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It is ordered That the respondents herein shall within sixty (60)
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 the order to cease and desist.

IN THE :NIATTER OF

CURTISS.WRIGHT CORPORATION

milER , ETC. , IN REGAR TO THE ALLEGED 'VOLATION 01' TilE

FEDERAL TRADE CO:rDIISSIOK ACT

Docket 8072. ComphLint , Aug. 1960-Decision , Jan. , 1961

Order dismissing without prejudice-for the reason that respondent sold the

part of its business concerned-complaint charging a manufacturer with

making false soundproofing and noise control claims for its "Cnron
accoustical ,"'lull coyering.

Jfr. John W. Brookfield, Jr. for the Commission.

JJr. Rogel' W. Mullin , Jr. of 'Wood.Ridge, K. J., and
Ballantine , Bushby, Palmer 

&, 

Wood of Xew York, N.

respondent.

D e ()ey,
, for

INITIAL DECISION BY \VILLIA f L. PACK , HEARIXG EXA3IIXER

Hespondent has moved for dismissal of t.he complaint on the
ground that the case is moot by reason of the fact that respondent

has sold the entire division of its business to which the complaint
reI ates.

It is clear from the motion and supporting papers not only that
respondent is no longer engaged in the manufacture or sale of the

products \Vhich form the subject matter of the proceeding, but also

that respondent has bound itself not to engage in the manufacture
or sale of any similar products for a period of five years.

Respondent' s motion is not opposed by Commission counsel
a.lthough counsel does express the opinion that if the complaint is

dismissed the dismissal should be without prejudice to the right of

the Commission to take any further action in the matter in the

future which may be warranted.
It is apparent that in the present circumstances no useful purpose

,"ould be served by proceeding further with the case. The dismissal

should , however, be without prejudice.
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ORDER

1 t is therefore ordered. That the complaint be, and it hereby is

dismissed, without prejudic.e to t.he right of the Commission to take
any further action in the matter in the future which may be war-
ranted by the then existing circumstances. 

DECISIOX OF THE C01.DnSSION

The Commission haVing considered the hearing examiner s initial

decision , filed N ovember , 1960 , wherein the omplaint was dis-
missed without prejudice in response to a motion to dismiss there-
tofore fied by the respondent; and

It appearing that the basis for such action was the showing ma,

in the motion and supporting papers that the respondent, prior t.o

the issuance of the complaint, had entered into a contmct for the sale
of that part of its husiness relating to the manufacture and saJe
of the products with which this proceeding is concerned; and

The Commission being of the opinion that in the circumstances
disclosed , dismissal of the compJaint without prejudice is appropriate
but that the record docs not. support the examiner s unqualified state-
ment that the respondent " is no longer engaged in the manufacture
or sllle of the products which form the subject matter of the pro-
ceeding ; and, accordingly;

It is ordered That the initial decision be , and it hereby is , modi-
fied by striking therefrom the second paragraph and substituting
the foJlowing:

According to the motion and supporting papers , respondent , on
August 23 , 1960 , entered into a contract with Reeves Brothers , Inc.
a New York corporation , whereby respondent agreed t.o sell and
Reeves Brothers , Inc., agreed to buy that part of respondent's busi-
nes having to do with the development , manufacture and sale of
certain polyurethane products , including the wall covering product
designated " Curon." As of Oet.ober 27 , 1960 , the date of respondent
motion , the terms of the contract hacl not been completely executed
but the contemplated transfers of machinery, inventories, trade

marks , trade Dames and personnel apparently were being made in
orderly sequence, and it seems clear that foJJowing the sale respond
ent wiJJ have neither the machinery nor the t.eehnicllJJy qualified
personnel to engage in any of the ads or practices complained of in
the complaint. In addition, respondent has agreed in the contract

not to engage in the United States or Ca,nada in t.he business of
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manufacturing, processing or selling any polyurethane products or
any flexible foam developed by it for a period of five years.

It i& further ordered That the initial decision , as so modified , shall
on the 11th day of January, 1961 , become the decision of the Com-
mISSIon.

IN TIm IATTER OF

rCEL A. CAXNON ET AL. DOnG BUSINESS AS
NATIONAL EJlPLOYJlEKT IKFomIATION SERVICE

ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIO:; OF THE
FEDER.4L TRADE COl\BfISSION ACT

Docket 7339. Complaint, Dea. 19, 1958-Deci ion, Jan. 12, 1961

Order requiring two individuals in Newark N. , engaged in sellng publica-
tions concerning employment opportunities for which they charg-ed 83.
to c('ase advertising falsely- in magazines and ne\vspapers , under "Help

anted" and "Job Opportunities" columns, or otherwise or in follo\y-up
circu1ars sent in answer to requests for the "free information " offel'ed-
that numerous jobs were aTaHable in the various occupations set out , both
in the U.S. and in foreign countries; that they had knowledge of such jobs;
that purchasers of their publications \vho applied for a job on any of the
projects listed therein , could expect to obtain employment; and that
information respecting: employment opportunities was furnished free.

:11'1. GaTland S. Fel'g1lson for the Commission.

Brodsky &0 Cuddy, of 1Ynshing;ton , D. c. , for respondents.
INITIAL DECISIOX BY VVALTEH R. JOJ-JNSON, HEARING EXX:\IINEH

This matter is before the hearing examiner for consideration of the
complaint, answer thereto , the evidence and proposed findings as to
the facts and conclusions presented by counseL The findings of fact
and conclusions or law proposed by the parties, not hereinafter
specifically found or concluded , are herewith rejected. The hearing
examiner having considered the record herein , makes the fol1o\,ing
findings or fact and conclusions.

'Vhen the Commission issued its complaint herein the respondents
Samuel A. Cannon and Geraldine Cannon , indivic111als were tra(l-
ing and doing business as National EmpJoyment Information Serv-
ice, and their offce and place of business was locMed at 1020 Broad
Street, Newark , Xew Jersey. Shortly after the iSSUlllCC of the com-
plaint the respondents incorporated their business under the laws of


