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products, in commerce, as "commerce" is defied in the Federal
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith eease and desist from:

1. Representing, directly or by implication , that:
a. His product is of a value comparable to any other

product retailing at a higher price unless the merchandise
to which his product is compared is at least of like grade
and qllality in a1l material respects and is generally avail-
able for purchase at the comparative price in the same trade
area , or areas , where the claim is made.
b. Drils made of earbon steel are high-speed drills or

super speecl drins or are composed of high-speed steel.
c. Dri1s made of earbon stecl are made of ehromium-

vanadium steel or contain significant an10unts of chromium
or yanacli urn.

d. Dri1s made of carbon steel are suitable for use on
steel.
e. Drils have been hardened or otherwise manufactured

so as to increase their effciency or cutting capacity beyond
the actual effciency or cutting capacity of said drils.

2. ;\Iisrepresenting in any maImer the composition, quality,

characteristics or performance of any tools, dril1s , drill sets or
related products.

3. Furnishing or otherwisc placing in the hands of retailers
and others the means and instrumentalities by and through
which they may mislead or deeeive the public in the mamler or
as to the things hereinabove prohibited.

It is fmther ordered, That the respondent herein sha1l , within
sixty (60) days after service upon him of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which he has complied with this order.

11- THE MATTR OF

RILEY E. nLES ET AI,. TRADING AS MILES N' MILES

CONSE T OHDER, ETC., IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
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Consent order requiring the retail operators of two ladies ' apparel stores in
Sacramento and Marysvile, Calif. to cease violating the Fur Products
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abe1ing Act by failng to disclose on labels and invoices that fur in fur
products was arlifically colored; to identify on labels the manufacturer
etc. , and to bo\v on inyoices the true animal name of fur; substituting
nonconforming- labels for those originally attached to fur products; and
failng to keep required records;

To cease violating the Wool Products Labeling Act by failng to disclo."c on
labels on ladies ' wool apparel the true generic name of tIle fibers present
and the percentage thereof, by describing fiber content improperly as
worsted" , and by removing the required identification from wool products;

To cease violating the 'l'extile Fiber Proclucts Identification Act by falsely
labeling, invoking and advertising trxtilc products as to the name or
amount of constituent fibers; failing; to lahel texties, and advertising
them falsely, as to the true generic name of fibers present and the RITount
by weight; removing the required identification, and failng to keep records

of tIle information removed; und failng to comply in other respects with
requirements of l1e above acts.

CO)IPL.\!",T

Pursuant to the provisions or the Federal Trade Commission Act
the Fur Products Labeling Act, the IV 001 Products Labeling Act
of 1939 and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and by
virtue or the authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade
Commission having reaSOll to believe that Hiley E. :JIiles and Doro-
thy S. \1iles , individually and flS co-partners, trading a,s :.1-iles 11
liles. hereinafter rererred to as respondents have violated the

prmcisions of said Acts , and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the I, ur Products Labe,Eng Act the "\V 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and
it a.ppearing to the Commission that a proc.eeding by it in respect

thereof would be in the public interest , hereby issnes its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondcnts Hiley E. Miles and Dorothy S. Miles

aTe individuals and co-part.ners trading as l\files n iiles.
Respondents are engaged in the retail operation of ladies ' wear.

ing apparel stores loca.ted at IDSJ Fulton A venne , Sacramento , Cali-
fornia and 409 Sixth Street , lIarysvilc , California with their offclJ

and principal place of business at 188,1 Fulton Avenue , SacnLmento
California.

\R. 2. Subsequent to the efrective date of the Fllr Products Label ing
Act on August 9 1932 , respondents h lve been and nre now engaged in
the introduction into commerce , and in the sa.le, advertising, and
offerina ror sale in commerce, and in the transportation and dis.

trihuti n in commerce, of fur products; and have sold , advertised
offered for sale. transported and distributed fur products ,,,hich have
been ma,de in whole or in part of fUl'S ,,,hich have been shipped and
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received in cOllnneree: as the terms ;;commel'ce

, ';

fur :' and ;' fur
produce: are defined in the Fur Prodncts Labeling Act.

P AH. 3. Certain of said fur products "were misbranded in that they
'''ere not labeled as required under the provisions of Section 4(2) 
the Fur Products Labeling Act and ill the manner and form pre-
scribed by the HuJes and HeguJations promuJgated thereunder.

Among snch misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto
were fur products with labels ,,,hich failed:

1. To disclose that the fur c.ontainecl in the fur product wa,
bleached , dyed, or otherwise artificially co1ored , when such was the
fact.

::. To show the name, or other identification issued and registered
by ihe Commission : of one or HlOl'C of the pC1'sons who Inanlli'actul'ed
::uch fur product. for introduction into commerce , introdnced it into
COJmneree, sold it in commerce , a(h ertised or offere(l it for snle

commerce, 01" transported or distributed it in commerce.
P,\'R. 4-. Certain of sai(l fur products ',rere misbranded in ,'ioIation

of the Fur Prollucts Labeling \ct in that they were not labeled in

accordanc.e ",,,ith the Hules UJc1 Hegll1ations prol1111gaterl there-
1111ler in the folJmying respects:

1. Information required lInder ecti01J .q ) of the Fnr J rotlltcts
Label ing Act a.nd the Rules and Regulations pl'omlllgn ted 1 here-
under YlflS set forth 011 labels ill abbreyiated form , ill ,,iolat.ioll of

RnJe 1 or the said Rules and HeguJations.

2. La.bels affixed to fnl' products cEd not comply with the rnininmm
size requirellellts of one and three- qua.rtc1' i11(,hes by t\yO null thrpe-
quarter inches , in violation of I ule 7 of said H,ules and Hegulalions.

3. Informatjon required under Section 4 (2) of the Fill' Proc1ncts
Labeling- Act and the Rnles and Reguhtions proml1lgnied thereunder
wa;. set forth in handwriting all labels, in violation of Rule :2U (b)
of said R.1l1es and R.egnlations.

4. Infon-nation required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products

Labeling Act and the Rnlc-s and Regulations promulgated therennc1e.r
was not set forth in the required sequence , in violation of HliJe 3n of
the said Rules and Hegula tions.

5. Required item numbers we.re not set forth on labels , in violation
of Hu Ie of said RuJes and Regulations.

PAR. o. Certain of said fur products were falsely and decp.ptjye1y
invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoice(l as re-
quired by Section 5(b) (1) of (he Fur Prodncts LabeJing Act and the
Rules and Regnlations promulgated ullder such "teL

Among- sneh falsely and deceptively jnvoicecl fur proc1\lct , but not
limited thereto , "'''ere fllr products covered by invoices whirh failrtl:
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1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur product.
2. To disclosc that the fur contained in the fur product 

wasbleached, dyed, or otherwise artificially colored , when such was the
fact.

3. Required item numbers 1yere not set forth on in,-oices in viola-
tlOn of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

PAIL 6. Respondents in introducing, selling, advertising, and ouer-
ing for sale, in commerce, and in processing for COllllnerCe, fur prod-
nets; and in selling, advertising, oifering for sale, and processing fur
products which have been shipped and received in conunerce, havemisbranded such fur products by substituting thereon labels which
did not conform to the requirements of Section 4 of the Fur Prod-
uets Labeling Act, for the labels affxed to said fur produets by the
manufacturer or distributor pursuant to 

Section -! of said 

violation of Section 3 (e) of said Act.

PAn. 7. ltespondents in substituting labels as provided for in Sec-
tion 3(e) of the Fur Products Labeling Act have failed to keep and
preservc the records required, in viohttion of said Section 3 (e) of the
said Act.

PAll. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of the respondents
, as

herein alleged, are in violation of the Fur Produets Labe1ing Act and
t he Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder 'end constitute
unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of com
petition in COllDnerce lmder the 11 ederal Trade Conlluission Aci.

PAR. 9. Subsequent to the effective date of the "Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939 and more especially since May of 1962, respond-
ents have introduced into commerce, sold , transported , distributed
delivered for shipment, and offered for sale in c01nmerce, ,"1001 prod-
ncts , as "commerce)) and "wool product" are defined in said Act.
PAR. 10. Certain of said wool products were misbranded by re-

spondents in that they were not stamped, tagged or labeled as required
under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of the \Vool Products
Labeling Act and in the manner and form prescribed by the Rules
ftnc1 Hegulations promulgated under said Act.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
wore hldies ,Ye lring 1pparel with labels which failed:

1. To discJose the true generic names of the fibers present; and
2. To disclose the percentage of such fibers.
PAn. 11. Certain of said wool products were misbranded in viola-

tion of the Wool Products Labeling Act in that they were not labeled
in accordance with the Rules and R.egulations promulgated there-
under in the following respects;

1. Labels or tags attached to certain wool products deseribed a

portion of the fiber content as " ,yorsted" instead of using the common
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generic name of said fiber, in violation of Rule 8 of the aforesaid
Rules and Regulations.

2. Information required under Seetion 4(a) (2) of the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939 and Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder was set out in handwriting on labels , in violation of Hule
10(a) of the aforesaid Rules and Itegulations.

PAR. 12. Respondents with the intent of violating the provisions

of the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 have removed or caused
or participated in the removal of the stamp, tag, label or other identi-
fication required by the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 to be
affxed to wool products subject to the provisions of such Act, prior
to the time such wool products were sold and delivered to the ultimate
consumer, in violation of Section 5 of said Act.

PAR. 13. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth

above were , and are, in violation of the VV ool Products Labeling Act
of 1939 and the Rules and Regulations 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 Ineaning of the Federal Trade COlmnission Act.

'R. 14. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber

Products Identification Act of 1Iareh 3 , 1960 , respondents have been
and arc. now engaged in the introduction , delivery for introduction
sale, advertising, and offering for sale, in commerce, and in the
transportation or causing to be transported in commerce, and in the
importation into the United States, of textile jiber products; and
have sold, offered for sale, advertised, delivered, transported, and

caused to be transportcd textile fiber products , which have been ad-
vertised 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 JibeI' products , either in their

original state or contained in other textile fiber products; as the
terms "commerce" and "textile fiber product" are defined in the Tex
tile Fibcr Products Identification Act.

PAR. 15. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbmnded by
respondents within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) of the
Textie Fiber Products Identification Act and the Rules and Ilegula-
tions promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and decep-
tively stamped, tagged, labeled, invoiced, adver6sed, or otherwise

identified as to the name or amount of the constituent fibers contained
therein.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto , were textiJe fiber products with labels which contained terms
which represented, either directly or by implication, that the textile



1604 FEDERAL TRADE CO::llIISSIO:\T DECISIONS

Complaint 63 F.

product was composed ,yhol1y of both rayon and linen , ,,111(11 311Ch

1YClS not the case.

Among such terms, but HaL limited thereto, was the term ' ;U())76
Hayon Linen

\T. 16. Certain of said textile fiber products \yere fUl'thf':: mis-
branded by respondents in that t.hey were not. stmnpec1, tflggrd. la-
beled , or othcl'wiseic1entifiec1 118 required Hnder the pI'Odsions aT Sec-
lion 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products ldenliiication Act , n1', 1 j11
the manner and form as prescribed by rhe Iln1es ancl J egl1LlIiol1
promulgated uncleI' said Act.

\llong such misbranded textile fiber products , but not li llited
therr10 , were tcxtile fiber products ,,-hich were not labeled 10 i'hrny
ill words and ligures plainly legible:

1, The true generic name of the fibers present.
:2. The percentage of such fibers present lJj' weight.
PAIL 17. Certain of said t.extile fiber products \yel'C misbl'nncJeL1 by

the respondents in violation of the Textile Fiber Products lclenllrica-
hon Ad in that they ,yere not labeled in accordance with 1he nnh'
and Regulations promulgated thereunder in the, follmying J'espt"_

1. Information required under Section 4(n) of the Texrj1t Fiber

Pl'od11cts IdcntiJicatiOll Act and the Rules and H.cguln, tiolls j)l' (,;iml-
ga.ted thereunder was set forth 011 labels in abbreviated form , in - io!c\.-
Lion of Uule :") of s Lid Rules and Regulations.

2. 11lfol'lnaiion required under Section 4(b) of the Textile Filwr
Produets Identification Act and the Hules and Regulations IJl' (!nJuJ-
gated thc1'cunder 'ya.s seL forth in lUlllchn'iting 011 1abeb jn , ioh-
Lion ot' R111e 1G(b) of the aforesaid Rules uld Regulation::.

3. Fiber trademarks were p1aced on labels without tlJC g-ellpric
nl11neS of the libel's appe,lring 011 sneh labels , in violation of l:uh;

J" (11) of the nforesaid Hllles and Hegu1ations.
4. .Fiber trademarks ,ycre used Oil labels without fun and comp1t'e

libel' content disclosure the first time the generic nnl11e or fil)(r rr:1(le-
mnl'k appearecl on the label, in violation of H111e IT (b) of the afore-

said Hu)es and Hegnlations.
PAn. 18. Certain of saiel textile fiber products ,yere falsely aWl (10-

ccpt ive):y advertised in that respondents in making disclosll'
implicntions as to the fiber conte,HI: of such textile fiber p1'oduct ill
written acl\"e1'tisllents used to airL promote : and assist dirf:crly or
indirectly in the sale or offering for sale of said products : faill'\ l to

set. forth the required information a.s to fiber content as specijjed in
Section 4(c) of the 'J'extilc Fil:wl' Products Identification A. ct :llld in
the m;tnner and fonn prescribed by jhe HuJes and Regulation." pro-
mulgated ullrh r said Act.
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Among sueh textile fiber products, but not limited thereto, '"as
ladies: wPlLring apparel which was falsely and deceptively adver-
tised in The Sacramento Bee , a newspaper published in the City of
Sacramento , State uf California and having a wide eirculation in
said State and various other states of the rnited States , in that the
true generic nilmes of the fibers present in such products werc not
set forth.

\H. 10. Certain of saiel textile fibeT products were falsely and
dcceptively advertised in violation of the Textile Fiber Products
Irlentiiication Act in that they were not advertised in accordance
\"ith t.he. Rules and R,egulations promulgated thereunder.

Among such textile fiber products, but not limited thereto, '''ere
textile fiber products "which \verc falsely tncl decepti\'ely adverti ecl
in The Sacramento Dee , a ne wspaper published in the City of Sacra-
mento, State of California and IULving a wiele circulation in said
State and various other states of the rniled States in the following

respects:
1. F' iber trademarks were used in advertising textile fiber proc111cts

namely ladies ' wearing apparel \\ ithout a full disclosure of the fiber
content information required IJY the said Act, and the Hules ancl
Heglilations therellnder in at. least aIle instance in said advcrtise-
ments , in violation of Hule 41 (a.) 01' the aforc3fLid Hules nnd Hegllla-
lions.

2. J, iber trademarks \yere ll ec1 in advertising textile fiber proc111cts
namely ladies ' wearing apparel eont Lining more than onc fiber anll
such nlJer trademarks did not appear in the required fiber c.onlenr
information in immediate proximity and c.onjunction with the generic-
names of the fibers to which they related in plainly legible t.ype or
lettering of eqnal size and conspicuousness, in violation of H.l1le 41 (b)
of the aforesaid Rules and Hcgulations.

3. Fiber trademarks \ycre ll ecl in advertising textile fibcr pr()ll1cts
nfuneJy fabrics containing unly one fiber anc1 such fiber Lrademadi:::3
did not appea, , at least once in sa.id advertisements in immediate
proximity and conjunction with thc generic names of the fibers to
whieh they relatcd in plainly legible and conspic.uous type, in violn-
hon of Rule 41 (c) of the aforcsaid Rules and Hegulations.

PAIL 20. ..\.fl.er certain tcxtile fiber products were shipped in ('Oll-
lllercc, respondents have removed , or eaused or participated ill the

mo\"al of the stamp, ta.g, label 01' other identification required by
the 'fextile Fiber Products Identification Act to be affxed to snch
products , prior to the time sueh textilc fiber pruducts were sold and
delivered t a the ultimate conSUlner, in violation of Section 5 (it) 

said Act.

'W- Ul:'- 6!J .102
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PAR. 21. Respondents in substituting stamps, tags , labels , or other
identification pursuant to Section 5 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act have failed to maintain records to show the infor-
mation set forth on the stamps, tags, labels, or other identification
that they removed and the name or names of the person or persons
from whom the textile fiber product was received, in violation of Sec-
tiOll 6 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and
Rule 39.

PAH. 22. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth
above were, and are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Prodncts

Identification Act, and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under, and constituted and now constitute unfair and deceptive acts
and practices and unfair methods of competition in commerce under
the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DEClSION AND ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com.
plaint charging t.he respondents named in the ca.ption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act, the Fur Products
Labeling Act, the VV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Tex-
tile Fiber Products Identification Act, and the respondents having
been served with notice of said determination a.nd \vith a copy of the
complaint the Commission intended to issue , together with a. proposed
form of order; and

The respondents and counsel for the 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 issue herein, a statement that the sig11ing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only and docs not constitute an admission by

re,sponclents that the law has been violated as set forth in such com-

pIa,int : and waivers and provisions as required by the Commission
rules; and
The Commission : having considered the agreement, hereby accepts

same, issues its eomplaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment , m.akes the fol1owing jurisdict.ional findings, and enters the
fol1mdng- order:

1. Hes11ondents , Riley E. 1\Jile8 and Dorothy S. Miles, co-partners
trading as liles n ' 1\1iles , arc engaged in the retail operation of ladies
wearing lLpparel stores located at 1984 Fulton A venne , Sacramento
California and 409 Sixth Street, 1\fa.rysville California, with t.heir
offce and principal pla,ce of business at 1984 Fulton Avenue, Sa.cra-

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

ORDER

J t is ol'l,eTed That respondents Riley E. Miles and Dorothy S.
:\Iiles, individually and as co-partners trading as Miles n ' Miles or
under any other trade nanlC , and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or other device in
connection with the introduction , into commerce, or the sale, adver-
tising or offering for saJe in commerce, or the transportation or

distribution in commerce of any fur product; or in connection with

the sale, advertising, offering for sale, transportation or distribution
of any fur product which is made in whole or in part of fur which

has been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms "commerce
fur , and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling

Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:
A. Misbranding fur products by:

1. Failing to affx labels to fur products showing in words
and figures plainly legible all of the information required
to bc disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 4(2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Setting forth information required undcr Seetion 4(2)

of the Fur Products Labeling Aet and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated thereunder in abbreviated form on labels
affxed to fur produets.

3. AfTxing to fur products labels that do not comply with
the minimwn size requirements of one and three-quarter
inches by two and three-quarter inches.

4. Setting forth information rcquired under Section 4(2)

of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated thereunder in handwriting on labels affxed
to fur products.

5. Failing to set forth information required under Section
4 (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and
Regulations promulgated thereunder on labels in the se-
quence required by Rule 30 of the aforesaid Rules and
Hegulations.

6. Failing to set forth on labels the item mnnber or mark
assigned to fur products.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:

1. Failing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur prod-
ucts showing in words and figures plainly legible all of the



1608 FEDERAL TRADE COI'dl\HSSION DECISIQXS

Deeisj()ll and Order ) F.

information requireu to be disclosed in each of the subsec-
tions of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Failing to set forth on invoices the item number or
mark assigned to iur products.

It i8 fUTthet '-i'(leter! That re,pondents Riley E. Miles ancl Dorothy
S. :'1i1e8 , inc1iYidllal1y and as co-partners t.racEng as files n : l\Iiles

or 11Ider fLny other trade name, and respondents ' re,presentati\"
agents and cmployees, directly or through any corporate or other de-
vice , in connection -.yith the introduction , sale, advertising-, or of1'er-
ing for sale, in commerce, or the processing for commerce of fur
products; 01' in connect.ioll with the selling, arlvert,ising, oflel'ing for
saJe , or processing of fur products which have been shipped and 1'("-

celyed in commcrcc do forthwith ceflse and desist from:
A. 1'Hisbranding iu!' proclncts by substit.uting for the burl..,

alhxed to such fur products pursuant to Se,ction 4 of tbe Fur
Products Labeling Act bbels which do not conform to tl1f: re-
quin' Jllellts of the aforesaid Act and the 1\ules anel H,egllbtions
prornulgatecl thereunder.

B. l?niling to keep and presclTc the records required Ii \" the
Fur Producrs L,lbelillg \C1 1lc1 the H\11es antI l1egubtion.;; !H'
mnlgated thereumler in suusrituting labels as permiHed h:: ,sec.-
tion 3(e) of the s:tic! Act.

f t -is f'ui'the1' Ot'dci' That l'(', sponclents Riley E. liles and Dorot.h:.
S. Jj1es : individua.1Jy and as co-partners , trading as JIilcs n ' :\Iiles

or lmdel' any other trade nalIJC, and respondents' represenLl.tin:s
agents and employees , directly or through auy corporate or oiher
deyjec , 11 connection lyiJ-l tbe introduction in1.o eommerce, OJ' offering
for sale, sale : transportation , distribution or deli,'ery for shipment
in commerce, of any wool pruduct , as "C01l1nerCe " and " '1'001 pl'OdllCf
are defined in the ,Vool Products Lllbeling Act of 1930 do fort yith
cea.se, and de ist from misbranding such prodncts by:

A. Failing 10 securely affix to or place on each such product
n stamp, tng, JabeJ or other means of identification, sho\\- ing in
a clear and conspicllons maJlner each element of information
required to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of ihe Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1!J39.

B. Failing to set forth the common generic name 01 tihet's in
tJIC required ;nformntiOJl onlnbels , tflgS, or oj-her menns ot idellti-
fication attached to ".001 products.

C. Setting: forth 011 hlwb affixpd to wno) pl'odl1c1sinf(1l'1Iwt!on
re'luired under Section 4(a) (2) of the Woo! P!"oc!ncts Labeling
Ac.t and the Hules and He.gldations proJlnlgntcrl therclllldt, l' in
Jwndwl'jting.
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It is j",.ther order:ed That respondents Riley E. Miles and Dorothy
S. 1\1)1es , individually and as co-partners , trading as :Miles :l\ile8 , or
under any other trade name, and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or other device, do
fortljwith cease and desist from renlOving or causing or participating
ill the. renlOval of any stamp, tag, label or other means of identifica-
tion m1ixed to any "\Yool product subject to the provisions of the 'Vaal
Products Labeling Act of lUBD with intent to violate the provisions
of mid Act.

1t;'8 further ol'del That l'l'spoI1lents Hiley E. )filcs and Dorothy
8. ljl('. individually a.ncl as co-partners, trading as files 11 ' :Miles , or
under any otlwr trHde name , anclrc pondents ' representatives , agents
and employees , dircetly 01' through any corporate or other device in
connection with the introduction, deJivcry for introduction, sale , ad-
verti i:;ig, 01' ofl'ering for sale, in commerc.e , or the transportation or
can ing to be transported , in COl11nerCe , or the importation into the
United Statps of any textile fiber product; or in connection with the
sa-Ie, offering for sale, adyertising, dclivery, transportation or causing
to be. tTf111sport:ed , of any textile fiber product which has been adver-
tised or oH'el'ecl for sale in e011merce; or in connection ,vith the sale
oll'lCTing for aJe, ach.erti illg: delin' ry, tra.llspoItation or causing io
be transported , afier shipment. in commerce , of any tcxtiJe fiber prod-
uct , ,yhN.her in its original state or conhlinecl in other textile fiber
product.s as the tcrms ;;COlTllnel'Ce " and " textile fiber product" are
de.1inecl in the TextiJc Fiber Products Identification .Act. do forthwith
cea 1nc1 desist frorn:

.\. :\1isbranc1ing textile Jibe,r proc1ucts by:

1. Falsely or deeeptively stamping, tagging, labeling, in-
voieing, acln rtjsillg, or othenvise identifying such prod-
ucts as to the name 01' amount of constituent fibers contained
therein.

2. Failing to affix labels to such textile fiber products
sho,,- ing in a clear, le,gible and conspicuous manner each
elemcnt of informat1on required to be, disclosed by Section
cl(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

3. SeLting forth information required under Section 4(a.)
of the TcxtiJc Fiber Products Identification Act and the
uIes and Regulations proHlUlgated thereunder in abbre-

viated form 011 hlbels affixed to textile products.
4. Setting forth on labels Rffixed to textile fiber products

information required under Section 4 (b) of the Textile Fiber
Products Iclentification Aet Flnd the Rules and I\egulations
proHmlgGtecl thereunder in handwriting.
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5. Using a fiber trademark on labels affxed to such textile
fiber products without the generic namc of the fiber appear-
ing on such label.

6. Using a generic name or fiber trademark on any label
whether required or non-required , without making a full
and complete fiber content disclosure in aecordanee with the
Textile Fiber Products Identifieation Act and the Rules and
Regulations promulgated thereunder the first time such gen-
eric namc or fiber trademark appears on the label.

B. Falsely and deceptively advertising textile fiber products
by:

1. 1\1aking any representations by disclosure or by impli-
cation as to the fiber content of any textile fiber produet in
any written advertisement which is used to aid , promote or
assist directly or indirectly, in the 8alc or offering for sale

of such textile fiber procInct, unless the same infol'ulation re-
quired to be shown on the stamp, tag, label , or other means
of identification under Section 4(b) (1) and (2) of the Tex-
tile Fiber Products Identification Act is contained in said
advertisement, except that thc percentages of the fibers pres-
ent in the textile fiber product need not be stated.

2. Using a fiber trademark in advertising textile fiber prod-
ucts without a full disclosure of the required fiber content
infol'l1i1tion in at least one instance in said advertisement.

3. Using a fiber trademark in advertising textile fiber prod-
ucts containing more than one fiber ",-ithout such fiber t.rade-
mark appearing in the required fiber content information in
immediate proximit.y and conjunct.ion with the generic name
of the fiber in plainly Jegible type or lettering of equal size

and conspicuousness.

4. "Using a fiber trademark jn advertising textile fiber prod-
ucts containing only one fiber without such fiber trademark
appearing at least once in the advertisement in immediate

proximity and conjunction with the generic name of the
fiber, in plainly legible and conspicuous type.

It i8 tnrther ordered That respondents Riley E .AHles and Dorothy
S. 1:iles , individually and as co-partners trading as lVIiles n ' :Miles or
under any other trade name" and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees , directly or through any corporate or other device , do
forthwith cease and cle..c:ist from removing, 01' causing or participating
in the removal of, the stamp, tag, label or other identification required
to be affxed to any textile fiber product, after such textile fiber prod-
uct has been shipped in commcrce: and prior to the time such textile
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fiber product is sold and delivered to the ultimate consumer unless
a substitute stamp, tag, label , or other means of identification is
affxed thereto in accordance with the provisions of Section 5 (b) of

the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
It i8 furthe?' m'dered That respondents Riley E. Miles and Dorothy

S. Miles, individually and as co-partners, trading as Miles n ' Miles or
under any other trade name , and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or other device, do
forthwith cease and desist from failing to maintain the records re-
quired by Section 6 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act and Rule 39 of the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under to show the information set forth on the stamps , tags , labels or
other identification that they removed and the name or names of the
person or persons from whom the textile fiber product was received
in substituting stamps, tags, labels 01' other identification pursuant to
Section 5 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

It i8 further ordered That the 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 THE MATTER OF

PER1L LITE RAYBERN 1FG. CORP. ET AL.

CONSEST ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLRGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COl\IMISSION ACT

Docket C-f2/i. Complaint, Nov. 2.9 1965-Decision . Nov. , 1.968

Consent order requiring- Chicago manufacturers of aluminum storm windows and
doorf:, canopies, patios and fiberglass awnings and in the in:-tallation
thereof and engaged also in the distribution of 'vater softeners to the pub.
lie, to cease representing falsely-through their door- to-door salesmen and
by salesmen who kept appointments made by telephone solicitations-that
such salesmen were factory representatives and specially qualified; that
their purpose was to introduce respondents' products in that particular

area to specially selected prospects and at reduced prices during the "off
season , but that immediate purchase was necessary; that a lower p.rice
would be charged if the purchaser would allow peopJe to view the instal-
lation; and that respondent.s were comanufacturers of the "ater softener.

CO:\fPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by the said Act, the Fed-


