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3. Failing, in any advertisement, to make all disclosures as required
by Section 226.10 of Regulation Z and in the manner prescribed therein.

It is further ordered That the individual respondent named herein
promptly notify the Commission of the discontinuance of his present
business or employment and of his affliation with a new business or
employment. Such notice shall include respondent's current business
address and a statement as to the nature of the business or
employment in which he is engaged as well as a description of his duties
and responsibilities.

It is further ordered That the respondent corporation, its successors
and assigns , shall forthwith distribute a copy of this order to each of its
operating divisions.

It is further ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least thirty (30) days prior to any proposed change in the corporate
respondent such as dissolution, assignment or sale resulting in the
emergence of a successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of

subsidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may affect
compliance obligations arising out of this order.

It is further ordered 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 have complied with this order.

IN THE MATTER OF

HOLL YWOOD CARPETS, INC., ET AL.

Docket. fl98.'. Order, Aug. 14, 1975

Denial of respondents' request for leave to file an answering brief to complaint

counsel's appeaJ from the initial decision.

Appearances

For the Commission: Everette E. Thomas, Richard C. Donohue and
T hom.os J. Keary.

For the respondents: Noble Lo'rsen Wash., D.

ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO FILE ANSWERING
BRmF

Respondents herein on July 31 , 1975 fied with the Commission a
motion for leave to file a brief in answer to complaint counsel's appeal
from the initial decision of the administrative law judge, the thirty-day
period of time for the filing of said answering brief allowed by Section
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52(c) of the Commission s Rules of Practice having expired. As
grounds for the request respondents state that the work schedule of

counsel, complicated by shortage of personnel in the office , prohibited
the brief from being filed on time. Respondents also contend that

inasmuch as oral argument has been waived , no prejudice is likely to
occur with respect to any party. Annexed to said motion is respondents
Answering- Brief."
Complaint counsel have filed an answer in opposition to respondents

motion wherein they point out that respondents' answer to the

complaint in this proceeding, respondents' proposed findings and

respondents ' notice of intention to appeal the initial decision have all
been untimely filed.

The Commission has concluded that good cause has not been shown
for the relief requested and is therefore of the opinion that
respondents' motion should be denied and that aU copies of the
Answering Brief' filed with said motion should be returned to

respondents by the secretary.
Accordingly, It is ordered That the aforesaid request by respondents

for leave to file an answering; brief be, and it hercby is, denied.

IN THE MATTEH OF

SPIEGEL , INC.

OPINIONS, ORDER, gTC.! IN REGARD TO ALLF.GED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket No. 8990. Complaint, Aug. 1974-Decision, Aug. , 197/)

Order requiring a Chicago, Il. , catalog retailer , among other things to bring collection
law suits only in a court in the county where the defendant resides or the debt
was incurred.

Appearances

For the Commission: Randall H. Brook and Barr E. Barnes.
For the respondent: Stein , Mitchell Mezines Wash. , D.

COMPLAINT

The Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe that
respondent Spiegel, Inc. has violated Section 5 of the Federal Trar
Commission Act, and that a proceeding in respect thereof would be In
the public interest, issues this complaint:


