
INTERLOCUTORY ORDERS , ETC. 2209

Blum , individually and as offcers of said corporation , and respondents
agents , representatives anclemployees , directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with the offering for sale, sale

and distribution of imported merchandise in commerce, as "commerce
is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act, do forthwith cease
and desist from:

1. Offering for sale, sel1ing or distributing said products with-
out affrmatively and dearly disclosing ill a conspicuous place on
the products themselves the country of origin thereof.

2. Offering for sale, sel1ing or distributing said products in
containers or with attachments in a manner which causes the mark
on the products identifying the country of origin to bc hidden or
obscured without clearly disclosing the country of origin of the
products in a conspicuous place on the container or attachment.

Provided , however , that in those instances where (a) two or more
products importeel from two or morc foreign countries or places
ilre packaged together in the same container , where (b) the im-
ported articlcs themselves are clearly and conspicuously marked
with the country of origin , and where (c) the container is un-
sealed and the articles may be readily removed therefrom for
examination by a prospectivc purchascr prior to purchase, the

disclosuTe , in a conspicuous place on the container , that all or a
port.ion of the contents of such package are imported and that the
country or place of origin of foreign made products is set. forth
on each product, shall constitute compliance with the rel'ms of
this order.

It 'j"r; fU7'theT o7'de/'eel That respondents, Oxwall Tool Company,

Lt(1. , J\hx J. BJum and Sidney Blum, shall , within sixty (60) dnys
a.fter service upon them of this order, file with the Commission a re-
port in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in which
they ha.ve complied with the order to cease and desist as modified.

TOPPS CHEWING GUllI , INC.

Docket 8463. Order , Sept. 1, l,9S

Order dcnying respondent's appeals from hearing examiner s denials of applica-

tions for certain Sllbpocnas RlHl depositions.

ORDEn DISPOSING OF ApPE \.LS FROM HEARIXG
OF AlCGUST 29, 1963.

EXAJlnNER s ORDERS

The Commission now has before it the following appeals from cer-
tain orde.rs of the hearing examiner entered August 2D , 1968 , COllcern.

ing the taking of rlepositions in this proceeding: (1) respondent)
appea.l from the hearing examiner s denial of certa,in of its annlica-
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tions for subpoenas and depositions; (2) complaint counsel's request
for permission to appeal from the cxaminer s granting of certain
other of respondent' s applications for subpoenas and depositions; and
(3) an appe.I by Salada Foods, Inc. , from the examiner s order per-
mitting respondent to take the deposition of that company.
It does not appear that the rulings appealed from involve sub-

stantial rights and will materially affect the final decision or that a
detennination of their correctne.ss before conclusion of the hearing
\Till better serve the interests of justice-the requirements for an
interlocutory appeal under Section 3.17 (f) of the Commission s Rules
of Practice. The Commission notes, however, the fol1owing statement
jn the examiner s memorandum:

that undcr the rules presently in effect governing the taking of depositions
(a) there must be a showing that the deposition wil constitute or contain e,i-
dence l'ekmnt to this issue, (b) that there is a definite risk that the witness
to be deposed wil not be available at the hearing, (c) that exceputional cir
cumstances exist within the meaning of Part V of Section 3.10(e) (2) of the
rules, or within the probable utiization under Section 3.10(e) (1).

This erroneously conIuses the requirements ror tl1G taking of deposi-
tions, set out in Section 3.10(a.) of the Commission s Hulcs, with the
requirements, set out in Section 3. 10 (e), for their use at the heRring.
Sinc.e the examiner s denial of certain of rcspondenUs applications ror
depositions m lY possibly be based in part upon this erroneous inter-

pretation or the Commission s Hulos : the examiner is directed to recon-
sider the matter. Accordingly,

It is ordered That the appeals and the request for permission to
file an interlocutory appeal rrom the examiner s rulings be , and they
hereby aTe, denied.

1 t i. fu?theT ordeTed That the examiner be, and he hereby is, directed
to reconsider respondent:s applications ror subpoenas and deposit.ons
in the light of this order.

Commissioner Anderson not participating ror the l'eason he is or the
opinion there should not have been a complaint.

FRED ASTAIRE DANCE STUDIOS
INC. , ET AL.

W ASHINGTOK, D.

Docket 8560. Order, Oct. 

, ,

1968

Order denying respondent' s motion to dismiss the complaint or suspend tie
proceeding pending a trade-practice lJearing.

GIlDEH DENYIXG REQUEST To FILE IXTEHLOCDTORY ArPE. \.L, AND

YIXG rOTION To DISMISS CO)lPLAINT OR SL-SPEND PIWCl ED1NG

The Commission has bE-Jore it a request by respondent Fred Asta.ire
Dance Studjos Corporation, under Section 3.20 of the Commission


