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IN THE MATTER OF

DETROIT AUTO DEALERS ASSOCIATION, INC., ET AL.
Docket 9189. Interlocutory Order, April 8, 1988

ORDER

Counsel for General Motors respondents, having informed the Com-
mission of the death of respondent William M. Packer, Jr., moved for
dismissal of the complaint against Mr. Packer. Complaint counsel had
no objection to the motion. Therefore,

It is ordered, That the complaint against Mr. Packer be, and it
hereby is, dismissed.

Commissioner Bailey not participating.
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IN THE MATTER OF
THE SILVER GROUP, INC.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO ALLEGED VIOLATION OF SECS. 5 &
12 OF THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket C-3225. Complaint, April 13, 1988—Decision, April 13, 1988

This consent order prohibits, among other things, a San Francisco-based marketer of
artificial tanning devices from misrepresenting that its devices do not pose for
users a risk of any harmful side effect associated with sun exposure. Respondent
is required to have reliable and competent scientific evidence for any health or
safety claim it makes in any advertisement.

Appearances

For the Commission: Brinley H. Williams.

For the respondent: Eugene I. Lambert, Covington & Burling, Wash-
ington, D.C.

COMPLAINT

The Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe that The
Silver Group, Inc., a corporation, (“respondent”) has violated the
provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act, and it appearing to
the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public interest, alleges:

ParaGrArH 1. Respondent is a California corporation, with its office
and principal place of business located at 379 Oyster Point Boulevard,
South San Francisco, California.

PAR. 2. Respondent has advertised, offered for sale, sold and dis-
tributed tanning devices and related products for the artificial tan-
ning of humans, including tanning beds, facial units, and overhead
lamp systems, and other products to the public. Respondent’s tanning
devices are marketed under such trade names as Silver Solarium.

Pagr. 3. The acts or practices of respondent alleged in this complaint
have been in or affecting commerce.

PAR. 4. Respondent has disseminated and caused the dissemination
of advertisements and promotional materials for its tanning devices
published in magazines and broadcasted on television across state
lines, and disseminated in product brochures and other sales litera-
ture directly to consumers or to distributors for display or distribution
to consumers. Typical of respondent’s advertisements, but not neces-



