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26f) Complaint

It 1:8 fU/i'theT onler' That respondents lJ.S. Industries, Inc., a
corporation , tr:u1ing as Valor Division or any other name, and its
o1Icers , and Albert )tlarkson, inc1ividual1y and as chairman of Va,lor
Division , and n spond(mts' representatives lgents and employee

dire,eLly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with
the advertising, oH'( ring for sale, sale or distribution aT coats, or

other products , in comlnerce , as "commerce" is defined in the Feder
Trade, Commission _Act, dO' forthwith cease and desist from falsely
and deceptively Hl\'crtisil1g 0.1' lnisrepresentin in any manner, or by
any met"U1S , the eharflcter or a.mount of constituent fibers contained
in such products.

It (8 further ordered That respondents llatily the Conlln1 sion at
least 30 days prior to' any proposed change jn the C(11)orate respond-

ent , such as dissolution , assignment or sale resu1ting in the emergence
of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution O'f subsidiaries

or any other change in t.he corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising ouL of this order.

It ';S further' ordered That the l'espolU1ent corpol'ation shflll fortll-
\\'ith distribute it copy of this 01'1e1' to ea-eh of its operating divisions.

J t is fUTthrn' ()re/eio ecl That the respondents herein shall, within
sixty (GO) chys after 8m.vjce upon them of this order, Jile \"iih the
Commission a report. jn writ.ing setting f01th in detail the manner
ancl :for11 in which they have cOlnpliec1 ,vith this order.

"\y 

THE J\IATTER 01"

AUSTIN 11 B1,7R.I(E, POR1IERLY D01:.G

BUnKE , INC.
r:rSIXESs \S AUSTIN

CONSENT onDER , ETC. , IN m \HD TO TIll'; ALLEGED VIOLc\l'OK OF TlIE

rEDEnAL TIL\DE CO:\LL\IISSIO"X , TIlE WOOL l'nODT;CTS L.AnELI G , \ND

TEXTILE FIBER 1'IWDl;CTS IDE: .,T' IYICATlON ACTS

Dockct '(l;ii. C011plrl'nt , March 1fJ. Dcci. i()n, March 1. ltcJi:2

CO:Jseut order X"cqniring" a l\Iiami Ben('h . lq , indivj(lnal seHing- nncl rlist:rilmting

,vool awl LextHe fiber pJ'o(lncts , including meu s wpar, to eense misbraJuling-
his wool prodncts Gnd falsr.ly nnd deceptively ntlvertising' his textile fllJll'
Ju.otlncts.

C01\l-LA1S'

Pursuant to t1w provisions oJ the Federal TnHle Commission Act
the 1Vool Proc1ncts Labeling Act of ID39, and the Textile Fiber

Pl'H1nds Identification Ad , and by virtuc of the authority yeste(1 
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it by said Acts , the :Federal Trade Commission having reason to
lwJieve that Austin H. Burke , an individual formerly doing business
as Austin Burke, Inc., a corporation, hereinafter referred to as
rcspondent, has violat.ed the provisions of said Acts and the rules
and regulations promulgated under the 1Voal Products Labeling

Aet, of ID3V and the Textile Fiber Praduds Identification Act, and
it appearing to the Commission that a 'pl'aceec1ing by it in respect
t.he.re,of wan ld be ill the public intcl'P.st , hereby issues its eomphtint
stating it.s charges in that respect as folJows:

P..\IL\CTIAPII 1. TIespandent Austin II. Durke is an individual, for-
n101"y doing business as Austin Burke , Inc. , a corporation which was
organizer! , existing and doing. business under and by virtue of the
Jaws of tI,e State of Florida.

Hrsponclent "'as fal'rnerly engaged in tb( sale find distribution or
wool a-nd textile fiher proclnds, including- In en s ,,,car, with the offce
nnc1 lJI.jlleipal place of business of Austin Burke-, Inc., 10caJecl for-
merly at GOS Lincoln Road l\1al1 , IVliami Beach , Florida. The present
Hdc1rBss of the re.'Jpondcnt is 2218 A.1ton Hoad , I\Iiami Reach , Flor'ida.

\n. :2. Respondent for some hnle last past introduced into COll-
merc(,,, sold , b'ansporte-d , distributed , delivered for shipment" shipped
and ofl'ered for s,tle in commCl'ce, as "commercc" is defined in the
\Vool Products Labeling Act of IH;- , '''001 products as " wool prod-
uce' is dpJinec1 theroin.

\r.. 3. Certain of s,tid wool pl'ocluots were misbranded by re-
spondent within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of the
\Vool Products Labeling Act .or 1D39 and the rules and 'regulations
pl'omuIga;ted thereunder, in that they were falsely and dcceptively
stamped , tagged , labeled or othenvise identified with respect to the
place or country where said products werG ma,nuIactured.

Among such n1isbranded wool products, but not limited thel'
werG \,"001 products with a label on or affxed thercto which sta.ted
pl'cdollinantly that the wool product \vas , among other things
Styled in California " and stating in an inconspicuous place and

Inanner on another part of said product that it was ":Macle in Ja.pan.
Sueh disclosure ha.d the tendency ,to mislead purchasers into believing
that the ''"001 produots \Ycre of domest.ic manufadul'e.

\u. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded
by respondent in that ,they 'vere not stamped , tagged, labeled, or

ot.lPnvi::c i(lentifiecl as required under the prO'visions of Scotion
4(a) (2) of the ,Yool Products Labeling Act of 1030 and in the
mallH l' :Iud IonIl as proscribed by the rules and regulations pronml-
gated under said Act.
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Alnong such misbranded wool prO'ducts, but not limited thereto
was a WO'ol produot with a label on or aIIxed thereto ,,,hich failed
to disclose the percentage of the total fiber weight of the said wool
product exelusivc O'I ornamentation not exceeding 5 per centum of
the total fiber wcight, of (1) wool; (2) reproceosed wool; (3) reused
wool; (4) cach fiber other than wool, when said percenLage by

weight of sllchfiber was 5 per centum or more; Ilnd (:5) the aggrc-
gate of all other fibers.

\R. 5. The acts and practices of the respondent as set forth ahm'
wem in vio1ntion of the 'V 001 ProducLs Labeling Act af 19:J!) and

the rules and regula,jjons promulgated thereunder, and eonstituted
unfair methods of compc6tion and unfair and deceptive aets and
practice-s, ill COlnrncrce \vithin the meaning of 1,he Federal Trn,de
COllnnission Act.

PAR. G. R.cspondent for some time last past engaged in the intra-
dnction , delivery for introduction, sale, advertising, and ofl'ering lor
sale in commerce, and in the transportation or causing to' be trans-
porteu in cammerce, and the importation into the 1Jnited States , of
t.ext.ile fiber products; and has sold, offered for sale, adveltised

delivered , transported and caused to' be tntnspol'tecl textile fiber
products which had been advertised or offered for sale in commerce;
and has SO'ld , offered for sale, advert.ised , delivered, transported and
caused to be transported after shipment in COllllnerce, textile fiber

praducts eithe,r ill their origina.l state or contained in ather textile
fiber pl'aducts , as the terms "commerce" and "textile fiber product"
are defined in the Textile Fiber Praducts Identification Act.

\n. 7. Ce,rtain of said textile fiber products were fa.lsely and
deceptively advcrtised in that respondent in making disclosures or
implications as to thc fiber content of sueh textile fiber prO' ducts 

writtcll advert.isements used to aiel, pl'Olnote, and to assist , directly
or indircct.ly, in the sale 0'1' O'iIering fO'r sale af said products , lailed
to set forth the required information as to fiber content as specified
by Section 4 (c) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act
and in the mannoI' and form prescribed by the rules and regulaticns
promulgated under saiel Act.

Alnong- such textile fiber praducts, but not limited theretO', were

sweaJers, shirts , jackets and coats which were falsely and deceptively
advertiscd by lneans of l1C\yspaper advertisements. The aforcsajd
s\veatcrs hirts, jackets and cmLts were described by means of such
terms as "OrIon

" "

Daeron

" "

Cords" and "Madras" and the true
generic names of the fibers contained in such products were not set
fort.h.
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. 8. The acts and praetiees of the respondent as set forth above
in Paragraph Seven "lore ill viallltion of the Textile Fiber Products
IdenJiI-eat-ion Aot and the rules and regulations promulgated there-
under, and constituted unfair methods of competition and unfair and
dceeptive acts or praetiecs, ill eOlnmercc, uncler the Federal Trade
Cmfnnission Act.

PAn. D. Hespondent some time last past engaw d in the advertising,

olIei"ing far sale, snIe and aiskilmtion of certain products, ill eOln-

mcree , namely men s wear. In the course and conduct of his business

t.he afore.sa.id respondent CtLusccl some of the said products, "dIen
sold lD be shipped from his place of business in the State of Florida
to purchasers located ill various other StaJes of the United States
and mail1taincd t substantial course of trade in silid products in
commErce , as "COlTnIlCrCe" is defined in the r'-"ccleral Trade Commis-
sion Act.

PAIL 10. Hespondent in the (:oursc and conduct of his business
made statements in a prominent manneT on labels afrxed to' his
products that said products were , among ot,her things

, "

Styled ,
California " and stated in an inconspicuous mannel' that said prod-

ucts "-erc " l\Iadc in .Japan." By means of the aforesaid statcments
and by mTcremphasi'ling (he phrase " Styled in California:' .the

rcsp01Hlent rc-presenteel tlmt his products wel'e made in California.
The n, foresaid act and practice of ovcremphasizing the phrase
SLylecl in California ': had the capacit.y and .tendeney to' mislead

members of the purchasing public into the erroneous and mistaken
belief that said produots ,,,ere 'made . in the Gnited Stakes.

. 11. Respondent jn the C011l'Se and conduct of his business
madc ccrtain staternents in newspaper advertiscmcnt.s concerning his
products. Among and typical af the statements used by rcspondent
to describe his products were such phrases as "Vicuna Toned
Vicunn Toned Doeskin " fLnd "Chamois Docskin (Vicuna Finish).

By lle,ans of the aforcsaid designations, the -rcspondent represented
his products as ueing made of the hair of the vicuna, or chamois. In
truth and in fact , sueh products werc not composcd of Ithe Im.ir of
the vicuna, or clml1ois. The use of SUCh.tCl"lllS by .rcspondent in 1'eprc-

ntillg his products had the capacity to mislead and deceive mem-
bers of the purcha.sing public intO' thc erroneous belief thakthcy
were purchasing products , composed in ,,,hole or in IXtl\t of vicuna
or chamois and such use "' as false and deccpti ve.

\R. 12. Hespondcnt in tho course and conduct of his business
made eerbLin statements jn newspaper advertisements concerning his
products. Among and .typical of the staLcments used by the respond-
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cnt to deseribe his produets were such phrases as "$125 JHohair
Suits

" "

Imported ::Iohair Tuxedos" Rnd "$169 Black Mohair Suits.
By means of the ,tforcsaid statc1nents, respondent represented his
prodllds to be made entirely of "Mohair." In truth and in faot the
aforesaid products ,yere not, Jnade entirely or :Mohair. The use of
the word "J\fohail' '' or any simulfltion thcreof, either alolle or in
connedion or conjnnotion with any other -word or words, without
qua-lifictution or limitation as to amount, to designate, df\Scribc, or
refer to any product which js not cOlnposed entirely of the hair of
the Angora goat had the capacjty to mislead and deceive members
of the purchasing public jnto the erroneous belief that the prodwJt

,,'

as composed entirely of hair of the Angora goat and was false and
deceptive.

\n. 1:1. Hespondent in the eoursc and conduct of his business
llfHle certain statemenLs in newspaper advertisements concerning his
products. Among and typical of the sttutements used by the respond-
€nt to describe his products ,vere such statements as "Buy Direot! !
We tailor 11:08t Of Om Clothing in San Diego. You save 20% to
50%, " By means of the afol'csa, id statements the respondent repre-
sented thaJ, he manufactured most of his own products. Such a. state-
mEnt had the eapncity to ,mislead and de,ceive rnembers of the pur-
chasing public into the CI'nl1eOUS belief that such purchases \vere

being madf directly from the manufadurer and that the purchasers
thereof \vonld realize substantial sttvings therel1Y. In trut.h and in
-fact, the aforesaid statements were false and deceptive in that
respondcnt' s products were not manufactured by the respondent but
,yorc manufaoturcd and sold to the respondent by unrelated g,1llnent
InfllJ ufactuI'crs.

PAR. 14. Respondent in the course and conduct of his business
lnade certain representations in llmVSpapcl' advertisements concern-

ing his products. A'HlOng and typical of t,he representations used by
the respondent ,to represent his products were such sbttemcnts as:

l't:RLIC l\Q"rICE: "' arehouse Rale. jUen s Clothing. ::Iost Item,. comparahle
to aud less than vVnOLESAI,K

The lIse of the aforesaid statements ilnplied that the respondent was
offcring products to the consuming public at prices which were less
than the prjces paid by the respondent in acquiring products and

that savings were afforded to the purchasers of said products. In

truth and in fad, many of the, alleged "less thttn wholesale" prices
\yere not " less t.han wholesale" but, in fact

, '

\Vere in excess of the

prices paid for the products by the respondent and savings were not
afforded ,to the purchasers thereof as represented.
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PAR. 15. I:"espondcnt in the course and condnct of his business
Inade ceIit-ain statements in newspaper 3Alvertisements. Anlong and
typical of t.lw statement.s nscd by t.he respondent torepmsent prod-
ucts ,vere such s1icttements as "Regular $10. $150, now $69.
HeguJar $110, now $69.00. " By means of these aforesaid statements

and others of similar import and rnmming not spcclficaJJy referred
to herein, respondent falsely and deceptively represented that the

prices of such products 'vere reduced from respondent's former
prices and t.he amount oE such purported reductions constituted
savjngs to purchasers of respondent's produets. In truth and in fact
the alleged former p1'1C(\'3 were fiotitious in that they were not actual
hom, fide prices at. which respondent olI'el'ed the products to the pub-
lic on a regula,r basis for a reasonably substantial period of time

in the recc,nt regular course of business and the said proclucts were

not reduced in priee as represented and savings ' were not afforded
purchasers of respondent's products , as represented.

PAH. IG. The aforesaid acts and practices of the respondent, as
herein aJlegcd in Paragraphs Ten through Fifteen ,vere all to the
prejudice and injury of the pnblic and of the l'eSpOndellt's competi-
tors and constituted unfair and deceptive acts and praoUces and
unfair nmthods of competition , in co,mmerce, within the intent and
meaning of Section 5(a) (1) of the Fcderal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Federal Tnule Commj sion having initiated an iU'i cstigatioll
01 certahl ads illld practices 01 the respondent named in ,the caption
hereof, and thc respondent having been furnished thereafter with
a, copy of it draft of complaint \vhieh the Bureau of Consumer Pro-
teotion proposed to prcsent to the Cmumissioll for its consideraJion
"-nd which , if issued by the Commission , vi'ollld charge respondent
-""lth violation of the Federal Tra.de Com1n18810n _Act, the ,Vaal
Pl'oclnets Labeling Act of ID , and the Textile Fiber Produds

Identiilcation Act.

The l.espondent and counsel for the Commission haying thereafter
executed an agree111cnt containing (l consent order, an admission by
the respondent of all the j ul'isdictionaJ ftlcts set forth in tl)( afol'c-
sajd draft of complaint , a shltement that the signing of Bilid agree-
ment is for scttlerncnt purpo;:cs only and does not constitute 
achnission by respondmlt that the Jaw has been viola,ted as alleged
jn sueh cOl1ph:int , and waivers and other provisions as requjrec1 by
the Commission s rules; ancl
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The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and
having determined that it had l'c tson to' believe that the respondent
has viO'lated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating
its charges in that respect, and having .thereupon ac( epted the exe-

cuted conscnt agreement and placed such agree-ment on the public
record for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further confol'lity
'''ith .the procedure prescribed in Section 2. 34 (b) of its rules, the
COlnrnission hereby issues its complaint, makes the follawing juris-
dictional findings , and enters the following order:

1. Respondent Austin 1-1. Burke is an individual , formerly doing
business as Austin Burke, Inc. , 11 corporation which was organized
existing, and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the
State of Florida.

Respondent was engaged formerly in the sale and distribution of
wool and textile fiber praduds, ineluding lHen s wear, with the offce
and principal place of business of Austin Burke, Inc. , located for-
merly a,t 608 Lincoln Hoad Mall , Miami Beach , Florida. The present
address of the respondent is 2218 Altan ltoac1 , :Miami Beach, Florida.

2. The FedeTal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter o:f this proceeding and of the respondent and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

oRDEn

It i8 ordered 1Jt respondent Austin H. Burke, an individual
:formerly doing business as Austin Burke, Inc., a corporatian, and
respondent' s representatives, agents and other employees, directly 01'
t.hrough any corporate 0'1' other device .in eOlmection with the intro-

duction into commerce, or offering for sale, sale, transportation, dis-

tribution , delivery for shipment 0'1' shipment , ill commerce, af ,vool
produets, as "commerce" and "wool product" arc defined in the 'Yool
Product.s Labeling Act of 1939 , dO' forthwith cease and desist from
rnisbranding such products by:

1. Falsely and deceptively sbunping, .tagging, JabpJing, or

otherwise identifying- such products as to the place or country
in ,,,hieh stIch produeLs flTe Hlanufaetllred.

2. l, ailing to securely affx to, or place an , each such product
a stamp, tag, label , or other means of identification showin in a

ele.:lr anrl conspicuous manne,I' ea.ch element of inforrnation re-
quired to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of the TVool Products
Labeling Act of 193n.

1 t i8 f'lwther ordered That respondent Austin II. Burke, an indi-
vidual , fonnerly doing business as Austin Burke, Inc. , a corpol'ation
and respondent's representaUves, agents a.nd employees, directly or
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through any corporate or other device in eonnection with the intra-
duc.Lion, delivery for introduction, sale, advertising, 0.1' offering for

saJc, in commerce , 0,1' :Lhe transportation 0'1" causing to be transported
ill commerce, Dr the importation into the lJnitecl States, of any textile
fiber product; or ill connection with the sale, oifering for sale , ad \'C1'-

tising, delivery, transportation , or causing to. be transpartecl, of a.ny
textile fiber product ,,,hich has been aclvcrt,isccl or offered for sale
in e011mcroo; or ill conncction with the sa.le , offering for sale, adver-
tising, deJjvery, tra.nsportation , or causing to be tl'a-nspol'ted , after

hipment in C01nmercc, of any textile fiber product whether ill its
original state 01' cont, ined in other tCl.'t.jJc iibcT products, as the
terms "oquHneree" and "textile fiber product" are defined in t.he
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, do f.orthwith cease and
desist from falsely ar:.d deceptiveJy advertising textile fiber products
by Ina,king any representations, by disclosure or byimp1ication, as

to fibercontenL of any textile libe,r product in any written advertise-
ment which is lIsed to aid , promote, or a.ssist, directly 01' indiredly,
in the sale 01' oHering for sale of such textile libel' product unless
tlle s,une information requirc(l to he sho-wn on the stamp, tag, label
or other meons of idcnt.iiieation under Section 4(b) (1) aud (2) 
the TextileF' ilJer Produds Identification Aet is contained in the said
advertisement, except that the p(-,n entages of a libel' present in the
textile tibe.r product nced not be stated.

It 1:8 i'urt1wT oTrlr;rerl That respondent i\ ustin II. Burke, all in(1i-

vidua-I , fornwrl'y doing business as Austin Burke , Inc. , a corporation
:uHl respondent's represent.atives , ngent. and mnpJoyces , dir€',ctly or

through auy corporate 01' ot.her device , in c01lleetion Ivith the adver-
tising, oHering for s,tle, saJe or distribution of Inen s weal' 0'1' any 
re,spondcllCs produets , in eommeree , as " comnlercc" is defined ,in the

edel'al Trade COHllnis:jinn Ad. , do fOl'Llnvit.h cease alldde, ist from:
1. J\fisreprBsellting the country of origin of his ' products by

overemphasis or by giving undue prominence to any Iyorcls or
phrases relating Lo countries ather than that in which the prod-

uct originated or wasmanufadure,d, or in any other manner

misl'epl'csenting the country oJ origin 01 his products.
2. Describing or othenyisc representing his products as "Vi-

cuna Toned

" "

Vicuna Toned Doeskin

" "

Vicuna Finish" or
Chamois Doeskin " or words of similar import or mmming,

unless such products ,Lrc in fact, (1) m,Lde of hairs , fleece or skin
or the animal commonly known and referrcd to as "Vicuna." or
(2) made of thc skill of the female deer, an animal commonly
known and rererre.c1 to' as Doe; or (3) made f.rom the skin of an
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Alpine .. ntelope commonly known and referred to' as Chamois
or from the ileshers or undersplits of sheepskins which have been
tanned in oil after sp1itting:.

:3. Describing or otlmnvise reprcsent.ing products as J:Iohair
u111es8 slH:h pI'oduct is composed entirely of tbe hair fiber.s of the
Angora goat or failing to set forth the prescnce O'f any other
eon:.titllcnt fibers in said product in irrnnediate conjunction with
and ,vith erpJHl size and conspicnollsness in their order of pre-
L10minnnce by weight.

4. Represcnting either directly or 1lHlil'ecLly that the reSpOll(J-

ent ma.nuIactU'n s his own products , by the use of snch ,yards as
Buy Di,rect. ,Ve Tailor Iost of Our O'Vll Clothing" ill San

Diego" 01' wO'rds O'I simi1ar impart or meaning unless and l1ntil
responclent mvns , opi:\l'ates, and dircctly and abs01utely controls

manufacturing faeilities ,,,herein said products a.rc manufactured.
G. Itcpresenting in advertisements, or in any other manner

dircctly or by implicfttion , by means of the phrase "1Iost Items
Comparable to and Les,'J than \VHOLES.ALB " or any other

phrase, term or wording of similar irnpnrt or mcftning th lt tlH

spondcnt' s proc1nets a,re being offered for sale ftt a pric.e equal
to or lph'-s .than thc price paid for the product by respon(lcnt
ml!ess that fact is trnc.

G. llepres( nting directly 01' b y irnplieat.ion , that any price

whether accompanied 01' not by descript.ive terminology, is t.he

rcspondenfs f01'mer PI'j(",o of sueh product when snch price is in
exeess af the price at which such pl'o(luct has been sold or offered
1'0.1' sale jn good fnith by the rcspondent on a rcgnllvr Jmsis for
a reasonably nhst:antia.! period of tinlc in the recent regnlal'
course of business , or othcl'wise misrepresents the price at which
sueh prxluc.t has been sold or aftereel for sale by respondent.
7. Falsely or deceptively representing that sayings n1'C

affonled to the purchaser of allY product or In1sreprese.Jlting in
any manncr the amount of savings aHordea to the purchaser of
the product.

S. Falsely Ol' (leceptivcly representing that the price of flllY
product is reduced.

D. Failing to maintain full and adequate records disclosing
the facts upon which any pricing claims flrc based.

I t is furt7wT onlercrl That the respondent he.rein shall , within
sixty (60) days after sc1'viee npon him af .this order, file ,vit.h the
Commission a report jn writing setting forth in deta,il the. manllel'
and form ill which he has eomplied with this o1'dl:1'
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THE J\L.TTlm OF

DIX1E FUHNITURE CO)IPANY, INC. , ET AL.
CON. ENT ORrnm , l';TC., IN HEGAIm TO' THE ALLEGED VlOLATlO1\ OF TI-

TRUTH IN LENDING AND THE I EDERAI. TRAm~ CO::B:t:SSION ACTS

f)ockct C-2158. Complaint, March 197.'B- DcC'sion , March 19"1'8

ConS(-'1Jt onler requiring an Atlanta , Ga. , firm sellng ftlrnitnre and :ll1pJiaJH'(,s
to ('eaO'e violating the 'J'ruth in Lending Act hy failng tu use on its install-
ment contracts the terms "cash price

" "

cash downpaymcllt

" "

trade-
total do\Vnpaynwnt:

" "

amount financed" and other tenus require,cl by
H.egulation Z of said Act.

CO!lIPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Truth in Le-nding Ad and the
jmpJmnenting regn1ation promulgated thereunder, and the Ferleral
Trade Commission Act , a.nd by virtue of the authority vested in it
by said Ads , the Federa) Tl'ade Commission having reason to believe
that Dixie Furniturc Company, Inc. , a, corparation , and \V Lrren 

Dukes Hnd .Tilnes 'V. Dukes , individually, and as offcers of said
corporation, hereinafter refCl recl to as respondents, have violate
tho provisions of said Ads and implementing regulation , and it
appearing to the Counnission that a proeeeding by it in respect
thereof would be in the pubJic interest, hereby issues its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as folla"ws:

PAHAG!L\PH 1. nixie Furnitul'c Company, Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by viIi,ne of the
htws of the State of G-eol'gia , with its principal aIIes and place of
business located at .157 r c1ge\vood Avenue, Southeast, Atlanta
Georgia.

Hespondents '\Varren N. Dukes and . James ",V. Dukes arc offcers
of the corporate respondent. They formulate, direct and control the
acts and practices hereinaH.e;' set forth. Their aad-ress is the same
as tbat of the corporatc rcspondent.

\J:. 2. Respondents are !IOW aud Ior some time last past have been
engaged jn the sale of furniturc and appliances to the public.

P1.R. 3. In the ordinary course and conduct of ,their business, as
aforesaid , respondents, in order to facilitate the sale of furniturc
ancl appliances, regularly extend consumer crcdit as "consumer
credit" is defined in Hegulation Z, the implementing regulation of
the Truth in Lending Act, duly promulgated by the Board of Gover-
nors of the Federal Reserve System.


