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even truthfully because "the ideas and snggestiol1s " contained in the
book are not '"efI'ective. :' 2

Suppose someone were to write a book 'advancing the theory that the
ills of OUr body politic would be cured if only the Unit.ed States Senat.e
were 'abolishecl. C0111d this Commission enjoinR.cvert:ising for the
book by linding that abolishing tJle Senate is not an '" effective" cure
for such ills? Surely not. Congress did not create this Commi sion to
act as a censor of unorthodox idea.s and theories in books , whether they
deal with politics or health. "Te shou1d not forget that , in both fields
toclay s heresy may become tomorrow s dogma.

1 would dismiss the complaint as an unwarranted intrl1sion by this
COlnmission into an nrea. from wl1ich it is exdllc1ec1 by the Constit.ution
and the statute.

I N THE 1\1.\ TTEH OF

KNOLL ASSOCIATES , IKC.

Docket 854.9, Order, Dec. , 196-

Order denying respondent' s request tbDt initial decii'ion be fied; compIaillt
('ounseJ sllfll produce for inspection of 1'eSlioncJent :s counsel all documents
fUl'ni:ched by Herbert Pro sel' : amI bearings shall be heard at tl1e time Jlld
IJlace specified by examiner on Ko,ember 30 1964,

OH.DF.H RULII\G ox IIEAHT G EXAl\IIKER S CEHTIFICATION

By order 01 Xovernber 19 : 1064 Cpo 1577 hereiu l, the Commission di-
rected the. hearing exarniner to :: reopen the abon:- captioned proceed-
ing for the reception of the testimony of Bornt1.ld T1il'iel , Esq. : l1nd
Ernest Brad , Esq. and such ot.heT eTic1enre as the examiner deems
pertinent. t.o resolye the iss,Jes raised by tIle motions of respondent
denjed by the order of the hearing- examincr of :Jlarch 24, 196-1.

Therea.fter, respondent made certain motions to the examiner "which
he has certiiied to the Commission for decision. \Ve shaD tal-.e
up, seriatim , the recommenclaboJls mflde by the ( xaminer in his
certiIicat ion.

(1) That he Lthe examinerJ be permitted to file his initial decision
instanter," The hearing examiner s initial deci ;ion shOl1ld be filed
after completion of the recepLlon of evidence in a proceeding. :' Sec-

tjon 3.21 (a), Hllles of Prilctice (effectjve August 1 , 19(3). Reception
of evidence lHls Hot yet been completed in this proceeding, a.nd no US8-

21 am mystifjed by the CommissIon s pre ent assertioIl tl nr. "tlJe complaint does not
aIlege that the icleas anrl s\Jggestions set t.orth in the hool;: nre false or of 110 medical
vnlue, " Is the Commission now amenlling t11e cO.Jlpaint? If so , it would, be well to advise
tlJe examiner and c01msel , ,vbo nre now engaged in the tl'inl of the case.
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fuJ purpose \wmld ue crYed lJy the preJlature iiillg of 1111 initial

decision on the' basis of an incomplete record.

;; 

(:2) Tlwt COU11Sel supporting the complaint be dirccted by the
Federal Trl1dc Commission to return to cOlln3!.1 for respondellt 111

documents ,Thieh were, tlll':.ec1 on l' to said cOllllsel b - Herbert Prosser
unclE:l' the cin' um5tnl CCs rcJatecl in the hearing eXil1liller s HuJing of
Iarch :2,1. lD()4. It ,yould be premature to direct that these doc (i-

Jlcnts be returned to respondent nntil it h:ls b( ell determined ,yhetllf'l'
they came into the pos essioll of complaint counsel In.\yfulJy. iOl'eQ1- el'

I'pc 'jiJndcnt 1n tllc motion Iwfol'e 11S has made no l' e(l\!cst thnt l1ny sncll
clocmnents be, retm' lled to it,

.; (:J) Tlwt the .Fc(lel',ll Trade C0l1mi::sioll order an other p; pel'
and c10cmllents iJl its possession rclating to the C1I'C1111stnncc undcr
,\"hich t!le doemnen1:s ,Tere tnrned OI-pr t.o counse1 supporting the com-
plaint by IIel'bert Prosser produced at a fixed tim(' ,1nc1 pLlce fnr
inspection :Jncl copying by respolHlent\ conll c!. ' ,Yhcl'p reqnE'st pur-
suallt to Section 3.11 of the Hnles of Practice is m:Hle for production
oJ doeumellts in the confidential ii1es of the Comlli sioll the proper

procedure is for the hearing examiner to cenify t.he reCJ1H:st: to r-he
Commission Vlith his recommendation L. c-/. Baltmu' Co,. 
Docket 8J8:) (Order of ~hy 10 , 10G3), Pl'. 0-, r02 F. C' 1,;41.
13.:;)J and t1l1t procedure' "as followed 1wre. It ,'.as the Commi::sinrl
express('cl intc' ntion in directing further pJ'ocerc1i,lgsin thi tT,-'

;'-

that. respondcDt, be giyen an adeqnate oJlPor llnit - to ohtn;n (1)1(1

present evidence pertinent to the, issues inyolyec1 in these further pro-
ceedings. The Commission appl'on' this 1'('conmJenc1ntioll of the

exannner.
1) That the 1wlailli2- :- (lil'l:cte.cl in the Commissioll s Order of Xo-

YPHllJel' 18, IDG+ : be (11ItlJOl'izec1 for .Tnnu,u ' ;\ H)(:I.J, in Detroit Iic.hi-
gan. ': This proyision for tIle time l1nd plaCl of t 1w 1'(,' cp1ion of c\- idellCc

directed in the. Commiss1on s order of Xm.ember ID js reasolli1hle.
Accol'dinglYj

J t 0 i'dered That:
(1) Pel'mission to file initinl decision at this time. is clcnircl: rhB

exalninel' shall fie. his initinl decision after completion of the reception
of evidence, ill HcconlnncE' ,,-ith Section 3, 21 (n) of tllC Hnles of
Practice.

(2) Complnint c0l1lsel shan pl'oc1nce for inspection 111(1 copying by

respondenCs counsel all documents relating to the circumstances under
which any documents werc t.urned over to complaint counsel by I-Ierbel't
PJ'osser under such reasollahle tmTJ1:- and conditi(Jw as the Jlearing-
('xnmmel' may, in f1CCOr(lnncl' \,ith ctioll Lll of tbe: Rules of PnH'
tice , prescribe.
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(;J) IIearings shall be held at the time nncl place

he;lling exnlIiner s certification of X O\cember 30 , 19G4,

ommissioner )IncIlltlTC not conclll'lillO"

specified in the

Ix THE :;L\TTER OF

KNOLL ASSOCL\TES, PIc.

Docket S,-j4iJ, Ordcr, Dec. 1,06.

01'1t'1' e1arif iug" an (' ;ll'li('l' Ol' (ler l'eqni1'ing tJJ;\t cel'tnin (lilcnmellt, ,; olJtrdne(l from
Herbert Prosser be made fl,-niJnble tu l'e."ponclent s C'lH111sel.

ORDER CLARIFYING ,\XD _A ilJEXDIXG ORDER RT'LIXG ON Ht:- \HING

EX.'L\llXEn S CETITIFIC\TlOX

For the purpose of clarifying and a ,-aiding possible a.mbigl1ity in the
interpretation of its order. issne.cl DecemlJer 15. 18(-;:1 (p. IriS;") hercinJ,
1'u1ing on the hearing examiner's certification , the Commission hns
determined to amend such order in the following respect:

It is ordeTed That l'aragraph (2) of the order of December 15 , 1864

be nm(mded to proyicle as follows:
(2) CompLlint counsel shall produce for inspection and copying-

by respondent s counsel (1) all documents which \,ere turned oyer to
complaint counsel by Herbert Pross( , and (2) all pflpers , memoranda~
or other documents relating to the circllmstance. under \yhieh the doc.u-

ments \\81'0 turned oyer to COlnplaint COUllSe1 by Herbert Prosser , under
sueh reasonable terms and c.onditions as the hearing examiner fiR)', in
accordance \\ith Section ' 1101' the Rules of Prnctice , prescribe.

Commissioner :MacIntyre not participating.

I X THE L\.TTEn OF

PEmiAXENTE CE~lEXT CO~IPAXY ET AL.

Dockct '",939. Onlcr, DcI'. r. , 196'/

01'lr1" (ll'nying hearing exalljnC'r s l'e(jUi"t for rel'es,,('llJeaJ'ing fllHl l"C'spondent'

motions t.o set 01'a1 nrgulll' llt and to di"qU llify hearing pXilminer.

OHDER H-cLIXG OX CERTIFICATE OF XECJ:FSITY .-\XD DEKYL

(: 

IoTIOX To

DIFQliALIFY .\XD HEJIO\': IIEAHIKG EXA)IINER AXD To SrI' OUAL
AHGTDIEXT

On X O\ ember ;2U , 1964- , the heruing exftJliner in t.he abo\ cnpLiollecl

proceeding, pnrSlll1nt to Section 3.1 G (d) of t.he, C()llllis ion s Ruh-'


