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ORDER

It is ordered That respondents, Goodstein Brothcrs & Company,.

Inc. , a corporation, and its offcers, and Albert Goodstein, Lawrence
Goodstein and W'iliam Goodstein , individually and as offcers of said
corporation, and respondents ' representatives , agents and employees,
directly or through any corporate or other dcvice , in connection with
the introduction or manufacture for introduction into commerce, or
the offering for sale, sale, transportation , delivcry for shipment or
distribution, in COll1nCrCe, of coats or other wool products, as "com-
merce" and "wool product" are defined in the ' W 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 , do forthwith cease and desist from misbranding such
products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or otherwise

identifying snch products as to the character or amount of the con-
stituent fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to sccurely aiIx to or place on each product a stamp, tag,
iabel or other means of identification showIng in a clear and con-
spicuous manner, each element of information required to be disclosed
by Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

It is further ordered That thc 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 this order.

IN 'fIlE :M Tl'R OF

HOMEX IKTERNATIONAL , LTD. , ET AL.

CONSl)::T ORDER , ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE FED-

ERL TRADE CO IlIlSSION AND THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELIXG ACTS

Docket 0-90. Complaint , .ilIa?" 1962-Dcci8lon, Mar 1962

Consent order requiring associated distributors in New York City to cease
labeling and invoicing as "90% reprocessed cashmere, 10% nylon , fabrics
which contained a substantial quantity of other fibers, and failing to dis-

close on fabric labels the true generk name of the constituent fibers and
the percentage thereof.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fedeml Trade COlwnission Act
and the "Vool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and by virtue of the au-
thoritv vested in it by said Acts, the Fcderal Trade Commission

having. reason to believe that, Romex International , Ltd. , a corpora-
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tion, and Bini Bino D'Italia, Ltd., a corporation, and ~lorton L.
Gordon, individually and as au offcer of said corporations, herein-
after referred to as respoudents, have violated the provisions of said
Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the 'W 001

Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and it appearing to the Commission
that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public in-
terest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that respect as
follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondents Romex International, Ltd. , and Bini
Bino D'Italia, Ltd. , are corporations organized , existing and doing
business under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York
with their offce and principal place of business located at 330 Fifth

A venue, in the city of ew York, State of ew York.

Individual respondent Morton L. Gordon is president and treasurer
of both corporate respondents and formulates, directs and controls the
acts, practices and policies of the corporate respondents , including
those hereinafter set forth. The address and principal place of
business of the individual respondent is the same as that of the cor-
porate respondents.

PAR. 9. Subsequent to the effective date of the "'Vaal Products Label-
ing Act of luan and more especially since 194.8 , respondents have
introduced into commerce, sold , transported, distributed, delivered

for shipment, and offered for sale, in commerce, as "commerce" is
defined in ,said Act , \\001 products as " ,yool product" is defined therein.

PAR. 3. Certain of said wool products were misbranded by the
respondents within tho intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of
the "'Vaal Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and decep-
tively labeled or tagged with respect to the character and amount of
the constituent fibers containecl therein.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were fabrics labeled or tagged by respondents as "90% reprocessed
cashmere 10% nylon , whereas, in truth and in fact, said fabrics
contained a substantial quantity of fibers other than those represented.

'R. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded hy
respondents in that they were not st.amped, tagged or labeled as re-
quired under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of the 'Wool Products
Labeling Act of J Dag Rnd III t.he manner and form as prescribed by
the Rules and Regulations promulgated under said Act.

Among such misbrnlldecl ';\'001 products , but not limited thereto

were fabrics with IRbeJs which failed: (1) to disclose the true generic
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names of the fibers present and (2) to disclose the percentage of such
fibers.

PAn. 5. The acts aud practices of the respondents as set forth above
were, and are, in violation of the 'W 001 Products Labeling Act of
1939 and the Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder, and
constituted, and now constitute, unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tices and unfair methods of competition in commerce , within the
intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 6. Respondents in the course and conduct of their business
as aforesaid , have made statements on invoices and shipping memo.
rancla to their customers Inisrepresenting the fiber content of certain
of their said products. Among such misrepresentations were state-
ments representing fabrics to be "90% reprocessed caslunere, 10%
nylon" \vhereas in truth and in fact the said fabrlcs contained sub-

sta,n6ally less reprocessed cashmere than was represented.
PAIt 7. The ,wts and practices set out in Paragraph Six have had

and now have the t.endency and capacity to mislead and deceive pur-
cha,sers of saId products as to the true content thereof and to cause
them to misbrand products manufactured by them in which said ma-
terIals are used.

PAR. 8. The acts and practices of the respondents set out in Para-
graph Six were, and are, all to the prejudice and injury of the public
and of respondents ' competitors and constituted , and now constitute
unfair and deceptive acts and practices, in commerce , within the in-
tent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AXD ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption here,of w"ith
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Yool Prod-

ucts Labeling Act of 1939 , and thc respondents having been served

with notice of said determination and. with a c.opy of the compJaint

the Commission intended to issue, together with a proposed form
of order; and

The respondents and counsel for t.he Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission by
respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issuo herein , a statement t.hat the signing of saiel agreement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by

respondents that the law has been violated as set forth in sueh com-

plaint, and "Waivers and provisions as required by the Commission
rules; and
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The Commission , having considered the agreement , hereby accepts
same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
Inent, makes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the
following order:

1. Respondents Romex International, Ltd. , and Bini Bino D' Itaha
Ltd. , are corporations organized, existing and doing business under
and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York, with their offce
and principal place of business located at 330 Fifth A venue, in the
City of ew York , State of New York.

I,espondent Morton L. Gordon is an offcer of both said corpora-
tions and his address is the same as that of said corporations.

2. The Federal Trade C01ilnission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents, Romex International , Ltd. , a. cor-
poration, and its offcers, and Bini BinD D' Italia , Ltd. , a corporation
and its offcers , and Morton L. Gordon , individually and as an offcer
of both corporations, and respondents ' representatives , agents and em-
ployees , directly or through any corporate or other device, in connec-
tion with the introduction into commerce, or the offering for sale, sale
transportation, delivery for shipment, or distribution, in COll1l11erce
of fabrics or other wool products, as '; comlnerce" and "wool product'
are deiined in the VV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 , do fortlm.ith
cease and desist frorn 111isbranding such products by:

1. :Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or otherwise
identifyjng such products as to the character or amount of the constit-
uent fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to securely affx to or place on each product, a stamp, tag,
label or other means of identification showing in a clear and conspic-
uous manner, each element of information required to be disclosed by
Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

It is jurther oTdeTed That respondents Romex International , Ltd.
a corporation , and its offcers, and Bini Bino D' Italia , Ltd. , a corpora-
tion, and its offcers , and Morton L. Gordon, individually a,nel as an
offcer or both corporations , and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employecs , directly or through any corporate or other device, in
connection with the offering for sale, sale or distribution of fabrics or
any othcr products in con1l11erce, as "C0l111nerCe" is defined in the Fed-
eral Trade Commission Act, do forthwith cease and desist from mis-
representing the character or amount of constituent fibers contained
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in such products on invoices or shipping memoranda applicable there-
to or in any other manner.

It is JUTtheT oTdered That the respondents herein shan , within sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the Commis-
sion a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner a,nd form
in which they have complied with this order.

IN THE ::1ATrn OF

BERNAHD KHIEGER & SON, mG. , ET AL.

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

COl\DnssIO AND THE TEXTILE FIBER PRODuCTS IDENTIICATION ACTS

Docket 8368. Complaint, Ap1.. 20 , 1961-Decision , Mar. S , 1962

Order requiring New York City jobbers to eease Yiolating the 'Textie Fiber
Products Identification Act by failing to label handl;:rchiefs with the re-
quired information.

COl\Il'LAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of t.he Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Product.s Identification Act, and by virtue of
the authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade, C01nmission
having reason to believe that Bernard ICrieger &. Son , Inc. , a corpora-
tion , and A. Joseph ICrieger, individually and as an offccr of said
corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents have violated the
provisions of such Acts and the Rules and Hegulations under the Tex-
tile Fiber Products Identification Act, and it appearing to the Com-
mission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof \vauld be in the public
interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that respect
as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Bernard Krieger &. Son, Inc. , is a corporation or-
ganized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the In 
of the State of N cw York with its oHice and principal place of business
located at 105 Orchard Street, Kew York, K.

A. Joseph ICrieger is an offcer of the said corporate respondent and
controls, directs and formuJates the acts , practices and policies of the
said corporate respondent. :His offce and principal place of business
is the same as that of the said corporate respondent.

PAH. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act on March 3 , 1960 , respondents have been and


