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divcrting it. from cOlnpeting publications and agreement upon prices
discounts and terms of sale for ad vert.ising space.
The Commission , upon review of the whole record , has determined

that the allegations of the cOlnplaint have not been sustained. Re-
spondent.s, however, have engaged in practiees which under different
circumstances could result in giving them an undue advantage over
cornpetitol's. Since future practices of the respondents might be such
as to constit.ute a violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act, the
Commission , ull(ler snch circumstances , should safeguard the public
intcrest by continuing it close scrutiny of respondents ' operations.
Furt.hermore, as is inherent in all clismissaJs such as ordered here, the
COllllnission is in no wise prejudiced in the future from reopening or
from taking such other action in the Juture as may be warranted.

1 t itS ot'ler' That the appeaJ 01' cOllnsel sllpporting the complaint
from the hearing cxaminer s initial decision be, and it hereby is

denied.
It is Itll'the1' ordered That the complaint in this matter be, and it

he, reby is, dismissed.

Ix THE fATTER OF

FEATURE FABRICS, INC., ET AL.

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

COl\DHSSlON AND TUE 'VOOL T'HODrCTS LABELIXG ACTS

Docket 807S. Complail1t , A'ig. 10 1960-Decfsion, Apr. , 1962

Order requiring Kew York City sellers of ""001 fabrics to cease violating the
'Vool Pro(1uds Labeling Act by such practices as labeling as "45% Rayon
40% Xyloll Hi-% Reused 'Vaal" , faoriCs which contained substantially less
nylon and reused wool than thus represented; by fai1ng- to tag or label wool
products as requircd; flnd by furnishing a false guaranty that their wool

products \vere not ruisbralHled.

CO)IPL.AIXT

Pursuant to the proyisiol1s of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the ,Vool ProL1ucts Labeling Act of 1D39 , and by virtue of the
anthority yested in it by said Acts the Federal Trade Commission

haying reason to bo1ipyo that Feature' Fnbrics , Inc., a corporation
and Isic10r Kaplan and Benjamin Levine, individually and as ofTcers
of said corporation , and Isic10r I\:aplan , an inc1i'Tidual , hereinafter
referred to as responclents have vio1ated the proyisions of said Acts

and the Rnle.s 8.11(1 Hegnlations promllJgatec1nnc1er the ,'lool Products
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Labeling Act, and it -appearing to the Commission thnt 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:

PARAGR. PH 1. Respondent Feature Fabries , Inc. , is a corporation
organize.d , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of K ew Yark. ltespondents Isidor Kaplan and
Benjamin Levine are offcers of the corporate respondent. Said indi-
vidual respondents cooperate in formulating, directing and control-
ling the acis, policies and practices of the corporate respondent, in-
cluding the acts and practices hereinafter referred to. The respondent
Isidor Kaplan is an individual trading under his QlYl1 name. All of
the respondents have their offce and principal place of business at
222 'Vest Fortieth Street, Xew York , K.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the .W 001 Products

Labeling Act of 1D39 and more especially since 1D58 , respondents
ha ve introduced into commerce, sold, transported, distributed, de-

livered for shipment, and offered for sale , in commerce" a,s "commerce
is defined in said Act , wool products, as "wool products" are defined
therein.

PAR. 3. Certain of said wool products wcro misbranded by the
respondents within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of
tho ,1'001 Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder , in that they were fa.lsely and deceptively
labeJed or tagged with respect to the character and amOlmt of the
constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products were fabrics labeled or
tagged by respondents as '; 45% Rayon 40% Xylon 15% Reused '\Vool."
In truth a.nd in fact, said fabrics contain ubsta.ntially less than the
a.mOlmt of reu:;en wool and nylon as represented 011 said labe.ls.

PAR. 4. Ce.rtain of said rvool products rvere further misbranded by
respondents in that they 'vere not stamped , tagged or labeled as

required under tbe provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of the '1'001

Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations prOlnuJgateel

thereunder.
PAR. 5. R.espondents l1ave furnished a false gua.ra,nty that their

wooJ products were not misbra-nd( , when they knew , or had reason
to believe, that the said wool produets so falsely guaranteed might
be introduced , solel , tra.nsported, or distributed in cornme.rce, in vio-

lation of Section 9 of the '1'001 Products Labeling Act.
PAR. 6. The respondents , in the course and conduct of t.heir busine.ss

as aforesa.id , were and aTe in substa.ntial eompetition , in commerce
719- (jO;- G4-
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with corporations , firms and individuals likewise engaged in the sale
of wool products, in:cludingwoolfm 'fabrics.

PAn. 7. The acts and practices of the respondents , as set forth
above, were and are in violation of the 'V 001 Products Labeling Act
of 1939 and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and
constituted and now constitute unfair and decepti \'8 acts and practices
and unfair methods of competition in commerce within the intent and
meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

lll' . De lV itt T. Puckett for the Commission.
Guzik 

&: 

Boukstein of ew YOlk

, )'.

, by JIr.
respondents.

Leo (;uzik for

I:r"' ITL\L DECISIOX BY "\VILLlx,n L. P_\CK1 HK-\RTXG EXA '\I

PRELDIIK .\HY 5'L-\ TE?1.EXT

The complaint in this matter, issned on August 10, 1960 chargc(l
the respondents with vioIntion of the ,Yool Products Labeling Act
and the 1\111es and He.gu1ations promulgat.ed thereunder and the Fed
end Trade Commission Act., in connection with the sale of \yool fab
rics. On October =31, 1960, an ans\,er to the complaint was filed by
the respondents and subsequently, at n, hearing held on tTune 22 , 1961
the answer vms amended in certain respects. At a further hearing,
held on Noyember 20 , 1061, respondents through their counsel ad-
mitted on the record all of the mate.rial allegations of fact in the
complaint but denied the conclusions of law stated therein and denied
that there had been any willful and intentional violation of la\v on
the part of respondents.

In connection \vith such admission of fac.ts respondents ' counsel
stated that due to personal reasons respondents had decided not to press
the deniaJs and defenses set forth in their amended answer j that. the
charges against. respondents 1nvolyec1 a single purchase of \\001 fabric

fronl an ltalian wool fabric manufacturer: that the labcJing on the

me,rchanc1isc sold by respondents was pre.cisely the same as that rc-
ce,lvec1 by them in good faith fronl their supplier; and that respond-
ents acted in good faith Lld withont. knowledge that the wa.rranties
,lnd rcpresent:lt.ions made to thcm by their llpplier and its agent. in

the 1;nited States were improper and not in accordance \yit.h the facts.
This statement of counsel ,\YllS in explanation. not in derogat.ion , of
the admission of the facts as aJ1eged in the complaint.

Subsequently proposed Endings and ronell1sions were submitted by
Commission coun e1 and a memorandmn in opposition to suc.h pro-
posn 1s was fi1ed hy respondents : counse1. The case is now before the
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hearing examiner for firml consideration. Any proposed findings
conclusions or contentions not.indnded herein have been rejected.

:FINDINGS AS TO THE PACTS

1. Hespondent Feat.ure Fabrics , Inc., is a J\ ew York corporation.
Respondents Isiclor I\:aplan and Benjamin Levine arc offcers of the
corporation and cooperate in formulat.ing, directing and controlling
its ads, po1icies HHd practices.

Hespolldent lsidor 1\::ap1an is all individual t.rading" under his O\1'n
name. 1\.l or the respondents ha VB their offce and princjpal pI nee
of business at:222, 'Yest Fortieth Street, New York , X.

2. Subsequent to the effective date of the 'Vool Products I. abeling
Act of 1939und more especially since 1958 , respondents have intro-
duced into commerce, sold, tr;lllsported , distributed, delivered for
shi pmcnt , and oiJered for saJe , ill cornmel'ce , as ;;c.ommerce" is defined
in mid Act, \"\001 products, as " wool products :: are defined therein.

3. Certain of SUdl \Yool products were misbranded by respondents
within the intfmt and meaning or Section 4(a) (1) of the ,Vonl
Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder, in that they were falsely and deceptively labeled or tagged
with respect to tIlc Chitracter aud amount of the constituent fibers
contained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products "'ere fabrics labeled or
tagged by respondents as 450/0 Rayo" 40% Nylon 15% Reused ,Vool."
In truth and in fact, such fabrics contained substantially less than the
amount of reused wool and nylon as represented on such labels.
4. Certain of such wool products were further misbranded by re-

spondents in that they were not stamped , tagged or hbeled as required
under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of the ,Vool Prodncts Label-
ing Act and the Rules and Regulations promulg,"ted thereunder

5. Hespondents have furnished a false guaranty that their wool

products were not misbranded , when they knew, or had reason to

believe, that such products might be introduced, sold, transported
or distributed in commerce, in violation of Seet-joIl 9 of the 'V 001
Produet.s Labeling Act.

6. Hespondents , in the course and conduct of the.1r business are in
substa.ntial competition, in cormnerce, with corporations , firms and
individunls likewise engaged in the sale of wool products, including
woolen fabrics.
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CONCLUSIO

The acts a,nd practices of respondents , as set forth above, were in
violation of the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Rules

and Hegulations promulgated thereunder, and constituted unfair and
deceptive acts and practice,: and unfair methods of competition in
commerce within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Com-
mission Aet. The proceeding is in the public interest.

ORDER

ItiB m'der' That respondents Feature Fabrics, Inc. , a corporation
and it.s officers, and Isidor K Lplan and Benjamin Levine, individually
and as offcers of said corporation, and lsidor I(aplan , an individual
and respondents agents, representatives and employees, dlrectly or
through anycorpol'ate or other clevlce , in connection with the introduc-
tion into commerce, or the offering for sa-Ie , sale, transportation or dis-
tribution in commerce as " com_merce" is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act and t.he vVool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , of wool
fabrics or other "wool products , as such products are defined in and
subject to the 'Vaal Products Labeling Act of 1939 , do forthwith cease
and desist from:

A. Misbranding such products by:
1. Falsely or deceptivcly stamping, tagging, labeling or othcrwise-

identifying sneh products as to the char lCter or amount of the con-
stituent fibers included therein;

2. Failing to affx labels to snch products showing each e.lement of
information required to be disclosed by Section 4(,,) (2) of the "Tool
Products Labeling Act of 1939.

B. Furnishing it false b'llarant.y that their -wool products are not
misbranded under the prO\Tisions of the 'V 001 Products Labeling Act
when t.here is reason to believe that t.he wool products so guaranteed
may be introduced , sold , t.ransported or distributed in commerce.

DECISION OF THE COJ\DUSSION AXD ORDER TO FILE REPOHT OF COJUPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 4. 19 of the Commission s R.ules of Practice effec-

tive .July 21 , 1961 , the init.ial dec.ision of the hearing examiner shan , on
tho 26th dlty of April 1D62 become the decision of the Commission;
and, accordingly:

It is ordeTed That respondents he-rein shall , \yithin sixty (60) days,
afLe.r service upon them of this order , file, \"ith the Commission a report
111 writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in \Vhich the,y

havo complied with the orc1e.r to cease and desist.
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IN THE MATTER OF

IJVIKG SINGER TRADING AS D.ERNBURG-SINGER FUR
COMPANY

SENT ORDER ETC' IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE FED-

ERAL TRADE COJKi\lISSro AND THE :FTIR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 8418. Complaint

, ,

Tu. ne 19(jl-Dcci8Ion , tlpr. 2.6 2962

Con.'3ent order requiring a Chicago furrier to cease violating the Fur Products
Labeling Act by invoicing and advertising wbich did not show the true
animal name of the fur in a fur product and contained the nalles of other
animals than those producing furs; by failng to show on invoices the coun.
try of origin of imported furs and to comply in other respects with invoicing
Tequirements; and by failng to disclose in adwrtising when furs were dyed
and representing falsely that his stock \vas "Tremendous , every style, size
and color on hand-ready for you" when he customarily filled orders by
:purchasing fur products from other wholesa1crs.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtup, of the authority
vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission, having rea-
son to believe thnt Irving Singer, an inrlividnal trading as Dernbnrg-
Singer Fur Compnny, hereinafter referred to as respondent, hfls

violated the proyisions of said . :\cts and the Rules and Heglllations
promulgat.ed uncleI' the FlII' Products Labeling Act and it appearing
to the. Conunission 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 fo11ows:

PAHAGRAPH 1. Respondent Irving Singer is an individual trading
as Dernburg-Singer Fur Company with his offce and principal place
of husiness Jocated at 190 North State Street, Chicago , Ill.

PAR. 2. Suhse.quent to the effective date of the Fur Products Label-

ing Act on August D , 1952 , respondent has been , and is now , engaged
in the introduction into comlnerce, and in the sale , advertising, and
offering for sale , in commerce , and in the transportation , and distri-
bu6on , in commerce- of fur proc1uct.'i , and has soJd , advertised , offered
for sale transport.ed a.nd distributed fur products which were made
in whole or in part of fur \vhieh has been shipped and received in
.commerce , a.s the tern1S "cOl11JerCe

, "

fur" and "fur prod-uct aTe

defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.
PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products were faJsely and deceptively

involeed hy respondent in that they were not invoiced as required


