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1021 - Order,

yéars be extended: for;an additienal five years. By motion filed Sep-
tember- 28,: 1972, respondenti;:IT'T..Continental . Baking . Company
requests the: Commlssmn toj reconsider, itsjorder directing, hearm(rs,
contendmg that in recerit conferences Commission counsel haye asserted
a’new; grotnd, ‘riot: eticompassed by the, Commission’s or;gmal show
cause order or its ordér setting the matter for. hearings.: ..., ; :
: Pursuant-to:our direetion; this:matter is now. before Admlmstratlve
La;w Judge Allard for adjudication’ pursuant:to Part. 3:of the, Rules
of Practice:-Section 3.22/provides that when; a; pr@ceedmg is before, an
administrative:law ;;judge: all: métiens therein (with one- _expgpmop,
not applicable here) shall/in the.first; instance be presented to him.
Although:the respondent: deneminates:itsimetion as ione of “reconsid+
eration’ of our prior order directing Hedrings, it.deals-ith a.question
of whether some of the evidence which: Commission counsel may intro-
duce'in the hearings is withini the scope of the pleadirigs, in: this case
the ‘ordér to'show rcause. This' type of: issue is-one that is commonly.
dealt with by administrative law judges during proceedings before
then; snd ‘any motion raising thié question shiould be a,ddnessed to: the
administrative 14w judge béfore whom: this cdseisi pending: i
Accordingly, for the reasons stated herem, respondent’s motmn for
reconsideration, dated September 28, 1972, is denied. It is so ordered.

LOVE TELEVISION & STEREO RENTAL, INC., ET AL.
- Docketo—2245 Order, Oct. 19,1972, I

Order granting in part respondents’ 1equests for copies of 1esp0nses to their
Petition for Mod1ﬁcat10nlof Order. in ‘Docket: C-2245.

OrpER GRANTING IN' PART AND DENYING IN PART REQUEST FOR COPIES
or- Respoxses To PrrrrioN, Request To Susmir WRITTEN
BRIEP'AND RequisT To. PreveNTt ORAL ARGUMENTS

. This matter is before the Cominission ‘upon the motion of respond-
ents Love Telev1s,1on and Stereo Rentﬂ Inc., et al. ﬁled September 11,
1972, in Whlch respondents requested that 1t ‘attorneys for the Com-
mission or any other party submits to the Commission any opinion
or reoommendatlon adverse to their Petition for Modification of the
Order in Docket No. C-2245, filed August 7, 1972, that they be
furnished with a copy of said opinion or 1ecommendatlon Respond—
ents also requested. that they be allowed to respond to said opinions
or ‘recommendations by - written brief, and that they be permlttcd to
present thelr case by oml ar, gument befme the Commlssmn : ‘



