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it "\onld result, we think, in undue delay and contradict the express
desire of the Commission ' . . . that this proceeding be expedited and
kept. ,,-ithin manageable proport.ons. :" On October 5 , 1!)()4, com-
plaint counsel , pursuant t.o Section 3.20 of the Commission s Procedures
and Rules of Practice (effective August 1 , 1963), filed with the Com-
mission a request for permission to file an interlocutory appeal from
the examiner s order of September 29. On October 7, 1964 , respondent
filed a statement. in opposition to complaint counsel's request.

Section 20 provides that permission to file n,n interlocutory appeal
will not be granted except in extrRol'dinary circumstaIlr.es where an

immediate decision by the Commission is clearly necessary to prevent
detriment to the public interest. " Section 3. 15(e) of the Rules directs
the hcftring examiner " UJo regulate the course of the hearings and the
conduct of the parties and t.heir counsel therein " a.nd Section 3. 8(c)
provides that the examiner s order ba.sed on the prehearing conference
shall control the snbscCJuent course of the proceeding unless modi-

fied at the heaTing to prevent manifest ininstice, ~' Thus , snch a qnes-
tiOD as \\het.llcr to modify the terms of the prehearing order in order
to ndm"i fnrther cl,- idence is essentially ,-,ithin the ol1nd discretion of

the hearing examiner. In the interest of orderly a.nd cxpecl-jt.ions proce-
dure , his detcrmination of uch a question will not often give rise to
tl1e "Bxtra,orc1inary circml1stances ' which must be shown before the
Commission will entertain an interlocutory appeal.

In its Order R.ll1ing on Appeal From E:saminer s Denial of ::1otion
to Limit SnbpoE'w lssllcc1 8r.pteml1cr 2+. 10(-;:1 IP. 1;):t:-) lwreinl jn this
matter , the Commis3ion expressed its desire; tlHlt this I)roc(;eding- be

expedited and kept T\1thin l111nageftble proportions. :' Since tJw, duty
of expediting the proceeding and keeping it within the bounds of the
complaint 1S at the hearing stage , primarily the hearing examiner
and in the absence of good e l,se shown the Commission has deter-
mined that it \\iJl not entertain an interlocutory appeal from tJle
examiner s ruling denying complaint counsel:8 motion. Accordingly.

It ,is o'idered That permission to file Rn interlocutory appeal be , and
it hereby is, denied.

Commiss1oner :Maclntyre not concllrring.

IN THE L\T"ITR OF

VINCENT RUILOVA TRADING AS VECE:"T CIGAR
CmIP ANY ET AL.

Docket C-SO? Ordcr , Oct. 1,-i. 1%-

Orc1er reopening e:f1se , striking l'l'obibit:om nllllhrrecl !. B llm1 -1 ,'1Jld g,' nnting
respondents tbirty (20) dnYf; in ,yJlich to fi;(' objcct1ml
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ORDER REOI'L'HXG CASE .\XD GnXXTIXG
J\1E:JIORA::Du)I

LK\ VE To FILE

The Commission ha\Ting issued its c1ecision and order on --\l1p:nst 8
1964 (p. 416 hereinJ, in disposition of thi proceeding, and it no\y
appearing that the order in such dec1 ion contains thrce prohibiti()ns
to wit, those numbered 2 : 3 and 4 , which are not contained in the
orders enterpd i11 fan l' related similar matters, and the C011mission
having determined that the public interest ,yill be better sen-eel if the
order in ihis rnatter is in conformity \dth the orders in the; said four
related similar matters , and t.hat this proceeding accordingly should
be reopened for the purpose of lllodii'ying such order solely by striking
the aforementioned prohibition:; llurnllPre(l 3 and .

WheTefo1' , it ,is Oi'leTecZ That this proeeedillg be, and it hereby is
reopened.

It ,is fUTtheT onleTed Thnt the respondents herein be, and they
hereby are, grante(lleave , ,dthin thirty (30) days after service upon
them of this order, to file melrlorandum stating any objections they
may have to the aforesaid modiiication.

Ix THE \rrER OF

BAKERS OF WASHINGTON , INC. , ET AL.

Docket 8309. OnlCi Xoe. 28, 196-

Ol'der granting leave to respondent Rnd complaint counsel to fie briefs OIl ad(1i-

tional testimony taken by bearing examincr.

OnDER GR:\XTTXG LL\\T TO FILE

Additional test.imony J1aving been received in this matter for the
pnrpo e of permitting respondent Continental Baking Company an
opportunity to show the, contrary of the facts offcially noticed )n the
Commission s decision of February 28 , 196'1 (li4 F. T.C. 1079 , 111 PJ ;

Hnd
TJl1t additional testimony having been certified to the CommissiOll

togethN with the exa11ineI' s recommendation that the Commission

affrm its carEer decision; and
Respondent Continental Baking Company having Inovecl on Octo-

ber 19 , 19(j4 for jeave t.o file' proposed findings GoncJllsions, and

exceptions to the, recommendation of the examiner, together with
reasons therefor; and

Thr Commiss'ion ha\ ing determined that respondent and complaint
connsel should be permitted to filr for the consideration of the


