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port of the same, and the Federal Trade Commission having 
made and entered its report stating its findings us to the 
facts nnd its C'onclusion that the respondent has violated 
section 5 of an act of Congress approved September 26, 
1914, entitled "An act to crente a Federal Trade Commission, 
to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes," 
which said report is hereby referred to awl made a part 
hereof : Now, therefore, 

It i..'J orde,red, That the n•spondt•nt, Bl!H"k Cat Textiles 
Co., its officers, agents, representatives, ~:>en'ants, and em­
ployees eease and desist from directly or indirectly employ­
ing or using the labels nnd brunds" White worste<l,"" White 
wool,'' "Natural worsted," "Nntural wool," and "Gray 
worsted," or any similar des<'l'iptive brands ot· lal,els on un­
derwear, sol'ks, or other knit goods eomposPd partly of wool, 
except either ( 1) when a knit fabric is In1t<le entirely of wool 
yurns of n kind specified, or (2) wlwn the term describing 
tlw wool sto(·k is joinl'tl with the name of other staple or 
stnplt•s contained in the knittt.>d faln·ie (e. g., wool and cot­
ton; worsted and cotton; wool-worsted-merino and cotton; 
worstPd, eotton, und nrtilicinl silk). 

Hespontlent is further ortlered to tile a report in writing 
with the Commission three months from notiee her·eof, stal.­
ing in detail the mumwr in which this ordet· has been com­
plied with and eonformed to. • 

FEDERAL THADE CO~lMISSION 

v. 

WILLIAM MOOHE KNITTINO CO. 

COl\fJ>LAlNT IN Tlrt: 1\f.\TTEII OF TIH: AJ.I,(•;m:D \'IOT,,\TTON OF 

SJocCl'ION II OF AN ACT <W COXIJin;ss .\l'l'UOV.cl) S,l,:l~n:!\11\J.:R 26, 

1014. 

DoekPt 410.- -.Tnnunl')' ~fl. lfl:!O. 

SYU.AIIlJR, 

\Vh('l'(\ 11 I'Orporn tlon f'llj!ll !.!1'<1 In tilt' 111:11111 flll'tlll'l' ll!Hl Rll ]p nr llll<ler­

\\'('lll', "hil·t,;;, 111111 nlht>I' wPnrlnl! IIJlTllll't'l, In <'OIIlpPtltiou with mnnn­

fueturers mnld ng u1ulerwt•n I' romtln~t·d whnlly of wool nnd hy them 



244 Fl':DERAL TRAm: COMMISSION DECISIONS. 

Complaint. 2 F. '1'. C. 

brunded and labeled as such, hrnn<le!l, lnbeled, advertised, and 
solll ce1"tnln kuit goods us "AnHtrnllnn wool," "l'm·e natural wool," 
"White wool," " Fine nnturni wool," nlthon~h sueh goods wf're com­
post>d !IHI'tly of cotton : 

Held, Thnt surh brun!llng, lnill'lln~, ndYertising, llll(J sales. lllHirr the 
clrcumstaneP!l set forth, constituted an unfah· nwtlwd of competi­
tion in violation of t:;ection 5 of the net of H•_•ptemlwl' :w, 1914. 

COMPLAINT. 

The Federal Trade Commission, having- renson to helieve 
from a preliminary inn•stig-ation made by it that the vVm. 
Moore Knitting Co., lwreinnfter rt>ferred to us the n•spond­
ent, has bePn nnd is using unfair methods of competition in 
interstah• coumwrce in violation of the provisions of S<'<·tion !) 

of un net of Cong-ress, npprovetl SeptPmher 2{), 1!114, entitled 
".\n :l('t to create a Fedeml Tmde Commission, to define its 
powers and dntit•s, nncl for other· purposps," and it appearing 
that a pro<·t•eding hy it in n•spPet then•of would be to the 
int<•n•st of the pnlllie, issii<'S this coiiiJllaint, stntin:-r, its 
dwrg-es in that n•spPd, 011 information and lwlid, ns fol­
lows: 

P.\II.\1:11.\I'II l. That the respmlll(•llt, Wm. Moore Knitting­
Co., is u <~orporation or:-r,uuized, existin:-r,, and doin:-r, business 
1111der and hy virtue of the laws of the State of ~ew Y01·k, 
having its prinripnl otlic~(~ and plael~ of husitwss in thP eity of 
CohoPs, in said Statl', awi is now and for more than two 
)'l'III's last pnst has hPI'IIPHI-',HI-',<'<1 in the mnnufadnn• and sale 
of uudPnYt'ar in and among- the vario11s Statt>:-t of tlw ITnitl'd 
Statl•s and tlw Distriet of Colurnhia, in di1·ec·t colll(lt'tition 
with otlwr Jll'I"sons, eoparhlf'rships, nnd C<H'porations simi­
Indy eng-n:-r,ed. 

P,\Jl. 2. Thnt the rPspondl'nt. in the conduct of its husint>ss, 
p11rchas1'S ntHl rntN·s into contrnds for tlw purclutS(~ of the 
nel"essar~· cornporwnt matE•ri~tls llPPilNI th('refor in the dif­
fpJ"('nt ~tntc•s of tlw rnit('<l Stntt'S, transporting- the same 
throug-h other Stntf's of tiH• l'nited Statl's in awl to snid rit_v 
of ('t1hnPs, wlwi'l' thPy nrf' m:11l1' n11<l mnnufudm·f'(l into the 
finislwd pro<hll'ts nnd sol1l nnd shippPd to purchasers tlwrpof; 
that nfter such proclnds nrf' so mnnnfnctnrPcl tlwy nr(' ron­
tinnonsly moved to, from, nn1l nmong the other St!ltl•s of the 
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United States and the District of Columbia, and there is con­
tinuously nnd has Lcen at all times hereinafter mentioned 
a constant current of trade in commerce in said underwear 
between ami among the various Stutes of the U nitetl States, 
and especially to and through the city of Cohoes, State of 
New York, and therefrom to and through the other States 
of the United States and the District of Columbia. 

PAn. 3. That for more thnn two years ln::;t past the rc­
:-;pondent, with the efl't•ct of stifling and suppressing competi­
tion in the munufacture nnd snle of its undcnn•ar in inter­
state commerce, hns iu the eondu("t of its Lusincss labeled, 
ad\'ert.ised, and brurHiell certain lirws of und!•nvear manu­
fn<"tm·cd hy it and ("OtrllHised hut partly of wool as "Aus­
trnlian wool," "Pur:c uatuml wool," ""'bite wool," "Firw 
nutuml wool"; that such udn•r·tiscmPnts, bmnds, and labels 
nrc false and mislcnding and calculated ancl cll•sigrwd to anol 
do decci\"e the tmdc and gt>rwr·al public into the belief that 
such undt•rwl•ar is mauuful-tun~cl and composcll wholly of 
wool. 

HEPOH'I', FINI>IN<iS AS TO THE FACT8, AND 
OHI>EH. 

Tlw FetlPml TmdP Commission having l"t'Hl-lon to lwlie\'1~ 
that the nbon~-nauwd responcleut, Moore Knitting Co., has 
ht~Pn for mor·e than one _rPar last past using unfair methods 
of competition in iutprstnte comuwrcc, in violation of the 
provisions of sPl"tion i'i of llll act of Congress app1·oved Sep-

. h•mbcr ~G, HH-1, entitle() "Au act to create a Federal Trade 
Commission, to ddinl• its powers and duties, and fot' other 
purposes," ant) thut a proePeding hy it in that respeet would 
ht~ to the intl'l·est of the public, and fully stating its charges 
in that respect; and the respondent hn ving entcr·ed its ap­
peurunee by its nttor·twy, duly authorized uncl empowered to 
uet in the premist>s, nnd having filed its answer admitting 
that C(.~rtain of the matters and things alleged in the said 
complaint are true in the manner and form therein set forth, 
und denying othet-s thflrt>in contained, and thereafter having 
rnade nnd ex<>cutctl un agreecl statement of fuets whi<'h hn3 
been heretofore fill•tl in whid1 it is ~;tipulntcd and agreed by. 
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the respondent that the Fmleral Trade Commission sludl take 
such agreeu stutPment of facts as evidt'nce in this case and in 
lieu of testimony, nnu shall forthwith thereupon rnnke its 
report stating its findings 11s to the fads, its conclusions~ and 
it~; order disposing of this proceeding without the introduc­
tion of tPstimony or the prest-ntation of argumPnt; tlwrefore, 
the Federal Trade Commission now makes and enters this 
its report stating its findings liS to the facts llllU itli eon­
elusion. 

Jo'INDINGS AS TO THE 1-'ACTS. 

PARAGRAPH 1. That the respondent, Moore Knitting Co., is 
a Nl'W York corporation, with its principal place of business 
in the city of Colwl's, in said State, and has for sen•ral years 
been engaged in the manufacture and ·sale of underweai'. 
shirts, UllU ot lwr Wl'aring ll Jl)lllre} throughout the Various 
Statt•s of the lJnitl'd Stutes, and has eonducted its business 
in (•ompditioll with other pl•t·~;<ms, firms, and corpomtions 
sirnilady engal!ecl. 

P.\11. 2. That the reSJHHHINlt, Moore 1\nittitig Co., in tlw 
f'owluet of its business mnnufnctures its pwduets and sells 
and ships same to purehnsers thereof lol·att>d in the different 
Htatt>s of the lJ n ited Stutes; that after such products are so 
mun11 fadlli'Ni they nre continuously mo\'ecl to, from, and 
111110ng tlw diffpn•nt StntPs of the tJnitPd States, an<l there is 
continually, and has hPI'n at nil tilllPi; hPt'<•in:lfter mentionml, 
a ('OilStunt <'lll'l'l'lll of trade and eomnll'l'l't' in sn id procl\ll~ts 
lwtween and among the \'llrious Statl's of tlu~ Unrtt•d Stah's. 

PAR. 3. 'fhnt for more than a ye;u· lnst pnst the respon1lent 
in the sale and shipnwnt of its prod11ets in i11tt•rstate f'om­
merce hereinhdorc desc·,·ihl•<l has lahPIPd, ndv1'rtised. and 
branded eertain lint's of undl't'Wt'ar as follows: "A ustrulian 
wool," "Pure natural wool," "\\'hite wool," " Fine mttul'lll 
wool." 

PAR. 4. Thnt the aforesnid artides of wrarin~ apparel are 
not composed wholly of wool, part of the material in the 
said articles h1•ing wool and part being cotton, the per­
CE'ntage of \Vool in the said nrtiele.s varying from 20 to 80 
pet· c"Nlt; thnt the hran<is and lahf>ls nseo to mark the sa icl 
&.!'tides namt~d in parngrnph 3 inclieate same are composed 
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wholly of wool, and thereby the purclutsing puhlie is led 
to believe the said articles br·andl•d and labeled as aforesaid 
are eomposcd wholly of wool; that the afort>said brands 
and labels do not show or indi('atc the true composition and 
('(Jllst ituent parts of the materials used in the m:11111 fadure of 
the said artieles of wearing apparel. 

PAH. 5. 'J:hnt for tlw past 20 yt>nrs it hns hi'Pn a gt•Iwral 
<'Ustom and prnetiee in the undei'WPar busirwss to label and 
brand undt'rWPar as ":Xatuml merino~" '• \Yool," "Natural 
wool," "Nutuml worsted," and "Austr:tlinn wool," when in 
fact such underwear so <1l'S<'l'ibed is not composed wholly of 
wool; th:tt this eustom and pmctiee is geneml in the under­
wear trade thr·ougiH;IIt tlw l'niterl States; that there nrt' a 
few manufncturl'l'!-:i of underwear whose products are eom 
postld wholly of wool and ure bmndeu am! lalJp]eJ by them 
as su<'h. 

CONCLUSION. 

From the fon•going findings the Commission concludes 
thut thP nwthod of compt>tition set forth is. under tlw eir­
<'UIIlstanel'S Sl't forth, in \'iolntion of the pt'o\·isions of St>etion 
5 of 1111 aet of Congrt>ss approved Septcmh<'l' ~(), 191-1, en­
titlt'd "An ad to crt>att• a Ft>dPI'al Trude Commis!-:ion, to 
ddine its powl'rs lllltl tlutit>s, and for othl't' JHII'JIOSt's." 

PIII>EII TO CEASE ANI> llESIS'l', 

The Fedeml Trade Commission having issnt><l nnu sel'\'ed 
its eom plaint lwn·in, and thl' l'l'Spondt>ut, \\'ill iam ~loore 
Knitting Co., lul\·ing entered its appeamnce by ·wood, Mol­
loy & France, its attorneys, dnly authorized und emp<n\'l•red 
to nd in the premises, nnd lun·ing filed its answer, and 
the1·enfter having made, exel'Utt>d, atHI filt~d nn agreed state­
ment of fncts in whi<'h it stipulated and H~t·et~tl thnt the Fed­
eral Trude Commission should take such agrt•t>d stattmrwnt of 
facts as the evidence in this <·ase and in lieu of testimony, 
nnd proceed forthwith upon tlw same and to nutke and t~uter 
its report stating its findinf..,rs liS to the facts, its eondusions, 
and its order without the introduction of tt>stimony, and 
waiving therein nny and nll right tD reqnire the introduction 
of tt•stiruony or tilt' prt·st>ntation of argtlllll'llt in support of 
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the snme, and the Federal TraJe Commission hn ving made 
and entered its report stating its findings as to the facts and 
its conclusion that the respondent has \'iolated section 5 of 
an n<"t of Congress approYed September 2G, 1914, entitled 
"An net to l'l'ente a Federal Trade Commission, to define its 
powers and duties, and for other purposes," which said re­
port is hpr·pf>y referred to nnd made u. l>IU't hereof: Now, 
thert'fore, 

It is ordl.'1'erl, That the respondent, William Moore Knit­
ting Co., its oflieers, agents, reprl:'sentati \'l'S, servants, nnd 
employees, eense and uesist from directly or indirectly em­
ploying or using the labels und hrands "Australian wool," 
"Pm·e natuml wool," "·white wool," nnd "Fine natural 
wool," or any similar descriptive brnnds or laLeis on under­
wear, soc·ks, or· other knit goods f'omposed partly of wool, 
exePpt citlwr ( 1) when a knit fabric is made entirely of 
wool yarns of a kind specified, or (2) when the term de­
scribing tl1e \\'ool stoC'k is joilll~d with the nnme of other 
stnple oJ' stapiPs <·ontnined in the knitted fabric (e. g., wool 
and cotton; worsted unu cotton; wool-wor·sted-merino and 
cotton; worsh•d, cotton, and nrtifi<"ial silk). 

Hespondent is further ordered to file a report in writing 
with the Comrn ission tlll't~e months from notiC'e hereof stat­
ing in detail the manner· in which this order has Utlen com­
pi ied with tm<l conformer] to. 

FEDERAL THADE COMMISSION 

v. 

W. E~ TILLOTSON MANUFACTURING CO. 

COMPLAINT IN THE M.\'l"l'ER OF TH.Jo-: AIJ,EOED VIOLATION OF 

SECTION II U.Jo' AN ACT at' CONOHESS AI'PUOVED SEI''l'Jo;JIIUER 261 
1!114. 

Docket 411.-Janunry 29, 1920. 

SYLJ.AilUS. 

Where a corpol'lltion engaged In the manufachll'e uud sale of under­
wear, shirts, and other wearing appurel, In comtwtltlon with munu­
fnctui-crs mnkiu~ underwear composed wholly of wool and h)" 
them bl'tlnded und labeled as such, branded, labeled, advertlsE'd, 


