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cannot fulfill its basic duty of devising the "enforcement policy best
ca.lculated to aehie'i' c the ends contemplated by Congress (11100g In-

dust,..;e8 Y. 355 U. S. 411 413) in the auto parts industry. Be-

fore it enters still another cease-and- desist order preJnise.d on highlY
questionable legal and economic assumptions , the Connnission should
use its administrative pO\Ycrs, as Congre5s intended it would , to con-
duct an economic study oJ the structure or dist.ribution in this industry.

FIX -\L OnDER

This Jnattcl' lwving been hC(1'cl by tha Commission upon exceptions
to t.he initial decision fied by respondent, and upon briefs and oral
argument in support thereoT and ill opposition thereto , and the Com-
mission having l'uled on said exceptions , and haying dete.rmil1e,d that
the initial decision should be modifie,c1 to conform with the views ex-
pre )sed in the accompanying opinion:

1/ is 07ylen:d That tlw hearing exarniner s initial decision as modi-
fied be , and it hereby is , fi(loptec1 as the decision of the COlIllnission.

It i& fUTthe'i' o'rdeTed That respondent sbaH , \vithin sixty (60) days
Riter service upon it of this order , Iie ",-ith the Commission a. report
in \yriting, setting' 10rth in det il the manner and form in whieh it
has cornplied with the ordcr to cease and desist.
Commissioncr Dixon concurring and Commissioner Elma.n

dissenting.

Ix TUE :.IATTER OF

PHILIP SHLAKSKY & SONS , I , ET AL.
CONSENT ORDEH ETC., IX REGAIm TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDEHAL TRADE nBDlISSIOX , THE WOOL PROD"CCTS LABELING , THE F(i
PRODUCTS L '\nELTNG . D THE TE.:TILE FIBEH pnODL.C' S IDENTIFICATION
ACTS

Docket (.-796. Cumplaint , July 30 , 196'4- Decision , .Ju1y 30 , 1964

Consent order requiriug four flffJiated llwnufacLnrcrs of ladies' coats and
suits of Xew York City, to cease misbranding their wool , fur , and textile
fiber products, furnishing false guarant.ies that their wool product.s are

not misbranded , fwd failng to ll:1int8.in required retonls of fiber eontent of
their textile fiber IJroducts.

CO::\lPL.\lXT

Pursuant to the IJl'oYlsions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
find the \Vool Prodncts Lalx:;ling Ad. of 1939 , and the Fur Products
Labcljng Aet and the Textile, Fiber Products Identificfltion Act and
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by virtue of tJ1G authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade
Commissiol1 haying rea Oll to believo tlwt Philip Shlansky & Sons
Inc" Donnybrook , Ltd. , Brookleigh , Ltd. , :Jlflllsfieid Tailleul's , Ltd.
corporations, and Philip Shbnsky, I1'win Shlansky and :.iartin
Shlansky, indh"ic111al1y and as offcers of said corporations herein-
:1ftCl' referred to as respondents , have violated the provisions of said
Acts and the Hulet; and T\cgnIatiolls promulgated under the ,Yool
Products L.abeling Act of HJ39 , the Fur Products l.abeling Act , and
the Textile Fiber Products Ic1entificiltion Ad , and it. appearing to the
Commission thai, :t pl'ocE ec1illg by it in respect tJlereof \yould be in
the public. interest , hereby i slles its complaint stating its charges
j 11 tlm t respect as follo\ys:

\R.-\GRAPH 1. Respondents Philip Shlansky &:, Salls , lnc. , Donny-
brook, Ltd" Brookleigh , Ltd. , :JIansfielc1 Tailleurs , Ltd. , an COl'pora-
!.ons organized , existing and doing business under and by virtlH
the 1a,ys of the State of e\, York. Inc1i\'idual respondents Philip
Shlansky, Irwin Shlansky and lartin Shlansky are offcers of said

corporate respondents Gnd formulate , (lirect and control the acts
policies and practiccs oJ said corporate respondents , including the
acts and practices hereina.fter referred to. T11e respondents are en-

gaged in the mannfactnre and distribntioll of ladies ' coats and suits
and have their oiTce and principal place of business located at 500
Scventh An nue , :; e\y Y ork K my York,

\R. :2. Sub equent to the enectire date of the ",Yool Products
Labeling Act of 1999 respondents have introduced , manufactured for
introduction , into commerce , sold , transported , distributed : delivered
lor shipme, \ shipped, and oifered lor saJe , in comnw.rcc wool proc1-
ncts as the terms ;; commerce " anr1 " wool pl'Odllct:\ are defined in
.-nid "\ct.

P..\R. 3. Certain of aic1 wool products ,yere misbranded by the
respondents \yit.hin the, intent and nwaning of Seetion 4 (a) (1) of
the \Vool Products t.labeling Act of 1939 and the Rules and Regula-
tion promulgated theTeunc1er in that. t.hey were, faLsely and decep-
tin ly labe1ed or tagged ".jth respect to the eharactel' rmd flrnount of
t lle constituent fibcl's contained thercin.

mong snch misbranded wool products were. 1fdies coats con-

taining interJinings labeled 01' tagged by respondcnts as "inter-
lining 90% wool , 10% oOw!" fiber" w110,1'oHs , in truth : and in fact, said
interlinings conb.inec1 a substantial CJllantity of reprocessed or 1'8-

llsed wool.
Also among such misbranded wool products, but not limited theTeto

\':el'e 1adics : coats contf\ining Jining labeled 01' tagged by respondents
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as "Acetllle Rayon Lining" \yhereas , in truth , and in fact, said lining
contained no Hayon.

PAn. 11. Certa.in of said products were further misbranded by re-
spondents in that they ,,' ere not starnped , tagged , labeled , or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (:2)
of the ,Vaal Products Labeling Act of 19:i9 and in the manner and
form prescribed by the Rules and Hegnlations promulgated uncleI'
the said Act.

Among snch misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
":ere ladies ' coats , used to promote or effect the sales of snch wool
products in comme1'ce , without labels.

Also, among such misbranded \yool products, but not limited
thereto, \yeTe ladies ' coats containing interlinings with labels which
with respect to said interlinings, failed:

(1) to disclose reprocessed wool or reused \yool present, and
(2) to disclose the percentage of snch reproccssed or reused \\"ool.

m. :J. Certain at said wool products \yere misbranded in viola-
tion of the ,Vool Products Labeling -:\.ct of 1939 in that. they were
not labeJed in accordance. with the Rules anel Regulations promul-
gated thercunder in the fol1O\Ying respects:

(1) Samples , s' ;:ltches 01' specimens 01 wool products used to pro-
mote or effect sales of \yool products , in commerce

, \'.'

erE' not labeled
or marked to show their respective GteI' contents and other required
information , in violation of Eule 22 of the 11111es ftHl Heg111ntions.

('2) The respective percentages of Jibers contained in the front
and back of piJe fabrics \yere not set out in such a manner as to p:ive
the ratio bet\yeen the face and back of such fabrics where an election
Ylas made to separately set out the fiber content. 01' the face and back
()j' wool products containing pile fabrics , in violation of Bule 26 of
saiel Rules and Re.gulations.

\R. 6. The respondents furnished false guaranties thnt certain
of t.heir said "'001 products \"ere not misbranded , when respondents
in furnishing snch guaranties had reason to belie\"e that the wool
products so fabely guaranteed n'1ight be introc1ucert , sold, trans-

porte, , or distributed in commerce. in violation of Sertion 9(b) 
the 'Y 001 Products Labeling .A ct of J 939.

\TI. T. The nets and practices of respondents as set forth abO'
\yen' , and are, in violation of the ,Vool Products Labeling Act of
HJ:3H and the I uJes and Hegulntions promulgated thereunder , nnd
constituLed , and now com titute unfair or dcceptlye. acts and practices

and unfair methods of competition , in commerce , within the intent
;\11c1 mca.ning of the Fc(teral Trade Commission Act.



316 FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS

Complaint 66 F.

PAn. 8. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products La-
beling Act all August 9, 1952, respondents have been and are now
engaged in the introduction into commerce , and in tl1e manufacture
for introduction into commerce, and in the salp: adve,rtising, and of-
fnring for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and distribu-
tion in commcrce, of fur products; and have manufactured for sale
sold, advertised, offered for sale, transported , and distributed fur
products \\-hich have been made in wlwle or in part of fUl' S ,yJlich
have been shipped ftnd received in commerce , as the terms "C0J111nerce

:fur" and "fur product: are (lefined in the Fur Products Labeling
Act.

\R. D. Ccrtain of said fur prodnets \'I(?.re misbranded in that they
'..ere not bbeJed as required under the provisions of Section 4(2)
of the Fur Products Labeling ..\ct and in the rnanner a,nd form
prescribed by the Rules and ReguJa,tions promulgated thereunder.

:\mong :3uch misbranded fur products , but not limited t.heroto : were
fur prochicts without labels.

\R. 10. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in vio1a-
lion of the Fur Products LabeJing Act iu that they "ere not labeled
in tlcconlance with the Rules and TIegllhttions promulgated there-
unclrr in the. folJOIying respects:

(a) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling A. ct. and t118 Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder
,'S not set forth in the required sequence , in violation of Rule 30 of

the ,said R,uIes and ReguJations.
(b) Samples of fur products used to promote and effect sales of

fur products "ere not labeled to sho"-T the required information, in

viobtion of Rule 33 of the said Rules and Regulations.
(c) Required item numbers \\ere not set forth on lnlwls

viohtion of Rule 40 , of said RnJes and Regulations.
PAR. 11. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced in violation of the Fur Prodlwts Labeling Act in thftt they
were not invoiced in aecorclance with the HuJes and Reguh.tions
promulgated thereunder in the foJ1owing respect:

Required item llmnbcrs \\ere not et forth on invoices , in violation
of Rule 40 of said Hules and ReguJations.

\R. 12. The H foresaid acts and practices of the respondents

herein alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the R.ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and eonstitnte
unfair and dccepth e acts a.nd practices and unfair methods of
competition in commerce under the Fec1e.ral Trade Commission A,.ct.

PAR. 13. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber Prod-
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uets Identification Act on March 3 , 1960 , respondents have been and
are now engaged in the introduction , delivery for introduction , manu-
facture for introduction , sa.1e, a.dvertising, and offering for sale, in
commerce, and in the transportation or causing to be transported in
comrnerce, and in the importation into the United States, of textile
fiber products; and have sold , offered for sale , advertised, delivered
transport.ed and caused to be transported , textile fiber products which
hav8 been advertised 01' offered for sale in commercc; ana have solc1

offered for sale , ac1l-ertised , delivered , transported and caused to be
transported , a.fter shipn18nt in conlmClTe textilc fiber products , cither
in their original state or contai.ned in other textile fiber products; as

the terms '; com11erc8 nl(l ;' textile fiber prodncf are defined in the

Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
'\H. 1;1-. Certain of said textile fiber products Ivere misbranded by

respondents in that they \\ere not sta.mped , tagged , labeled , or othcl'-
wise i(lentified as required under the proyision of Section 4(b) of the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and in the ma.nncr and form
as prescribed by the Rnlcs and Hegulations promulgated under said
Act.

\mong snch misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto , were textile fiber products without labels.

P..\R. 15. Certain of said textile fiber products were nlisbranclec1 in
violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act in that they
were not labeled in accordancc with the 1\111es and Hcg111ations

promnlgatecl thereunder and in the following respects:
(a) Sarnples, swatches , and specimens of textile fiber products

subject to the aforesaid Act, which were used to promote or eirect
sales of snch textile fiber products , were not labeled to show their
respective fiber content and other information required by Section
4 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and the Rules
and Rel,'111ations promulgated thereunder, in violation of Rule 21 (a)
of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

(b) The respective percentages of fibers contained in the front and
back of pile fabrics \ye.re not set out in snch a manner as to give the
ratio between the face and back of such fabrics where an election was
made to separately set out tl1e fiber content of the face and back of
textile procluets c.ontaining pi1e i'abrks in I-iolation of Hule 24 of sn.ic1

H.nles and Regulations.
PAH. 16. Hesponc1ents 11flve fajlecl to maintain proper records sho'\v-

ing the, fiber content of t.he t.extile fiber prorlnets manufactured by
them, in "iolat.ion of Section 6(a) of the Text.ile Fiber Proclncts
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Identificat.ion c\.ct and H.ule 39 of the. Hegl11ations promulgated
thercl1ndeT.

\H. 17. The lcts find practices of respondents as set forth nlJO'ie

\'-

ere, and nrC j in violation of t.he Textile Fiber Produds Identification
Act and the Hulcs and Regulations promulgated thereunde.r md con-
stituted , anclno\Y constitute , lmfail' and deceptive acts and practices
and unfair methods of competition in C011merc.e , within the intent
anclllEmnillg of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AXD OnDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its complaint
cha.rging the respondents named in the caption hereof Ivith violation of
t.he Federal Trade Commission Act , the 'Vaal Products Labe1ing Act
of 1D:JD , the Fur Products Labe1in!, Act , and the Textile Fiber Prod-
nets Identification Ad, and the. respondents ha'i- ing been ser,ed 'i,ith
notice of said determination and 'iith fl copy of the complaint the
Commission intended to issue , together 'i,ith a proposed form of order;
and

The 1'C5p011(lent8 fllld counsel for the Commission hin- jng thereafter
executed an agreement containing a. consent order , an admission hy
respondents of all tlw jm'is(1ictional facts set forth ill t.he complaint
to issue herein , a. statement that the signing of said agreen1Cnt is Lor

ettlem('nt pnrposes only and (loes not constitute an Hclmission by
respondents that the, la'i, has been ,iolatcd as set forth in such com.
plaint, and 'iyaiyers and proyisiollS as l'eqnirc(l by the Commission
rules; and

The Commission , haying considere(l the agrcement : herdJ:'- accepts

same , i sl1es its complaint in the form contemplated by said agl'eement
ma,kes t.)le follo\\- ing juri (1ictional findings , an(1 entcrs the fo1!O'Ylng

order:
1. Hespondents Philip Sh1ansky & Sons , Inc. , Donnybrook , Ltd.

Brookleigh Ltd. , l\Iansflelc1 Tnil1elll'S , Ltd. , are corporations organized
existing and doing business under and b:L yirt.lH of the law of the

State of Xcw York , 'iyith their oHico and principal place of business
at, J500 Se\ enth \Tenlw , in the city of 1\e\"\ York State of Ke\\- York.

Respondents Philip Shlallsky\ Inyin Shlansky flnd Ial'till Shlansky
are oiIccrs of a11 of the aboyc corporations , and their iHlc1ress is the
same as that of said corporations.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the l'Psponrlents , and the, proceeding

is in 1he public interest.
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ORDER

It is ordered That respondents Philip Shlansky & S011S , Inc.. , Donny-
brook, Ltd. , Brookleigh Ltd. , :Mnnsfield Tailleurs , Ltd. , corporations
and thQ.ir offc.ers, and Philip Sh1ansky: 11',,- in Sh1ansky, and ::\artin
Shlan ky, incliyidually and flS offcers of Jic1 corporations , and re-
spondents : l'epresQntatiycs : agents and emplo:rees , (lire,ctly or through
any corporate or other cle\'ice , in conne-ction ,dtll the introduction , or
mnnuJflcture for introduction , into commen' : 01' t.he offering for sn.
sale , transportation , c1eli\-ery -for shipment , shipment, or distribution
in commerce, of fllY ,yool product as ::comme_tce :: ftll(l "wool produer:
are denned in the ,\Yoo) Products Labeling Ad of 1039 , do fortlnyith
ceflS,C and desist from misbranding \1001 products by:

1. Falsely or deceptiyely sta.mping, tfggil1g, 1nbeling or otber-

,yjst' identifying snch products as to the character or flllOlmt of
the constituent fibers included tlwrein.

2. Failing to affx to 01' place on each ncll ,yool prorlnct a tf1.np,
tag, label or other means of identification .shmying in a clear and
conspiellolls IHallller coach elernrnt. of information required to be

disclosed by Scction 4(a) (2) of the ,1'001 Products Labe1ing \.rt
of 10;10.

3. Failing to aHix hlwL; to salllple , s\Yl,tches , or speeilnEns of
\Yool prodncts 11sed to Pl' omote the. saJe of ,yool products sho\ling
C'ach clement of information required to be disclose.c by Section
4(a) (2) of the ,1'001 Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939.

-'1. Fa.iling to set forth respectiY8 pel'eentnges of fibers contained
in the front and bael: of pile 1'ob1'ie3 in such n manner as to giye
the Tatio bebl'eE'n the front and back of eflch such fabric \\ he1'e

a.n election is Elftde to separately set out the fiber content of the face
and bac.k of \yool products cOlltainingpiJe fabrics.

It is fUTthei' oi'dei'ed That respondents Philip Shl8.nsky & Sons , Inc.
Donnybrook, Ltd. , Brookleigh Ltd. , Mansfield Taillel1rs, Ltd. , corpora-
t.ions , and their officcrs and Phibp Shlansky, Irwin Shlansky, and
ra.rtin Shlansky, individually and as ofJcers of said corporations

and respondent, : repre entatives, agents and employees , directly or
through nny corporate or other dcvice clo forthwith cease a.nel desist
-fom furnishing a filJse gUi1Tanty that. allY ,yool product is not mis-
hrn.nclecl under the '\Vool Produds Labeling Act of 1D3D and the Rules
and Hcgulations promulgated thereunder \lhe11 there is reason to be-
lim-e that any wooJ product so guaranteed may be introduced, sold

transported or dist6butec1 ill commerce. as the term " commerce
clcfined in the aforesaid Act.
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It i8 further OJ.dond That re'pondents Philip Shlansky & Sons

Inc. , Donnybrook, Ltd. , Brookleigh Ltd. , "hllsfield Tllillems , Ltd.
corporations, and theIr offcers and Philip Shlansky, Irwin 8hlansky,
and Martin Shlansk3', individually and as offcers of said corporations
and respondents' representa.tives, agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other dC\ ice in connection \\it11 the introduc-
tion , or mallUfflcture for introduction , into (,Ollmerce or the sflle, ad-
vertising, or offering for sale in commerce , or the transportation or
distribution in commerce of allY fur product: or in connect,jon with the
manufacture for sale , sale , flcl\Trtising, offering for sale, transporta-
tion or distribution of any fur product which is made in 1;yh01e or in
part of fur which has been shipped and recehred in comn1erce as the
terms " commerce " "fur" and " Iur produc.t' are defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. lisbranding fur product.s by:

1. Failing to affx labels to fur products showing in \Vords
and in fi tures plainly legible a11 of the information required
to be disclosed b3' each of the subsections of Section .1(2)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act..

2. Failing to set forth infol'llfltion required under Section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and tile Rules and
Regulations promulgated thereunder on labels in the seqnence
required hy Rule 30 of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

3. Failing to affx labels sllOTIing each element of the in-

formation required under the Fur Products La.beling Act
and the Rules and Regulations thereunder to samples of iur
products llsed to promote or effect the alc of fur proc1ncts.

4. Failing to set forth on Jabels the item Dumber or mark
assigned to a fur product.

B. Fa.lsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by failing to

set forth on invoices Uw it.em 1111nber or mark igned tn fur
products.

It s jU'f'the-r o1'derecl That respondents Philip ShJansky & Sons , Inc.
DOlllybrock , Ltd. , Brookleigh Ltd. , MnnsueJd Tail leurs. Ltd. , '-01"-
lJorations and t.heir offcers , and Philip 8hlansky, Irwin Shlansky r1nd
)fartin Sh1ansky, individuaJ1y Hnd as offcers of said corporations

and respondents' re.presenta.ti\' , agents and employees, directJy or

through any corporate or other device in connection with the introduc-
tion, delivery for introdnction manufac.tm:e for intl'od,lctiOlL sale
advertising or offering for sale, jn eommerce , or the, transportation
or causing to be transported jn comnwrcc , or the importation into Uw
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United States , of any textile fiber product; or in connection with the
sale , offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation , or causing
to be transpOlted , of any textile liber product which has been ad-
vertised or offered for sale ill COlTmerce; 01' in connection with the ::ale
offering for sale, ac1\ ertising, 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 textiJe fiber products
as the terms "commerce" and " textile fiber product" are defined in the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, do forthwith cease and
c1e:::dst from:

A. l\lisbranding textile fiber products .by:
1. Failiug to affx labels to such textile libel' products show-

ing each element of information required to be disclosed by
Section 4 (b) of the Textile Fiber Pro duds Identilication
Act.

2. Failing to affx labels sho\Ving the respective fiber con-

tent and other required information to samples, swatches

llnd specimen::: of textile. fiber pl'o(luc:t:s subject to the afore.
said Act which are used to promote or effect sales of such
textile fiber products.

3. Failing to set forth respechve percentages of fibers con-
tained in the front and back of pile fabrics in such fl. manner
as to give the ratio between the front and back of each snch
falwi ,yhc1'c an election is made to separately et ont the fiber
content of the face and hack of textile products containing

pile fabrics.

It is further ordered That respondents Philip Shlansky & Sons , Inc.
and Donnybrook , Ltd. , Brookleigh Ltd. , MansfieJd Tailleurs, Ltd.
corporations and the.ir oficcrs , and Philip Sh1ansky, Irwin Shlnnsky,
a.nd Mart.in Shlallsky, inc1iyc1ual1y Hwl as ofTeel's of said corporations
lWc1 respondents: reprcsentat.yc:: , agent.:: and employees, directly or
thro1.,2' 11 a.ny cOl'pDnd:p or ot.her device , in connection with the introduc-
tion , delivery for introduction , manubcture 1'01' introduction , snle , ad-

vert.ising, or otre-ring for sale, in c.Olnmcrce , 01' the transportation or
c.ausing to be transported in COlnmerce, or the importation into the
lJl1itec tate'i of textile fiber products; or in connection "\;\'itl1 t.he sale

oiI' ering for s:t.e , Hchej't.ising, cleJin , transportation , or cansing to be
tr:1nspoJ"ted , textilo fi1w.l prodnct , \':lJich hn n;: been adYl'rt. ed or of-
fp. 1'eel for Sille in e0l1111ercp: 01' in t.he C0l1w,:,tioTl \yith the. sale , o1Tel'ing

for sale , a-clYel'tising, (leliyp-ry, trnnspol'tation or cHns1ng to be trans-
p01'ted , after shipment in COllllPITP , of textile fiber products , \TllEther
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in t.heir original state or contained in other text.ile fiber products as
the terms '; commerce ' flnc1 '; textilc fiber proc1ucf are defined in the

Textile. J, ib2I' Product;; IrlentiI-cntiol1 Act do fortll\yith cease and de-
sist frOlll failing to jWlint:lin records of fiber content of textde fiber
product.'3 mall11factnre-c1 b ' them , as rerluired by Section 6(a) of the
Textile Fiber Products Identifieatioll ..\.ct and H111e B0 of the Regula-
tions promulgnted thercunde.r.

It is fur-the?' ol'dc"red Thnt the respondents herein 3hall , within sixty
(60) days after serviee upon them of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report in writing settiJlg forth in detail the. manner and form
in which they ha\Te comp1icd with this order.

J x THE 1\L\ TTEJl OF

ALVA LABOHATORlES , 1:\C., ET AI,

COXSEXT ORDER , ETC. IX HEG.\RD TO THE . \LLE(:ED YInL,\TION OF THE
FEDElL\L TIL-\DE CO::U)IISSIOX .\C1'

j)()ckct C- 'i'' j', COilliloint , July 30, 19r- lJecisioJl

, .

IIIIV 30, 196'

Consent order requiring a CbicHgo r1istl'ilmtoJ' of a rlrl1g pl'cp!lnltion desigllated
A1Ta- Tranqnil " .:Ild its nc1TertLsing ngc1JCY, to CPilse l'rIJl'E';;clltin falsely

in tulTf'rtisbg 1JJ!_ t aU 1)('1':-ns Cim t.al;:e 1.lIe preparation safeJy witho1.t a
dodor s achiee ilml that tJw (ll'ng is a newly discQveJ'E'rl kind of medicine nnd
miraculous in n'slllts,

CO::IIPL-\IXT

Pursuant to the pro\'1.3ions of the Federal Trade Conlmisslon Act
and by 'virtue of the ant.hority YCSlCcl in it by :said -\et: the Fe.deral
Trade Commission , 11aving reason to belif'l'- e that ..-\J\' a Laboratories
Inc. , a corpora.tion , and Emile Gerchenson and Sallllct ICHl'pel' , inch-
vidually and as offcers of said COl'po_i:ut.ion , and G1irll and Bronner
1n('.. 'l corporation , herC'inaJtcl' referred to as resJlondents , haY8 "io-
Jated the provisions of saiel Act , and it appearing to t.he Commission
t.hat. a proceeding by it in respect thereof ,youlc1lJe in the. publie inte.r-
cst. hereby issues iU:i complain t stating its charges in that respect as
fo11mys:

\RAGHAPH 1. Respondent , AJ va Laboratories , Inc, : is a eorporation
organized , existing and doing business uncleI' and by virtue of t.he laws
of the State of Illinois, \yith _its principal ofIce and placE of business
located at. J017 J)jversey J?a.rk\yay, in the city of Chicago, State .of
Jllinois.

Respondents Emile Ge1'chenson and Samuel Karpel' arc offcers 


