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Per Curiam.

WORZ, INC,, v. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION ET AL.

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA CIRCUIT.

No. 349. Decided October 27, 1958.

Certiorari granted.

In view of representations of the Solicitor General concerning testi-
mony given before a congressional investigating committee after
the decision of the Court of Appeals, judgment vacated and cause
remanded to that Court for such action as it may deem appropriate.

Reported below: 103 U. S. App. D. C. 195, 257 F. 2d 199.

Eliot C. Lovett for petitioner.

Solicitor General Rankin, Assistant Attorney General
Hansen, Charles H. Weston, John L. Fitzgerald and
Richard A. Solomon for the Federal Communications
Commission, respondent.

Per CURIAM.

The petition for writ of certiorari is granted. In view
of the representations in the Solicitor General’s brief on
pages 4 and 5, concerning testimony given before the Sub-
committee on Legislative Oversight of the House Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce subsequent
to the decision by the Court of Appeals in this case, the
judgment of the Court of Appeals is vacated and the case
is remanded to the Court of Appeals for such action as it
may deem appropriate.

Mg. JusticE CLARK and MRr. Justice HARLAN dissent.
The matters referred to by the Court were not presented
in the Court of Appeals and are not presented by this
petition. Agreeing with the Solicitor General that denial
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of the petition for writ of certiorari would not foreclose
appropriate consideration thereof by the Court of Ap-
peals, we see no reason for vacating the Court of Appeals’
judgment and, therefore, dissent from this disposition of
the matter by the Court.

FELLOM Et AL. v. REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO ET AL.

APPEAL FROM THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF CALIFORNIA,
FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT.

No. 323. Decided October 27, 1958.

Appeal dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.
Reported below: 157 Cal. App. 2d 243, 320 P. 2d 884.

Appellants pro se.
Dion R. Holm and George E. Baglin for appellees.

PEr CURIAM.

The motion to dismiss i1s granted and the appeal is
dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.
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