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decide whether any materials which might be obtained as a result of
the FOIA ligitation should be included in the record.

II 'iN ordered That the law judge s denial of respondent' s motion for a
stay of further proceedings and, in the alternative, for leave to
supplement the record be , and it hereby is, affirmed.

IN THE MATTER OF

AMREP CORPORATION

Docket 9018. Order, July , 1975

Denial of (1) respondent' s motion for a stay of proceedings insofar as it invokes the
administrative discretion of the Commission; and (2) respondent's request for
oral argument on this matter.

Appearances

or the Commission: Perr W. Winston.
For the respondent: Theodore R. Schreier and David I. Parkoff, New

York City.

ORm;R DENYING MOTION FOR A STAY

This matter is before us on the administrative law judge
certification, pursuant to Section 3.22 of the Rules of Practice , of
respondent' s motion for a stay of these proceedings insofar as it
invokes the administrative discretion of the Commission. The law judge
rejected respondent's argument that it was entitled to such a stay as a
matter of law to avoid prejudice to the rights of certain of its officers
who are the subjects of a grand jury investigation now being conducted
by the United States Attorney for the Southern District of New York.

For the reasons stated in the law judge s order, we conclude that
none of the arguments raised in respondent's motion warrant 
discretionary stay of tbese proceedings.* We find nothing in this
matter which would warrant an oral argument as requested by
respondent. Accordingly,

II is oTdered That the aforesaid motion, as certified by the law
judge s order of June 30, 1975, be , and it hereby is, denied.

, We reject tesponrlent 5 at!'ument that the administrative law jurlge lacked authnrjty to rule on its motion ror a
stay. Disp"sition of respOt\(ienl s motion involved questions r"lati,,!! to the timing of the taking or evidence and U",
completion of U", evidentiary rer"rd. The questions ..ere, accl'niil1g!y, ;llhlressed to th.. administn. tivO! law judge s fact-
finding fur,etion. C'''lll'w' Philip Murris lI/r. . 79 C-102:i(l97J).

* R'-spondel11 bas ,dso fi,-d a reply tl' complaint cI'ul1sc!' s answ.'r to its motion. Althl'ugh the reply is not
specificaHy autflUrizcd by the Commission s Rul..s of Pr.lctit:e , th.. Commission has , in ib disa..tiol1 , eonsid.,red the
argumel1ts raist'd therein in reaching itsdecisiol1
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It is further Q1'dered That respondent's request for oral argument on
this matter be , and it hereby is, denied.

IN THE MATTER OF

CREDIT DATA NORTHWEST, ET AL.

COKSE
THE

ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND FAIR CREDIT

REPORTING ACTS

Docket C-2712. Complaint, July 197.5-Decision, July , 197..j

Consent order requiring a Seattle , Wash. , credit reporting agency and three affliated
agencies located in Washington and Canada, among other things to ccase
collecting, assembling, furnishing or utilzing consumer reports in violation of
the Fair Credit Reporting Act.

Appearances

For the Commission; Dennis D. McFeety and Sarah J. Hughes.
For the respondents; Short, Cressman Cable Seattle , Wash.

COMPLAINT

The Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe that Credit
Data Northwest, a partnership doing business as Seattle Credit

Bureau; Olympia Credit Bureau , Inc. , Credit Bureau of Spokane, Inc.
and Retail Credit Grantors Bureau , Ltd. , corporations, individually and
as partners in Credit Data Northwest; Terr B. Smith , individually and
as general manager of Credit Data 1' orthwest; and Allen F. Leiter
individually and as credit reporting manager of Credit Data North-
west; hereinafter sometimes referred to as respondents , have violated
the provisions of the Fair Credit Reporting Act and the Federal Trade
Commission Act, and that a proceeding in respect thereof would be in
the public interest , hereby issues this complaint stating its charges as
follows;
PARAGRAPH 1. For the purposes of this complaint and the

accompanying order to cease and desist

, "

consumer report" and

consumer reporting agency" are defined as set forth in Sections 603(d)

and (f) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act, respectively. Furthermore
member" is defined as persons , partnerships , corporations or other

entities which have contracted with respondents to receive consumer
reports upon request in return for monetary dues, report fees and the
oblig;ation to report consumer credit information to respondents.


