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It is further o-rdered That respondents Wiliam Schuller Agency, Inc.
and Monica Stuart shall forthwith deliver a copy of this order or a
memorandum incorporating its provisions to all present and future
employees engaged in the sale of said respondents ' products or services
and shall secure from each such person a signed statement acknowledg-
ing receipt of a copy of this order or the memorandum.

It is further ordered That corporate respondents National Talent

Associates, Inc. and individual respondents Sanford Storm and Jerome
P. Ashfield shall forthwith deliver a copy of this order or a
memorandum incorporating its provisions to all present and future
salesmen or other employees engaged in the sale of said respondents
products or services and shall secure from each such salesman or
employee a signed statement acknowledging receipt of a copy of this
order or the memorandum.

It is further o-rdered That respondent corporations shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each of their operating divisions.

It is further ordered That each individual respondent shall promptly
notify the Commission of any discontinuance of his or her present
business or employment and of his or her affiliation with any new
business or employment. Such notice shall include such respondent'
current business address and a statement as to the nature of the

business or employment in which he or she is engaged as well as a
description of his or her duties and responsibilities.

It is jilrther ordered That corporate respondents notify the
Commission at least thirty (30) days prior to any proposed change in
the corporate respondents such as dissolution, assignment, or sale
resulting in the emergence of a successor corporation, the creation or
dissolution of subsidiaries, or any other changes in the corporations

which may affect compliance obligations arising out of this order.
It is further ordered That the respondents shall within sixty days

after service upon them of this order, file with the Commission a
report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and form in which
they have complied with this order.
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Kareken Tacoma, Wash. for Weyerhaeuser Co. Norman J. Wiener
Miller, Anderson, Nash, Yerke Wiener Portland, Oreg. Edward T.
Tait, Reed , Smith, Shaw Mc Clay, Wash. , D. , and Hamm.nnd E.
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ORDER DENYING INTERLOCUTORY ApPEAL

This matter is before us upon complaint counsel's application under
Section 3.23(a)(I) of the rules of practice for review of an order by the
administrative law judge which requires that certain interview reports
be disclosed to respondents as "Jencks statements.

Complaint counsel do not argue on this appeal that the interview
reports are not, in fact

, "

Jencks statements" but, instead , contend that
the law judge made no finding that the materials to be disclosed were
substantially verbatim" accounts of oral statements made by pros-

pective witnesses. See L.G. BalfiJ"r Co. , 69 F. C. 1118, 1123 (1966).

The Commission has ruled that respondents are "entitled to inspect

* * * 

any written report or portions thereof which reflect in
substantially verbatim form any oral statement given by the witness to
(the J attorney or investigator but any summaries of such statements
made by the attorney or investigator should not be produced. Inter-
State Builders , Inc. 69 F. C. 1152, 1165 (1966). \ Variances such as

grammatical and syntactical changes, rearrangement into chronologi-
cal order, or omissions or additions of information immaterial for

impeachment purposes wi1 not prevent a transcription from being
substantially verbatim. Id. at 1156.

After reviewing the documents in camera the administrative law

judge ruled that "in most instances the interviewers were trying to
report as accurately and as completely as possible the conversation

with each prospective witness, even though inconsequential stylistic or
punctuation changes may have been made in the actual transcription.
The Jaw judge further ruled that "minor sections" of some reports

I Production need only be made aCt..r the witneHH haH tiCied 0" dired examination. In the present case , however

the parti..s have ,,!!re..d lhat iCprouudionisordered;-thereportsarl'tobedisdosed forthwith.
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which contain analytical comment or the subjective impressions of the
interviewer need not be produced. Memorandum and Order Respecting
.Jencks Statements , Nov. 12, 1975

, p.

2. We read this as a determination
that the portions of the reports to be produced are "substantially
verbatim." However, in the event that our interpretation of the law
judge s order is incorrect, we would expect that he would modify the
order to limit production to "substantially verbatim" transcriptions.

Accordingly,
It is ordered That the aforesaid appeal be , and it hereby is, denied.
Chairman Engman, with Commissioner Nye joining, stated

Whatever verbal formula the Administrative Law .Judge used in
determining tbat interview reports should be turned over to opposing

counsel is not of sufficient importance to warrant Commission review. I
dissent insofar as the above order suggests we should review his
ruling.

IN THE MATTER OF

CARGILL, INCORPORATED

ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT AND SEC. 7 OF THE

CLAYTON ACT

Dockel 900.5. Complaint, .Jan. l.97.-Order, Dec. , 197.

Order dismissing complaint issued against a Minneapolis, Minn., well-diversified
closely-held corporation challenging its acquisition of stock in Missouri
Portland Cement Company Inc. Respondent divested its interest in Missouri
Portland , Aug. 28 , 197G.
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COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tr de Commission Act (15
C. 941 et seq. and the Clayton Act (15 U. C. 912 et seq. and by

virtue of the authority vested in it hy said Acts , the Federal Trade
Commission , having reason to believe that Cargill, Incorporated, a
corporation, more particularly described and referred to herein as


