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Complaint

IN THE JIATTER OF

ISAAC REISS DOING BUSINESS AS GRAND
MANUFACTURING COMPA~Y

CO:NSE T OHDER , ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL T \nE co:\nIlSSION ACT

Docket 6293. Complaint , Feb, 1955-Decision , June , 1955

Consent order requiring a seller to wholesalers and dealers from his place of
business in Xe\y York City, to cease representing falsely by attached tags
and insignia that his Armed Forces- type jackets and outer coats were manu-
factured according to specifications for the C. S. Armed Forces, and to cease
representing- falsely by use of his trade name and othel'wtse that be was 
manufacturer.

Before Mr. John Lewis hearing examiner.

3fr. Terral A. Jordan for the Comrnission.

CO?IPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of t.he Federal Trade Commission Act
alJd by virtue of the ,mthority vested in it by said Act, the Federal
Trade Commission , having reason to believe that Isaac R.eiss , an indi-
vidual trading as Grand YIanufacLuring Company, hereinafter re-
felTed to as respondent , has violated the provisions of said Act, and it
appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof
would be in the public intere.st , he,reby i sues its complaint, stating its
charges in that respect as follows:

P ARAGIL\PH 1. Hespondcnt Isaac Heiss is an individual trading and
doing business as a sale proprietorship lmdel' the name of Grand
::ianufacturing Company with his ofiice and principal place of busi-
ness loeatecl at 330 Grand Street : Kew York 2 , Kew York.

PAR 2. Respondent is now and for more than two years last past
has been engaged in the sale and distribution of jackets and outer
coats to "dlOlcsalm's and dealers , in commerce , among and between the
various States of the L'llitecl States and the. District of Columbia.
Respondent maintains and at all times ment.ioned herein has main-
tained, n. substantial course of trade in said garments , in commerce
among and bet.ween the nLI'iollS States of the united States.

\R. :L The glllments old ,uld distributed by respondent in the
c.ourse and condllcl of his business as aforesaid closely resemble the
ja,ckets and outer coats issued and furnished to members of the 1J nited
States Armed Forces in color, pattern and style. Respondent also
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C(luses to be, fttrxec1 to said garments certain marting-so illsignia labels
and tags \lhich purport to clesignate the branch of service , model
C'ontl'r. ct number, specification I1UmbeL stock n 1I1bel' and directions
as to the manner of nse in substantially the same form , kind and man-
ner as the ma,l'kings , insignia labels ana tags prescribed and used
by t.he lJnited States Armed Forces on similar and like garments.
Typicnl of the aforesaid markings , insignia , hbeh and tags are:

JACKET , TYPE :\--
SPEC' -

:!-

XY.
:\I.- l031

STOCK XO. O::-J- () "1-- 180i

J)\..CKET IXCRL SES GHEATLY THE \' .\TUITII OF
CLOTHIXG WORX l':'DER IT IX COLD A:'D
TK\IPEI-U.TE CLDL\.T'ES BEC.\ l:SE IT IS IFlSlJPH(JOJ-

In addition to the foregoing label the letters " U. S. x. in large size

appear on the upper , left, front portion of said jackets,

THIS

All)fY AIR FORCE STYLE
15 BOMB:t

COXTRACT jUFG2502
MARCH 18, 1049 III 7':42
BPEC. :.\ 1989 GRIIIFG :
SIZE --

--------

In addition to the foregoing label said jac.kets on the shoulder thereof
bears a simulated Army \.ir Force shoulder insignia made up in part
of Air Force ,Yings and be)o 7 such Tfings "U. S. Air Force.

PAR. 4. Through the use of said colors, patterns and styles and the
markings , insignia , labels and tags , as described in Paragraph Three
hereof, respondent has represented and implied and does represent
and imply that said jackets and outer coats , sold and distributed by
him in conUll rce ,yere mallltfaciul'E'cl for the united States U'mcd
Forces and ill accordalll' e \\ ithsppciJicaLioJls of said Armed Forces.

PAIL 5, Said representations and implications are false , mis1efllling
awl deceptive. In truth and in fact, responden(s said garments ,\yere
neit.her manufacturcd for the "Cnitecl States Annecl Forces nor in ac-
cordance with specifications of said Armed Forces.

PAR. 6. By selling and distributing to TfholesaJers and dealers said
products manufactured as aforesaid and having affixed to them the
markings , insignia , tags anc11abels hereinabove described , respondent
furnishes to such wholesalers and dealers the means and instrumental-
ities through and by Tfhich they may mislead alJl deceive the pur-
chasing public as to the origin , kind , tn)(' and .':tylc of t.11ci1' Hid

jackets and outer coats.
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PAR. 7. Through the use of the v.,;ords "manufactllrillg and "manu-
facturers of" in his trade nalne and on his stationery, invoices and price
lists , re ponll(' Jlt has repl'esente.d and is now representing that he O\Yl1S
operates or controls a factory or factories ,yhere his said merchandise
is manufactured and that he is the manufacturer of such merchandise.
In truth and in :fact., said respondent does not own , operate or control
a factory wherein is manufactured the merchandise sold and distrib-
uted by him.

PAn. 8. There is a preference on the part of ,vhoJesalers and dealers
for dealing directly with manufacturers of products rather than with
outlets. distributors , jobbers or other intermediaries , such preference
being due, in part to a belief that by dealing directly ,yith the manu-
facturer lower prices and other advantages may be obtained.

PAR. 9. In the course and conduct of his business respondent is in
direct and substantial competition with other corporations and firms
and individuals engaged in the sale in commeTce of jackets and oute-r
coats.

PAIL 10. The sale and distribution in commerce of said garments
in the color , pattern and style-, and with markings, insignia , labels and
tags, as hereinabove rt11egec1 , had and now have the tendency and capac-
ity to misJead a substantial portion of the purchasing public into the er-
rone011S and mistaken belief that said ga.rments were manufactured
for the 1:nitec1 States Armed Forces and in accordf11ce with specifica-
tions of said Armed Forces, and the use of the words "manufacturincr

. . 

and "manufacturers of" in his trade name and on his stationery, in-
voices and price lists , as herein a.lleged , has the tendency and capaeit.y
to mislead the wholesalers and dealers "ho purchase the merchandise
of the respondent into the erroneous and mistaken belie.f that respond-
ent is the manufacturer of his mercha11c1ise and o\\ns , operates or con-
trols the plant or plants where such merchandise is manufactured , and
into the purchase of substantial quantities of respondent's merchandise
in commerce because of such erroneous and mistaken beliefs. As a

result thereof snbstantial trade in commerce has been unfairly diverted
to respondent from his competitors and substantial injury has been
done to competition in commerce.
PAR. 11. The aforesaid acts and practices of the respondent

herein alleged , are aU to the prejudice and injury of the public and of
respondent' s competitors and constitute unfair and deceptive acts and
pracUces and unfair methods of competition , in commerce , within the
intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.
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DECISION OF THE CO:aDIISSIOX

Pursuant to Rule XXII of the Commission s Rules of Practice , and
as set forth in the Commission s "Decision of the Commission and
Order to File Report of Compliance " dated June 2 , 1955 , the initial
decision in the instant matter of hearing examiner John Lewis, as

set out as follmvs, became. all that date the decision of the Commission.

INITIAL DECISION BY JOHN LEWIS, lIEAHIXG EXA::IINER

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondent on February IS , 1953 , charging him with
the use of unfair methods of competition ancl unfair acts and prac-
tices in commerce, in violation of the provisions of the Federal Trade
Commission Act. After being duly sel'ved \\'ith said complaillt the
respondent entered into a stipulation with counsel supporting the

complaint, dated April 13 , 1955 , providing for the entry of a consent
order disposing of an the is-ues in this proceeding. Said stipulation
has been submitted to the above-namett hearing examiner , heretofore
duly designated by the Commission , for his consideration in accord-
ance with Rule V of the Commission s Bules of Practice.

Respondent, pursuant to the aforesaid tipulatioll , has admitted all
the jurisdictional allegations of the complaint Hnd agreed that the
record herein may be taken as -i the Commission had made findings
of jurisdictional facts in accordance ith such allegations. Said
stipulation further provides that a11 parties expressly -waive a hear-
ing before the hearing examiner or the Commission , and all further
and other procedurc to which the respondent may he entitled under
the Federal Trade Commission Act or the RuJes of Practice of the
Commission. Respondent has also agreed that the order to cease and
desist issued jn accordance with sajd stipulation shall have the same
force and eifect as if made after a fun hearing, and specifically waiycs
any and all right, poweT , or privilege to challenge or contest the va-
Edity of said order. It has been further stipulated and agreed that

the complaint herein may be used in construing the terms of the
order provided for in said stipulation , and that the signing of said
stipulation is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an
admission by respondent that he has vjolnted the 1aIY as alleged in the
complaint.

This proceeding having now come on for fial consideration by the
hearing examiner on the complaint and the aforesaid stipulation 1'or
consent order , and it appearing that said stipulation provides for an
appropriate disposition of this procecdjng, t.he same is hereby ac-
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ceuted and ordereu filed as part of the record herein hy the hearing
miner, who ma.kes the following findings, for jurisdictional pur-

poses , and orde.r:
1. Hespondent Isaac Reiss is now , and has been at all times men-

tioned herein , an individual trading and doing business as a sole pro-
prietorship under the name of Grand :Nla.nufacturing Company with
hi!? office and principal place of business loeated at 330 Grand Street
New York 2 , New York.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
Inatter of this proceeding and of the respondent hereinabove named.
The complaint states a cause of action against said respondent under
the. Federal Trade Commission Act, and this proceeding is in the
jnterr.d of the public.

ORDER

1 t is ordered That respondent Isaac Heiss , an individual trading
as Grand Ianufacturing Company, or under any other trade name
and respondent's agents , representati-vcs and employees , directly or
through any corporate or ot.her device, in the oiIering for sale, sale

or distribution of wearing apparel , or of any other merchandise in
eommerce , as " commerce " is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act, do forthwith cease anu desist from:

1. Representing, directly 01' by implication , by marking, brand-
ing, labeling, tagging, or in any other manner , that such merchandise
was manufactured for the Armed Forces of the lJnited States or in
accordance with specifications of said Armed Forces.

2. Using the words "manufacturing" and "manufacturers of" or
any other ",-onI 01' words of similar import or meaning as a part of a
trade name, or representing through the use of the words "manufac-
turing " or manllfacturers of" or any ot.her word or words of similar
import or meaning on stationery, invoices, price lists or in any other
manner that he manufactures the merchandise sold by him.

ORDER TO :FILE REPORT OF CO::IPLTAXCE

it is Ol'deTed That the respondent herein sha.1 yithin sixty (60)

days after service upon him of j-his order, file with the Commission a
report in writing setting forth in detail t.he manner and form in
,vhich he has cornplied with the order to cease and desist (as required
by said declaratory decision and order of June 2 , lfJiJiJj.



1242 FEDERAL 'TRADE C():\I:IISSIOX DECISlOX.s

Order 01 F. T. C.

Ix THE l\fATTER OF

ROCKFORD FURXITURE FACTOlUES , I~C.
Dockct ,'j()J. J. od Ifving order

, .j 

II HC 1;. J.' ,

J/1'. Daniel J. ilhtl'phy for the Commission.

:lb' . Swn'Iwl F. Fer' stel' and JIT. J-Iorace is. Bellfatto
S. J. , for respondent.

of Newark

QIWER TIEOPE:,-cI:-C: PROCEEDING _\J\D ::IQDlFYIXG ORDEn TO
CEASE AXD DESIST

This matter having come on to be heard by the Commission npon
the application , fileu on Dec mbe.r 15, 1034 , by Rockford Furniture
Co. , Inc. , successor to the business of the respondent, I oekford Furni-

ture Factories , Inc. , for modific.ation of the order to cease and (lesist
issued herein on August 12, 19 1 answer thereto filed by counsel

supporting" the C'omphint : ancll'cply to sai(l answ('r; ancl
The Commission haying' duly consic1ere(l said t:pplicc1tion. answer

f1llcl reply, and the record herein , and it appearing that the facts y, hich
existed at the time the order to ccase and desist ,YUS i ::llec1 luu-e so
changed tha.tmodifieation of the order to cense and (lcsist is warranted:

It '/8 onlci' That this procee\ling be. and it 11e1'('hy j reopened Jar
the purpose of modifying the order to cease and c1esi ;t issued hel'ein
OlL\Ugust 12 , 1941.

It is fudheT ordered That said order to cease and desist. be , an(1 it
hereby is : modified by ac1ding to the paragraph l1mnbered (1) thereof
the follO\Ying provision:

Prol'r7p'/. h()u' ever '11181, this Judl not be COllstl'lled a prohibit-
ing H,ockforc1 Furniture Co. , Inc. , a Kc,\' Jersey corporation , sue.
ccssor to t.he business of the respondent , Rockford Furniture
Factories : Inc. , from using the wonl 'Rockford' in its corporate
name.

: 111 the order to cefl e and desist, 3;: F. '1' C, !Jil , 8iG , Hockfonl FUl'iture Factories,
Inc., its offcers, etc.. ,ypre ordered to ccase and ejpsist frOI1:

1. L"sing thf' 'YOI'd 'Rockford,' or an ' siml1iation tl1( reoI, in it corp!Jrate name, or 

1\11)" ,,' ay to (1esignate or refer to its busincss or its distJla ,' rooms , WJ1f'il the furniture
offen d for sale anel sold by respondent is not i: sU'.lstantial P:'Oj1!J!'.iOIl 1!1f)!JlIfnct\1re(1 in
The city of Rockford, IIl.

2. Using the 'lol'j ' Hocldo!' d,' OJ" any sinmlation thereof , 011 its lettc!'heads, postcr
a(h' eJ'ti ing materials, or in fin , !nallner to l'f'llresent, import, or in' ply tbat furniture
not manufactured in tbe city of Rockford, Ill., was illlDufaClltJ"ed in tbllt city,

3. rSing tbe 'lord ' Factories,' or any other word or terms of similar import or mean-
ing, in its corporate name , or to nesig nn.te or refer to it;: bllsiness or in aTl ' ma1:JDer
rejH'PH'nt, imj10rt. 0,' jmj1y t11at respondent is the manufacturer of furnittlrr. offel'd for
sale or old by it."'
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Ix THE j\L\TTER OF

JL\X:\B D'OR )fODES , I:C. , ET AL.

cos E:\T ormEH,
THE YEDER\L
L.\BELI);'

(j ,

\(T

ETC.. IX HEGAHD
TlU.DE CO-:\lJIlSSW)r

TO THE --l LLEGED VIOLA 1'ro1\ OF
\CT .-lXD THE 'YOGI, pnOnLCTS

lJrwkc! C,Il. ('omjJlai' lIt , Jlar. lIi . J,1.

j:j-

J)ccisiclI

, .

JUlie 1.f. Hj5;)

CUIJ:,pnt order rC(-,ujrjng a manufD.durer in XC\V York City to cease violating the
'Vool Products Labeling Ad by labeling as ;0 100% cashmere" ladies ' coats
which ,,,ere composed of wool with only a tl' f!ce of the fleece of the Cash,
mere goat , ftnd by failng; to set forth on IflbeIs the fiber cont!:,nt of inter-
linings.

Before J/J'

(j);

en II. Laughlin hearing-examiner.
J/)'. (Jeorge.i', , Steinmet,

': 

for the Commission.

COl\IPL.-UXT

Pnl'sunnt to the proyisioJls of the Federal Trade Commission Act.
and the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1080 , and by virtue of the
authority vcsted in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that .Jeanne D'Or )Joc1es , Inc. , a corporation
and Sol Gelfand and Larry Goldwater, each individua.lly and as offi-
cers of said cOl'poration , hereinafter referred to as rcspondents , have
violateclthc provisions of said Acts , and it appearing to the Commis-
8i011 that a pl'weedillg by it in l'espeet thereo-E "auld be in the public in-
terest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that respect
as follmys:

\HAGR,\FH 1. Hcsponc1cllt Jeanne D' Or i\Ioc1es, Inc. , is a corpora-
tion orga1lizecl and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the
State of New York. Sol Gelfoncl is president and Larry Goldwater
is secretary and treasnrer of said respondent corporat.ion , and these
individuals formulate , direct , and control the acts , policies, and prac
tiees of said corporat.e respondent. The offces and principal place of
business of said respondents are located at 214 "Vest 39th Street, Ne'W

York , New York.
PAR. 2. Subsequent t.o the effective dat.e of the vVool Products Lahel-

illg Act. 01 lD3D and more especially since .January 1 , 1954 , respond-
ents have mannf,lctured for introduction into commerce , introduced
sold , tnmspol'tec1 , distributed , cle1iverec1 for shipment, and offered for
ale in commerce. ns '" commerce" is defined in the said ,Vaal Products

Labeling Act , wool products , as " ,Vool products" arc defined t.herein.
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PAR. 3. Certain of said wool products were misbranded within the
meaning and intent of Section 4 (a) (1) of said v" 001 Products Label-
ing Act and of the Hules and Regulations promulgated thereunder , in
that they were falsely and deceptively labeled or tagged with respect
to the c.haracter and amount of the constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded \Tool products were ladies coats labeled or
tagged by respondents 8.8 consisting at " 100% cashmeTe , rmd " 100%
imported cashmere , whereas in truth and in fact, said products were
composed of the wool of the genus sheep "ith only a trace of the fiber
clesignated as CasJunere being the hair or fleece of the Cashmere goat.

PAR. 4. Certain of sajd wool products were further misbranded by
the respondents in that the fiber c.ontent of interlinings contained in
certain of said coat,s ,yere not separatel:y set forth on labels or tags c:,t-

tached thereto as required llllcle.r the provisions of Section 4 (a) (2)
of said v" 001 Products Labeling Act and of Rule 24 of the Rules and
Regulations promulgatec1 there,under.

PAR. 5. The acts and practices of the respondents as herein alleged
l,yere and arc in violation of the ,y 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939
and of the R.ltJes a.nd Hegulatiol1s prornulgated thereunder and COIl

stitnte unfair and deceptive acts and practices in commerce within the
intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX OF THE CO.lDIISSION

Pursuant to Sec. 3. 1 of the Commission s Hules of Practice , and J.
set forth in the Commission 8 "Decision of the Commission and Order
to File H.eport of Compliance , dated June 14 , 1955 , the initial decision
in the instant matter of hearing examiner Loren I-I. Laughlin , as set
out as fol1o"Ws, became on that date the decision of the Commission.

JXITL\L DECISION BY LOREK H . LACGHLIX , HEAHIKG Ex,\:nNJ

The Federal Trade Commission (hereinafter l'eferred to as the Com-
mission) on March 16, 1955 , issued its complaint herein under the
Federal Trade Commission Act and the \V 001 Pr()lucts La.beling Act
of U)39, against the above-named corporate respondent and also
against the respondents Sol Gelfand and Larry Goldwater, hothincli-

dunJly and as offic.ers of said corporation , charging them and each
of the,HI in having manufactured for introduction into commerce and
having introduc.e , sold , transported , distributed , delivered for ship-
ment, a,nel offered for sale in commerce c.ertain "Wool products , some
of "Whic.h wool products were misbranded in various particulars by
Leing falsely and deceptively labeled or tagged with respect to the
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ehllracter and aInount or the constituent fibers contained therein , con-
trary to Section 1 (a) (1) of the said Wool Products Labeling Act
and or t.he Rules and Regulations promulgated by the Commission
thereunder; that among such misbranded products were ladies ' coats
lr.beled or tagged by respondents as consisting of "100% cashmere
and "100% imported cashmere" which were actual1y composed of .wool
of the genus sheep "ith only a trace of " Cashmere" which is the hair
or fleece of the Cashmere goat; and further that among such mis-
branded products certain wool coats lacked lahels or tags attached
thcrcto separately setting forth the fibrc content of their interlinings
as required by Section 1 (a) (2) of said "Wool Products Laheling Act
and Rule 24 of the Commission s Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder.

Said complaint was duly served upon each of sa.icl respondents , who
within the time fixed for answer , and on April 4 , 1955 , stipulated in
writing with counsel snpporting the complaint, therein waiying the
filing of an answer and agreeing that a consent order against the re-
spondents be entered herein in terms identical wHJ1 those contained in

the notice issued and served on respondents as a part. of the complaint
herein. Such \\Titten stipulation \Vas approved in ".,rriting by the
Director and tssjstallt Director of the Commission s Bureau or

itigntion.
By said stipulation , among other things , respondents have admitted

all the jurisdictional al1egat1ons of the complaint and agreed that the
Tecord herein may be taken as if the Commission had made findings
of jurisdictional facts in accordance with such allegations: that thc
parties 1urve expressly waived it hearing before the J-Iearing Examiner
or the Commission and all further and other procedure to whieh the
responde,nts may be entitled under the Federal Trade Commission
.\ct or the Rules of Practice of the Commission; and have agreed that

rL1. 0::der to cease and clesist issued in accordance with saiel stipulation
haJl have the same force nncl effect as if made after a ful1 hearing,

t.he parties hflving waived specificalJy therein any and all right , power
or privilege to chal1enge or contest the va1idity of said order. It was

al.'3o stipulated and agreed therein that the complaint herein may be
ed in construing the t.erms of the order provided for in said st.ipula-

tion , and , further, that the signing of said stipulation is for settlement
pllrposes on1y and does not constitute an admission by respondents
tbat they have violated the law as alleged in the complaint.

The aforesaid stipulation for consent. order as so approved was sub-
TIlitte,d on April 12, 1955 , to the above-named hearing examiner for his
consideration in aecordance with Rules V and XXII of the Com-
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mi8S10n s R.ules of Practice. And upon due consideration of the com-
plaillt and the stipulat.ion for consent order hich is hereby aecepied
and ordered filed as part of the record herein , it having been stipuJated
they sha1l be the entire record herein all ,,,hich such order may be
entereel , the hearing examiner finds that the Commission has juris-
diction of the subject matier of this proceeding and of each and all
of the parties respondent herein, the inclividual rc,':;ponc1enls being
subject to such jurisdiction both individually and as oIficers of said
corporate respondent; that the complaint states a legal cause for com-
plaint against the respondents awl caeh of them uncleI' the Federal
Tracle COlnmission Ad and the \Vool Products lAbeling Aet of 10;3D

and the Rules and Regulations promulgated by the Commission under
the Jatter Act , both as an entirety a.nd in each of the particular viola-
tiOllS alleged therein; that this proceeding is in the interest of the
publie; that. the following order as proposed in said stipuJation is ap-
propriate for the disposition of this proceeding, the same to becOlne

1inal 'when it becomes the order of the Commission; and that said order
therefore should be , ancl here,by is , entered as follO\ys:

ORDEH

It is ordered That the respondent Jeanne D'Or :\1odes , Inc. , a cor-
poration , and its offeers and Sol Gelfand and Larry Golchyater , in-
cliviclualJy and as offcers of said corporation , and respondents ' repre-
sentatives , agents , and employees , directly or through any corporate
or other device , in conne,ction with the introduction or manufacture for
introduction into commerce, or the oflering for saJe , sale , transporta-
tion or distribution in commeree , as " commerce :' is defined in the J;' ecl-

eral Tra.de Commission Act and the "\V 001 Products Labeling Act of
1039 of ladies : coats or other "wool products :' as llch products are
llel\nec1 in and subject to the Wool Pl'llucts L"beling Act of 19:J9

which products contain , purport to contain or in any ",'Vay are repre-
scnted as containing "wool

:: "

reprocessed wool," or "reused 1\001 " as

those terms are defined in said Act , do fortln'Vith cease and desist from
misbranding such products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, lnbeling, or otherwise

identifying such products as to the eha.racter or 8.mount of the con-
stituent fibers included therein;

2. Falling to seeureJy at1x to or plaee on each such product a stamp,

tag, label , o , other means of i(lentiiication showing in n clear awl con-
SPICllOUS Ilanller :

(a) The percentage of the total fiber ,yeight of such wool product
exclusive of ornamentat1on not exceeding five percentmn of said total
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fiber weight , of (1) wool, (2) reprocessed wool, (3) reused wool , (4)
each fiber other tlutn wool where said percentage by weight of such
fiber is five per centum or more , and (5) the aggregate of all ot.her
fibers;

(b) The maximum perccntage of the total weight of such wool
product of any nonfibrolls loading, filling, or adulterating matter;

(c) The nn,me or the registered identification number of the mnnn-
factlu' er of such wool pl'ocluct 01' of one or more persons engaged in
int.roducing snch wool product into commerce , or in the ofIering for
sale : sale , transportation , distribution , or delivery for shipment thereof
in commerce as "commerce" is defined in the ,V 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939.

3. Failing to" separately set forth on the required stamp, tag, label
or other means of identification the character and amount of the con-
stituent fibers appearing in the interlinings of such wool products
as provided in Rule 2'1 of the Rules and Regulations promulgated un-
der the said Act.

Provided That the foregoing provisions concerning misbranding

shall not be construed to prohibit acts permitted by paragraphs (a)
and (b) of Section 3 of the "Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and

Provided furthe1' That nothing contained in this order shall be con-
strued as limiting any applicable provisions of said Act or the Rules
and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

ORDER TO FILE REPOItT OF COl\IrLL4.XCE

1 t is ordei'ed That the respondents herein shall , within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this order , file with the Commission a
report. in " riting setting fort.h in detail the manner and form in ,,,hich
they h""e complied with the order to cease and desist r as required by
said declaratory decision and order of ,Tune 14 , 1955J.

42.:37S3- ;:,S- SCi
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IN THE :\lATTER OF

JAMIN AND EDWAIW J. GROSS CmlPANY
IKC. , ET AL.

Docket 6068. Compl-ai. , Dec. 1952-0rder, June 21" 1955

Order dismissing, for failure to sustain the allegations, complaint charging a
seller in New York City of diamond rings , under the trade name of "Rings
0' Romance , with advertising as the usnal and regular retail prices
prices which were in fact fictitious and grently in excess of those at which
the rings ,yere usually sold at retail.

Mr. Frederick J. MCll1am'8 for the Commission.

Halperin, Natanson , Shivitz Schole,' of Kew York City, for
Benjamin and Edward J. Gross Co. , Inc. , Benjamin Gross and Edward
J. Gross.

Brobeck , Phleger H arli8on of San Francisco , Calif. , for Theodore
II. Segall.

INITIAL DECISIO BY EARL J. KOLU , HEAHIXG EXA: IIKER

This proceeding is before the undersigned Hearing E:'nr1l1ne::: for
final consideration on the complaint, answ"er thereto , testimony and
other evidence and proposed findings as to the facts and conclusions
presented by counsel , and the IIearing Examiner having considered
the matter and being now fuDy advised in the premises makes the fol-
lowing findings as to the facts and conclusions drawn therefrom:

1. Respondent Benjamin and Edward .r. Gross Company, Inc. , is
a corpor.ation organized under the laws of the State of New York
with its principal offce and place of business located at 64 IYest "18th
Street, New York, :Ke\v York. Respondents Benjamin Gross and
Edward J. Gross were president and secretary, respectively of said
corporation and as the ofIcers thereof formulated , directed und con-
trolled the policies , acts and practices of said corporate respondent.
The respondent Benjamin Gross is now deceased , having died subse-
quent to the issuance of the order of the I-Tearing Examiner closing
the taking of testimony in this proceeding.

2. Respondent Theodore II. Segall is an individual doing business
under the name of Theodore H. Segall Advertising AgellCY with his
ollce llt 544 Market Street, San Francisco , California. Said respond-
ent for a period of time during 19;'31 , was engaged as advertising agent
for the corporate respondent, Benjamin and Edward J. Gross
Company, Inc.


