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Syllabus 36F. T. C. 

IN THE ~fA 'ITER OF 

FREED0:.\1 CHEMICAL COMPANY, INC. 

COMPLAINT, J,l'I~DINGS, AND OP.DER IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION 
OF SEC. 5 OF AN ACT OF CONGHESS APPROVED SEPT. 26, 1914 

Docket 1,905. Complaint, Feb. 10, 191,3~Decision, June 2~, 1943 

Where a corporation, engaged In Interstate sale and distribution to jobbers, 
for resale to garages and service stations, ot Its "60 Below" antifreeze solu­
tion tor automobile radiators, by means ot advertisements In tra<le journals, 
fol<lers, circular letters, streamers, and other a<lvertising material, directly 
and by iruplicat!on-

(a) Represented falsely that its said pt·oduct was a perfect permanent antifreeze 
for use In automobile and truck rn<liators, whirh contained a chemical 
called calcium blchlorinate, and which would not become gelatinous, guru · 
up, crawl or seep, or cause any corrosive damage to automotive metals; that 
it was less corrosive thereto than or<linary tap watPr, anu compare<! furor­
ably in that respect with any known premium quality antifreeze sold In 
the United States; and that It was In a superior clnss from antifreeze 
solutions which had pro,·en ruinous and costly In use; 

The !nets being that there Is no such chPmical as calcium blchlorlnate, and 
product In question, which had a calcium chloriue bnse, was inferior to anti­
freeze solutions with glycerin or alcoholic baE~cs; caused seepage; was highlY 
corrosive to automotive metals sm•h as iron, steel, bronze, sohler, copper, 
brass, and aluminum, and rum·e so than tap water; and Its other claims, noted 
above, were similarly false and mlsleauing; 

(b) Represented that factual observations at the U. S. Bureau of Standard~, 
Washington, D. C., on their tests of Its product conducted simultaneouslY 
with tests ot. competltlre pro<lucts, substuutlatcd all of Its claims, and that 
said tt>Rts <lid not show any ('Orroslon causcu by Its product to any cooling 

'system metals and gaskets or rubber; 
\Vhen In fact stwh obsPrvatlons did ~;how corrm~h·e etrcets on nutomotlve mPtals 

URed In the cooling system, on the dh;trlbutor caps, Ignition systems, and on 
water pumps on the engines; and 

(c) Fu!Aely repre8ented that Its snld product had been testP<l and approved bY 
laboratories of Northwestern University, Purdue University, ~'lrestone '!'ire 
and Hulllll'r Co., l'lttsbmgh l'Inte Glass Co., and hnndt:t•<ls of other rl'putuble 
comnwrclal and unlvrrslty laboratorlt>s throughout the United States; 

With 1·trect of mf.<;Jeadlng and dec!•lvlng a substantial numbPr of the purchasing 
public Into thP erroneous bPlll'f that such false representations were true, 
thert•by Inducing such public to tlllrcllase tmb:stantlal quantities ot the product 
In qu<'stlon: 

Held, That I'OIICh nets and practices, undPr the circumstances set forth, were all 
to the prejudice and Injury of the public, and constituted unfair and deceptive 
acts and pructlcPs in comnwrce. 

Defore Mr. Lewi:J 0. Russell, trial examiner. 
Mr. Jesse D. K(J)jh for the Commission. 
Stanley & Smoyer, of Cleveland, Ohio, for ri.'S}JOnuent. 
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CoMPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said act, the Federal 
Trade Commission having reason to believe that Freedom Chemical 
Co., Inc., a corporation, hereinafter referred to as respondent, has 
violated the provisions of said act, and it appearing to the Conunission 
that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public inter­
est, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that respect as 
follows: 

PARAGRAPH 1. Freedom Chemical Co. is a corporation, organized 
and exisiing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Ohio, with 
its office and princjpal place of business located at 2021 N. D. C. 
Duilding, 815 Superior Avenue, East Cleveland, Ohio. 

PAR. 2. The respondent is now, and for more than 1 year last past has 
been, engaged in the sale and distribution of a so-called antifreeze solu­
tion designated "GO Delow" for use in automobile radiators. Said 
Pl'oduct is sold to jobbers, garages, and service stations for resale to 
the public. llespondent causes its said product, when sold, to be trans­
ported from its aforesaid place of business in the State of Ohio to 
Purchasers locuteJ. in various other States of the United States and 
in the District of Columbia. The respondent maintains, and at all 
times mentioned herein has maintained, a course· of trade in said 
Product in commerce among and between the various States of the 
Dnited States and in the District of Columbia. 

PAn, 3. In the course and conduct of its aforesaid business and for 
the purpose of inducing the purchase of its antifreeze product, "60 
Delow," the respondent has circulated and is now circulating among 
Prospective purchasers throughout the United States, by United Stutes 
lllails, advertisements in newspapers and trade journals, by means of 
advertising folders, pamphlets, circular letters, streamers, and other 
advertising material, all of, general circulation, many false statements 
and representations concerning its said proJ.uct. Among and typical 
of such false statements and representations are the following: 

TilE PERFECT PEmiANENT ANTI-FREEZE. 
lt Is noncorros!ve-eompletely antirust against ull automob!le metals. 
lt Is nongelatlnous-nongummous-w!!l not crawl nor sepp, 
60 llelow Is not dangerously corrosive to automotive: Iron, st~>el, bronze, solder, 

<'opz~er, brass, aluminum. 
CO Below Is l('SS corrosive, on the whole, than tnp water. 
60 Below anti-corrosion I*rformanre compares favorably with any known 

llrerntum quality anti-freeze marketed In the United States. 
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We bold that 60 Below is far removed from the classification of those anti· 
freeze products which In the past have proven ruinous and costly In use. 

L. II. LETTS, Pres. 
FREEDOM CHEMICAL COMPANY 

Cleveland, Ohio. 
RPporting factual observations at U. S. Bureau of Standurlls, Washington, on 

their tests of our 60 Below. On November 11th three Ford motors under load, 
two in second gear, had already run more than 11,000 miles at 2:> miles per hour, 
protected to zero dPgrees, operating tempet·atlll'e 176 degrees, continuous since 
()ctober fifteenth, with the two national brands of pel·manent nntl-treeze you 
know best simultaneously tested for comparison. Observation of performance 
<>f 60 Below on this mileage, which rept·esents over the average one yPar normal 
driving, substantiating all our product claims, previous tPsts, and sapstnctory 
consumer experience. As evldenccu by these comparative U. S. llureau of 
'Standards tests, results show 60 Delow does not corrode throu~h any cooling 
system, metals, pumps, gaskets or rubber. 

(Signed) R. EARL llURBOWS 

60 Delow has been tested and approved by the laboratories of Northwestern 
University, Purdue University, Plt·estone Tire nnd RnbbPL' Company, Pittsburgh 
Plate Glass Compnny-we could go on with hundretls more ot surh rPputuhle 
-comlll('rcial and universal laboratories who are lntPrf•sted In the dewlopnwnt 
and progress or these, our United States, und Its people. 

Complete absence of corrosion or any kind • • • A snfe mH•xceJIC'd nnti· 
freeze. 

Calcium blchlorinate in plain English E;p<•lls GO Delow pet·rnanent anti-frec•ze. 

Through the statements and representations hereinabove set forth 
and others similar thereto, not specifically set ou.t herein, the respond· 
ent has representrd directly or by implication that its product, "60 
Below," is a perfect permanent antifreeze for use in automobile and 
truck radiators; that it will not become gelatinous, will not gum up, 
will not crawl or seep; that it will not cause any corrosive damage to 
-automotive metals, such as iron, swel, bronze, solder, copper, bmss, and 
nluminum; that it is less corrosive to automotive metals than ordinarY 
tap water; that its anticorrosive qualities compare favorably with anY 
known premium qualities antifreeze marketed and sold in the United 
StatRs; that it is in a superior class from other antifreeze solutions 
which have proven ruinous and costly in use; that factual observations 
of tr.sts h£>ing conducted hy U.S. Bureau of Standards nt \Vashington, 
D. C., of responcl£>nt's protluct simultaneously conduct£>d with products 
of competitors substantiate all of respondent's claims for its product, 
and that said tests did not show any corrosion caus£>d by said product 
to any cooling-system metals and gaskets or rubber; that its product, 
"<iO Below," has been testPd and approved by laboratories of North· 
western University, Purdue University, Fir£>stone Tire & Rubber Co., 
Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. and hundreds of other r£>putable, com· 
mercia}, and universal laboratories throughout the United States; that 
its product contains a chemical called calcium bichlorinate. 
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PAR. 4. The foregoing claims, statements, and representations are 
grossly exaggerated, false, and misleading. Respondent's product is 
not a perfect permanent antifreeze. Respondent's product is composed 
of a calcium chloride base and is inferior to antifreeze solutions con­
taining glycerin or alcoholic bases. Said product causes seepage. It 
is highly corrosive to automotive metals such as ·iron, steel, bronze, 
solder, copper, brass, and aluminum. It is more corrosive than ordi­
nary tap water. Said product's noncorrosive qualities do not compare 
favorably with other quality antifreeze solutions sold in the United 
States. It is not in a class to itself over other antifreeze products. 
!<'actual observations of tests conducted by U. S. Dureau of Standards 
on respondent's product simultaneously with te:;ts on competing anti­
freeze solutions did hot substantiate claims made by respondent for its 
product. Said tests showed corrosive effects on automotive metals 
ltsed in the cooling system, on the distributor caps, ignition systems, 
and on water pumps on the engines used in said tests. There is no such 
cl1emical as calcium Lichlorinate. Respondent's product is composed 
of calcium chloride. Uespondent's product has not been approved 
after test at laboratot·ies ·conducted by Northwestern University, 
I)urdue University, Firestone Tire & Rubber Co., nor Pittsburgh Plate 
Glass Co. 

PAn. 5. The use by the respondent of the foregoing false and mis­
leading statements and representations disseminated as aforesaid has 
the tendency and capacity to and docs mislead and deceive a substantial 
Portion of the purchasing public into the erroneous and mistaken belief 
that such false 1:.tatements and advertisements are true and to induce, 
and docs induce, the' public to purchase substantial quantities of 
respondent's product as a result of such belief. 

REPOnT, FnmiNos AS TO FACTs, AND OnnEn 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trude Commission Act, 
the Federal Trade Commission on February 10, 1943, issued and sub­
sequently served its complaint in this proceeding upon the respondent, 
F'reedom Chemical Co., Inc., a corporation, charging it with the use 
of unfair and deceptive nets and practices in commerce in violation of 
the provisions of that act. N' o answer was filed by the respondent. A 
hearing was held before a trial examiner of the Commission thereto­
fore duly designated by it, at which hearing a stipulntion as to the 
facts was mtered into betwePn the attorney for the Commission and 
the attorney for respondent and rt>ad into the record. This stipulation 
llt·ovi<les that the facts therein set forth shall be taken as the facts in 
this proceeding and in lieu of testimony in support of the allegations of 
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the complaint or in opposition thereto. Respondent expressly waived 
the filing of a Trial Examiner's report upon the evidence. Thereafter 
the proceeding regularly came on for final hearing before the Commis­
~;ion on the complaint and stipulation as to the facts (such stipulation 
having been accepted and approved by the Commission), and the Com­
mission having duly considered the matter and being now fully advised 
in the premises, finds that this proceeding is in the interest of the 
public and makes its findings as to the facts and ~ts conclusion drawn 
therefrom. 

FINDINGS AS TO TilE FACIS 

PARAGRAPII 1. Freedom Chemical Co. is a corporation organized 
and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Ohio, with 
its office and principal place of business located at 2021 N.D. C. Build­
ing, 815 Superior Avenue, East Cleveland, Ohio. 

PAR. 2. The respondent for more than 1 year prior to January 8, 
1943, had been engaged in the sale and distribution of a so-called anti­
freeze solution designated "60 Below" for use in automobile radiators. 
Said product was sold to jobbers for resale through garages and service 
stations to the public. Respondent caused its said product, when sold, 
to be transported from its aforesaid place of business in the State of 
Ohio to purchasers located in various other States of the United States 
and in the District of Columbia. The respondent at all times men­
tioned herein maintained a course of trade in said product in commerce 
among and between the various States of the United States and in the 
District of Columbia. 

PAn. 3. In the course and conduct of its aforesaid business and for 
the purpose of inducing the purchase of its antifreeze product "GO 
Below," the respondent circulated among prosprctive purchasers 
throughout the United States, by United States mails, advertisements 
in trade journals, by means of advertising folders, pamphlets, circular 
letters, streamers, and other advertising material nil of general circn· 
lation, many statements an1l representations concerning- its said prod­
uct. Among and typical of such statements and representations are 
the following: 

TilE PEUFECT I'EllMANENT ANTI-FllEEZI·~. 
It Is non-corrosive-eompletrly nntl-rust against nil automotive mf'tnls. 
It Is non-gelatlnous-non-gummons-wlll not crawl nor sPrp. 
tlll flpJow Is not dangerously corrosive to automotive: Iron, st£>el, bronze, solder, 

coppPr, brass, aluminum. 
60 ll<'low Is lci'IS corrosive, on the whole, than tnp water. 
GO Below nntl-corroslon pE'rformnnce eomparE>s tavorahly with any known 

premium quality nntl-trN•ze marketed In the United Stah•s. 
We bold thnt (',() BPlow Is fnr ~:emovt>d from thP clMslfieatlon of tlwse autl­

tr£>er.e products whith In the past have proven ruinous nntl costly in use. 
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60 Below bas been tested and approved by the laboratories of Northwestern 
University, Purdue University, Firestone Tire and Rubber Company, Pittsburgh 
Plate Glass Company-we could go on with hundreds more of such reputable com­
merdal and universal laboratories who are Interested In the development and 
.Progress of these, our United States, and Its people. 

Complete absence of corrosion of any kind • • • A safe unexcelled anti­
freeze, 

Calcium bichlorinate in plain English spells GO Below permanent anti-freeze. 
L. II. LE'ITS, Pres. 

FREF..DOM CHEMICAL CoMPANY, 

Cle·veland, Ohio. 
Reporting factual observations at U. S. Bureau of Standards, Washington, on 

their tests of our 60 Below. On November 11 the three Ford motors under load, 
two in second gear, had already run more than 11,000 miles at 25 miles per hour, 
.Protected to zero degrees, operating temperature 176 degrees, continuous since 
October fifteenth, with the two national brands of permanent anti-freeze you 
"know best simultaneously tested for comparison. Observation of performance of 
60 Below on this mileage, which represents over the overage one year normal 

, driving, substantiating all our product claims, previous te,;ts, and satisfuctot'Y' 
-consumer experience. As evidenced by these compamtive U. S. Bureau of Stand­
ards te.<;ts, results show GO Brlow rloes not corrode through any cooling system, 
metals, pumps, gaskets or rubber. 

(Signed) R. EARL BURROWS. 

Through the statements and representations hereinabove set forth 
.and others similar thereto, not specifically set out herein, the respond­
ent represented directly or by implication that its product, "60 Below," 
Was a perfect permanent antifreeze for use in automobile and truck 
radiators; that it would not become gelatinous, and would not gum 
up, crawl, or seep; that it would not cause any corrosive damage to 
.automotive metals, such as iron, steel, bronze, solder, copper, brass, and 
aluminum; that it was less corrosive to automotive metals than ordi­
nary tap water; that its anticorrosive qualities compared favorably 
With any known premium quality antifreeze marketed and sold in the 
Dnited States; that it was in a superior class from antifreeze solutions 
Which had proven ruinous and costly in use; that factual observations 
of tests being conducted by the United States Bureau of Standards at 
Washington, D. C., of respondent's product simultaneously conducted 
With products of competitors substantiated all of respondent's claims 
for its product, and that said tests did not show any corrosion caused 
by said product to any cooling system metals and gaskets or rubber; 
that its products, "GO Below," had been tested and approwd by labora­
tories of Northwestern University, Purdue University, Firestone Tire 
& Rubber Co., Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., and hundreds of other 
reputable commercial and university laboratories throughout the 
Dnited States· and that its product contained a chemical called calcium 
l~ ' ulchlorinate. 
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PAR. 4. The foregoing claims, statements, and representations were 
grossly exaggerated, false, and misleading. Respondent's product was 
not a perfect permanent antifreeze. Respondent's product was com­
posed of a calcium chloride base and was inferior to antifreeze solu­
tions containing glycerin or alcoholic bases. Said product caused 
seepage. It was highly corrosive to automotive metals, such as iron, 
steel, bronze, soluer, copper, brass, and aluminum. It was more cor­
rosive than ordinary tap water. Said product's noncorrosive qualities 
did not compare favorably with quality antifreeze Rolutions sold in the 
United States. It was not in a class to itself over antifr('('Ze products 
which were injurious to cars. Factual observations of tests conducted 
by the United States Bureau of Standards on re~pondent's product 
simultan('ously with tests on competing antifr('('ze solutions did not 
substantiate claims llt:\lle by rl'spond('nt for its product. Said t<>!-:itS 
showed corrosive eJ!Pcts on automotive m<'tals u::-;<•d in the cooling sys­
tem, on the distributor caps, ignition systems, and on water pumps on 
the engin('s us<>d in said tests. Tht>re is no such ch('mical as calcium 
bichlorinate. llespontlent's product was prOtluced from en lcium 
chloride. Uespon<l('nt's product had not Oc<'n appron1l aft<'r luhorn­
tory tests conducted by Northwestern University, Purdue Uniwrsity, 
11'ircstone Tire & HubLer Co., or Pittsburgh l,late Glass Co. B<:.'rause 
of the highly corrosive properti('s of r<>spontlt•nt's !'aid product when 
in contact with metals, it wns not a safe nntifrePze for usc in autorno­
tive engine cooling systems. 

PAR. 5. The use hy the respm11lent oft he for<'goin~ 111isll'nding state­
ments and repres('ntntions, disHt'minnte>d ns nfon'!'ahl, had the t('nd· 
ency and capacity to and did mislead an<l <leceive n ~nhstnntial portion 
of t.hc purchasing puLlic into the <'ITOil('OHS nnd mi!<tnken lX'lief thnt 
such false stat('ments and representations were tru<', and induced the 
public to purchase substantial quantiti<:.'s of n·srwnlh·nt\; pr()(Juct as 11 

result of such b('lief. 

The fon'~oing nets nnd prnctic<'s of r<'spoiHlent ns hrrein found n~e 
all to the pr('judice and injury of the public nml con:.titute unbtr 
nn<l clt'ceptive acts awl prnC't iePs in comnwrce within the inh•nt nnd 
nwaning of the Fetl('rnl Trn11e Commission Act. 

or.nrn TO C'E..\SE A!\D ))[l"l~iT 

This proceNli1ig hn ving lx•('n h<'lll'll by the Fedt•ml Tratle Comnli~· 
sion upon the eomplnint of the Commi~:-.ion (no nB:.WH ha\'ing t>rell 
fil{'tl hy tel'pontlt·nt) nnd a Ftipulation ns to thf' fn<'ts enl<'rl'll into b! 
o.n<l betwt•en rounw] !or the Commission and coumt·l !or the rr~ron~t· 
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ent upon the record; and the Commission having made its findings 
as to the facts and its conclusion that the respondent has violated 
the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act. 

It is ordered, That the respondent, Freedom Chemical Co., Inc., a 
corporation, and its officen;, representatives, agents, and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with 
the ofl'ering for sale, sale and distribution of its antifreeze solution 
designated "GO Below," or any other antifreeze solution of substan­
tially similar composition or possessing substantially similar chemi­
cals or ingredients, whether sold under the same name or under any 
other name, do forthwith ct·ase und desist from: 

1. Uepres<>nting, uitwtly or by implication, that respomlent's prod­
uct, "GO Below," is a pHfect permanent antifreeze; that it is noncor­
l'osive to uutomoti,·e metuls; that it is nongt•latinous, nongummous, 
nnr] will not crawl or sc<'pj that "GO Below" is not corrosive to iron, 
htppJ, lJronze, soldl·r, copper, brass, or aluminum; that "CO Below" is 
le:;;s corrosire than tap water, that "GO B<'low" anticorrosion perform­
ance comparPs f1n·ornhly with any known prrmium quality antifreeze 
marketed in the United States; that "GO Below" is superior to anti­
h~'<'ze pro1l11cts wllich have pronn ruinous und costly in usc. 

2. HC'prr~rnting, directly or by implication, that t<'sts conuuctl·d hy 
~,he Unitetl States Bureau of Stantlards show that rrspond<'nt's product, 

Go Below," is noncorrosi,·e to cooling systems, metals, pumps, gaskets, 
or ruLlJer. 

f 3· U('JH'0.senting, Jin•ctly or by implication, that rC'sponuC'nt's .nnti­
~<'l'Ze protlucts, "GO Delow," has bN.>n approved hy the laLoratortes of 

Notthwl'stern Uni\'<>rsity Pur·1ue University Fit·<>stonc Tire & Rubber c ' u ' . ' o., or PittsLur~h Plate Glass Co.; ns n r!'sult of tests of respondents 
llt'?Juct; or that f:nid product has lK't'n npprovNl by any comm0rcial or 
tllll\'£•rsity lnhorntory, wl)('n sueh is not the fact. 

4· H('presPntinc' dirl'ctly or Ly implieation, that rrspondt>nt's prod" 
Uct "G ,...,, . b' I 1 . t " ,' 0 B1•low," contuins n r!H•mical cal!Nl "ralcmm IC I onna e. . 

o), HPpresrntingo "GO Ht•low" ns l\11 nntifrr<•ZC prrp:trution for use m 
thee'"!' . · '1 t )'-] ·1'n(Y'th·ttsaiJ "'1 111g syst1•ms of automotn·e en~uws, wJt wu ( J~<' os ,.., ' : 
~l'oduct is hi~hly eorrosive whrn in ('ontact. with metals such as Iron. 

(I(>J, LJ·onzl', soldt>r copprr IH·ns . ..;, nntlnlununum. 
It lJJ further orde;Nl T1 11;t thl> J1'~pondrnt shall, within GO days aft~r 

~~ry~ce upon it of thi~ onll'r, file with the Commissi.on a ~·pp?rt 111 • 

rttu,~, !;<>ttinrr forth in dC'tuil the mamwr nnd form m winch lt hns 
com I' ~ 

P lPtl with this onh'r. 
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IN THE MA Tl'ER OF 

THE PREMIER CONE DAKING CO. 

COJIIPLAINT, FI:\'DINGS, AND ORDER 1:\' REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION 
OF SEC. 5 0~' AN ACT OF CONGRESS APPIWYED SEPT. 20, 1914 

Docket 4941. Complaint, Apr. 19, 1943-Decision, June 24, 1943 

Where a corporation, engaged in the manufacture and competitive interstate 
sale and distribution of boxes of ice-cream cones, a small number of which 
in each box: were molded to show a star, for use by retaile1·s and other ice­
cream sellers in distribution of Ice cream to their customers, under a plan 
involving use of a lottery scheme or game of chance, by which consume1·s 
who secured by chance one of said star-bearing cones received without further 
charge an additional cone; 

Sold, along with display sheets depicting chlld, adult, and ice cream cones and 
bearing legend "Look, Mom! Lucky Star Gets You Another FREE," su<'h 
assortments to wholesalers, jobbers, and fee-cream mnnufactm·ers by whom 
they were resold to retailers and employed as aforesaid in the sale of cones 
ot ice cream to purchasing public; and thereby 

Supplied to and placed in hands of the latter, means of condnctlng lotteries in 
the sale ot It~:~ products and ice cream, in accordance with said plan Involving 
sale ot a chance to p1·ocure a tree aduitionul ice-ct·eam cone, contrary to an 
established public policy of the United States Govemment and In competition 
with many who do not use any method contrary to public policy; 

With result that many dealers null ultimate put·chasers were attracted by said 
sales plan and the element of chance involved therein, and were induced to 
buy and sell its merchnn<llse In preference to that sold by aforesaid competi­
tors; and with tendency and capacity unfairly to dfvet·t trade in commerce 
to it from them: 

licltl, That such nets and pmctices, under the circumstancf's set forth, were all 
to tbe prejudice and injury ot the rmbllc and comrwtltot·s, and constituted 
unfair methods ot competition In commerce and unfair acts nnd practices 
therein. 

JI r. J .lV. Brookfield, Jr., fo! the Commission. 

CoMPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act, and 
hy virtue of the authority vested in it by said act, the F£'deral Trade 
Commission, hr.ving reason to believe that the Premi£'r Cone llaking 
Co., a. corporation, hereinafter refenwl'to as respondent, has violated 
the provisions of the said net, and it appearing to the Commission 
that a proct'£'uing by it in respect thert'of would hi' in the inter£'st of 
the public, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that res1wct 
as follows: 

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent, the Premier Cone Daking Co., is a cor­
poration, organized and operating under and by virtue of the laws of 


