1215, setting
sreliminary inguiry and rocommanding the do
for complaint,

The memorandum was read =1 4fter discuselon, &r. Van Fleel
moved that an arnlication for cemplaint bs nrot dockstad. The
motion was secondsd by Lir. Hunt.

In substitutlion for ths forsgeing wobtion, it
¥r. Nugent, saconded by ¥r, Thompson, that the rosc
’ ixawiner te approvad and that an spplic
kated in the nams of the Commission.

“aken upon ihs substitubte motion. As 4o this moti
; ”%omhson vobad in the affirmative and
1 and Hurt voted in the nagative. The

was noved by
mmarndation of

assrs. Nul
Van Fleet,
motion was

Vots was then taken upen the original metion by hr., Ven Fleat,

As to this motion, Hessrs. Yan ¥lasi, Saskill and Hunt voted in
af firmative and lsssrs. Nuzent and “hompSun votad In the nagativs,
The motion wes adopted and 1t was ordered that an auplicetion bha
not docketed. The Searatary was dirscited to notify interssted
nartiss of the action,

w9serse. hugent and Thompson asked the
upon ths minutass and ths cerrssposdsncse n
It was go ordared,

Lr, Nugent stbetsd for the record as follows:

dissent show
the partiss.

"I dissant from the action of the Vsmmission for ihe
rgagon bnoat in my aut tnue preliminary record in fhis
cese shows thet o m eld and atbtended by the
milling concerns me in the racord at which soma-
ihing in the naturs of a2 price [ixing arrangement with
respact 36  flour {Durhem) made from that wheat was

antarad into as woll =5 arrangement for doing away with
uomogtﬁtion in the price of Murham wiasat and for that

T think an application for cemplaint should be
docketad as racommanded by the Chisf Txaminar.”

lr. Thompsen stated for tha racerd that he joined in the

dissant by Mr. Nugent and +ne reasons offsred hy Lir. Nugent for

guch dlsgssnt, . Nuzeni tad he would file wriitten dissent,
fre Van Flest will nrepars suppording majority in the case.

1

gned hy the Chief Twaminae
igt transmitting o reply to a letter dated
from Mrm John 8. Pyle, Atsslstant Counsel, Senato
zating Sureau of Intorngl Revenus, in which

th reasgpect %o ths annual
Statss, etc.

rmuium of January L.t
and - g
T&;‘m ary I

vating of an npiileation

[4)
ation for complaint
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ki tha . isalon
tho prcﬂu bina of corn suger
vain information from Cengun
dared forwardsd, 8ee {ile

¢

{5) ®ile 1-334C = Dessioccsss Peint CSompany vs. Chuorlse Davie
Company, Inc,

‘emorandum of January 17ih wae received Irom the Shief ixaminer
raporhing in raspense to the Commlssion action of Hovembsr 3, 1824,
at which time the Chisf Ixaminer wae dirscted to negetiate & stipulaticn
to conform o %I 1

o rula of the Comnmission with raspect io the laballing
of shellac, ohallac compound and shellac substitute, The Chief ixaminer

raportsd that an anel uiﬁ of respondsnt's products by the Buresau of
Standarda ghows *Hﬁt sch products are properly labslled accordingly

to the Commniession's vdi ied findings and order v ths NDen~C=Lnc cass -
Docket 924 and Pmcommav&ad in view of ths fact that there appiars te

be no ﬁound for & stipulation, that the opplication for complaint he

4

) {fx

&t
AE -
dismisgzd.,

o

randum was read =and after discussion, on moticn of Lr,

plication for cowmplaint was dismissed by the Cemmissicn.
actien, iessrs, ‘an Flest, Geskill and Hunt votod in

3, Mr, Nugent voilsd in the nazativo anrd lr. Thompson

{6} TDockst 204 - Leamse Motor Company, Inc., et al.
Filo 0=3132 ~ Vational <h01neer;qg Covpany vs. Acomo lotors Cc
* 1=2214 = ¥, T, C. vz, ocrt7f3° & Importars’ aAssociatior
of the World % Leaze Broithers lotor Company, Iz
Damerandunm of January 20th was recazvad from the Chief Counssl
transuiitting draft of comnl wint mzainst Robort . Lease Company, Inc.,
Lsae~ Brothers Motor Company, Ince., Acoma Hotors Company, Inc., Leacse
NMoters Company, Inc., Leass loters Ixpbrt Salss Corporation, Panther kot
Company, Inc., Ixpsriers & Importers Asssciation of tho World, Robert
Leass, Irving Lemse, Albert Lease and Jom P, Agrew,

: The Chlaf Counssl roportsd thei the complaint submitted ambraced
all of th: acte ead practices engaged in by the thrse Lease brothers and
thelr corporatieons and Jehn P, Agnew and &lso includes ths acts and
pracitices covered in ths complaint in Docket 904 - Lease Lotor Compeny,

The Chiaf GQounssl recommsndad that the draft of coumplaint submitiec
b issued and that the complaint in Docket 04 be dismissed for the reas:
that the matters alleged iz Tockat 304 =rs included in the complaint
herawiin submitt: Tho Chiev Counsel asubmitied dralt of ordoer of
dismissal in Dockat 904.

Thy ’Gﬂﬂﬁuq‘ﬂﬂ avproved the recormendations of the Chief Counsel

svd srdare” T9Y Shad Tian BT » . o .
vd orderc? (1} that Tes) E20T T lictor Coumpony, Inc., at al be
iwaisse

di d Yor the roagon thait the

Docket 904 are included in the acis
omplaint in Dockad 1276 and (R) Cz

by the Shisf Counsel and desoribed

of January 20th te ap

and practices set forth in

<L wractices set forlh in the
he UmpL&l”t hmrﬂ gubmittad

the Chiaf Counssl's mamorandum

covad and imvw@d wit agut further action.
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s roeforrad to

and thar with
fur gervice.

"rom tna Circulating Calendar ths Comnmissicon coasidersd the
-
folluwing matters and action as indicated wes takem:

(1) Lemorandum of January 14tk from the Chief 3Ixaminer
raporting in regard to the acquisition by the Cuyamsl Fruit
Company of the Bluefislds Fruit & Steamship Company end thas
Zew Orleans Bluefislds Fruit & Transporﬁation Company and
rocommaending that complairt issus against ths Cuyamel ¥ruit
Compeny charging viclation of Section 7 of ths "layton Aci,

Thg raport was circulatsd January 21st. Yotatlons by the
goveral Commissienars ware read and thersafter, Mr, Gaskill offarad
the follewing metian:

lovad, that in asceordaacs with ths memorandum which
I have in ths file thnt an applicatlion he dockated for
the purpose of determining whethaer or not thers has bheen
violation of Section 7 of the Clayton Act; and that the

investization suggested by the Ixaminsr ral ating teo

[e1=

urfair mathodg s not undertaksn,
L. Jugent esked for a divislon of the moebtion as follows:

Ist » As to the docketing ¢f an application for violstion
of Ssction 7 of the Clayton Act; and

2nd = Invastigetion ot unfalr methdds of competition,
Wr, Gaskill statsd that the division was accoptable to him,

lr. Gaskill offsred tho following motion, which was secvondsd

loved, that ths Commission direct that an

complainy Ys docketsd in the name of ths Commiasion w*th

refarance to the sosaible violation of Section T of the
)

ssion and
Lhar invest

The motion was
nrPe Gaslkill then
matho ﬁa af cgmpatlﬁicn

it was mo trdsrad,
izetion of unfalr
Yan Flest,
Tugent

u&&kill, Hunt and Thompson voting
vobing in the nagativs,
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Jsnunry 3L, 1925,

(5} Filo 1-285% = Huncoskelalson .ercantilo Yempas 8.
Pannevlvania 3eli Hamufacturing -ompany,
femerandun of Saphember 10th was raceived friém the Chief idxmilner
rafsrring to the dismlssal of the application on June 16, 1924, commenii
upon the reperd of tne Board o: Review, setiing forth the views of the
Chief Txaminsr's CGffice @nd concluding with the racommondation that the
application be reopened and rsconsidered.

The file wes circulatad September 29th. Notations by the
Commigsioners were read and after discussion, on mobion of Mr. Nugant,
the Jommissiocn direcied ths Secrstury to add to the fils - reproduction
¢f the Jommizsion's action in disaissing the application {er complaint
and theraafter Jerward the file to lisssra. Nugent and "unt for furthsr
congideration with ths requost that after such considsration, the filse
bg rewurned to the Sscretary to bs again present-d to the Jommission.

(3) Appemi of attornay kergan J. Doyls, dated Decembsr 20th to the
Farsonnal Classification Hoard and draft of letter ¢ the Fersonnel
Classiflcation 3oard as nreparsd by Commissioner Geskill pursuwant o
Commission action of Decembser 2let, 1924,

The file was circulated January Tth. lotatlons by the Commissicne:
wers rsad ond thersafisr, the Commission allocabtsd Attornsy Doyle to
frofassionsl Orade IV, such allocation being in the nature of a promotior
te be elfsctive upen final a-proval by the Ulassificetion Zeard as
contemplated by the law, The Commission alen rsferrsd the mattoer to ths
Chalrman wiith regusst to prepurs appropriate letter tc tne Persounsl
Clagsification Board.

o

FERTY

Tharsupern, at the heur of 1Z2:15 v.m., the Commission adjournsd te
mast anday, February 2, 1925, st 10 a.m.
Yaornon We Yan Flgeet,
. Cheirman.
Altashy .
LA R

baturday - Jasnuary 31, 1223 - No meelting held.

Sunday - Februsry 1, 1325 « HNo moeting held.
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February 2, 1925.

wonday - Fsbruary 2, 1925 - 10 aun.

PRISINT:
Vernon W. Van Floast, Chalrman,
‘slgon B Geskill,
Jehn F. hugent,
Cnarles W, Hunt,
Huston Thompeon.

The Chairman infavazsd the Commission of the recelipt on
Saturday afternoon of talephone requost from Senstor 4. D. Smith,
Chairman of ithe Senailas Commitias on Interstate Commerce iaviting
the Chelrman or aome membors of the Commiseion or other navson
fomiliar with ths subjsct matter to come bafors ths vommittes at
10:30 a.m,, lionday, February 2nd and advise the members as to tha
nraveble cost of carrylng on the investigation called fer by
Senate lesolution 288, introduced hy Senator desrgs W. Nerris on
Necamber 23, 1924 for an investigation by ths Commission of the
so-callad Tower Trust, which resolution had besn raeferred te the
Committee for report,.

Chairman Ven Fleet statad that hs had ”h@raupon diractsd ths
Chief dconomist and the CThief Ixaminsre to appsar bsefore the
Committee today at 10:30 a.m., and askad that this action be

firmsd.

The action of the chalrman was confirmed by the Commission.

lir. Thoemnson rsferrsd to the investigatlon which the
Commission had been requssted to make of the Grain Marketing Company

and to postponement of smction for s period of ninety Adnys upon rsguest

of rapresantakives of the Graln liarketing Company.
wr's Jaczpson, thersujon, offered the following metion:

loved, thet inasmuch as the ninaely days time regusesiod
by the Grain Marketing lonpany for halding our investigation
of thelr files has wxpirao and as the uqllv nrsss carciad on
Saturday an Aseocciated Frese siory stating thet the frain
harketing Company had invited investlgation of their filss,
that the Commissicn procsed with its ingquirve

After diascussiasn, on mot.on of Lo
rafarrad to ths Chief Jconomist witn
next meeting the sbtatus of the matter
antrority the 1 iry whizh invoelves
mrde .

“ugent, the motion was
tructions to report at the
well ag undsr whab

sropesition ls heing




Ludlow Hunufacturing Associailes, st al and stated thet tne

¥abruasry 2, 1925,

re Yan Flast prassnted file 1=-3181 - AMlantic Jut

caric direct from tha Ohief Ixaminar withoul refasrences ito the Board of

Aavisw pureuant to the rule o/ Decomber 3, 1924,

LT Yan Fleat recited the facts and thersgafter wmoved in
sccardance with the recoumsndation of thse Chiel Ixaminer that the
aoplication for complaint be dismissed hy the Commission.

The motion was adoptod and it was so ordersd.

Lir. MNugoent presented the following listed applications for compls
and action as indicated was tsken by the Uomnissgion:

(1) File 1-3839 - Gisigzsr Brothers vs. J. Gottllsu.

mPoe Nugaent stated that this application came direct from the (hice
ixeminar without roferencs to ths Board of Revisw nursuent to the ruls
Cacemtsr 3, 1924,

Hr. Nugent submitted memorandum of February 2nd reviswing the rec
concurring in the recommandation of tho Chisf dxaminer wad recommending
dismissal,

The memorandum was read and a’ter consideraticn, on motlan of ly.
Nugent, the applization Tor ccumplaint waes dismlesed by the Commission.

(2} ¥ilo 1-3214 = Assccimted Advertising Clubs of the World vs.
Charlee Chipman's Sons Company, Inc., ot al.

r, Nazant submitied momorandum of February 2nd roviewing bthoe
racord, concurring in the recommendation of the Board of Rovisw and
rasommoending that complaint lssus.

The memorandun was rsad and alter consideration, on motion of lLir
i“gant the Commission directed that complaint issus charging Chipman

itting #Miils and Charles Chipmen's Sons Company, Irnc., with violatio
of tha Federal Trode Commiseion Act.

Tre draft of complaint which cams forward with the {ilas was
rafarred o the Chief Tounsel, via Dockat Ssction, for approval as to
forn and substance undsr the ruls, with the direction that unon sush
anxproval ths complaint be refarred to the Secreiary for sarvice withou

P

refaerencs back to 4the commission.

LT e dunt praessubtaed the fol"‘ 5 listed applicaticus for complel
and achion wa indicated was the Uommission:

(1) File 1-3371 - £. L, Waro * Song ve. Royal Soap vowmpuny, ot

Hro Hunt presonted memorandum of Jenuary 24th reviawing the rec
disagresing ‘Lth the recommendstion of the stalf for complaint and
raco “nand*n

2]

|
that the =pplicetion for complaint be dismissed
3d in his nmsmorandum.

v the foregoing motion, there was no second nor votae,




6006

Fetruary 2, 1825.

After further consideration, it was ordersd by the Commission
that complaint issue charging F, Burkhelter, trafing =me Soyal 3osmp
Cenpany with violation of the Tadersl Trade Comuiselon Act.

The draft of complaint which came forward with the flles was
raferred te the Chief Geunsel, via Docket Section, for approval as
%o form and substancs under the rule with ths dirsctlion that upon
auch approvel, the complaint bs refsrred to ihe Secretary for
sarvice withoul refarencs back o the Commiseion.

The Secretary was directed to give spsecigl attention to ths
service of the complsint, sttention being called te the stalement
in the resord to the feet, that the reaspondent refused service of
rogistered mail.

{2) File 1-3510 - Unfair Competitior Bureau of the Paint &
Vernish Industries ve. Regulation Paint
Company, st al.

Ny, Hunt presentsd memorandum of January 3lst reviswing the
rocerd, concurriang in the recommesndation of the Board of Review
ant recommending that complaint iseus.

The memorandum was read and after consideration, on motion
of kKr. Hunt, the Commission directed thei complaint issue
charging ths Progress Paint Mesnufacturing Company and Regulation
Paint Company with violstion of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

The draft of complaint which came forward with the files was
referred to the Chisf Counsel, wviam Docket Sactlion, for approvel as
to form snd substance under the ruls with the direction thet
upen such approval, the complaini be rsferred tu the Secratary for
service without reference back te the Commission,

(3) Fils 1-3808 = Kencell Motor Products Company vs. Panyard
linchinsg lanufacturing Company.

Mr. Hunt statsd that this application came direct from the
Chief Zuuminsr withoul refsrence to the Board of Review pursuant
to the rile of December 3, 1924.

¥r. Hunt submitied memorandum of January 29th reviewing the
racord, concurring in tre racommsndation of the Chief Ixasniner and
recommending dismisssl,

The memorandum was rosd and alter considesration, on mobicn of
Mre Munit, the spplicabticn for complaint was dismisssed by the
Commisslon,

o diszdies Lm sccordance with
piar for dismissal, l.9., that
Cane.

stated that he vwoted

andation of the &
the epplicant has failed %o nmake o

¥r. Thompson prasented the following listoed applications for
cemplaint and sction as indicuted was taken by the Commissien:

(1) PFile 1-3373 - Il Progresso Cigar Jompany vs. Dubinar &
Sommerfisld, st al.



Fobruary 2, 1925.

Kr. Thompson submittel memorandwnr of February Ind, reviewin;
the racord, concurriug in the rscommendation ¢f the Bourd of Review
and rscommsnding that complaint issue.

After consideration, on motion of kr. Thompson, the Commigsion
dirscted that complaint issue, charging Isaders Sommerfisld, trading

as Dubinar & Sommerfield with violation of the Federal Trade Commission
Act,

The draft of complaint which care forward with the fiies was
referved to the Chisf Crunsel, vie Docket Section, for approval as
to form and subetance under the rule with the direction that upon
such approval the complaint be referred to the Secretary for servico
withoul reference back to the Commissien,

{2} Filie 1-3078 - Nationel Rstall Hardware Association va.
Guardian Food Company, ot al.

Hr. Thornson submittad memorandum of February 2nd reviewing the
racord, disagreeing with the recummandetion of the Board of Review
for dismissal and recommending complaeint and thal the Board of Review
ba haard,

The Board of Revisw was heard and thsrsalter, ¥r. Thompson of fersd
the following motion, which was seconded by Lr. Hugent:

loved, that compleint issus on the ground of
misrepresentation in the use of the word "marufacturers®

As to the foregoing meotion, HMessrs. Nugent and Thompson veisd in
the affirmative and Msscors. Ven Fleet, Gaskill and Hunt voted in tha
nez~tive., The metion was lost.

Usen metien of Mr. Van Fleet, ssconded by lir. Gaskill, the
application for cemplalnt was dlamlssed by ths Commissien.

oo =

e Chalrman submitisd the following matters and action as
indicated wes taken by tre Jommission:

{1} Lettar of January 20th from Hrs. (argaret J. Brown, 3ddyville
isbraasks, Telative to tha Aarflnc of mpool mending cotton.
The lettar was read and refsrred 0 the Chief Ixaminer for atterntl

{2) Undated istt from the Serus Company (L. B. Huff,
address naot 51*en) siabin" that th manufactu?wrs and distributcrs
of Anti-lcg Cholera Serum and Viv in ths petition presented 4o

wittal in the industry and reques

the uomnuaalam for s trads practice su
the Commissioen te call a submitial.

Tha lettsr was read and un motion of the Chalrman wae refsrrad to
Mr, Hunt with reguset f{or examination aund report back to the Commission
upon the question of whether or not & ftrade practice submittel should ba
held.



Fobrusry 2, 1925,

The lotlter furthor glated thet the Departmernt doas not intend to ituke
any furthsr sction with rer.rance to this Associatlon, but if the
Commigeion desiros %o pressed further, the Nepartment will be glud to
ellow representatives of the Commiesion accass ts the raport and
exhibits covering the racent investigation made by ths Dapariment.

It was ordared that the letler he acknowledged and filed.

{8) Docket 898 ~ United States Products Cempany, et al.

Lattor of Jepuary 28th from the Despurimesnt of Jusilce {(Villiem J
Donovar, Aszictant Attorney Gsnersl) advising that the Depertment had
reaceived & telagram from the United States At orney at Pittsburgh,
stating that & verdict of guilty was rendered in the cese of United
States ve. Charlaes C. Butteniield, in which ths deferdent wes charged
with perjury ard which hed been ths subject of corrsspondence with the
Commissior,

Tha letter was received and filaed.

(9} Letter of Janumry 20th from Congressmun Hillard 4, Tydings
Laryland, referring to the Commission’s letter of January 28th and
stating that the Commission's attorney, Mr. Charehss, had cnlled upen
Mr, Tydings and had been gilven the names of those parties complaining
sf price fixing of fertilizer Ly companies in Marylard,

The letter wes crdered acknowladpged and referred to the Chiaf
Ixaminer for sttention.

The following matiers of general business forwarded to the
Commission bty the heads of the several divisiene were presented by the
Sscretery end action as indicated wes teken by the Commission:

1Y Latter to ths Dirsctor of ths Bursau of the Budget transmiti
e ponoramdun in explanaticn of thse disallowances made in ths accounts ¢
Ge Go Dugerne, former Dishursing Clerk of ths Federsl Trade Commission
and A. N. Ross, present Disbursing Clerk, with the requast thet the
matter be trarsmitted to the Speaker of ihe House of Representatives
witn the request trat acticen be taken directirg the General Accourting
Gffice to credit the accounis of Lessrs. Dugannme and Ress in the smount
of §42.80 2nd $28,75 raspsctively, reoresenting amounts paid by them ar
walch wore dlsal

The lstier was read, amended, &
Sea fils

counting Cffice.
oved and ordered forwarded.

te¢ the Altorney Jensral of the United Stetes requeati
shed the Deperiuent by Mr. barbar of the Contirentel
ing Compeny tearing on the intersiate shipments of the variouvs
wparles acquired or in process of scquisition incident ¢ the formati
che Continerntel Baking Corsoraticn.

The letter was approved and ordersd forwarded., See file



Februsry £, 1825

The lotter furthor steted that the Department does not Iulsnd to

any further asction with refermnce to thic Associantion, dut if ths

Commaiselion desires to procsed further, the DNepartment will bhe glaf

allow repressntatives of the Commission access to tha raport and

exhibits covering the recent investigation made by the Deparitment.
It was ordered that the letter he acknowledged and flled.

(8) Docket 898 =~ United States Preducts Company, et al.

Lattor of January 28th from the Department of Justice (Willi
Dencvan, Assiscent Attorrey Generel) advising that the Depertment
recelived & telagram from tha United States Axforney at Fittsburgh,
stating that a verdict of puillty was rendsred in the cesa of Unite
States vs. Charles C. Buttenfield, in which the deferdent was char
with perjury and which had beern the subject of zorrespondonce with
Commissior.

Tha lstter wams received and filed.

{9) Letter of January 20th from Congressmun Lillerd 3§, Tydi
Laryland, referring to the Commisgion's Aﬁttar af January 28th and
steting that the Commission's attorney, lir. Chershee, had called u
kr, Tydings and hed been given the names of thoss parties complain
of prive fixing of fertilizer by companies in Marylurd,

The letter wes crdersd ackrnowledyged and referrad to tne Chis
Zxeminsr for attention,

The followling mathers of general business forwarded tu the
Commission by the heads of the severel divisiens were prasented by
Secretary end action as indiceted was taken by the Commission:

{1) Lettsr t0 ths Director of the Bursau of the Budpget tran
& menorant um in explesnaticn of thes disallowances made in the accou
Go Go Dugamne, former Dishursing CGlerk of the Federsl Trade Commis
and 4. No Ross, present Dispursing Clerk, with the requast thet th
matter be transmittsd to the Speaker of ithrs House of Representativ
wlth ihe regusst that action be taken directing ths General Accour
Office to credit the accounitc of hessrs. Duganne and Ress in ths @

cf ngms end $28.75 respsctively, anre.artlng amounts paid by th

iszllewsd by the Genersl & inting Offics,
t 28 read, ameonded, ap;,’veﬁ snd ordered Torwerded

-

2] Letier t¢ the Attorney Gensral of the United States rec
copy of dets furnishsd the Depsrtusnt by Mr. bBarber of the Contine
Baking Company beering on the intersitalie shipments of the various

2 wies acquired or in process of seguisifticn incident to the fc
19 Continentel Baking Corzoration.
The letter was apnroved and orderaed forwarded, See file

"'r‘m



February 2, 19325.

The Commission recessed st 12:30 pom., and vaospeniled gb
2 pema

PREGINT:
Vorron W, Van Fleet, Chairman,
Heleon B. Gamsilll,
John F. Hugsni,
Charles W, Hunt,
Huston Tliompson.

)

o oa

Fursuant to srrangemxents the Commission met to hser {inal
argumant in Docket 743 - Austin, Nicholes & Companv. Attorrey Ceor
R J ackeorn was hesard in suppori of the conplaint. Altornsys Georg
We Swyth end Jewel P. Lightfost were hssrd on behall of ihe raspor
The hearing continued until the hour of 4:30 p.m., wes concluded =
the cass taoken under advisemant,

“hevaupon, ut the hour of 4:30 p.me, the Comzission
sduesday, February 4, 1925, at 10 s.s.

adicurnsd to maesd ¥
Yarnon W. Van Fleot,
Chairmen,
At e
Cuis 7. p6h25:ﬂ5 }
focret ary. e

= Fabruasry 3, 1925 -

<o na G



February 4, 1425,

LEITING OF THZ FiviRAL TRADZ COLMISTICN
Wednesday = Fehrusry 4, 1925 - 10 a.m.

PRISINT:
Vernon W, Van Fleet, Chairman,
John F.o tugent,
Charles %, Hunt,
Huster Thonpson,

Ur. Jarkill absent.

The winutes of the mesting of February 2, 1923, wers read ar
approved.

After the raading of tne minutes, kr. Thompson , X
rofsrred to the two letters of Januery <ith from the Attorney Gene
in reogard to ihe Southern Cyprecs Kanufacturers' Association and ¢
Georgie=-Flerids Baw Nill Association and suggested that these two
istters ve referred to Attornsy Wooden who conducted the Commissic
invesiigation of ithese msscciations, for comment,

It was so cordered by the Commissicn.

s

Chairman Van Fleet submitted the following matters and actis
e indicated was teken by the Commission:

(1} Letter of January 30th from the Attorney Gesnerel ef the
States {Harian ¥, Stone} referring te¢ the Commission's letter of &
17, 1924, transmitting to the Altorney General a copy o¢f the reper
the Fedsral Trade Commiscion on House Furnishings, Volume III, on
Utensile % Domsstic Appliarnces™. The Attorney CGsneral's letter st
that immediately upon receipt cf the report it had been referred 4
officere of the Department for study and report. The latier set f
& briel summaery of the Deparitment's :iudy of the Commisslon's repe

The Abternoy Genaral's letter ww ordersd cireculmted after
acknowled uaanta

{2} Letter of January 26th from the Champion Killing & Grai
Ceompany acknowledging the Jommizsion®s letter of January 22nd rege
the complaint sgainst ths Shredded Wheat Company, Docket 5 and rec
trangeript of the resnondant's venly to the allegotion of the comg

The letter was referred to the Secretary with instructions t
furrish copy of the respondent’s answer.



{3} 23 Fabruary 4, 1925,

13} Lettoer of Jamuary 31lz* from the Abtorney Caneral of the
United Stetws (Harlan F. Stone) mekrowledging the Copmissiern’s
letter of Junusry 30th and expreseing appresciation of thy Commisslor
action in forwarding $¢ Mr. C. Btanley Ehcmyaon, in care of the
United States Attarney at Minneapolis, ¥innassots, certmin Bursau
of Corporetion files for the purpese of identilicetion of certain
papers conteinsd therein at the trial of the case of United Stries
ve. Western Piie dssociation, et al.

The Atterney Generel's letter wag resd and ordered filed.

At this time Mr. Caeskill entersd the meeting.

PRISTNT.
Vernon W. Van Flest, Chalmmain,
Yelwon B, Gaskill,
John F. Nugent,
Charlss W. Hunt,
Huston Thonmpsons

- e

(4] Reference dafed February 2nd Srom Serater Willian J.
Harris tracemitiing for coneiderstion of the Commission, a letter
of Jeyuary 29%th frem Mre. I, T. Heard, Gensral Agent, al Augustas,
Ceorg.a of the Perm liutueal Life Insurance Company of Philadelphin,
The letter referred t¢ the sals of Brazil coffes in the United
Stebtes under the emortization plan by Brazil and to the high price
sf coffee ob the prasent tims and sugygssted thail the Gevernvent
take actisw,

The tetter was referred to the ixport Trade Division with
insiructions to prepmre roply edvising that the Commission hes
nothing to do with mattars relating to teriff and to infoerm the
writer with respect 4o the lew governing the formation and
operation of Associstions engaged in export trade urdesr the Zxport
Trade Act.

{8) Letter ¢f Jsnuary 27th from lr. W, Be Spencer (Spencer,
GSidisre, Fhelws & Dunbar, attorney-s }, New Urleans,
trensrdtting carraspendence with Mr. Irving Pest, Vice-President,
inscherge~cf~suiag of Naval Steres Ixnort Qorporaulon. The
corregpondent sel forth the desire of the Association to exchenge
in demestic itrade an accumulated queniity of rosin of certain
grades nen-gxporiable in export trade. The v;sw cf the Commission
was requested whether under the circumshmicss e of
this non-gxportable surplue within ths United 5%ates for rosin
of exportable grades would be conirary te ths
Ixpord Trade Act regarding sales in demestic




February 4, 1935,

Tie Commisgion aiso raceived a mewormidun of Febiuwry
from the Sxport Trade Division cevering the matter togsther
draft of reply prepered by the ixport Trade Divieien.

Aftor conpgideration, the Commission dirncted thal reply be
made that limiting its expression to matiers presented ix the pape
before it on this spscific transaction under considerstion, the
Gommission ssw no objection to the contemplated exchange in the
United States of nen-sxporteble reoein for sxportable rosin under i
particular fusts and circumstancss pregented.

The Ixport Trade Diviaion was airected to prepare reply fTor
Chairman's signature.

(6] Dncket 859 - Pure Silk Hosisry Hille.

Letter of January 2ist from Mr., 3. L. 3hinn, New Yorik Cisy,
Resident Coure»l of the National Vigilarce Commitiee of the Associ
Mvertizing Clubs of the World referring to the declsion of the Un
Stgtes Clreult Court of Appeals for the Seventh Jircuilt in the cas
Pure B8ilk Hesieory Mills relating to the use of the term “milis" in
firm nemes and to the alleged improper use in some quarters of tha
dacigion to the injury of the Commission wid requesting the Commis
to greant arn infoermel interview to Mr. Holland Hudson representing
Comuittee for discussion of the subject.

The letisr wes read and the Commission agreed to hear hr. Hu
informelly at 10 a.m., Tuesday, February L0, 1925 and directed the

Secratery to inform Kessrs. Shinn end Hudson.

{7} Letter of January 26th from Mr. &. J. Kospsell, layvil
Wiscongin, on the subject of price stondardization.
It wes dirscted that the letter be acknowledgesd by the Sacrs
C P g
and filed.

Y
i

- ar e

The following matisras of gensral business forwarded to the
Commission by the beads of the several divisions wore prasented b}

o

tne Secretary and scticen es indicated was taken by the Commission:

{2} Letter of January 3lst from lMr. Robert A. Orant, Ixami
at 2100, in the Zconomic Divisiown vasigning his position elfectls
#t the clese of day January 31, 1%#0

The resignution was accepted Ly the Commisslon,

B

{2} Hsmorandum of Fabruary 3rd from the Chief Counsel tran
latter of Februsry 2Znd from ths Britich Imbasey, Washingion, D. C
{Mr. Leander LcCormickeGoodhart, for Commerciml Secretary), marke
¥Informal®™ amnd eddressed to Nr. W. T. Kellsy of the Chief Coungal
Office. The letter called aitention to the fact that Helfeweffe
Company of Boston are labelling certain of their bettled producis
with & deaign which embodies many of the featurss of the British
frme and making inguiry whether the Commission cannot compsl the




Fabruary 4, 1925,

to ceass ths uge of the mark in guestlien. The Thiel Ceoun
sugpested that the matier e refarred to the Chief Jxami X
sacure couplete facts.

The memorandum was reai =l it was ordered by the Cummisalor
upen motion of Mr. Gaskill, ssconded by Mr. Thompeon, that nefere
action is teken by the Commission, & letter be sddressoed to the
Secreatery of State uaking request that the Secretary of 3tates
inform the Commiesion whebher or not in the opinion of the
Secretary of Sitate it is proper for the Commlssion to enteriain
raguegts of the cheracter presented by the Britigh Imbassy or
whether 1t ig dueired that such mattors be presentsd first e
the Becretary of State.

'w fT
B
o

(3) ZLetter of Januery 3lst from the Deparument of Justice
{Jerome ¥ichael, Dirsctor, War Transactiens Section), requesting
that Kr. Henry Bser, une of the Conmission's sittorneye be present
at & conference with altorneys of the Depuriment of Justice,
Februery 4th. The Secretary reported thet the War Transmctions
Ssctlor was now handling a case in the Court of Claims which case
hal been handled by Attorney Bear during his smployment with the
Dapartmert of Justice,

The Gommission suthorized Attorney Beer to attend the
confersnca.

{4} Docket 1175 = United Stutes 0il Company, st al.

Memorandur of January 3lst was received from the Chief
Counsel tramsmitting & letter of January 29th from counsel for
the respondent requesting an opportunity %o file s supplemental
bris7 and for further hearing upen exceptions by counsel f{ur ths
Commission to the Ixaminer®s Report which zre sllsged to smount
t¢ 8 direct charge of perjury againat the respondents, The Chief
Counsel also trensmiited s memorandum of January 3let by Trial
Attorney Wallace commenting upon the letter from respondent’s
attorney.

The Commission dirscted that the papsrs e circulsted.

{5} Docket 1175 - United Stetes 0il Company, et el.

Hemorandum of January 3lst was received from the Chief
Counsel reporting in responss to the Commission’s instructions
of January 30th relative to the dates of assigoment of the case
to Attorney Wallace and the detes of testimony, argumsni, ete.

The memornndum was read sad {iled.

{6} Docket 1148 = Harriet Hubbard Ayer, Inc.

Upon roeceipt of mumorandum from the Chief Counsel the case
was set down for final srgument befors the Commission on Monday,
February 23, 1923, at 2 p.m., with the direction that irvierested
parties be ﬂotlflﬁd thereof by registered mmil,
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Fabruary 4, 1925,

Hoved, that the recommendstion of ths Chiel Ixamliner
be not approved,

The motion was secended by Mr. Hunt.

As to the feregoing motion, lessre. Ven ¥Fleset, Gaskill and i
voted in the affirmetive and lr. Nugent veted in the negetive. Th
motien carris¢ wid it was &9 ordered.

From the Clroulating Calendar the Conmission considered the
fellowing matter:

(1) Docket 1138 - Patent Cersals Company.

wemorandum of January 8th from the Chisf Counsel tramswittin
gigned stipulation of fact, steting that counsel for the respondsn
degires teo file brief and muke oral argumenit before the Commission
and racommsnding that the stipulation bs accepted and counsel for
the vommission and the respondsnt heard orally on g day certaln.
mer.orardum was circulated January 21,1525, Notasticns by the sever
Commiseioners wsra read.

After considerstion, on moiion of Mr. Ceskill, seccndad by K
Var Fleat, ths rocommendaticn o¢f the Chisf Counsel in his memorand
of Januery 2th was approved and the stipulation was amccepted by th
Commissicn with the dirsction that the case ve set for final arguw
on Wednesday, March 11, 1925, et 2 p.m. , and Intsrested parties
notified by the Secretary by registersd mail.

The Commission recessed at 12:15 p.m., and reassembled abt 2

PRESANT :
Vernon W, Van Flest, Chairman,
Felgon B. Gaskill,
Jonn Fo Nugent,
Charles W. Hunte

kr, Thompson abseni on officiel business.

@ o

Pursuant t¢ arrangement ths Commission zet to hear final
srgument in Docket 1054 « Phiillps-Jones Corporglion. Attorney
Hornibrogk was heard in support of the complmint. Absorney Benjam
Reass wes heard on behalf ¢f the respondent. Tho hearing contlan
until the hour of 3 pum,, was concluded and the case taken under
advisement.

o2 s o



g February 4, 1925,
518 Februery €, 1925,

Thereupon, at the howr 61 3 peis, the Lomulselon o,
40 meet Friday, February o, 1925, at 10 n.nu.

Vernon W, Van Fleet,
A Chairman.

Attest

Thursday -~ Februeary 5, 1925 « No mesting held.

KAZTING QF THS FiDIRAL TRADZ COMMISSION

Fridaey = February 6, 1935 « 10 a.me

Varron We Van Fleet, Chairman,
sehn F. RNugent,
Charles W. Hunb. -

Lr. Gagkill mbasnt.
lir. Thompson abgent on officiel business.

. The minutes of the meeting of Februery 4, 1925 were reamd and
roved.

o a

tha weekly Conference Caler
by the Commission and acti

Formal doc:et cases appsarin
for final determination wore consi
as indica 580 %

(1) Docket 745 =
Laid over for ¢

Nichols & Company.
on naxt Confarence Day.




February 6, 1925.

{2) Dockebt 952 = Pennsyivania, New Jersey & Delawsrs Wholee
Grocers® Associmtion, et al.

This case comss befors the Commission for fiwnal determinatic
upon the fellowing racord: memorardum of Jamiary 16th frem the Ch
Counsel transmitiing the case and recommend.ng dismissal without
prajudice; undeted mamorandum from Trial Attoraey Naff; complaint;
answer; testimony. No report by the Trial Ixeminer was filed. No
briefs were filed. Attorney Neff represents the Commiezien. Afto
John A. Keppelmen repressnts the respondent,

After zonsiderstion, the Commission directed the% the coumpls
be dismissed.

The Chiaf Counsel was diracted o prepare znd the Secrstery
garve order of diemissal.

{3) Doacket 1010 = Pittsburgh Coal Cempany of Wiscernsin; et
Ledd over for consideration on next Conference Day.

{4} Docket 105 = Phillips-Jionss Corporation.

This casa comes before the Commissien for final determinatioc
upon the following record: complaint; answer; testimony; report u
the facts by Trial Zxeminer Dinnen; excepiions theretc by counssel
the respondent; brief by counsel for ths Commission and counsel fo
reagpendent. No sxceptions wers filsd to the report of the Trial I
by counsel for the Commission. Attorney Hornibrook repressnts ths
Tommpission. Attornsys Hirsch, Newman & Reaes represent the respon
Final aergument wes heerd Februmry 4, 1925,

After congideration, the Commissien dirscted thal the compls
be eand the sams is hereby dismissed,

The Ohief Counssl was dirscted to prepare :nd the Secretary
sarve crier of dismissal.

At this time Mr. Gaskill entered the wmesting.

Vernon ¥, Ven Flesti, Chairman,
Melson H. Gaekill,
John F. Hugent,
Charles W. Hunt.
¥r., Thompeon &b

ant en official business.

{5} Docket 1104 - Lewis Feather Bed & Pillow Company.

This cese comes before the Commission for final determinatioc
upen the fellowing rocord: memorarndum of Jenuary 14, 1935, from t
Chief Coumsel transmitting the case; complaint; enswer; testimony;
stipulation as to the facts; findings as to the facts and order io
cease and dseiet submitted by the Chis{ Counsel with memorandum eof
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January l4th. No reperit by the Trial Hxeminer was filsd. I
oriefs wers filed. Attorusy Uraven repravents ths Commi
Attorney Louls Lefitwich represencs the respundent.

After coneideration, the Commission direcisd that an crder
te cense and deslst issue.

The findings and crder submitted by the Chisf Counsel were
approved vithout change and referred %o the Sscretary for sorvice.

{6 Docket 1142 = Samson Rasenblait.

This case comas before the Commission fer final determinatior
upon ths following record: memorendum of Januery Z6th {rom the
Chief Counsel irarsmitiing the csse; complaint; answer; testimony;
report upon the fact by Trial Ixaminer Averili; iindings as to the
facts and order %6 ceamse snd desisi submitted by the Chisfl Counsel
and certified te¢ in memorandum of Jenuary 26, 1923; trief by
ceunsel for the Commisslon. He exceptions were filed to ihs repori
of the Triel Ixaminer. Counsel far ths res.ondent did not file
brisf. Abtternsy Whitelay represents ths Commission. Hespondent
hag no atterney of record.

After consideration, om motion of Ur., HNugent, secorded by
Mr. Gaskill, the Commission dirscted that an order tc cease and
desist issue.

Findings as to ths facts submitted by the Chisf Csounsel

>re amended by the Commission, upon motien of Wr. hugent as
shown on markad copy and were thsrealter adopted.

The order tc coase and desist subzltted by the Chief Counsel
was smended by the Commission, on motion of Hr. Gaskill, by
striking out Faregraph Twe of the order as submitted by the Chief
Counsel and inserting u new Paragraph Twe coffered by Lr. Gaskill.
Ths order as amended was adspied.

The findings and crdey as adepted were referied ito the
Secretary to be put in proper form and ssrved without luriher

action.

kgt 1147 - Chase & Sanborn,
ase comes bafore ths Commission for final determinatie:
upon the llowing record: complaint; answer; testimony; report
upon t:e facts oy Trial Izamliner Sheppard; excepticns thereic by
counsel for the Commission and counsel for ths rassnondents; briefe
by counsel for ths Commission and ccunsel for the respondants;
analysis of sxhibits intrsduced ; from the files of respondent
as submittad by counsel for ihe respoendent. Altorney Craven
rapresents the Cormission. Tlder, Whitman, Weyburn &
Grocker repressent the respondenie. L argument was heard
January 139, 19325,

Aiuar congidaration, on motion of
Mr. Saskill, the Commisglon dirsetad ¢
desist lseus.

3ot

o MHugant, seconded by
an ordsr to cease and
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It was further orderad upou metlon of r. Hugsni, that the
Chief Counsel prspare and subnit te the Commission dralit of findin
1 as to f¢

as t2 ths facts and order to¢ cesse and degist feor approvel

{8) Docket L1175 = Unitad Statsg 0il Company, et al.

Thle cnse coumes befare the Commisszicn for final detorminatiar
uson the following record; complaint; answer; amendment Lo answer;
tegtiinony; repord upon the facts by Trial dxaniner Bennett; sxcspll
therate by counssl for the Commission and counsel for the responder
Brief by counsa. for the Commission snd counsel for respondent. At
Wallace rapresents the Commission. Attornsy Idwwrd A. Harriman rep
tiie raspondent. Final argument was heard Jamua=- 27, 1925.

»r, Nugent reported his examination of the enitire racord and
that hs favered the recpening of the cass.

4fter discussion, am metion of Mr. Nugent, 1t was dirscted i
the record e rabturned Lo the Chief Counsel with instructions tu as
soume attorney other than the precent irial attorney to exomins the
racord and report to the Commission as to whether 1% was advisable
reepsn the case for the purposs of sscuring further evidenca.

It was further dirscied that the new attorney assizned to rev
ths recoemd confer with lr. Hugent.

{9) File 1-3231 « Dewmmurk vs. Danish Pride #ilk Products Cor
st al.
Laid over for censideration on next Confsrence Tay.

- oo o2

Ly Gashill submitted a momorandum of Fevruery 3, 1925 in the
metter of Docket 1164 « Best Foods, Inc., raporiting pursusnt to the
Comnisaion's action of January 16th, thaet efter rsading the record
he had reached the concluslon that the complaint sheuld be diamisse
and votad o dismiss thne complaint.

The minute recerd of January 16, 1925, reads as [ollowa:

This case coumes befors the Sommission for Tfinal
detormination upen the fellowing rscord: samendsad cemplaint;
aended answer; amernizont Lo anewer; testimeny; report upoa
the facts by Trial ner Steinhnuer; axceptions therato
by counsel for the reswondsnt; wrief by counsel for the
Commission and counasel for the endent. OCounsel for
tne Commigsion did not file s: tiong to the vrsport of
the Trial Ixaminsr. Final arg ah was heard January 7, 192!

Attorney Whiteley represents ithe Counission. Attorney Fram
3, Nemgle represents the rsspondsat.

After considergtion, the follewing metion was offersd by Nrs
Van Fleet, secaondsd by Mr. Hunt:

Yoved, that the complaint be dismissed.
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in 5uhstiﬁuti:" for the sthun, it wao
by “r. Nugent, ssconded by Me, that the Cnief
g dirscted %o prepurs f{indinge s bo the facte and order ie
evase ard desiat and submli the sams to the Commiasion for
censiderstiom.

As to the subatitute metion, Mesers. Nugent snd Thompson
voted in the affirmetive and Messrs. Yan Flesst and Hunt voted in
the uwagative. The subsiitute motion was lest on tis vote

Yote was Jhen bteken upom the original motion o niﬁm&"a. A
to thig metian, Kessrs. Van Fleeb aid Hunt voted in dthe affirmetis
and Nessrs. Hugsnt and Thompson veted in the negutive. The motiv
was lost on tie vote.

Upon metlon of kir. Thompson, the cass was vraferred to ir,
Geaskill, ths adsewt Commisgloner, with requeat to raport his vote
%o the Commisaslon,

Hr. Gaogkill's vote to dismiss waus rscerded by the Commissiw
and it was thersupoen, orderad that the complainit be dismissed.

Ag e this action, Messra. Van Flaat, Gaskill and Hunt votec
in the wfflirmative and Mr. Mugent wvoeted in the negative.

Hre. Nugent asked and it was ordersd that his disssnt show
upen the minutss, the order of ﬂ*sm*ssal and any publicity
gtatement issued with reepect therate.

The Cnief Counsel was dirsctsd o prepare and the Secretary
te serve order of dismissal.

50L

MG

LR

the mabbter of Docket 351 - Armour & Ceompany in re

ion of the 3tanton Cempany, the SBecratary presanted a

Fatruary O0th from Attorney Adrien F. Busick of the

Ciief Gounsel ‘s Office transaitting lettor of February 4th from
n

sunesl r the raespondent suguesting 2 stipulation that the
rinti the recerd in this case uow pending in the United
Statys Ulreuit Ceurt of fAppesls for the Ssventh Clrouil be
deferred ab lersy ien duys afier ithe dsvision of that court in
% of Dmufet 453 « Bwift & Compuny, which case was argued

. 1924,  Attormey Buslck recommenised that the stipulatie
ta gnterad into,
Arw memor gndun was read and

ad th@ renommends

on motian of M¥r, Yan Fleet, the
in of Attornsy Busick and

o en e

Thereupon, st the how of 11:15 a.m., the Comalssion adjour
to meet Honday, Fobruary 3, L1925, st 10 a.m.

Attast:
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Saturday = February 7, 1050 = Mo wosting neld.

(=

Sunday = February 8, 1945 » Ho meelting hsl

E *

LERTING OF THE FPIDIRAL TRADS COMIUISIION
lhonday - February 9, 1325 = 10 z.nm.

PRESINT:
Vernon W. Van Fleet, Chairnan,
Nslson B. Gaskill,
Jolm Fe Nugent,
Charies W. Hunt,
Huston Thempssn.

The minutss of the woeating of February 4, 1925, were read ar
approved.

%

dr. Gaskxill presented the fallowing liszted applicutione for
cunplaint and action os indiceted was faxken by the <ommission:

(1} File 1-3271 = A. J. Krank Lanufacturing Company vs. Bar
Company.

Wr, Gaskill submitted memorandum of February &th raviswing
racerd, concurrving in the recommendatlion of the Board of Review an
racenmending that the applicotion he dismissed.

The memorandum was read end after considermtion, on motion ¢
Mr. Gaskill, the apnlication for complaint was dismissoad by the
Commission.

{2) File 1-3272 = Nu~Graps Company of Americm vs. Chera-Gol
Company .

Hr, Gaskill submitted memorandum of Februaryv 5th reviewing t
racord and stabting thet the nwing Attorney, the Asnlaeﬁnt Chise
Ixgminar concurring thsrein, rs .:m@ndq g dlamissel cof the charge
the sxelusive desling fesfurs of iho contrect and e Lcmglnzut as 1
the reszels price maintenance c¢lause; and that the Beard of Review
recorsends the dismissel of the anpiication on the exclusive deali
gharge and tho issue of a complaint on the resale price mainfenanc
charge unless the respondent will eliminate thig clause frow its ¢

The memorandum was read znd thereafter, Wr. Gaskiil moved t¥
the recerd bs remitted to the Chisf Imaminesy with instructions 1o
magotiate with ths respondent for a stinuvlsilon of facts which wil
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Hr. Mugent oresentod the fellowing listsd spnilcat
complaint and zction as indlcated wms taken by the Cormisul

(L} File 1-3362 « A, B, liorss Comjany ve. Mnilme & Sowpany.

ire. Hugent sutunittsd memorandum of Fedbruwmry Yth raviewing the
racurd, concurring in %the recommendation of the Besrd of Rsview ant
receizusnding that the application ba dilamisssd.

The memorandun was read and after consideration, on metion o
Mr. Nugent, tns application for complaint was dismissed by the
Commission,

g

&

{2} TFile 1-38CE& - S5idney Blumenthsi & Carrany, Inc. va. Ast
Silk Works.

Mr. Hugent steted that this application came direct 4o the
Commission from the Chic! ixeminer without reference %o ths Board
Review, purguant o the rule of Decembar 3, 1324.

dro Nugent submitted memorandum of February %th, reviewing i
record, concurring in the rscommendation of the Chief Ixaminer ad
recommending that the application ve dismissed.

The memorandum was read and after congideration, on motion o
e, Hugent, itne application for complaint was dismissed by the

Commission.

{3} File 1=281Li ~ F. T. C, ¥s. Unifed Stotss Roofing & Paim
. Cempany, Inc,

tr, Nugsnt submitied memorandum of Fetruary ¢th reveiwing th
record end thersafter, on motion of Mr. Nugent, the CGommission dir
that complaint issue charging the Unitad Staitaz Roofing & Palnt Co
Ing., with violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

The file was returnsd to the Beoard of Review, via Docket Sec
for the preparation of complaint to be thersafter served by ths
Secretery without further action by the Comwmission upon its approv
as %0 form and substance by the Chisf Counssl under the rule.

o o i

¥r. Hunt presentad the fellowing listod applications for com
ction as indiceted was gn by the Commission:

®

1} Fils 1-33%2 - Better B
Song.
Hunt submitted memorandum of February 7th reviawing ths
coneurring in the reecommendation of the Beoard of Revisw nnd recomn
that the applicabtion be dismissed,
The memerandun wag rend and alter considsration, on mobion o
lire Huat, the application for complainit was discissed by the Commi

inass Buresu, Inc. vg. e Goldf

{2} File 1-3453 = Tannsera’ Council »f Awerica vs. Rote Leat
Products Coumpany. '

dr. Bunt prossunted memorandum of February 7th reviewing tha

racerd, concurring in ths recommendation of the Board of Rasview an
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recommending thet the record be referred o the Chiel S 201 Bg
make 3nsedy investigstion to dateramina whether or not re 3
is still in busiusss and if so, %o deternmine whether or net iis
cugtoners use %ihe “rade name “Leathersts” in describing upholsiery
or whatever product such customers ars manufacturing therefron,
an? that the cass be referrsd to the Cnief Counsel to be zoasidere
with other allied cases.

The memorsndum was read and after consideration,; on motion
of lr. Hunt, the Commigsion directed that couplaint issue charging
the Rete Leathor Products Compeny with violation of the Fadsral Ir
Commission Act.

It was [urther directed that the Chief Counsel hold this cas
until the Commisalon shall heve passed upon the followiny parnding
casss:

File 1-3403 - Tamers® Council ¢f America vs. Sendford M
¥ 13404 = Tanners®' Council of America va. L. Cs Chaa
Company.
and that therealtsr, the Chief Tounssl select az test case and proc
thergupon, inviting the Tanners’' Council of America to come in as
intervenocr,
The file was refsrred tc¢ the CGhief Zxaminer, via Docked
Saection, %o conduct investigation as recommended by My. Hunt,
which recommendsiion was szpproved by the Comuission.

{(3) Fils 1-3497 = W, Beb Hoiland vs. Reynolds & Irviag.

Mr. Hunt submitted memorandum of Februeary 7th raviswing: the
record, cogcurring in the recoumendation of the Board of Review
and rscommending that the anplication e dismisssd.

After consideration, on motion of Mr., Hunt, the applicatien
for complaint was dismlssed by the Commisslon hecause of ths luck
of interstate commesrca.

w = ap

The Cnsirmean submitiaed the followinz =matters and action asg
indicated was taken by ithe Commission:

Phnarmacy Company vee. T He

+

Squivbe & Sone.
Ls ? Januery 29th from lszavs. Dawey, Strong, Townsend
Lefwus, ancisco, California; sraneys for the National
Pharmacy P : o 3ion to raconsidsr iis

action of Uecember
for complaint.

The lstter was raferrsd to the Sscretary with instructions
%0 bring the file t¢ the attention of the Commission at the next
meeting.

13 the foragoing applicatic
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{2) Lettar of Jenuary 23sd fron ihs Department of - soblce
{Jeroma Micheel, Directnr of thy ¥ar Transactions Ssctloni making
inquiry with rezard te the qualificetions of lMr. Joseph 4, Burdeau
formerly employed ns triasl ai*orney by ths Commlssion.

The latiter was referred te the 3scrstary with instructions t
have Attorney Busick prapars response.

{3) Letisr of February 3ed from the Millers® Hatlonal Feder
(8ydney Anderson, Prasident) trenmsmitting coples of a guestionnair
out by tho Federation with the ides of developing sltocks of wheatl
flgur in ths hands of the mills and the business done and stating
the Commisaion if interested would be furnizhed with results of ik
queationnaire when complled,

The letter was read and referrsd tc the tUnief Zcoromist for
commant and prsparation of raply.

{4) Docket 1174 ~ Clayton F, Summy Cozpany.

Lettor 3f January 30th from the iassacausstis Federation of
Clubs, Weilaston, Massachussiis (Herriet C. istes, Secrstary) sett
forth the resolution adopted by the Fedsration in rsgard to the ru
by the Commission relstive to the price of music after a trade pre
gubmittal.

The latter was referred tc the Sscretory for scknowledgusnt
te the Chisf Uounsel for informntion.

(5) Letter of February 5, 1325 from the Comptreller General
the United States {(J. R, LgCarl) notifying the Jommlssion that the
Commission®s credit haed bsen withhsld in the acceunts of the Disbu
Officer for payment of $1000, to I. %. Lambert for lepal services
rey.sseting advices in connection therewith; particularly in visw o
provisions of Sachtions 189 and 36% af the Revigsed Statubtes concern
the procursment of legal services through the Attornsy General.

The lettsr was read and refsrred to the Secrstary with instr
thut it hs presented at the next meeting with copies of the statui
roferrad to for considergtion by the Commission.

{(6) Ravisw of preocsedings of the Interdspartmentsl Socard o
Simplified Office Precsdurs, January 26, 1923,
The report was referred to the Sscrasiary for attention.
Ly "

(7} Letter of February 5th from the Departmesnt of Aspricultu
(Loeuise Stanlsy, Chisf, Buwrsau of Hers Tconemics) transmitting a
manuscriszt sntitlad, "Selesction of Ccvton Fabrics” preparsd by the
Bursau with rsquesl that s member ¢f ithe Commission’s Staff inters
in the subject read the manuscrisi = a view to giving any criti
or suggsstions ragarding it.

The lstier and snclosure wsrs veferred to the Secrobary for
acknowledgment and to the Chisf{ dconemist for cemment.
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{8} Lettor of ¥ebruary 5tk {rom th
the Commisslon the. ©

Hoard (Hubert Work, Chﬁirman§ infTorming
direction of the President,; the Board is underitaking un
inguiry into the goneral petralsum situstlion as
production, distributien, utilization, etc., and Board
would -ppreciate the privilege of calling upon %he iasion if
the occaslon arises for such compiled datae of current information
winich the Commiselon may have dealing upon %the pensral subject and
raquesting the Commiselon to indicabs what dats it now has which
would be of immedimte sarvice to the Board. The lstter stated
that confidential matiasr would he go regarded by the Bosrd.

The lastiter was raad and referrsd to the Chief Zconomist fer
praperation of raply.

H g
it rel

(9) Comaunication of Feoruary 6ih from the Depariment of
State transmitting copy of report of the American Consulate at
Halifax, Nove 3cotia, entitlad, “laritime Provincses FPropaganda
in West of Carada®,

The mattsr was referred {0 the Ixport Trade Division for
infermation,.

(10) Letter of January 30th from ihe Houss of Representativ
of the State of Minnesota, addregsad to the President of the Unite
Statas and trensmiiting a copy of e reselution passsd by the Houss
of Reprasentatives relating to nsublic utilitiss and power companie
nd approving the rasclution introduced in the United 5tates Senad
by Sasnator Gsorge W. Norris (Sensts Nesolution 288, Decambsr 29, 1
dirgcting the Federal Trade Commlission to lnvestigate the electric
power gituatlon.

The latter with the enclosurse was roceived by the Commissio
by rsfarsnce from the White House.

The lettsr was rsferred to fthe Secretary for acknowledgment
and to tho Chief Fconomist for information.

{11} Letter of January 6th from Conpressman ldartin 3. Madde
nan of the Houss Lommittas on Approprisiions requesting a
statement for the fiscel years 1921 to 1924 inclusive of the total
smountes dsducted from ropriations =mnd trangfarrsd in the
roetiremant fund end olsc the totz) amounits desducted from ithe pay
of emoslovess for the same :

T tier was read and referred to the Sacretnry for

1y furpishing %ro information requastad.

Dockst 398 - United IZtates Producis Company.

Lotter ¢f February 7th from ihe Departmsnt of Justice (Willi
J. Donovan, Assistant Adtorney CGensral)} informing the Commission
that Chari=g 0, Duttenfield was sentencad on January 31, 1925, to
sarvs oight manths in the Allegheny County Jail, upon conviction
of & chargs of perjury in s guss Uroughi 2i the suggsstlon of
the Fodaral Trade Commisslon.

Tha latter wa. read and filed.
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‘AM Gugnj- [N
k Producsra' Fedaratien,

of an articls preparsd by the

Faderation = v ihe

Amsricaen Academy of Political & Social Science dealing wilh Americ:
Farmer end tariff{ Legislation.
The mattar was refsrrsd v Mr. Thompson for infermation.

The following matiera of generel business forwarded to the
Qommission by the hzads of the several divisierns were presented by
the Bscretery ond action as indicatsd was teksn by the Commisgsion:

(1) The Secrataryv rasported that the Commission‘s repjort on
Cotten Merchandising Practices, submiftted to the Senate on January
1925, in response to Senate Resolution 232 (Sonator . D, Smith, J
1924} had been printed by ‘the Senate c¢n Fsbvruary &, 1925, as Senat
Documant 194 snd that one thousand copies of this repért could be
for the use of the Commission at & nominal cost of £30. The Secrs
recormnended that ithese copises be ordered.

The recomnandstion was szoproved and it was so ordered by
Ceoramission.

(2) mesmorarfum of February 6th from the Chisf Ixeminer tran
file of papers in re alleged unfair practices in the =zale of golif
_nd racommend _ng that & trade practice submitiel as requsested by g

all manufacturers tes authorized vy the Commission.

The fils was referrsd to the Cheirman with request for exami
and roport.

{3) Undocketed netitien of Fe To G, vs. Faderal UTrade Ixcha

3 Unibted Stmtas,
The Ggcratary rsuerted that after corraspondence with the
proposed res;owdaﬂL as zuthorizsd by the Commlssion, the roasponden
had eddressed a letter datsd January 3lst to ihe Commission statin
that arrazgemants ave btsen made 19 changs its business rame to "F
Credit Zrxchenge” 1o avoid confusion with the name of Faderal Irade
Comaission. The Sacrebary submitted draft of e letier prepared by
Chiaf <ixaminer edvising the 3Zxchange that ths change of name was
ﬁf~*fac+of“ to the Comnis sxon and reoqussting the Ixchange to forw
sampise of its literature, letisrheads, advertising, stc.
The latbter as cubmitusm by the Chief Ixeminer was read, appr

and ordersd forgur

forual cases in ihe han

The roert was received and pi acqﬁ in the calendars.

{5) Docket 1259 - Certaintsed Products Corporabtien.

Wemerandum of February 3th was race: ved from the Chief Couns
recomnending thet counsel for the respondsat bDe pgrantsd an oxbensi
for filing answer,

e
[ h
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Tne rocommondation wis
entered granting ccunsel for
Larch 21, 1328 for filin, ansvws

{6} Docket 12062 - Larrcsa Milling Sompany, o al.

Meomoranduz of February 3ih was roceived from the Chisf
Counsgel tranamititing reguest o¢f counsel for the Larrcows lilling
Company for an ex'snsion of time for filing answer and
raecommonding that the extensien be granted,

The reguest wus granted by the Commission and order
a;p oved and sntered granting ceunsel Ter the Larrowe Lilling

Company to and iuncluding April 14, 1825 for filing answer.

{7, Docket 1017 = Procass Inzraving Company.

temorandun of February Zrnd was received from the Chiel
Counsel statinpg that in the opinion of the Chis{ Counssl tha
facte do not warrant & petition bty the Commission to the Circuit
Court of Appesls tc enforce the order and submitting memorandum
Wy Trial Attornsy RBsovas recommeunding that if respondent resfuses
t5 discontinue the use of the word ®Ixbossed” that & new complairi
isasus.

It was directed that the papsrs be circulated.

(8) Deockat 1166 - Louisz Leavitt.

Upor receipt of memorandui from the Chief Counsel, the
Commission et ths cese for final wrgumsnt before the Corulssion
un lmonday, hareh 23, 1v25, 2t 2 p.m.; with the dirsction that
intersstad partiee be notifi :d theres! by registered mail,

{9} Doo 55 = Northwestern Traffic & Service Bursau, ef

Februsry 2nd was received from the Chief Coumt
4 Triel Aﬁtor:ey Woaden stating that evids:

has Lesn
criminal
State R
Secretar

J, Wa$1ace, oacretary of the idssouri
Association and perhaps H. L. Leird,
tern Traffic 4 Sarvice Burosu

the mapers b3 circulaoted,

{ = &, Res Cano, 8t al.

Le Znd racaived from the respondents in
the cese Commiss znﬁer seal of the agpointment o
e Moors ington, De Ca; 28 aliorneys 4
th wriher tnat AT c Je Whitle Stirsor of Few
1o haprbsent the dentes and 1s net their att
in informatio: "nished in response to the
Co of Jamuusy lotter was forwsrded Y
th viaw of tho receipt of e lstier of Janusry 17,
1@ J. Whitie Stisson uwisting te be notified o?
nr case neitwlthstandl: t*ﬁ fmcﬁ that demand nad

ks
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boee made upon wr. Stinscr Ty the rosposndents for hia
the case.

Tha wer rend and rﬁf@rr te the Srcrotary t
notdfy hire uper _“ﬂulr/ veing matds the Commisslorn ha
Lesn nobifia 'i bv tE:; rogpondents of the namos ond addregsen of it

attorneys mnd that . Stinson does not rﬁnrc‘ent the responaents
thet resson the Commission will rot recosnize him amy further in -
as atiorrey for the respondents.

{11} ksmovardum of Jenuery 2lst was roeceivsd from ths Chis
Ixmminor ravorting in response to the Comudssion’s direcilon of
caruory S0Wh with reswoect o an ingquiry undor dats
fram the 4 Alumdnum Uowpunv lassilicn
the Cemmission’s inquiry inte thz aluminum !i?
Ths Chief ’xmuin:r raferred to ,nq Comanipsion
1924 dirscting an exarinztion of the ranert sub

jcoromist referring to conditions in the indusiry
tna Ohief Ixeminer's reporﬁ would be submitted in
surzested that the Interprise Amuwinux Company ha
matter iz still under investigeiion.
The suggestion was aaoptaﬁ and the matter
Secretary for nitention.
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%, lorris, Decenmber &, 1924
Zeoromist with memoerandum 4

From the Cireuletirng Calsondsr the Commission considered the
following metior:
1) Besort orn the Fuckors® CTunsent Dscree propared by ihe
Journonic Division in respones Lo Ssnats Nssclution 278 (Senator G
o )

1. nig roeport was submitted by {the ©
ated January 26, 1925 and was circulet
J
i

ameng the Commissioners con January 28th,
Cn motion of ¥r. Teskill, The Commission directed that the
of ormal conference with the Chief dcon
hr following the conferernce now set f
1 on of the Matlorel Vigilence Committ
Y Clubs of ) in ra the FPure 5

at 2 Poille
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Varno: Chairman,
helson

John Fo Mugent,
. Hunt,
Huston Thoupson,




February 9, 1925,
) Februsry 10, 1925,

Fursuant to errasgoment the Commlssion wmet to
ergzume ot in Deocket 1113 - Helassen & Rebbins, Inc., s
Attorney Doyle was hasrd in support of the complaini. Attorrey
Hector K. Bitchings was heard on behwl?f of the P”u;viat Direulsy,

Inc.; Attornay Jumes W, Bevans was heard on behslf of licKoswson &
Rebbing, Inc.; end Attorney Fedaric A. Burlirgams was kelrd on
behall of Schieffelin & Gompany., The hsaring continued until the
hour 20 4:20 n.m., wes concluded uand tue casa taken urnder

Thersupon, at the nour of 4:30 p.m., the Commissicn
ad [ournaed to meet VWadnssday, February 11, 1923, v L0 a.sm.

Yernon W Von Floet,
; Chairmen,
httest ' :
|t
L

HIZTING GF THZ FOIRAL TRADIZ COMMISSION

fuesday - February 1€, 192% = 10 a.m.

FRESIMT:

Vorrnan Chairman,

‘snaoy

Fursumn® Lo srrangsmenis the request of Attaorney
B. L. Shinn, representing Vipilance Committee of the
spsociated Advartising Clubs af the World, New York City, the
Comuission conferred informaelly with Altorney Holland Hudson,
reprosenting the Committee wiih respect to the use In cerimin
guerters for sdvertising purposes of the doclsicn of the United
States Circult Couri of Appesls Zaventh Circuit in the
matter ol the Purs Silk Hosiary Deckot B54,




Fabruary 10, 1925.
Fabrusry 11, 1925.

The corferencs continued until the hour of 10:30C a.m., wan
concluded and the matters presented by Attorney iHudsen were faken
under adviserant. {Ses stansgraphic report)

o

The Coumission thersupon, cenferred with the cnlefl iconomist
ancd mambers of his steff with raspect to report preparaed by the
Feonomic Division in rssponse teo Senate Res:lution 278, Dscembsr &,
1924 (Senator Gecrge W. Norris) in regard t¢ the Packers® Consent
Decres. 7t report was first presented by the iconomic Division
in meruserip? form on January 28, 1925 and waes circuleated anu
roturnsed to “ne vommission on February 9, 1925,

Tne re.crt was read and returned 4o the Chief ZIconomist for
serreciions .ndicated by the Commissior and resubmission ¢ the
Comzission.

g

Thersupun, &b the hour of 1:00 pom., the Commission adjournaed
to mest Wednesgday, February 11, 1925, ot 10 a.m.

Vernon W. Ven Flweet,
Chadrman .«

- -

HIBTING QF THZ FEIDIRAL TRADE COMMISSION
Wednesdsy » February 1l, 1925 « 10 a.n.

FRE54NT:
Vernon W. Van Fleet, Chairman,
Nalson B. Gasgkill,
John F. Nugewt,
Crarles W. Hunt,
Huston Thompaon,.

The minuies of Fobruary 9, 1940 and Februwmry 10, 1925 were read

and approved.

Py
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uhelrzan Van Fleet presented the following matters end
action ms indicated was taksn by the lommission:

(1) Lettor of Fobrumry 6, 1925 from the Bosten kusic
Scheol Settlement irn rogard to trade practice submitial by
manufascturers of sheet music.

The latter wus read and referrad to ths Sscretary lor
acknowledgmant.

{2) Latter of February 9, 1925 frow the Dursau of the
Buiget {R. B. Klosber, Acting Dirsctor) roferring 4o the Commission's
lsttsr of February 3rd relative to the accounts of Messrs, Dugenne
and Hoss, dicbursing clerks and proposing Congressional relisf for
amounts paic by the disbursing clesrk but not allowed by tiie
Comptrolier Gemeral. Tho letter contained the following
languaga:

71 take it that you have satisfied yoursslf that the
facts end circumstences in conncchbion with these claims
ars such that the relief propesed in the bill should be
granted without regard tc the guestions of fact and of law
¢n which the claims were allowed, If this te se, then the
proposed legislative reiisf{ would not be in conflict with
the finaneial program of ths Prasident.”

The letter was referrsd 44 the Secredary for sttentlon.

{2} Letter of Fabruary 7ith from Mr. William L. lelons,
Washington, D. C., making appi.cetion for = position as attorney
with the Commission for essignmeant to the Investigeting Division.

The letter was read =nd refarred to the Sscratary for
ackrewledgment and to the Chief Zxaminer for attention.

{4) Letter of Fabrusry Tih [rem Congressman A. Piabtt Andrew
of lassachusetts, requesting raperts of the Commission relative
to the Newsprinit Papsyr Indusiry for the use of Hr. John §. Stone,
member of the firm of Gasion, Suow, Seltonstsll & BHunt, Besten,
kassechusetis.

Tha letter wug read end rsferred o the Secretary for
preperation of reply.

(5) Lettar of Fobruary 10th from the Civil Serwvice Commiseion
stating that the President hed directed the Civil Service Commission
to secure information monthly of changes in the entire Federal
axocutive clvil service in the Diastrict of Columbis and outside thw
Rigtrict of {slumbise, the reports to show charnges in permansnt and
temperary positions. The letter transmiited forms to be folleowed in
furnishing ths necespary sitatistics.

Tha letter was read and refsrred {o the Secretary with
instructions to furnieh the Information requeetad.
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{6) Lotter of ¥abruary 8th from Lr. Willard T. Fales, itetiph
Tenneesss, repcerting proioes ef & nwaher cf retell grocs to poul
their purchases sand regussting inforwatzun as to ths lspeilty of 11
plan undsr the Faderal Trade Tommisaion Act.

The letier waes read and referred to the Sscretary with
instructions to transmit s copy of the declsion of the Unlted Stab
Circuit Court of tppeals for ths Second Clreuit in the Menven case

{77 Letter of Fehruary 10ih from Serator William J. Hurris
Gecrgia, transnitiing letter of February 7th from Dr. C, N, Harden
Gornelism, Csoreia requesting that mction be taken to lower the pri
of gasoiine.

The lutter was rosd and referrsd to the Secretary with
instructions %o prepers raply to the effect that the Comnission is
net now making inguiry with reepect to tho gasiline situsiion and
its lest study of the subject was set forth in e reperi 4o the Pra
in Jure 1924,

{8) Letber of February 7th from ths Depertmesnt of Justice
Seymour, Assistant to the Attorney Gerneral) referring t¢ the Comuml
letter of January ZYth reletive to the exchange of publications by
Commission eand the Depariment of Justice, The lstter steted that
Departuent would be glad 4o rsceive two copiss each of any reporis
complaints, findings and orders issued by the Ccmmission and that
of the pamphlet issusd by the Department containing aniti-trust law

applauments would bs furnished to the Commission.

The lstter was read and referred to ths Becretary for attent

{9) Letter of February 10th from ths Department of Justice
Sev.our, Assistant to the Attorney Csnsrsl) referring to the Commi
lesttor of October 20, 1924, with whizh the Commlasgion transzitted
of its investizetion intoe alleged violation of decree entered in 1
by whe District Court for the Western Digtrist of Pennsylvenia, a
nur Sompany of America and in which letter the Commission
offored t¢ make availahle evidence in its possesaiocn for inspectio
the Departusnt of Justice., The lettor stated that o speciszl agent
bearn assigned to bring down te dabte the investigstion and rsqueste
the ngent (Spescial Agart Josaph . Dunn) be given the privilegs of
inspecting and making coples of the avidence raferresd to in the
Commission'’s report, as well as all ovidence celliected and complal
zads elrce the filing of the Comnission’s raport, 3hnwing the cour
of cenduct pursuzd by ths Aluminum ay of Americs towards the
competitors of its cwned or cortrelled companios angsﬁed in the
menufacture of aluminum ceoking ute 5; and alse its courss of
conduct $os 2hits # athers sagagsed in the manufacture
cast aluminum UPGdL te.

The lotter wes read end aftar “*scusalonﬂ ¥re Van Fleet offe
the follewing motiﬁn, which was seconded by lr. Cuskill:
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Loved, that in pcoordance with previous ruling by
the Commissicn upen e similar siate of fazis, that the

information requestad be furnished bty the Commission
subject to qualification that matsrial obtained fronm
the Aluminum Company of America itself shell not be

made avallenie bul shall be kept confidentisl

As to tue foregoing motion, Kessve, Van Floet, &
Hunt voeted in the affirmative and Massrs. Nugent and T
voted in the negetive.

kir, Nugent stated that he desirsd the record to show that
ha dissenied from the ruling of ths majority on his metter for
the sume reasonz as steted in the minutes of Jonuary 16, 1925
when the Commission ruled upon a similar state of facts; and
that he was af ths opiniocn thabt the agents of the Department of
sustice should have all recorde in the possession of the Commisgsio
frem whatsogver mource scquired except those racords which might
have come into the possessicn of ihe Commission with the clear
understarding that they would bs considerad confidential.

kirs Nugent stated thot he desired nip dissent o show
ugon the correspondence as well as upon the record.

res Thompson stated that he agrsad with the views expressed
by Mr. Nugewnt.

8{%
ER

(10) Hemorandum of Fabruary 9th wes recelved from the Thiaf
Ixpory Trade Division, itramsmitiing papers in t:e mabtar of
foreipgn trade compleint of #Zsau Coopsr of Utila, Bay Islands,
Honduras and D, H. Ms?ulla"'} ef Ceiba, Henduras agsinst the
Taylor 0i1 Sngines, Inc. of Muskegon, LICth&n as received from
the Department of Commsrce wwnb raquest for inquiry by the Commiss
The memorandum set forth the nature of the complaint and recommend:
that en informal inguiry be mede by the ixport Trade Division and
ropert suiumitted to the Comm;ﬂsione

On mation of ia . Flsat, the recermendation was upproved

and the Sxport Tras viszlion wag dirscted 4o conduch informal
ingquiry to mscertain thp facts and report to the Commission.

(117 Memorzndum of ¥ 9th was received Trom the Chief
Txoort rraue Division traﬁamlﬁtlng papers in the matiser of the
foreign irade complaint of Hyeno Trading Company, Lid., of Tokyo,
Japan, sgainst the Teylor QL1 Ingines. Inc., of Muskagon, Hichigen
ag raceived {rom the Desariment of Commerce with request for inquil
by the Comsission. The memorand forth the nature of the cow
gnd racommended that an inforuml 1nqui'y te mads by the Ixport
Trade Division and *afort submitted ¢ the Commission.

On motion of ¥y, Van Fleet, ithe recommwendation was approved
and the Ixpert Trada Division was directed %2 conduct infirmel

inguiry to ascertaln the facts and report to the Comuission.
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(¢) Letter of Jauua; 3Cth etatin§ $lhat tho Board
nes agein investigated the duties of liss Avis G,
Washburne, Docket Clerk and is of the opinion that the
allozation horetofors mede is proper and that the appeal
for allocation from CAF=2 to CAF=-3 is disspproved.

The letter wes referred to the Secretary for attention,

(d; Letter of Faebruary 3rd returaing the originsl
claesgification snests covering change in duties of
pesitions cccupied by Messrs. Joehn H, Bass and hiles J.
Furnas end setting forth the Beard's activa in continuing
Me. Furnee in P, Creds II and Nr., Bess in P. Grade III,
notwithstanding the Commission’s allocation of Ir.
Furnas' positien to P, Grads III and lir, Fmes's position
to P. Grade IV,

The Secretary reported that these two pogitions
covered changes cof dubties; that the job descriptions
and the allocations by the Commission were similar to
those ziven other employees in the same grade; and
suggested that it would be helpful if the Boagrd would
furnish the Commission s statement of its reagon for
not allowing the sllcocations made by the Commission in
these two cases which represented change in duties.

The Commission suthorized the Secretery to address
a letter to %the Beard requsating a ststement of ths
Board ‘s reascns for not allswing the allocetions
reguested,

(8} Lettor of February 3rd returning a number of
classification sheets submitted to the Beoard during the
mzath of January 1925 and stating “the Board desires
thet the initiels of the person who is deslgnuated by
the Federel Treds Cemnissien $¢ meke the allecations
of employees in thg Federal Trade Commission apypear
opposite *Grade a:d Class' in the upper left hand
corner of the classification shesi”.

The Commisaien suthorized and dirscted the Secratary
to place ils initlels in the plece designated.

{315} Senate Resolution 323 - :.vreed to February 2, 1525
directing the Commission to meks =mn investigation amand report to
the President o¢f the United States on or before July 1, 1925,
with resnsct to tha Tobacce Industry (Senmter Richaréd P. Drrnei,
Kentucky}; end (2) directing the Commission to investigate and
report to the Sensbe with resuect $o the Ceneral Ilsctric
Compeany {Senator Gsorge ¥. Nerris, Nebraska).
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"5, R3S, 3230 (Sonator Nerria) (Benstor drnet) (621L Gong
Znd Ges

IN THZ SINATL OF THZ URITID BTATES

February 3 {(calsndar day, Fobruary %), 1925,

YWhsreas it has bean stataed openly that en sgrecmari exis
batween toez American Tebacco Company and the Imperizl Tobact
Company of Great Britein whaeraby tre Americen Tobacso Compor
will sell no tobscce in Great Britaln and thes Imperial Tobac
Company will sell ne tobacco in the United States; and

Wheress such an ayreement gives the Imperial Tobncco Cor
e practical monopoly on cartain types of tobacce growsn in Vi
North Carcline and Scuth Carclina and a speciel inferest in
tyrss of tohacco grown in Kenbucky and purchssed in the Unid
States by the local rssident agents of the Imperiszl Tebacco
and processsd in the United States in its plants, and thoe s¢
agresment zives the American Tohacco Compeny s special inte:
in other +types grown in these Ststes; and

Whereas the growers of loaf tobasco have formsd grsat
coogerative ecrgenizations, known as the Tobacco Growers'
Cooperative Association, the Dark Tobacco Growers' Cooperats
Association, the Burely Tobacco Orowers® Cooperative Assscis
comprising an aggregete of more than two hundred and sevent;
theousand grewer members for ths cooperative marketing of the
tobaceo of thelr memisrs; and

Whereus such cooperative associaticns have besn organize
glong lines encouraged by this Governmeni and havs besen fin:
ir pert by itne War Finance Corporaticn and the iniermsdiate
tanks; and

Wnereas the American Tobacco Company and the Imperial T
Company are oonosed to the {formstion of cooperativse marketi
associations auong tobacce growers and desire to destroy th
and have attemptaed to discourage members by purchasing leaf
tobacce [rom nonemenxber growers ab highor prices than tende:
theretofore made by such cooperative associations and have
inducsd ard enceouraped bdYreaches of contracts between memberi
and the cooparetive associziions contrary to the terms of tl
mambers' girsements with tha zssociations; and

Vhereoas the sald companise have practically beycotted i)
gald ceoperative asscciaticns and, by reason of their specis
interssis in certain types, nove causad great dazage and ha
to cooperstive assoclations; =and

Whsreas the aforesnid agresemant stops compatition betwe
the said companiss in ths purchase from the growers of the
of tobaceco used by the American Tobizen Company and the Imp
Tobmcco Gempany and enables ons company or the other to con
the purchase and marketing of these typss; and
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Whereas acts on the art of tihiose two COuQﬂﬂlOﬁ BUBO
leaf tobacco to be diveritad from the coopurnilve acs Uc¢ut10n

to thess companies, directly or indirsctly, in spite of the
contrects helwsen the growsras and the coopsrative ascociatic
and

Yheross suck conduct on las part of such compunias appen
te be unfair pragtlice in pursusnce of an 1lllepal apgreoment t
restrict and restrairn competition and irade in leaf tcbacco
in intocestate cowmesrces; Now, therefors, be it

RIS0LVID, That lne Federal Trade Commission be, end it i
hereby, directed to investigate and report to the President
¢f the United States on or before July 1, "925, tho present
degree of concentration and interrelatiocn in the ownersihip,
control, directison, financing and management through lsgal
or equitable ownsrship of stocks, bonds, or other sscuritiss
or instrumentalities,; or through interlocking dirscitorntes o
holding companiss, or through ogreements, or through any oth
device or means whatsocever by the Auericen Tobacce Company a
tha Imperial Tobacco Company; znd alao particular1y to inves
the methods smploved by thasse compuniag in thair fight azein
cooparative marketing aseociaticns and any boycott tnd-eof;
also particularly teo investigate any agreensnis or arrangems
zade by said companies to embarrass or injure any such
cooperative sssociations or to cause disceouragement or brsac
af caontracts between growers, membsrs and the sald cooperati
asgcciations; and

RIBOLY.ID FUATHIR, That ths Prsaldont of ths United Siate
and e 13 horeby, requesiad to direct ths Secrstary of the
Treasury to paermit the sald Federul Trade Comuiesion in maki
guch investigation %o have accass o all official reports an
records in any or all of the btureaus of said Trensury Depart
ant wneraas 1t has been allsged on the fleer of the Senate d
ths courss of a detata upon a bIL1 relating to the dispositi
aparatlion, mansgemzot, and control of the watsr-power and
stsam~nowsr plant with their incidsnial lands, egaipment,
fixtures and propertiss, that s corvoration known as the Gen
Blectric vompany has acquiret z monopoly or oxercises a cont
in restraint of trade or commerce in violation of law of or
over ths producitlon and distribution of electric snsrgy and
mapufacture? sales and distri Lon of slscirical squipment a
appura tus Therafore be it

OL‘u TURTHIR, That thas Federal Irade Conmission be,

it i& 1greby, directed te investizate and report $9 the Sena
to what extent the said CGernersl 3lectric Jompeny, or the ste
holdsrs or cther sgcuridy helders thareof, either dirscily o
through subsidisry companies, etock ownership, or tharough ot
means or instrumentalities, monopolize or controel the
yroduction, zenaratlen, or transmissien of electric energy o
powar, whether preoduced by staam, ga®, or walsr power, and t
report te the Senale the manner in which ths msid General




Fabrusry 11, 19%z%5.

tlectric Company hazs acqguired and maintained wuch mo
or exarcisds guch control in resireint of trade or ¢
and in violation o. law.
The Comuaissicn shall also ascertain and repert w
if any, hes Dsen made by the sald Ganeral {lactric U
otnar corporatiens, companisg, organizations, or ass
or anyene in its bonalf, or in bsholf of any trade o
of which 1t is a mombor, through the axponditurs aof
through the control of Lhs avenusa of publicity, to
or conirol public opinlon on the guustion of municip
ownershiaz of tho moans by which power iz devaloped a
snorgy is generabad and distributed,
IBOLYAD TURTHAR, That the Fras.dent of the Unit
w.d e is sereby, requested to dirzst the Secretary
Treasury, under such rules and resulations as the 5o
the Treasury may nrescriboe, to permit %the sald Feder
Commission do have =ccags o official revorts und rz
tharsto in making such inveebization.

Attest:
(sigrod) Gsorge A. Send
Secratary.v

Aftar discussion, on motiow of Lr. Iugent, ths rosol
raforred €0 ths Chis? Iconomist and the Chief Ixaminer wit
to submit a joint raport te the Commission by Friday, Fabr
with respsct to the %time, cost, etc., necsszary to make th
callsd for by the rszsolutien.

o» T v

n

On wotion of Hr. Thompson; the Chiaf lconomist wae d
ropert tc the Comimdssion sromptly the present status of b
sonduct into the Bread and Flcur Industyrioss in res
Sernata RAeseluiion 168, {Senator Robvart ¥, La¥oelletis, W¥isc

af zensral business forwarded
saveral divislong were prass
3d was teken by the Commise

s fellaewing nattsr
miggicn by the hesads of = .2
erehary and actioen as indi s

{1} Dockat 1255
7%

Leworandum o

~

Sywviua School, Inc.

G4

5

Fabruary 10tk was racelved from ths Ch

vocomasnd ing thal the raguest cf counsel for ithe raesponisn
axtension to and including February 2L, 1325 for filing an

Tho racomusndation of the Chisf Counssl was approvad
extansion gramtad by the Commission as raguosted,
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{2} Docket 1148 - Herrict Hubkard Aysr, Inc.

camorandun of February 17ih from %hs Chis{ Guunsel
trangmdiiing reaquast of gounsel for the respondent for pestpcnome
aof the dabe of February 23, 1925, for finmsl argruent and requasti
that the argument “e held subssgquent io March 20, 1825, The Jiuis
Counsel statad that he hed ne objection tec pastponsment of ithe
¢nge othor than the desire to bring the mattsr s & close.

On motien of Mr, Xugent, the Comudssion granted ths regusst
of counsel fcor She rgsnendent, sancelled tho date of February 23,
1925, for final argument end authorized ahd direscted the Sscrstar
to set the case down for f{iaal argument on Harch 25, 1925, at 2 »
and notlly intsrsgted parties thereef by repgisterad nail.

(3} Tile 1-3113 « Lindsay Crawford, Irish Consul lensral v
Harry Derger.

Lemorandum of Februsry %th from the Chief Uounsel transmiti
Cdreft of complaint authorized by the Commissioen on January 12,
925, and approved by ths Chief Ceunsel. In submitiing the compl
the Chlef Counsel called sttention o the reportsd anbandonment of
the practice by the respondsnt and recomusnded thet the file be
sturnaed te the Chief 3xaminsr with directiona to asscertain whoth
r not the respondent, Harry Besrger, has in truth abandonsd all
use of the tsrm “"Irish Poplin® end that if the affirmative sppear
tn3 entire matier be dismissad,

The memorandum waeg resd and on metion of YWr. Hugont, second
by Kr. Van Floet, the rocord was rsferred to ths Chief Zxmaminer
with instructiens to carry out ths recommandation of the Chief
Coungel and repert te the Commission whethsr or not the res
has discontinued the nractice allsged and the date of disconiinus

g oo g b 5

{4; Report datsd February 1, 1925 from ths Chisf Ixaminer
the work of the Legal Investigating Division for the month of Jan
1925,

3™

The reperd was roisivsed and placad in the Calendary,

{5) Lomorandum of ¥abruwsry 9%h from the Chiaf Counsel
transmitiing s memorandum datsd Fabruary 4th from Attorney Waltar
Wooden setiing forth Atbornoy Wooden's sxamination of a letter
sddressed to ths Cesmisslon under date of January 17, 1928 from
the atborney Gensral of the United Ptsutes in regard 4o the
Louleiaa Rad Cypraess Comnany.

On wotion of Hre Nugert, it was directed that the papers be
girculatbed,

(€} Dockst 1187 = Franklin Jonl Company.

Hemorandun of ¥ebruary 11, 19225 was received from the Chief
Counsgsl submitting tha following orders which werse appreved and
griered:; (1) that Mward d. Averill, an Zxeminsr of the Commissi
be designatsd Lo recelve testimony, etc., and {2) that the hsarin
the complaint bsgin at the Cldy of St. Louls, Hiesgouri, February
19;:55 ab 10 g.me
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7} Docket 1128 - ar Goal Compuany, s

ha fall owing orders sunvitted by ths Chisf Jounsel wers app
and antered: {1} that Zdward li. Averill, an iIxeminor of the Coma
ba designatsd to receive bestimony, etc., and (2) that the hsaring
complaint begin at the Caty of 5%. Louls, ¥isacurd, on the 264h de
Februwry, 19223 at 10 a.m.

.
2w

From “he Clreulabing Calendar ths following matiers weres

ol
congldered and action as indicatod fsken by the Commission:

{1) Letter of January 5, 1925, from Atterney 0. R, Stitas t
Parsonnel Classificatlion Beard apnealing from Allocation to P. Gra
and rasguesting allscation to P. Srade IV, The fils also contained
menoerandum of Janusry 5ih from the Chinf Counsel disapproving the
appeal and memorandum from Commissloner Zeskill, in-chargs of the
Cnief Counsel's Uffice concurring in ths opinion of the Chief Coun
The file was circuletod January 28th, 1925,

YNobutlons by the saversl Commissionsrs wera read and thereaf
the Commission dirscted that = leiter be prepared transmitting the
arpenl of Attorney Stites with the statement that the Commission
doss not mporovs ths appeal.

o

{2} Letter of December 22, 1924 from tho American Zinc
Instituls, Inec., siting conditions in the zinc industry and seekin
the a@id of ths Commission in working out & plan to securs and pudl
the -ost of zinc smelters. The fils was circuiatsd Decsuber 28, 1

Notations by tne Commissioners wers read and after discusaio
the Secrstary was authorized and diracted to reply to the Instidut
te¢ the effsct that the Federal Trade Commission ig not authorized
pass vpen the matters submitted and call attention o correspondsn
passing beiwsen the Department of Justlce mnd the Department of Co
with relation %o trede associstion stabistics and to send for the
infermation ¢f the Institute copies of the docision of the Supreme
Court of the Unlted Statass in the American Column & Lumber Company
-T2

{3} Letter of Jamuary 14%h ‘rom the National Associntion of
Wagte Materiel Tezlers, Inc., New ¥ City, brmnglng te the atten
of the Commission certaln alleged unf: practices in the siesl sc
business =1d suggssbing a course of procedure to remedy the situat
woich refarred ¢ an sgrsement beltwsen twe mills consuming practic
907 of iron end steel scrap in the Socuth with a dealer whereby the
ille will confine all their purchasesa te the paftiou¢ar dealers
letter also sugzeeted that if the Commiselon wsre to address s let
ef inguiry to the twe mills in gueasiion the nractice complained of
be discontinued promptly.

The file was circulated Janumry 21st. Notations by the Comm
were read and thersafter, on motion ¢f Mr. Nugent, seconded by lr.




S

{gfi Februsry 11, 1925.

the Coumission directed that such a lettsr of in
by thse Amsecietion be dispatchsd and that the is
advined, :

iation v. 20

{4) lemorandum of December 20th from the Assistant Cihlef
Seonomist Willlam Ho $. fHtsvens setting forth his deaire to appeal
to the Personrnel Classification Bowd mnd ask for an allocation
to Professional OGrade VI instead of Profeasiocnal Grade V now
assigned.

The file was circulatad Decenbsr 263h. Notaillons by the
Commissloners were read and thersafter, the Commission suthorized
and dirscted the Secrebtary te transmit the appsal to ths Personnel
Classification Board with the Commission's approval,

. {5) Docket 1126 - Jean Jordeau.

Kemorandum of January 27th {rom {ths Chief Ixaminer reperting
glleged improper uss by the respondent of the Comuission's docisioen
in dismissing the compleint. The Chisf 3xaminsr rscommended that
cemplaint issue witheut further preliminaries.

The file was circulated Jenuary 28th. Netations by the
Comwissisners were read and after discussion, it was orderad,; on
motion of Ur, Van Flest, that the Chlef Zxaminer be notified that
the Commission declined to take action unon the record before it.

{6) Hemorandum of January 26th from the Chief ZIxaminer
swmsmitting file of correspondence and certein labels from the
Graat Lekes Varniah Works, Chicegoe, Illinois, requssting a
ruling upon the legality of the labels suomitted. The Chief
dxamingr recommendad thai reply be made to the 2ffsct that the
Comnisgsion cannot approved the proposed labels,

The file was circulated Jaruary 30th. Netations by the
Commisgloners ware read and after consideration, on motion of
Mr. Gaskill, secendsd by lir, Thompson, ths labels submitted were
disappreved by the Commission and the Chisf Ixeminsr wae directed
te prepare lstier notif{ying the company that the lebels ware
disapprovesd with e statensnt e¢f the reasons {or such disapproval.

{7) Letter of January 20th from the ¥olding Box Manufactursr
Netional Asszoclablon, New Yerk City, transaitting file of
corragpondencs including laetter of December 10, 1924, from ths
Association, submitiing capy ef “Code of Zthics™ for epprovel by
the Ceommission. The file was circulated Decsmbsr 12, 1924 and
January 28, 1925%.

Notziiang by the veversl Comsissloners were read and after
discussicen, it was direcied, on wmotien of br. Yan Fleet, soconded
by uir. Theompsen, that reply he masde t¢ thes 4ssociation along the
linss suggzestad in notes in the {ile by Chairman Yan Fleet.

¥

Chalrman Van Flset®s note reads as follows:
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“"The letter exgilaininm: thse meaning of Section 3,
paragraphe 3 and 5 and sasction 4, paragruph ¥, shows
that the intent was just a8 we theugnt, nso thul

it iz unethical Jor = mamboyr 4o cut wrices or glve more
for a pricz, We should wrilte ihem we de nat aspprovs
snd alse ol their atisntion to the declsions holding
that such action on their part is illogel.”

As to ths forsgoing action, Msssra. Van Fleet, Nugent, Hunt ¢
Thompaon vobted “n the affirmative and Mr, Gashkill voted in the nog:
Mr. Caskill steted in hie notes, as follows:
"I do not agree. I think sach of the questioned
statemants ag explained, is scund in law and in econcmles.”

Mr. Geskill ssked and it was ordared thait his diassent to the
action sf the Commission va quoted in the letter to the Asscciatior

It was further erdersd, on motion of Mr. Van Fleet, saconded
My, Hunt, that the Chief Ixeminsr be inmstructed %o invesiigats and
rezort as %¢ whethar or not the matterse disclesed by this record yj
proliminery inquiry amount %o s violation of law,

Ths file was raofarrsd 4o the Chisf Ixaminer for preporation
g8 letiar mnd report to the Commission.

(8} Dockst 1133 - Cgtermoor & Company, et al.

Hemerandum of Januery 26th from the Chief Counsel tranmsmitiir
motion by rsspondent te dismiss and recommending that the motion be
denied and that an sutension be grentsd utterney for the Commissic
to tuks furthar testimony in support of the cemplaint.

The file was circulatad Januaory 28th. HNetsiions by the
Commigsioners wesre read and after discussion, the file was referrac
to Hr. Thompson at his regqusail for further examination and report,

Tre Commission recesssd at 12:30 p.n. and reassembled at 2 p

Verren W. Yan Flset, Chalrmsn,
Halzon Be Gaskill,

dohn Fo Nugeud,

wharlas W. Huni,

Husgt i

T

Pursuant to srrangements the Commission met to hear final
argument in Docket 1188 - Jamss Heddon's Sons. Attorney (raven wa



February 11, 1925.
February 13, 1923,

heard in aupgarﬁ of ths complaint. Abtornsy W oleay of
Langworthy, Stavens & MoKeag wes heard on bshalf af vhe respondent,
The hemring cusntinued until the hour of 3:10 p. : concluded and

ths csse taken under advisement.

Thersupon, ¢b the hour of 3:10 p.m., tho Comnission zdjournsd
goruary 13, 1925 at 10 a.n.

to moet Friday, ¥

Yarnon W. Van Floot,
Chairman,

Thursday - February 12, 1925 « No meeting held.

o

HESTING OF THE FIDSRAL TRADI COMIIBSION

Friday - Februery 13, 1925 « 10 a.m.

PRASENT:
Vergon W, Van Flestd, JShairman,
lson B, Geakill,
John F. Nugsmnt,
Cheriss W. Huni,
Huston Thomysone

&

The minutes of the meebing of February 11, 1925 wers read
and approved.




Fetruary 13, 1923,

Toro ol oo Sooi The e S
Scr firel determinsiion were considered and mciion ss iuaw
teken by the Cemmission:

SAn L AR
S

o

{1) Docket 745 = Ausbin, Hichols & Cumpany.

On motior of Mr. Hunt, tr.z case was lald over fovr luriher
conslderaticon en naxt Conterorce Day.

{2} Douket 1710 - Fittsburgh Coul Company of VWiscensin, ah

Thie case comes before the Commission for fival daterminatio
the fellewing record: complaint; eanswers; testimony, report upon
by Trial Zxaniner Addimon; exceptions thersto by courncel for the
antt counssl for ithe reospondents; briel by counsel for the Commissi
by counsgel for the rospondent; supplemsntol brief by ceunsel for t
and counssl for the respondent. Hr. Stanley B. Houck, attornsy f{e
City Cosl Zxchange, Inc, (originel spplicant), intervenor, hsreln,
file brief Lut sppearsd and was heerd at the time of finel argunmen
Attorney Haycraft represents the Commission, Attorney Tavis, Heve
Morgun represents the respondents. Final arpgument wes hesrd Janus
axd 14, 1923,

Or motion of Mr, Thompsen, ssconded by ¥r. Mugent, the Commi
directed that en order te conve end desist iseue and that the Chie
prapare and submit te the Commigsion for zpproval as t¢ form, draf
firdings a5 to the facts and order %o ceass and desis®t based upon
Attorrney Hayerafi's findings, rather then the findings of the Ixam

{3} Docket 1078 - Nashua lianufacturing Company, et al.

Cr December 26, 1924, the Comcission dirscted that anm order -
desist ismue in this case and instruclted the Chief Counsel to prepm
ings aznd ovier and sutnit the same to the Comminsion for approval

Pursuant te this sction thre cose was before the Commission f
of findings and order prspared by the Chiei Counsel, Tho followin
werg placed in the hands of each Commissicner: memoerandum of Janu
from the Chief Counsel; {indings as tc¢ the facts and order to ceas
desist prepared by the Chief Counsel pursuant to instructions give:
Commiselcnor Nugent; complaint.

The Commission considered draft of findings as to the facts
Yo ceese and degist submiiisd by the Chisf Counsel with memorandum
Jenuary 27th for agproval =s to form end substence pursuont to the
sion's action of Decembsv 26, 1924, directing that sn order to cea
deeist issus and that findinze be prepersd and submitted.

On motion of My. Nugent, Paragraph Thirteen of the findings
submitted wee enlarged to include = «idng to the effect that man

competitore ¢f the respondent ftrubhfv:ly label their goods.

LN

Yre Gaskill suggested amendment .o Paragrapn Ten of the find
include & finding by the Commissior st respordentis labels msard

blankebs were composed in parit of weul. o change in Paragraph Te:
by the Cammiszeicn.

After discussion, on mobtion ol duzont, seconded by M. H
findings of fact submitted by the i wurizel mnd amerded on moet
Mugsnt, were adoptad by the Commission; the order as submitted by
Counsal was adopted without change and the findinge and order as o
wore referrsd $o0 the Secretery for service without further action.

Aa 10 the feregoing moetion, Messrs. Van Fleeb, Nugent, Hunt
Thompson voted in the affirmative and Mr. CGaskill woted in the ne
The wotion carried and it was so ordeved,

'S
19

o
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HeXe ;aar & Robb‘ns, Inbe, at &l .
) : 1ot wiv P fapd
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{5) Doecket L1BB « James Heddon's Sons,

This case comas before the Commissien for finml determinati
upon the foliowing record: compleint: answer; isstinony; veport upou the fa
by Trial EZxaminastr Reeves; excsptions thereto by counsel for the Commission a
coursel for ths rasyan.b“ : briefs by covnsel for ths Commission and coursel
for respondent. Aftorney CUraven represents the Commisslon. Attorneys Leng-
worthy, Stevens & lMcKeag repraﬁant the respondent. Final argument was
heard Februsry 11, 1925.

Qn motion of Mr., Thompson, seconded by Mr. Hunt, it was
directed that an order %o cease and desist issus and that the Chief Counsel
prepares and submit to the Comnission fur approval zs to form, draft of
findings &s to the facts end order t¢ ceamss and desist.

Ly to the forsgoing action, Messrs. Ven "last, Nugent,
Hunt and Thompson voted in the affirmative and lir. Gaskill voted in the
negative,

{6) Derket 1206 - National Remedy Compeny, et al.

This caee comes bafore the Commisglon for final deterninati
upon the following record: memorandum of January 320th frum the Chisf Counse
trensmitting the case; complaint; answer; stipulation as to the facts;
findings as te the facts and order 1o ceuse and desist submitted by the
Chief Counsel ard certified to in msmorendum of Janusry 30th. No
testiimony was taken nor briefs filed., Attorney Perkine represents the
ngmlsslona tttorneys Hayes & Hayss reprssent the respondant,

On motion of NMr. Nugent, the Commission dirscied that an
sriéer Lo cease and deslst issue.

On further motion of kre Nugent, ths findings and order
wore returned te the Chisf Coungel with instructions to make the necessary
chenges in the findings end order %o mske the same conform te the stipulae

tion. i

On moticn of Kr, Hunit, Lr. Nugent wes requested to instruct
ths Chisl Counsel’'s Office as to the preparation of finel drafd of findings

and order, which wers ardsrsd servsd by the Secretary without further uction
by the wommimsien upcn thelr approval by Mr. Nugent.

(7) Fils 1-2231 - Denmark ve. Danigh Pride Wilk Products
Company, &t al.
Congidoretion of this file was laid over until nent Confere
Davy.

=

Var Fleet submitted tre following mettors and
action =s indicat wag Saken by the Commisaium:
{1} Letter of Fsbruary O h from the Hillsre® Hationel

Federation (Sydwsy Anderson, Fresidani) zhington, D, G, referring to
investigation baing conductsd by the Commission relative to the Flour and
Bread Industriss in responss 4o Senste Resclution 163, February 16, 1924,
(Senator Robsrt l. LaFellette) wnd the visit of Commission agents to the
individual mills which




Tabruary 13, 1925.

ars mewbsra of the Association and advisiag that idr. JAuaerc
23 Prosident of the Federation renews his offar 4o sdvise &
Commission or ite repressnvabivos of ths paliey being pursusd
by the Tederatien.

The letier was read snd reisrred %o the Chiel Iconomist
for attention.

3
of February 10th from Senmator Williem H. Butlsr,
Hassach tg, enclezing a lotder datsd February 2, 1625, from
Theodor= R. Leckwsed, Treasurer, Lockwood 3rackett Company of
Enpton, Kass., with rsspect to the branding of soaps distributed
under the naue of "casbile”. The SBenaltor requested to¢ be informed
as t¢ the nature of reply 40 be made to My, Lockv-ad.

The corrssgondance wes read and on motien of lpy. Mugent,
ssconded by kir. Van Fleat, was refarrsd to the Chief Counsel for
properation of reply {sor the Chairmen®e signeture, advising the
Seunator of just what the Commission is doing in the Castile Somp
case; ths natura of the complaint and present status of the
proceading with the furiher information that the fernator and his
corraspendent will ba kept sdvised of the progress of the case.
The Chief Counsal was also dirscted to »ring ths carresgpondence %o
tha attenilon of the trisl aitorney inths Castlile Soap case,

Ap to the forsgoing actlion, Hessrs. Yen Flest, Nugent, Hunt
end Thompgon votaed in the affirmetive and lir. Gaskill voted in the
nacative,

Docket 1110 - James 5. Kirk & Company.
r
“‘-A

(3} TForeign Trads complaint of 3. Ch. Dilaveri Company of
Alexandrie, 3gypt against the Yukon 1411 & Grain Compan
of Wukern, Oklahoma.

Hemorandum of February 5th was received from the Ixport Trade

Division reviswing the facts ard recommonding that finel report be

made to the CJommercs Dspartument, the papers reeeived from that of £i

raturnad end the case in this office closed. The Commiasion also
received a.nft of .letter zreparad by the Zxport Trade Tdvision to
the Secratary of Cormerce,

The memsrandum znd ihs lstier were read and after Jdiscussion,
it was orderead unon metion of FMy. Nugest, at the letisr te not
sent and that the files be docketed as an application for complaint
in the name of the Commission and that the Deparimont of Commerce b
so advissd.

As to theo forsgoing mction, 2. Yan Fleet, Nugent, Hunt a
Thempsen voted in the affirmative and ir. Gaskill veted in the nage

R

—~

{4) Fellowing letter Irom the
trananitting copy of Senate Reselution
regard o Tobaceo and Tlecirisc Power:

ident of the United Stetss
+ February 3, 1925, in

L
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*The White Housse . B
Weghington. Febpuary 12, 1925,

My dear lr, Chalrman:

Herswith, I transmit feo you for the atteniion

the Commigsion a copy of Senabs Resolutlion Noo

9, directing the Commiseion to investipate and

renors to tha Prea&nent of the United Stetas concarn-

ing an aliegod ngresment in resiraint of trade

bstween the Americen Tobacco Lompany and the Imperial

Tobzmece Compeny of Greab BWritain, and further directing

the Commission %Yo invsstizats and report to the Senate

concerning an alleged monopoly in restrsint of trade

acquired by the CGsnersl fectric Company, aad raqueating

tha President of the United States tc¢ direct the

Secratary of +4hs Treasury %o permit the Commission in

making such investigations o have access o all of-

ficiel reports and rauords in tha Treaauw" Department.
i raves transmitied e copy of the Resolution to the

Secratary of the Traasury.

Jery truly yours

{gigned} Calvin Coolidgs.

Vernon W. Van Fleel, Chairman,
edaral Trade Comumisgion,
ashington, D. Co.

enclosura,”

In this connsction, the Commisgsior censidzared the following
joint mewmorandum from thz Chief Heonomisi and the Chioef Jxaminer
roporting in response to ithe Commission’s directlior of Februwry 11
arn cetimete of time, mowsy, eto., necessary to prepare the twe
reporte contemplated by the resolubtloen:

"”ebru:rv 12, 1923,

Yamorandur for tha
In re;

Inguiriez,

In sceordance witd dirsotion of the Comziselon of
the 1lth instant, ihers ls subnitted herewlth, a joint
stetement with respect ic the tlmﬁ; mongy, etce, rocesamry
Tor tha two raneris contem&iaﬁaa by Benate Resolutiun No, 24

These esiimatos have besn bassd on the view that the
bulk of thewoeri of the tohucco inguiry would be into unfair
mathods of competition and resirairts »f irade =nd could be
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roadily handled by the Jrawining - Division and thaet tho

orent bulk of the work involved in the inquiry inte ths
gso=callod pewsr trust would ke very largely of an aconouic
and statistical cheracter and could he best handled by the
Iconcmie Nivision. 1In each case, however, it 1s contemplated
that certalr details of eoxperts should %o made by onsg divisio
4o the other.

Tobacco. This inguiry reletss primerily to alleged price
dilscriminstion, irducement of breach of contract, boycott and
pgresments in restraint of trade, acd the Comaissior is direc
te inguirs intc the irterraletions of the Americar and Impori
Tohacco CGompanies and into their practices agalnst the co-
operative ergeanizations of tobaceco growers.

It is estlmated that this inqulry would require four or
mere lsgsl sxaminers in the field for twe or more months and
would cost from 36000, t¢ $BL0O. This would include also the
sorvicés of one economisi assigred for the period of the ingu
end pesrhape eoms additionzl econonmilc assisbtance later. It do
rot make eny allowance, however, for serding an agent to
Inglend, which pogslbly may bs found necessary. This sstimat
is based on a plen for completing the work well within the ti
limit prese~ribved for the report 1o the Presidernt = July 1, 16

Wateor Powsr. This inguiry ralates substantielly to an
allezed monopolizetion of slectric power indusiry by the Gena
Zlactric Company ond likewise of ithe elesctrical equipment ind
ard the Commission is dirsctsd te mscertsin, {1) to what exie
has otlained = monopoly or control of the elactrlc power indu
and by what devicss, {2) how such moncpely or control of the
slectric power industry has besn acquired wd nelrniained, avd
wnat sffort has vser made by the Gensral Zlectric Cempany, or
by othera in its hehalf, to influence public cpinien on the
question of publiec cwnership of the electric power industry.

Ag thie inguiry requires ceuprehensive bul summary dete o
the entire industry ard sf the proporticn controlled, in one
mzrmer or another, by the Genersl Zlectric Company and &
description of t“e devslopment of this contrel and the method
veed and finally an eiaxination into the cherges of propagend
the work will be larzely of an sconemic cheraciers

It iy estimated thet the firset and largely siastistical pe
of the work would require about $25,000. ard the other itwo br
of the subjact net mers than 812,000, apisce 2 itotal less tha
$50,000. This estimate includses the dstall of one lewysr fro
the ISxamining Division from the beginuing end of two addition
lawyere leter aftor ithe gerersl faocts are ssceritained and
detailed study is needed of pariticular conitracts, etc.

Ths foregeing sstimate contemplates the submission of the
report to Senste mt the beginring of the next session of
Congrass,

{signed) Francis Walker,
Chiasf dScon uriat.
{8igned) Lillard ¥, %d&m,
Chief IJxaminer.”
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Additiongl informaiion was furnishod by the Chief Izouiner
es to the basis of his estimabe snd the Chisf Zecnomist waus
heard with respect to the esiimate.

After discugsion, it was ordered by the Commlsegion, cn
motion of Mr. Nugent, seccnded by Kr. Hunt, ithat tho Chief Hconom
and the Chisf Ixaminsr progceed Lo prepare and submit reporis In
sccerdance with the foregoing meumorandum, which was approved by
the Commission.

In the matter of Docket 540 - Royal Beking Powder Compsany,
Yy. Archibald Cox,. atterwey for the respondent, agpsared and
roquested to Le heard upon hiz motion filed tedsy, moving lhe
Commigsior for an order providing thet the taking of testimony
on behalfl of ths respondent in sur=rebuttal now set for February
16, 1225, be continued until April 20, 1925,

The Commission alse recelved & memerandum of Fsbruery llth
from the Chief Counsel reporting the views of Trial Altorney
Brownell and recemmending that respondent’s motilon be denied
and thet the case vproceed with the teking of tustimony hefore
the Zxeminsr ss now set and requesting in evant counssl for the
rospondent is heard in support of his moiion, -that counsol for
the lommisszlen be heard in opposition therato.

The Comrission set the motion down for oral argumont for
2 peme, this afternvon, with direction 4o the Secretary to notify
attornoys for beoth sides.

Docket 1051 ~ lianhatten Shirt Company.

The Secretary presented memorandum from the Chief Counsel,
transmitiing the following ordsrs which were approved and entered
(1) that John W, Addisor, &n fxaminsr of the Copmission, be
designated to receive testimony, etc., and (2) that the hearing
of the compleint bvegin at New York City, on ilarch 2, 1925, &t
10 &sm.

The Commission racessed at 12:15 pun., and resassembled at 2

o We Van Fleat, Chalemen,
elson Be Oapkill,
John Fo Nugant,
Charleés W. Hunt,
ke . Thompson sbeent.

@ e e
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Fursuamnt to arrangemsnt the Commiseion met to heor oral arg
upon motion of counsel for the respondent in Docket 540 - Royal Ee
Powder Coumpany, *that the toking of tostimeny on behalf of the resg
in sur-robuttal now set for February 16, 1925, be continued until
April 2C, 1925, Respondent's motion was flled today and copies pl
in tho hands of each Commissioner with memorandum of February 11tk
from the Chief Counsel recomrending that thse motion be denied and
the case proceed with the taklng of tesiimony on February 16, 192°¢

Attorney Werren We Cumningkam ¢f the firm of koore, Hall, 5v
Curmingham, wae heard cn behalf of the respondent in support of tf
motion. Attorney Yrownell was heard in opposition thereto,

At the conclusion of the oral argument, the Commission held
axecutive ssssicn and considered the matiers presented.

Theresfter, the Commission direcisd that the teking of testi
ca wehalf of the respondent in sure=rebuttal be set for April 2C, 1

The Chief Cournsel was directed to prepare sppropriate order
he served by the Secrestary. '

Thereupon, &t the hour of B3 pem., the Commiesion odjourned t
meat, lLonday, Fsbruary 16, 1925, at 10 a.m.

~ Yernon ¥%. Var Tleet,
i Chsirman.

Saturday - February 14, 1925 - Fo mesting held.

Sunday = IFobruary 13, 1925 - No weeting held.
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LASTING OF THZ FIDARAL TRADE COllISSION

lionday - February 186, 1320 - 10 s.m.

s
5
A
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]

i
Vernon ¥, Van Fleet, Chairman,
Kelson 5, Gaskill,

John F. Nugsat,

Charies W. Hunt,

Huston Thompson.

The minutes of the meeting of Fabruary 13, 1925 were read
and approved.

Lr. Thompson submitted e lstter of February 1lth fiom Savreic
Walter F. George of Georgla reporting the recsipt of numarous
conpleivts from citizens of Georgia ragerding the recent nmdvance
in prices of pasoline and olls in thet IZtats and reguesting the
Federsl Trade Commisgsion to investigate the situation.

The letter was read and referred 1o the Sscretary with
ingtructions to prepare a reply along tho lines of the reply
made t¢ a similar lettsr recently received from Semator Harris
in regerd te the price of gasoline us recorded in the mirutes of
February 11, 1925, with the addition that Ssnntor Georga's
attention be called to a vill recently introcuced by Serator Paerk
Trammell.

Lr. Hunt presorted the folloewing listed Zxport Trade complal
and spplicatien for complaint and action as Indicated was taken by
the Commission:

{1y File 50-83 - Foreign Trade complaint of the Undertakers
Supply Store of Bangkok, Siam against the
Oversaees Products Corporation of New York
Citys
Kamorandur of February 5th was received from the Ixport Trad
Division reviewins the complaint end recommonding that ths facts ¥
reported to the Comusrcs Depariment, the pspors received from that
office raturned and the case closeds Draft of letter to the Secrat
of Commerce was also receivad,
After considseration, on motion of Mr. Hunt, the Commission
approved the letter as submitted by the Ixpert Trade Division to
the Secretary of Commsrcs and directed that the case be closed.



Fabruary 1%, 1925,

Mr. VYen Fleet recited ths facts in the case and stated that
he concurred 1rn the reasommendation of the Chlof Ixsuiner for
diszmisgal.

After congideratlon, on motlon of lr. Vgn Fleet, the
application for complaini was dismissod by the Commisaion.

(2) File 1-3651 ~ Albart Hurd vs. Continentsl Packing
GCorporations

bite Yen Tleel staled that this cass came direct from the
Chief Ixaminer without refsrence to the Boord of Review, pursuant
10 the rule of Dscember 3, 1924.

Kr. Var Flsat recited ths favts in the ca
ne concurred in the vacommendation of the Chief
dismissal.

After consideration, on motlon of Mr. Van Fleet, the
gpplication for compleint was dismissed by the Cowmnmdissien.

so and stated that
4:4

xaminor for

lary Caskill referred to the report now in course of preparati
by the Iconomic Division, in response 10 Sonate Resolution 278,
{Seuater Goorge W, Nerris, December 8, 1924) referring to the
so=called Fackers® Consent Decree and alse referring to =
memorandum which he had prapared and delivered copies of teo the
geveral Commissioners suggesting additionsl matier to be incorporal
in tha report,

iir. Gegkill asked tl.e views of the Comsission as to
incorporating the additionsal mattsr.

The matter was discussed and it was the view of the Commissic
that the repoert should go forward as tentatively passed by the
Commission on Februmry 10, 1925; that the additionsl matter in
kr. Gaskill'’s memorandum should not be incorporated as a part of
the Commission's rapori bul that there wae no chjection that such
gdditional matier accompany the Commission’s repert in the form of
an individuel statement hy Ny, Geskill.

The Secretery then pressnted & memorandum of Fsbruary 12,
1925 from the Chisf Icononmist submitting final draft of the repory
on the Packers Consent Decree prepared in raspense to Sensate
Resolution 278 as modified in eccordance with instructions from
the Commission at a confersnce on February 10, 1825,

. kr, Gaskill stated that he was in accord and approved the
report as now submitted by the Chisf Tconomist and was prepered
to vete to have the sans forwarded to the Senate end asked that
the additional matisr in his memorandum be sumitted with the
reporta

The Commission by unanimous vote, mpproved the report as
gubmitied by the Chisf Zfconomist with his memtrandum of
February 12, 1325, wlthout changs and dirscted that the rasport
be forwerded 4o the Senate and released to the public and further
that kr. Gagkill's materisl sccomnany the report as Kr. Gagkill's
individual statemsnt over hig signature,




Fobruwy 16, 1945,

The Ssertary wes dirscted to submit & publieity statemont
for approval pursuant t¢ the rule of Cctober 15, 1424; end also
to report to the Jommission whether or not the repert is printed
by the Senate,

wp . Gaskil) roferrsd te the action of the Cammissicen, on
January 26, 1325 in referring the repert on High Prices of Anthraci
to him for conference witr the Chief iconomist and stated that the
conferences had besn held and thet he was in accord wiih the Chief
Sconomist am %o chanpges which had bsen made in the report to meet
hiz eriticlsms and that ths report had been returned 4o the Chisf
Sconomist Lo Yve correctnd end agaln submitted 4o the Commiuslon.

The follewling matisrs of gsneral busiress forwarded te¢ the
Commission by the heads of ths ssverel divisions wers presernted by
Secretary ond acticn ss indicated waes taken by the Commission:

(1) UMemorandum of February 12tk from the Chief Ixaminer
transritting petition from manufacturers of Hog Cholera Sazrum for o
trode practice subadttal. Accompenying the Chief Ixaminer's memore
was & letter of February 9th from Alvert W. Je fferis, Attornsy, Cms
Nebraske, submitting foriy-ons written raguests f{or a trade practic
sutnittal on behalf of the manuflacturers and distributors of AntieF
Chelera Ssrum end Virus in interstate commorce. The petition state
that the lotiers rspresented fully nirety per cent of the produztio
of the industiry and nearly seveniy-five par cent of the individuals
angaged therein,

Lr. Hunt tc whom the mettier had veen referred on February 2nd
repirisd his sxaminetion of the peiition and recommended that the
submittal =3 held,

After discusgsion, on wmotion of Nr. Van Fleet, seconded by lr,

the Gommlsseion suthorized a trade practice submittael and
same to kr. Hunt for suporvision and repert to the

. + s

Nugerd, the €
3 Pra—. 4 ER.

assigned ihe

Commission.

h from the Chisf Ixaminer rocon

%
gmporary snplovmsnt of Mise A. I. Hetckkins, stencyrapher
o Uffics, Ts continuad r @ pericd of two months from
18th, 1325, at & zalary of 31500,
du was read anf on motion of Lre. Van Fleet, so
the erplovzent as recommended was authorized ai

cor

tatement from the Sscrstary cof the el ments, expendi
Statement from th cretary cf the lot ts, pendit
and llabilities to ths ond of January 1925,

stutemert wes received and plsced in ths Calendars.



Fabruary 16, 1925,

{4) Draft of m loattsr nrepured by tho Personrsl Officer
1o Hone uartin B. idudden, Cheilrman, Houss Gamszitias an Appropriati
furnieniag data as to the sstimsied and zctual deductions frou the
Federal Trade Comuission appropristions under the provisions of
the Uivil Service Retirament Law for the fiscal yaaers 1921-1924
inclusive, this information being furnished in respoase to a
leidber of Webruary 6th frew kr. ladden,

The letter aragarsd by the Persunngl Offlcar was approvsd
as suomitted nmrd ordsred fsrwarded‘ Sos fille

{(5) Report from ins Secratary dated February 14th showing
list of applications for couplaint on the Suspsnss dalendar as of
Fabruary 1, 1925,

On wetion of wre. Van Fleet, it wes directs? that coplss be
forwarded to sach Comuissloner and that a copy bs alsoe forwarded 4
thae Chief Ixaminer with instructions <o report to the Commission
any cusss raady for Commission action,
v6) Fils 1-3581 - Mational Fharmacy Compaay vs. Squibbs &

Sors.

In rasponse to the Commission’s action of February %th,

ths Jecretary submitied files in the abovs matter for conalderatio
the Commisslon in connacilon with letter of Jaruary 2uth from
sars. Jewsy, Strong, Townsend & Loftus, attorneys for ths
ational Phearmacy Company petitioning ths Commission to raconsider
iva action of Decambar 15, 1924 in dismissing the application for
conplaint,

On motion of My. Van Fleet, 1t was dirsctad that the file

-

witi tna lelter frow ths attornsys be circulabad.

{7) Renort from tho Chiefl 3conomist of the wark of the
jeonomis Divielon durdng the month of January 13925,
The report was received and placsd in the celenders.

™

(8) lismorandum of February lith from the Chisf Iconomist
reporting in response to the Commission's dirasctlion of Feuruaey 11
ragarding ths status of ‘the investigabtion under Senute Resclution
{Senator Roberd lf. LaFollatis, February 16, 1924) concerning the
flour and bresd iadustry. The repert statsd among othor things,
that & brief sraliminary rsport on the costs and prefits of
wholasols baksrs covering the yaars 1220 to 1323 will bs submitted
te the Uominission on or wefors the Z3rd of February 1325.

Tue report wag read and filed.

} Doeecket 1166 - Leuis Les v*,ta

Laoworandum of Fsbruary 15th wor recelved from the Chisf Uoun
transmitiing raquest of counsel for the raspondsnt for a postponen
af +he fxn&l g umew* Trom lareh 23rd as now set until the middls
that the raguost bs prunied.

3
3l
4



¥gbruary 16, 1925,

Thoe requast was granbed JJ ,ne commisgion wnd tho dote of
finsl argument nostpoxed from kar 23, 1925 to ilonday, April 13,
1935, et 2 p.m., with the ulrectxun un&u intsrested partiss be
notified thereof by the Sscrsiary by registersd mail.

{10) Docxat 1148 - Harriot Hubbard Ayer, Inc.

Memorandum of February 12%h was rsceived from the Chief Cou
wreansnitting roquest of counsel for respondent for a postponement
the final argument from February 23rd o soms dabs subsaquert to
larch 20th and rscommending that 4o requast bs grantad.

The “uqussu was srunted by the Commission and the dals of
final argument postponed from Fabruary 23rd {0 londay, iarch 23,
L2 Peia, with the direction that intersestad partiss be notifisd
rgol by ths Secretary by registered mail,

{11) Dockst 1251 - American Assoclation of Advertising Age

ﬁemorancum of February 12th was rsceived from tne Chief Cou
transrmitiing requost of counsel for the American Prass Associatio
for an sxtsnsion to and including Herch 16, 1325 for filing answes
and rascommonding that ths request be granted.

The raguast was graentsd by the Sommission and order approvs:
and entared Iranting the oxtension as roguasieda

{12} Docket 1281 = American Association of Advertising aAge

mﬂmerandum of Fsbrvary 13ith was raceived from the Chief Cou
transxitiing roqussts of counssl {or ths Southern ilewspapers'
Assrciation and the American Assccistion of Adveritising Agencies
an oxtension to znd including Merch 16, 1925 for filing answers w
recommanding that the requesis be grantaed,

The regussts were granted by the Commission and order So th
sffact approvad and entered.

{13) File 1=3400 - ¥, T, 0. v8. Certaintesd Products Jompa
Kemoraendum of February 13th was raceived from Trial Attorne
anes 4. Brinson, rsnoertiag in responss to the Commission’s actio

Januarv 28th an cvnlanmulon of the reasone for the ratention by
Abforasy Brinson of the complaint in the above entitled maiter fr
Decexbsr 18, 1324 %o Januery %, 1925,

The raport wus read and filed.
(L Dockat o
mamorandum of ¥ 3th was rsceived from the Chisf Cou
reporting pursuant o the Commission®s action of Aupuat 9, 1924 t

43 ard Qil Compaeny of Xentucky.

B

f“&-

th3y sunpleomsntal investization conductad by ke Chief ixaminor as
tha fact thal the rsspondent was en*a*sd in interstats comaerce a
nless dirasctad othorwise the Chief Counssl will so advise the

rospondeant and procssd with Cass An regular mannsr,

It was dirsctsd that the »aners ks circulated.

&
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Fabruary 16, 1925,

(15) Dockst 294 - Standard ducocion Society.
Lamnerandum oFf ?ebruarz 10th was recelved from the Chlefl Coun
trunqﬂittin@ memorandum of fsbruafy 10th from Trial Attorney A. M.

Troernwe ““"“""" lmomanucnss Lo tho Jammizseinnls actian of Nacambm
OTESITERLG, AL USESINLGI w s READ A RS Slacamba

19, 1924, with reapsct %o (1) whather the order in ths above dgcke
has besn violated mnd (2) for the preparation of a now cunmplaini
against the above respondent cherpging a viclation of certain of
the rssolutions adopled at & trads practice submitizl by
Subgeription Boek Publishers.

Attorney {raven racommendsd (1) that the filas respacting th
violation of ths trade prsctice submitial resolutions e docketed
e an application for complaint and considered in connection with
cortain othsr epniications for complaint (file 1-3332 « Fo To Gao v
orth american Publishing Company, ot al - fils 13684 - Sutscripl:
Boek Publishers'® Associshion wvs. International Publlsthb Cmnomwl}
new coming forward frow the Chilef dzaminsr with recommendations foi
complaints for alleged vielations of ths trade practice subnmitisl
resoluticns: ani (2) that procssedings against the respendent,
Standard Zducation Soelsty for violatison of the order be deferred
poanding decision in the United States Ulrcuit Jourt of Appeals
for the Third Circult in the John C. Winsbon Company casas -
chkaﬁ 1060, The Chisf Sounsal concurrad in the raccrumsndation
of Autosrnsy Oravsi.

Tha Commission dirsctad that the papers Ys circul atad.

{16} File 13758 =~ Ragl Bilk iosisry !ills ve. Long-tsar
3iilk Hoslsry Company.
Hemerandum of Fabruary 2nd wes received from the Chief

Sxominer rsfarring to the handlling of the zmss under ths rule of

Fabruary 7, 1923 and sudbanitting stipulaticn dated Jenuary 31,
1928, :2d by the raapondent, with a reconmmsndstien by the Chief

7, sl
sxaminer that ths stinpulation Te aszcapntod and tho appliecation
i

tharsafter on notion of lr.
ccepted by ths Commission end

Hessrs. Van Flast, Gusklil and
",

Hessrs. ~ugent and Thonmpucn

was ordered that
of diemissal and

x'”ﬂnt and
tnaxr dxss ant show upon

Thread Cempany, Inc.

by the chiaf Counsel were
Jon*f 1, ar Ixaziner of the

¥, 8tc,, and (2] that
rk City, Harch 17,




rebruary 16, 18925,

e

(18] Docket 1542 - Jacques 3, Grousrborger, a3t al.

The follawing ordars submitted by tho Chisf Jouncsl werea
approved and snbtered: (1) that W. W. Sheppard, mn lxaniner of the
Comaission be designated t: receive testimony, ate., and (2) tnat
the hearing of the complaint begin at Naw Yowrk ity FPobruar, L8,
1925, at 10 a.m.

f19) Dosket L1x43 = Jacques . Greerborger, st al.

The following orders submittsd oy the Chief Gnunrel were
approved and eniered: (1) that W. W. Sheppard, an ixamuiner of the
Commission, be deeignated to racelve testimony, stc., and (4) that
the hearing of the complaint begin ot New York City, TFebruery 28,
2925, at 10 wm.ma :

P

Trom the Sirsulating Ualendar the Comuission considered the
following matisrs and action as indicatsd was taken:

(1) Docket 1217 - Hagen Import Jompeny of New Jorsey.
o 1236 - Hagen Import Company of Pannsylvania,
wemorandum of January 24th from the Chief Counsel in ragard

the rafersnce of the files to the Department of Agriculturs for
presecution under the Foed & Drug Act was considered after having
bagn circulated. The Chisf Counsel recommended that the mattsr st
rot b2 callsd te the atteation of %Lhe Department of Agriculture a
Docket 1236 proceed to trial urder the complaint of the Commissior
outatandiag and &t issue. The Chief Counssel callsd attention to
anding crdar to cease and desist in Docket 1217.

fils was cire uluted Jenusry 2%th, Yotations by the sav
Samnissioencers ware read and thersafter, it was ordersd upon motior
Hra Van Fleet, seconded by Myr. Gaskill, that ths recommendation ol
Chisf Counsel be apnroved and that the fils ba net raferred to th:
Department of Agriculture and the cass - Dockat 1236 - nroceed in
t’v‘;‘;glh.ﬂ‘ order ©

A

Az to the foregeing actien, lessrs. Yan Tleet, Jasxill Hun

and Thompsnn voied in the affir nat; ra and br. Migent voted in the
ative.
(23 DucVa% 949 = Gath Thomas Clock Company.

s,

inu jommisaicn considasred a memorandum of January 22nd from
Chiaf An“ql in to the takinz of tastimony in bohalf of 1)
raspondsnt oh Jounsal reportsd that ths taking of tasthn
grn benalf of tha rssnondent nad bean clossd ot MHew York City
Jamuary 1 1925 ard for that reason the direction of the wﬁmmiSE
19tk ie not nscessary and nesd not be complisd with,

8 was circulated January 28th. Hotations by the sswi

on Jan

Ths il
Jommissionors were read wnd thﬁrﬂaftar, it was ordered on moetion
Lre. Thompsnon, saconded by Ure Gaskill, thal the Sscrstary be reli:




Fabrunry 1L, 1925.

mosarryiayg out the inetructions of the JYommdsalon under
a of January 13th for the rsason that such action is not now
as is shown by ths staboment of facts in the Chiaf

memorandum of Jarnuary 23, 1925.

o oo @

Tre Commi sion racessad at 12 m., and resssemblod at 2 p.m.

PRISIND:
Yernon W Van Flset, Cheirman,
Nelson B. Gaskill,
dohn F. Nugent,
Charless W, Hunt,
Huston Thompsone

Pursuant to arrangement the Commission met to hear final
argument la Docket 3927 - Corn Products Refining Company. Attorne:
Cox was heard in support of the cowplaint. Atterney G, larroll T
was heard on bhshalf of the respondent. The hearing continusd
until the hour of 4:20 p.m., was concluded and the case taken

undsr sdvisemant,

fhoreupon, av ths hour of 4:230 p.a., the Gomalssion adjourn
to mast Wednesday, Februwy 18, 1925, at 17 a.m.

Yarnon W, Van Fleot,
Chairman.

Sacretary.
Y

\

Tuesday < February 17, 1925 « No meeting held,

- m




Fabruary 18, 1943,

S RATI( MY it g weyoan

WASPING OF THI FIOIRAL TRADE COLISHION

Wednesday -~ February 18, 1925 = 10 a.m.
PRIS A
Vernon W. Van ¥Fleed, Chairnman,
“elsen B, Gaskill,
John F, Nugent,
Charleas W, Huni,
Huston Thompson,

Tha minutss of tha mesiing of Februmry 16, 1925, were resad
and approvad.

mﬂa Chairnan prasenaed tho following wattors and actien as
indicetad was taeken by ths Commnission:

(1} Laetter of January 16+th was raceived from kr. G. A. Kurz,
raferring to intervisw with Attornay Haas of the Uommission's stalf
on Jenuary 20, 1925 and I'wnishing certain additional date in regar
toe the zlove ;1ﬁuatrya

“hs lsbisr was raad and rsferrsd to the Uniaf Ixmwriner for
altardion,

12} Commuricabtian from the ﬂap&rtment of State transmitting
esny of report from the American Consulats Gereral, Berlin, antitl
"The Hew International Cartel c¢f Incandascsnt Lamp Manufacturars®

The commurnication was read and referrsd to the xport Irade
Nivision for inforustion.

{3} Commnication from the Departmant of Stats tranemitiinag
copy af report from the Auzericen Consulate Seneral, Halifax, Yova
Scodia, eniitlsd, “Proposad Haducti“n in Cost of Lumbering®.

The resport wsa vead and rofsrred to the xport Trade Divisior
for qa,hmatiol.

(4) Lotter of Fovruory 13th ‘rom Ssunator Jeorge W. Merris
of Helraska, transmitting for consideration of the uOmhlBBlGn, tele
of Feoruary 12, 1925, sddressed 1o Ssnator Werris by He 3. Beaudras
Secratary, The Lahontan Valley Water Users® Association, Fallon,
Nevada, in which ielszram the hops wos sxpressod thet the investige
by the Federal Irade Commission in response te Senate Rasolution 3:
into the elasciric power situation would bs extasnded to certain
activities in whnich the Asseciatlien is interested.

The corrsspondence was read snd referred to the Chief Zconomi
for consideration and for preperwiion of reply.




Fobruary 18, 1325.

6

(5) Lettar of Yobruary 13th from the Postoffice
Depariment (0ffice of bthe Chisf Inspector) transmitting copy
of a report concesrning alleged use of %he wmails for frandulent
purposss by W, D. Alexandor & Company, of Cabery, Illincis., The
ietber sbaled thal I3 appears to Bs diIUicult
intantion to defraud snd as the matier comes within {the jurisidict]
of the Commission, the papers are beingz reforrad for such action
vs may be deamed proper.

The corrsspondence was read and relerred to the Chief
sxaminer for preparation of reply.

A o

{8) Lottur of February 13th from the Postoffics Deparimont
{0ffice of the Chief Inspsctor) concerning inveasiigation of alleger
use of the mails feor fraudulsnt purpcsss by the Roller 0il &
Rafining Company of Nesw York, N, Y., and liaxia, Texns. The letier
refarred to the citation of this Company by the Commnission - Docket
963~ and requsstad to be furnished the name 2z2nd =ddress of the
agent of the Commission who made the investigation and also te be
advised of the result of the hearing.

Tha letter was referrsed to the Chief Counsel for preparation
of reply furnighing the information resquestad,

"Dockst 1183 - Philip Carey Manufacturing Company, et al.

tar of Fabruery 12th was rsceived from the Departiment of
Justice (4. T» Seymour, Assistant to the Attorney General) stating
that upown sxeminetion of the complaint and snswer in the above cas:
it was feld that all of the materizl facts should he carefully
congsidersd by the Deparfuent of Justics with a view te determining
whather there has been a violation of tho Sharwan Law and to theat
end raqussisd that a representativs of the Denarimant e allowed
access to the Commission®s reccrds.

The lotiber was rsad and on moition »f Lr, Taskill,; secondsd
vy Mre Van Fleat, the requast of the Department of Justice was
granted subjset to the limitation impossd by the Commission's
order ef Januvary 16, 1925 to ths offsct that all matsrial voluntari
furrnished by the Fhilip Carey Hanufacturing Company would not be
made availatle to agents of the Department without written consant
of the Cémpany.

As to thae forazoing action, llsssrs. Yan Flset, Gaskill, Hunt
and Thoxzeon voled in the affirmelive ami lr. iHugent voted irn the
nezative.

dre Nugsnt referred to ki issent to ths Commission's actiocy
of Jenuery 16, 1825 as sot fort n the minutes of that day and
asked *hat Mis dissenit be shown in the present case, upon the
minutas and the correspondence and in all similar cases that may
arise in the Tuturs. I1 was so orderad,

The Jetratary was divected fo prepare appropriate letisr for

the Chairman's signeture.

(o]

2
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n i




February 18, 1925.

(8) Lettor of February 13th f"Ou congressnan Will R. Wood
Indiana, rsquasting a copy of ths omn1851on 's report entitled,
Oioratior in Fereign Countriss®.

The latber was raforred to the Secrotory with ifnsliuciiuns i
forward a copy oi the report as roqusated.

e
11

{f
Co

{¥) Lettoer of February 11lth from ths Hatlonal Assozietion ¢
Purchasing Agents, New York City, (W. L. Chandler, Secrevary; rofc
to the WadswortheWilliame Bill to emend the Federal Traode Commissi
Act and anclosing a copy of a letter addressed by the Associatlon
the Amsrican Grocery Specialty Manufactursrs’ Asseclation, giving
notics inset the Purchasing Agents’ Asscciation cannet support the
bill snd slec requestirg the Commission to advise of the moasures,
if any, which sre being taken to guard against injurious resiricti
an the work of the Commission.

The lLetier was read snd referrsd o ths Sscratary for reply.

(10) Letter of February 4th from Mr. W. B, Spencer (Spencer
Gidiere, Phelps & Durbar), attorneys-at-law, New Orlaans, Loulsiar
acknowledging the Commission®sg latter of February 1lth with raspec
4o ths exchanyge of non=exportabls rosin for sxportable rosin under
the provisions of the Ixport Trade Act by the New Urlsans Navel
Storas Ixport Cornoration.

lir. Snencer's lattsr enclosed a copy of & letter dated Febr.
addraesgod by him to his client New Oriszans MNaval Sturss 3Ixport Corx
advising his client with raspect to the contents of the Commigsior
lettar cf Tebruary 11, 1925,

The correspondence wag real and thersaffer, Mr. Nugsnt calle
ttantion to the language in Paragraph Two of Nr. Gpencer's letta
f F truary 14, 18925, for his client, which rsads as follows:

!.‘:-

(&)

Ty,

The Commission, of course, »roceaded upon the assumptle
that the facts stated in my leitisr to them are trus and thal
vour Company will acquire nou-axportable rosins, which you
will havs o sell on the domssiic market, only where coumpel!
to do so by regason 2f the rulss and practices of the Savanm
and Jacksonvills Naval Sdores Ixchanges and I am sure that
the danarers and Dxrec+;rs of your Company will act in the
gtrictest good faith in the oremises.”

Lre wubert suggested that this language was not in accord w
Commission’s lsttsyr of Fsbruary 11, 1923, wherein, the Commissicn
that no svisction would be offerad iv the pariticular *ransaction
gquestion to tho exchange in the domestic worket of nOn“@YpQrudbAE
for siporiable rosin by this Asgsoclation operating under the Jxpo:

rade Act.

lir, MNugent steted that ths language of Hr
indicated tn@u sale would be nade in thoe dmant
sxportable reosin, which in his opinion was cont

o Bpencaer’s lettsr
ig naorket of non=
vary to the Acte
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February 18, 1925

{13) A raforence dabted February 16th from Sanator Henry T.
Ashurst of Arizona, *rans-itting for the Commission's consideratior
a lotier of February 10th from lr, L. I. Cassidy, ettormer-ot Tow,
Phoanix, Arizgnw celsrring to the incroease in the price of gasoline
in Aritone and makirvg inguiry us to whelher the edsrul Trade comm:
could furnish date on the subjech,

The corresnondancs was rsad and referrad to
crapare raply elong the line of the racent rsplies
Harris =nd George of Georgis to the effact it the
aaking any investis aJor of the zasoline situation and
infermation on %tho sub »imct; that its last report covarl
situation in the anrly nart of 1924 wee subnmifted 4o 4}
June 1374,

P ~
N e
ol

nraasnted ths followlng listed applicatiens for
mplaint av )

r oas indicatad was taksn by the Jomiission:

(1) Fila 1=-3421 - L. P. Suith vs. Utica Duxbak Sorporation.
Uro Cuskill submittad mesmorandum of Yebruary 18t% revieswing
the recerd, concurring in the racomuendation of the Board of Raviaw
and recommsnding that the application be dismissed.
The memorandum was read and sfter discussion, on mouion of Lix
the application for compiaint was dismissed hy the Jommiseg]

§ae
]
et

(Z) File 1-3174 - R, H. lacy % Company, Inc. ve. thW Compan
L :s<i11 ﬂtpteﬂ that this gpplicatlon came dlrect to the

Commission from the Chief Ixaminer without roference to the Zoard
Hoview pur&uant to the rule of Decambar 3, 1924,

Mr., Gaskill submitted memorandum of Fobrusry 18th roviswing o
record, soncurring in thse recommendation of the Chiof Ixaminer w.d

rscomnending that the applicallon be disuissud.
The memorandun was read and after conslderatiocn, on motion of

r. Gaskill, ths application {or complaint was dismissad by the
Ceremiesion.

{2) Fils 1-3368 = Asscciated Advartising Clubs of the Vorld
Dyx Hosiery Company.

subritited memorandum of Tehruary 18th roviewing

trer)th*r upon motion of Mr. Gaskill, ssconded by

it was ordersd that complaint issue charging Dyx Hosiwm

viclation of the Wederal Trade Comnlselon Act,

It was furthsr diracted, on motlon of Mr. Gaskill, that the
compleaint which came forward with ths fileg be rejected end that )
racord be remitted to the Chiefl Counsel with instructions to propa
ancther complaint pn"fg Ialege prd mislosding advertising and
misreprasentation in the sale of hasic vy with referesnce to ite
compoelilor,; all pursuent te¢ Kr, Gaskill's memorardum of Felrumvy
1925 and that such complaint upon its approvel by the Chisf Couns




%5635) February 18, 1923,
£L¥

rved by troe Secratary without refarense back to the Commisgsion.
Jhe applicatior for complaoint was dismisusad ag %o the churge
of misrupressrtaiion in the allegaticns of selling from manufactur
+ v

Wr. Gaskill sutmitted galley procf of report of the Federal
Trade Commission, entitled, "Wartims PFrofite % Costs of the Staa’
Industry” as wrepared by the Iconomic Divisicn ir responso to the
Commission's amction of Auzust 1, 1917,

Hr, CGaskill rm?arred to the Commission's acticn of Decawbor
17, 1924, direcling the submission of the raport in gnlley 1o the
Urited States Stevw Goerporatior for comuent nrior 1o publication
and stated thet pursuart tharete, ths rapert had buen ramitted to
the Steel lorporatlicn and returned accompanied by a lotter datoed
February 9, 1925 from Mr. W, J, 117h1rn, Gompiroller of the
Sorporetior, commertiug upon the renort.

Lre Gaskill called {the Com:ission®s attention to objections
to the rapori ams stated in lr., Filbirn's letter as well as to
cortain Pown’i?eﬂn~“v tatementis by ir,. Filbirn, ir. Gaskil
iﬂ”@“meﬁ the Commission that hs had conferred wiih the Chiaf
vpon the raceipt of lr. Filbirn's lottor and thet &ll

leonst

Hr, F rr's objsctions had been meit inscfar as, it was possible
for Cormission to maat Lkem, or the difference nhad been fully
explal « dar, Gaskill statod thot he reconmmended the report as

acy subsdtied by him in galley to the Commission for finel
adoption,

After discussiorn, con motion of Lr. Gdokill, secended by Hr.
Nugzent, th report as sutnmitted was sapproved and ordered forwerded
to Conzrasa snd issusd fo the publie with instructions te ths

Sscratary tc ropert concexrrning the printing of the report.
Trhe Sacretary raferrsd o the rule of Cetober 18, 1924,
o)

covering tho eubmission of pucliecity statemsnt and geked suthority
6f the Commissicr t0 use the letter of submitiaul as the publicity
staloment coverin

Comnmission,

£ this report, Such wuthority was pranted by the

Lr. Thompsor subtmiited Sthe followins mutters and action as
irdicated was taken by the Uommliamion:

{1) Letiter of Fobruary 16th from Mr. Basil L, Landy, Direct
People’s Legdslalive Rorvice, Fondall uu*~n¢ng, Washingler, Do G
The lefter enclosed copy of a letisr from lr. Co J. Lafleur with
raference o evidence rgairﬁt the Larrnwa 1111iny Compary, respond
in Docket 1262 - Larrows Milling Company, ot al.

Tha lebhier w roferrad t the Chlef veungel for
phtertica of the Trial attorneveinecharss of the cose.




Tebruary 18, 195,

(2)

L of February l4th from Serater . D. Smith of Sou
Coarolinm end

9i

ls

44-...,.
;;;L’ the application of kr. Tom Dharpe for position
rn as stenographer,

tar was referrad 4o lir. Thompsoen with suzgantior to v
nept Tor ocnltvors reguiring techinel or profess sinnal iLrair
2ll pogitlons ir the Commission were undor the Givil Service and
urless lir. Sharpe quali®ied through Civil Sarvice the Commission v
be unahle to offer him employment, sven if a veacuancy existed,

o

0
the uomui 9
1

v:,

3 PA o
Vil M

(2) Letter of Februsry 16th from Congressman J. H. Sinclalx
Morth Lakeie, erclosing a lettsr frem Lre L. €. Wingate of Williet
Port“ Takotn, in regard to the proceesdings in Docket 1262 - Larrov
na s’l’omm‘m', et al.
The letter wus referrad to the Chiaf Counnel for stiention ¢
he Trial Attorr e"»iﬁ-“VWZ e of the case.

4-/
-
W

[

¥r, Thonpsor made a siatermoent in rogard to the delivered pri
syster practiced in the Cement Indusiry and efter discussion, offe
the folleowing motion:

lwoved, that the 3Iconomic Divigion meke an invpstigatian
of tke prazent delivered nrice systsm in vepue in the Cemernt
Indusiry and fird out whether it is contrary to the anti-trt
lama ang€ whether it suppresses compstitiorn noet only tetwsen
indivicdual competitoers but also betwsen merketa.

The motion was secondsd by M Nugent.

After further discussicen, it wus ordersd, that the Chief Ic¢
makes an office study of aveileble literature and dsta of the Cemer
makin: system and repert to the Commissicn whether 1t is a dasiral
subjcct matter for investigution and why; wnd ag io wnat might te
1o raesult from such investigation by the Commissicn; and further
rovert ¢of the Chisf Sconomist, prior to its submission tc the Com
be referred 1¢ ths Chief Counsel for sxaminatior sand report upon
phases cf ths sublect maiier of the rezort.

rs of gensral business forwarded ito the
g hosds of the seversl divisions wers pressrnted by
Secretary snd wction as indicated was taken by ithe Jomsissieon:

{1} Form of publici gtatoment covering the repert of the
Federsl Trade Commission on the Packers’' Corsent Decres as PRI O Ve
i

X

W
isn on Fevrusry 16, 192%, The sintement was subrdtied
or approval pursuant tc the rule of Getober 15, 1%¥24,
It was directed that the statement te circuluted,



Fobruary 18, 1320.

<
' ¢
m5§
ﬁ»:

Lomerandur o f Tab o Chiel Jeanonmiod

o manuseripl of the rape legion on Premium
Anthracits prapared by the dconomic Division in respons:
MLJB’GH a;t*ov ol Fabrusry 4, 1%24. The memorsrdum she

Pr¢me& “
ve the O
thad with refarence vo the Jomnd uéior'r order of Dacormber 10, 132

"E}

.MM Ao e [ATTITIRI ST
2 Vv aai g wMBaLal B

in cnw ta the reuvert, that the rep
hes boon correctad to moent live Cpskill'o "rat

mamor din Bore ar endorestont by Be, Caskill, as fol

cisnms, The
lows:
"y eriticisms have been net.

TB.G, "

th hin criticiems of the report end the
changes GHin ’"mrnxiqﬁ Lo meet such eriticlsme srd w
callad t%e CO orte oltevbion to additional recommendalion
Tumber Four, caverxng cooparption in buving made to ths repert at
the sungCtior of Ure aaskiil.

After discussion, tha report wes vr-forrsd bo Lre Van Fleet
gxgrmi-atlon.

) Docket 1138 = Patert Coranls Uompany.

Lesorandun of Fehrnar/ 17th was recelved from the Uhiof Cou
tranemitilng recuest of counsel for ths resuyondent for a pesipone
of tre final argument in the cage, which is now set for karch 117%
bacnuse the date conflicte with the discharge of his duties es
Distrlct Attornsy snd recommsnding that the srgument be postroned

The ryguaest was Sroanted by the vommissior and the final
suvent of the case rostponsd from liarch 11th 4o Mondmy, March 3
, at dp.m. with the direction that the Secraitary notify inter

5
perties therecf Ly registored nmail.

{4} temorondum of Fabvruary 164n from Atdernszy Dueick trans

mitting o Jetler to the Panartrent of Jugtice raspecting the
qualificwticns of Lr. Jossph A. Burdean Tor a positiorn in the War
ir sotlors Sectio:n of the Departmant of Justice ir rarnly to a
letter of Jaruory Zind from Lr. Jerome licheel, Dirgotor of that
Saction.

The letter was road and referred to lr. Thompsen to ba
amended to include s stetement of kir. Thormpson's views raspocting
Atterney Burdeau,

lremorandum of Fabruary 16th from the Chief jecnomist
 ir. resuornse to the Commission's action of February 1lth
and trarenitiing draft of a letter %o Mr. b. (. llarsh, &“Lablﬂg
Directer, Farmers® Hatienel Council, Washington, L. C., roy VLng
Mr, Mershls letter of Februsry 9%th addressed jointly 1o the Becrs
of Agriculturs anﬁ ths Federal Trade Commlssion ragarding an alls
parding allizonce between the Vesstey Lisat Packing interesis and th
Americar meat peclers.

TS

The letiter was read, appreved snd ordered forvarded., Sse f




Fobruary 18, 1925,
Fabruary 20, 1925

(6)
the Interior), Chairmen, of
renvlying to the Beoard's letter
informution with raspect to compi

ad

Vommisslion wnich Tfmlu}": b3 zf
the rersl petrcleun situation,

the Beard et the direction of the
Tre letier was read, amende
Sss file

Lotter to Lir. Hubert Werk {Secretery of the Feyn“twanb
the Federsl 011

~F

Gongervation Doard,
February 5th and furnishing
19d data in the posseseion of th
Yo bthe Sosid Lo bLus quli’!':!

which inguiry is bairg conducted
Prasidant,

¢, approvad and of¢ forwarde

crdaer

Trersupon, at the hour of 13:15 p.m., the Commission adjour
4o meet, Friday, Fabruery 206, 1925, at 10 a.m,
Vornon We V
Chairman,
i
ton . i B o
R ST A
Otie B. Jabnson,
Saz ruuuryqi
1
I
kY
e - oun ow
= Tebruary 19, 1925 = No meoting beld.
LASTING OF THS FUDIRAL TRADS COMMIISSION
friday - F 20, 19235 - 10 mem,
k“&.d-‘:’«_hl-h -
Vernon We Van Fleet, Chalrman,
!
Jo
Cherles W, Hunt,
Husion Thompsone
Ths minutes of the meetlng of February 18, 16253, were resd

gpproved.

- oy



Fobruary 20, 1%25.

- Toruwal docket ¢ uppemring on tue weehkly Gonlorence Cal grid
for finel detsrminaiion wers corsidered and netion as indicoted was

teken by the Commission:

stin, WFichols & bompawj.
sman e

Thia rase comos |} s tho Comulssion for Tinul detvicliedio

{1) Docket 745 - Au
.

upon the following recerd: amanded complaint; demurrer to the sazend
conupleint; testimony,; repori upon the facts by Trial ixeminer Cheat
exceptions therete Ly Attorney Biddle wand additional exceptions by
the present counsel, Attorney Jeckson, both couﬂsel for ths Commiss
supplemental report by Triul ixaminer NcCorkle; sxceptiers therato
counssl for the reapondent; btrisef by counsel for the Commiseion and
counsel for the respondent, Coungel for the Commission did nol il
exceptions to ths report of Trial Ixaminer lelorkle. Attorney
Georze R, Jackscon represents the Commisslion. Attorney Ceorge Ve
Smyth of the firm of Thlerman & Smyth reprssents the resnondent.
Final argumsnt =was heard February 2, 19725.

After consideration, lr. Gaskill offered the following motion
which wae seconded by Mr,. Thompson:

"I wmove that an order ito cease mnd desist issue and
the adontici of the findings of facts sugusested by Attorney
Jackson as set forith in his brief, with the sxcestion of
items {b) and (¢} of Paragraph Ten of those findings
relating to the rastralnt of commerce and the creation
of monepoly end that ths ordsr suggsated by Atterrvey
Jackseon in his brief be sdopted and issued.”

As to the foregoing action, of the Commission, kessrs. Gaskil
;ort ernd Thempson voted .n the affirmative and liessss. Ven Tlset
st lunt voted in the negative. The motion carried and it was 50
ordersd.,

It was aecardingly, ordsred thst the findings and order as
adoptsd by ths Commission be nut in proper form and issued wmd
served without fu tk r sction by the Commission.

{2} Dockert 913 - Films Distributors Leagus, et al.

On Goteber 17, 1924, 4the Commission directed that en erder to

sgse and desist iasue and that the Chiasf Counsel prepers and submi
he Commisgsion for ampuroval s to form, draft of findings as te

s facts anl order tc cease arnd desist azainst the Films Distribut

eague§ Inc.; ¥. Brown, ; business under the trads name of Capl

I Zxchenze; ¥illiam Alexender and Herm n Rifkin; and that &

ng bo made that there Ls no svidence it support en order ogain

tber resuendents,

n, the case 1s now bafore the
1nalngs and order submitizd by the
8

Pursuant t¢ the above actl
Comndsgicn for considarstion of
Chief Counsel. The felloewing o

gach Cemmissioner: mesmorandum ¢f

0'4
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674

Un wotion «f wr. Von Fleeb, swconded by lir. Caskill, the
foregoing memerardunm was adupted aa Lommiesion action with
instructiens to ths Sscretary %o trarsmit a copy te the Chief
Counsel and to Attorney Srinsen.

It was further orderad, upen moetion of Mr. Ven Flest, in th
matter of file 1-24C0 = T, T, 0. 3. Ceritalatsed Troducus Company
that the memerandum of Februery 13, 1925, by Triel Attorney
Brinscn in explanation of reascns why tha corplaint in this caze
was neld in his office from Decerbsr 18, 1%24 until January ¥, 1%
which memorsandum was submitted to the Comvdmeion on February 16, .
be referred to the Chief CTounsel for his information.

(3) Docket 927 = Corn Froducts Refining Compary.

Congidaration of this case leid over until next Conference
Day. R
(4) Dockat %37 - licCord Manufacturing Company.
This cazs comes before the Commission for final determinatic
apon the following record: memorandum of Februery 9th from the Cr
Counssl transmitting the cmse and recommending thet the complaint
dismissed without prejudice; memor -ndum of February 5th from Trial
Attorney J. To Clark; complaint; answer. No testimony was taken
nor briefs filed., Abtorrney J. Ta Clark reprossnts the Comnission,
fttorneys Yarren, Cady, Hill & Hambler renresent the respendent,

After comnsicderation, Mra. Van Floet, offerad the following
zotlon:

Loved, that the complaint be dismissed.

In subgtitution for the foregoing metion, it was moved by i
Thonpson, secondad by Lire Nuzent, that the complaint be dismissed
without orejudice in accordencs with thé recommendation of the Ch:
Counsel.

Vate was teken wupor fthe substitute motion. 4As to this modic
hessrs. Nugent and Thompson veoled in the affirmoative uand Lesars.
Van Fleet, Gaskill and Hunt voted ir “he nepative. The substitute
motion wag lcet.

Hre Gul 1, thareupon, saconded the origlual motion by kr.
Varn Fleet, thatl the compiamint be dismissed. The motion was adopte
and the compleint was Alsmisaed by the Uomsission.

Tha Chiaf Cournsel was dirscted to prepare and ths Sscretary
to serve Order of Dismissal,

(5} Docket 1105 = Park Brothers & Rogors Company, et ul.

This case comes before the Jommdesion for final determinati
upon the follewing record: complainit; snswer; stipulation; brisf
by counsgel for ithe Commission and counsel for the resuondent, Par!
Brothers & Bocers Company; Yrisf amicus curias submitted by the
Kational Jewelsra® Boaord of Trade. Yo “sstimony was token.




Fabruary 20, 1485,

On Januwey 21, 1925 the Nutional Jewolers' 3eard of Trade u.
ronted parolssion o file brief =micus curias to be filed in ton
ime; end counsel for tuae respondents wera allowed ten days there:
o reply thereto. CTounsel for tne ressondents waived the {iling ¢
gply brisf. Tipal arguaent was hesrd Januvary 21, 1925. Attorne;
owlen represenls the Comudssion., Attorney Henry O. Hart of the :
f Gresn, Curran & Hart represents the rospondent, Dark Drothers o
Rugers ooupany. sabtornsy Lorris L. Jdrast of the firm of Greenbaw
Wolff & Irnst reprasents the National Jewelers' Board of Irads,

after consideration, Lr. ugsnt offered the followirng motior

™

which was seconded by Lr. Ven Fleet and adopted by the Jommission:

Jc v oer gk,

wovad, (1) that the couplaint against Rosenberg & Gordor
be dismisscd for the remson the respondent is neo longer snug:
in business, having been dissolved, and thul the erder of
dismissal g0 state; (2) %hat the etipulation entsrsd inte
between respondent, Park Broithers & Rogers Company and the
Shiefl Counsel for Commission be approved and the cemplaint !
dismiswed for the following ressons: - Ths record shows but
oneg instance of misbranding; that prior thereto, respondent
did net wisvrand its produchs, has not done me cince end hat
given its assursnce that if doeg net intend te do so in the
future; and (3} that the crder of dismissel recite the fores
going lacts and conbtain a condenmnation of ithe practice compl
of.

The Shief Joumsel wus directed to prepere and the Secratary
s2rve order of dismi.sile

{6) Docket 1113 - icKosson & Robbing, Inc., et al.

This case comes before the Jommission for final determinatic
upcn the {ollowing rescord: compleint; answers; tesiimony; report
upo 9 facts by Trial jxaminar Baggarly, exceptions iheretc by
coursel for the Uommission and counsel for respondsnts, Lchssson ¢

abbing, Inc., and vchieffelin & Ueppany; brief by counssl for the

Commipsion and counsel for the respondsnts. Attorney Doyle repre:
the Commission. Abtorney Jamas Ve Bevans ropressnts the responder
licKesson & Bobbing, Inc. mnd JAttorneys VerPlanck, Prince & Burlin;
ropresent respondent, Schisffslin & Company. Flnal ergument was !
Fabruary 9, 1925

After consideration, ur. Thompasow moved that the coupleint
dismissed as to Schieffelin & Jompmany end The Druggists Circular,
and that an order 1o cease and desist be igeued ageinat iicKessonm !¢
Rebbice, Irc.

In subptituticen for the forsgeing metiocn, it was moved by kx
Gaskill, soconded by ur. Nugent, that the complaint be diasmissed :
te all of tho respondents.

Veote was taken upon the substitute mobtion. As to this motic
iiassre. Van Fleat, Gaskill, Nugent and Hunt voted in the affirmati
ard kr. Thompson votsed in the noegetive. The substituits motion cm
and it was 8o ordered.
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The Chisf Counsel was directed to prepare and the Decretary
to morve order of dismissal.

{7) File 1~3231 - Denmark vs. Danish Pride .Llk Products
Company, et =al.

This file was preseanted to the Jommissieon on January 26, 192
by Lir, Gaskill with memoraadum of Januery 23rd reviewing ihe
Fwcord and raperiing that raspondent indicated a disposition
te refrain from shipping its milk into forelgn couriries under
the 1sbal “Denish Fride" sand under these circumsiances the Chief
ixeminer recommended that negotiations be opened with the responde
te see whather it will siate definitely this intention. .r. Gaski
suggested in his memorendum that the Commission send a letter to i
propos~d respondent, dralt of which wes presentsd, and further if
the - ionse to the letter is satisfactory, a cepy of the communie
catic 8 sent to the Department of Stete and the matter closad.
It w . directsd that the file be circulated and placed on the
conf ~snce Lalendar.

after consideration, of this matter, wr. Goskill read to
the Commission, draft of = letter to the Danish Pride Lilk Product
Company, Sheboygan, Wisconsin, as prapared by wr. Gaskill and
submitted t¢ the Commission with his memerandwn of January 23,
1225. This lettier made inyuiry whether it would be agresable
to the Company to abandon the use of “Danish Pride Milk"™ labels
in markeis external to continental United Statos.

This letter was read and on motion of Lr. Nugent, was
emended to apply to the continental United States rathsr than
the Unitsd States and was tharsafter approved by the vommission
and ordsred forwardad.

Chairman 7an Flast uresentaed the following matters and ectic
as indicated was taken by the vommission:

(1} Docket 1263 - National Lemther & Shoe Finders'
Asgociation, et al. )

Latter of Fsbruary 17th was received frow ir. Robert W,
Utte, Abtarnoy venaral for the Gtate of kidgsourl, Jefferson City,
Wissouri, stating that the Le_al Dapariment of the State of
wisgouri nad done some investigation of {his Association and
asking whether it would bs pomeibls for the Commission to supply
a copy of the evidence produced and 1f so the approximate cost,

The letter was rwad and referred 4o ths Jecrstary for
astantion.

(2} Docket 1101 - Oneida Community, Iid.

Lettor of Tebrusry 19th from Gilbertd H. Lontague, ettorney-s
Law York Gity, reguesting throe additional copies of the vommiseic
briaef,

The letter was reoad and referred to the Secrestary with
of the brief as requested.

1

iy
instructions te¢ furnieh coples of



February 20, 1925.

(3} lLeiter of Jobruary 19th freowm JSenabtor ..orris Sheppard
¢ Texus regquesiing to be advized as to the siastus of the report
called for by Senate lesclution 317, adopted Jenuary 26, 1325,
dirscting the Jommissien to report with respect to the activities
of the Sapire Cotton Growlryg Corperation. The Senabor expreesad
the heps thai bhne comsission would send the report forwerd zi an
garly dats.

At this time the Jscrotary presented a memorandum of Februar
{ran the Chisf JSeonomist transmitiing draft of report on the mpir
sotton Growing Jorporation in response to Canabe lesolutican 317.

Mhe Commaissicn directed that the report be circulatcd wiith
expadition and that the Secretary be directed to advise Senator
Sheppard that the report has been completed by the staff and is
now receiving the attention of the Comwmissicn and will probably be
submitted to tue Senate in a very feow days,

(47 Lotter of Fobrusry 19th from Senator Willian J. Harris
of leorgia, enclesing a letter dated February 16th froem kr. R, G,
sackson of Alamo, Ueorgle coemplaining of prices of fertilizer. Th
watier from the Sonator stated that there is great complaint among
thuo farmers in Georgia about the high prices of fertilizer and ask
the .ommission to make an Invostigaebtion as early as possible.

Tho letter wus reud and referred to the Jhicol sxaminer for
attention with ipstructicns to ths Secretary to advise Senaior
Harris tial the comimission is not now conducting any fertilizer

v op - - .

inguiry and ls owliteut surront iaforrmation respecting prices.

s o0 o

ressibed Letber of February 18%th from Congress
transoltting & petition endorsing the compla
svs’ Avsociation against the Werd Daking Comp
swpany aud the Ueneral Baking Company, all of
thisse corporabions are maintaining a price lev
Shie than in other statzs. Congressman iurp
thst the malbier should be investigabsd.
snce was read and rsferred to the Chief ixamin
flisd by tao Uhio Bakers' sAssociation.

@ e e

The folleowing mabtlers of general businsss forwarded to the
<& b=
wommaission by the heads of the ssveral divisions were presonted by

Ao Y <

tha Secratary and actien as indicated was tekon by the Commission:

} Docket 3262 - Larrews Lilling Company, ot al.

merandunm of Fabruary 19%h was receivad from ths Chiof Coun
tronsmitting application of the Great Westsrn Sugar Cempany, one o
tne respondenta, fur an oxbension of tiwms for filing answer until
April 1, 1925,

4
|
2]

s



Thy Comusissiosn alse roeceived from the Chiefl Usgunsel a wire
of February 13th frowm Attorneys Devine, Freston & Storer, Pucblo,
Colorado, reguesting that respondents Awerican Doeot Sugar Company,
Sorthern Sugar Corpovabion and iinnzsota Sugar Coumpany bo Drantad
en oxbansion of Llwe for filing anewer until April 14, 1925.

Thne Secratary reportsd that ths Larrows iilling Soupany,
raspondent hersin, had been granted an extension uniil April 14,
1925, for filing anewar.

The vomaissien ftharsupon, grantsd all of the respondenis, un
gxtension of time until Jdpril 14tk for filing answer, if such
sxbansion was nacasgary.

Tha Cnief Counsel was directed to prepare and the SBscratary
ta az2rve appropriate ordsr.

{2) Docket %34 - Facific Statas Paper Trade Assoclation, af

semorandum of Fabruary 18t wes recoived {rom Attoruey lusic
transuitting a copy of the dscislon by the United 3tates Circuild
Court of JAppeals Tor the Idinih Circult setbing asids certain
paragraphe of ths Uonmisslon’s order e ceass and desist and
sugtaining othar paragraghs. .2, Busick reviswed the decisions
and recomnsndad A aat sabitien for a writ of certiorari from the
Supreme Court to rovisw tne decision of the Ninth Uireuit be
filed; and that 1f the Jommission authorizs 9 such petition, that
Athorney Busick communicate with counssl for ihe respondents uas
to whatnsr they desire te join in thoe application.

The memerandum was read and after discussion, was approvad
and Attornoy 3Busick was authorized and direclod to apply lor
cortiorari and was also authorized Vo negotiate with counsel fer
the respondent to join ia the petition for the writ.

{3} Docket 1110 = James 5, {irk & Company.

lemorandum of Tebruary 174%h was received from ths Chief
Cou 1 raporving in o ¢50n86 to the Commigsion's action of Januwr
“ob ith respect 0 brief filad by counsel for the respondent mov
ths Commission to dismiss its compleint and dispose of the subject
matter of tho complaint as a trade practice submittal. The Chief
Counsel transmitted a memorandum of Fabruary Tih by Trial Attorney
Yallace roviawing the matter and stated that it would seem that th
trade and the public, inciuding +the respondent zs well as the
applicent, are entitled %o the proper determinabion of the case
upen the true fachs and recommended that the case procesd to trial
and come on for debtoraination upon the findings ss to the facts.

It was directed that the matiar be circulated.

(4) Latter praepared by the Chief Sconomist te $he Bureau of
Homs Iconoudcg, Depariment of Agriculture, raturning manuscript
of an artiels, entitlad, "Sslsction of uo.uon Fabrics® preparsd
Ly thnalt Burssu and submitisd to tre Joumission for coument with
1att9r ¢f Fabruary 5, 1335.

Ins levitsr wae raad, approved and erdered forwaerdsd. OSee fi



Pabruaary 20, 1925,

(5) omerardum sf Tehru 15%h from the ohinf dxaniner
raperting tho status of doskebsd applications for complaint which
have daen panding before the Lepal Invastigating Division for more

taan alx monbus.
lTia report was received and placed in the Inlandarsa,

{6) Lotter of Februwy 2nd from .essrs. dAbrahauw & Straue, I
Jrooxlyn, N, Y., cofarring to ths Jommiselon s slavament ragarding
"Ingravad £ffecte®™ and “dmbospad sffects® and making inquiry with
raspoact 50 tne use of tho words “Initabion dngraving”. The Comaig
also rsceived draft of reply prepared by the Juiel Ixeminor statlr
that the use of a torm for a product when prsfixed by the word
*Imitation® and zppliad to a subgtitute for ithe product in guestic
has novar ugen condewnsd by the Commission and does vot balleve,
Tore, that tho tera "Initation Mngraviug" is mislsading when ugolﬁ
to a product resanbling redl engraving or eubsssing.

) b}

Tho lotfisr was raad, approved and orderad forwardad. OSes i

[N

(7) Lemorandum of ebruary 12th from tha Zhief ixaminer regg
in rasponss to thoe Commission's uction of llovembar 5, 1324, an
axoraination of malerial collsectad by the Jconouic Division ralatir
to allegad unfair practices iv the aluminum ubsasil industiry. The
wniaf Sxmminer subniittad a repe-t by attornsy Digges of the invest
tion made and concluded with fhe following statamert:

"All in all it is not beilieved that the results at hand

would hardiy warrant the dockading of an application,

sspacially since the Aitorney General has advisod under
dats of January 30, 1925 that his Department is to bring
ihe invesivigation of the matiers mentloned in the House
Farniehings report down to date. The complaints as to the
Aluniauxn Goods Jompany selling its cheapsr line below cost,
howaver, should bz called to tho atiention of the Attorney
Zsnorel since thiz phase of the matter was not mentioned
in the iouse Furnishings ragar It ias, accordingly
rocoansaded that this ue doneg axnd taat ne appl:catlon be
duciatad ab this time.”™

The Ghiefl Ixmainer’s memorandun stated that this matier had
connoction witn file 132800 - Charles 2, Bond Foundry Company vs.
Aluminum Company c¢i merica, unow pending before the Comuission,

The wmemerandun was read and after consideration, on woiion ¢
Lre Iugenit, mecsndsd by La. Gaskill, the rscommendation of the Jhi
Bxaminer was approved d 1t was g0 ordered.

{8) iipmorandum of February 16th frow the Chief iconomist
transnitting dralt of a letter bto Llongressman Iidney Anderson inx
%o itne longressman's ledtder of February 10th in regard ts the inq
baing coenductod by the Uomaission in responsze to Senats Resolutior



Fabruary 20, 1923,

adoptsd Mebruary 18, 1324 (Senadtor Toberd il LeFellstte ) of the
broad and flour indusbiriss. Tho Commission®s letbter stuted that
Wr. Anderson’s offar of cooperation as Prosidant of the Lillars'
lational cederatien in this ingquiry 1s asppreciceled.

The lotlter was read, approved and ordersd forwardad,
See fils

{97 File 1-3204 = Postor idveriising Jompany, Inc. va.
Natlonal Qutdsor Advertlaing Duresu, Inc

Tha Sacratary presentsd the file and reportsd its status
and referred to thoe Commission's actlon of lovember 7Tth and
November 13, 1924, a2t which time the vomnission authorized the
Jacrobary Yo arrange a dabe for an iuformal conlarencs bstwoen
the Commission and the rsapondent, Themae Cusack Company, as
raguestad oy its siltorney, John Walsh, in lstitor of Doctober 15, 19
The Secretary reported that the date of the conferencs had besn so
and postponsd aft tho regquest of Attorney Walgh bacausa of the illn
tf the Presideut o¢f tho respondent Cowmpany and that the Commission
had rscelved no reply Trom its letter %o uwr, Walsh under date of
Novamnar 21, 1924, suggesiting that Lr. Walsh communicats witn the
Comnission at the time respondent’s Prasident is abls to abtend a
conforenca.

After discussion, on motlonm of ¥r, Gaskill, ihe Secrotary
wag direcisd to comaunicate with the original applicant ian the
case and iaguire whether in view of the recent consolidation in
tihe cutdeor adveritising field, the applicant was presently
interasted in the procssding by the Commission upon ite applicatio
for complaini.

Lemorandum of February 20th from ths Chief lconomist
& menuscript draft ¢f preliminary resert con the bresd
de purzuant Ho¢ Senate Resclubion 163, adoptad February 1
Loy Robert L. LaFoellatte). Five copies of the report

.
irseted that a copy be delivered to sach Commissions
consideration and report bhack 10 the Jowaissgion.

{11} Docket 1233 » Parmutii Company.

The Iellewing order submitted by the Chief Counssl was appro
and entored; desigrnating Clarencs T. Sadlsr, an 3Sxaminer of the
Commission to receivs tesbimony, stc., in place of Web Woodfill,
havetofore designaltad Tor that purpose.

{12) Docket 1237 = Celiforvia Grape Growers'® Ixchange.
The following order submitted by the Jilsef Counsel was
approved and entorad, deslignabing Jlarencs T. Sadler, an Ixaniner
of the Clomaission, to recelve desbimony, atc., in place of Wab

Woodfill, neretafors designated for that purncess.
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(13) Decket 1145 = lerthwasteras Taffic & Jervice Bursau, 2
The fellowing order submittsd by ithe Chief Jounssel was appro
and anteor nating Jolhn W. Addision, an izaminer of the Commds
to raoceivs t imony, otc., in place of Joshn W. Bennstt, heretafore

{14} Docket 1239 = J. V. .urphy.

{hs following orders submitted by the Chiosf Couusel were apm
and entersd: (1) that Zéward li. Averill, an Sxaminsy of the Commis
be designated to receive toesiimony, etc., and {2) thal the hoaring
the complaint begin at Burliagton, Zowa, February 26, 1925, a® 10 ¢

{15) Docks% 1236 - liagen Tuport Company of Pennsylvania.

The following orders submitted by the Cniaf Jounsel wers appr
and emterad: (1) that Web Woodfill, an Ixaniner of the Commission,
doesiznated to Peceive testimony, ste., and {2) that the hesaring of
complaint begin at New York City on March 19, 1925, zt 10 a.n.

{16) Dockst 1131 - Great Sastarn Wholesals Furniture Compan)
The followinyg corders submiitsd by the Chief Counsel wsre appr
and entered: (1) thab W. W. Sheppard, an ixaminer of the Comudssic
dosignated to receive tastimony, ete., and (2) thet the hearing of
complaint begin at Philadelphis, Pennsylvania, .arch 7, 1925, at i(

(17) Dockat 21143 » P. & §. Furniturs Bhora.

The following orders submitted by the Chief Counsel wsra appr
and sntered: (1) W. . Sheppard, an Zxaminser of the Commiasion bs
desiguated to receive tastimony, ete., and {2) that the hearing of
the compizint %egin at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, ..arch 6, 1925,

Un motion of Lr. lnompson, sccondad by ur. Hunt, the Chief U«
was dirscted te report ts the Jommission promptly, 81l casss in his
possession, oxcept Luspoenss Calondar cases, which have not wmoved ir
laet six months,.

Thorsupen, at the hour of 12:15 p.m., the Commission adjourn:
to waet Vednoasday, February 25, 1925, ab 10 a.m.

o

Veruon W. Van Flaet,
Chairman.
Attaab:







Fabruary 25, 1925,

“Feobruary 19, 1925,

Honorable Virnon W. Yan Fleet,
Chairman, -sderal Trado Commission,
washington, D. C,

ky dear lr. Chalrman:

I havs your letter of February 16, which is in further
reofarencs o a lettser from this Bureau of Webruary 9, 1935,
concarning sertain legislation which you proposs for the
relisf of i, Dugarme and iir., Ross, disbursing clerks of
tha Fedaral Trade Comaission.

vases of inls nature fall within the provisions of
SCircular No. 49, Buresu of the Budget, 1921 and conformebly
with this circular you were advised in the letter of February
9, 1825, trat the proposcd legislative relief in thease two
cases woulc not vo in conflict with the financial program
nf ths Prasident.

Thare is no objection to0 your recomending to Congress
the enactment of legislation which will afford relief to
thess two disbursing officers. Should you desire to take
this action you may state in your recomumendation to
Congress that this matter has bLsen uresented to the Direchor
of the Buresau of the Budget, who advises that the proposad
rolisf leglslation ia nct in conflict with the financial
progran of the Presgident.

Ygry truly yours,

(signed) H. li. Lord,
Director.”

Tho lettsr was rsceived and refsrred %o the Secretary for attenticn,

(27 Reforsnce slip dated February 20th ‘rom Senator William J.
harris ol Georgis, %transmifiing letter of February 18th from kir. C. G,
Belcher of Whigham, Georgia, complaining of prices of fertilizer.

he lattar wes referred to the Chief Ixaminoer for attention.

{3) Letter of Tebruary 19th from Congressman liartin L. Davey
of Unio, ananibting petition signed by a number of small bakers in
. Davey's Jongressisnel district with referencs to a complaint
allsging unfair compstition filed by the Uhic Bakers' Associaticn

ingh bne Ward Bsking Company, et al. The Congressman recussted
Copund. ssion Lo give ithe matter immediate attention,
The correspondencs was read end after considerstion, on wmation
3§ e Yen Fleet, seconded by wr. llunt, the lotter was referred $o the
Chlsfl Zxeminer with diresction te expedite coansideration of the coumplaint
rafarrsd to and report to the Uommisgion.

sha
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The Seeratery wes dirscted in the maantime %o reply
o tvhe Congressman's latter and say that the matter was roeceiving
attention.

(4) Docket 1118 = kisspouri State Roitall Coal erchants’
Association, et al.

Latber of TFebruary 24th from the Department of Justice,
L& L. Seywour, Assistast to the Attorney Ueneral) requesting
that the Commission mdvise whethsr its investigation of the
wisasuri State Ratall Joal Lerchants' Associstlon resulted in
the issuing of a cowplaint and if so what the proesent sthatus
of ths matter is and also that copiss of the pleadings of the
Comunission be furnished the Deparitment.

The letiter was raofasrred to ithe Secratary for atienilon.

{5) Lebtter of TFebruary 20th from Congrsseman Herbasrt J.
Drans, transmitting copy of a lLelegram, dated February 18, 19235
from the Governar of Florids relative fto prices of gasovlins in
that State.

The letter was read and on motion of Wr. Van Flset waa
rafarred to the Sscretary for preperation of reply along ths
line of replies made to previous couplaints recently mede
ragarding high prices of gasoline coming to the Commission from
the Southsern States and =180 to transmit a copy of the corresponden
to ths Department of Justice for its infermation,

- an

ur., Thompson presented the following mattors and wction as
indicatad was taken by the Commission:

(1) Report by ths Secretary of applicetions for complaint
on the Suspense Caiondar as of February 1, 1925.

lr. Thompson callsd attention to the large nuuboer of cases
invelving commercial bribery on the Suspense Calendar onmd to the
order recently issued by the Jommission in Docket 1208 - Rsliance
Yernish vempany, et al, a commercial bribvery cass, wherein ths
respondents would not contest the order and suggested that the
cases on Susponse involving commerciel bribvery be considered for
final determination.

«r's Thoupson also rafsrrad to the cases on Suspense invoelving
Section 7 of iths Clayion Act and suzzested that they be considered
wiih other Section 7 cases befors the Commission {or early action
in view of the recent decision of the United States Clrcuit Court
of Appeals for the Seventh Ulrcuit in tho cese of Swift & Company
ve., Federsl Trads Comaissicon, nanded dewn Tebruary 16, 1925,
wherein the Court suggested to the Commission that dalay in
instituting procesdings of the character under review, freguently
works an unanecassary hardship o the aggrieved pariy.
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Afbar disoussiocn, it wus agread that the Suspense Calendar
spplicatiens for ceuplaint be considered as a Special Urder of
buginaess after the regular order on Friday, karch 6, 1925,

(2) Lettor from .r. Robsrt D. Carey, Chairman, "The Presid:
Agriculiural Conferancs®, Washingbton, De C., daled Febiuary 21, 1¢
snclosing e latier from Lr. 3. L. Lontgomery, Disirict Represental
of the Mountain Stabter Rset Urowors' Markeiling Association of Long
Colorado, relating to the Coaulssion's investigation as 1o the co:
producing sugar beots. «r. Carey requested to be advisod as to )
status of the investigatisn.

The letber was refoerrud 3o the Secrstary for attention,

(3} Lettor of February 23rd from Serator ¥, i, Simmons, of
North Carolinm, endorsing the application of lMr, Roland V. Wolfe
for a position with the Comulesion,

The latter was referred to the Secretary for atteniion.

{4) Tils 1-3432 - J., F, Otis lLiahogany Coumpany, Inc. va.
Thomas I. Powe Luuber Company.

womorandws of Tebruary 24th was received from the Chief Jxan
transanitting lettsr of Tebruary 20th from 4the lahogany Associatio
K¥ew York City, (F. C. Schuitz, Cenoral kenager) petitioning the
Commission on behalf .f the Associabion for a complaint against Ti
. Pows Lumber Cowpany, 5t. Louis, kisscurl., The Chief ZIxeiiner
raported that the subject malter of the pedition had been investig
under 4Yno above file numbar and that on December 22, 1924, the
Commission ordsrad complaint to issue.

Tine correspondence was read sud on moetion of kir. Thompson, i
papers wera referrad 40 ths Chief Jounsel fe repoert whesliher or not
the outstanding cowplaint in Docket 1281 - Thomas I. Pows Lumber
Company coveraed the guesiions presentsd in the pestition.

whe Humpiwrey informad the Comuission that ho had aselected
wrse wildred D. Anderson, as his private gecretory. The Commissic
thergupon, upon wotion of wr. Humphrey, seconded by wr. Van Fleet,
authorized and directad the appointment of Mrs. Anderson as clerk,
with designation of Secroetary to Commissionsr and assigned lirs.
Anderson 0 C. Ae F. Grads V under the Ulassificabtion Act of 1923
at the initlal salary of such grade = $1860. with the further
direotlon that Urs. Anlorson bs lamsediately prometed to a salary
of $2100. por sunum, the salary now paid other private secretaris
to Comnissioners.

The Shalrman assl gned the supervieion of the Chisf Counsel 't
Office to kr, Humphray.



February 25, 1925.

The following watbters of general business forwarded tc the
Commisglon by the heads of the zeveral divisions weie presonted
by the Secratary and actien as indicveibsd was $aken by the Commissi

{1) The Secratary raferred {1) to.a lettar of Februsry 10%f
from the Depariment of Justice requasiing that an agent of the
Deparimsnt be permitted to sxamine material in the posssssion of
the Commisgion iua rogard to the Alumiwmum Company el America for
bhe purpose 01 deteraining whethser that Compeny has violated ®
dacree entered in 1912 by the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania; and (2) to the Commission's letisr of
Fabruary 19th to the Atitornsy Generel granting access to its
filaes, subjesct to the limitation pursuant to the ruls adopled
by the Commission that material furnished voluntarily by the
Aluminum Company of Americs will be wmade available to the
Department of Justice only upon consent in writing from the
Conpany. The Secretary stated that . Joseph 4. Dunn, an Agent
of the Department of Justice, was now examining the materisl im
the office of the Commission and asked insiructions whether ths
ruls limiting the examination of material applied alss to the
sluminum Cooking Ubensil Company and to the Aluminum Goods
Lagnufacturing Cowpany as well as ths Aluminum Company of america.
It appeared that fthe Aluminum Cooking Utensil Company was owned
100% by the Aluminwa Company of America and that the Aluminum
Goods Uanufacturing Company was owned t0 tho extent of 317 by
ths sama Company.,

After discusslon, Lr., Van Fleo? offerad the following motie:
wilch was seconded by Me, iHunt:

wgved, that the Secrebary be instructed to allow agents
of the Departmont of Justice to inaspsct all the evidence in
tne possession of the Commission relating to the Aluminum
Goods Manufacturiag Company.

The foraegoing wmotion was adopted by the Clommission. It was
ga ordered, :
Lre Nugent tnen offered the following motion:

woved, that the representative of the Departmant of
Justice be gziven access to the files which were turned
ovor to the Commlssian by officers of the Aluminum
Gocking Uteneil Comprany.

The wotion was seconded by lir. Thompgon.

As to the foregoing motion, lessrs. Nugent and Thompson
vetsd in the affirmative and Lessrs. Van Fleet, Hunt and Humphrey
voted in ithe negative. The motion was lest.

«~e88r8. Nugent and Thoumpson asked and it was ordared that 1
dizsent show upon the minutes and any corraspondsnce asbout the ma
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wre wugent then woved that accsss to all the [iles in the
posseszion of the Comnlagion regarding the Aluminum Company of
America, sxcept such files as were deliverad to the Jommission
with the understanding that they weuld be treated as confidential
bc alzs mods ar=ilable to agents of the Departument of Justice.

The motion was ssconded by inre TaoiEps viie

as to the fovegoing motion, iesars. llugent and Thompson vote
in the affirwative and ilesars. Van Jleet, llunt and Humphrey voled
in the negative. [he motion wae lost.

iwessrs. Nugent and Thompson askad and it was orderasd ithat
their dissen® show upon the minutes and any correspondence ubout
the matter.

Lr. Van Fleot stated for the record that his reuasons for vot
agaiast the motions by lr. lLugent were the reasone given by the
Commission for the adoption of ths rule under discussion, which
reasong wwre set forth in ithe Commission's latter »f February 19, 1
resding as follows:

"Fabruary 19, 1925,
Ky dear Lr. Attornsy Gensral:

I sm writing in reply to the latter of lr. 4. T. Seymour
of Tedbruary 10th in which he advised that Special Agent Jose
2. Dunmn has been assigned by the Depariuent to bring down i«
date ths repsrt of the Federal Trade Commission upon its
investigation of the Aluminum Company of Amsricas, waich repc
was transmittsd $¢ ths Department with the Commission's latt
of Gctober 20, 1924.

The Departisnt rsquested, pursuant to the Jommission's
pffer in its letter of October 20th, that kr, Dumn be given
the privilsge of inspecting and copying the evidence referr:
to in the Commission's regport and aleo evidence collected ar
complaints made since the filing of the report showing the
courss of conduct pursued by the Aluminum Company of Auerice
The Comnission will be glad to furnish the info mation reque
and will afford Mr. Dunn every facility in hils exzemination ¢
tiie files, except that the informatien and ovidence, which 4
furnished velunterily to the Commissiorn by the Aluminum Comg
of Amsrica including information and evidence from its filet
will be made aveileble only upon the censent in writing fror
the Aluminum Compeny of Arerica that the maleriel wvolunteril
furnished by them be wpads available to ths Depariment.

This limitation upon the examinaticn of the materiul is
made for the sams reason anrd in accord with the position te!
by the Commission in a similar cuse, as set forth in. its lei
of January 27th, 1925, to the Attorney Gsnersl in the matte:
the Chicage Rsteil Lumber Deslers® Assceiabion, et al. I q
from thal letter as follows:
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'Information voluntarily furnishod from
porsona undar investigation by the Commission
is received for the purpoess of proceedings under
the Comzission's special jurisdictioen. This must
bo felirly understood by the person furnighing ths
inforwation, and, theroefore, it would seem that
the Commiszion would be exceeding its sirict
righte in giving the uge of such Inlormation i
obhar purposes without the express consent of the
persong concernsd.

The vomnission is confronted with the recent
decigiens dewnying it nccess to the files of
corporabions and if thess decisions stand, it wil
bo to & great exitent dependsut on the good will of
the parties zgainst whom the proceedings are being
progacuted. If it shall be generally understood that
any information furnishsed the Commissior by a party
nay be turned over to another dapariment of the
Government for use, the Commission fears thet it
may result in refusal in all cases.

Commissioner John F. Nugent dissented from this
ruling of thoe Commpission for the reason he is of the
gpinion your representatives should be given accese
te sll files exepi those, if mny, that were delivered
to the Commisgion with the understarding that they
wsrs 1o bs ireated as confidential.’

I glsc take this opportunity to wake roply to a lotier
dated February 16ith and signed by lkr. A. T. Seymour,
reagquesting that o maessenger of the Depariment be given the
files of the Department of Justice relzting to the Aluminum
Compeany of America which were sent %o the Commiseion in orde:
that the Depariment may proceed with its investigation inte
the quesilion of whether the Aduminum Sompury c¢f America has
viocleted the descrae entsred against it in 1912.

The commission has alse the verbal request of your L.
John L. Lottt to examine the maierial, which request the
Gommission iz pleased to grant. Lire Loti hes beon
notified to this effect by telephone teday.

2y dirscbion ¢f the Commission,
Cordially yours,

(sigrned) Vernon W. Vaen Fleet,
Cheairman.
Hen. Harlan §. Stone,
The Attorney Geusreael,
Waghington, D. Cc¥



{(2) The Secrotery asked ingtructions as to thh sssignuent ©
bo glven iies Anna R. lonahan, lato Secrstary to lr. Gaskill and
stated that Liss lionahan prior to her sorvico as Private Docretnry
had besn employed by the Jommiceiewn undsr Sivil Gervice stalus in
the Jdconomic and Administrative Divisions.

On motion of lir, Thompsoen, tho Decrotary was directed to rep
in regard to an assigrment for lLilse llonmhan.

(3) Docket 745 = Austin, Nichole & Company, Inc.

Hemorandum of TFebruary 24ith was received from the Chief Coun
referring o the Commission's action of Februwry 20, 1925 transmit
draft of findings and order embodying the fiadings and order sugge
by Attorney Jacksen in his brief and calling alterntiorn to corrgeti
and other chunges thereln end etsting: "in view of thess changes
suggest that you" (the Sgerotary) "submlit the matter to the Comuis

Lr. Vean Floet, thoreupon, discussed Attorney Jackson's findi
Thereafter, lir. Van Fleet offerad the following motion, which was
saconded by Lr. Hunt:

“I move thut the findings of fect and tho order submitie
by the Chief Counsel be referred back te the Chief Counsel %
funciion and draft [findings of facts to be submitted to the
Commisgion in meccordance with what he deems the evidence to
be in the case and thei tlis be done in accordance with the
rule heretofore adopted by the vomaission, that is to say, t
the findings of fact shall conform t¢ the rules adopted; and
thet the previcus order ol tho Commission be modified to thi
extent.”

wr, Nugent referrsd te the poritien of Lr. Van "lest's motion
which reads: “and that the previcus order of the Co.. ission be
modified to that extent”™ and stated that he objected tuv that lengu
going into the motion for the rewson that the caese had been finall
passed upon by the Cowmnissien.

Urs Thompsen stated thaet he was oppesed tc bringing the case
to the Commission at this time bLeceuse a majoerity had acted upon i
and that the onmly way it could be brought back was upon wmotion fer
rocongideration by some Commissicner who voted to issue the order.

A3 to ths foropoing molion, ur. Humphrsy stated that it appe
the motion would result in e fie vote if voted upon and suggested
the matter go over for a week to permit him to familiarize himself
the reccrd. This was agreed tc¢ and 1t was co ordersd,

The Commission rocessed st 12:30 ps e and rosssexbled at 2
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PRAGANT:
Vernor, W, Van Fleel, Cheirman,
Jeln ¥. Lugent,
Charles W, Hunt,
Huston Thompson,
Williaw 3¢ Humphrey.

Pureuant to arrangement the Commission met to hear finel
ergument in Docket 1052 - Jolmson Process Glue Company. Attormoey
Hornibrook appearod on bhehalf of the Comwission, There was no
appearance on behalf of ibe respondent. Aitorney ioranibrook
informed the Commission that the respendent had been notified
by registered mall of the time and place of hearing.

attorney Hornibrook was heard in support of the complaint.
Tne hesring co.timued until the howr of 2:2C pem., wes concluded
ané the cuse taken under advisemsnt.

Thereupen, at the hour of 2:20 p.m., the Commigssion
adjournad to mest Friday, February 27, 1225, at 10 a.m.

Yernon W, Van Flest,
Chairwan,
Attest:

Thuraday = February 26, 1025 ~ Lo meeting held.
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wAZTING UTF THa FIDIRAL TRADSZ COMMISGION
Friday = Fobruary 27, 1620 - 10 a.m.

PRES IT:
Yornon W. Van Floet, Chairman,
John ¥, Nugsnt,
Charlos W, Hunt,
Huston Thonmpson,

ure

¥illiem &. Humphrey.

The winutes of the meoting of Tebruary 25, 1925 werc reud a
after corraciion were approved.

After reading of the ninutes, lr. Thompson roferred to the 1
set forth in the Jommission's letier of February 19, 1925, to the
Attorroey Genorel with respect to granbing the Deperitment of Justi
accoss to the files in support of the Commission's raport on the
House Furnisiings Industry, Volume III, entitled, "Kitchen Utensi.
Domastic Appliances™, for the purposs of deteruining whether or nt
Aluminum Company of America hed visloted o decree of the United &
Digtrict Court for ths Wistern District of Pennsylvenia sntered i
4rs Thompson discussed the rules ss applied to & repori nade by the
Commissicn in responss to a Congressionel Resslution under leciic:
the Xederal Trade Commission aAct and made public by the Commisasior
distinquished from a proceeding under Section 5.

sftor discusgion, lir. Thoumpson, offerod the following wotion
which was seconded by Lrs Hugent:

woved, thet the record including all data end evidence
acguired by the Commigsiorn in its investligeticn pursuant %o
Senate Resolution 127, 67th Congress, adopted Jamary 4, 19
{Senator fenyon) with respect te aluminum shall be furnishe
to the Depariment of Justice in respense $o ite requesi for
the evidence, files and documents in support of the repert
end I wish tc state that my reason for this metion is that
tuis information was ccllooied under a resolutlien of Congre
te which the Commissicon has made raporit mnd in which repord
is conteined a part bub not wll of the evidence requested
by the Department of Justice in its letter of Februaury 10,

oW

&
1825, which reads as follows:
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o
[

Dgpartment of Justice
"February 1C, 1922,
“Doer lUr. Ven Flest:

Referring to your letter of Getohor 20th, last,
with which you transmiited a copy of the Report of
your Commission upon its investigation into the
alleged viclation of the dscres entered In 1912 by
the District Court for tho Western Diatiict of
Fenns lvanis, agaipst the Aluminum Company of Auerice,
and in whih you siate that the evidence bearing upon
that question, on filo with your Commission, will be
available for inapection by tho proper officers of
this Deportment:

Special aAgent Joseph 3. Dumn hae been masigned
to oring down to doits the investigetion of whether
or not the decrse sbove raferred to has been vielated
and especlally whether it is now being violated by
the Aluminum Company of Jmerica.

I respectiully roquest that he be given the
privilege of inspecting and making copies of the
gvidence upon the subject referred to in your Rsport,
as woll as g1l evidence collecited and complaints mede
since the iling of your Report, in the possession of
your Commission, showing the course of conduct pursued
by the Aluminun Company of fmerice towards ithe competitore
¢f its owned or controlled cowpanies engaged in the
manufacturs of sluminum cooking ulensils; and also its co
of conduct towards tompetitors and othor engaged in the
manufacture of cast aluminun producta.

Lre Dumn will pregont this lettor as his authority te
make the exawilnation for the Deparimant in this ualier,

Tours very truly,

(signed) 4. T. Seymour,
Assistant to the Attormsy
Genoral.
Hon, Vernen W. Ven Fleed,
Chairman, Tederal Trade Commission,
Yashington, Do G

A8 to the foregoing motlon, liessre, Hupent and Thompson veied
in the affirmative and llessrw. Van TFleet, Hunt and Humphrey voted ir
tine negative. The motion was lost,




February 27, 1925.

wB28Te. Nuzent and Thompson asked and it was ordered that ithe
dissent show upon the minutes and any correspondence with respect 1
the wattoer.

wie Ton Flset stated for the record as fellows:

Lot the recsrd show thoet I vobed 'ne' for the ressons

atated to the Departuent of Justice by the Commission in
its letter to tue aAttorney Gemeral, dated Fobruary 19, 19259,
walch letter ie us follows:

[T

FTebruary 19, 1923,
"y dear Lr. Attorney General:

I am writing in reply to the letter of ir. 4. T,
Seywour of February 1Uth in which he advised that
Special Asgent Joseph Z. Dumn hes been assignsd by the
Department to bsing down to date ths report of the
Foderal Trade Commission upon its investipgation of the
Aluminum Company of America, which report was transmitte
to the Departmont with the Commission’s letter of Uctohe
2Cth, 1924,

The Department regquested pursuant to the Commission'
offer in ite letter of Uectoher 20th, that Lr, Dumn be
given the privilege of inspecting and copying ths sviden:
raferrad tc¢ in the Commiseien's report and alsc eovidence
collected and complaints made since ths filing of the
report showing the course of conduct pursued by the
Aluninum Company of America. The Sommigssion will he gla
Yo furrish the information requested, and will afford lir.
Dumn svery facility in his exazination of the {iles,
excopt that the information and evidence, which wes
furnished voluntarily to the Cemmission by the Aluminum
Sompany of Amsrica including information and evidence
from 1ts filosg, will be made available only upen the
consent in writing from the Aluminum Company of Americe
that tie materlsl volunitarily furnished by them be made
available to ths Depariment.

Tnis liwmitation upon the exemination of the malterial
is S for the same reason and in ac. .7.) with ths posit:
taktan Dy the Commissior in s siwmilar car. as set forin
in ite letter of January 27th, 1923, to & Attormey
General in the matter of tho Chicago Reteil Lumber Deslei
Associntion, ot al. I guete from thet letter as follows

18 o

‘Intformation voluntarily furnishad from
sersons under investigation by the Comuission is
rocolved for the purpess of proceédings under the
comuission's special jurisdiciion. This must be
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t the suggestion of .r. Thompson, the Conmispion censidered
as B Special Urdar of business the repori on the developmont, mothi
tivities of the Dupire Colion Growiny Corporation, a Pritish
, a5 prapared oy the Jconemic Division in response to Senete
lutior 317, {(Senator lLorris Sheppard) adopted January 27, 1928
which report was s hrdtted by the Chief .Uconowist with wemorandum
Fabruery 19th end circuloted among the Jeommissioners on February &6
after discussion, on motion of ir. Lugent, seconded by lr. W
sat, the report was approved by the Coamnissicn as submitted withe
cnange and was ordered forwarded %o the Sencte and made public.
Tns Secretary asked authority under the rule of Oclober 15, 1
to reproduce a ortion of the report as a publicity statewent, It
80 orderod.

e

.
-
&
(3]
I v ]

Formal docket casos appearing on the weekly Conferance Calenc
for final determination were considered and action ag indicetod was
taken by the Commiseion:

i1} Dockast 927 = Sorn Products defining Vompany.

i3

Laid over for consideration on next Conference Day.

() Dockat 1052 = Johnzon Process Glue Company.

fhis caze comas befors the Commission for final determinatio
upen the following recerd: complaint; answer; testinmony; report u
the facts by Trisl Sxaminer Dinnaen; brief by counsel for the Commis
No exceptions were filsd to the report of the Trial Ixaminer. Iig !
was filed by counsel for the respondent. Final argument was heard
February 25, 1925. - Attorney Hornibrook represents ths Commission,
Attorrney 4mil ilein represents ihe respondent.

Upon metion of Lr, Van Flget, saconded by Lir. Thompson, it we
directed that an order tc¢ ceamse and desist issue and that the reco:
be referrsd to the Chiof Counsel for preparation of findings as to
facts and order tc cease end desist, the same to be submitied to tl
Commission for approval as tc fornme.

wre Humphrey took ne part in the consideration or decision of
the case.

(3) Docket 1081 = International Ice Cream Company.

This cass laid over for consideretion on next Conference Day

(4] Docket 1086 - Waterproof Paint & Varnisk Com.eny.

On January ¢, 1925, this cose was before the Commiesion for
determination. The Commission raiturned the findings and order as
gubmitted by the Chiaf Jounsal and directed that such findings and
erder be radrawn to cenform as fer as possible to linw findlings wud
order in Docket 748 = licCloskey Varnish Jdompany.

Purguant to tho above action, the case is bafore the Commisms:
for conesideration of the findings and order redrawn pursusnt to the
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Comumdsslon’s direction. The following papers wore placed in the
nends of esch Jommissioner: wmemorandum of Iebruary 10, 1825,

s
rem ths Ghiof Counsel; findings as to the fac = and order to
ause and desist redrawn pursueat to the Jomaizeion's direction
f January 9th; findings and order in Docket 748 - wolloskay
Varnish Jompany; coemplaint.

sfter consideration, it was dirsected on motion of Lr. Nugent
that an order to ceaso and desist issue.

The [indings as to the facts and the order to cease and
elrt as submitted by the Chief Uounsel with memorandum of
Tebruary 10, 1925, wers amended on motion of Lir, lugort as shown
or narxed copy and ware thereafter, adopted by the Commissior and
referred to the Sccretary fer service without further actien.

wpy . dumphrey toox no part in the censideration or decision
of the casa,

2
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{5) Docket 1220 = Barth & Guttman, Iac.
This cese comes before the Commission for final determinati
upen the following record: memorandum of Fsbruary 12th from the
Chief Counsel transmitting the case; memorandum of Februaery llih
from Trial Attorney Butler; cowmplaint; answer; tostimeny; report
upon the facts by Trial <xaminor Shejpard; exceptions thereto by
counsel for tho vommisaion and counsel for the respundent; brief
by counsel for ths Jomxzission; findings as to the facte and order
t0 cease end desist submitted by the Chief Counsel and certified
to in wemoerandum of ebruary 12, 19285, Respondent woived briof
and argument. Attornsy Bullor represents thae Commisslon.
stborneye Leight & Neckritz repreosent the rasspondent.

After consideration, on motion of lr. Nugent, 1t wae
directed that an order to¢ cease and desist isgsue.

the findings as toc the facts and order te¢ cease and
desist subuiitted by tho Chiel Counsel with memerandum of Februwry
12, 1925, were amended, upon mobtion of ir. Nugent as slhown on
marked copy and weroe thersafter, adopted by the Commissicn and
rafsrrsed to the Sgcrotary for sorvice without furthsr action.

wr. Humphrey took no part in the consideration or decision
of thoe case.

(G} Docked 124C - Sandow Tool Company.

Thia cese comes bofors the Commisaion for final determinati
upen the following record: memorandum of February l4th from the
Chief Counsel i{ransmitting the case; complaint; answer; stipulati
as to the facts; findings as to ths facts and order tc cease and
desist submitted by the Chief Counsal with memorandum of February
l4th. liv tostimony was taken nor brief filed., Respondent waived
briaf and arpwsent. Atborney Porkins represents the Commission.
Attorney Jonn daoyle, Jdr., represants the respondent.

After ccnsideration, on motion of Lr. liugeni, seconded by
lLr. Hunt, the Jommisslon diroccted that an order to ceass and
desist iss i,
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On motion of lr. Thomgzon, the ore as amended &s snown
en urrkad ccpy and was thoroafter adopted. The findings submiited
by tha Chief Jounsel with memorandws of February 14th wers adoptod
without change snd ths findings end ordur as odopted wers referred
to the Sscrutery for servics without furthsr action.

Lr. Humphrey ook no part in the consideration or dscisicn
of the caso.

Chairman Van Tleet presented the following metters and asztion
8 indicetad wus taken by fthe Jommissicn:

{1} liss Anna Boyle.

re Van Fleet informed ths Comwission respecting lise Boyle's
application for assignwent to legel work and of her gualifications
therefor by courss of study at law college and subsequent admission
to the Bar of the Districet of Columbia. i, "un Fleet stated that
in response to inquirise which he had caused to bes made s numbor of
the trial attorneys had sxpressed a dosire for the ssrvices of an
enployee naving gualifications pospessed by Liss Doyle for cesignme
to law clerk work,

On motion of Lr,., Van Fleet, soconded by Lr. lunt, the Uomials
dirscted that without change of present pay or classification, i
Foyle be assigraed temporarily for a peried of three months by the
sacretery from time to time to assist members of the Legal Staff wi
a view to wffording lilss Boyle an opportunity to perform legel work
such as is porformed by law clorks, with the understanding that at
tne oxpiration of {ths three moniths tha Secretory report to the
Uommission the outcome of the essignment.

g
a
<

{2} Latitsr of February 26th from the Postmastor Gereral (Hax
Lew), raforring to the Jomaission's letter of Feuruwry 20, 1925,
concerring the Hyglenlc Laboratories of Chicago, Illiroleg, and stat
thot the operations of this concern heve ovesen investigated and in v
ef the filing of an affidavit by the company agreeing to discontinu
ine sale of various preparations with respsct to which the inguiry
wes made, tha Positoeffice Department does not cantemplete any furthe
action in fhe mattoer.

The letter was read and filed.

(3} Letiter of Februery 24th frow Congressman John H. Suithwi
Tloride encloeping a telegram dated Fsbruoary 17th from the Goverr
of Floride with respect to the incresss in price of gasclina.
Tip coerraspondence wus read and roferrad to the Cecrotary for
preparation of reply.
{1} Docket 93¢ - Right ¥Way Royalty Syndicete, et sul.
Letter of February 25th from the Postoffice Department {(0ffic
of the Chiof Inspector) returning in eccordance with request of the
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commipsien dated February 20, 1824, o certlfisd treuwecript of
tis tastimony 5iven by wr. Jdward L. chapmen, ot s8l, in the

above entitled matior.

Dig letter from the Fegtoflfice Deparitwant stnled L5
% Llapmar has been conviclioed on the churge of uaiuﬁ the
mails for fraudulent purpesss and sentancod on Yabruary 11, 1925
to pay w fine of 31000,
Mo lotter was read snd reforred to tho Socretury for
acknowladgmant with the dirasction fthal the iranscript bs returred
to its proper file.

-

(5) Letter of Febtruary 23rd frow Ssnater Gesrge W. lorris
of lgbraexa, t ansmxttlng copy aof & letter dated Tebruary 4th
aduresbad to tho Zsnator by .r. loland Scott of LeConok, Labrasks,
gguesting coertain infornation respecting the Consolidatod Power
Lignht Company cf Deadwood, Scuth Dahotas

Tae correspondence wus read snd the Jenotor's lettar referr
%o the Jhief decnondst for preperation of reply.

~y

"

(6} Letter of Jobruary 23rd from JSenutoer Uecrpe VW, horris
of Hebraske, transmititing lotier of Fsbruory 13th addressed to
tue Senabtor by nr. Hugh Lacisge of Wilmingion, Horth Carolina, in
rezard to the invesdigation of ths Gensrel Ileciric Company under
Jenave lesolution 325,

The correspondence wes reud and referrod to the Chiaf
sconomist for preparaticn of raply.

N

{7) Lotter of Fokruary 23rd from Sensbor George W. lorris
of lsbraske, iransuitiing lettor of February 9th addressed %o ihe
Senamtor by kr. Loody Jojd, Buechel, Xentucky, in roygard tc thoe
irncreased price of gasolins.

The lotter was rafor-ed to tlo Secrelary for praparation
of raply.

(B} Zottor of February 24th from Congroessman Smiusl I
Winslow, Chalrmas, Houss u,mdzﬁtae on Intorstute & Foreign Cormer
trasgnitiing for such views as tho Somulssion may dssira do
cemaanloars, copy of House Joint Resolution 365, Fabruary 23, 192
by Jona Lcluffie of Alabame and joint vascliution dirscting the
Tadoeral Trade Commission Lo iavaestigate tino causmes of the incroeas
in the prics of gasoline.

{3 lotter was racaivad,

Pas £0llowlng wabters of zZaneral m.u;nass forwarded to the
Jammissi:n by tho heads of the soverasl diwisions were presented
by the Sgerstary and action as indicated was takon by the Jomniss
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{1} Docket 1085 = North Dakota Whelesule Grocsrs’ assccletic
wanorandan of rohruury 18th was received from ths Chiel Cound

transuitting copy of tha briaf preparsd by Attorney Wonden and call
atieation to the fact that the brief is some thiriy davs labte. The
Chief Counsel rocowasndad that the brief be accepted and an ordor
gntared axtonding the 4ime for filing brisf by coungel for the
Comalasion to February 13, 1925,

s recammendation of the Jniof Counsel was approved, the
wag acceplad and order approved and enuarad granting counsel fo I
Commission an sxbansion to and including February 18, 1920, for fil
briaefl,

3
[

it was ot iroceted, on wotlion of lr. Thompson, that tio
uccratalj addross a lattor do Miorney YWeoden calling his ettentior
to ihis nacessity of applying for oxbtensions al the proper time.

(2) Docket 1260 - idison Wixturws Cowpany, Inc.

semorandua of Tobruary 24th was raceived from the Jhiofl Uoune
transaitbing latter from counsel for the regpondent, filing a denar
for a bill of partisulers and a requoest for an extension of tims fo
filing answer. The calaf Jounsol submitted draft of orders (1)
deunyivig request for 2111 of Particulars and (2) grantinf an extensi
0 counsel for tho respoudent to and including ifarch I8, 1925 for f
answor 2ad recoimaanding that the some ba approved.

Tiie recommandation of the Canlef Jounssl was approved and the
orders as submitted wers approved and snbersd by the Commission.

N =

} Ragort by tho Chief Ixawinaer dated Tebruary 25, 1925, ir
& 2 the acguigition by The Ausrican Weclen Coumpeny during thg
yoars 13151334, inclusivo, covsriug the plants and proportiss of
twonty~five mills The Chisf 3Ixaninor racommanded that the mattoer
filed without act;en.

It was directad Liat the report be circulated.

{4} TFile 1-3450 - Hibornia Commasrciel & Savings DBank vs.
United States Perncil Compzny.
the

-

Lomorandum of Tebruary 11lth was received fronm
rageriiag the handling of the case under the rule «f
and submitiing lettor of TFobruary 1ith from *the pre
the form of a stipulation of d:qconulnv : !
by the Shial lsoslnar that thoe stizu ]
dismissod.

Thz corraspondencs waz read and theresiter, lir. Hunt offered
the Tollaowing motion w lch was secondad by L. Ven Flsst:

l"3.,w ot

woead, taatl the stipul ation be dcusguad in accourdauce
i the racomendaticn of the Jhiof Ixaminor and thatl the
applicetion by disuissod.

]
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W e
Wre tmgaent moved in substitution, tnzu thy record s
remittad 4o the Julel Jounsel with inatructions 1o nggotiate
with wiae respondent for a atipulation covar;ﬂg the ﬁu};act natter
af tho file and in evaut the raspondant 11ling to stipulnte

to prsparo such stipulation

approval; and that

stipulats $.at complaint issus forthwith and further, that

thie meantims, the case
As to

30
thae foregeling

and pressnt the Cerminsion Tor
in event the rasspondert shall declinreg ito
in

to the Suspevss Taliondar,

substitute motion, thors was ne sscond

nor vetba.

Jete was taken upon the originsl mobiion by Ir. unt,
sacsnded by wr. Van Fleaot. As te this motion, idessrs. Van
Nugent, Hunt and lumphrey wvoted in the affirasaiive and lir.
Thompson vatad in negative., The motion carriad and It wae
s0 ordsrad,

Tlaet,

L L2

—
n
et

File 1-2354 = The United Woclen Lills vompzny, Inc. vs.
Glasgow Woolen [iills Company.

seworandum of February 20%h was recelved from the Chi:f

Sxemingr reporting that on Decevtror 10, 1924, tho case was

ramevad {rom tns Sussense Splendar and refo“‘od te the Chisf
dxaainoer for dhe purposs of bringing vhe iavaestizetion down

to date. Tho memorandum stated that the supplaaental investligation

discontinuad busingss
vears aco and contained a recomasndation by the
that since tha rasgpondeut ¢oncern 1s vut of

saews that the Glasgow VWoolen dills Company
more than two
Chief Ixazaiuoer

<

business that the applicabion for cowplaint be disnissod.
The merorandum was read and tharzafier, the apnlization for
oaplaint was dismissad by the Jomuwlssion as racomaendsd by the

Chief Zxaminer,

ection of Fobruary 25th

(G) Thz 3acrotary roferred %o the
g nur han apd roconmended

ra_arding an assignment for liss Anna R. g
that lilss lionahan e retnined in the classification, grades and
at the salary previously cupied by hor with ths status of clerk,
a2ffoctive Tobruary 23, 1925, and assigned temporarily to the
Aduoinistrative Division,

Py ecommnandation was adoptod by thoe Somuirsion and it was

+di6 T
53 ordared.
5

(M} Doeisr 1132 =
“he following

-
Rie

dbraham Aritzer, et
Tuief

arders submit.eu by bshe

Courgsel ware

wpprovad and euterad: (1) thet W. V. Sheppard, an Ixmiiner of

the Commiseion, bo deslgrated %o rsceive tastimony, etc., and (2)
that tny noaring of ths complaint Segin al New York City, Lerch 30t
1929, at 10 =z,
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{8) Docket 1258 = Urand Hapids Purnitures Jompony.
Tao following orders submittsd by the Chief Counsel were

approved and entorod: (1) that W. W. Sheppard, =a ixaminar of the

Cowniseion, be designatod to receive testimony, ste., and (2) zhat
the hoaring cf tho complaint begin at Culeago, Ill., April 15, 13

2t 10 a.m.

{3) Dsckaet 1193 » Grand Rapids Sales Sempany, et al.

Tha following orders subiittod by the Chief JCounsel were ap
and anterad: (1) thet W. W. Sheppard, an Ixaminar of the Uomnmi
bo designatad to receive testimony, etc., and (2) that the hearin
the compleint begin at Now York City, Larch 26, 1925, at 10 a.m.

-

-

H
3
i
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From the Circulating Calendar the Commission considersd the
following matdter and action as indicated was taken:

(1) Docket 1145 = lNorthwsstorn Traffic % Servics Burewsu, In

semorandun of January 3lst was received from Trial Attorasy
Wooden, irn regard to evidence deomad by Attorney Wooden to warrant
eriminal prosscution of 4. J. Wallace, Secratary of the lissourd 5%
Retall Coal Dealers' Associntion and perheps He L. Laird, Secretar
of the Horthwsstsru Traffic & Service Bureau.

The filae was circul ated Februwry 2th, Notations by the
vommissionsrs wera read and theroafter, it was dirgctod that fthe |
b3 submittod liwaediately to tas Degartuwent of Justice for such act
ag 1t desms propor in the premises.

It was furihar ordorad, upon motion of lir. Van Fleeb, %that %
Chdaf Counssl have a brief prepared regarding the statuts of limit

'y
o

with varlous sxceptlons, ote., for ths informaticn of the Conissi

Thereupon, at the howr of 12:15 p.aa., the Commission adjourr
)

Ve om0t L.onday, larch 2, 1925, at 10 a.x.

Yernon W, Van Il eat,
Chairaal.

Seturday = Yebruary 3, 19256 - lo mesting neld,

Sunday = arein 1, 1%25 - hHe meeting Lold.



LESTING OF THd TIDIRAL TRADS COMUISSIO!

wonday = karch 2, 1925 -~ 10 a.u,

PRSI
Torvon W. Van rleet, Chairman,
Sharlass We llund
duston Thompson,

Willdiam &, Humphrey.

Lre Hugownt absont sn account of illness.

The minutass of the waebing of February 27, 1825 ware rsad and
approvad,

wre Van Tlest pressntezd the following listed apnlic ng for
i

couwplaint =nd vctlon as indicated was taken by thia Comn

(1) TFilz 1=3575 = Gpool o stton Sompany vu. Je e Coates & So

wre Van lest sbtated that this application for complaint came
diroct %o the Jommission from the Chief Ixaminer withoul raference
to the Board of Review pursuant to tha rules of December 3, 1924,

e Van lost racitod tho fmcts and stated that ho concurred
the racommandation of the Chief dxaalinsr for dismissal.

after consideration, on motion of Lr. Van Flweet, seconded by
Thompoon, bthe applicatiosn for complaint was disudssed by the Vounis

(4} .Tile 1=35613 = Jack Sign Jompany vs. Jacob D. Goldsmith,
wra Yan Tleat reci*ed the facts in the cose and stated that »
concurrad in the revcowmasndation of the 3card of Hovisw for disuissa
Aftor considoratlion, on motien of wr. Van Fleel, szeconded by
plaint was dismissed by ths Jommis

dhompaon, the application for cou
Wl Van Tleoet callod spocial attention to the fact thnt the ¢
vastigated by one atioerney wio recommandad dismissal and
aad been rgLnV@sﬁibdtea by another sthtornsy.
;r, Yan Flaeot shen offared the fa2llowing moblon:

woved, what tho attantion of Lho niof dxaniner bhe callsd

to this cass and thal the vhisf dxaminer be Airsciad ito consi
woll the feature of public intarest bsfore incurring the sxpe
cf axtanded oxaaination; and that the Chiel Sxaninor reyort t
the Jomalssion why ths invesdipation was ss otendad in thig

case and why alter the report by tha { flr. tack

ey

nebaar zttornoy (lir. 3ivbets) was assigned v90 mags further
iuvasuAﬁdtion;

dng woblon woe adopled Dy the Jounmlssion end it was so orders
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(2; Iils 1=34023 = Tammers' Council of jnsrica vs. Gandford
ithill.S-
" 1=3404 « Tannera' Council of America vs. Ls C.
Chase & Company.
WFe Van ¥leebt stated the facts in the cases and thersafter,
offsred the following wotilon, which was seconded by ir. liunt:

loved, that file 1-3403 be consolidated with file 1-34(
and that filo 1=3404 be rsferred to the Chief Tounsal to be
consgiderad by him in connsetion with a group of cases
szainst manufacturars of imitabtion leather and from which
the Shiof Counsel has baen directed to selact a test cass.

The motion was adoptad and it was 80 ordersd.

wre Huni proesonted file 13517 - Buxton & Skinner Printing
Stationery Jompany vs. Plateless Ingraving Compeny with nemerandi
of warch 2, 1925 reviewing the facts iu the case and stating thal
ha concurred in the recommendation of the 3Zoord of Revisw and
rocomnanded that complaint issue.

After consideration, on wotion of ir, Hunt, the Comuwission
directod that complaint issue charging the Plateless Mngraving
Company with violative of the Fedorsl Trade Commission Act.

The draft of complaint wiailch cagae forwerd with the file wae
referrsd 0 the Uhief Coungol, vias Docikot Section, for approval
to form and substance undar the ruls, with the direction that
upen such approval ths couplainit be refarred fc the Secratary for
aorvice without reforence back L¢ the Jommission,

D wp

L. Thoupson prosaented file 1-3528 - Radio Uorporation of
Acerica va. Victor Rudlo .anufacturing Coupany and file 1-3554 -
Aadio Corperation of Auerica vs., Radio Tube Corporation with
aemorandum of Larch 2, 1925 coveridnyg the two cases, which Lir,
Tuoapsan stated were alike except as to partios and afier
discuealon, offaraed the following meltion:

A A

wmovad, that sach caso be dismisesd.

>

e

The motion was soconded by wr. llwaphrey and adoptsd
Jomeission end it was so ordered.

; the



~arch 2, 1925,

Chalrmun Van Fleet prassonted the fellowing uattors and actior
ws indicated was btaken by the Jomalssion:

(1Y Letter of February 27th from tiw Departument of State rep
to the Joawmiiseion's leiter of February 10th concerning a conmunicat
addressad to the Jomaission aigned by L. . eCoruwick-Goodhart for
Comumareial 3Zoecrebary of the Britieh Iwmbassy, in repgard to the alleg
simulation by Haffenrsffer & Coumpany of Boston, of ths Iritish Roye
armss  Lhe lotdar siabed that the Departient of 3tate will be glad
transiiit to the Iubassy any answer which the Jowmmission may desirs
make,

1r
&

The lotter was refarred to the Chiof Ixaminer for informatior
whe praperation of reply.

(2} Zetisr of Tobruary 2&th from Sanator Ueorge W. lorvis, ¢
dabraska, tranauitting a letisr of IFebruary 206th from the Milig
wanufacturing & Trading Couwpany, iaw York City inm regard to the we!
of the manufacturers of fibre.

Tho correspondence was read and on motion of kr. Thempson, wi
reforrad to the Chiaf ifconomiet and the Shief sxaminer for informat
ard consideration and for the preparatisn of reply.

(3) Loetdar af Wibwrr:iry 240tk frow the Personnel Classificabic
Bowrd referring to the Commission's letter of Januvary 28th and req
furtaer informatien with reapoant teo the dutiss of Ur. Robert U. Dal
in coansction with the Commicsion's allocation of lir. Dalryuple to
CedeFs Grade IV from C.a¢F. Grade III by reasen of change of duties
Tae latter was referred to the 3Secrwtary for preparation of

(4} Zetter of February 25, 1925 from the Grand Rapids Rofrig
Jompany, Graad Raplds, idichijan, roefarring to statementis in repard

refrigerators in the Jommiasion's report on the House Turnishings
Tolwas IXII, antitled, “Xitchen Utensils & Domestic appliances", the
lattar reads as follows:

"Grand Rapids Jefrigerutor Comp:
Grand Rapids, Lich. Feb. 25, |

The Federal Trade Coumissioun,
wasnington, D. Ca

sentlioman:
Cnr Februar

courniry ‘il ass
follows:

y 3th there appoared in the newspapers of the
ciabod Freos Dispatch reading in part as

©

'as %o refrijerators, Stoene eaid, the Commission
report appearod tu show an agreeamsad nod only to muintal:
but alse to increass prices and that the depariment was
sreparad %o take appropriate action.'



atgtemant regarding maintaining or indreasing
& & G
us cun easily bo ascertained

i ostaba somiission nas wade are
hindering the sale of our goods and we respectfully
agk Wizt an immediate inquiry be made anong the rade
and the false Lupression be corrected by equal publicity
siventhe arronsocss statonsat.

Very truly yours,

GRAND RAPIDS RIMIGIRATOR unuralyY
3y: C. H, Leonard,
CHEL= ALY Prasident.”

The lettar was road and after discussion, on mobtion of lir.
Van Flest, seconded by iir, Huni, was reforred to an atterney of
the Lo sl Department {Chiaf Counsel's Office) to exauins the
Seconomic Report and rsport to the Comumission upon what evidence
tue Comnission's statoement that there was such a combination is
based,

The Secretary was directad to acxnowledge the iettor and say
that the Jommission will look into the nmattar,.

i3) Letter aof Tabruary 20%th frowm ths leval Stores Ixport
Sorporation, Law Urleans, Loulsiana, furnishing cerfain inforustion
in rasponss to this Commission’s request of February 2lst in regard
to Ixport Irads Associstions und enclosing copy of a letier dated
vanuary 20th from the .aval Storass sxport Corporation to Mr. Walter
B, Spencar, Alterasy, New Orlsaus, La., with respsct to the exchany
of unsalabls grades of rosin for salabls grades in export.

The correspondencs was read and referred to the Zxport Trade
Division for attention,

wr. dunt presentsd lettor of Tebruary 23rd Irowm Lrs. Lattis
Farham, doyston, Jeorgla, R 42, conceraing the practices of the
Wilson Seed Jomupany, Tyrone, Ta.

The letter was referrsed to the Chiof ixeuinsr for investigabl
and report 1o tne Commission with dirsction to the Sacratery to
acknowledge the lsticr {or Mr. Hunt.

The following uattiers of i3neral business forwardsd to the
Yominlssion by ths hoads of the saveral divisions wers presonied

9
y the Jecretvary w.d action as indicated was taken by the
Gmaiesion:



(1) Dockot 83Y - Purs deslery Uolipany.

oawioranduwn of Fabruary 27ih was receivad lrow the Uhlef Coune
transaitting memorandun of February 25th by Trial Atterrey J. T. O3
ragorbing confarance with responde.t in rogard Lo complioncy with 1
order of the United Statss Jircult Court of Appeels for the Jeventh
Ciccuit, stating that little progress, if any, has been mede by the
respondent boward compliience with the order ond recoumonding that t
Comnission wait a roasonabls tine for a detalled stutoment which
respondent haa agrecd te furnish and if this disclosaes nothing
substantiolly different from tnae facts as sev foerth in Athornsy Cla
mamerandum, that the commission submit the :matter 4o the Court meki
the order fov such amction as it sces fit to take. -

It was dirscied that the matior be circuluted.

(2) Lemerandun of Felruery 27th was raceived from Atiorney B
in rogard to decieion in the Wosbern lieat cass by the MNinth Circuit
Section 7 of the (laybton Act does not autharize the Uomuaission to co
a corgorablon o divast itsslf of +the physical propertiss of a corp
which it nas acquired by voiing stock in the corporation, acqu;rad
violaticn of Zechion 7 of ths Clayion dct; and to the decision in t
cagse of Jwift % Company by the 3Joventh Circult which appears clearl:
hold the countrary amd recommending thed petition for certiorari be
w.bh tho Suprems Jourt in the Westorn Leal case. Atlornay Busick =
instructions.

It was dirascted that the memorandum bhs ~irculatsd.

a ing salandar tho Jomalssion considersd the
following matbters und action as indicabted was 1aken:

(1) Deckxat 114L = Standurd Uil Sompany of wentucky.

wemorandwa of Fobruaary 13th from the ohiaf Counsel reporting
pursuaat $o the Sommaiszsion action of August 9, 1934, thut the
gupplauental investicabtion conducted by the Jhiof Jxaalnoer sstablis
thns fact that the respondent was engaged in inverstule comuvrce and
that unlcoss directsd ovherwige the Chiel Counsel will so ewdvise the
TGByOEJ‘Ht 1nd procecd witnh the CauG in regular mannar.

The vanerandun was circulated February 16th. letations by th
gavaral Gommlss;oners wera read u“d thereafter, it was directed the
tag Chiof Counsel proceed with the trial of the cuse in the regular

coursa.

(2) Dockat v34 = Standard Iducation Society.
lamorandum of February L0th was roscsived from the Chief Couns

transuitting wesoranda from tho Chief ixaminer, Attorney Graven ard
dxaninor Jungs in rogard to slleged violation of the Joumission's U

N

in tihis case and also a5 $o the violation of cartain of tne reaclut



o g
warch £, 1925.

JEPRY

practicze submittal by Zubscriptics ook

wry Jraven recommasded thet duve to the pendency
Winsbua case in the uvirculi Jourt in which identical
tations ave invelved, thut the mattor of proceeding
gpondant for a vielation of tho order be daferrsd
until sows time In the near future and then be instituted unlass

a more satlsfactory report can be had frowm the respondoud in
relargnce b0 its coumplianss with the order,

The pupars wers circulated Feurusry 16th. lotations by the
severnl ovommiszioncrs ware read und itheraftsr, bne rocoumendubion
of Attorney Uraven was adoptad and it was ordered that {the matter
uf proceeding ogeinst the roespondent for the violublon of the order
ba defsrred perding declsion in the John C. Winston Company case =
Docket 1060 » and pgnding furtisr report frowm ths vhiof Coungel as
to respendent's complianco with tuw Jomadseion’s order.

{3) loumorandum of Tebhruary ith was receivod from the Chief
Coungel iramuitting a pemorandum doatsd Februery 4th frem Attorney
Wel ter B. Wooden setting forth Atloriey Womdun's oxonination of &
letter dated Jonuary 171k, 1923, addressed to the Commissiun by the
Attorney Genaral of the United States in ropard to the Louisiana
Rad Cypress Uompany.

Tho popors wors circuluted Fabruary 1ith. lictat
several JSonmi

lons by the