CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING, THE WOOL
PRODUCTS LABELING AND THE TEXTILE FIBER PRODUCTS IDENTIFICATION '

ACTS

Docket €-823. Complaint, Sept. 2, 196},—Decision, Sept. 2, 1964
Consent order requiring a Pittsfield, Mass., retail clothier to cease misbranding
his wool, fur and textile fiber products and failing to keep required records.
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COMPLAINT

Pursnant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act,
the Fur Products Labeling Act, the Tool Products Labeling Act of
1689, and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and by virtue
of the anthority vested in it by said Acts, the F "’m“ftl Trade Commis-
sion, having reasou to believe that Joseph Yezzi, an individual doing
business as Yezzi and as Lord & Tanm heromz i‘ev referred to a3 re-
spondent, has viclated the provision gof thezaid Acts and the Rules and
Regulaticns promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act, the
TWool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act, and it appears to the "m*“v zion that a proceeding
1)** it in respect thereof would be in the public interest, hereby issues its

np laint, stating its charges in that 1e~.pf>cL as folmws:

>rscraprr 1. Respondent J ozeph Yezziis an individual trading un-
der the name of Yezzi and hu name 1,01 a C. Tann.

Hespondent iz a retaile 5
ith his off

=, and textile
ezs Jocated at

oy, Ne “ork, where the retai 1 “ttl()ll 18 con-
rade name “Lovd & Tann” A second retail store
o {rac i . Maseac ‘Ne't-*i'

v Products Label-
an d is now engaged
"(7\ ertizsing, and
on and distribn-
ired, offered Lo
aumve Leen m‘me
4ot furs ':“hic- ave been shipped and receive
' d }')I‘crmmx'

}___Jr—r

1 DY re misbranded in that they
stivelr labeled or oﬂ‘ ervise faleely and decep-
to the name ov designation of the animal

tneed the far m whieh the said fur products
wed, in viclation of Section 4(1) of the IFur

I not mnte( th“l‘ f‘\ were
7 thereby mmplying i!;z‘.
e designation “Broadtail
‘ v were not entitled to C‘*ch
designation,

Par. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that they
were not labeled as required under the provisions of Section 4(2)
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the Fur Produets Labeling Act and in the manner and form prescribed
by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

Among suach mlﬁbl anded fur products, but not limited thereto, were
fur products with labels which failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur product.

2. To disclose that the fur confained in the fur product was
bleached, dyed or otherwise artificiallv colered, when such was the
Tact.

3. To show the country of origin of the imported fur contained in
the fur preduct. t

Par. 5. Certain of said fur preducts were misbranded in violation
of the Tur Products Labeli ng Act in that they were not lubelnd n

el

accorcancs with the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder

in the respect that information required tion 4(2) of the
Fur }“1 "u ¢ts Labaling Act and the Rules and Regulations prommi-
gated thereunder was ming »eJ with non—req“.ired information, in
vioiation of Rule 2 9(3\ of said Rules and Regulations.

Par. 6. Res .popqent in introducing, ¢ luﬂg, advertising, and offer-
ing for sale, in cominerce, and it processing fov commeree, fur prod-
vets: and in selling, advertising, offering for sale and processing fur
products which have been shipped and received in commerces, hag mi-
branded such fur proc’.u 1 ituting { els wii
net conform to the requiz
Labeling Act, for the Is
Tacturer ov distiibutor pu
of Seetion 3 (e} of said

Panr, T Respon(‘r.:‘lﬁ‘3 i
tion (e) of the ]:?1 Prm-. cl.. ‘
presevve t-he.- reeords required, in viclatio !.ie
+1 of ths Rules and Regulmions

o cand the

Jerennder an 5 con mw unm:r

; unfair meth

mn COl‘Q]hCl‘Ce unaer the Fedoz‘ul Trade Commi
Pan, 9. Sub ¢

,

=i
FINEY

At of “%., res punc.ent I8! smmerce, seld,

mng -«
DT I . 1.3 N L.
rorted, di m.lbutcu (!ev cered Tov shipment, .tmwped and offerec

fu——
[

sale in commerce, as “eomunerce” 1s defined in said Act, wocl preducts
as “wool product” is defined therein.

Par. 10. Certain of said wool products were misbranded by re-
sponderit in that they were not stamped, tagged, iabeled or otherwise
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identified with any of the information required under Section 4(2) of
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the manner and form
as required by the Rules and Regulations promulgated under said
Act.

Par. 11. Respondent with the intent of violating the provisions of
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1989 has removed or caused or
participated in the removal of the stamp, tag, label or other identifica-
tion required by the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 to be affixed
to wool products subject to the provisiens 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. 12. The acts and practices of the respondent as set forth above
in Paragraphs Ten and Eleven were, and are, in violation of the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Rules and Regnlations promul-
gated thereunder, and constituted and now constitute, unfair and
deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of competition in
commerce, within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade
Commission Act. :

Par 13. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act on March 3, 1960, respondent has been and is
now engaged in the introduction, delivery for introduction, sale, ad-
vertising, 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 fiber products; and has 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 has sold, offered for eale, 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. 14, Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded by
respondent In that they were not stamped, tagged, or labeled with any
of the information required under the provisions of Section 4(b) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, or in the manner and
form as prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated under
said Act. '

Par. 15. After certain textile fiber products were shipped in com-
merce, respondent has removed or caused or participated in the re-
moval of, prior to the time such textile fiber products were sold and
delivered to the ultimate consumer, the stamp, tag, Iabel or other iden-
tification required by the Textile Fiber Products Identification Aect
to be aflixed to such products, in violation of Section 5(a) of said Act.
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Par. 16, The acts and practices of respondent 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 and deceptive acts and prac-
tices and unfair methods of competition, in commerce, within the
intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

Dzcistox axp ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation of
certain acts and practices of the respondent named in the caption
hereof, and the respondent having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and which,
if issued by the Commission, would charge respondent with violation
of the Federal Trade Commission Act, the Fur Products Labeling
Act, the Wool Produets Labeling Act of 1939, and the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act; and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission by the
respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the aforesaid
draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agreement is
for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by
the respondent that the law has been violated as alleged in such com-
plaint, and waivers and provisions as required by the Commission’s
rules; and k

The Commission, having reason to believe that the respondent has
violated the said Acts, and having determined that complaint should
issue stating its charges in that respect, hereby issues its complaint,
accepts said agreement, makes the following jurisdictional findings
and enters the fcllowing order:

1. Respondent Joseph Yezzi is an individual with his office and prin-
cipal place of business located at 404 Fulton Street, Troy, New York,
where his retail operation is conducted under the trade name Lord &
Tann. A second retail store is operated under the trade name Yezzi
at Pittsfield, Massachusetts.

2. The Federal Trade Comumission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this preceeding and of the respondent and the proceeding
isin the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered, That respondent Joseph Yezzi, an individual, trading
as Yezzi or as Lord & Tann, or under any other trade name, and re-
spendent’s representatives, agents and employees, directly or through
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any corporate or other device, in connection wit 1 the introduction into
commerce, or the sale, advertisi sing or offering for sale in commerce, or
the transportation or distributicn in comm 31”8' of any fur product:

or in connection with the sale, advertising, offer ior sale, ¢ Tangpor-
1 .1

t>

tatmn or distribution, of any fur product which i *:mde. n whole or in
part of fur which has been shipne 1 and received in commerce as the
Log

4

the Fur

terms “commerce,” “fur” and “fur nroduct” are defined in
Products Labeling Act, do xc-rthmth ceasze and dez
ing fur products by:

1. Falsely or dece‘rti el j
mduu" as to +_*..

sl TR E oyt (o s
ered. L NAT TR

Joseph Fenwi,

introuﬂr tion. sale, a dvertis]
ng for comme
Hing. (.f1\’01‘115‘111§‘.-,'5 oﬁ'err
been shipped ond 2
from:
s 111’

%)

which hav

5

3 1\"m“1ﬂ -

é'a‘v;'-?d thereunder in lection
3(e) of the said Act.

It is further ordered, That respondent J
trading as Yezzi or as Lord & Tann. or v 18
and respondent’s representatives, uaentq and emp%vaos. u,r“ct] or
through any corporate or other device. in connection with the introduc-

e name,
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tion into commerce, sale, transportation, distribution, dehvery for
shipment, shipment, or offering for sale in commerce, as “commerce”
is defined in the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, wool products
as “wool product” is defined therein, do forthwith cease and desist
from failing to securely affix to or place on each product a stamp, taQ‘,
label or OLhOJ. means of identification showing in a clear and conspic-
uots manner each element of information romured to De disclosed by
Section 4(a) (2) of the Wosl Products Labeling Act of 1939,

Tt is further ordered, That v 'won(..en* Joseph Wezzi, an individual
frading as Yezzi or as Lord & . rany of 1-'1
an r’x, 1e>nondent representatives, a,_;u*ts

5")*11 emoxnw', or causing or p-u%iﬂ'“"
stamp, tag, label or O‘thm‘ means of iden

product cubject to the provisions of the T‘T‘;OOI 2
f 1939 with intent to violate the nrovisions
Lt is further ovdeved, Thot respondent Joser ! ml
trading as Yezzi or as Lord & Tann, or under any other trade nan
and respondent’s representatives, agents and cz‘zpmvces cu-'ecﬂv or

L
through any Lonpo:m, or other device, in connection with the intro-
cmm-on, delivery for introduction, sale, :1cn'e1t151 ng or offering for
sale, in commerce, or the trangportation or causing to be ermsnol adl
in commerce, or the importa tion info the United States of any textile
fiber product; or in cennection with the sale, offering for sﬂﬂ, adver-

tising, delivery, transportation or causing to be transported, of any
textile fiber product which hos | el ised or 01’:’ ered IO=‘ sme in

4
o

|__..u

commerce; or in connection wi
delivery, transportation or cat

1= VN > a7 =91 =1
1 commerce, of anv toxtile fibe

" are defined

M,enhﬁca‘mon Act, do ;fforthmt-h cease fmfi d"SlSt I" om 1m
4‘(1‘*"’[]‘{{\

o~

fiber products by fai

in o clear, Jegible and conspie ienous manner each e_len t of i_.
required to be disclosed by Section 4 (b) of the T
Identification Act.

Lt ids further /ae"ef7. That respondent Joseph Yerzzi, an indi
trading as Yezzi or as Lord & Tann, or under any other trade name.
and respondent’s representatives, agents and employees, directly or
through any corpora te or other device, do forthwith cease and desist
from removing, or causing or participating in the removal of, the
stamp, tag, label or other identification required by the Textile Fiber

.,-J. 3

ctite Iiber Products
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Products Identification Act to be affixed te any textile fiber product,
after such textile fiber product has been shipped in commerce and
prior to the time such textile fiber product is sold and delivered to
the ultimate consumer.

1t is further ordered, That the respondent herein shall, within sixty
(60) days after service upon him of this order, file with the Commis-



