accordingly :

It is ordered. That 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.

I~ v MATTER OF
STEACIE GARNETTING COMPANY. ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 7618. Complaint, Oct. 22, 1959—Decision, Jan. 14, 1960

Consent order requiring manufacturers in Framingham, Mass., to cease ¥vio-
lating the Wool Products Labeling Act by tagging as “1009% wool,” gar-
mets of stock containing a substantial portion of reprocessed wool, and
by failing to comply with labeling requirements of the Act.

Mr. 4. D. Edelson for the Commission.
Mr. James W. Noonan of Herrick, Smith, Donald, Farley &
Ketchwm. of Boston, Mass., for respondents.

Intrian Decistox BY Harry R. Hixkres. Hrarine ExaMINEr

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above named respondents on October 22, 1059, charging them with
having violated the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, as well as the Fed-
eral Trade Commission Act. through the misbranding of certain
wool products.

An agreement has now been entered into by respondents and
counsel supporting the complaint which provides, among other
things. that respondents admit all the jurisdictional facts alleged
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in the complaint; 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 agreement; that the making of findings of
fact and conclusions of law in the decision disposing of this matter
is waived, together with any further procedural steps before the
hearing examiner and the Commission: that the order hereinafter
set forth may be entered in this proceeding without further notice
to the respondents and when entered shall have the same force
and effect as if entered after a full hearing, respondents specifically
waiving all the rights they may have to challenge or contest the
validity of the order; that the order may be altered, modified, or
set aside in the manner provided for other orders; that the complaint
may be used in construing the terms of the order; that the agree-
ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an
admission by respondents that they have violated the law as alleged
in the complaint; and that the agreement shall not become a part of
the official record unless and until it becomes a part of the decision
of the Commission.

The hearing examiner having considered the agreement and pro-
posed order and being of the opinion that they provide an ade-
quate basis for appropriate disposition of the proceeding, the
agreement is hereby accepted, the following jurisdictional findings
made, and the following order issued: -

1. Respondent Steacie Garnetting Company is a corporation or-
ganized, existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Massachusetts, with its oflice and principal place
of business located at 885 Waverly Street, Framingham, Massa-
chusetts.

The individual respondents Curtis Steacie and John B. Steacie
are officers of the corporate respondent and cooperate in formulating,
directing and controlling the acts. policies and practices of the cor-
porate respondent. Said individual respondents have their office
and principal place of business at the same address at the corporate
respondent.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents. and the proceed-
ing is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered. That respondents Steacie Garnetting Company. a
corporation, and its officers, and Curtis Steacie and John B. Steacie,
individually and as officers of said corporation, and respondents’
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representatives, agents and employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with the introduction, or
manufacture for introduction, into commerce, or the offering for
sale, sale, transportation or distribution in commerce, as “commerce”
is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939, of “wool products,” as such products
are defined in and subject to the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939, do forthwith cease and desist from mishranding such products
by :

1. Falzely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling, or other-
wise identifying such products as to the character or amount of the
constituent fibers contained therein;

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

(a) The percentage of the total fiber weight of such wool product,
exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding five percentum of said
total fiber weight of (1) wool, (2) reprocessed wool, (3) reused
wool, (4) each fiber other than wool where said percentage by
welght of such fiber is five percentum or more, and (5) the aggre-
gate of all other fibers:

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

(¢) The name or the registered identification number of the
manufacturer of such wool product or of one or more persons en-
gaged in introducing such wool product into commerce, or in the
offering for sale, sale. transportation, distribution or delivery for
shipment thereof in commerce, as “commerce” is defined in the
Wool Products Tabeling Act of 1939.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER TO TFILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 14th day
of January, 1960, become the decision of the Commission: and,
accordingly :

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.
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Ix tHE MATTER OF

DAVID ROSEN, INC., ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket 7070. ("mn.plm‘.nt,'Dec. 2, 1959—Decision, Jan. 19, 1960

Conzent order requiring an independent Philadelphia distributor of phono-
#raph records to retail outlets and juke hox operators in the eastern
P'ennsylvania and southern New Jersey area, to cease giving concealed
“pavoela™ (money or other valuable consideration) to disc jockeys or oth-
ers as an inducement to broadcast records in which it had a financial
interest, and reguiring such disc jockeys or others to disclose when they
were paid for the selection and broadcasting of records.

MroJohn T. Walker and Mr. James H. Kelley supporting the
complaint., ‘
Mr. Matthew S. Biron of Philadelphia, Pa., for respondents.

Intr1sr Drecision By Epwarp Creen, Hrarixe ExadMINer

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondents on December 2, 1959, charging them with
having violated the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
by unfairly paying money or other valuable consideration to induce
the playing of phonograph records over radio and television sta-
tions in order to enhance the popularity of such records.

On December 31, 1959 there was submitted to the undersigned
hearing examiner an agreement between the above-named respond-
ents, their counsel, and counsel supporting the complaint providing
for the entry of a consent order.

Under the foregoing agreement, the respondents.admit the juris-
dictional facts alleged in the complaint. The parties agree, among
other things, that the cease and desist order there set forth may
be entered withont further notice and have the same force and
effect as if entered after a full hearing and the document includes
a waiver by the respondents of all rights to challenge or contest the
validity of the order issuing in accordance therewith. The agree-
ment further recites that it is for settlement purposes only and does
not constitute an admission by the respondents that they have vio-
lated the law as alleged i the complaint.

The hearing examiner finds that the content of the agreement
meets all of the requirements of Section 3.25(b) of the Rules of the
‘Commission.



