
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS.

Complaint GO F.

IN THE 1fATTER OF

A. J. HOLLANDER & CO. , INC. , ET AL.

CONSEXT ORDEn, ETC., IX REGAHD TO THE ALU:Gl-: YlOLATION OF THE

FEDER.A.L TRADE COM1IISSION ACT

Docket 819"/. Complaint , Nov. 30, 19(W-Deci8ion , Jan. S, 1968

Consent order requiring an importer and two distributors of Japanese baseball
gloves , all of New York City, to cease representing falsely, by imprinting
thereon in block letters the names of well-kno\vn players, such as "Tony

Kubek Model"

, "

Elston Howard )':Iodel" , etc" that prominent baseball
players used or endorsed tbeir gloves.

CO:il:PLAINT

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 the JL T. ITollander

& Co. , Inc. , a corporation , and 1artin BIumentlml , Sidney IVeingarten
Myron L Schwarz schild and Frank J. Offen bacher, individually and
as offcers of the .said corporation; Olympic Sporting Goods Company,
Inc. , a corporation, and Herman N. Ullman and Allen D. "GIlman

individually and as offcers 01 sa.id corporation , and Cambridge Sport-
ing Goods Corp. , a corporation , and Joseph Greenberg, individually
and as an offcer of the said corporabon, herein a fter referred to as

respondents , have violated the provisions of the said Act , and it
appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof
,youlc1 be in the public interest, hereby issues its comp1aint, stating
its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent A. J. Hol1anc1er &; Co., Inc. , is a. cor-

poration organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of tl1e laws of the State of ew York ,,-ith its principal office and pJace

of business located aL 154 Nassau Street : Xe\\, York
Individual respondents Iartin Blumenthal , Sidney ,Veingartcn

1yron J'. Sclnvarzschilc1 and Frank J. Offenbacher are ofIcers of
t.he corporate respondent, A. J. Ilollancler & Co., Inc. They for-

mulate, direct and control t.he nets and practices of the said corporate
respondent, including the aets and practices hcreinaHer set forth.
Theil' address is the same as the corporate respondent.

R.espondent 01:ympic Sport.ing Goods Company, Inc., is a cor-
poration organized , existing and doing business nnder and by yirl:ue of
tl1e laws of the State of eiV York with its principal ofice and place

of bm:lness located at M)8 Broadway, ew York , N.
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Individual respondents Herman N. Ullman and ADen D. Ullman
are offcers of the corporate respondent, Olympic Sporting Goods

Company, Inc. They formulate , direct and control the acts and
practices of the said corporate respondent, ine1uding the acts and

practices hereinafter set forth. Their address is the same as the

corporate respondent.
R.espondent Cambridge Sporting Goods Corp. is a corporation

organized , existing and doing business under 1111(1 by virtue of the la,ys
of the State of New York with its principal offce and place of business
located at 625 Broadway, Xew York

Individual respondent , Joseph Greenberg, is an offcer of the cor-
porate respondent, Cambridge Sporting Goods Corp. He formulates
directs and controls the acts and prflctices of the said corporate
respondent, including the acts and practices hereinafter set forth.
His address is the same as thnt of the corporate. respondent.

PAR. 2. Respondent A. J. Hollander & Co. , Inc. , is now , and for some
time last past has been , engaged , among other things, in the impor-
tation of baseball gloves from Japan and in the offering for sale, sale
find distribution thereof to ,\"holesalers for eventual resale to the public.
Hesponc1ent Olynlpic Sporting Goods Cmnpnny, Inc. ; is now , and

for some time last past. hns been , engaged in the offering for snJe , sa1e
and distribution of sporting goods to retai1ers for resale to the public.

Respondent Cambridge Sporting Goods Corp. is now , and for some
time last past has been , engaged in the offering for sale, sale and dis-
tribution of sporting goods to retaiJers for resale to the puLlic.

Included among the products oflerec1 for sale , sold and distributed
by respondents Olympic Sporting Goods Company, Inc. , and Cam-
bridge Sporting Goods Corp. are the aforesaid baseball gloves pur-
chased by them from responc1entA. T. Hollander &; Co. , Ine.

PAH. 3. In the course and conduct of their business , respondents now
cause, and for some time last past havc cansed , their said products
when sold , to he shipped frOlll their pJaces of business in the Stflte of
Kew York to purchnsers thereof located jn various other states of the
United States and in the District of CoJumbia and maintall1 , und at
all times mentioned herein have maintained, a substantial course of

trade in sajd prochH' ts _In commerce , as "commerce ' is deiined in t.he.

Federal Trade Commission -Act.
PAR. 4. Respondent A. J. Hollander & Co. , Inc. , at the direction of

l'espollclents Olyrnpic. Sporting Goods Company, Inc. , nncl Carnbridge
Sporting Goods Corp. : has engaged in the practice of cilll::ing the
manufacturer to irnpl'int in b10ck leHers on the aforesaid imported
baseball gloves the names of prominent c1' l'Ie11- 1\nOl\"1 bnseball pla el's



FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS

Complnint 60 1-"

and other statements, all of said respondents , thereby representing, di-
rectly or by implication , that the said prominent or "ell-known base-
ban plflyers llsed respondents ' gloves or approve or endorse the types
of said gloves. Typical but not all inclusive of such names and
sl atements arc:

Tony Kubek Model
Elston Howard Model
Rocky Cala vito 2IIodel

Al Kaline Ioclel
'Vhitey Ford :\loclel
Early 1Yynn ::Iodel
Duke Snider Model
Bil Skowron ::lodel
Jim Bunning Model

User Approved

In truth and in fact, the aforesaid prominent or well-known baseball
players have neither used respondents ' gloves nor approved nor en-
dorsed the types of sfdd gloves.

m. 5. By the aforesaid practice. respondents place in the hands
of retn ilers means and instnunent-lities by and through which they
mislead the public, especialJy boys of teen or sub-teen age , into the
be1ief 1hat 1ho.ir imported baseball gloves are llsed by the aforesaid
prominent. or ,yel1-known basebal1 players or are the type or model
I1sed or appl'0"ed or endorsed by said prominent or ,,-ell-knmnl Imse-
ball players.

\H. 6. In the course. and condnct of their business at all times men-
t10ne(1 herein, respondents ha n been in substantial c.om petition in
cornmerce \"ith corporations, firms and indiyic111als in the sale of base-

ball gloyE's of the same general kind and nature as that sold 
respondents.

\H. 7. The llse by respondents of the aforesaid false, misleading
and deceptino statements , representations and practice has had , and
now has , the capacity and tendency to mislead members of t.he purchas-
ing public into the erroneous and mistaken belief that said statements
and representations \"e1'e and arc true and into the purchase of subsUm-
tia1 quantities of respondents' product by reRson of said erroneous
and mistaken belief. As a conseqnence thereof, substantial trade in
eommercc. IHls been , an(l is being, unfairly cliveliecl to respondents
from their competitors and substantial injury hns thereby beell \ and
is being. done to cOlnpetition in commerce.

PAR. 8. The aforesai(l (lets and practices of respondents , as herein
nl1egec1. ,,' ere and urc all to the prejudice. and injury of the public and
of respcnclents ' competitors and constituted , and now c.onstitute , Ull-
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Decision and Order

fair a.nd deceptive acts and practjces and unfair methods of c.ompeti-
tion, in commerce , within the intent and merming of the Federal Tn1Cle

C0l111nission Act.

DECISIO AXD OlmER

This matter having come on to be heard by the Commission upon
a record consisting of the Commission s complaint charging the

respondents in the proceeding with violation of the Federa.l Tra,de
Commission A. , and agreements by and between respondents u,ncl

counsel supporting the complaint, which agreements contain an order
to ce.ase and desist, an achllission by respondents of all the jurisdic-
tiona.l facts a1Jegecl in the comphdnt, a statement that the signing of
said agreements is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute
an admission by respondents that the la" has been violated as alleged
in the complaint, and waivers and provisions as required by the. Com-
missIon s rules, and further provide for the dismissa.l of the complrlint
as to respondents Sidney 'Weingarten , Myron -'1. SchwarzschiJel anel
Frank J. Offenbacher in their individual capacities; and

The Commission ha.ving considered the agreement.s and order COll-

tained therein and being of the opinion that the agreernents pl'OI ic1e

an adequate basis for appropriate disposition of the proceeding, the
agreements a.re hereby accepted , the folJowing jurisdictional findings
are made , and the fol1oYfing order is entered:
1. Respondent A. J. I-IolJander &, Co., Inc. , is a corporation or-

ganized , existing and doing business undel' and by virtue of t.he 1:1'w8
of the State of N e,,- 'York with its office and principal place of bnsiness
locaied at 154 Kassan Street Kew York City, X.

Illdi, idllal respondents ):fartin Blumenthal , Sidney \Veingarten
-'lyron :\f. Selnyarzschild and Frank J. Offenbacher are offcers of
corporate respondent A. J. I-Iol1ander 

&. 

Co. Inc. , ancl theil' address
is the same as that of said corporat.e respondent.

2. Respondent Olympic Sporting Goods Company, Inc. , is a cor-
poration organized , existing and doing business under and by yil'tue
of the la" s of t.he State of X e\y York ,,"ith its offce and principal
p!8ce. of business loe-nteel at 598 Brm1Chynr, Xmy York City

lndiviclllal respondents J-Icrmnn X. l711man and AlIen D. l lhnan
are offcers of corporate respondent OIYlnpic Sporting Goods Com-
pany, Inc., and their address i:3 the same as Hmt of satcl corporat.
1'e5p011 (1ent.

3. J1cspont1ent Cnmbri(lge Sporting GoO(ls Corp. 1S a c.orpoTf1t.ion

organizecl , existing and doing lmsilJeSS under and by v1rtue of the hnvs
of the State of mY York \yitlI its offce nnd principal place of business
located at G 5 Bl'oacl\vay, Xew York
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Individual respondent, Joseph Greenberg, is all offcer or corporate
respondent CRmbridge Sporting Goods Corp. , and his address is the
same as that or said corporate respondent.

4. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding nnd of the respondents, nnd the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It 'is ordered That A. J. Hollander & Co. , Inc. , a corporation, its

officers, and :.\artin Blumenthal , individually and as an offcer of sa,icl

corporat.ion, and Sidney vYeingarten , :Myron NL Sclwmrzschi1d and
Frank .J. Offenbacher, as offcers of said corporation, Olympic Sport-
ing Goods Company, Inc. , a corporation , its offcers , and Herman N.
Unman and A11en D. U11man, individua11y and as offcers of said
corporation , and Cambridge Sporting Goods Corp. , a corporation , its
Dffcers, and Joseph Grecnberg, individually and as 'nl off,cer of sRid

corporation , and respondents ' a.gents , representatives and employees
directly or through any corporate or other device , in connection with
t.he offering for sale, sale and distribution of baseball gloves or any
other product in commerce, as "commerce:' is defined in the Federal
Trade Ccnnmission Act c10 fort.hwith cease and desist from:

1. Oftcring for sa1c : sel1ing or distribut.ing baseball gloves upon
which the names of prominent or lyell-known baseban players arc
printed , either accompanied or unaccompanied by the \\'ords ' :\foder'
or " lJs81' )Lpprovecl,: or any other words 01 the same import , when

in fact, such baseball gloves have not been used , approved or endorsed
by such persons.

2. Re.present.ing, in any manner , clirE'ctly or by implication , that a
pcrsoll has 11secl , approved , or endorsed a product , \yhen such is not
the fact.

H. Placing in the hands of others any means or instTumentaJit.y by
or through which they may mislead the public as to any of the mat-
ters and things set out. in paragraphs 1 and2 above.

It is fnrther ordeTed That. the complaint insofar as it relates to the
respondents , Sidney 'Yeingarten , l\fyron f. Sclnmrzsch ild and Frank
J. Offenbac11Cr, in their inc1i'i'ic1ual capadties , be, and the same hereby

; dismissed.
It is further ordered That the respondents herein shall , within sixty

(60) days after seryice npon them of thi.s order , file with the Commis-
sion a report jn ,yriting setting forth in detail the manner and form
in which they have complied \'ith this order.
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Ix THE ThL'1TTER OF

PRESSIKG SUPPLY COJ\PAKY ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDER , :W.fC., IX HEGARD TO THE ALLlGED VIQh-\TION 01; THE
FEDERAL TIL\DE C01\D:USSIOX ACT

Docket 8387. Oomp/nint , Mar. 16 , 1961-Decision, Jan. a, 1962

Consent order requiring the Kew York City sales representative of two affliated
Philadelphia cOllcerns-who themselves agreed to a similar order Oll ,July 25,
1961 (59 F. C. 146), to cease imprinting on the containers of their ironing
board co,en:; fictitiously high prices represented thereby as the usual retail
prices.

COUPLAIXT

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 Commiss1on , having reason to believe that Pressing Supply
C01npany, a c.orporation , and I ronfast Procluds Company, a corpora-
tion , and Jerome Silk anel Sidney Cozen, individually and as oiHcers

of said cOl'pol'alions, and Sanford A. Specht and Annette Specht, do-
ing business as S. A. Specht Associates , hereinafter referred to as re-
spondents, have violated the provisions of said Act, and it appearing to
the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect there,of would be in
the public interest, hereby issues its complaint, stating its c.harge.s in
tJmt respect as foJ1o'Os:

PAIL\GRAI'I- 1. Respondent Pressing Supply COmpfl1Y is a corpora-
tion organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue. of the
laws of the, State of Pennsylvania , vdth its main office and principal
place of business located at 1807 E. Huntingtou Street in Philadel-
phia , Pa.

Respondent IronfasL Products Company is a corporation organized
existing and doing business uncleI' and by virtue of the la\\- s of the
StaLe of Pennsylvania 'Ivith its main offce and princ.ipal pla.c.e of
busincss located at 1807 E. Hunt.ingt.on Avenue, PhiJadelphia, Pa.

Individual respondents Jerome Silk and Sidney Cozen arc offcers
of sa.id corporations. They formulate , direct and c.ontrol , the acts

and practices of the saiel c.orporate respondents, including the a.ets
find pra.dices hereinafter set forth. 'I' heir address is the same flS that
of the corporate respondents.

\H. 2. S. A. Specht Associates is a copartnership consisting of
Sanford ---\., Specht and Annette Spec.hL S. A. Specht. Associa.tes is
the sales representative of the corporate respondents. It.s address is
1140 Broadway, Kew Yark

:;.
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PAR. 3. Respondents are now, and for some time last past Imve been
engaged in the ac1ve,rtising, offering for sale, sale and distribution of
ironing board coyers and other me.rchandise to distributors , jobbers
and retailers for resale to the purchasing public.

PAR. 4. In the course and conduct of their business , respondents
now cause , a.nd for some time last past luwe cansed , their said products
when sold , to be shipped from the State of Pennsylvania to purchasers
thereof located in various other States of the United States and in the
District of Columbia, and maintain , anll at all times mentioned herein
have I1nintajued , a substantial course of trade in said products in
commerce , as "co11merce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

PAR. 5. Respondents , before shipping said ironing board covers , im-

print on the cOl1btiners thereof various prices.

By means of the prices appearing on said containers , respondents
represent that such aTe the usual and regular retail prices for said
ironing board covers. Sueh representations are faJse , misle,lcling and
deceptive. In truth and in fact such amounts are fietitious and
greatly in excess of the prices at ,,-hieh the ironing board coyers are
usually and regularly sold at retail.

PAR. 6. By the practice aforesfl, id respondents ph,ce in tIle hands
of retailers a means aJld instrumentality ,,,hereby such retailers may
misle.ad and deceive members of the purchasing public as to the

usual and reguJar retail prices of their ironing board covers.

PAR. 7. In the eonclnct of their busincss , at flll times mcntioned

herein , rcspondents have bee,n in substantial competition , in commerce,

with corporations , firms and individuals in the sale of ironing board
covers of the same kind and generfll nature of those sold by
respondents.

PAR. 8. The aforesaid aets a,ncl practj es of respondents had , ancl

now have, the tendency and CiqJacity to Inisleacl and decei\' lTlCmbers

of the pnrchasing public as to the usual and reg111ar 1' ctail selling

price of said ironing bartI'd Coyel'S and into the purchase of sub-

stantial quantities thereof because of such erroneous and mistaken
belief. As a result thereof, substantial trade in commerce has been
and is being, lulfnjrly diverted to the respondents from their com-
petitors and substantial injury has been and is beillg done to com-

petition in commerce.
PAR. 9 . The acts and practices of the respondents , as herein alleged

are aU to the prejudice a,nc1 injury of the public and 01 their com-
petitors and constitute unfair methods of competition anclunffdr acts
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Initial Decision

and practices, in commerce , within
Federal Trade Commission Act.

the intent and meaning of the

1111' . Frederick 111 ell! an1U3 for the Commission.
Jh. Murray S. Selby, of Ncw York , N. , for respondents Sanford

A. Specht and Annette Spe,cht.

INITL\L DEOISIOX AS TO HESPOXDE:\7TS S. \:\YORD _tt. SPECHT A:'m
,mTTE SPECHT BY AnXER E. LIPSC01m , I-IEARING EXAMINER

The complaint herein ,yas issned on l\:Iarch 16, 19G1 , charging
respondents 1Vjth violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act
by imprinting on the containers of their ironing board covers false
misleading and cleceptive representat.ions of the regular retail prices
for said ironing boarel co\'ers.

Thereafter, on September 6, 1961 , respondents Sanford A. Specht
and Annette Specht, their counsel , and counseJ supporting the eom-
plaint herein entered into an Agreement ContainIng Conscnt Order
To Cea.se And Desist, which was a.pproved by the ..\.c6ng Chief, Divi-
sion of General Advertising, and the C\ding Director of the Com-

mission s Bureau of Deeeptive Praetices , and therea.fter , 011 September
, 1961 , submitted to the Hearing Examiner for consideration. As

to alJ other respondents herein , this pI'oeeeding has been previously
disposed of by a.n initial decision issued June 7 , 1961.

The agreement identifies respondents Sanford A. Speeht and
Annette Specht as individuals and copartners doing business under
the name of S. A. Specht Associates , with their prlncipal place of
business located at 11 lO J3roa(h ay, :0 e\Y York , )J.

Respondents admit all the juris(ljctional facts allegec1 in tJw com-
plaint, and Lgree that the record mny be taken as if findings of jurisdic-
tional facts had been duly made in acc.ordance 'Ylth snch allegations.

Respondents wa.ive any further procedure be:fore the I-Iearing Ex-
aminer and the Commission; the making of findings of faet and con-
clusions \)1' la,y; and an of the. righis th( y ll,l;)' haye to chal1enge or
contest the validity of t.he on1e1' to cease and desist entered in accord-
ance ,yitll the agn llenl:. All parties agree that the l'cconl OIl 1yhic.h

the jnit tl decision rmd the decision of the Commission shall be based
shall eOll;:ist solely of the complaint and the agrernwntj that t.he order
to cease :i.nd desist., as contained :in the agrpcment , when it shnll Imye
become a part of the decision of the Comm ssion , shaH hfLYC the same
force and el1'ect as if entered n fter it fnll Jwarlng;j and may be aJtcl'ed
modified or set aside in the llf'nner pTodded for otJwr orders; tl1flt
the complaint herein may be used in construing the terms of said
order; and thnt the agreement. is for P.tJl'ml'Jlt pm' poses only fmcl (loes
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not constinte an admission by respondents tlUtt they have violateu the
law as alleged in the complaint.

After consideration of the anegations of the complaint, and the

provisions of the agreement anu the proposeu order, the Hearing
Examiner is of the opinion that such order constitutes a satisfactory
disposition of this proceeding. Accordingly, in consonance with thc
ierms of the aforesaid agreement, the Hearing Examiner accepts the
Agreement Containing Consent Order To Cease And Desist; finds
that the Commission has jurisdiction over the respondents and over
their acts and practices as alleged in the complaint; and finds that this
proceeding is in the public interest. Therefore

It ,is ordered That respondents Sanford A, Specht and Annette

Specht, individually and as copartners doing business under the name
of S. A. Specht Associates, or under any other name or names

tlnd respondents ' agents , representatives and employees, directly or

through any corporate or other deyice, in connection "ith the offering
ior sale, sale and distribution of ironing board covers or other mer-
chandise in C0l11111eree, as ::commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade
Commissum Act, do fortlnyith cease and desist from:

1. Representing, directly or by implication , in any manner, that any
amount is the usual and regular retail price of merchandise when such
amount is in excess of the price at "hich sneh lnerehandise is usualJy
flnd regularly sold at retail in the trade area or areas where the
representation is made;

2. Putting any plant into operation "hereby rota,i1ers or others may
misrepresEnt the regular and usual retail prices of merehandise.

DECISIOX OF THE CO:;DflSSWN _-\KD oRDEn TO FILE REPORT OF COl\IPLIAXCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 01' the COlnmissioll 8 Rules of Practice

pub1ished :\'Iay 6 , 1955, as amended , the initial decision of the hearing
examiner shall, on the 3d day of January 1962 , become the decision
of the COllnission; and , accordingly:

It is ordered That respondents Sanford - , Specht and Annette
Specht, doing business under the namc of S. A. Specht Associates
shall, within sixty (60) days after service npon them of this order
file ,,,ith the Commission a report in "riting, setting forth in detail the
manner and form in ""hieh they have complied with the order to cease
and desist,
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Syllabus

IN THE IVI.A'lTER OF

E1UE SAKD A:ND GRAVEL COMPANY

OHDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX OF SEC. 7 OF THE
CLA YTOX ACT

Docket G6"/,0. Complaint , Oct. 30, 1D,jG O/"der, Jan, 4, 1962

Order clisrnissing following the Third Circuit' s Tacating of the Commission
order of divestiture (56 F. C. 437) and remand of the case for further
consideration (291 F. 2d 27D) ('omplaint cbarGing ilegal acquisition of

competitor.
ORDER DJSMISSIXG CO::IPLAIXT

The Commission having placed this matter on its mTn docket. for
reconsideration in the light of t.he opinion of the United States Court
of Appeals for the Third Circuit vacating the order of divestiture
(-:ntered by the Commission October 26 , 1958 , and remanding the cause
to the Commission for snch purpose; and

It appearing in the light of additional information obtained by the
Commission t.hat respondent no longe,r retains llY substantial part of

the assets of the company it acquired which formed the. basis for this
proceeding; and

The Commission having determined that the case is now in essence
moot and that, in the circumstances , it ,,-auld not be in the public

interest to t.ake any furt.her action in the matter:
It is ordered That the complaint in this proceeding be, and it hereby
, dismissed.

Ix THE lVL\TTER OF

AUTOMOTIVE .JOBI3ERS , I:NC. , ET AL.

ORDER , ETC. : IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VJOL\TJOX OF SEC. :2 (f) OF THE

CLAYTON ACT

Docket 7590. Complaint, Scpt, 1959 Decision

, ,

Jan. :1, 1962

Order rt.'quiYing a Texas association of jobbers of automo;ive products and sup-
plies wbicb \vas simply a bookkeeping de\- ice and served as agent through
which members were bmed and made settlement for pUJ"cllases and its 19
members , to cease Tiolating Sec. 2(f) of the Clayton Act by inducing and
receiving from suppliers \vhat they kne\T were "discriminatory and ilegal
prices, discounts , allO\\-ances and rebates" resnlting from tbeir combined
bargaining power and not ayai1able to their competitors.


