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Consent order requiring New York City manufacturers of textile fiber prod-
ucts to cease violating the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act by
failing to label or otherwise identify said products, and furnishing false
guaranties that certain of the products were not misbranded or falsely
invoiced.

CoaPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and by virtue of
the authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, having reason to believe that Aansworth, Litd., a corporation,
trading as Cos Cob & Co., and William M. Perry, Jr., individually
and as an officer of Aansworth, Ltd., hereinafter referred to as
respondents, have violated the provisions of said Acts and the Rules
and Regulations promulgated under the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act, and it appearing to the Commission that a pro-
ceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public interest, here-
by issues its complaint, stating it charges in that respect as follows:

Paraerarir 1. Respondent Aansworth, Litd., trading as Cos Cob
& Co., is a corporation organized, existing and doing business under
and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York.

Respondent William M. Perry, Jr., is president of Aansworth,
Ltd., trading as Cos Cob & Co. He formulates, directs, and controls
the acts and practices of Aansworth, Ltd., including the acts and
practices hereinafter set forth.

Respondents Aansworth, Ltd., trading as Cos Cob & Co., and
William M. Perry, Jr., are manufacturers and wholesalers of textile
fiber products with their office and principal place of business
located at 1407 Broadway, New York, New York. ‘

Par. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act on March 3, 1960, respondents have been and
are now engaged in the introduction, delivery for introduction,
manufacture for introduction, sale, advertising, and offering for
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sale, in commerce, and in the transportation or causing to be trans-
ported in commerce, and in the importation into the United States
of textile fiber products; and have sold, offered for sale, advertised,
delivered, transported, and caused to be transported, textile fiber
products, which have 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, either in their original state or contained in other textile
fiber products; as the terms “commerce” and “textile fiber product”
are defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

Par. 8. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded by
respondents in that they were not stamped, tagged, labeled, or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(b) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and in the manner and

form as prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated under

said Acts.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto, were textile fiber products without labels.

Par. 4. Respondents furnished false guaranties that certain of
their textile fiber products were not misbranded or falsely invoiced,
in violation of Section 10(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identifi-
eation Act.

Par. 5. The acts and practices of respondents, as set forth above
were, and are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica-
tion Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and
constituted, and now constitute unfair methods of competition and
unfair and deceptive acts or practices, in commerce, under the Fed-
eral Trade Commission Act.

Decistox axp ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act, and the respondents having been served
with notice of said determination and with 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 there-
after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admis-
gion by respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
complaint to issue herein, a statement that the signing of said agree-
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ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an ad-
mission by respondents that the law has been violated as set forth in
such complamt and waivers and provisions as required by the Com-
mission’s rules; and

The Commission, having considered the agreement, hereby accepts
same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the
following order:

1. Respondent Aansworth, Ltd., tradlng as Cos Cob & Co., is a
corporation organized, existing and doing business under and by
virtue of the laws of the St-a.t.e of New York with its office and
principal place of business located at 1407 Broadway, New York,
New York.

Respondent William M. Perry, Jr., is an officer of said corpora-
tion, and his address is the same as that of said corporation.

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

ORDER

7t is ordered, That respondents Aansworth, Ltd., a corporation,
trading as Cos Cob & Co., and its officers, and William M. Perry, Jr.,
individually and as an officer of Aansworth, Ltd., and respondents’
representatives, agents, and employees, directly or through any
corporate or other device, in connection with the introduction, de-
livery for introduction, manufacture for introduction, advertising,
or offering for sale, in commerce, or the transportation or causing to
be transported in commerce, or the importation into the United
States, of any textile fiber product; or in connection with the sale,
offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, or causing to
be transported, of any textile fiber product which has been advertised
or offered for sale in commerce; or in connection with the sale,
cffering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, or causing to
be transported, after shipment in commerce, of any textile fiber
product, whether in its original state or contained in other textile
fiber products, as the terms “commerce” and “textile fiber product”
are defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from: .
A. Misbranding textile fiber products by failing to affix labels
to such textile fiber products showing in a clear, legible and
conspicuous manner each element of information required to be
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disclosed by Section 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identi-
fication Aect.

B. Furnishing false guaranties that textile fiber products are
not misbranded or falsely invoiced under the provisions of the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.



