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ing for sale, sale or distribution of a fence charger known as Super
Atom Charger, or any other charger of substantially the same
construction or operation , do forthwith cease and desist from rep-
resenting directly or indirectly: 

1. Said product is effective in confining farm animals in an en-
closure under all climatic or fencing conditions without the use of
insulators.

2. Said product is twenty times, or any other number of times
more short resistant than other fence chargers.

3. Green grass , brush, rain or ice will not cause a short in the
operation of said product.

4. Said product will effectively or safely charge more than 10
miles of fence with insulators or ",ill effectjyely or safely charge
any stated number of miles of fence without insulators.

5. Said product has a mechanism that adjusts it to the various
climatic conditions under which it win be operated.

6. Said product is guaranteed unless the natllrf' and extent of
the guarantee and the manner in which respondent will perform
thercunder are clearly set forth.

It is further onlered That the complaint be, and the same herrby
, dismissed as to respondent Frank I~ isher as an officer of Smith-

Fisher Corporation.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSIOX AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COM:I'LL\XCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission ~s Rules of Practice.
the initial decision of the he.aring examiner shall on the 25th day
of .July 1961 , become the decision of the Commission; and , accord-
ingly :

It is ordered That respondent Frank Fisher, an individual , shall
within sixty (60) days after service upon him of this order, file
",ith the Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which he has complied with the order to
cease and desist.

IN THE ~lATTER OF

ARLIAl\lENT T.V. TUBE SALES, INC. , ET AL.

cm' ,SENT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket 8180. Complaint , Not~ 1960-Decisioll , J-uly 1961

Consent order requiring Chicago distributors of rebuilt tele'vision picture tubes
containing used parts, to cease representing falsely through statements on
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tags and labels. price lists, and other media , that all parts in their tube~
"ere "'brand new , and that they had gi,en "Eight years of dependable
service" and were the "World' s largest independent picture tube distrib-
utor ; and to cease failing to disclose clearly when tubes were rebuilt
containing a used part.

CO)IPLAINT

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 Parlia-
ment T.V. Tube Sales, Inc. , a corporation , and David Becker, 1\1:01't

Posen , and .J ack N. Friedman , individually and as office.rs of said
corporation , hereinafte.r referred to as respondents , have violated
the provisions of said Act, and it appearing to the Commission
that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public
interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that re-
spect as follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Parliament T.V. Tube Sales , Inc. 

a corporation organized , existing and doing business under and 
virtue of the laws of the State of Illinois , with its principal office
and place of business located at 111 K. Kedzie Avenue, Chicago.
Illinois. Said corporate respondent operates a division under the

name Distributors T.V. Picture Tube Co. , whose principal place of
business is located at 3125 "'Vest 1\1aypole A venue , Chicago , Illinois.

The individual respondents David Becker , 1\Iort Posen , and .J ark
N. Friedman are officers of said corporation. They formulate , direct
and ('.ont1'ol the acts and practices of corporate. respondenL incllldin;2"
the acts and practices hereinafter set. forth. Theil' ~lc1dress is the
same. as that of the corporate respondent.

\R. 2. Respondents are nov, , and for some time last past haw'
been , engaged in ofl'ering for sale, sale and distribution of rebuilt
television picture tubes containing a used part. Parliament T.
Tube Sales, Inc. sells to television repairmen who service T.V. sets
for individual owners , and sell at retail , and throngh its division
Distributors T.V. Picture Tube Co. respondents sell their rebuilt
television picture tubes to ,yholesalers , who in turn sell to retailers
and television repairme.n for resale to the public. 

\R. 3. In the course and conduct of their business respondents
now cause, and for some time last past have eaused, their said
products when sold to be shipped from their place of business in
t he State of Il1inois to purchasers thereof located in various other
States of the United States and maintain , and at all time mentioned
herein have maintained , a course of trade in said products in com-
merce., as "commerce~' is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act.
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PAR. 4. In the course and conduct of their business and for thr
purpose of inducing the sale of their products respondents made
certain statements concerning their products on tags, labels, price

lists, and by other media. Among and typical of such statements
are the following:

.\ll parts in this picture tube are brand new.
Eight years of dependable service.
'Vorld' s largest independent picture tube distributor.

PAR. 5. Through the use of the aforesaid statements respond-
ents represented:

1. That their television picture tubes were new in their ent.irety.
2. That the respondents have been in business for eight years or

more.
3. That the respondents were the world's largest independent pic-

ture tube distributors, thereby selling and distributing more pic-
ture tubes than any other company in the world.
PAR. 6. Said statements and representations were false, mis-

leading and deceptive. In truth and in fact:
1. The television picture tubes represented as being new' are not

new in their entirety.
2. The respondent corporation was incorporated on December 8

1058 , and went into business in that same year.
3. The respondent corporation is not the wor1crs largest T.

tube distributor. There are several T.V. tube distributors in the
United States which sell and distribute a larger volmne of T.
tubes than the respondents.
PAR. 7. The television picture tubes sold by respondents are re-

built and contain a. used part. Respondents do not disclose on the
tubes, on invoices, m: in any other manner that said telE'Ti~:ion pic-
ture tubes are rebuilt and contain a used part.

"Then television picture tubes are rebuilt containing a used part 
the absence of a disclosure to the contrary, such picture tubes are

understood to be and are readily accepted by the public as ne"-
tubes.
PAR. 8. By failing to disclose the faets as set forth in Para-

graphs 6 and 7 ~ respondents place in the hands of uninformed or
unscrupulous dealers means and instrumentalities ",hereby they
may mislead and deceive the public as to the nature of their said tel"
vision picture tubes.

PAR. D. In the conduct of their business and at an times men
tioned herein respondents have been in substantial competition in
commerce ",ith corporations, firms and individuals engaged in the
sale of television picture tubes.

6D8-4DO--6~----
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PAR. 10. The use by respondents of the aforesaid false , mislead-
ing and deceptive statements and representations and the failure 
respondents to disclose on their television picture tubes , on invoices
or in any other manner that they are rebuilt, containing a use part
has had , and now has, the capacity and tendency to mislead mem-
bers of the purchasing public into the erroneous and mistaken belief
that said statements and representations were and are true and
into the purchase of substantial quantities of respondents ' said tubes
by reason of said erroneous and mistaken beliefs and as a conse-
quence thereof substantial trade in commerce has been and is being
unfairly directed to respondents from their eompetitors and substan-
tial injury has thereby been, and is being, done to competition in
commerce.
PAR. 11. The aforesaid aets and practices of respondents 

herein alleged "-ere and are all to the prejudice and injury of the
public and of respondents ' competitors and constituted , and now
constitute, unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition in commerce within the intent and meaning
of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

lib,. JiaT?,!! E. Afiddleton, J1'. for the Commission.
Ash' an Jaffee by lilT. J.l1 aTtin C. Ash1?'wn of Chicago, Ill.

for respondents.

INITIAL DECISION BY EDGAR A. BUTTLE~ HEARING EXAMINER

On November 23, 1960 , 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 offering for sale , sale and distribution of re-
built television picture tubes containing a used part. On :May 1
1961 the respondents and counsel supporting the complaint entered

into an agreement containing a c.onsent order to cease and desist in
accorclanc.e with Section 3.25 (a) of the R,ules of Practice and Pro-
c.edure of the Commission.

Under the foregoing agreement , the respondents admit the juris-
dictional facts al1eged in the complaint and agree among other
things, that the cease and desist order there set forth may 
entered without further notice and shall have the same force and
effect as if entered after a full hearing. The agreement includes a

,,-

aiver by the respondents of a11 rights to chal1enge or contest the

validity of the order issuing in accordance therewith; and recites
that the said agreement shan not become a part of the official record
unless and until it becomes a part of the decision of the Commis-
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sion , and that it is for settlement purposes only, does not constitute
an admission by the respondents that they have violated the law

as alleged in the complaint, and that said complaint may be used

in construing the terms of the order. The hearing examiner finds

that the content of the said agreement meets all the requirements
of section 3.25 (b) of the Rules of Practice.

This proceeding having now come on for final consideration 
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 3.
of the Rules of Practice; and in consonance with the terms of said
agreement , the hearing examiner makes the following jurisdictional
findings and order:

1. Respondent Parliament T.V. Tube Sales, Inc. , is a corpora-
tion existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws 

the State of Illinois, ,vith its office and principal place of business
located at 111 N. Keclzie Street , in the City of Chicago , Illinois.

Rrsnondents Drn-id Becker. ?Jort Posen and ac.k N. FriedmanJ. 
are indivichlals and officers of said corporate respondent. They

formulate , direct and control the policies, acts and practices of the
corporate respondent. Their address is the same as that of the
corporate respondent.

~. The Federal Trade Commifsion has jurisdiction of the sub-

ject matter of this proceeding and of the respondents hereinabove

named. The complaint states a canse of action against said re-

spondents under the Federal Trade Commission Act , and this pro-

ceeding is in the interest of the public.

ORDEH

It is o7'del'ed. That respondents Parliament T.V. Tube Sales
Inc. , a corporation , and its officers, and David Becker , :Mort Posen

and .Jack N. Frieclr.1nn , individl1a))y and as officers of said corporate
respondent. nnd 8aid respondents ' ngents, representatives and em-

ployees, directly or through any corporate or other device, in con-
nection ,,-it 11 the offering for sale and sale of rebuilt tele.yision pic-

o...-

tnre tubes, in commercE' : as " comn'H'-rce ~' 1S defined in the Federal

Trade Commission .Act , do forthwith cease and desist from:
1. Represc\ntirg, directly 01' by implication , that said teleyisiOJl

picfure tubes are ne"'
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2. Failing to clearly disclose on the tubes, on the cartons in
which they are packed , on invoices and in advertising, that said
tubes are rebuilt containing a used part.

3. Placing any means or instrumentalities in the hands of others
whereby they may mislead the public as to the nature and condition
of their television picture tubes.

4. Representing, directly or indirectly:
(a) That the corporate respondent has been in existence , or that

corporate respondent or the individual respondents have been in
business for any period or length of time thnt is not. in accordance.
with the facts. 

(b) That respondents are the world's largest television picture
tube distributors.

DECI8ION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIAKCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission s Rules of Practice,
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shan , on the 25th day
of Tuly 1961 , become the decision of the Commission; and , accord-
ingly :

It is ordered That respondents herein shan , ,yithin 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 l\1A TTER OF

THE SCOTT & FETZER CO1\1P ANY

CONSENT ORDER , ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED YIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COl\BIISSION ACT

Docket 8182. Complaint, Nov. 1960-Decision , July , 1961

Consent order requiring the Cleveland, Ohio, manufacturer of "Kirby" vacuum
cleaners to cease using fictitious pricing claims, scare tactics, and other
unfair practices to sell its vacuum cleaners; and to cease representing
falsely, in newspaper "Want-Ads , through its distributors and otherwise,
that salaried positions and guaranteed minimum compensation were a,nil-
able for qualified applicants.

CO::\IPLAIXT

The Federal Trade Commission having reason to believe that TIll'
Scott & Fetzer Company, a corporation , hereinafter referred to 
respondp.nt , has violated the provisions of the Federal Trade Com-


