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IN T1iE MATTER OF

MISS MORRIS CANDIES, INC.

COMPLAINT, FINDINGS, AND ORDER IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION
OI' SEC. 5§ OF AN ACT OF CONGRESS A''ROVED SEIT, 26, 1914

Docket 3132, Complaint, May 135, 1937—Decision, June 30, 1937

Where a corporation engaged in manufacture and sale of candy, including
certain assortments which were so packed and assembled as to involve
or which were designed to or might involve, use of n lottery scheme whett
sold and distributed to ultimate consumers thereof, and which {ncluded
such assortments as a number of packages of candy of. varying size, t0-
gether with a punchboard, for sale to the consuming public under a plan,
and in accordance with said board’s explanatory legeund, by which those
punching by chance certain numbers received specified packuge of candys
and person making last punch in cach of sections into which board was di-
vided recelved specified puckage, and others received nothing for theil
five cents other than privilege of making a punch—

Sold, to wholesalers and jobbers, such assortments for display and resale 0
purchasing public by retail dealers therein in accordance with aforesaid
sales plan, and thereby supplied to and placed in the hands of others the
means of conducting a lottery in the sale of its sald products in accord-
ance with such plan, contrary to public polcy long recognized by the
common law and criminal statutes and to an established public policy of
the United States Government, and In competition with many who, ul¥
willing to offer or scll candy so packed and assembled, or otherwisé
arranged and packed for sale to purchasing public, as to involve a gam®
of chance, refrain therefrom;

With capacity and tendency to induce purchasers to buy its sald product I
preference to that offered and sold by its competitors, and with result
that many dealers in and ultimate purchasers of candy were attracfed
by said method and manner of packing same and by element of chanté
involved iIn sale thereof as aforesald, and thereby induced to purclmsc
said candy, thus packed and sold by it, in preference to that offered an
sold by said competitors who do not use same or equivalent method, a
with tendency and capacity, because of sald game of chance, to diver
to it trade and custom from its aforesald competitors, exclude from candy
trade all competitors who are unwilling to and do not use same or equiV"
alent method because unlawful, lessen competition in such trade, tend to
create a monopoly thereof in it and such other distributors as do U™
same or equivalent method, deprive purchasing public of benefit of free
competition therein, and eliminate from sald trade all actual, and exclud®
therefrom all potential, competitors who do not adopt and use <uch or ot
equivalent method:

Held, That such acts and practices were to the prejudice of the publie 884
competitors and constituted unfair methods of competition.

Mr, ITenry C. Lank: and Mr, P. C. Kolinski for the Commission:
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COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of an Act of Congress, approved Sep-
te{nber 26, 1914, entitled “An Act to create a Federal Trade Com-
Mission, to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes,”
the Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe that Miss
Morris Candies, Inc., a corporation, hereinafter referred to as re-
*pondent, has been and is using unfair methods of competition in
Commerce, as “commerce” is defined in said act of Congress and it
APpearing to said Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
uler_eof would be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint
Stating its charges in that respect as follows:

Paragrarm 1. The respondent, Miss Morris Candies, Inc., Is a cor-
Poration organized and doing business under the laws of the State of

ilnnesota, with its principal office and place of business located at
51?‘19 Third Street North, in the city of Minneapolis, State of

nesota, Respondent is now and for several years last past has
en engaged in the manufacture of candy and in the sale and dis-
;,I;ll;]l:tiofl thereof to wholesale 'doalors and jobber§ loca§ed at points

, e State of Minnesota and in the States of Wisconsin and Iowa.
YSpondent causes and has caused its said products when sold to
© transported from its principal place of business in the city of

Mheapolis, State of Minnesota, to purchasers thereof in the States
Qati(‘)llmnesotu, \Yisconsin, and Jowa at their respective points of lo-
CoursL There is now, and has beep for several years last past, a
twor ¢ of trade and commerce by said 1.'espondent in such candy be-
(e cn alnd among the Stntes_ of thg United States a_boye named._ .In
withOllllse and coxl(ll}ct of said l.msmess, requndent is in competition
ga"edof ler corporations and with partngrsh]ps and mdlv.ldu.als en-

1eb- n the manufacture of candy and in the sal‘e and distribution

'eof in commerce between and among the various States of the

Wted States,

Dﬂl‘aA:l.- 2. In the course and conduct of its business as descri(i)ed in
and JZ lj\g)h‘ 1 hex:eof, respondent sells and has sold to wholesale blea]ers
o in\'olfls various nssortmon.ts of candy so pac.ketl 1a'nd tz;ssem edf as
Ly i, e st ditribated to-the ultimate cansmcr
theregg Sme when sold and distr u‘e o the u lb fLonsmer

of cami uch assortments ave compo§ed of a number of pac \allhtj
4 “Duny of varying sizes, together with a device commonly calle

tppinchboard,”  The said packages of candy are sold and dis-

r] . . . .1 i
] uted to e consuming public by means of said punchboard in

1€ Tollow;
lowing manner:
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The said boards have a number of holes within which are secreted
slips of paper bearing a printed number, and the area of the boards
in which the said holes are placed is divided into sections. Sales are
5¢ each, and each purchaser is entitled to one punch from said board.
When a punch is made, the slip of paper bearing a printed number
and secreted in said hole is disclosed. The numbers begin with one
and continue to the number of holes there are on the board, but the
numbers are not arranged in numerical sequence. The board bears
statements informing purchasers and prospective purchasers that
certain numbers receive a specified package of candy, and that the
last punch in each section receives a specified package of candy.
Persons who do not qualify by punching one of the specified num-
bers from the board, or by punching the last punch from one of the
sections, receive nothing for their money other than the privilege of
punching a number from said board. The slips bearing the printed
numbers are effectively concealed from purchasers and prospective
purchasers until a selection has been made and the par-
ticular punch separated from the board. The fact as to whether #
purchaser receives one of the packages of candy, or nothing other
than the privilege of punching a number from said board, for the
payment of 5¢, is thus determined wholly by lot or chance,

Respondent manufactures, sells, and distributes several assort:
ments of candy involving the use of a punchboard in the sale and
distribution thereof to the consuming public, but all of the saif
assortments involve the same principle as set forth above, and vary
only in detail.

Par. 3. The wholesale dealers and jobbers to whom respondel_lt
sells its assortments resell said assortments to retail dealers, and sa!
retail dealers expose said assortments for sale and sell the same to the
purchasing public in accordance with the aforesaid sales plan. Re’
spondent thus supplies to and places in the hands of others the mean®
of conducting lotteries in the sale of its product in accordance wit?
the sales plan hereinabove set forth; and said sales plan has the
capacity and tendency of inducing purchasers thereof to purchns
respondent’s said product in preference to candy offered for sale it
sold by its competitors,

Par. 4. The sale of said candy to the purchasing public in the
manner ahove alleged involves a game of chance or the sale of #
chance to procure packages of candy. The use by respondent 0
said method in the sale of candy, and the sale of candy by
through the use thereof and by the aid of said method, is a practic’
of the sort which the common law and criminal statutes have 10
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deemed contrary to public policy, and is contrary to an established
bublic policy of the Government of the United States. The use
by respondent of said method has the tendency unduly to hinder
Competition or create monopoly in this, to wit: that the use thereof
has the tendency and capacity to exclude from the candy trade com-
Detitors who do not adopt and use the same method or an equivalent
Or similar method involving the same or an equivalent or similar
element of chance or lottery scheme. Many persons, firms, and
Corporations who make and sell candy in competition with the re-
Spondent, as above alleged, are unwilling to offer for sale or sell
andy so packed and assembled as above alleged, or otherwise ar-
Tanged and packed for sale to the purchasing public so as to involve
% game of chance, and such competitors refrain therefrom.

Par. 5. Many dealers in and ultimate purchasers of candy are
Aftracted by respondent’s said method and manner of packing said
andy and by the element of chance involved in the sale thereof in

'® manner above described, and ave thereby induced to purchase said
“ndy so packed and sold by respondent in preference to candy of-

®red for sale and sold by said competitors of respondent who do not
Use the same or equivalent methods. The use of said method by re-
Spondent, Lag the tendency and capacity, because of said game of
cl‘ance, to divert to respondent trade and custom from its said com-
Petitors who do not use the same or an equivalent method; to exclude
fom gaiq candy trade all competitors who are unwilling to and
Vho do not use the same or an equivalent method because the same
s unthful; to lessen competition in said candy trade and to tend
0?] cl‘eﬂfe a monopoly of said candy trade in respox.ulpnt and such
an (llel' distributors of candy as use the same or an equivalent method;

. ,t° deprive the purchasing public of the benefit of free com-
I:‘Etltlon in said candy trade. The use of said method by respondent
&lals the tendency and capacity to eliminate from said candy trade

JActua] competitors, and to exclude therefrom all potentm_l com-
Petitorg who do not adopt and use said method or an equivalent
method.
Spg i\(;t 6. The aforementioned method, acts, and practices olf rc:-‘
com ®Nt are all to the prejudice of the -publlc and of responc (’fltb
ticOSDetltor's, as hereinabove alleged. Salq fnetl}od, acts, and 'I_’II“.C'

e} Constitute unfair methods of competition in commerce within
«y Ment and meaning of Section 5 of an Act of Congress, entitled
an (;1 q ¢t to create p Federal Trade Commission, to define its 1)0\14'ers
lties, and for other purposes,” approved September 20. 1914.
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Pursuant to the provisions of an Act of Congress, approved Sep-
tember 26, 1914, entitled “An Act to create a I'ederal Trade Com-
mission, to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes,”
the Federal Trade Commission, on May 15, 1937, issued and on May
17, 1937, served its complaint in this proceeding upon the respondent,
Miss Morris Candies, Inc., a corporation, charging it with the use of
unfair methods of competition in commerce in violation of the pro-
visions of said act. After the issuance of said complaint and the
filing of respondent’s answer thereto, the Commission, by order
entered herein, granted respondent’s request for permission to with-
draw said answer and to substifute therefor an answer admitting
all the material allegations of the complaint to be true and waiving
the taking of further evidence and all other intervening procedure
which substitute answer was duly filed in the office of the Commission-
Thereafter, this proceeding regularly came on for final Learing be-
fore the Commission on the said complaint and the substitute answers
briefs and oral argument of counsel having been waived; and the
Commission, having duly considered the same and being now fully
advised in the premises, finds that this proceeding is in the interest of
the public and makes this its findings as to the facts and its con~
clusion drawn therefrom:

FINDINGS A8 TO THE FACTS

Paracrarnr 1. The respondent, Miss Morris Candies, Inc., is #
corporation organized and doing business under the laws of the
State of Minnesota, with its principal oflice and place of busines
located at 517-19 Third Street North, in the city of Minneapoli$
State of Minnesota, Respondent is now, and for several years las
past has been, engaged in the manufacture of candy and in the sulo
and distribution thereof to wholesale dealers and jobbers located f‘t‘
points in the State of Minnesota and in the States of Wiscons!®
and Jowa. Respondent causes and has caused its said producfS
when sold to be transported from its principal places of busines?
in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, to purchasers there?
in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Towa at their respoctl""
points of location. There is now, and has been for several years Ins
past, a course of trade and commerce by said respondent in suc?
candy between and among the States of the United States ﬂbo‘:e
named. In the course and conduct of said business, respondent 18 !
competition with other corporations and with partnerships and W
dividuals engaged in the manufacture of candy and in the sale ant
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distribution thereof in commerce between and among the various
States of the United States.

Par. 2. In the course and conduct of its business, as described in
Paragraph 1 hereof, respondent sells and has sold to wholesale dealers
and jobbers various assortments of candy so packed and assembled as
to involve, or which are designed to or may involve, the use of a lot-
tery scheme when sold and distributed to the ultimate consumers
thereof, Such assortments are composed of a number of packages of
2an<ly of varying sizes, together with a device commonly called a

Punchboard.” The said packages of candy are sold and distributed
to the consuming public by means of said punchboard in the follow-
Ing manner:

The said boards have a number of holes within which are secreted
?hps of paper bearing a printed number, and the area of the boards
N which the said holes are placed is divided into sections. Sales
are Sc each, and each purchaser is entitled to one punch from said

%ard. When a punch is made, the slip of paper bearing a printed
n‘}mber and secreted in said hole is disclosed. The numbers begin
Vith one and continue to the number of holes there are on the board
Ut the numbers are not arranged in numerical sequence. The board
'®ars statements informing purchasers and prospective purchasers
that certain numbers receive a specified package of candy, and that
: ® last punch in each scction receives a specified package.of candy.

°tsons who do not qualify by punching one of the specified num-
1S from the board, or by punching the last punch from one of the
Seetions, receive nothing for their money other than the privilege of
I’l“lching- a number from said board. The slips bearing the printed
MWmbers gye effectively concealed from purchasers and prospective
Purchasopg until a selection has been made and the particular punch
Separateq from the board. The fact as to whether a purchaser receives
one of the packages of candy, or nothing other than the privilege of
Dlmching a number from said board, for the payment of e, is thus

Qtf"minml wholly by lot or chance.

o "espondont manufactures, sells, and distrilfutes several assortments
ioﬁ‘“;dy mvolving the use of a pm.lchbonrd in the sale: and distribu-
i v(,]t iereof to the concuming public, but all of the said assortments
Jve the same principle as sct forth above, and vary only in detail.
AR. 3. The wholesale dealers and jobbers to whom l-ospond'ont sol!s

Q‘SSSOI'thntS resell said assortments to retail dealers, and said retail
o TS €Xpose said assortments for sale and sell the same to the pur-
Qllzstl]ng bublic in accordance with the aforesaid sales plan. Respond;

1Us supplies to and places in the hands of others the means o
158121m

—~30———209
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conducting lotteries in the sale of its product in accordance with the
sales plan hereinabove set forth; and said sales plan has the capacity
and tendency of inducing purchasers thereof to purchase respondent’s
said product in preference to candy offered for sale and sold by its
competitors.

Par. 4. The sale of said candy to the purchasing public in the
manner above found involves a game of chance or the sale of a chance
to procure packages of candy. The use by respondent of said method
in the sale of candy, and the sale of candy by and through the use
thereof and by the aid of said method, is a practice of the sort which
the common law and criminal statutes have long deemed contrary to
public policy, and is contrary to an established public policy of the
Government of the United States. The use by respondent of said
method has the tendency unduly to hinder competition or create
monopoly in this, to wit: that the use thereof has the tendency and
capacity to exclude from the candy trade competitors who do not
adopt and use the same method or an equivalent or similar inethod
involving the same or an cquivalent or similar element of chance of
lottery scheme. Many persons, firms, and corporations who make and
scll candy in competition with the respondent are unwilling to offer
for sale or sell candy so packed and assembled as above described, or
otherwise arranged and packed for sale to the purchasing public s0
as to involve & game of chance, and such competitors refrain there-
from.

Par. 5. Many dealers in and ultimate purchasers of candy are
attracted by respondent’s said method and manner of packing said
candy and by the element of chance involved in the sale thereof in
the manner above described, and are thereby induced to purchase
said candy so packed and sold by respondent in preference to candy
offered for sale and sold by said competitors of respondent who do
not use the same or an equivalent method. The use of said method
by respondent has the tendency and capacity, because of said game®
of chance, to divert to respondent trade and custom from its sal
competitors who do not use the same or an equivalent method ; to €¥
clude from said candy trade all competitors who are unwilling {0
and who do not use the same or an equivalent method because the
same is unlawful; to lessen competition in said candy trade and t0
tend to create a monopoly of said candy trade in respondent and such
other distributors of candy as use the same or an equivalent method;
and to deprive the purchasing public of the benefit of free compet!”
tion in said candy trade. The use of said method by respondent has
the tendency and capacity to eliminate from said candy trade al
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Actual competitors, and to exclude therefrom all potential competi-
tors who do not adopt and use said method or an equivalent method.

CONCLUSION

The aforesaid acts and practices of the respondent, Miss Morris
Candies, Inc., a corporation, are to the prejudice of the public and
Tespondent’s competitors, and constitute unfair methods of competi-
Yon in commerce within the intent and meaning of Section 5 of an
Act of Congress, approved September 26, 1914, entitled “An Act to
reate a Federal Trade Commission, to define its powers and duties,
and for other purposes.”

ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST

mgsl}ls proceedings having been heard by .thg Federal Trade (?om-
&ns“}on upon the complaint of the Commlsslc.m.and the SubStltl-lte
al e"er. of respondent, date.d June 18, 1937, admltpr}g all the m'aterml
uraauons. of the complaint to be true and waiving the taking of
m; er eV1d.ence and all other intervening procedure, and the Com-
551011. havmg made its findings as to the facts and its conclusion
gr:: said respondent has violated the provisions of an Act of Con-
Fe Sy approved September 26, 1914, entitled “An Act to create a
o eral Trade Commission, to define its powers and duties, and for
°r burposes.’ ,
eort i ordered, That the responder3t, Miss Morris Candies, Inc.,‘n
COnfr’lfma_tlon, .its officers, representatives, agents,' an.d e{nployees, In
in ; ®ction with the offering for sale, sale, and distribution of candy
Mterstate commerce, do forthwith cease and desist from:
l‘eSﬂSeHing and distributing to jobbers and wholesale dealers for
Sllc(l. © to retail] dealers candy so packed and assembled that sales of
! candy to the general public are to be made, or may be made,
Means of o lottery, gaming device, or gift enterprise.
jObi)e Upplying to or placing in the hands of Whol(?sale dealers and
“’ithors assortments of candy which are used, or which may be used,
SOrtht alteration or rearrangement of t}')e contents of suc}1 as-
the onts, to conduct a lottery, gnming device, or gift enterprise in
Stle or distribution of the candy contained in said assortments
® public,
ﬂnd S qu]ying to or placing in the hands of wholesale dealers
Obbers assortments of candy, together with a device commonly

cal] . .,
ed g “punchboarq” for use, or which may be used, in distrib-

utin" . . .
S OF selling said eandy to the public at retail.

(-
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4. Furnishing to wholesalers and jobbers a device commonly called
a “punchboard,” either with assortments of candy or separately,
bearing a legend or legends or statements informing the purchasing
public that the candy is being sold to the public by lot or chance
or in accordance with a sales plan which constitutes a lottery, gam-
ing device, or gift enterprise.

1t is further ordered, That the respondent, Miss Morris Candies,
Inc., a corporation, shall, within 80 days after service upon it of this
order, file with the Commission a report in writing setting forth in
detail the manner and form in which it has complied with the order
to cease and desist hereinabove set forth,
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IN TiE MATTER OF

MID WEST MILLS, INC.
MODIFYING CEASE AND DESIST ORDER
Docket 2526. Order, July 2, 1987

Order modifying, pursuant to decision of United States Circuit Court of
Appeals in Federal Trade Commission v. Mid West Aills, Ine., 90 F. (24)
723, Commission’s prior order in Midwest Mills, Inc., Docket 2520, 22
F. 1. Q. 566, 573, prohibiting, as there set forth, use of respondent’s cor-
Dorate or trade name “Mid West Mills, Inc.”” so as to permit such use,
If qualified, as below set forth, by words “Jobbers and Converters, Not

Mill Owners or Mill Operators.”
Befove afr. William C. Reeves, trial examiner.

Lr. George Foulkes for the Commission.
K @mfner, Halligan & Marks, of Chicago, Ill., for respondent.

Mobiriep OrbEr TO0 CraSE AND Drsist

mif{‘is Proceeding, having been heard by .thg, Federal Trade Com-
Sp(;blon upon.the complamt& of the Commission, t‘he. answer of re-
an nd(’nt., testimony and e\.ud.ence taken before Wllhz_zm C. Reevgs,
in ’exmmner of the Commission theretO‘fOL'e duly de51gn.aFed by it,
to SIL)’P'D(.)rt of the charges of said comp'lmlnt and in opposition there-
o Uiefs filed herein, and the Comn.usswn, haV}ng made its find-
Vig]‘? 45 to the facts and its conclusion that said respondent has
96 1‘““(1 tlle.provisions of an Act of Congress ‘approved Sfapﬁember
de;i 91?: entitled “An Act to create a Federal Trade C,ommlssxon,' to
en'te”'e 1ts powers and duties, and for other.purposes,’ and having
rom,md Ms order directing the respondent, its oﬂicers,.agents, rep-
. l.tatuves, servants, und.e.m.ployees, to cease and. deswt- from the
o ‘}"‘ methods of competition set forth in its said ﬁndmgs as to
™ acts; anfl the Commission, having therecafter ﬁ]ed,.m the United
Dlic:ts' Circuit Court of Appea]s. for .the Seventh Circuit, an ap-
ang tlmn for th(_} enforcement of its said order to cease and desist;
mvin;@reafter, in said proceeding in said Court, su.ch proceedings
i i o b.(‘e'n had that, on the 15th d_ay of June 193'_7, said .Court stated
«Mmsgl)mlon .that if respondent did not Yo]'mtm:ﬂy strike tl.le word
Omop, from its name, it should c}early 1'nform its pros.pe.ctn”e cus-
ADplic t(')f the true facts, and havx.ng demed' th.e Commission’s s.:ud

tere 3 l}())n for enforcement, bqt Wl.thout pre]ud.lc.e to an order bejmg
Worq oy the Commission directing the addition of appropriate
pons. “hich will clearly convey to the public the fact that re-

n . .
Nt neither owns nor operates a mill—
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It is ordered, That the respondent, Mid West Mills, Inc., a cor-
poration, its officers, agents, representatives, servants, and employeesv
in connection with the oﬂ”ermn' for sale and sale of upholstering
fabrics, wooden frames, padding, felt, springs, and all other such
material, relative to the construction of furniture, in interstate
commerce ;

1. Cease and desist from the use of the corporate name Mid West
Mills, Inc., or any other name oI the same or familiar import, unless
and until there be used, in type of the same size and equally con-
spicuous, in immediate connection and conjunction with said name,
wherever used, whether on stationery, garment labels, tickets, 1n-
voices, or other written or printed matter, the words “Jobbers and
Converters, Not Mill Owners or Mill Operators”—or

2, If respondent desires not to use the qualifying and modifying
_ terms set forth in paragraph 1 hereinabove, that it cease and desist
altogether from the use of the word “Mills” either standing alone,
or in connection or conjunction with any other word or words, il
its corporate name, and on stationery, garment labels, tickets, in-
voices, or other written or printed matter.

It is further ordered, That the respondent above named, within
80 days after the service upon it of this order shall file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the mannet
in which this order has been complied with.
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IN tHE MATTER OF

VISCOSE COMPANY ET AL,

COMPLAI.\IT, FINDINGS, AND ORDER IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION
OF SEC. 5 OF AN ACT OF CONGRESS APPROVED SEPT, 26, 1914

Docket 2161, Complaint, Feb. 1, 193)—Decision, July 3, 1937

Where ten corporations engaged in the manufacture of substantially all the
¥iscose rayon Yarn made in the United States, and in the sale and dis-
tribution thereof to rayon cloth knitters for manufacture into cloth, and
Subsequent sale, distribution, and use for making of articles of wear
therefrom, and constituting sole source of supply of such rayon yarn for
km’tters, users of approximately forty-five percent of all such yarn used
by all classes or kinds of purchasers, and also sole source of supply for
other users of such yarn, and, prior to the acts below set forth, in com-
Petition as to price with one another in the sale thereof between and

Fo. M0ng States, Territories, and District of Columbia—
or the Durpose of eliminating price competition among themselves, entered

Into an agreement, combination, understanding, and conspiracy among
themsolveg to fix and maintain uniform prices to be exacted by them from
their purchasers of rayon yarn, and thus to fix the price of said product
hiering into interstate commerce, and did, during a period, thus fix and

Wi Maintain such uniform prices; .
ith effect of actually hindering and preventing price competition in the sale,

&mong the various States, the Territories, and the District of Columbia,

of such yarn, Increasing prices therefor paid by users thereof, prices of

cloth made therefrom, and prices of rayon articles of wear, and with
He d““gerous tendency so to hinder and prevent such .price competit{on:

4, That such acts and practices were to the prejudice of the public and

Competitors apng constituted unfair methods of competition.

Before Mr. John W, Addison, trial examiner.

My, Edward I.. Smith and Mr. Harry A. Babcock for the Com-
mlSSiOn.

iy, John Q. Jackson and Mr. Stephen P. Nash, of Jackson, Ful-
°r, Nash ¢ Brophy, and Mr. Jokn W. Davis, of Davis, Polk, Ward-

ell, Gardiner & Reed, of New York City, for Viscose Co.
4 Mr, g, Larry Covington, Mr. Dean @. Acheson and Mr, H. Thomas
inu“em’ of Covington, Burling Rublee, Acheson & Shorb, of Wash-

8ton, p, C., and Afr. William 8. Gregg, of Wilmington, Del.,, for
t Rayon Co., Inc.
Wi *F, Sims McGrath and Mr, Arthur L. Fisk, of C'adwalader,

tekershoyn & Taft, of New York City, for Tubize Chatillon Corp.

an .
L, merican Enka Corp. .
. Leslie Nichols of Tolles, Hogsett & Ginn, of Cleveland, Ohio,

Ndustriy) Rayon Corp.

——

et




