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Complaint 51 F.

IN THE lA TTEH OF

HENRY R. FISHER ET AL. TRADI G ccS H. FISHER

CONSENT ORDER , ETC. 1K HEGAHD TO THE ALLEGED VJOLATlON OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE CO)lMISSIOX ACT AND TilE 'VOOL PROD"CCTS LAn:ELING ACT

Docket 6316. C01nplaint , Ma?" 22, 1955-Decision, J-nne , .1955

Consent order requiring manufacturers in Philadelphia, Pa. , to cease violating
the Wool Products Labeling Act by misstating the fiber content on tags or
labels on girls' and misses ' coats , failing to set forth 'Separately the fiber

content of interlinings , and otherwise failng to comply with the labeling
equirements of the Act.

Before AIr. John Lewis hearing examiner.

M1'. Roslyn D. ounq, h. for the Commission.

COl\PLAIXT

Plirsuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the "\'1001 Products Labeling Act of 1808. and hy virtue of the
authority vested in it by said -\cts. the Federal Trade COllmission
having reason to believe that IIenry R. Fisher and Isadore Fisher, as
individuals and copartners, trading as H. Fisher , hercinafte.r referreel
to as respondents, have violated the provisions of said Acts a,nel the
Rules and Regulations promulgfttccl under the ,V 001 Products Label-
ing Act of 1939 , and it appearing to the Corllnission that a proceeding
by it in respect thereof would be in r.he public interest , hereby issues
its cOlnplaint : stating its charges in that respect as follows:
PATIAGHAPH 1. Respondents , I-Ienl'Y R. Fisher and Isadore Fisher

as individuals and copartners , are trading as 1-1. Fisher , with their
principal offce and place of business located at 147 orth 10th Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.
PAIL 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the \Vool Products

La.beling Act of 1939 and more especial1y since January 1954, re

spondents have manufactured for introduction into commerce, intro-
duced in commerce, sold , transported , distributecl delivered for ship-

ment and offered for sale in commerce , as ;; COllUnel'Ce ': is defined in
said Act , ,vool products , as " ,,001 products :: are defined therein.

PAR. 8. Certain of said wool products "\ere misbra.nded "\ithin the
intent anclmcaning of Section 4 (a) (1) of said Wool Procluds Label-
ing Act and the Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder in

that they were falsely aUll deceptively labeled 01' tagged "jtlt respect
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to the character and amount of the constituent fibers contained therein.
Among such misbranded products were girls' and misses' coats

labeled or tagged by respondents as eontaining "35% 'Voal" and " 65%
neprocessed "Wool" ; whereas , in truth and in fact said products did
not consist of 35% wool and B5o/e reprocessed "wool as defined in said
Act, but contained 20% wool 200/0 reprocessed wool , 56% reused wool
and 4% other fibers.

PAn. 4. Certain of said wool products described as girls ' or misses
coats were misbranded in that they were not stamped, tagged or

labeled as reqnirecl uncleI' the provisions of Section 4 (a) (2) of said
W' 001 Products Labeling Act of J 939 , and in the manner and form
prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

PAR. 5. Certain of said wool products described as girls ' or misses
coats were further misbrancled by respondents within the intent and

meaning of the "Wool Products Labeling Act in that the fiher content
of interlinings contained in said coats werc not separately set forth on
labels or tags attached thereto as required hy nule 24 of the Rules
and Regulations promulgated under said Act.

PAR. 6. The acts and practices of the respondents as hereinabove

alleged were in violation of the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939

and of the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and con-
stitut.e unfair and deceptive acts and practices in commerce within
the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECiSION OF THE COl\l\IISSIOK

Pursuant to Sec. 3.21 of the Commission s RuJcs of Pra,ctice , and as
set :forth in the Commission s "Decision of the Commission and Order
to File Heport of Compliance , dated June 25, 1955, the initial de-

cision in the instant. matter of hearing examiner John Lewis, as set

out as follows became on that date the decision of the Commission.

IXITIAL DECISIOX BY JOHX LE'VIS 1 HEARIXG EXA).:INEH

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondents on March 22, 1955 , charging them with
having violated the "I 001 Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939 and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and the Federal

Trade Commission Act, through the misbranding of certain wool

products. After heing duly served with said complaint, the respond-
ents appeared and filed their answer thereto. Thereafter they en-
tered into a stipu1ation with connsel supporting the complaint, pro-
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Tiding for the withdrawal of said ans'ycl' and for the entry or a conscnt
order disposing or all the issues in this proceeding. Said stipulation
has been submitted to the above-named hearing examiner, heretofore
duly designated by the Conm1issioll, for his consideration in accord-

ance with Rule V or the Commission s Hules or Practice.
Respondents , pursuant to the aforesaid stipulation , have admitted

an the jurisdictional al1cgations or the complaint and agreed that the
record herein ma,y be taken as if the Commission had made findings
or jurisdictional facts in accordance -with such allegations. Said stip-
ulation further provides that all parties expressly waive a hearing
before the hearing examiner or the Commission, and all further and
,other procedure to which the respondents may be entitled under the
Federal Trade Commission Act or the Rules of Practice of the Com-
mission. Hespondents have also agreed that the oreler to cense and
desist issued in accordance \"ith said stipulation shall have the. same

force and effect as if made after a full hearing, and specifically waive
any and all right, power, or privilege to challenge or contest the valid-
ity of said order. It has been further stipulated and agreed that the

eomplaint herein may be used in construing the terms of the order
provided for in said stipulation.

This proceeding having now come on for final consideration by the
hearing exalIliner on the complaint and the aforesaid stipulation for
consent order, dated April 26, 1955 , the answer previously filed hy
respondents being hereby deemed withdran. , and it appearing that
said stipulation provides for an rlppropl'iate disposition of this pro-
ceeding, the same is hereby accepted and ordered filed as part of the
record herein by the hearing exarninel' , who makes the following find-
ings , for jurisdictional purposes and order:

1. Hespondents are now .and have been nt nU time,; mellticmed in the
:complaint herein , a partnership, with their office and principal p1ace of
busincss located at 147 ort:h 10th Strcet , Philadelphia , Pennsylvanifl.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents hereinabove named.
The complaint states a cause of nc.tioll against said respondents under
the 'Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act , ancl this proceeding is in the interest of the public.

ORDEH

It is oTdered That the respondents , 1-lenry R.. Fisher and Isaclore
Fisher, individually and as copartners, trading as H. Fisher , or under
any other name, and respondents ' Tepresentatives agents and e11-
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p10yees , directly or through any corporate or other device, in COll-

nection wHh the introduction or manufacturc for introduction into
commerce, or offering for sale , sale , trallsportation or distribution in
commerce , as "commerce:' is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act and the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , of girls ' or misses
coats or other '" wool products " as such products are defined in and
subject to the \\Tool Products Labeling Act of 1939, which products
contain, purport to contain , or in any way are represented as con-
tailling " \vool

" "

reprocessed wool " or "reused wool " as those terms
are denned in said Act, do forthwith cease and desist from misbranding
such prod ncts by :

1. Falsely or deceptive1y stamping, tagging, labeling or otherwise

identifying such products .as to the character or amount of the con-
stituent fibers included therein;

2. Failing to securely affx to or place on each such product a stamp,
tag, label or other means of identification showing in a clear and
conspicuous manner:

(a) Thc percentage of the total fiber weight of such wool products
exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding five percentum of said total
fiber weight, of (1) wool, (2) reprocessed wool, (3) reused wool , (4)

such fiber other than wool where said percentage by weight of such
fiber is five percentl1l1 or more, and (5) the aggregate of all other
fibers;

(b) The maximum percentage of the total wcight of such wool
products , of any non-fibrous loading, filling or adulterating ll1atter;

(c) The name or the registered identifimtion number of the manu-
facturer of such wool product or of one or more persons engaged in
introducing such wool product into commerce , or in the ofi'el'ing for
sale, sale, transportation , distribution or de1iyery for shipment thereof
in commerce , as '; co11m81'ce " is defined in the \Vool Products Labeling
Act of 1989.

3. Failing to separately set forth on the required tamp, tag, label or
other meallS of identificfltion the character and amount of the con-
stituent fibers appearing in the interlinings of such ,yool products as
provided by Rule 24, of the Rules and Regulations promulgatecl uncler
said Act.

P1'ovided That the foregoing provisions concerning misbranding

shall not be construed to prohibit acts permitted hy paragraphs (a)
and (b) of Section 3 of the 11'001 Products Labeling Act of 1939, and

P1'ovided f'uTther 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.
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ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

It is 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 the order to cease and desist (as re-
quired by said declaratory decision and order of June 25 , 1955J.
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IN Tln NIATTEH OF

WIKER AmJF ACTURING CO. , INC. , ET AL.

COX-SENT ORDER, IN REGARD TO TIlE ALLECED VIOLATION OF TilE FEDERAL
TRADE COl\D:ISSION ACT AND THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELIXG ACT

Docket 6311. Complaint , Mar. 1955-Decision, June 28, 1955

Consent order requiring a manufacturer in Hammond, Ind., to cease violating
the Wool Products Labeling Act by labeling men s jackets consisting of

35% wool and 65% reused wool as "100% Wool", and failng to label otbers
as requircd by the Act,

Before 3fr. James A. PU'icell hearing exa.miner.

Mr. George E. Steinmetz for the Commission.
Abbell &Abbell of Chicago, Ill. , for respondents.

C01\PLAI

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Wool Products LabeJing Act of 1939 , and hy virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Winer :.Ianufacturing Co. , Inc. , a cor-
poration , and Louis Winer, individually and as an offcer of said cor-
poration, hereinafter referred to as respoudents , have violated the
provisions of said Acts; and it appearing to the Commissiou that a pro-
ceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public interest, hereby
issues its comphtint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent ,Viner :Manufacturing Co., Inc., is a
corporation organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of Indiana. Louis ,Viner is president of said respondent
corporation and this individual formulates, directs , and controls the
acts, policies , and practices of said corporate respondent. The offce
and principal place of busiuess of said respondents is located at 231

Condit Street, Hammoud , Indiana.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the .Wool Products La-

heling Act of 1939 and more especially since January 1954, respondents
have manufactured for introduction into commerce, introduced into
commerce , sold , transported , distributed , delivered for shipment, and
o:fered for sale in commerce , as "commerce" is defined in said Act
wool products , as "wool products " are defined therein.

PAn. 3. Certain of said wool products were misbranded within the
inteut and meaning of Section 4 (a) (1) of said ,Vool Products Label-
ing Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder iu that


