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1t is ordered, That respondents Fury Records, Inc., a corporation,
and Morgan Robinson and Clarence L. Lewis, individually and as
oficers of said corporation, shall, within sixty (60) days after serv-
ice 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 the order to cease and desist.
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IniTiaL DecistoNn BY IEpear A. Burrie, Hearine ExadMINER

On October 19, 1959, the Federal Trade Commission issued its
complaint against the above-named respondents charging them with
violating the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act in
connection with the manufacture and sale of shoes designated as
Charles Chester Air Cushion Shoes.

On February 11, 1960, the respondents and counsel supporting the
complaint entered into an agreement containing a consent order to
cease and desist in accordance with section 3.25 (a) of the Rules of
Practice and Procedure of the Commission.
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Under the foregoing agreement, the respondents admit the juris-
dictional facts alleged in the complaint and agree, among other
things, that the cease and desist order there set forth may be en-
tered without further notice and shall have the same force and effect
as if entered after a full hearing. The agreement includes a waiver
by the respondents of all rights to challenge or contest the validity
of the order issuing in accordance therewith. Said agreement is
entered into subject to the condition that the effective date of the
initial decision based thereon shall be stayed by the Commission
until May 1, 1960; and recites that said agreement shall not become
a part of the oflicial record unless and until it becomes a part of the
decision of the Commission, and that it is for settlement purposes
only and does not constitute an admission by the respondents that
they have violated the law as alleged in the complaint.

The agreement further provides that the complaint insofar as it
concerns respondent Carl F. Bauer should be dismissed for the re:-
sons set forth in an affidavit attached thereto to the effect that said
respondent is not now, and was not at the time the complaint issued,
an officer of the corporate respondent, and that during the time said
respondent served as an officer of said company he was not active in
formulating, directing or controlling the acts and practices of the
company and it is not contemplated that said respondent. will have
any connection with said company in the future. The hearing exami-
ner finds that the content of the said agreement meets all the require-
ments of section 8.25(b) of the Rules of Practice.

This proceeding having now come on for final consideration by the
hearing examiner on the complaint and the aforesaid agreement for
consent order, and it appearing that said agreement provides for an
appropriate disposition of this proceeding, the aforesaid agreement
is hereby accepted and is ordered filed upon becoming part of the
Commission’s Decision in accordance with section 821 of the Rules
of Practice; and in consonance with the terms of said agreement, the
following jurisdictional findings are made and the following order
to cease and desist may be entered in this proceeding by the Com-
mission without further notice to respondents, subject to the condi-
tion as set out above:

1. Corporate respondent Charles A. Eaton Co. is a corporation
organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State
of Massachusetts. Its office and principal place of business is located
at Brockton, Massachusetts.

Respondents Charles C. Eaton, Jr., Robert A. Eaton, Louis F.
Eaton, and Edward B. Hutton are officers of the corporate respond-
ent. They formulate, direct and control the acts and practices of
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the corporate respondent, including the acts and practices hereinafter
set forth. Their business address is the same as the corporate re-
spondents.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents hereinabove named.
The complaint states a cause of action against said respondents un-
der subsection (d) of section 2 of the Clayton Act, as amended.

ORDER

It is ordered, That the respondents Charles A. Eaton Co., a cor-
poration, trading as Charles Chester Shoe Co., or under any other
name or names, and its officers, and Charles C. Eaton, Jr., Robert A.
Eaton, Louis F. Eaton and Edward B. Hutton, individually and as
officers of Charles A. Eaton Co., and respondents’ representatives.
agents and employees, directly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the offering for sale, sale or distribution
of shoes, in commerce, as “commerce” is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and desist from representing,
directly or by implication, by any means, that the wearing of their
shoes:

1. Will assure better hody balance:

2. Will furnish support. of the feet in those cases where support
is found to be individually indicated:

3. Will eliminate bunion pressure. eliminate fatigue, aid circula-
tion or improve the health of the feet.

1t is further ordered, That the complaint be, and it hereby is, dis-
missed as to respondent Carl F. Bauer. ‘

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

This matter having come on to be heard by the Commission upon
its review of the hearing examiner’s initial decision; and

The Commission having determined that the erroneous reference
in the initial decision to subsection (d) of Section 2 of the Clayton
Act, as amended, should be deleted :

It was ordered, On the 12th day of April, 1960, that the second
sentence contained in paragraph 2 of the initial decision be, and it
hereby is, modified to read as follows:

“The complaint states a cause of action.”

It was further ordered, That the initial decision, as herein modi-
fied, did, on the 1st day of May, 1960, become the decision of the

Commission.
It is further ordered, That the respondents named in the preamble
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