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good faith by the respondent in the recent regular course

of business, or otherwise misrepresenting the price at

which such fur products have been sold or offered for
sale by respondent.

3. 1\1isrepresents in any manner the savings available
to purchasers of respondent' s fur products.

4. Sets forth information required under Section 5 (a)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and

Regulations promulgated thereunder in abbreviated
form.

5. Fails to set forth the term "natural" as part of the
information required to be disclosed in advertisements
under the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and

Regulations promulgated thereunder to describe fur
products which are not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed
or otherwise artificially colored.

6. Fails to set forth all parts of the information re-
quired under Section 5 (a) of the Fur Products LabeJing
Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under in type of equal size and conspicuousness and in
close proximity with each other.

D. Failing to maintain full and adequate records disclos-
ing the facts upon which pricing claims and representations
of the types described in subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d)

of the. Rule 44 of the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the Fur Products Labeling Act, are based.

It is JUTther ordered That the respondent herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service upon it of this order , file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which it has complied with this order.

IN THE JVA TTER OF

HARNEY COU;\TY LA;\D DEVELOPMENT
CORPORA TIOX ET AL.

ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION

OF THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSIOK ACT

Docket 8568. Cmnplaint, May 1, 19(3 Decision, Jan. 4, 1967

Ordel' removing complaint against two Oregon land development companies

from snspense calendar and dismissing it on the ground of insuffcient
public interest.
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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 tu believe that Harney
County Land Development Corporation , a corporation , and John
M. Phillips , Jack C. Cherbo and Richard D. Walker , individually
and as offcers of said corporation; and Harney County Escrow
Company, Inc. , a corporation , and Willis F. Bardwell , individually
and as an officer of said corporation , hereinafter referred to as
respondents , have violated the provisions of said Act, and it ap-
pearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thereof would be in the public interest, hereby issues its com-
plaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Harney County Land Development
Corporation is a corporv.tion organized , existi'flg and doing busi-
ness under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Oregon , with
its offce and principal place of business located at 41'1 South
Jefferson Street, Chicago, IJinois.

Respondents John :\1. Phillips , Jack C. Cherbo , and Richard D.
\Valker are offcers of said corporate respondent. They formulate
direct and control the acts and practices of the cotporate respond-
ent , including the acts and practices hEl'einaftel' set forth. Their
address is the same as that oJ said corporate n spolldent,

Respondent Harney County ESCTO'N Company, Inc. , is a cor..
po ration org-anized, existing and dG- :i1J?; brisiness under and by
virtue of the laws of the StaLe of Ol'eg:on ) \vitll its offce and
principal place of business locflLcd at lfjO If/est /ashington
Street, Burns , Oregon. Respondent .v\' ini s f. , Ban.1'/i211 is ail offcer
of this corporate respondent. lIc fO),Tnnlatu), direds and controls
the ads and practices of this cOl'1!(rn te rt' ;pondelJt , iHcluding the
acts and practices hereinaftd' 3d forth. Hi ; adctr2ss is the same
as that of this corporate 1'2SpOnr1Eflt

PAR 2. Respondents are Hm\' , and for some tlrne last past have
been , engaged in the advertising, oifcl' lng for side and sale of lots
or parcels of real estate located in th( Stntc of Oregon to the
public in various parts of the U 1ited : ;ti-tc:: by means of the
enited States mails and thl' ough ngcEts (;10( saj,

~~~

; representatives.
The said land is knc)\vn S Lake 'ValIE::,

PAR. 3, Respondents , iLl cOlldlH:tb:p: UJJ busi:1e ;s aforesaid

have sent and transmitted , and have cau:,e(, tu l.:e( ;ent dnd trans-
mitted , letters , COllllacts, cheeks deeds and othe:c papers
and documents of a COmm2l':laJ nature frorn their plnr,es of busi-
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ness in the States of Illinois and Oregon to purchasers and pro-
spective purchasers located in various other States of the United

States and have thus engaged in extensive commercial inter-
course, in commerce , as "commerce" is defined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 4. Respondents, for the purpose of inducing the purchase

of said parcels of real estate, have placed advertisements in

metropolitan newspapers and have distributed form letters and
advertising circulars to members of the public by means of the
United States mails. Typical of the statements and representa-

tions in said advertising materials , but not all inclusive thereof

are the following:

LAND In The West's Gl'eatest Recreation Area * '" .. LAKE V ALLEY
OREGON * "' '" A Paradise For Sportsmen * *' * For Healthful , Outdoor
Living '" '" '" HUNT! FISH! SWIM!

You have swimming and skiing, camping and boating *' * '" outdoor bar-
becues '" * * Four Seasons of Outdoor Life * '" * just minutes and you are in
Burns , the friendliest town in the West'" * "'

Ten Years Ago, an acre of Land in ew Mexico Sold for $1 000. Today, it
is priced at $20,000 up. The same thing has happened in Oregon s neighbor-

ing States-Nevada and California-where land values have jumped as high
as 5000% in the last ten years.

Electricity is available to you from the Harney Electric Cooperative
Inc. "' * * Water is available from wells "' " '" approximately 120 to 150 feet
in depth"' * *

A fertile valley of untold beauty '* '" "' Sunny, invigorating climate

"' "' ,.

300 days of warm , wonderful sunshine throughout the year. * * * big oney
lies ahead"" oO

Harney County is Reached by two U. S. Highways- S. 20-fastest all-
weather route from Coast to Coast. , and U. S. 395-the three flag highway
from Canada to Mexico.

PAR. 5. By and through the use of the above-quoted statements
and others of similar import not specifically set out herein , and
by the use of pictures and photographs , respondents have repre-
sented that:

1. The land offered for sale is located in the West' s greatest
recreation area.

2. Said land is located in close proximity to hunting, fishing,
s\\'imming, skiing, boating and similar recreational facilities.

3. Said land has a moderate or temperate climate with warm
sunshine for 300 days a year and year round outdoor living.

4. An adequate supply of \vater is available to purchasers of
said land.

5. Electricity for home use is readily available to purchasers
of said land.
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6. Said land has a value greater than the offering price and is
likely to increase in value as much as 5000 % of the present value.

7. Said land is adjacent to , or is located in close proximity to
S. Highway 20 and U. S. Highway 395.
8. Said land iies in a fertile valley and is suitable for cultiva-

tion.
PAR. 6. In truth and in fact:

1. Said land is not located in the West's greatest recreation
area.

2. Said land is not located in close proximity to hunting, fish-
ing, s\"llimming, skiing, boating or similar recreational facilities.

3. Said land does not have a moderate or temperate climate

with 300 days of warm sunshine a year or year round outdoor
living.

4. An adequate supply of water is not available to purchasers
of said land.

5. Electricity for home use is not readily available to pur-
chasers of said land since the purchaser must bear the cost of
bringing the current from the existing power lines to his property.

6. Said tracts or parcels of land do not have a value greater
than the one ring price nor are they likely to increase in value as
much as 5000% of the present value, or any other such large

percentage.
7. Said land is not adjacent to, nor is it located in close prox-

imity to , U.S. Highway 20 or U.S. Highway 395 or any other U.
Highway.

S. Said land does not lie in a fertile valley nor is it suitable for
cultivation.
Therefore , the statements and representations set forth in Para-
graphs Four and Five hereof were and are false , misleading and
deceptive.

PAR. 7. At all times herein mentioned , respondents have been
and are , in substantial competition in commerce, with corpora-
tions , firms and individuals in the sale of real estate of the same
general kind and nature as that sold by respondents.

PAR. 8. The Use by respondents of the aforementioned false
misleading and deceptive statements, representations and prac-
tices has had , and now has , the capacity and tendency to mislead
and deceive a substantial portion of the purchasing public into the
erroneous and mistaken belief that such statements were, and
are , true , and into the purchase of substantial quantities of re-
spondents ' lots by reason of said mistaken and erroneous belief.

PAR. 9. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as
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herein alleged , were and me nlI to the prejudice and injury of the
pubJic ;:ntI of respondents" competitors and constituted , and now
constitute , unfair methods of competition in commerce and unfair
and deceptive acts and practices in commerc.e , in violatjon of

Section 5 of the Fec1ernl 'Trade Cornmjssion lid.

ORDER DmMISSI ;G COT\JFLAfNT

This rnattel' is before the Commission upon the motion of com-
plaint counsel filed December 13 , 1966 , and joined in by respond-
ents by a paper filed December 19 , 1966, requesting- the
Commission to remove this proceeding from the suspense calendar
and to dismiss the complaint on the ground that there is not
suffcient public interest in the matter to warrant further pro-
ceedings; and

It appearing to the Commission that the complaint herein was
issued :Vlay 1 , 1.9G3, and that the matter was placed in suspense

June 19, 1963 , until further order of the Commission since it
appeared that the individual l'e:;pondents named were defendants
in a criminal proceedillF' in the United States District Court in
Portland , Oregon , charged \vith use of the mails to defraud on
matters relating to those in this proceeding; und

The Commission having d: tE::n:nj:ned that because the evidence

which covered a period prior t.o the latter part of 1962 is now old
and stale the eumplnint should be dismissed:

It is nrde'/ed That Lhe cornplaint be , and it hereby is , dismissed
without prejudice

, .

ho\\I2\'€1', to the right of the Commission to
issue a new comp1aint 01' to take such further 01' other action
against the respondents at any time in the future as may be
warranted by the then existing circumstances.

; THE :YIATTER OF

FASHION SEWING CE::TER , IXC. , TRADING AS

BRANT' S SEWIKG AND APPLIA;-;CE CEKTER ET AL.

CONSE:'T ORDER, ETC. , 1 ; m:GARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEmrR/\L TRADE COMMlSSW:'' ACT

Docket l1fJ6, Complwint

, .

Jan. .196/'- IJecision , Jan. 9, 1.967

Consent order requiring hvo Cincimlati , Ohio , distributors of sewing machines
to cease using deceptive pl'omotional methods in selling their sewing

machines and other merchandise.
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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 Fashion
Sewing Center, Inc. , a corporation , trading as Brant' s Sewing and
Appliance Center, and ;VIaxine Brant , individualJy and as an
offcer of said corporation , and Milton Brant, a stockholder of
said corporation , and Brant Sewing Machine Co. , Inc. , a corpora-
tion , and :llilton Brant , individualJy and as an offcer of said
corporation , hereinafter 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 folJows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Fashion Sewing Center, Inc. , is a
corporation organized , existing and doing business under and
by virtue of the laws of the State of Ohio , with its principal offce
and place of business located at 1722 Race Street , Cincinnati , Ohio.
It does business under the name Brant' s Sewing and Appliance
Center.

Respondent Maxine Brant is an individual and an offcer of said
Fashion Sewing Center , Inc. , and her husband , respondent Milton
Brant is a stockholder thereof. They formulate , direct and control
the acts and practices of said respondent corporation . including
the acts and practices hereinafter set forth. Their address is the
same as that of the corporate respondent.

Respondent Brant Sewing :Vlachine Co. , Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Ohio, with its principal offce and place of

business located at 1720-22 Race Street (at Findlay Markel),
Cincinnati , Ohio.
Respondent Milton Brant is an offcer of respondent Brant

Sewing Machine Co. , Inc. , and he directs and controls the acts and
practices of said corporation , including the acts and practices

hereinafter set forth.
The aforementioned respondents cooperate and act together in

carrying out the acts and practices hereinafter set forth.
PAR. 2. Respondents are now , and for some time last past have

been , engaged in the advertising, offering for sale , sale and dis-
tribution of sewing machines, TV sets and phonographs to the
public.

PAR. 3. In the eourse and conduct of their business , respond-
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ents now cause, and for some time last past have caused , their
said products , when sola , to be shipped from their place of business
in the State of Ohio to purchasers thereof located in various other
States of the United States , and maintain , and at all times men-
tioned herein have maintained , a substantial course of trade in
said products in commerce , as "commerce" is defined in the Fed-
eral Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 4. In the course and conduct of their business , and for the
purpose of inducing the purchase of their products , respondents
now make, and have made, certain statements and representa-
tions \vith respect to contests , dra\vings , free goods , selection of
customers and discounts in direct mail advertising, through oral
representations of respondents and their salesmen , and by other
means.

Typical and ilustrative of said advertising and promotional
material , but not all inclusive thereof , are the following:

FREE DHAWING! REGISTER NOW!

Name

Address

City

State

Zone

Phone No.

GHAND PRIZE!
WIN Nelca Deluxe Sewing Machine Complete with Cabinet!
PLUS Consolation Awards Nelco Sewing Machines

Sewing machines do not include cabinet. Selected participants to receive
award with purchase of an inexpensive cabinet to contain their machine. One
must be 16 years old to enter. You do not have to be present to win.

As the NECCHI and NELCO Sewing Machine franchised distributor in
the area :+ * * we are assisting the manufacturer in an extensive advertising
campaign.

We are authorized to give away a limited number of new Autom tjc Zig-Zag
and Deluxe Sewing Machine Heads.

You have been selected from the entries at our drawings '" * '" to receive
your choice of three models, Necchi #500 Deluxe, Nclco #110 Automatic

Zig-Zag, or Model #826 Straight Stitch , determined by the cabinet. You are
to pay absolutely nothing for the sewing machine itself. All you must pur-
chase to receive it is a new cabinet to contain it from our excellent selection.
New ca.binet prices range from $39.95 depending on style , size, finish and
wiring.

* '" '" This offer is limited to the time period of ten days from this date.
If you have not taken advantage of this award by then , it wil be cancelled
and another person selected as we intend to place the new machines as soon
as possible.
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This letter is your authorization to receive the machine. The only Sewing
Center authorized to honor it is listed below. We suggest you take immedi2.te
advantage of this sincere offer.

PAR. 5. By and through the use of the aforementioned state-
ments and representations , by oral statements of respondents or
their salesmen , and by other written statements of similar import
and meaning not specifically set out herein, respondents repre-
sent, and have represented, directly or by implication;

1. That they are conducting bona fidc drawings and that
persons other than the grand prize winner whose names are
drawn from :unong entrants will win valuable prizes or prizes of
specified value referred to as "consolation a\vards.
2. That the manufacturers of :\ecchi and Ne1co sewing

machines are conducting said advertising campaign assisted by
respondents and that said manufacturers have authorized re-
spondents to give a\vay a number of their sewing machines.

3. That the offer of a free sewing machine is made only to a
limited number of specialJy selected persons for a limited period
of ten days.

4. That they are making bona fide offers to give a limited
number of the advertised sewing machines free to purchasers of
a sewing machine cabinet as part of a promotion to selJ the
advertised sewing machines.

5. That customers who elect to purchase one of their regular
lines of sewing machines, rather than one of the machines re-
ferred to in their promotional letter wilJ be granted discounts or
alJowances from the prices usually charged by respondents for

said regular Ene of s€'Iving machines equal to the advertised
price of the sewing machine or some other equally substantial
amount and that savings are thereby afforded.

PAR. 6. In truth and in fact:

1. Respondents do not conduct bona fide drawings for the
aforesaid consolation nvards. Their purpose in having persons
register for drawings is to obtain leads to prospective purchasers
of their sewing machines. Almost every purchaser who buys pur..
suant to such promotion receives as a prize an "award" or "Con-
test Winner s Discount" which is an amount deducted from the
represented price of the product. However , said deduction is made
not from respondents ' regular and customary price of the product
but from a higher price and therefore the prize given to pur-
chasers is illusory.

2. The said manufacturers are not conducting said advertising
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campaign nor have they authorized respondents to give away
their products in the said promotion. Instead, the said sales pro-

motion is the sole endeavor of respondents conducted in further-
ance of their own retail sales of said products.

3. Respondents ' said offers were not made to only a limited
number of or to specially selected persons but were made generally
to members of the purchasing public on the basis of their ad-
dresses to obtain the greatest coverage possible. Said offers were
not limited to ten days but were open to recipients of respondents
letters beyond that period of time.

4. They were not making bona fide offers to give a limited
number of the advertised sewing n1achine heads free to purchasers
of a sewing machine cabinet as part of a promotion to sell the
advertised sewing machines. On the contrary, respondents' said
offers were made to attract prospective purchasers of respondents
higher priced s€\ving machines.

5. Customers who elected to buy a sewing machine from re-
spondents ' regular Jine rather than one of the s€\ving machines
referred to in respondents ' promotional letter were not granted
said discounts or allowances since said purported deductions are
based on amounts hig'her than the net prices at which said regular
line of sewing l11achines are usually and customarily sold by re-
spondents in the normal course of their business and the repre-
sented savings \vere not afforded.

Therefore , the statements and representations as set forth in
Paragraphs Four and Five hereof were and are false , misleading
and deceptive

PAR. 7. In the conduct of their business , at all times mentioned
herein , the respondents have been in substantial competition in
commerce with corporations , firms and individuals engaged in the
sale of sewing machines, TV sets and phonographs of the same
general kind and nature as those sold by respondents.

PAR. 8. The use by the respondents of the aforesaid false , mis-
leading and deceptive statements, representations and practices

has had, and now has, the capacity and tendency to mislead

members of the purchasing public into the erroneous and mis-
taken belief that said statements and representations were , and
are , true and into the purchase of substantial quantities of re-
spondents' products by reason of said erroneous and mistaken
belief.

PAR. 9. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as

herein alleged , were and are all to the prejudice and injury of the
public and of the respondents ' competitors and constituted and
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now constitute , unfair methods of competition in commerce and
unfah' and deceptive acts and practices in commerce in violation
of Section 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Commission having- heretofore determined to issue its com-
pJaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act , and the respond-
ents having been served with notice of said determination and

with a copy of the complaint lhe Commission intended to issue

together with a proposed form of oreler; and
The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-

after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an
admission by respondents of all lhe jurisdictional facts set forth
in the complaint to issue herein , a staterncllt that the signing of
said agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not
constitute an admission by respondents that the la\v has been
violated as set forth in such complaint , and waivers and pro-.

visions as required by the Commission s rules; and
The Commission , having considered the agreement , hereby ac-

cepts same , issues its complaint in the fonn contemplated by said
agreement, makes the following jurisdictional findings , and enters
the following order:

1. Respondent Fashion Sewing Center ) Inc., is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Ohio , with its principal offce and place of

business located at 1722 Race Street , Cincinnati , Ohio.
Respondent Maxine Brant is an oifcer of said Fashion Sew-

ing Center , Inc. , and her address is 1722 Race Street , Cincinnati
Ohio.
Brant Sewing 11achine Co. , Inc., is a corporation organized

existing and doing business under and by virlue of the laws of
the Stale of Ohio , with its principal offce and plaee of business
located at 1720-22 Race Street (at Findlay Market), Cincinnati
Ohio.

Milton Brant is an oflcer of said Brant Sewing Machine Co.,
Inc. , and a stockhoJder of said Fashion Sewing Center, Inc. His
address is 1722 Race Street , Cincinnati , Ohio.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the sub-
ject matter of this proceeding' and of the respondents , and the
proceeding is in the public interest.

ORDER

It i8 oTdeTed That respondents Fashion Sewing- Center , Inc. , a
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said corporate respondents. They formulate , direct and control the
acts and practiees of said corporate respondents including- the acts
and practices hereinafter set forth. Their business address is the
same as that of respondent Sporbvelt Shoe Co. , Inc.

The aforesaid respondents cooperate and act tog-ether in cany..
ing out the acts and practices hereinafter set forth.

PAR. 2. Respondents are now , and for some time last past have
been , engaged in the rl1anufacturing, offering for sale, sale and
distribution of footwear, including men s shoes \vhieh closely re.-
semble in appearance shoes issued to members of the United
States j\ avy, which are sold to dealers and others for resale to the
public.

PAR. 3. In the course and eonduet of their business, respondents

now cause, and for some time last past have caused, said shoes
when sold to be shipped fmm their place of business in the State of
New Hampshire and the Commonwealth of Puerto B.1"o to pur.
chasers thereof located in various other States of the "Cnited States

and maintain, and at all tilnes mentioned herein ha"\7€ maintained
a substantial course of trade in said products in comme:t'cE, as

commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade COIllll1ission Act.
PAR. 4. In the conduct or their business, at al1 timEs men-

tioned herein , respondents bave been in substantial competition.
in commerce, \vith corporations , firms and individuals in the sale
of products or the same g'eneral kind and nature as those sold by

respondents.
PAR. 5. The said shoes sold and distributed by respondents , in

the eourse and conduct of their business as aforesaid , closely

resemble the shoes issued and furnished to members of the United
States Armed Forces in color , material, pattern and style. Re-
spondents also cause to be affxed to said shoes and their containers
certain markings, labels , and tags respecting- their manufacture
construction , inspection and specifications.

Typical and ilustrative, but not all inclusive of such state-
ments and representations , are the following:

GENl:IXE U, S, NAVY LAST
H. SHERBURN , INSPECTOR.

MADE ON THE AUTHEXTIC GOVER2\MENT
l:. S. NAVY LAST. Surplus Last.

I2\SPECTOR NO, 43
S. NAVY LAST.

Authentic Gov t Surplus Last
XAVY SHOE.
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Genuine U. S, Gov t E;pecifications

R. SuJ1iyan , Inspector.

PAR, 6, Through the use of the terms " "C, S, Navy" and "
Government" alone and in conj unction \I'ith the other statements
and representations set out above , and other terms of similar
import and rnealling but not specifieall:v set out hel'ein in and on

markings , labels and taR 1, respondents r2p1'2Sent and have repre-
sented , directly or b;-/ implication:

1. That said shoes 21'8 official , i'2gulation 01' surplus Vnited
States l\Javy shoes and are rnanu:fachll'ed in accordance with
United States Nayy 01' Governrnent speciflcatiolls.

2. That said sho'2s are inspected by linited States Navy or
Govermnent inspeetors and apP1' o\' ed as meeting I:;nitect States
Navy or Go\,'ernment specifications.

PAR. 7, In trEth and in :fact:
L Said shoes an not offcial , l'egulatioll , surplus United States

avy or Gmrermnent shoes Hnc1 are not manufactured in accord-
ance \vith :N avy or GOV2l'Unent sps if!cati()ns.

2. Said sh08s 2i1'2 not insp€ct2d by t:'nit2C! States Navy or Gov-
ennnent inspectors and are not a.0Pl'Dved as meeting Vnited
States Knvy or Government speciflcatio:m

There:fore, the staternents and rel:J€s€nhiLions set forth in
Paragraphs F' lv8 and Six h21'CO:f ,xere and are false, nlisleading
and decepti'ile

PAR. 8. By ;elhng and distributing to dealers and others said

shoes having' affixed to them or their containers the markings
labels and tags hereinabove described ) respondents furnish to
such dealers and others the 111eans and illstrurnentalities by and
through y. 'hieh they n1ay rnislead and deceive the purchasing
public as to the origiTl, kind type , const.nJction , manufacture and
quality of their said shoes,

PAR. 9. The use by 1'€spOnde:i1ts of the afol'e ;aid false , rnislead..

ing and deceptive repn sentations and practices has had , and now
has, the capacity and tendency to mislead members of the pur-
chasing public into the erroneous 2.nd mistaken belief that said
statements and representations were and are true and into the

purchase of substantial quantities of l espondents ' product by rea-
son of said erroneous and mistaken belief

PAR. 10. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as

herein alleged , were and are all to the preJldice and injury of

the public and of respondents ' competitors , and constituted , and
now constitute, unfair n1ethods of competition in con1merce and
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unfair and deceptive acts and practices in commeree , in viola-
tion of Section 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint eharging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act , and the respond-
ents having been served with notice of said determination and
with a copy of the complaint the Commission intended to issue
together with a proposed form of order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-

after executed an ag:i"eement containing a consent order, an
admission by respondents of aU the jurisdictional facts set forth
in the complaint to issue herein , a statement that the signing of
said agreement is for settement purposes only and does not con-

stitute an admission by respondents that the law has been violated
as set forth in such complaint , and WaiV€l's and provisions as re-
quired by the Commission s rules; and
The Commission, having considered the agreement, hereby

accepts same , issues its complaint in the form contemplated by
said agreement , makes the following jurisdictional findings , and
enters the following order:

1. Respondent Sportwelt Shoe Co. , Inc., is a corporation or-

ganized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Massachusetts, with its offee and principal

place of business located at 51 Lake Street , in the city of :\ashua,
State of K ew Hampshire.
Respondent Wilson Shoe Co. , Inc. , is a eorporation organized,

existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico , with its offee and principal place
of business located in Santa Isabel , Puerto Rico.

Respondents Emanuel Alberts and Muray Alberts are off1eers
of said corporations and their address is the same as that of
respondent Sportwelt Shoe Co. , Inc.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has .i urisdietion of the sub-
ject matter of this proeeeding and of the respondents , and the
proceeding is in the publie interest.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents Sportwelt Shoe Co. , Ine.

eorporation, and Wilson Shoe Co. , Inc., a corporation , and their
respective offeers, and Emanuel Alberts and lYurray Alberts
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individuaIly and as offcers of said corporate respondents , and re-
spondents' agents , representatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device, in connection with the

offering for sale, sale or distribution of footwear in comnlerce , as
commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act, do

forthwith cease and desist from:
1. Representing, directly or by implication , that said shoes

are offcial , regulation or surplus United States Navy shoes
or Armed Forces shoes or are nlanufadured in accordance
with United States Navy or Government specifications:
P?'ovided , however It shaIl be a defense in any enforcement
proceeding instituted hereunder for respondents to establish
that said shoes are genuine surplus shoes manufactured for
and in accordance with specifications of such Armed Forces
or GGvernment.

2. Representing, directly or by implication , that said shoes
have been inspected by United States Navy or Government
inspectors or that they have been approved by said inspectors
as meeting United States Navy or Government specifications:
Provided , howe'ue?' It shaIl be a defense in any enforcement
proceeding instituted hereunder for respondents to establish
that said shoes have been inspected and approved by said
United States Navy or Government inspectors.

3. l\iisrepresenting In any manner the parties, organiza-
tions , firms 01' corporations for whom said shoes ,vere manu-
factured, or the specifications for or inspection of said shoes.

4. Furnishing or otherwise placing in the hands of re-
tailers of said products , or others , any nieallS or instrumen-
talities by or through which they may mislead and deceive the
public in the manner or as to the things hereinabove prohib-
ited: PTo'/xided , h01oeve1' That nothing hereinabove shall be
construed to prohibit the respondents from truthfuIly and non..

deceptively stamping or marking shoes manfadured by re-
spondent Sp01. t1Velt as (1) "Navy-type shoes (or Navy-type
oxfords) made on surplus United States Navy lasts (or dupli-
cates thereof, whichever is the c&se) by Sportwelt Shoe Co.

Inc." or as (2) "Xavy-type shoes (or Navy-type oxfords)
made on sm'plus Lnited States Navy lasts (or duplicates there-

, whichever is the case) by and inspected by Sportwelt Shoe
Co. , Inc. ; or from similarly stamping or marking shoes made
by respondent Wilson as (1) "Navy-type shoes (or Navy-type
oxfords) made on surplus Lnited States Navy lasts (or dupli-
cates thereof, whichever is the case) by Wilson Shoe Co. , Inc.
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or as (2) "Navy,type shoes (or NRvy-type oxfords) made on
surplus United States Navy lasts (or c1l'plicates thereof
whichever is the caseJ by and inspected by VVilson Shoe Co.
Inc.

It is furthwr o?'de1' 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 h?ve con1plieC!. \',jth this order.

- -

IN THE MATTER OF'

ARCHWAY INDL'STRlE, , INC" ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER , ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE (;01\l:'USSWN ACT

Docket C-.1158. Complu, int, Jun, .l)(i/"--DeC/:sion, Jan. 1'2 1.%7

Consent order requiring a Ricbmond H,:ights fo., distributor of cig-ar vend-
ing machines , cig-ars and supplies 10 cease using exnggeratecl earning-
claims and other mis:rep1'8sent.nlcms to sell its eiv,Rl' vending machi11es
and supplies.

COMPL,AIS'

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade C01T1mission

Act, and by virtue of the authority vested in it by s8ic1 Act , the
Federal Trade Commission , having reason to believe thgt Arch
way Industries , Inc. , a COl'pOl"ation , and Paul f.\,. Hejna , Jr. , and
Bernard Barhorst , individually nnel as offcers of said corporation
hereinafter referred to as respondents , have violated the provi..
sions of said Act, (-\nd it appeal'j_ng to the Commission that a

proceeding by it in respect thereof \',ould be in the public interest
h21'eby issues its com_plaint , stating j.ts clwrges in that respect as
Jul1O\vs:

P AnA-GRAFH 1. Respondentf\l'clnvgy Industrics Inc. , is a COl'-

POl'"ltion organized, existing and doing business under and by
virtue of Uw i:r,,vs of ths State of IVlissouri, \dth its principal offce
and place of bus_lness located 8.t 1410 Big Bend Bou.levard , Rich-
mond Heights , Missouri.

Respondents Paul A. He.ina

, .

Jr., and Bernard Barhorst are
ofIcers of said corporation. They formulate, direct and control the
acts and practices of the corporate respondent , including the acts
and practices hereinnfter set forth" Their address is the same as
that of the corporate respondent.


