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Commission Act and the 1V 001 Produets Labeling Act, of wool
products as "wool pro duets" are defined in and subject to the Wool
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith cease. and desist from Inis-
branding such products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or identify-
ing sueh products as to the eharacter or amount of the eonstituent
fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to affix labels to sueh products s~lOwing each element
of information required to be disclosed by Seetion 4 (a) (2) of the
'iVool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

The Commission having considered the hearing examiner s initial

decision , filed September 29, 1960 , aceepting an agreement contain-
ing a consent order theretofore executed by the respondents and
counsel in support of the complaint; and

It appearing: that the initial deeision contains a statement which
is not based upon the aforesaid agreement and is , to that extent, at
varianee with such agreement; and the Commission being of the
opinion that this departure from the. agreement should be corrected:

It is 0'l'(.le1~ed That the initial deeision be , and it hereby is , modi-
fied by striking from said decision the second sentence in the first
paragraph thereof.

1 t is 1'Il.Ttlle'l' O1'de-rcd That the initial decision, as so modified

shall , on the 16th day of November, 1960 , become the decision of
the Commission.

1 t is fu.rther ordered That the respondents shall , within sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with the order contained in the
aforesaid initial deeision , as modified.

IN THE l\lATTER OF

GORDOK-::UASLING OPTICAL CO:MPANY, INC., ET AL.

CON8EXT ()Hmm , ETC. , IN JU':GARD TO THE ALLEGED YH)LATION OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE cOJ\nnssION ACT

Docket 7955. Complaint, June 1960-Decision, Nov. 1960

Consent order requiring sellers of optical goods in Rochester , N. , to cease

advertising falsely that all persons could successfully wear their contact
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lenses and could wear them all c1a~. without discomfort; that their lellses
would correct all defects in vision; and that purchasers could discard
their eyeglasses.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to he provisions of the Federal Trade Commission 
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by saiel Aet , the Federal
Trade Commission , having reason to believe that Gordon- :.Iasling
Optical Company, Ine. ~ a c.orporation , trading under the name of
Optical ..\..ssoeiates of HochesteL and Bernnnl ~Jnsling and Stan ley
Gordon , individuaJly and as of!iccrs of said corporation , hereinafter
referred to as respondents, have violated the prm.isions of said Act
and it, appearing to the CcHnrnission that n proceeding by it in re-
spect thereof ".oulel be in the public interest , hereby issues its CO111-

pluint , stating its chnrgcs in th;11 1'8SP(:'Ct :IS follo".
\1:,,-\(;1:"\1' 11 1. Hesponc1ent (~oI'CICJJ\- )'la~3Jing Company~ Inc. , is a

corporation orgnniz('cl , existing ancl doing Lmsiness uncleI' and 
virtue, of the In,,.s of the State oJ ::~p,y York ,yjtb its principal
oflice and place of bl1siness lo('ilted at :;:") ~; E:1st :.hin 81 reeL J~ocl1('s-

tel' , l\e,y York. Said CO1'VIl';ltioll UiHil' :'i llndvl' ILl' n;llll(' 0-1' Optjc~d
\~80ciates of l~ochesier.
Indiyidual respondents Bernal'll 7Ibsling :111(1 ~~j;11l1e:\' (~ordon arC'

officers of (-)w co1'por:11e r('spon(lent. '1'11ey fO1'111rtlatc : c1i1'ect ancl

control ill(' ac1s and li)'achces oJ 111\' l ())'f)()),;11e respondent, incll1d-
ing' the ads :md practices herein;rl'tn :::('1 foril\. l' lwil' :l.C1clress is
the same as that of the ('orpo1';lt(' re:-::pc)lldenl.

u:. :!. Hesponc1ents ,11',,' no\y ~ and JU!' ::COlllC' riJlle h:~t past han~
h('.('n ~ eng:1gec1 in the sale oJ contact- lenses to the purchasing' public.
Contnct lenses are devicE's clesipTll'd to COJ'l'('C' 1 ('nore: :111(1 deficiencies
in the vision of tl1(:' ,\- P,11' (')' ant! il1'(, de\'icf':::, ;I~ ' d('\. ic(: ~ is clefinecl

in the Fc(1eral Trade Corrnnissiol1 _Ace,

u:. 

:j, 

In the CUllrse ,,11cT conc\11c( oJ theil' aJoresi1 ill Imsiness
responc1ents han' c1isseminntect nnc1 causf'cl the dissemination of
:1(I\'('1'lise111ents cO11('enJi11 ;' illeil' s; lid del- ices by 01(' linitp(! ~~tates
m:liis ,1llc1 hy various means ill ('OJlJJrJCl'C'C'. ;I~; ;' coJJJ)lJe)'('\' .' i:;; c.1efine(!

in i h(' Fec1t:'l'i11 Tl'ilCIc (' (JJ1"1l11is~~ioli ~ \('t , including bl1t llot limite(l In
:I(h(,l'(i~em('nts in nE',\'spapers ill1(1 )iY )\1(';1n(; oJ ci)'('uJ:t)'~; . :111d panJ-

p1JlE'ts ~ for the purpose oJ inc111cjn~' nlHI ,yhicll :1)'(' lil\('!:,, ' 10 jnch1ce

directly or inc1irC'cny~ Ow p1ll' Ch;1~C' oJ snic! devices: :111(1 rcspond-
ents 11:ll"e clissemin:1tecl , and c:msC'(1 i l)(' cLi~s(' mjnatio)\ oL acln' rtisC'-

ments concelTJing their s:1ic1 c.lc:',-ic('s by vHrinllS rnC':ms. including but

not limi (eel to the :doresaic1 media , Jor t he purpose of inducing and
,yhich \'\' ere and are likely to il1dllCe, directly or indil'ect1y~ the
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purchase of their said devices in cornmerce, as "commerce:: is de-
fined in the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAn. 4. Arnong and typical of the statements contained in said
ach-ertisements , disseminated and caused to be disseminated : as afore-
said, are the following: t'"' ~,

I would reeollllnenc1 Cuntaet Lenses to any person who is now wearing
g)as~es,

8(' e for Yf)\u:,:clf 110\"'- eolllfortabh~ really invisible eontnct lenses are,

:;: '" 

:,: \Vear our eontnct lenses all dflY long * * 
Le~1I'1l 110\,- e:1S~' it h for you to (\0 flS hundreds of other Hochesterians have

c1O1IP :;: :~ * getting rid of their hateful , annoying glm:ses and getting' tl1e bene-
fits 111' IjJ()re natural and comfortable ,ision.

\l:. 5. By and through the statements in said advertisements dis-
seminnted and caused to be disseminated , as aforesaid , respondents
represent and have represented , directly and by implication:

1. ,AI I persons in need of visual col'l'ection can sllccessfllny \Teal'
respondel1 t s ' contact lenses.

2. There is no discomfort. in 'Tearing their contact lenses.
3. Said contact lenses can be. 'yorn an day ",ithout discomfort.
4. Theil' contact lenses ",ill correct all deJects in vision.
5. Eyeglasses may be discarded upon the purchase oJ theil' COIl-

tact. lenses.

Ul. G. The advertisements contnining the aforesnid statements
and representations are misleading- in llwterial respeLl's and consti-
tute "Jalse acl\'ertisements , n~~ the term is defined in the Federal
Trn(h~ Commission Act. In truth and in fad:

1. ..:1- signihcant IHimber of p(,l'~ons in need of visual correction
cm1ll0t. sllccessfl1Jly \H. aJ.' re~pondents ~ cont;1(,( lenses.

=!. 

Prnchcally ~llJ persons \"i)J experience some ciiscOlnJuri \"heJl
1i"SI Wenril!g respondents: ('011UIC1 lenses. In a signil1cfl11t IHUnbel'
oJ cases cliscomfOlt ",in be prolongeel nnd in some C'~lses wiJlnerel'
be o\'(.'rC'ome.

~L l\lnny persons c:l11not 'year l' espondE'nts ' contact. lenses all clay

\yithout discomfort and no person cnn "'ear said lenses all day ",ith-
out c1iseomJort until he or she lL18 beconw fully :ld:iustt'd therc!cJ.

J. nesponde11t;:; : con1;u:1 len~;es \yiJl .110t CO1 n'cl all deJects in "islcm.

5. Eyeglasses can not ~1hY:1YS I.w dis(,~ll'dell llpun tlw pnr\:11:18(, of
respondents ' contact lenses.

P;'d:. /. The clis~:;emination by lile l'espcmdpnts: of tl1(~ aforesaid
J';llse :lcln' l'ti:::eInt' llts constiwtes nnL1ir and clecepLin' acts ane! pl'~IC-

tices in COmn1Cl'C,(' within the il1tent and nJC':lnillg oJ the J'

---

e cl era!
TJ'nch~ C' ommission :\..c1.

.1/ . Fi'C(h~' i'icl.: .11 cJl (UI us supporting tIle COlllpJaint.
IICC':. lFc/c/i 

((. 

/JOC/Uil. oJ HoeheSll'l' Jor respondents.
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INITIAL DECISION OF J OH~ LEWIS IIEARING EXAMINER

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondents on June 16 , 1960 , charging them with the
use of, unfair and deee.ptive acts and practices in commeree., in vio-
lation of the Federal Trade Commission Act, by falsely advertising
certain contaet lenses manufactured find sold by them. After being
served with said eomplaint , respondents appeared by counsel and
entered into an agreement dated September 8, 1060 , containing a
eonsent order to cease and desist purporting to dispose of an of this
proceeding as to all parties. Said agreement. , which has been signed
by respondents , by counsel for said respondents and by eounsel sup-
porting the complaint , and approved by the Acting Director , Asso-
ciate Director and Assistant Director of the Commission ~s Bureau
of Litigation , has been submitted to the a hove-named hearing ex-
aminer for his eonsideration , in accordance with Section 3.2G of the
Commission s Rules of Practice for Adjudicative Proceedings.

Hespondents, pursuant to the afore~aid agrcemenL haY(' admitted
all the jurisdictional fac.ts alleged in the complaint and agreed thai
the record may be taken as if findings oJ jurisdictional fncts had
been duly made in accordance with snell al1egations. Said agree-
ment further provides that respondents "\\"ain~ nn~' further proce-
dural steps before the hearing examiner and the Commission , the
making of findings of fact or conclusions of law and all of the
rights they may have to challenge 01' contest. the ndidity of the
order to cease and desist entered in accordance "\yith such agreement.
It has been agreed that the order to cease and desist issued in accord-
ance with said agree,ment shall have the same force and eUed as if
entered after a full hearing and that the complaint may be used in
eonstruing the terms of said order. It has also heen agreed that the
record herein shaH consist solely of the complaint. and said agree-
ment, and that said agreement is for sett 1ement purposes only and
does not constitute an admission by respondents that they have vio-

lated the law as alleged in the eompbint.
This proceeding having now come on for fina 1 eollsiderat ion on the

complaint and the aforesaid agreement containing consent order , and
it appearing that the order proYic1ed for in sa1(1 agreement covers all
the aJIegations of the complaint and proyides. for an appropriate dis-
position of this proceeding as to an pal'tit's ~ said agreement is hereby
acecpted and is ordered filed upon this (h' 'iS10Jl ~ lwcoming the deci-
sion of the Commission pursua.nt to Spehons ;-\.21 and ::1.25 of the

Commission s Hules of Practice for Adjm1icative Proceedings , and
the hearing examiner, aecordingly, makes the follo"\yillg :i nrisdie-
tional findings and order:
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1. Respondent Gordon- l\tIasling Company, Inc. , is a corporation or-
ganized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of New York with its principal office and place of busi-

ness located at 353 East l\1:ain Street, Rochester, New York. Said
corporation trades under the name of Optical Associates of Rochester.

Individual respondents Bernard :Masling and Stanley Gordon are
offieers of the corporate respondent. They formulate, direct and con-

trol the aets and practices of the corporate respondent. Their ad-
dress 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 un-
der the Federal Trade Commission Act, and this proeeeding is in
the interest of the public.

ORDER

1 t is ordered That respondents Gordon-l\lasling Optical Com-

pany, Inc. , a corporation , and its ofI-ieers , and Bernard J\'lasling and

Stanley Gordon , individually and as officers of said corporation
respondents~ representatives, agents and employees, direetly or
through any eorporate or other device, in connection with the
offering for sale, sale and distribution of eontact lenses, do forth-
with eease and desist from , directly or indirectly:

A. Disseminating, or causing to be disseminated , any advertise-
ment by means of the United States mails or by any means in
commerce , as "commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-

sion Aet., whic.h advertisement represents, directly or by implica-
tion , that:

(1) All persons in need of visual correction ean successfully
wear their contact lenses.

(2) There is no discomfort in wearing their eontact lenses.

(3) A11 persons can wear respondents ' lenses all day without
discomfort; or that any person ean wear respondents ' lenses a11 day

without discomfort except after that person has, become ful1y ad-
justed thereto. 

(4) Tlwir lenses ,yil1 correct all defects in vision.
(5) Eyeglasses can always be discarded upon the purchase of

their lenses.

B. Disseminating, or causing to be disseminated , any advertise-

ment, by any means, for the, purpose of indueing, or which is likely

to induce , directly or indirectly, the purchase of said products in
commeree , as " cOJmnerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-

sion Act, whic.h advertisement contains any representation pro-
hibited in Paragraph A , above.

640968--63---- 73
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DECISION OF TI-IE C01lIl\IISSION AND ORDER TO FILE 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 16th day
of November 1960 become the decision of the Commission; and

accordingly:
I 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 'writing setting forth in detail the manne.r and form
in which they have complied with the order to cease and desist.

IN THE ~IA TTER OF

SIEGi\IUND ,VERNER , INC. , ET AL.

CONSE~T millER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ..\LLEGED HOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE CO:\DIISSION ACT

Docket 7961. Co1/lpla'int , June fJGO-Decision, Nol'. 1960

ConSf'.nt oJ'(ler l'eQuiring mnnnfnctnl'ers in Bloomfield. N. , to cease pre-
tieketin;! their sleeping lwl!s "' ith fictitious and excessive prices repre-
sented falseJ~' thereby as the 1.1snal rctnil prices, and to cease misrepre-
senting the sizes of \arions of 'Sf! id brigs h~' setting out on attached labels
cnt size

, "

fnll size . etc.. c1inwnsions almost invariably larger than the

actual sizes of the finished product.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the. Federal Trade Commission Act
and by yirtuE' of the. authority vested in it by said Act , the. Federal
Trade Commission , having reason to belieye that Siegmund 1Verner
Inc. , a corporntion , and Siegmund ,Verner , Harry Douty and Hedy
,Yprner , indiyidllnlly and as officers of said corporation , hereinafter
referred to as responc1t'nts, ha"e violntec1 the provisions of said Act
and it appearing to the Commission th::11. a proceeding by it in
re~ppct thereof 'ycmhl be in the pll blic interesL hereby issues its eom-
plaint stating its charges in that respect as follo,,'
PAIL\GHAPH 1. Respondent Siegmund ,Verner, Inc. , is a corpora-

tion organized , exishng and doing business 1111(ler and by virtue of
llw In,,' s of the Stnte of New York ,,'ith its principal offiee and place
of business located nl 225 BelleviJJe Avenue ~ in the City of Bloom-
field. State of ;\e,,- .Tersey. Said corporation operates branches in
Los .;\ngeles , California and Chicago , 11Jinois.

Respondents Siegmund ,Verner, I-Inrry Douty and TIedy ,Verner
are individuals and oi1icers of said eorporate respondent. They


