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of said corporation , and respondents : representatives, agents and 8111-

ployees, directly or through any corporate or other device, in connec-
tion with the offering for sale, srlle or distribution of drugs or food do
forthwith cease and desist, directly or indirectly:

1. Disseminating or cfll1sing to be cbsse,min8.tecl any advertisement
LJy means of the United States mails or by any means in commerce

as '; commerce" is defined in the FederaJ Trade Commission Act , which
ad '"ertisemeut;

(a) l\Iisreprcsents the nature or extent of the procedures llsed by
them in the manufacture, preparation or distribution of drugs 01'

food;
(b) Represents, dircctly or indirectly:

(1) That. a. quantitative analysis is made of each of respondents
preprnntions to determine the amount cf each of the acth-e ingredients
contained therein ! unless such is the fact.

(2) Tho!: respondents hanJ establi"hcd thc stability os to potency
or disintegration characteristics of their enteric coated ta,blets , unless
such is the fact.

(3) That, respondents perform assays in their O"\'n laboratories on
dl of the preparations olTered for srtJe and soJd by thenl.

2. Disseminating or cansing the dissemination of a.ny a.dvertise-
ment by any means for the purpose 01 inducing or which is likely to
1ndllce , directly or inc1ireetly, the purchase in eommerce , as " C01l-
111erCC" is clennec1 in the Federal Trade C011mission ..Act , of said prep-
aration , ,\'hi('h ac1ve.rtisement contains any of the terms or represen-
tations prohibited in paragraph 1 hereof.

IN THE l\:L\ TTEH 01:

DAVID FELDMAN ET AL. TRADING AS
NORFOLK HANDKEHCHIEF CO.

ORDER, ETC.: IN REGARD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOL.\TlON OF THE FEDEIL\L

THADE CO \IJ'I8SION AXD Tln TEXTILE FIBER PRODUCTS IDENTIFICATION

ACTS

Docket 8334. Complaint , Jfu1' 16' 19(l j)eci8ion. Mar. 20, 1962

Order reqnil'llg Xew York City distributoJ's to cease sellng handkerchiefs
without lflbeling as required by the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act, amI fl1lllishing their cnstomers :l false guaranty that the hanrlkcrchiefs
were properly labeled;

CO::IP1,AIXT

Pursunnt to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Products Identific.ation Act , and by virt.ue of
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the a"uthority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that David Feldman , Charles "\Vicentowski
and Sidney \Vicclltmvski , individually and as copartners trading as
Norfolk I-Ianclkerchier Company, hereinafter referred to as respond-
ents, lmve violated the provisions of such Acts and the Rules and
Regu_ tions under the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and
it appearing to the Commission t.hat a proceeding by it in respect
thereof would be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondents David Feldman , Charles "\Vicentowski
a.ncl Sidney \Vicentowski , copnrtners, trading as N orfolk Hanclkel'
chief Company, have their principal place OT business at 481 Broad-
way, New York , N.

PAH. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiher Prod-
ucts Identification Act on Iarch 3 , 1860 , respondents have been and
are now ellg gec1 in the introduction , sale , advertising, and offering
Tor sale, in commerce, and in the transportatioll or causing to be
transported in commerce, and in the t.ransportation into the United
States , of textile fiber jJroducts; "ndlmye sold , offered for sale , ad-
vertised , delivered , transport,ed nnd caused to be transported , textile
fiber prodncts , Iyhleh ha,:e been adn rtised or offered Tor sale in

commerce; and ha 'ce sold , offered for s cle , advertised , delivered, trans-
ported and callserl to be transported, after shipment in commerce

textile fiber prodncts, either in their original state ' or "which were

made of other textile products :o ::hipped in commerce , as the terms
commerce" and " tcxtl1e nbcI' products " are defined in the Textile

iber Prodnr.s IclentifIcfltion \.ct.
PAR. 3. Certfiin of said textile fiber products, to wit: handkerchiefs

were misbranded by rEspondents in that they -were not sta,mped , tagged
01" labeled with the infornmtion required under Section 4 (b) of the
Textile Fiber Products Iclentiiic.ation Act and in the manner and form
as prescribed by the. Rules finc1 n,egnlations promulgated under snch
Act.

PAll. cl. The rrspollclents haye furnished fa.lse gno.l'flntees that tlu;ir
textile fiber pro(Iucts ',,\ClT Eot misbranded in violation of Section 10
of the Textj Ie FiLer Products I clentificnJion Act.

I.R. i5. TIw l't'sponc1ent- : in the course and conduct of their busi-
ness , as aforesaid, ,velT and are in substantial competition wit.h other
eorporat,ions , finns, o.n(l indiyic1nnls Jikewisc engaged in the manu:fac
t1l' 8 and sale of textile LihPI IJl' ()(lncts including hanc1kerch;efs in com-
merC8.
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PAR. 6. The acts and practices of respondents, as set forth herein
wero in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act amI
the Rules and R,egulatiolls thereunder; and constituted , anclnow con-
stitute, unfa,ir and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods
of competition, in COlnmerce, withhl the intent and meaning of the
Federal Tra,de Commission Act.

Jh. De Witt T. Puckett and Mr. Bernard TUTiel for the Commission.
Respondents not represented by counsel.

INITIAL DECISION BY WILIA:\ L. PACK, HEARIXG EXAMINER

1. The complaint in this matter charges the respondents with vio-

lation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and the Rules
and Regulations promulgated thereunder and the Fecleral Trade Com-
mission Act, in cOlmection with the sale of handkerchiefs. After the
filing of respondents ' an8\ve1' to the complaint L hearing was held at
which eviclence both in support of and in opposition to the complaint
was received. Proposed fuldings tnd conclusions have been submitted
by COlllnissioll cOlllsel (respondents having elected not to submit such
proposals) and the case is nOT\ before the hearing examiner for final

consideration. Any proposed findulgs or conclusions not included
herein have been rejected.

2. Respondents David Feldman and Sidney "\Vicentowski are co-
partners trading as Norfolk I-Iandlmrchief Company with their princi.
pal place of business at 481 Broadway, K ew York, N.Y. I,espondent
Charles "Vi(;entowski is deceased and the complaint is being dismissed
as to him. The term respondents as used hereinafter "\vill include only

respondents Dayid Feldman and Sidney "\Vicentowski.
3. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber Products

Identification Act, :March 3 , 1960 , respondents have been engaged in

the introduction, sale, advertising, and offering for sale, in commerce

and in the transportation or causing to be transported in commerce

and in the transportation into the United States, of textile fiber prod-
ucts; and ha.ve sold, offered for sale, advertised , delivered , transported

and caused to be transported , textile fiber products , which had been
advertised or offered for sale in commerce; and have sold , offered for

sale, advertised , delivered , transported, and caused to be transported,
after shipment in commerce, textile fiber products , eitller in their
original state or which were ma.de of other textile products 30 shipped
in commerce , as the terms "COlTill1erCe" and " te.xtile fiber products
arc defined in the Textile Fiber Products Iclentiication Act.

4. In the course and conduct of their business, respondents are in
competition with other individuals and firms and with corporations
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engaged in the sale of handkerchiefs and other texblc fiber products
in interstate commerce. Respondents ' annual volume of business is
substantial.

5. Certain of respondents ' handkerchiefs were misbranded by re-
spondents in that such handkerchiefs were not stamped , tagged , or

labeled with the information required under Section 4(b) of the Tex-
tile Fiber Products Identification Act and in the manner and form
prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated under that
Act.

6. In certain invoices covering interstate sales of their handkerchiefs
respondents have included the stat.ement "Continuing guaranty under
the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act filed with the Federal
Trade Commission." Respondents t.hus furnished to their customers
a guaranty that their handkerchiefs were bbelec1 as required by the

Act. As the ha.ndkerchiefs were not in fact so labeled, the guaranty
was in violation of Section 10 of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica-
tion Act.

CONCLUSION

The acts and practices of respondents as described above were in
violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and the
Hules and Reg-ubtions promulgated thereunder and constituted nnfa,
and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of competition
in commerce within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Com-
mission Ac:L The proceeding is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents David Feldman and Sidney 'Vicen-
towski, individually and as copm'tners trading as 11 orfolk Handker-
chief Company, or under any other name, a,nc1 their representatives

agents and employees, directly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the introduction , manufacture for intro-
duction, sale, advertising and offering for sale, in commerce , and in
the transportation or causing to be transport.ed in commerce, and in
the importation into the United States of textile fiber products; and in
connection with selling, offering for sale, advertising, delivel'ing, trans-
porting, or causing to be transported , textile fiber products, which
have been aclverUsed or oil'cred for sale in commcrce; and in connec-
tion with selling, offering for sale, advertising, delivering, transport-
ing, and causing to be transported , after shipment in commerce, textile
fiber products, either in their original state or which have been made
of other textile fiber products shipped in comn1erce; as the term "com-
merce" is defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act , of
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J1andkcrchiefs or other " textile fiber prodncts , as such products are
defied in and subject to the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act
no forthwith cease and desist from:

1. :Misbranding textile fiber products by failing to affx labels to

such products showing each element of information required to be
disclosed by Section 4 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act.

2. Furnishing false guarantees that textile fiber products are not
misbranded under the provisions of the Textile Fiber Products Identi-
fication Act.

It is further ordered That the complaint be dismissed as to respond-
ent Charles vVieentowski , deceased.

DECISION OF 'l'HE COl\:cr.nSSIOK AXD ORDER 'I' D :FILE REPORT OF CQ:iIPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 4.10 of the Commission s Rules of PTa.ctice

effective July 21, H)61 , the initial decision of the hearing examiner
shall , on the 20th day of March 1962 , become the decision of tho, Com-
mission; and, accordingly:

It is OJ'de1. That David Feldman and Sidney IVicentowski , incli-

vi dually and as copartners trading as "Y orfolk Handkerchief Com-

pany, shan , within sixty (60) days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Com:missioll a report in '';Titing setting forth in
detail the mam1er and form in ,,' hieh they have complied with the
order to cease and desist.

IN TH1 :M.A.TTR OF

VANITY FAIR PAPER MILLS , Ii'C.

ORDEn , ETC., IN REG.\IUJ TO THE ALLEGED .VIOLA'rrON Or' SEC. 2(d) or THE

CLAYTON ACT

Docket 7720. Complaint, ,Ian. 1.960-Dccision, llar. 

, .

1.98

01'1e1' reQuiring n manufacturer of honsel1oh1 pnper products-distributing irs
p1'or1ueto: to retail and wholesnle grocers, drug wholesalers , and retailers in
l'exfls , 01;:a11oma, ArJG1nSnS, 31ississippi , nnd I,onisil.na , and with sales in
1\XiS exceeding $13,000 000-to cease c1iscrimil1atillg in vricc in violation of
Sec. 2(ll) of the Clayton Act by sl1clllJractices as making special pfl:rments

of $430 in excess of the mmnl allowances , fal' adYc1'tising or oth01' services
in connection 'with the sale of its products to J. "1Yeingartcl1 , Inc. , "lviLhout

making com:pnrable comIJensatioll f',yailable to all competitors of the latter.

IPLAINT

The Federal Trade C0l1111ission , having rC8-3011 to be1ieve that the
party respollclent named in the ca.ption hereof , and hereinafter more


