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Complaint 57 F.

IN THE l\1ATTER OF

TOWER WOOLEN CORPORATION ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO TI-IE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF 'II-IE

FEDERAL TRA,DE CO:L\Il\IISSION AND THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 7945. Contpla.'int , June 15, 19GO-Decisions Not' . 9 1960

Two illentiC'nl com:ent orders requiring ~ew York City distributors to cease
yiolating the Wool Products Labeling Act by labeling as "85% wool and
15% camel hair , wool fabrics which contained substantially less wool
and camel hail' than thus indicated; b~' failing to label certain wool

products as required; and by remoYing identifying tags from wool fab-

rics before selling them to garll1ent manufacturers.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fe,deral Trade Commission Act
and the ,V 001 Products Labeling ,Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts , the. Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Tower ,Voolen Corporation , a corpo-

ration, and ~Taek Forman and Raymond Garslwff , individually and
as officers of said eorporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents
have violated the provisions of said Acts and the Rules and Regu-
lations promulgated under the ,V 001 Products Labeling Act , and it
appearing to the Commission that. a proceeding by it in respect
there,of ,yould be in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as foJ1ows:

P ARAGRAl'H 1. Respondent To"er ,Voolen Corporation is a corpo-

ration organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue 
the la,ys of the State of New York. Individual respondents Jack

Forman and Raymond GarskoH are oflicers of the corporate re-

spondent. Said individual respondents eooperate in formulating,
directing and controJ1ing the acts , policies and practices hereinafter
referred to. _Al1 respondents haTe. th~ir office and principal plac.e

of business at 240 ,Vest. 37th Street , New York , New York
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the ,V 001 Products

Labeling Act of 1 D39 and more especial1y since 1958 respondents
have introduced into commerce , sold , tl'ansportec1 ~ distribntec1 ~ deliv-

ered for shipment and ofi'ered for sale in commerce , as "eommerce

is defmec1 in said Act

, "-

001 products as "wool products" are defined
therein.

PAn. 3. Certain of ~f1id ,yool products "-ere misbranc1e,d by the

respondents ,,-ithin the intent and meaning of Sedion 4 (a) (1) 
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the Wool Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and deceptively
labeled or tagged with respect to the character and amount of the
constituent fibers eontained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products were wool fabrics labeled
or tagged by respondents as 85% wool and 15% camel hair whereas
in truth and in faet, said products eontained substantially less than
85% wool , as "wool" is defined in the Wool Products Labeling Act
and substantially less than 15% camel hair.

PAR. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded

by respondents in that they were not stamped , tagged or labeled as
required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of the "\Vool Prod-
nets Labeling Act and in the manner and form as prescribed by the

ules and Regulations promulgated under said Act.
PAR. 5. Certain of said wool produets purchased in and trans-

ported to respondents in commeree had affixed thereto , when deliv-
ered to them at their said place of business , stamps , tags , labels or
other means of ide,ntifieation required by the "\1'001 Products Label-
ing Act. Thereafter, and before being offered for sale or sold by
respondents to garment manufacturers , the respondents , with intent
to violate the provisions of said "\V 001 Products Labeling Act and
the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, removed or
participated in and caused the removal of such stamps , tags , labels
or other means of identification which purported to contain the
information required by the provisions of said Act and the Rules

and R,egulations thereunder , in violation of Section 5 of the 1Vool
Products Labeling Aet.

PAR. 6. The respondents in the course and eon duct of their busi-
ness as aforesaid were and are in substantial competition in com-

merce with other corporations, firms and individuals likewise en-
gaged in the sale of wool products , including woolen fabrics.

PAR. 7. The acts and praetices of the respondents as set forth
above were, and aTe, in violation of the "\V 001 Products Labeling

Ad of 1939 and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under, and constituted , and now constitute, unfair and deceptive
acts and practices and unfair methods of competition in commerce
within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

B",.f'ore flIt,. lVillia:rn L. Pael...: hearing examiner.

;Yr. DeW1:tt T. Puckett for the Commi;;sion.

jlfr. Nur' ray Licht,enoe1'

g, 

of New York, N. , for respondents

Tower "\Voolen Corporation and Raymond Garskof.

640968-63-
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INITIAL DECISION AS TO RESPONDENTS TOWER "r OOLEN CORPORATION

AND HAYMOND G ARSKOF

The complaint in this matter charges the respondents with viola-
tion of the "\Vool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and the Hules
and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and the Federal Trade
Commission Act in connection with the sale of wool products. An
agreement has now been entered into by respondents Tmver "\Voolen
Corporation and Raymond Garskof and eounsel supporting the
complaint which provides among other things, that said respond-
ents admit all of the jurisclictional anegations in the complaint;
that the record on which the initial decision and the decision of the
Commission shall be based shaH consist solely of the eompJa.int and
agreement; that the inclusion of Jindings of fact and L lcJusion of
In"" in the. deeisioll di~posing of this matter is \', aived , tob, ther \"it11

any further procedural steps before the hearing examiner and the
Commission; that the orde.l' hereinafter set forth may DL nterecl
in disposition of the proceeding, such order to hn"\-e the san forcc
and effect as if entered after ;1 full heal'ing~ said respondents spe-
cifically ,,-aiving any and all rights to challenge, or contest the valid-
ity of such order; that the onler ma:" be altered , modified, or set

aside in the manner prO\' ic1ed for oth('1' orders oJ the Commission;
that the complaint may be used in construing the terms of the or-
der; that. the agreempnt is for sen1el1H'Jlt purposes only and does
not constitute all admission by S;1 id l'l'sfHmclents that they have vio-
lated the la"\v as anegec1 in the complaint.

The hearing examiner haying ('cmsidc'l'pcl the ~Igreement and pro-
posed order and being of the cpinion 1)):11 llwy proyide an adequate

basis for appropriate dispo~ihon ot the pnwceding, the agreement
is hereby accepted ~ the Jo11o"\ving jl1l'i~,(lieliolll11 iinc1ings lnade , ami
the follmying" order issued:

1. Eespondent Tm\"\?r '\Yoolcn CoJ'por;lti011 is ~t ::\e\y Yor.\.;: co1'1)CI-

rat1on ~ with its oiEce and pl'incip;l1 IJ1;tce oJ Lm8ine~s located :11' 2, )-0

"\Vest ~37th ~;treC'L ?\e"\-"- 'Yol'k Se"\-..- York. JncliyichwJ respondent
Raymond Gfli'S!;:OJ (C'lToneO1ls1:' J'delTpd 10 in (he complain ~I:::

Haymond Gnrskoil') is an oIli('t'l' cd I lIP C'Ol'pO I':de l'l'sponden( , and

his address is tlw saIne ns th~1t oJ 11)(' (,ol'poJ':t1e l'e~: pondent.
2. The Fec1el':l1 Trade Conllllissioll lias jurisclie/ion of tlw ~:lIb-

je.ct mattt~r of this proceeding and oJ the said respon(1en1s~ and th(O

proceeding is in the public. interest.

ORDER

1 t oi'(lel1 That respondents '1'0"\\"(' 1' ,Voolcn Corporation , a

corporation , and its ofIicers , and Haymond Garskof (erroneously
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referred to in the complaint as Haymond Gal'skoff), individually
and as an officer of said corporation, and respondents ' representa-
tives, agents and employees , directly or through any corporate or
other device , in connection "ith the introduction into commerce, or
the offering for sale~ sale, transportation or distribution in eom-
me.rc.e, as "eommerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act and the 'V 001 Products Labeling Aet of 1030 of "001 fabrics
or other " ""001 products\ flS such products are defined in and sub-
ject to the '17ooJ Products Labeling Act of 1039 , do forthwith cease
and desist from:

A. ~1isbranding of such products by: 
1. Falsely and deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or other'-

wise, identifying such products as to the character or amount 

the constituent fibers included therein:
2. J1 ailing to affix labels to such products shmying each element 

information re.(luirec1 to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of the
vY 001 Products LnbeJing ..:\ct of H)3~).
B. Causing or partJc1pnhng in iLl' reJ11m-nl of any stamp, tag~

lalx~1 or other meal)') of identiiicf'tti(/11 nlk,ell IU any s11ch '" \'i- not
proc1l1ct\ pursuant to the \Yool Products Labeling Act of 1039
"hich purports to contain 1111 01' 11J1~T pnrt of the information re-
quired by said Act

, ,,-

ith intent to ,'ialate any of the provisions 

said Act. .

DECISJOX OF THE COJDIISSIOX XND OJWEH TO FILE RE~jOln OF CO)IPLJ.AXCJ~

Pl1rSllant to Section 3.2J of t he Commission ~s Rules of Practice
the initial decision as to respondent:.; Towel' \Voolen Corporation
anel Hayrnond Gr11'S1;:01 by the hc;ll'jng e:~aminer shaH , on the 9th
dny of X oyemlJ('l', 1 D(;O~ become HJe decision oJ the Commission;
and , accorcbngly :

;s Q)'deJ'cd That rpspondents Tmyer '\'\'oole11 Corporation , a
corporation , and Hnymonc1 (raTskof~ individually and as an ofEcer
of said corporation , shalL within sixty (GO) clays after seryjce llpon
them of this orc1er ~ file ,yith the, Commission a report in "Titing
setbng forth in detail the rn;1nncl' and form in ,yhieh they have
complied '\Vjt.h the onler to eei!Se nnc1 desist.

Be:t'ore .'111'. 11';//;"1111 T. Prrd' JH';ning' e:--:nmincJ'.
;111' De lViu T. Puckett Jor tl10 Commission.
.:lb' . Saul PulJie, :\e,y York

, ~.

, for 1'esp(mdent ,Jack I~ orm;:ll.

INITIAL DEClSlOX .\8 TO JiEST'OXDE::\'T . L\CK FOR:.\L\,

The complaint jn thjs Jil;\ltl' chal'ges the respondents 'with viola-
tion of the ,V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1030 , and the Hules
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and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and the Federal Trade
Commission Act in eonneetion with the sale of wool products. An
agreement has now been entered into by respondent tJack Forman
and counsel supporting the eomplaint whieh provides , among other
things, that said respondent admits all of the jurisdiction allegations
in the complaint; that the record on which the initial decision and
the deeision of the Commission shall be based shall consist solely 
the complaint and agreement; that the inclusion of findings of faet
and conclusions of law in the decision disposing of this matter 
waived , together with any further procedural steps before the hear-
ing examiner and the Commission; that the order hereinafter set
forth may be entered in disposition of the proceeding, such order
to have the same foree and efI'eet as if entered after a full hearing,
said respondent speeifically waiving any and all rights to challenge
or contest the validity of sueh order; that the order may be altered
modified , or set aside in the manner provided for other orders of
the Commission; that the complaint may be used in construing the
terms of the order; and that the agreement is for settlement pur-
poses only and does not eonstitute an admission by said respondent
that he has violated the law as alleged in the complaint.

The agreement further shows that respondent ~Tack Forman sev-
ered his eonnections with the eorporate respondent on l\Iarch 31
1960, and has not been an officer of the corporation sinee that date.
The agreement therefor provides for dismissal of the eomplaint as to
respondent Jack Forman in his capacity as an officer of the cor-
poration.

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

1. Respondent Jack Forman is an individual and former officer
of respondent Tower Woolen Corporation. Hesponclent tTack For-
man s present address is 170-10 73rd A venue , Jamaiea , New York.
His former address was 240 ",rest 37th Street , New York , New York.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdietion of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the said respondent, and the pro-
ceeding is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondent tTack Forman , an individual , and
respondent's representatives , agents and employees directly or
through any corporate or other device , in connection with the intro-
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duction into commerce, or the offering for sale , sale, transportation
or distribution in commeree , as "commerce :' is defined in the Fed-
end Trade Commission Act and the "\Vool Products Labeling Act
of 1 939 , of wool fabrics or other "wool products " as such products

fire denned in ~nd subject to the. "\Vool Products Labeling Act of
1939 , do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. :Misbranding of such products by:
1. Falsely and deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or other-

wise identifying such products as to the eharacter or amount of
the constituent fibers included therein;

2. Failing to affix labels to such products showing each element
of information required to be disclosed by Section 4(a)(2) of the

ool Products Labeling Act of 1939.
R. Causing or participating in the removal of any stamp, ta.g,

label or ot 11(11' means of identification affixed to any such "wool
product ~: pursuant to the vV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939
,,-hich purports to contain a11 or any part of the information re-
quired by sai(l Act , with intent to violate any of the provisions of
said Aet.

1t -is fu-rthe' l' ol'deTed That the complaint be , and the same hereby
, dismissed as to respondent Jack I. orman as an officer of Tower

"\Y"oo)en Corporation.

DECISION OF THE co~BnsSION AND OlWER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission s Rules of Praetiee

the initinl decision as to Jac.k Forman by the hearing examiner
shall , on the 9th day of November, 1960 become the decision of
the Commission; and , aceordingly :

It i.~' O"i'de' That respondent Jack Forman , individually, shall
within sixty (60) days after serviee upon him of this order, file
with the Commission a report in 'writing setting forth in detail
the. manner and form in which he has complied with the order to
cease and desist.

IN THE ~1ATTER OF

JA Y KAY DISTRIBUTING CO. ET AL.

CONSENT ORDEn , t:TC.~ JX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VJOLATJON OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COMMJSSJON ACT

Docket 8033. Complaint , July 1960-Decision, Nov. 10, 19GO

Consent order requiring Detroit distributors of phonograph records to cease
giving coneenled "pnyoln " to disc jocke~'s and other personnel of radio


