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Commission but were i1l suited for ascertainment by courts which lacked
skilled economic assistance.

The inference to be drawn from this comment, and the more recent
Motion Picture Advertising case, is that the Federal Trade Commission can
and should sift and appraise all relevant economic data. In the Motion Picture
case the Supreme Court said: ‘‘The precise impact of a particular practice
on the trade is for the Commission, not the courts, to decide.”’
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Law and of the true function of the Federal Trade Commission, we are indebted
to the dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Jackson in the case of Federal Trade
Commission v. Ruberoid Co. Let us examine his analysis.

Congress was conscious of the ‘‘convenient vagueness’’ of the term ‘‘unfair
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to do so, he should be permitted to appear and take part in an informal hearing.
No testimony should be taken but it should be a joint conference between the
Commission, the proposed respondent, and the applicant if willing. If this were
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