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stated or inclieated or shown to the purchasers or prospec­
tive purchasers thereof the true character of the same. 

( 5) From selling or offering- for sale in any manner whltt­
soe,·er paints, oils, greases, and kindred products which lHt\'e 
Leen atlultt•r·uted or which contain adulterated ingredients 
as and for pure products. 

1 t is furtber ordered, Thut the respoJl(lent, Penn T~ubric 
Co. (trading as Midwest Linscetl Oil & Paint Co.), shall 
within 60 days from the <lute of this order file with the Com­
mission a report setting forth in detail the manner and for·m 
in which it has complied with the order of the Commission 
herein set forth. 

FEDEHAL TRADE COMMISSION 

v. 

JACOB LANSKI. 

COMPLAINT TN THE 1\fATTI-:R 01'' TIH: AI.U:mm VIOJ.AT[()N 01'' SEC­

TION :5 OF AN ACT OF CONOI!l:l'lS Al'PRO\'l.;D SJ•:l"l'E~UU:R 26 1 

1 {)14, 

Doekl't 276.-J<'ehruary 5, 1!'120. 

~YI.LADUS. 

WhPre an Individual PllJ.:-HI-\'t~d In the husirl!'~;f! nf bn~·ln!,!, sPllin~r. anrl 
shipping iro11 nwl stPI'I scmp, In !lli·Pct COIIlll<'tltlon with u cor­
pomtlon hnvlng u silllilur name, nt t!IITt>n•nt times accPpted ull!l 
convertl'tl to lliK own II><!' Hillpnwnts of Iron IIIHI HtPPI scrup tlwre­
tofore purdtust·tl hy, ant! eou~igu .. tl to, suit! corpomtlon, with full 
knowiPtl!,!e that NUeh eorporatlon \\'Us thP eonsigne£'---

lldd, Thut sudt urtH of eonvPrslun constltntPII, llllllf'r the clrcum­
l'<tiiiH'l'f! Sf't fo1·th, nn unfuir methofl of <'ompetltiun In violutlon of 
l:il'etion 5 of the uct of St•pternh!'r 20, l!H4. 

COMPLAIXT. 

The Fedt•ral Trade Commission lun·ing reason to lwlieve 
from a prPii.llflinnry investigation made Ly it that ,Jacob 
Lnuski, lwn·ina fter referred to as respotHlent, has be1m for 
more thnn n year lnst pnst using unfair· methods of competi­
tion in interstnte commerce in violntion of the provisions 
of section 5 of the net of Congress approved September 26, 
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1914, entitleLl "An act to create a Federal Trn<le Commis­
sion, to define its powers aml duties, an<l for other purposes," 
and it appearing that a proceeding by it in respect thereof 
would be to the interest of the public, issues this complaint, 
stating its charges in that respect on information and belief, 
as follows: 

PAHAGHAPH 1. The respondent is now and for more than 
one year last past has been engaged at the city of Chicago, 
in the State of Illinois, in the busin~ss of buying, selling, 
and shipping iron and steel scrap genemlly in interst!1te 
commerce ·throughout the States and Territories of the 
United States, and that at all times hereinafter mentioned 
the respondent has carried on and conducted such business in 
direct competition with other persons, firms, copartnerships, 
and corporations similarly engagt>d. 

1\m. 2. The I. Lanski & Son Semp Iron Co., a corporation, 
i~: now nn<l for more than one yPat• last past has been en­
gaged at the city of Chicago, in the Stat<' of Illinois, in the 
business of buying, selling, and shipping iron and steel scrap 
generally in interstate commerce throu~hout the Stutes and 
Territories of the United States in direct competition with 
the respondent nnd other persons, firms, copartnerships, and 
corporations similarly engaged; that immediately prior to 
the time thnt respondent engaged in the business herein­
before described he Wits u stockholder in and associated· with 
his cousin, I. Lanski, in managing the business of the I. 
Lnnski & Son Scrap Iron Co. 

PAn. 3. The respondent and the I. L:mski & Son Sera p 
I ron Co. in carrying on their business severally purchase 
iron nrHl steel scmp in cnrloacl lots from various dealers 
located in numerous Stutes of the Unitt•d States, and cause 
such iron :mel steel. scrap to be shippd by rail to their re­
speetive yards at Chicago, Ill., where it is unloaded, sepa­
rated, sorted, classified, and sold and shipped in interstate 
commerce to purchusHs thereof located 111 the various States 
an<l Territories of the Unite<l States. 

PAn. 4. That at various times (luring the year 1918 cer­
tain milway companies caused to he diverted and delivered 
to the respondent at his yards in Chicago, Ill., several car-
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Jo:uls of iron nml steel scrap thnt had been theretofore pur­
chased by ami shipped and consigned to the I. Lanski & 
Son Sc·ra p Iron Co. at its y:mls in Chicago, Ill.; that the 
n~spo1Hlcnt, without having any invoicPs, bills of lnding, Ol' 
otlwr grounds for believing that said shipments were in­
tcndPd for him, aceepted, unloaded, awl conn~rte<l to his 
own use Haid ears of irou lilHI stPel s<'rap so diverted; thut 
owing to the similarity of 11anws of the respondent ancl 
I. Lanski & Son Serap Iron Co.~ freight bills and other cor­
rt>spondcnce relating to said sh ipnwnts, and intended for the 
I. Lunski & Son Sernp Iron Co. were at various times, b~, 
mistake, dPlivcred through the mnils to the responclc•nt, 
and that the responclent, by nwans of the information 
therein contained, h•anwd the nallws of nlliiiProus Jcalcn; 
with whom the I. Lanski &. Son Scmp Iron Co. was tmns­
ac-ting bnsinPss, and hy col't't'SJ>OIHh~nce with sueh JWrsons, 
and by offt>rin~: to pny thrm hi;,!lwr than market value for 
iron :mel stPd scrap, awl by var·ious other pradin•s. at­
tt·mptt>d to indu<"e sueh JWI'So!ls to transa('t thPir· business 
with him; that the pfl't•t•t of the n•spmHlent's nets in aceept­
ing and conv<'rting to his own use iron atHI steel scrap 
shipped and consigrwtl to the I. Lanski & Son Serap Iron 
Co., nne! in obtaining and making use of the names of dealers 
with whom that t•ornpany was tran;.;a<"tin!.': lHisim•ss, hns lH'Pil 

to stifle and suppr·c•ss eompdition in tht> pur<'hnse, salt•. ltn<l 
shipnwnt of iron nne! stl't'l scrap in intPI'stnto comrner('e 
thi·oughout the StntPs nncl Tc•rTitori<•s of the Pnitt•cl StntPs 
and to C!liiSP pecuninry loss, in('onn~nil'tH'C's, <klny, nn<l con­
fusion to the I. Lanski & Son Scmp Iron Co. in eorHlucting 
its husiut•ss. 

HEPOHT, FINDINCiS .\S TO THE F.\CTS, .\ND 
OHDEH. 

A c•omplaint having IH't'll issllt•d b~- tlw Fedt•ral Trade 
Commission in the ahove-eutitled JH'oct•eding, and tho n•­
spont!L•nt then•in llllllH'd hnving filt·d his nnswer her·ein, nnd 
C\'idt•IH'e hn,·ing- bt>Pll ndd11eed by thl' rt>spt>din• par'tit•s to 
snicl proef'c•<ling, and the Commission having considl'l'f'd thl' 
same, together with the written briefs uwl nrgllnll'llts of tlw 
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attorneys for the said parties, and the Commission heing 
now fully advised in the premist•s, reports uutl finds as 
follows: 

FINDINGS AS TO THE ~'ACTS. 

PARAGHAPH 1. That the respondent. ,Ifl<'ob Lanski, is now 
and for more than one year last past has been engnged at the 
city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, in the business of 
buying, selling, and shipping iron and stcd semp in com­
merce throughout-the States nn1l Territories of the llniteJ 
:O:'tates, and has carried on and conduc·ted his business in 
direet competition with other persons, firms, and corpora­
tions similarly engaged. 

PAR. 2. Thttt I. Lanski & Son Sc:mp Iron Co. is an Illinois 
corpomtion, and for more tbnn a y<>ar last past has been 
lmgaged at the city of Chicago. in the State of Illinois, in 
the business of buying, selling, and shipping il'On and st('el 
scrap in commerce throughout the Stat£'s of the United 
Stutes in direct competition with Jneob Lanski and other 
persons, firms, uncl corporations similarly engaged. 

PAR. 3. That .Jncoh Lnnski and the I. Lanski & Son Scrap 
hon Co. in the conduct of their business, severally purchase 
il'On nnd steel scrap in carlmHl lots from various dealers 
locate1l in various States of the U nitecl States, awl each of 
them cnw,;es such iron nnd stPel scmp to be shipped to their 
respective yards at Chic·ago, Ill., where it is unloaded~ sepa­
rat('(l, classifietl, and sold nnd shipped to purchasers thereof, 
located in tlHrntrious States of the Fnitetl State::>. 

PAR. 4. That during the year HH8 certain railway eom­
panies caused to be delivered to the respondent :~t his yards 
in Chicago, IlL, seven carloads of iron and steel serap that 
hnd bt>en theretofore purchnsed by and consign(•d to the 
I. Lunski & Son Scrap Iron Co., at its yards in Chicngo, 
Ill.; that ~he rPspontl(•nt without having invoices, hills of 
lading, pnr('bHse contracts, or negotintions with the shipper, 
sufficient to justify the acceptance of. the sHen enrs, or for 
believing that said shipments WPre intended for him, ac­
cepted, unloaded, an1l converted to his own use the said 
seven curs of iron and steel scrap; that during the year 
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1917 t\\'o cnr·s of scrap iron shippccl nnd consigned to the 
I. Lnnski & Son Sera p I ron Co. were accepted, unloaded, 
and converted to the use of responch•nt, and that respondent 
had no bill of la!ling, purchase contract, invoice, or negotia­
tion with the shipper of said ears sufficient to justify him to 
believe that same belonged to him; that the effect of the 
respondent's nets in accepting and converting to his own use 
the said nine cars of scrap iron caused the I. Lanski & Son 
Scrnp Iron Co. to suffer a pecuniary loss and confusion and 
delay in the concluet of its business. 

CONCLWHON, 

From the foregoing findings the Commission concludes 
that the methods of competition set forth in paragraph 4 
of snicl findings is, uncler the circumstances therein set 
forth, in violation of the provisions of section !) of an act of 
Congress approved Septt>mber 2fi, Hll4~ entitled "An act to 
create a Federal Tmdc Commission, to define its powers and 
duties, nncl for other purposes." 

ORDEn TO CEAAE AND m;SJST, 

The Fedl•rnl Tra!le Commission, having issued and served 
its complaint hN·ein, and tlw l'tticl respondt•nt, .Tnrob Lanski, 
having filed his answer admitting ecrtain allegations of the 
complaint and denying Cf'ltn in otlwrs thereof, and the Com­
mission having offered testimony in support of its charges 
in said eomplnint, awl the respondent having ·offered testi­
mony iu his behalf, !tnd the attorneys for the Commission 
and tlw re~pmHlent h1tving snlnnittecl tlwir briefs as to the 
law und fncts in said proceeding. nnd the Commission hav­
ing made nnd filed its report containing its findings us to 
the facts antl conclusion that the respoiHltmt has violatecl 
section 5 of an act of Congress approved September 26, 
1914, entitled "An act to crcntc a Federal Traclc.Commission, 
to dt>flne its powers q.nd dutit>s, and for other purposes," 
which suid report is hereby reft>rred to an!l made a p11rt 
hereof: Now, tht>refore, 

It is orden'd, Thut the responclent, ,Taeob Lanski, his 
agents and employees, cease and desist while engaged in 
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competition in commerce among the sm·eral States of the 
United States from accepting and unloauing cars of iron 
and steel scrap, where thet·e is doubt whether the consignee 
is JacoL Lanski or the I. Lanski & Son Scrap Iron Co., until 
every available source of information establishing owner­
ship has been investigated and that a record of the investi-

. gation to establish ownership of such curs be kept. 

FEDEHAL TRADE COl\11\liSSION 

v. 

Illl\fES UNDERWEAR CO. 

COMPJL\IN'r IN THE .MATTER OF THE ALLEGEU VIOLATTO~ OF 

SECTION 5 OF AN ACT OF CONGitESS APPHOVI-:1> SEPTEMBEH 

2n, 1 !114, 

Docket 470.-February 5, 19:!0. 

HYI.LABUH. 

\\"here a <"orporation t'n;.:a;.:-ell In the mnnufnctm·c und sale of under­
wcnr, shlt·t~. un<l olht•!' wenrln~ ll{lpllt'el In ('OilliWtitiiJn with mm.u­
fneturt·l">l mnkln~ mHkrwt'<lr compose(] wholly of wool, und by 
them bJ"Untlefl nml labl'letl as !<Ueh-

( a) hi'U!Hh'f"l, InbPlPfl, udvPI"tisPd, anct sold certain knit goods as 
"FlnP n11tural wool," althoug-h such goods were eomposed pnrtly 
of cotton ; und 

(b) applied the lnht·l nnrl ill'untl "MPn's tine Japger drawers" to 
certuln of its unuPrwenr, nntl ,;o advertlserl, nnd sold the sume tn 
the IHH'f'hns!ng publ!c; notwithstanding- the fnct thnt "Dr .. Tilf'~Pr's 
health uwlt•rwPnr" wn,; then a wrll-!mown brunt! of unrlerwrar, 
ah·eudy ldcntitled in the publlc min1! with a pnrtieular mnnufac· 
turer, tlwrehy mlslenuln~ the pnrehnsln;.:- puhlic Into be!!Pving that 
the product wns t11e genuine "Dr .. Japg-pr's hPalrh underwear": 

llcld. That such hrantllng, luhellng, Ulh"Pt'tlsing," anti sn!es, nnrl sueh 
simulation, UllflPr the clrcnmstnnces SPt forth, constituted unful!· 
methods of ('OIIIpf'titlon In violation of sPetlon 5 of the act of l"Pp· 
temhet· 2G, 1914. 

COMPLAINT. 

The Frderul Tradr Commission, having rt•nson to lwlieve 
from a preliminary investigation made by it that the Himes 
Underwear Co., hereinafter referred to as the resp1md!'nt, 


