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ees that shipments of unordered merchandise are to be discon-
tinued.

It i8 further order. That respondents 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 manTler and form in
which they have complied with the order to cease and desist con-
tained herein.

IN THE :MTTER OF

CUSTOM CARPET SHOP OF VIRGIKIA , ET AL.

MODIFIED QRDl-: , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION 01"

TIlE FEDlmAL TRADE COMMISSION AND TIlE TEXTILE FIBER

JJRODUCTS IDEX'l' lI"ICATION ACTS

Docket 0- 1173. C01nplU1 , FelJrua,rJj 1967-Decision, March 1970

Order modifying an earlier order elated ll ebruary 17, 1967, 71 F. C. 182

which prohibited an Arlin6'ion , Va., carpet dealer from deceptively adver-

tising, pricing and misbranding its textile fiber products, by adding to the
order a Ilew paragraph nunlLwred 7 which requires respondenL to maintain

records adequate to support its pricing; claims.

Oumm MODIFYING ORDER TO CEASB AND DBSIST

The Commission on February 17, 1967 (71 F. C. 182J, having is-
sued its order in this matter requiring respondents, in connection

with the offering for s 1le, and sale and distribution of merchandise
in commerce , to cease and desist from:

1. Representing, directly or by implication, by use of the

words "Sale

" "

Clearance

" "

specia.l event " "factory closeout
limited time only" or any other word or words of similar im-

port that the price of any merchandise is a reduction from re-
spondent.s ' former oil'ering pr-ice for said merchandise: Pro-
vided, however That it shall be a defense in any enforcement
proceeding instituted hereunder for the respondents to establish
that the price at which said merchandise is being offered for
sale constitutes a reduction , in an amount not so insign-ificant as
to be meaningless , from the actual bona fide price at which such
merchandise was offered to thc public on a regular basis by re-
spondents :for a reasonably substant-ia, j period of tjme in the !'
cent regular course of their business;
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2. Representing, directly or by implication , that any offer is
limited in point of time or in any manner: Prov'lded , ho'wever

That it shall be a defense in any enforcement proceeding insti-
tuted hereunder for the responde.nts to esblblish that any repre-
sented limitation or restriction was actually imposed and in
good faith adhered to;

8. Using the words " Save

" "

Sayings

" "

reduced" or any other

word or words of similar import in conjunction with a stated
dollar or percentage amount of savings: Pl'o1Jided , 1I01))e(Oe1'

That it shall he a defense in any enforcement proceeding insti-
tuted hereunder for the respondents to establish as a fact that

the stated doUar or percentage amount of savings actnal1y rep-
resents the difference between the offering- price and the actual
bona fide price at which such merchandise had been s01d or of-
fered for sa1e on a regular basis to the public by the respond-

ents for a reasonably substantial period of time in the recent

regular course of their business;
4. 1Jsing the words "Hegular

" "

Reg" or any other word or
words of similar import to refer to any amount which is in ex-
cess of the price at which such merchandise has been sold or of-
fered for sale in good faith by respondents for a reasonably

substantial period of 6me in the recent rcgu1nr C011Tse of their
busincss; aT otherwise misrepresenting the price at which such
mf'rellandi e has been solrl or ofrel' d for sale by respondents;

5. Using the words "Special Paclntge/' "Package

" "

Combina-
tion" or any other word or words of similar import , either done
or in conjunction with an offering price: Prorvided) lwwe?Jcr
That it shall he a defense in any enforcement proceeding insti-
tuted hereunder for the respondents to establish that the offer-
ing price of said "Special Package,

" "

Package" or "Combina-
tion" is a reduction, not so insignificant as to be meaningless

from the sum of the actual bona fide prices at which the items
of the said package or combination were sold separately by the
respondents on a regular basis for a reasonably substantial pe-

riod of time 1n the recent regular course of their business;
6. Falsely representing, in any manner , that savings arc avail-

able to purchasers OT' prospective purchasers of respondents

merchandise; ormisl'opresenting in any manner , the amount of
savings available to purchasers or prospr,ctive purchasers of re-
spondents ' merchandise at retai1.

And the Commission on February 19 , 1970, having issued its order
to show cause why this proceeding should not be reopened and its
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order of February 17, 1967, modified by the addition of a new para-
graph numbered 7 which ,vould read:

7. Failing to maintain adequate records which disclose the facts

upon which representations as to former prices , and the usual and
customary retail prices of merchandise, and as to savings aiIorded to
purchascrs, and simiJar representations of the type dealt with in
Pltragraph 1 and Paragraphs 3 through 6 of this order, are based
and from which the validity of any such claim can be established.

Respondents having filed an ans\Vcr in which the order to show
cause is not opposed; and

The Commission bcing of the opinion that the public intercst wil
be best served by modifying its order of Februltry 17 , 1967:

It is o"dered That this proceeding be, and it hereby is , reopened.
It is fU1'th61' OI'de?'ed That the Commission s order of February
, 1967 (71 F. C. 182J, be and it hereby is , modified by adding

thereto as Paragraph 7 the foJlo,,'ing:
7. Failing to maintain adequate records which disclose the

facts upon which representa60lls as to former prices: and the
usual and customary retail prices of merchandise : and as to sav-
jngs afforded to purclmsers : and sinlilar representations of the
type dealt with in Pa.ragraph 1 and Paragra,phs 3 through 6 of

this order, are based , and from which the validity of any such
claim can be established.

Ix THJ: 1L\ TTER OF

THE GREAT SOUTHERX CHIXCHILLA RAXCH , INC.
ET AL.

CONSEST ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATIQ1'

THE FEDEHAL TIlADE CO::Vl1\fISSIOK ACT

Docket C-1"19, Complnint, Apr. 1D"/O-Decision, Apr. 1970

Consent orde,' rerJuiring H Cayce , S, c" seller of chinchi1a breeding stock to

cease making exaggerated earning claims, misrepresenting the Quality of
its stock , deceptively guaranteeing t11e fertilty of its stock. using the "ord
mnch" deceptively, Ilnd misrepresenting its services to purchasers.

COMPLAIKT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act, the Federal


