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2. Using any advertising, sales plan or procedure involv-
ing the use of false , deceptive or misleading statements or
representations which are designed to obtain leads or pros-
pects for the sale of other textile fiber merchandise.

3. Representing directly or indirectly that any textile fiber
products or services are offered for sale when such offer is
not a bona fide offer to sell said textile fiber products or ser-
vices.

4. Representing that any of respondent's products are

guaranteed, unless the nature and extent of the guarantee

the name of the guarantor, the address of the guarantor and
the manner in which the guarantor wil perform thereunder

are clearly and conspicuously disclosed.

It is further ordered That the respondent herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service upon him of this ord , file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which he has complied with this order.

II\ THE MATTER OF

MERCK & CO" INC. , TRADI1\G AS QUIKTON CO:VIPA:-Y ET AL.

MODIFIED ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket 8635. Complaint , Aug. 1964-Decision , July 20, 1966

Order modifying a final order dated April 8, 1966 , 69 P. C. 526 , which re-
quired a New Jersey drug manufacturer and its advertising agency to
cease its deceptive television advertising of throat lozenges , by substitut-
ing as corespondent a successor advertising agency.

ORDER REOPENING PROCEEDING, ADDING
A STIPULATION TO THE RECORD THEREOF

A1\D MODIFYING FINAL ORDER

On April 8, 1966 C69 F. C, 526J, following an adjudicative

proceeding, the Commission entered its final order directing
Merck & Co" Inc. , and Doherty, Clifford , Steers & Shenfleld , Inc.
to cease and desist from certain acts and practices , found to be in
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violation of Sections 5 and 12 of the Federal Trade Commission
Act, 15 U. C. 45 and 52.

Petitions for review of the Commission s said final order of
April 8 , 1966 , were filed on June 16 , 1966, in the United States
Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit by Merck & Co. , Inc. , and
Doherty, Clifford , Steers, & Shenfield , Inc. The record in this
proceeding has not yet been filed in the Court of Appeals.

On July 15 , 1966 , it was stipulated by and between counsel for
Doherty, Clifford, Steers & Shenfield, Inc. , Needham , Harper &
Steers, Inc. , and the Commission that Doherty, Clifford , Steers &
Shenfield , Inc. , an advertising agency named as a party respon-
dent in the final order issued on April 8 , 1966 , was on December

, 1964 , merged with and into Needham , Louis & Brorby, Inc. , at
which time Doherty, Clifford, Steers & Shenfield , Inc., was dis-
solved and ceased existence as a corporation , and that the name of
the resulting corporation is Needham , Harper & Steers , Inc. , also
an advertising agency, which is a Delaware corporation and has its
principal place of business at Prudential Plaza , Chicago , Ilinois.

By the said stipulation the parties also stipulated and agreed
that the record in this proceeding might be reopened, that the

stipulation might be made a part thereof, and that the final order
issued by the Commission on April 8 , 1966 , might be amended to
make Needham , Harper & Steers, Inc. , subject to certain of its
prohibitions.

Now , therefore, pursuant to the authorization of Section 5 (b)

of the Federal Trade Commission Act, 15 U. C. 45(b), and

Section 3. 28 (a) of the Commission s Rules of Practice for Adjudi-
cative Proceeding, 16 CFR 28 (a) (Supp. 1966),

It is oTdered That this proceeding be, and it hereby is, re-

opened;
It is fw,theT ordeTed That the said stipulation of July 15 , 1966,
, and it hereby is , made a part of the record of this proceeding;

and
It is further orde,' That the Commission s Final Order of

April 8 , 1966 f69 F, C. 526), be, and it hereby is , modified by
striking therefrom the preamble on page 563 of such order and
substituting therefor the following:

It is fUTtheT orde,' That respondent Doherty, Clifford
Steers & Shenfield , Inc" a corporation , and Needham , Harper
& Steers, Inc" a corporation, and their offcers, agents
representatives, and employees , directly or through any
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corporate or other device , in connection with the offering for
sale, sale or distribution of throat lozenges or any similar
preparation , do forthwith cease and desist from , directly or
indirectly: . . .

IN THE MATTER OF

AUTOMATION INSTITUTE OF OMAHA , INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket C-l087. Complaint, July 1966-Deciion, July , 1966

Consent order requiring an Omaha, Nebr., correspondence school to cease
using false job opportunities and earning claims and other misrepresen-
tations to sell its courses in data processing.

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 Au-
tomation Institute of Omaha, Inc., a corporation, and C. D.
Rohlffs , A. Lauren Rhude, and Burris :11. Jones , individually and
as offcers and directors of said corporation, and Thomas J. Sim-
mons and Vernon F. Kurtenbach , individual1y and as directors of
said corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have vio-
lated the provisions of said Act , and it appearing to the Commis-
sion that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the
public interest , hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in
that respect as fol1ows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Automation Institute of Omaha , Inc.
is a corporation organized , existing and doing business under and
by virtue of the laws of the State of Nebraska, with its principal
offce and place of business located in the WOW Building, 14th
and Farnam Streets , in the city of Omaha , State of Nebraska.

Respondents C. D. Rohlffs, A. Lauren Rhude and Burris M.
Jones are offcers and directors of the corporate respondent. Res-

pondents Thomas J. Simmons and Vernon F. Kurtenbach are
directors of the corporate respondent.

The individual respondents formulate, direct and controJ the


