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failing to comply with a court order requiring production of docu­
ments in response to a subpoena, and that contempt procecdings be 

initiated against one of the employees of that company for refusing 
to answer a question OIl cross-ex'anlination , and counsel supporting the 
complaint having filed an answer in opposition thcret0; and 

The hearing examiner having certified respondent's motion to the 
Commissioner with the recommendation that it be denied and having 
subspquently furnished the Commission with a statement of the rcasons 
underlying his recommendation ",vherein he has pointcd out 1:ntcT al'ia 

that respondent's motion was not timely filed, that ljuited States Pipe 
and Foundry Company is at most in technical violation of the court' 
order, and that informaflOn which respondent' s counsel sought to elicit 
from the employee of United States Pipe and Foundry Company was 
not material to the allegations of the complaint; and 

The Commission having considered respondent' s rnotion in the light 
of the hea.ring examiner s statement and having- concluded that re­

lnnerspondent has failed to show that it has been prejudicod in a.ny 
by the alle cd c.ontumaciousconduct of United States Pipe and Foull­
dry Company or its employcc or that any basis exists :for the jnitiation 
of contclnpt proceedings: 

It 01'rle1' er/ Tlmt rcspondenCs motion that contempt proceedings 
he initiated against l7nited States Pipe and Foundry Company and its 
employee be , and it hcreby is , denied. 
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Onl( r l"ropening' an(\ r0UWlldilJg' ('HSC to he:ll'ing l'xflmirJ(L' fnI' l'f'('pi\'ing- edilence 

on the quesjjoJl of the comppt.itive stl'uctllI'C of t.he l' 1'(:on1 dub imll1slry. 

Omn:r: REOI'ENIKG AND HE::IA::DlNG PnOCE1' DI?'''G 

Tho 1Tnited States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit having
 

on .TunE' 2G , 19GD , rendered its opinion , awl on .Tuly 18 , 1060 , entered 
its judgment ::: rC'versing that part of the Commission s order t.o cease 
and desist directed against respondents' exclusive dC'.aljng arran go­

lnellts, and remanding the llw.tter to the Federal Trade COlllnission 
for fnrtIwI' prof.eedings ill accordance with the court's opinion , and 
the rllited States Sllpremc COllI't having on February 23 , uno, denied 
a petitjon filed by the Ij edcl'al Trade Commission for ,1 '''l'it of cer­
tiorari ::: to rcyicw the judgment of the court 01 appeals: 

It is ordered That the mattcr be , and it hcreby is, reopened; and 

.HepOl'tel1 in 4H F. u. !)'j (1!HJ!1), S S. &D. flR1. pf't!tion for uertionl'ri denied , 381 
e, :.7­S. \)07 (1970), For cn w Lw(ul"c CO!lmission , see 72 V. 


