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Docket 6559. Orde1 , Feb. 21, 1961

Order, with memorandum, denying motion requesting 60-day stay and recon.

sidcration of divestiture order of Dec. 16, 1960 , 57 F. C. 1415.

The rcspondcnt, on January 16, 1961 , filed a motion reqncsting
that the order conta,ined in the Commission s decision entered De.
cember 16 , 1960, be stayed for sixty days; that the respondent be

oral1y heard on the motion; and that the order be reconsidered by

the Commission. In support or the motion, respondent contends

among other things , that the requirement in the order ror divestiture
is unnecessarily harsh; that respondent has had no opportunity to
present its views as to the provisions 01 the order; and that the order
is unenforceable because or 1ack or specificity.

'Vhen rendering its decision in this proceeding, the Commission
determined that divestiture or the assets or the named corporations
acquired and thereafter held by the respondent in violation of Sec-
tion 7 of the Clayton Act , as amended, was the appropriate remedy
for correcting those violations. In directing such divestiture , the
order a1so prescribes guideposts ror its conduct in good raith , in.

dueling restoration of the acquired properties as competitive entities
in substantially the same operating form and of substa,ntia,Hy equi'7

alent productive capacit.y as existed at or about the time of acqni-
sition; and the ordcr additionaJJy directs the respondent to snbmit
within sixty days a plan for compliance with the order , with time
for compJiance to be iixed thereafter. The chaJJenged order accord-

ing1y contemp1ates fu1l opportunity for t.he respondent to snbmit
in writ.ing its recommendations and suggestions relating to the order
reqnirements ror good faith divestiture of the acqnired assets , with
opportunit.y for counsel supporting the complaint to respond in writ-
ing. Furthermore, it is implicit in the Commission s prior action

that an ac1ditiona.1 order specifying the ma.nner or divestiturc within
the purview of Section 11 of the aforesaid Act , as weJJ as the time
within which it must be accomplished , wiJl fonow.

ORDER

It .;s ordel'ed That the respondent's motion be, and it hereby is
denied.

It is further orde?wl However, that the time within which the
respondent may submit its plan for compliance with the order for
diwstiture be , and it hereby is , extended to include thirt.y (30) days
rrom the service upon the r€'spondent of this order.

Commissioner lil1s not participating.
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MOORE BUSI ESS FORMS , INC.

Docket 7086. Order, Mar. , 1961

Interlocutory order reversing hearing examiner s rulings which quashed speci
fications regarding respondent' s sales from subpoena duces tecum in price
discrimination case.

Connsel snpporting the complaint having filcd an appeal from the
hearing examiner s rulings of ovember 15 , 1960 , whereby he granted
the respondent's motion to quash specifications 2 , 3 , 4, 6 8 and 9
of the subpoena dnces tecnm which issned on October 11 , 1960, and
hmitec1 specifications 1 , 5 and 10 in certain respects; and

It appearing that the information excluded from the specifications
require.ments under such rulings includes , among other things , data
relating to annual and monthJy net sales of respondent' s business
forms products for certain years , classified by cllstomers, sales divi-
sions and products , together -ith information respecting total sales
by the respondent at prices belmv its list prices; and
It appearing that such excluded information pertains, among

other things, to the conduct and scope of the respondent's business

and it.s capacit.y to compete , and thus .1s relevant to the issues raised
by the complaint in this proceeding which charges discriminations
i:a price resulting or likely to result in injury to competition in the
line of commerce in which thc respondent is engaged; and

The Commission having determjned that counsel supporting the
complnint aTe e,ntitled to production of all of the information speci-
fied in the subpoena duces teC\lm and that the appeal shonld be

gran ted :
It Is ordered. That the rulings of the hearing examiner which

quashed or limited the specifications of said subpoena be , and they
hereby tre , reversed.

UARCO IKC.

Docket 7087. Or'de?", Jia-r, , 1961

Interlocutory order reversing hearing examiner s exclusion of exhibits includ-

ing tabulations of respondent's saJes , and denying appeal from rejection
of other documents in price discrimination case.

Counsel supporting the c.omplaint having filed an interlocutory
appeal from certain rulings by the henrlng examiner whlch counsel

conte.nd eTroneously rejected three series of document.ary exhlbits

offered -in evidence; and
It appeftrillg that onc serles of the donunents inc1nde tabulations

by the respondent of its nei: sides for certain years chss1fied by ('115-

tomeI'S and by types of forms and data as to sales by it at prices


