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It is ordered, That respondent’s request for informal conference and
its motion to vacate be, and they hereby are, denied.
1t is further ordered, That proceedings in connection with the Com-
mission’s complaint herein be suspended for thirty (30) days follow-
ing service of this order and that respondent be afforded an oppor-
tunity to dispose of this matter by the entry of a consent order.

MAGNAFLO COMPANY, INC.,, ET AL.

Docket 8422. Order, Feb. 18, 1965

Order remanding case to the hearing examiner pursuant to a decision of the
U.8. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, 7 8.&D. 1112.

Orper ReorexiNGg Case AND REMANDING IT TO HEARING ExXAMINER

The United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit, by its judgment entered on February 4, 1965 [7 S.&D. 1112],
having remanded this case for the further proceedings directed in
its opinion of the same date :

It is ordered, That the matter be, and it hereby is, reopened.

1t is further ordered, That the matter be, and it hereby is, remanded
to Hearing Examiner Joseph W. Kaufman for such further proceed-
ings, including hearings, as are necessary to comply fully with the
directions contained in the opinion and judgment of the Court that
respondent be given an expeditious and full opportunity to show that
its trade name can be limited by the use of qualifying words so as to
make unambiguous the claim that its product will conserve battery
charge and prolong battery effectiveness.

It is further ordered, That the hearing examiner, upon completion
of the further proceedings, shall file a supplemental initial decision
based upon the record made prior to the remand and any additional
evidence that may be received.

ALHAMBRA MOTOR PARTS ET AL.

Doclket 6889. Order, Mar. 2, 1965

Order granting leave to a trade association which had filed an amicus curiae
brief to participate in the oral argument.



