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device , in COIllection with the offering for sale, sale or distribution
of wool fibers or other merchandise, in commerce, as "commerce
is deJined in the Federal Trade Commission Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from, directly or indirectly:

Misrepresenting in sales invoiees, shipping memoranda , or III any
other manncr, thc fiber content of said products.

DECISION OF THE CO)IlIISSION AND ORDER TO J"lLR REPORT UF COMPLIANCE

Pursnant to section 3.21 of the Commission s Rnles of Practice

the initial dccision of the hearing examiner shall , on the 13th day
of June , 1961 , become t.he decision of the Commission; and , accord-
ingly:

It is ol'daed That respondent herein shall , within sixty (60)
days after service upon it or this order , file with the Commission
a report in writing sett.ing forth in detai1 the manner and form
in ,vhich it has complied with the order to cease and desist.

IN THE J\fATTER or

VALMELDfE DIPOHTS , LTD. , ET AL.

CONSEST ORDER ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ..\LLEGED VlOL.\TlON OF TI-I

FEDERAL TRADE COlDIISSION ANI1 THE 'VOOL P1WDUCTS LABF..IKG ACTS

Docket 8314. Complai, , Mar. 14, 1961-Deci.sicm, June lS , 1961

r'onsentorder requiring New York City distributors to cease 'Violating the
V.lool Products Labeling Act by tagging as "1 side 100% Wool", ladies
and men s reversible coats which contained substantially less wool than
was tlms represented; and by failng in otber respects to comply with
labeling .requ.irements.

C01\l' LAJNT

PursuHnt to the provisions of the FedeTft1 Tra.de Commission Act
"nd the lVool Proclnds Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vest.ed "in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
hRving reason to -believe that Valmeljne lmports , Ltd. a corpora-

tion , and '\Va1teT Baner , Cnrt Speer , Eugene ,J. Ne1kens fmd "'Verner

GelJeski , Indi\iidnally and as ofhcers of said corporation , hel'p,inaftcr
referred to as 1'f'spoJ1(1r.nts , have vio1atec1 the provisions of said
Acts alld the Rnles lJd Regulations promulgated under the "'Vaal

Products Lnbeli11g Ad , and it. appeadJlg to the Commission that a

proceed1nghy iti11 l'PSlwct thereof would be in the public interest
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hereby issues its complaint stating its c1w,l'ges in that respect as
follows:

PARAGHAPH 1. Respondent Valme1inc Imports , Ltd. , is a corpora-
tion organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of
the 1o"'s of the State of Xew York. Respondents 'Walter Bauer
Curt Speer , Eugene J. XcI kens and Verner Gelleski a1'e. offcers 
the corporate respondent. They formulate , direct and control the
acts , policies and practices of the corpornte respondents , including the
acts and practices hereinaftcr referred to. ..\.1 respondents have
their offce and principal place of business at. 6.12 Seventh A venue
Yew York 18 , Xew York.

PAn. 2. Subscquent to the eJT'ectiyc date of the 'Wool Products
Labeling \.ct of IH , and more especirtlly since .Janua.ry 1 , ID5!J

respondents hayc. :introc1l1ccll into commerce , sol(1 , transported , dis-

tributed , deJ:ivel'cd for shipnwnt und oifel'ecl 1'01' sn 1e ill commerce
as "commel'ce ' is deflnpd in ih8\\-'001 Pl'ocluct-s Labeling Act of
1939, 1yool pl'oclncts ns "wool products " are clefillP-c1 therein.

AR. 3. Certnill of said \\'001 producls ,yore misbranded by re-
spondents, ,yitlJin the intent flnd men,ning of Sect.ion -:(a) (1) of
the \V 001 Products Lf1heling Act and the Hl1Jes and Regulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they 1yere faJsely ana deceptively
labeled 01' tagged "it.h respect to the chflrnctcr nnd flmount of the
constituent fibers contained therein,

Among snch misbranded ,yool products were ladie:: ' awl llen
r8\T,rsible cloth cants labeled or tagg:ecl by respondents a " 1 side
100% 'Yoar: : ,yhpl'cas , in truth and in fad , snid products rOllt:tined
snhstantially less ,yool than ,,,as represented.

PAR, 01. Ccrtain of said 1yoo1 products \I-erc fllrther misbr:1Jlde(1
by respondents ill that they were not sUunpe(1 , tagged Ol' labeled
as re.quired under the provisions of Section 4(a) (Q) of the '\'1001
products Lnbeling Act in the, manner and form flS prescribed by
the, Itnle,s and liegnbtions pl'o11ulgatec1 thereunder.

PAR. :j. Hcspondents , in tllC COllrse and conduct of their bllsinp
as aforesaid , ,ypre and arc in substantial competirion in l' Ommel'ce
with corporations, FInns and indiyiduals likewise engaged in the

sale of products of the, same general kind and naturc as those sold
by resp(mclcnts,

PAR, e. The acts and pl'dices of respondent- , as set :forth in
PaJ'graphs Three ancl Four abon: , ,ypre and are in violation of
t.he ,Voal Pl'odnct,s Labeling -\ct of 19 JO f1ncl the Rules and Heg111a-

bans promulgated t.herennclel' , and constituted , alHl HOW constitute.
llnfnir and (le,cephve nets nnd prnc.tices nncl unfair methods of
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competition, in commerce, within the
Federal Trade Commission Act.

inlent and meanmg of the

Mr. Charles

Mr. Wer'ner
W. O' Connell supporting the complaint.

GaUeski of New York for respondents.

INITIAL DECISro OF JOI-IN LEWIS : I-IF..RING EXcUf1NER

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondents on 1\Iarch 1'-, 1961 , charging them with
having violated the '\Vool Pl'ducts Labeling Act of 1909 and the
Hules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and the Federal

Trade Commission Act, through the misbranding of certain wool
products. After bejng served vdth said complaint, respondents

appeared by counsel and entered into an agreement conta.ining con-
sent order to cease llnd desist dated A prij 12, 1961 , purporting to
dispose of all of this proceeding flS to all parties. SfLid agreement,
which has been signed b;y all respondents, by counsel for said
respondents and by counsel support.ing the complaint, and approved
by the Director and Assistant D-irec.or of the Commission s Bureau
of Litigation, has been submitted to the above-nnmecl hearing ex-

aminer for his consideration , in accordance wit.h Section 3.25 of the
Commission s Rules of Practice for Adjudicative Proceedings.

Hespondcnts, pnl'3wmt to the aforesaid agreement, have acl-
mittr,rl an the jnrisc1iction 1 fRets alleged in the complaint, and

have agreed that the record may be taken as if fmdings of juris-
dictional facts had bE'en duly mo(le. in accordance with snch aJlega.-
tions. Said agreement fUl'the.r provides that respondents 1vaive any
further procedural steps before the hearing eXr\miner and the Com-
mission , the making of findings 01 fact or conclusions of law , and
an of the rights they may have t.o chal1enge or contest the validit.y
of the order to cease and desist. 8nt.ere,cl in accordance with said
agreement. It has been agreed that the order to cease and desist
issued in accordancE' -with said agreement shall have the sa,me force
and effect as if entered aiter a full hearing and that the complaint
may be used in construing the terms of said order. It has also
been agreed that the aforesaid agreement is for settlement purpose,
only and does not. constitute on admission by respondent.s that they
have violated the la1\ as alleged jn the complaint.

This proece-ding having nOlI' come on for final consideration on
the compJuint and the aforesaid a,greement containing consent order
and it appearing that the order provided for in said a,greemcnt
('01' 01'5 a11 of the alJegations of the complaint. and provides for an
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appropriate disposition of this proceeding as to all parties, said
agreement is hereby accepted and is ordered filed upon this decision
becoming the deeision of the Commission pursuant to Sections 3.
and 3.25 of the Commission s Rnles of Practice for Adjudicative

Proceedings, and the hearing examiner, accordingly, makes the
following jurisdictional findings and order:

1. Respondent Valmeline Imports , Ltd. is a corporation existing
and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State
of New York, with its offce and prillcipa1 pJace of business Jocated

at 512 Seventh A venue, in the City of N ew York, State of K ew

York.
Respondents 'Valter Bauer , Curt Speer, Eugene J. Nelkcns and

IV erneI' Galleski are offcers of the corporate respondent. They
formulate , direct and control the aets , policies and practices of the
corporate respondent. Their address is the same as that of the

corporate respondent.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of t.his proceeding and of the respondents hereinabove named.
The complaint states a cause of action against sa.id respondents
under the IVool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Federal

Trade Commission Act, and this proece,ding is in the interest of the
pub1ic.

ORDEn

It i8 orde?' That Valmeline Imports , Ltd. , a. corporation , and
its ofHcers , and ,Valt.er Baller , Curt Spoel' , Eugene J. Nelkens and
V\Terncr Ganeski, individually and as offeers of said corporation
and respondents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly or
throng!1 any corporate or other device, in connection with the in-

troduction into commerce, or the oflerillg for sale, sale , transporta-
tion , distribution, or delivery for shipment in commexcc , as "com-
merce," is defmed in the FedeTf1 1 Trade Commission Act and in the
'Vool Products Labeling Act of ID3P, of woolen coats or other

wool products," as such products arc defined in and subject to
said \V 001 Products Labeling Act , do forthwith cease and desist
from misbranding such products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tngging, labeling or other-

\'-18e identifying such prodncts as to the charader or amount of the
constit.uent fibers included t11crein.

2. Failing to affx labels to slIch proc111cts showing each element
of information required to be discloserl by Section 'l(a) (2) of the
\V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939.
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DECISION OF THE CQ)lMISSION 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 13th day
of tTune 1961 , become the decision of the Commission; and , accord-
ingly:

It is ordered That the respondents herein shaJl within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this order , file with the Commission
a report in writing setting forth in detail t.he manner and form
in which they have complied with the order to cease and desist.

IN THE J\IATTH OF

AMERICAN CO TACT LEKS LABORATORIES , IKC. , ET AL.

CO:KSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VJOLATION OF TIlE

FEDERAL TRADE co:\unSSION ACT

Docket "/951,. Complaint, June 1960-Decision , June 14, 1961

Consent order requiring sellers of contact lenses in Detroit fich., to cease
representing falsely in advertising in newspapers, by television , and other-
wise, that their contact lenses could be ,yom all day without discomfort
hy anyone needi.ng visual correction, that they ,vould correct all defects

of vision, and that eyeglasses could be discarded upon their purchase.

COJ\fPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission

Act, and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act, the
Federal Trade Commission , having reason to believe that American
Contact Lens Laboratories, Inc. , a corporat.ion, and Eli Shapiro

Earl 'V. Ba,rtlett, Phi1ip No1ish , and Arthur Shapiro , individually
and as offcers of said corporation, hereinafter referred to as re-

spondents, are in violation of said Act, and it appearing to the
Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be

in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint , stating its
charges in that respect as fol1ows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent American Contact Lens Laboratories,
Inc.. , is a cDrporation organized , exist.ing and doing bnsiness under
and by virtue of the )a,\ys of the State of :Michigan with its main
offce and principal place of bnsiness 10clttec1 at 1710 Book Bllil(ling,
\Vashington Boulevard at Grand R, jyer in the Cit.y of Detroit
State of Michigan.

()Sl-237-


