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it i.s f'u.dlw'i ordered That rlw complaint. he , l\nc1 it hereby is
Jlissed in its entirety s to respondcnt Saul Sonnier.

It is Iw'theJ' ordered That the init.ial c1e,cision and order to cease
and desist as modified herein be, and they hereby are , adopted as
the decision flnd order of the Commission.

It is fuTthe1' ordered That respondent National Research Corpora-

tion t corporation , and individual respondents John C. tTackson and

Harold Sonnier shal1 , ,rithin sixty (GO) days of rcceipt of this order
file "ith the Commission a report, ill writing, setting forth ill detail
the, manner ill which responclt:nts lun-e. complied with t.he terms of
t.his order.

Ix THE :\IATTER OF

SUNRA Y YArn, co.. INC. , ET AL.

CO:: 'EX'l ORDEn. ETC.. IX HE(ic\I:D TO THE ,\LLE(;ED VIOLJLTIOX OF THE
FJ-:DEIL\L TlUDE L'O)'Dn swx . \SD THE wonL T'HODl'CT.s L\1HTI XG " \CTS

Dack!'t C- 853. Camp/oint , Oct. 19G Decisifm , Oct. 21. 196-4

Con ent order n' quil'il1g Xpw York Cit:; illj)OJ'tE'l'-wbol(' s.Llprs of "lyool pro(1ucts
to cease misbl'nnr1ing the fllJ 'r contpllt of wool ynrns and falsely invoicing
such proclncts.

C03IPr.

Pllr:-uant. to the prO'- :ions of the Fc(lpral Trade Commission Act
alld the 'Vool Pl'Odllct. Labeling -- et of 19::m , and by virtue of the
a.uthority vestc.(l in it by said \'cts , the Federal Trade Commission
hayi:llg reason to believo that Sunray Yarn Co. , Inc.. , a corporation
and \.1Jl'ahal1 Friedmnll and \le,x Friedman , individually and as
oilcers of sniel corporatioll , hen l-:fer referred to as respondents , have,

viobtec1 the pl'o\' isions of the said Acts alld the, Rules an(l HegnlatiollS
promulgated llnc1er the 'Yool J) ro(l11cts Labeling Act of 193D , and it
appearing to the Commi sioll that a proceeding by it in respect t.hereof
'iYOllhl be in the public intcrc:;t , hcl'Pl)y iS lle its complaint stating its
elurge::, ill ill:! t l'espcct as follows:

\T:-\e;r:, \l' H 1. Hesponc ellt Snnr:I)- Yarn Co. , Inc. , is a corporation
orgnnil:ed , e:,:j ting ,md doing l:msinL'ss nuder and by virtue of th'3laws

of the Stute of Xen- York.
Il1(ti..idnal respondents are. president. Uld secretary- trensurel' , 1'8.

specti\' ely of s,lic1 corporate re pnndent. They fOrJ111bte, direct and
contrcl the acts, policies and prnctices of said rorporation inc111(1ing

the acts and pr lctic.(', s hereinafter referred to.
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Hesponc12nts are importers and vdlOlesalers of \"\001 products with
their offce and principal place of business located at 349 Grand Street,
Xcw York, Xew York

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date vf the ,Vool Products Label-
ing Act of 1935J, respondents have introduced into commerce, sold

transported , distribnted , delivered for shipment and offered for sale
in commerce as "comme.rce ' is defined in said A('t '1'001 products as

\1'001 producC 1S (lefincc1 therein.
PAR. 3. Certain of said wool products were ml branded ,v-ithin the

inknt and meaning of Section 4(,,) (1) of the ,Vool Products Label-
ing Act of 1939 and the Rules and RegubJions promulgated there.
under, in that they \yere falsely and deceptiyely stamped, tagged
labeled or othen"\ise identified with respect to the character and amount
of the constit.uent fibers contained then in.

\mong such mi brancled 11'001 products , but not lirnited thereto , were

certain yarns stamped , tagged or labeled as containing 100% 1fo)1air
"hrreas in truthalld in fact, said yarns contained substantially less
lohair than represented and 1n addition contained a substantial

amount of nOlF\"\oolen fibers.
PAR. 4. Certain of said "1'001 products were further misbranded in

that they were not stumped , tagged , labeled or otherwise identified a.s

requiredl1nder the 1'ro\.isions of Section 4 (a) (2) of the ,1'001 Prodncts
Labeling Act of 1939 and ill t.he mm1ner and Jorm as prescribed by the
Rules and Regulations promulgated under said Act.

Among such misbnllc1ed ,,1'001 products , but not limited thereto , ",ere
ce.rtain yarn:: "yith labels on or affixed thereto whic.h failed to disclose
the percentage of t.he lotal fiber weight of thc ,'mol product, exclusive
of ornamentation not e,xct'2(ling:5 per Ct'Hilln 01 said total fiber ,,-eight
of (1) ,;oolen fibers; (2) each fiber other than wool if said percentage
by ,,-eight of such fiber is ;) per centull or more; and (3) the aggregate.
of a11 other fibers.

P),R. 5. Certain of said ,,\ 001 products ,yere misbranded i11 violation
of the ,1'001 Prodncts Labeling Act of 1D39 in that they were not hrheled
in accorda.nce v..ith the Rules and Hegnlatlons promulgated there-
unclel' in the folJmYing respects:

(a) Information required nnder Section 4(a) ('2) of the ,Vonl 1'1'0(1-

ncts Labclincr Act of 1080 f\ld the R.ules and Regulati'ons described a

portion of the fiber content as "Hhovyl" and also as "viscose" instead

of ll ing the comUlon generic names of said fibers , in violation of Hl1le 8
of the nfol'csaicl Ru1es aJll Hegulaticlls.

(b) The term " :.Ioha.ir " "as 1lsed in lieu of the word "wool" in
setting forth the required fiber content information on labels affxed
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to wool products without setting fort.h the corl'ed percentage of the
mohair present , in viohtion of Rule 19 of said HulBs and Regulations.

PAR. 6. The acts anel practices of the respondents as set forth above
were, and are jn "jobtion of the IV 001 Proclucts LabeJjng Act of 1939
and the Rules and Regulations promuJgated thereunder , a.nd consti-
t.uted , nmv constitute, unfair and deceptive acts and practices and
unfa.ir methods of competition in commerce, "yithin the intent find

meaning of the Federal Trade Commission -otet.
\R. 7. In the course and conclnct of thc-lr business, respondent.s now

cause and for some, time Jast. past ha\"e r.ansed their said products, ". hen

sold , to be shipped from their place of busincss in the StRtc of XCIV

Yorkt.o purclmsers located in ynriOllS ot her St,at.es of the rnitecl States
and maintained a, substantial COl1l'SC of trade in said products in com-
merce, as "commerce,:' is defined in the Federal Tra.de Commission
Act.

PAR. S. Hespondents 1n the course and conduct of their busille s, as
aforesaid , have mnLle sl"fttements on invoices rmd shipping memoranda
to their customers lnisl'epresenting the fibe, l' content of cert.ain of t.he,
sa.id produets.

Among s11eh misrepresc11tatiolls, bnt not limited thereto , ,yere S1"ate-

Inents representing the fiber content. thereof as " :Uohair': \yhel"L'fl
truth and in fact, said yarns conta.ined subst.antially differpnt. fibers
and amounts of fibers thanl'elH' esentP(l.

\R. D. The acts and practices set out in Paragraph Eight hnve
had a,nd nOlY havc the, t.endency and capacity to mislead and deceive
t.he purchasers of said pl'()lllcts as to the true, conte)lt thereof and
to cause them to InishralJLl products sold by them in ,, h1ch said
materiaJs were llsed.

PAn. 10. The aforesaid acts and practices of responclents as lWl'ein
alleged , were and are all to the prejudice and injury of the public
and of resp()ndents competitors f1ld constituted , and now constitute
unfair methods of competition in commrl'ce . alHlllnfail' and deceptive
acts and practices in commerce , ,yithin the. intent and meaning of
the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISlOX ..\ X D OmJEH

The COlllllllssion hnying heretofore cletel'lliHNl to issue its complaint
charging- the responLle,nts name(l ill the caption herf'of "yith violation

01' the Federal Tl'(1cle Commission ..Act and the 'V 001 Products Labeling
Ad of H)39 , and the respondents having been SelTL'Ll "yith notice 
said determination and wit-h a copy of the corn plaint the Commission
intended to issue, together with a proposed form of order; and
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The respondents iWcl counsel for the COllunission hfrdng thereafter
executed fin agreement containing a C0115ent Ol'de1' 1 an ac1rnisslon by
respondents of all the jurisdict.ional facts set forth ill the complaint
to issllc herein t statement that the signing of said agn emellt is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an aelmission by
respondents that. the law has been yio1ated as set forth in snch COJl-

plalllt and wail-el's and pnn- isions as required by tIle Conunission
rnJes: "nd
The Commission , haying considered the agreement , hereby accepts

aJle : issues its complaint in the form eontp,mplated by srLid agreement
l1akt's the foJlmYlng j1lri c1ictionill findilJgs, and enters the following
order:

1. Respondent Sunray Yarn Co. , Inc. , is a corporation organjzec1
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the hnvs of the
Sta.te of Xew York , ,yith its office and principal place of business
located at 349 Grand Street , in the city of :Ne\, York, State of 

York.
Hespondellts Ahraham Friedman flllc1_\jex Friedman are offcers of

said corporation , and t.heir addres3 is the E:a.me as that of said corpo-
ration.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding anc1 of the respondents , nnd the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It ;B onlered That respondents Sunray Yarn Co. , Inc. , it corpora.-
tion ancl Abraham Friedman and AJex Friedman, individually and
as offcers of said corporation anc1re pondents ' representati,' , agents
and employees: dirccrJy or throllgh any corporate or other devlcc : do
forthwith cease and (lesist from il)troc1ucing into commerce , 01' otler-
iug for sale, selling transporting, distributing or deJi,-ering for ship
ment in commerce, wool yarn or any other wool products , as "com-
merce" and ;;1'001 pl'oduct are c1efmecl in the ,Vool Products Labeling
Art of 1030:

1. ,Vhich al'e falsely and c1cceptl, ely st.amped , tagged, lnbelec1

or othenYise identified as to the chnracter or amount of t.he C011-

stituent fibers contained therein.
2. Unless each such procluct has securely nnlxrd thereto or

placed there,on n stamp, tag, label or other means of identification:
(a) Correctly shmving jn it clear and conspicuolls manner

each element of informacion re(J11irecl to be disclosed by
Section 4(0) (QJ of the \Vool Products Labeling Act of 1030.
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(b) Setting forth the common generic name of fibers in
the required information on JabeJs , tags or other means of
identification attached to wooJ products.

( c) Correctly setting forth the percentage of mohair con-
tained in "Wool products when that term is used on labels as
required information in lieu of tl1e word " wool.

It is InTthe,- oTdeTed That respondents Sunray Yarn Co. , Inc. , a
corporation , and Abraham Friedman and Alex Friedman , individualJy
and as offcers of said corporation, and respondents ' representatiyes
agents and empJoyees directly or through any corporate or other de-
vice, in c01mection \"ith the ofI'ering for sale , sa1e or distribution of
yarn or any other texti1e products in commerce as "commerce :' is
defuled in the Federal Trade C01nmission Act, do forthwith cease and
desist from misrepresenting the character or anlOunt of constituent
fibers contained in yaTn or any other textile products on invoices or
shipping memoranda applicable thereto or in any other manner.

It Ui InTther onleTed That the respondents herein shalJ , within sixty
(60) days after service upon (hem of this order, fie with the Com-
mission a report in writing setting forth in deta.il the manner and
form- in which they have complied ,vith this order

IN TIlE iA TTER OF

HYMAN COHN ET AL. TRADIXG AS SUPERIOR
GAR IENT CO IPANY

CONSENT OIWEn , ETC. IN REG.AllD TO THE ALU:GED \'IOLATIOX OF THE FED-

EJL-\L TIUDE CO.:D1158IOX 1 TUE FUR PRODUCTS LAB.ELIXG AND TI-I 'WOOL

PROD"CCTS L.ABELDW ACTS

Docket C-S54. Complaint , Xov. .'1, 1964-lJecision, Nov. 4, 196.1

COllsent order requiring Xew York City manufacturers of fur and wool prollucts
to cease mislmlTc1ing their wool and fur products , and deceptively invoicing
and advertising" their fur products.

CO:MPLAD,

Pursuant to the pTovisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
the Fur Products LabeJing Act and the ,VoaJ Products Labeling Act

of J 939 and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Acts , the
Fec1era.1 Trade Commission having reason to believe that Superior
Garment Compa,ny, a, po.rtnership, and Hyman Cohn , Lillian Cohn
and Albert COIlJl , inc1i,-idnally and as copartners trading as Superior


