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' Forr IMMEDIATE Release

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washingten

Tuesday, April 28, 1936

The rederal Trads Commissien today made putlic the following self-
explanatory letter:

"ppril 28, 1036
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. Stephen M. duPrul,

neral Netcrs Corporation,

./~ American Trade Asscriation Eweertives,
Urited States Chamber of Ccmmerce,
Washington, D. C.

2

My dear Sir:

In tre daily grecs of this mrrning yru are reoported as having
! eriticised the Federal Trade Commission for its ~ffcrts to enforre the

statutes azeinst mcncpolies.

In an addressz delivered tefore merbers of the American Trade
Asscciatien Executives, you are gurted as havins re-allsd that the
statistiral set-ur ~2 an Inductry with which you are asscciated was
twrenked becuase the largest company involved heard that the
rederal Trade Comnissicn was ccing ©0 maie an investization * x *,!

Tre Federal Trade Ccmmission is not resvensible for rumors atout
investizeoticns it marr be recuired to make urder the law. Tre fact that
tne assocliation ycu referred to ‘was comrpletely wrenckcd!, as ycu say,

Pecause it theoard’ 1t might te investijated, may or may not be signiri-

Y~u are further qucted as sayins 'The fact that the Commission has
lost sc many cof their cases on anpral to the Courts speaks for itzell,!
The Ccmmissi~n's record in the matter of cases carried to the Courts
does speak frr itsgelf.

From January 1, 1937, to date, thirty-cne of the Ccmmissiorn’'s orders
have been taken to wvarious circuit courts. The Cemmission was aflirmed
in twenty-nine and reversed in tvo of these cazes in the Circuit Courts
ef Appeals, btut in the two cases in which the Commission's crders were
net sustained by the Circuit Courts cof Appeals, theose Courts were them-
selves reversed by the Jupreme Court of the Tnited Statss, and the
Commission uph~ld. One case in which a Circuit Ccurt ef Appeals sustained
the Cormissi~n was reversed ty the Supreme Court. The net result is that
in thirty-ene Commission cases taken to the higher courts, the Commission
has ultimately lo<t only one. That was by a five-to-four decision by the
Supreme Court in a Section 7 Clayton Act case not involving ary trade
’ assoclation question, in which the C3rcuit Court of Appeals had arfi:med
the Commission.



"Mr. Stephen M, duBrul

I call this record to your attention only because such inaccurate
and misleading statements as you are quoted to have made are calculated
to lessen public confidence in a quasi-judicial body of the Government
which does not make the laws, but whose duty it is to administer
such laws as are entrusted to it for enforcerment.

I ask that in the interest of fairness you give these facts the
same public expression as has been given to your original remarks.

I am téking the liberty of sending a copy of this letter to the
president of the United States Chamber of Commerre, as well as making
its contents public.

Very truly yours,

Charles H, llarch
Chairman,



