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It is further ordered That respondents maintain fies eontaining all
inquiries or eomplaints from any souree relating to aets or praetiees
prohibited by this order, for a period of two (2) years after the reeeipt
and that such fies be made available for examination by a duly
authorized agent of the ederal Trade Commssion durg the regular
hour of the respondents ' business for inspection and eopying.

It is further ordered That the eorporate respondent notify the

Commission at least thirty (30) days prior to any proposed ehange in
the eorporate respondent sueh as dissolution, assigrent or sale
resulting in the emergence of successor corporations, the creation or
dissolution of subsidiares or corporate affiliates or any other ehange in
the corporation whieh may affect compliance obligations arising out of
this order.

It is further ordered That the individual respondents named herein
promptly notify the Commission of the discontinuance of their present
business or employment and of their affiliation with a new business or
employment. Sueh notiee shall include respondents' eurent business
address and a statement as to the nature of the business or
employment in which they are engaged as well as a deseription of their
duties and responsihilities.

It is further ordered That respondents deliver a eopy of this order to
eease and desist to all present and future employees, agents and

representatives engaged in the offering for sale or sale of respondents
distributorships or produets or in any aspect of prepartion, ereation or
placing of advertising and that respondents secure a signed statement
aeknowledging reeeipt of said order from eaeh sueh person.

It is further ordered That the eorprate respondent distribute a copy
of this order to eaeh of its operating divisions or deparments.

It is further ordered That the respondents herein shall within sixty
(60) days after servee upon them of this order, fie with the
Commssion a report, in writing, setting forth in detal the manner and
form in whieh they have eomplied with this order.

IN THE MATTER OF

EXXON CORPORATION ;T AL.

Docket 89:'1.4. Orer, Apr. , 1975

Denial of respondents' petition, except Texaco, Inc. , for extr.Jordinary review of
administrative law judge s order denying respondents' mot.ion to require

complaint counsel to file environmental statement.
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ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR I XTRAORDINARY REVIEW

All respondents, exeept Texaeo, Ine., have petitioned for
extraordinary review" of the administrative law judge s Feb. 5 , 1975
Order Denying Motion of Respondents to Requie Complaint Counsel

to File Environmental Impaet Statement or, In the Alternative, For
Immediate Certifcation to the Commssion." Complaint counsel oppose
this petition on the ground that sueh review is unauthorized by the
Commssion s Rules of Practice. We have considered respondents
petition and have found nothing therein whieh would warant
deparing from the procedural requirement of Section 3.23 of the
Commission s Rules of Practiee or directing a eertifcation of the
matter pursuant to Section 3.22(a). Aecordingly,

It is ordered That the aforesaid petition for extraordinar review be
and it hereby is, denied.

IN THE MATTER OF

ARKON FASHIONS, INC., ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING

ACTS

Docket C-2659. Complaint , Apr. 2.r 1!J75-Deci. ion Apr. , 1975

Consent order requiring a New York City clothing importer and distributor, among
other things to cease misbranding its wool products.

Apearances

For the Commission: Jerr R. McDorw.l.d

For the respondents: Pro se.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fedeml Trade Commssion Act and
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission, havig reason
to believe that Arkon Fashions, Ine., a corpration, and Ahraham

Kunen, individually and as an offeer of said eorpomtion, hereinafter
referred to as respondents, have violated the provisions of said Acts
and the:rules and regulations promulg-.ited under the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939, and it appearing to the Commission that a

proceeding by it in respeet thereof would be in the publie interest


