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IN THE :.MATTER OF

ADVANCE SPECTACLE CO. , INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED nOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COl\nnSSION ACT

Docket 6285, Crnnplainl , Jan. 10 , 1!/5.j--Decisiou , June 3, 1.958

Consent order requiring a Chicago firm to cease representing falsely in adver-

tising that eJTeglasses made according to prescriptions furnished by cus-
tomers using its "14 LENS SAMPLE CARD" and other device::; would
correct defects in vision of all persons.

1111'. lVillia'mA. SO'lneJ'8 for the Commission.
F'J' oelich, GJ'o8sm. , Teton and Tabi'l/. of Chicago, Ill. , by .111'

Alfred B. Teton for respondents.

INITIAL DECISION BY EARL .J. KOLB, l-IEARING EXAl\II~ER

The complaint in this proceeding issued January 10 , 1955 , charges
the respondents Advance Spectacle Co., Inc., a corporation, and
:Michael :M. Egel , individually and as a-n officer of Advance Spectacle.
Co. , Inc., loca-ted at 537 South Dearborn Street , Chicago, Ill. , with
violation of the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
in the sale of eyeglasses.

After the issuance of the complaint, said respondents entered into
an agreement conta-ining consent order to cease and desist with
counsel in sllpport of the complaint, disposing of all the issues ill
tJlis proceeding, which agreement "'as duly approved by the Director
and Assistant Director of the Bureau of Litigation.

It was expressly provided in said agreement that the signing thereof
is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission
by said respondents that they have violated the law as alleged in
Lhe eomplaint.

By the terms of said agreement, the said respondents admitted
all the jurisdictional facts al1eged in the complaint and agreed that

the record herein may be taken as if the Conllnjssion had made
findings of jurisdictional facts in accordance ,,' ith the allegations

1 This order "clarifies , by insertion of the words "or reducing" before the last word
lenses ) of paragrapll 1 , thc otherwise identical order to cease and desist issued on May
, 1955, 51 F, C, 1216, in this proceeding, That order was vacated find set aside

October 11 , 1957, and the cuse remanded for tile reason that respondents asserted a mis-
understanding' on their part as to tile scope of the order agreed to and it appeared to the
Commission that the discussion on the record at the time of submittal of the agreement
containing' the order Indicates a possible basis for the respondents ' misunderstanding,
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and that said agreement disposes of an of this proc.eeding as to
all parties.

By said agreement, the parties expressly waived any further
procedural steps before the hearing examiner and the Commission;
the making of findings of fact or conclusions of la:w; and all the
rights they may have to challenge or contest the validity of the
order to cease and desist entered in accordance with the agreement.
Hespondents further agreed that the order to cease and desist

issued in ac.cordanee with said agreement, shan haTe the same force
and effect as if made after a fun hearing.
It was further provided that said agreement, together with the

c.omplaint, shan constitute the entire record herein; that the com-
plaint herein may be used in construing the terms of the order
issued pursuant to said agreement; and that said order rnay be

altered , modified or set aside in the manner prescTibed by the statute
for orders of the Commission.

The hearing examiner hns considered such agreement and the order
therein eontained , and , it appearing that said agreement and order
provide for an appropriate disposition of this proceeding, the same
is hereby accepted and is ordered filed upon becoming part of the
Commission s dec.ision in neeordance ,,'ith sections 3.21 and 3.25 of
the rules of practice, and, in consonance with the terms 01' said

agreement, the hearing examiner finds that the Federal Trade Com-
mission has jurisdietion of the subject matter of this proceeding
and of the respondents named herein, that this proceeding is ill
t he interest. of the public, and issues the fol1owing order:

ORDER

1 t is ordered That respondent Advance Spectacle Co~, Inc., a

rorporation , and its officers , and respondent l\fichael ~1. Egel , individ-
nany and as an offieer of said corporation , find respondents ' agents
representatives and employees, direetly or th rough any eorporate
or other device, in connection with the offering for sale, sale or

distribution of eyeglasses, do forth,,'ith eease and desist from:
1. Disseminating, or causing to be disseminated , any advertisement

by means of the United States mails, or by any means in commerce

as "commerce is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act
which advertisement represents, directly or by implic.ation , that the
eyeglasses sold by respondents made pursuant to the results of
tests of the eyes using respondents' devices, will correct, or are
eapable of corre,c.t.ing, defects in vision of persons 11nless expressly

Emited to those persons approximately fOli,y years of age and older
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who do not have astigmatism or diseases of the eye and who require
only simple magnifying or reducing lenses.

2. Disseminating, or causing to be disseminated , any advertisement
by any means, for the, purpose of inducing, or which is likely to
induce, directly or indirectly, the purchase of their eyeglasses in
commerce, as "commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act, whieh advertisement contains the representation prohibited in
paragraph 1 hereof.

DECISION OF THE COl\ll\IISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COl\IPLIANCE

Pursuant to section 3.21 of the Commission s rules of practiee, the
initial deeision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 3d day of June
1958 , become the deeision of the Commission; and , accordingly:

t 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 "Titing setting forth in detail the manner and form ill
which they luwe eomplie.d ",it 11 the order to CBase and desist.
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L..,,- THE ~L\TTEH or

GLENOIT ~lILLS , IXC., ET _\L.

COXSEN'l' ORDER , ETC., IX BECAlm TO THE .:\LLEUED nOLA'l'lO~ OF THE
FEOEllAL TIL\DE ClD.BJ.l8SlOX .\L'T

Doc7;et UytiS, Complaint , Dec, 4, 19;j" DecisiulI, .June 19.58

Cul1~ent order requi rillg the ma nufaeturer of an orIon-dyne! fa bric sim uln ting
fur designated " Glenara" to cease representing falsely ill advertisements in
uewspapers and mag'nzines, and others published by ~ellers of garments
IIHlde from "Glenara " that the fabric ",as made from pelts, hail' , 01' fur
Doer::; of fur-bearing animals, particularly mink , was "let out" in the saBle
IJJflnller as mink , was Blade into garments by master furriers as if real
I'm' were used , and tbnt it looked and felt liI\:e millk,

.11. J. Vitale and T. 4. Ziebarth Esqs. for the Commissjoll.

lVolj, Block , SchoFF d~ SuUs- Culu!lI. hy Jil' R. B, lVolf. 

Plti1ade1phia , P,l. , for respondents.

TNITL\L DECl~~IU:-'; BY .J.\l\IE8 ..A, PCHl'ELL , I-IEAHIXG ExA).lIxEn

The l~ol11plailJt. ill tlljS proceeding, issued Dee-ember 4, H)57 , c.hal'ges
tIte l'espmH1ents Glenoit :Mills , Inc., n corporation, and 

....\. 

:1\1.

Sonnabend , Clarence E. 11nf1'o1'(l , Arnold ~V. Schmidt and Hay
Tetz1eff, individun11y and as officers of said corporation , with yiola-
tion of the Fedcl'n1 Trade Commission A.ct by means of thl\ use oJ
certain fa1se, mislencling, and deceptive representations in c.onnection
with the manufacture , sale and distribution of fabrics made to sim-
nlate natural fur , in eoI11l11e,l'ce , :18 "commerce" is defined in said act.,

After the issuance of said complaint respondents G1enoit ~lills
In~. , C1cll'enCe E. Hatfonl

, .

Arnold 'V. Schmidt and Ray Tetzletl' , 011
Feurunl')' I:! , IU5S , entered into an agreement for a Llmsent order "iUt
c(Hl1lsel ill support of the eomplaint 'irhich agreement -was dn1y a 
proved by the Director and .Assistant, Dil'ect-Ol' of the, Bllreall of
Litigation of the J, edend Trade Commission.

The agreement. disposes of all charges of the. (ympln into as issued
exeept in t.\\'o particn1ars:

1. For the re.:tso))s stated in an ntri(lavie :dtatlwd to and made a part
of said agreement, the parties lwve j)) said agreement specifiC-any pro-
vided that the charges of the complaint ag:liJlst the jnclividua1 re-
spondent A, ~1. Sanna bend , shall lc1 be dislllissed , said c.oncoru being
confirmed in tohe, proposed ordel' fonning a. part of said agreement:
:lJId
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2. That the charge that respondents ' products " look" like mink, as
contained in subparagraph 4 of paragraph 6 of the complaint be

dismissed because of the subjective character of the charge and the
impossibility of proof thereof, said dismissal having been likewise
confirmed and incorporated in the proposed order contained in saidagreement. 
It was expressly provided in said agreement that the signing

thereof is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an

admission by respondents that they have violated the law as alleged

in the complaint.

By the terms of said agl'eeme, , the signatory respondents admit-
ted all of the jurisdictional allegations of the complaint and agreed

that the record herein ma.y be taken as though the Commission had
made findings of jurisdictional facts in accordance with such allega-
tions. The parties expressly ,,'aived t\, hearing before the hearing
exa.miner or the Commission , the making of findings of fact or con-
clusions of la.w by the hearing examiner or the Commission, the
filing of exceptions and ora.l argument before the COll1Jnission , and all
further and other procedure before the hearing examiner and the
Commission to which the signatory respondents may otherwise be
entitled under the Federal Trade Commission Act or the rules of
practice of the Commission.

The signatory respondents further agreed that the order to cease
a.nd desist issued in accordance ,,'ith said agreement shall haTe the
same force find eflect as though made after a full hearing, presenta-
tion of evidence, and findings and conclusions thereon , and specifically
waived any and all right, power or privilege to cha.llenge or eontest
the validity of such order.

It was further provided that said agreement, together with the
complaint, shall constitute the. entire record herein; that the com-
plaint herein may be used in construing the terms of the order issued
pursuant to said agreement; and that the said order may be altered
modified or set aside in the manner provided by statute for other
orders of the ComJIlission.

Said agreement recites that the respondent Glenoit :1\1ills , Inc. , is a
corporation organized , existing and doing business under and 
virtue of the laws of the State of Delaware, and that Clarence E.
IIafl'ord , Arnold W. Schmidt, and Ray Tetzlefl' are individuals and
are, respectively, vice president in charge of sales, vice president in
charge of production , and treasurer of the corporate respondent. The
office and principal place of business of all respondents signatory is
located at No. 450 Seventh A venue , New York , N.
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The hearing examiner has considered such agreement and the order
therein contained , and , it appearing that said agreement and order
provides for an appropriate disposition of the proceeding, the same
is hereby accepted and , without further notice to respondents, is
ordered filed upon becoming part of the Commission s decision in

accordance with sections 3.21 and 3.25 of the rules of practice, and
in consonanee with the terms of said agreement, the hearing examiner
finds that the Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the
subject matter of this proceeding and of all the respondents named
herein , and that this proceeding is in the interest of the public
wherefore he issues the following order:

ORDER

It is ordered That respondent Glenoit ~lills, Ine. , a eOJ'poration
and its officers, and Clarence E. Hafi'ord , Ai'nold 'V. Schmidt , and
Hay Tetzlefl' , individually and as officers of said corporation, and re-
spondents ' agents , representatives , and employees , (lireetly or through
any corporate or other device , in eonnection ,,-ith the offering for sale
sale or distribution of fabrics made to simulate natural fur, in eom-
merce, as "commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act
do fort)nyith ee.ase and desist from:

(1) Representing, directly or by implication , that said fabric:
a. Is made from the pelts, hair or fur fibers of a fur bearing anima)

or animals;

b. I-Ias the feel of na tural fur;
c. Is made into coats or other garments by master furriers, unless

sneh is the fact;
d. Is made, into eoats or other garments in the same manner as if

real fur were used,

(2) Using the term "let-out," or any other words of similar im-
port. or meaning, to deseribe or refer to the manner in whieh respond-
ents fabries are made into eoats or other garments.

It juJ'fheJ' ordered. That, the eomplaint, insofar as it relates to
respondent A. )1. Sonnnbend in his individual capacity, and the
charge of the complaint eoneerning the word "Look " as set. out in
subparagraph 4 of paragraph 6 be , and the same is hereby, dismissed.

DECISION OF THE CO:;\DIISSlO~ .\~D ORDER TO FILE ImpoRT OF COl'IPLlANCE

Pursuant to section 3.21 of the Commission s rules of prac6ce , the
initial decision of the hearing examiner shall on the 5th day of t.TuneL., 
1958 become the decision of the Commission; and, aecordingly:
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I t is ordered That the respDndents Glenoit :Mills, Inc. , a COl'PO-

ration, and Clarenee. E. IIafford , Arnold ",V. Schmidt, and Ray
Tetzleff, individually and as officers of Glenoit :Mills , Inc. , shall , with-
in 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 "\vhieh they have complied ,,'ith the order to cease and desist.
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Ix THE JL\TTEH OF

STANDARD 'VOOL BATTING CORP. ET AL.

COXSEN'l' ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE CO:Ml\IISSION AND THE WOUL PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 7027. CoJH.plaint , Jan. 14, 1!J58-Decisio-n , June 5, 1958'

Consent order requiring a manufacturer in ?\ew York City to cease violating

the 'Vool Products Labeling Act by tagging and invoicing as "100 percent
reprocessed wool" and "80 percent reusel1 wool " battings which contained
substantially less than such percentages of reprocessed and reused wool
and failing in other respel'ts to comply with the labeling requirements of
the act.

AIr. Ii ent P. Il,' atz for the Commission.
J1f1' . Simon I(')"wnnolz and illT. Be-rna'J'd Clws1/ek THO 8e and also

fol' Standard 'V 001 Batting Corp.

11"Tl'IAL DECISION BY EVERETT F. HXYCRAFT , lIEARI~G EXAMINER

The Federal Trade Conllnission issued its complaint against the
above,-named respondents 011 January 1-:1-, 1958 , c.harging them ,,-ith
the use of unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods
of competition in commerce in violation of the provisions of the Fed-
eral Trade Commission .Act, the 'V 001 Products Labeling Act of 19a~)

and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the V\! 001 Prod-
ucts Labeling .Act. After the issuance of said complaint. and tIle
filing of their answer thereto , the initial hearing was held on l\lnr~h In
H)58 , in Ne,,' York , N.Y.. at which time, before testimony ,"as take11

an agreement for consellt order was entered into by and between the
respondents and counsel supporting the complaint, subject to appl'ova 

by the Bureall of Litigation , in accordanc.e with section 3.25 of the
rules of practice l\m1 procedure of the Commission. This agTeement

,YHS duly approvcd by the Bureau of Litigation and submitted to the
hearing examiner on :Mareh 26 1958.

By the terms of said agreement, the respondents admitted all
the jurisc1ictiO1ml facts alleged in the eomplaint and agreed that
the record may be taken as if findings of jurisdictional facts had
been duly made in accordanee with such allegations, said agree-
ment disposing of all of this proceeding as to all parties. R.e-

spondents in the agreement expressly waived any further procedural
steps before the hearing examiner and the Commission; the making
of findings of fact or l.'oncll1sions of law; and all of the rights
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they may have to challenge or contest the validity of the order
to cease and desist entered in accordance with this agreement.

It was further provided in said agreement that the record on which
the initial decision and the decision of the Commission shall be
based shall consist solely of the complaint and the said agreement.
It was further agreed that the agreement shall not bec.ome a part
of the official record unless and until it becomes a part of the decision
of the Commission , and that said agreement is for settlement pur-
poses only and does not constitute an admission by respondents
that they have violated the I a,,' as alleged in the complaint. The
said agreement also provided that the order to eease and desist
issued in accordance there-with shalllmve the same force and effect as
if entered after a full hearing; that it may be altered , modified
or set aside in the manner provided for other orders; and that
the complaint may be used in construing the terms of the order.
This proceeding having nO"i~ come on for final consideration by

the hearing examiner on the complaint and the aforesaid agree-
ment for consent order, and it appearing that said agreement pro-
vides for an appropriate disposition of this proceeding, the aforesaid
agreement is here.by aecepted and is ordered filed upon becoming
part of the Commission s decision in accordance with sections 3.
and 3.25 of the rules of practic.e; and in consonance with the terms
of said agreement, the hearing examiner makes the following juris-
dictional findings and order:

1. Respondent Standard ,V 001 Batting Corp. is a. corporation
existing and doing bnsiness under and by virtue of the laws of
the State of New York, with its office and principal place of busi-
ness located at 4235 Park Avenue, Ne,,' York, N.

Individual respondents Simon Krumholz and Bernard Chosnek
are president and treasurer , respec.tively, of respondent corporation.
These individuals formulate, direct, and control the policies, acts

and practices of said corporation. Their address is the same as
that of the corporate respondent.

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 action against said respondents
under the Federal Trade Commission Act and the ,V 001 Products
Labeling Act of 1939, and this proceeding is in the interest of
the public.

oRDEn

It is ordered That respondents, Standard 'Y 001 Batting Corp.
a eorpol'ation, and its officers, and Simon Krumholz and Bernard
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Chosnek, individually and as officers of said corporation , and re-
spondents ' representatives , agents, and employees , directly or through
any corporate or other deviee, in connection with the introduction

or manufacture for introduction into commeree, or the offering for
sale, sale, transportation , or distribution in commerce , as "commerce
is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act and the 'V 001

Products Labeling Act of 1939, of ,vool batting or other "wool
products~' as such products are defined in and subject to the 'V 001
Products Labeling Act of 1939 , which products contain, or in any
way are represented as eontaining "wool

" "

re.proeessed " or "reused
wool " do forthwith eease and desist from misbranding sueh
products by:

1. Falsely or deeeptiyely stamping, tagging, labeling or otherwise
identifying sueh produets as to the character or amount of the
constituent fibers ineluded therein.

2. Failing to seeurely affix to or plaee on en-eh sueh produet a
stamp, tag, label , 01' other means of identification showing in a
deal' and eonspieuous manner:

(a) the pereentage of the total fiber ,,-eight of sueh wool product
exelnsive of ornamentation not execeding 5 percentum of said total
fiber weight, of (1) 'wool , (2) reprocessed wool, (3) reused wool
(4) each fiber othe-r thn-n "'001 where said percentages by "Weight

of sueh fiber is f) pereentll111 or more, and (5) the aggregate of an
other fibers;

(b) the maximum percentage of the total weight of such wool
product of any nonf-ibrous loading, filling, or adnlterating matter;

(c) the name or the registered identifieation number .of the man-
nfaeturer of such "' 001 produet or of one or more persons engaged
in introducing sneh wool product into eommerce, or in the ofl'ering

, for sale., sale, transportation , distributing or delivery for shipment
thereof in eommeree, as "c.olllmeree" is defined in the ":001 Products

La.beling Act of 1930.

J t 1:8 fu,J'theJ' onlmo That respondents, Standard 'V 001 Batting
Corp. , a corporation , and its oflicers , and Simon Krumholz and
BeTnard Chosnek , individllaJ)y and as oifieers of said cOl'porn.tion

and respondents ' representatives , agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device, in conneetion with the ofi'ering
for sale , sale or distribution of wool batting or any other product in
commeree, as "commeree" is defined in the Federal Trade Commissjon
Act, do forthwith eease and desist from:

:Misrepresenting the constituent. fibers of which their products
are eornposed or the percentages thereof in invoices, shipping mem-

oranda. or in any other manner.
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DECISION OF THE CO::\Il\IISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT Ol~ CO::\IPLIANCE

Pursuant to section 3.21 of the Commission ~s rules of prnc.tice
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shall , on the 5th day of
Tune 1958 , be~,ome the decision of the Commission; and , aceordingly:

It i.s oi'(lej' That the respondents herein sha11 , within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this order, file 'with the Commis-
sion a report in writing setting forth in detail ' the manner and
form in wh iell t hey hnY~, complied wit 11 the order t.o cease and
d esist..
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IN THE ~IATTER OF

,VOOL NOVELTY CO. INC. ~ ET AL.

COXSENT ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF TH:E
FEDERAL TH"\DE CO)UUSSIO)r l\ND THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING .\CTS

Docket (;SG"i', Complllint , A_lIg. 20 , 1.9.57-Deci8ioll

, .

1111/('. j.fJ58

Con:-:ent order requh' jng three affiliated concerns in Xe,," York Cay and Phila-
delpbia. to cense violating the 'Vool Products Labeling Act by fall'ely
tagging as "100 percent cashmere" and labeUng also with a facsimile
of the British f-Jng and the significant EngUsh historical name "Drake,
s,,"ea ters which were lmitted in Philadelphia of yarn imported from Jnpan,
nnd failing in other respects to C'omply ,vith the labeling requirements of
the act; and to ceHse representing falsely by respondent partnership
use of the trade name "Drake Knitting Mills" and the phrase "manu-
facturers of sweHters and knitted sportswe:u" on invoices , thnt the partner-
ship wns the manufnctnrer of sweaters imported from England by cnrporate
respondent and for whkh it ",ns merely the selling agent.

AI'/'. Flctehc,' (J. (/uhn and All'. Adlwl' B. Edgew07'th for the

ommission.
JIJ' . E'n"zu Feldllloll of New York , N. , Jor respondents.

I~TL'J , \ L DEClSlON BY LemEN IT. L, \ UGHLl:N ~ I-IE.\I~lNG Ex.\l\l1 NEll

The Fe(lern 1 Trnde Commission (sometimes also hereinafter
l'efe.ned to as the Commission) issned it.s complaint herein , eharging
the above.-wnned respondents ,,'ith lutTing violatec1 Ow J11'ovisions
of both the Fedel'l1 1 Tl'11f1e Commission _Art ;1.n(l the ,V 001 Prodnc.ts
Labeling Art in certain particulars.

On April 3 , 1058 , there wns submitt.c(l to the nndersigned herB'ing
examiner of the Commission for his eonsi(leration and approval an
agreement containing consent order to cease and desist, whieh had
hepll entered into by all(l between respondents and the aHol'Jwy for
the Commission ~ Imdel' elate of ~lnrc.h 31 , 1D58 , snbjeet to the. approval
of the Bnrean of Litigation of the Commission , \yhich had s11b8e-
qnent)y duly approved the snme.

On dne consideration of sneh agreement, the hearing examiner find:;;
that said agreement, both in form and in content, is in aecon1 with
section 3.25 of the Con1J11ission s rules of praet.iee for ac1judicntive

proceedings, and that by said agreement the pmties have. speeificnJ)y
agreed to the following matters:

1. Hespondent ,\"00) Nm-eH.y Co., Inc. , is a corporation existing
and doing business lmdel' and by virtue of the 1n\ys of the State of
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