
INTERLOCUTORY, VACATING, AND
MISCELLANEOUS ORDERS

AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY ET AL.

Docket 7211. O?'de?' , Jan. , 1967

Order denying motion by Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation that proceed-
ings against it in connection with the price aspects of this case be

dismissed.

ORDER DE YING :l10TION TO DISMISS

Respondent Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation , by motion

filed December 27 , 1966 , having requested that further proceedings
against it in connection with the price aspects of this matter be

dismissed without prejudice and, in the alternative, having sug-

gested that this part of the case be considered separately from the
patent aspects , with separate briefing schedule and oral argument;
and

The Commission having already determined that all contested
issues of fact and law presented by the entire record will be con-
sidered and having set the time for the filing of briefs on such
issues:

It is ordered That the motion filed by respondent Olin Mathieson
Chemical Corporation be , and it hereby is , denied.

Commissioner Dixon not participating.

ALLEGHANY PHARMACAL CORP. ET AL.

Docket 7176. OTdM", Jan. , 1.967

Order denying complaint counsel' s request for permission to file interlocutory
appeal from rulings complained of.

ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO FILE
INTERLOCUTORY ApPEAL

This matter is before the Commission upon complaint counsel's
request for permission to fie an interlocutory appcal from the
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ruling of the hearing examiner requiring complaint counsel to put
on rebuttal witnesses on December 9 , 1966 , rather than January

, 1967 , and refusing to receive the offer of testimony of two
additional witnesses whom complaint counsel wished to put on the
stand. Respondents fied their answer and supplementary answer
in opposition on December 22 and December 27 , 1966 , l' espectively.
The Commission has reviewed the order of the examiner and has
determined that the request for permission to me an interlocutory
appeal should be denied. The hearing examiner s rulings on the
scope of rebuttal testimony should not be unduly restrictive.

evertheless upon a review of his ruling, the Commission cannot
say at this time that the hearing examiner has abused his discre-
tion in this regard. Accordingly, the Commission is unable to find
that there are here extraordinary circumstances requiring it to
consider at this time the objections raised to the examiner s order
in complaint counsel's request for permission to file an interlocu-
tory appeal. Accordingly:

It is orde1' That complaint counsel's rEquest fOT permission to

file an interlocutory appeal from the rulings complained of, be
and it hereby is , denied.

INTER-STATE BUILDERS , INC. , ET AL.

Docket 8024. Onle?' , Jem. 1,1 , 1967

Order granting respondents ' motion to file brief with respect to procedural
issues of the case.

ORDER ON RESPONDENTS ' JVOTlO:-

This matter is before the Commission on ;1 motion by re-
spondents to file a brief in the appeal herein limited to the pro-
cedural issues involved in the Commission s Order Directing
Remand dated April 22 , 1966 (69 F. C. 1152J. Complaint counsel
submits that the motion should be denied, although contending
that the Commission is now in a position to dispose of the matter
on its merits.

Respondents in this matter \vere charged with making false
and deceptive statements in advertising in connedion with the
sale of home improvement materials to the public. After full evi-
dentiary hearings the examiner issuect an initial decision on
January 21 1965 , sustaining the allegations of the complaint and

1 See Modern Methods , Inc., et al. 60 r. C. 309 339 (1962); Foste,-Milbllrn Co. . et al..

51 F. C. 360 371 (195.1),


