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1Lsbranding such products by:
1. FalseJy and deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or

otherwise ident.ifying such products as to the character or
amount of constitucnt fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to securely affx to, or place on, each such
product a stamp, tag, label or other means of identification
Ehowing ill a clear and conspicuous manner each element of
information required to be disclosed b)' Section 4(a) (2)
of the "lVool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

3. Using non-required information and representations on
wool products or on Jabels affxed thereto in sueh a manner
as to be false, deceptive or misleading as to the fiber content
of the \fool products or so as to interfere with the information
required by the said Act and the Hules aud Hcgulations
promulgnt:ed thereunder.

4. Affxing or placing the stamp, tag, label or mark of
identification rcqllireclulldcr the said Act or the information
required by said Act and the Rules a.nd Regulations promul-
gat.el thc,,'cunder on \\001 produc.ts in such a ma,nner as 
be minimized rendered absenre. or inconspicuons or so as

to be unnoticed or unseen by purchasers and purchaser-
consumers, when sa,id \1'001 products are offered or displayed
for sale or sold to purchasers or the consuming public.

5. Using the term "mohair" in 1ieu of the word "wool"
in setting forth the requhec1 fiber contcnt information 

labels affxed to wool products \vithout setting forth the
correct percentage of the mohair present.

1 t 1S fnrther ordered That the respondents herein shall , within
sixt)' ((i0) days after service upon them of this order , file with the
Commission a report in \vl'iting setting forth jn detail the manner
and form in ,vhich they have complied with this order.

Ix THE lATTER OF

SArL S. SIEGAL CO. ET AL.

CONSEXT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD '1'0 THE ALLEED VIOLA'l'ION OF 
FEDERAL TRADE C03BIISSION AXD THE TEXTE FIBER PRODUCTS IDEN-
TIFICATION ACTS

Docket C-858. Complaint, Nov. 1961,-Decision, Nov. , 1.961,

Consent order requiring Chicago o.istributors of drapery, and furniture and wall
fabrics" to cease misbrandint and falsely advertising their textile fiber
products.
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C03lPLALNT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Products Identification . , and by "irtltB of
t.he authority vested ill it by said Acts , the Federal Trade- Commission
having reason to beJjeye that Saul S. Siegal Co. , a corporation, l1nd

Saul S. Siegal , Leon Siegal and 1\Iol'ris Siegnl , individual1y and as
offcers of said corporation , hereinafter referred to as l'espondellts have
violated the provisions of the said Acts and the Rules and Hegnlations
promulgated under the Textile Fiber Prodllcts Identification Act , and
it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thereof "yould be in the pub1ic interest, hereby issues its cOlnpbint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Saul S. Siegal Co. is a corpol'ntion orga-

nizccl , existing, Hnd doing business unclcr and by virtue of the laws of
the State of Illinois, with its principal phce of business at Sell ,Yest
Jackson Boulevard , Chicago , Jllinois.

Individua.l respondents Saul S. Siegal , Leon Siegal and )Iorris
Siegal aTe offcers of the corporate respondent, flld each cooperates in
the fornlulation , direction , and control of the acts , prac.ices, and poli-
cies of the corporate respondent. Their ac1dressis the same as the
corporate respondent.

The corporate respondent and the indiyidnal respondents are now
and haTe been for n considerable period , cngaged in the sale, and distri-
bution of drapery, furniture and ,yall fabrics.

l'c \R. 2. SubseqlHmt to the efl'eeti,'" e date of the Textile, Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act on )Iarch 3 , 1960 , respondents have been and
arc llO\\ engaged in the iJlt.roduction , delivery for introduction , sale
adyert.isillg, ,tnd offering lor l1e , ill COmnlCl'CC , and in the transporta-
tion or eansing to be transported in commerce, and in the importation
into the United States , of textile fiber products; and have sold , oiIered
for sale., adycrtised: de1iyered , transported and caused to be trans-
ported textile fiber prodl1cts , ,vhich haye been advcrtised or offered
for sale ill COlllJllel'Cej and hllye solel , oiIcred for sale , ach-ertisec1 , eleliv-

ered , transporteel , and caused to be transported , after shipment in com-
merce, textile fiber products, either in their original state 01' contained
in other textile fiber products; as the terms " comrnerce" and ;; textile
fiber product" are defined in the Textile FiLer Products Identification
Act.

PAR. 3. Certa.in of sa,id textile fiber pl'oducts were misbranded by
respon(lents \\-jt.hin the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) of the
Textile Fibcr l)rodl1ets Identilication Act and the Rules and Regula-
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tions prCillulgnted thereunder, in that they were falscly and decep-
tively st.amped tagged, labeled, invoiced, advertised, or otherwise
identified as to t.he name of const.itucnt fibers contained therein.

itmong snch misbranded textile fiber products
, but not limited

thereto , were textile iiber products which were falsely and deceptively
aelvert.ised by means of catalogues distributed by respondents through-
out the l:nited States , in the following respects:

Certain of said adn'xtisements contained terms which repre-
sentE'd , cither directly or by inlplication , certain fibers as present
in said product when snch was not the ca,se.

Among such terms , but not limited thereto, were the terms "hand
print on .Mohair

" "

)Joc1ern print on lnohair antique satin

" "

Linen-
Cotton-Acetate and Silk Xoil face casement

" "

Linen casement with
metallic " and " fetallic Boucle.

PAIL 4. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded by
respondents in that they "ere not stamped , tagged, labeled or othe1'-

"yise identified with t.he in:fonnation required under Section 4- (b) 
the Textile Fjber Products Identification Act, and in the mallller and
form prcscribed by the Rules flud Hegulatiolls promulgated under sa.id
Act.

unong stIch misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto , ";ere textile fiber products whieh ,yere not labeled to show in
words and figures plainly legible:

1. The true gellericname of the fiber present; and
2. The percentage of such fibers; and
-). The name, or other identification issued and registEred by the

C0l111nission of the manufacturer of the product or one or more persons
subjeet to Section a of the said Act, "ith respect to such product.

\F.. 5. Certain of said textile JibeI' products were falsely and decep-
tiveJy advertised ill that respondents ill making disclosures Or impli-
cations a , to the fiber content of such textile fiber products in cata-
logues uSI d to aid , promote, and assist directly or indirectJy in the
s,11e or offering for sale of s Licl products , fiLiled to set forth the required
information as to fiber content as specified by Section4-(c) of the Tex-
tile Fiber Produds ldentiiieation .Act and in the manner and form
prescribed by the Hules ancl Hegnlations promulgatecll111der said Act.

Arnong such textile fiber products , but not limited thereto , "yere tex-
tile, fiber pro(luds falsely and deceptively advertised by means of ad-
vertisements in said catalogues , ill that. such advertisements contained
rcpresentations Hnd implications of fiber content by means of the use
of snch terms , among others but not limited thereto , a.s " Chromesplln
lheron;:' ;;Fol'tisan; and " ,sateens;' which advertisements:
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(1) Failed to set forth the true generic name of fibers present in
a.mounts of more than five percent;

(2) Failed to list libel's present in order of predominance by
\"\cight:

(3) Designated fibers present in amounts of fiTC percent or Jess
by their generic name or fiber trac1ema.rk.

PAR. 6. Certain of said textile. fiber products ,,erc faJsely and
deceptively advertised in violation of the Textile Fiber Prodncts
Identification Act in that they ,,ere not advertised in accordance
,dth the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

Among such textible fiber proc111cts but not limited thereto, were
textile fiber products which were falsely and deceptively advertised
by means of catalogues , in the fol1o"jng respects:

A. 

j-\, 

fiber trademark ,yas used in advertising texti1e fiber products
\\ithollt a fuJl disclosure of the fiber content information required
by the said Act and the R.ules and Regulations thereunder in at least
one instance in said advertisemcnt \ in violation of Rule 41(a) of the
aforesaid R.ules and Regulations.

B. A fiber trademark as used in adycrtising textile fiber products
containing more than one fiber and such fiber trademark did not
appear in the required fiber content information in immediate prox-
imity and conjunction with t.he generic name of the fiber in plrdnly
legible, type or lettering of equal size and conspicl1ousness in vio1ation

of Rule 41 (b) of the aforesaid Rules and ReguJations.

C, A fiber trademark was llsed in advertising textile fiber products
containing only one nber a,nc1 such fiber trademark did not appear
at least. once in the said advertisement , in immediate proximity and
conjunction wit.h the generic name, of the fiber in IJlainly legible and
conspicuous type , in violation of Rule 41 (c) of the aforesaid Rules
and Regulations.

D. The generic name of a fiber ,yas used in non-required informf1tion
in advertising textile fiber pl'oc1ncts , in snch a manner as to be false
deceptive and misleading ns to fiber content and to indicate , directly
or indirectly that such textile fiber product was composed wholly or
in part of sueh fiber when such was not the case, in vioJation of
Rule 41 (d) of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

Among such products, but not limited thereto, ,,ere textile fiber
products , advertised as "hand print on mohair

" "

modern print on
mohair antique satin

" "

Linen- Catton-Acetate and Silk ,,oil face
caSClnent " "Linen casement "ith metallic " And ":JIetallic Boucle
Oms implying that such products 'WTE' composed \\holly or in part
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of molmiT, limm , cotton or metallic fibers, ",hen ill fact the proc1uctg

contained. no such fibers.
E. on-required information find representations used in adver-

tising textile fiber products were false, deceptive and Inisleading as
to the fiber content of the textile fiber product and were set forth
a.nd used so as to interfere with , minimize and detract from tIle re
quired information in violation of Rule 42(b) of the aforesaid Rules
a.n(1 Regulations.

PAH. 7. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth above
were , 111H1 are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Produds Identification
Act and the I ules and Reg1l1ations promulgated thereunder, and

constitl1tE'c1 , and nOlI' constitute , unfair methods of competition and
unfair and deceptive aets or practices , in commerce, under the Ferleral
Trnc1e. COJ1lnis ion Act.

DECISIOX A?W OnDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its complaint
cha' l'ging the respondents named in the caption hereof with violation of
the Feder.l Trade Commission Act and the Textile Fiber Products
Identific8.tion Act , and tl1e respondents ha ving been served -with notice
of aic1 determination and wjt,h II copy of the complaint the Com-
mi.s,'3ion intenclecl to issne , together \"ith a proposed form of order;
and

The rc :ponc1ents and counsel for the Connn-issi.cc, haying thereafter
exec.nted an agreement ('olltainin ; a consent order, an nc1mission by

responc1e: lts of an the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint to
issn8 herein, a statement that the signil1g of said agrccment is fol'
settleme.nt. purposes only and does not constitute an admission by
responde::1ts tlmt the Jaw 1ms been violated ns set forth ill sllch com
plaint , and '\yaiyers and provisions as reql1irec1 lJ), the Commission
rules; nn(l

The Commission , having considered the agreement, hereby accepts
same, issues its complaint in the form contelnp1arcLl by said agreement

makes the follos,ing jnrisc1ic6onaJ findings , and enters the following
on1cr:

1. Respondent Snu1 S. SiegaJ Co. is a corporation organize, , exist-
ing Hllel d.oing business un(ler Hnc1 by yirtue of the la"yS of the State of
Illinois , \yith its oiIce and principal place 01 business located at 847
,Vcst.T ackson Boulevard , in the city of Chicago , State of Illinois.

Respondents Sa.ul S. Siegal , Leon Siegill and l\Iorris Siegal are
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offcers of said corporation , find their address is the same as that of s:lid
corporation.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents and the proceerling

is in the public interest.
ORDEn

It is ordered That respondents Saul S. Siegal Co. , a corporat.ion , and
it.s offcers , and Saul S. Siegal , Leon Siegal and IOl'ris Siegal , indi-
vidually find as offcers of saill corporation , n,nd respondents repre-
sentatives , agent.s and employees, directly or through any corporate or
other device, in connection ,yith the introduction , c1eli,-ery for intro-
duction , sale , advertising, or offering for ::ale, ill 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 "yith the sale, oilering for sale , ach-el'tising, delhT el'Y, trans-
porta60n , or causing to be. transported , of any textile fiber product
,,,hich has been aclycl'tise.el or offered for sale in comlnerce; or in con-
nection "yith the, s , ofl'ering for S8..J, adycl'tising, c1elin' trans-
portation , or causing t.o be transported , after shi pment in comnWTce , of
ny textile fiber product , "dwthcr in its original st lle or contained

in other textile fibcl' products , as the terms "commerce and :: textile
fibe, l' product" are, defined ill the Texti Ie Fiber Products Identification
Act, do forth 'ith cease and desist from:

A. lisbran(l textile fiber products by
1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling, in-

voicing, ad \":\rtising 01' otherwise identifying such products
as to the name or mnount of constituent fibers contained
therein.
2. Falsely or deeeptively stamping, tagging, labeling, iu,'oic-

ing, advertising or othe.rwisc identifying such products by
representing either directly or by implication, through the
use of snch terms as :'hand print mohail'

': :'

modern print on
mohair antique satin

" "

Linen- Cotton- c\.cetatE', and Silk Xoil

face casement," "Linen easement with metallic or "Metallic
Bouclc ' or allY other tcrms , that, any fil)ers are present in a
textile, fiber product whell su(',h is not the ease.

3. Failing to affx labels to snch products showing in a
clear , legible, flnd cOllspicuous manner eac.h element of infor-
mation required to be disclosed by Section 4 (b) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act.
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B. Falsely and

by:
deceptively flc1vel'tising textile fiber products

1. :Making any representations, by disclosure or by imp1ica-
tion , as to 010 fiber contents or any tex61e fiber product in any
"ivritten advertisement which is used to aid , promote , or assist
directly or indirectly, in the sale or oii'cring for sale of sneh

textile fiber product , unless the ame information requircd to
be sho"Yl1 on the stmnp, tag, bbel 01' other means of identifica-
tion under Section 4(b) (1) and (2) of the Textile Fiber

rodllcts IdentificationAc.t is contninecl in the said aclvcr-
tisement , in the manner and form reqnired except that the
percentages of the fibers present in the textile fiber product

eed not be stated.
2. 17sing n fiber trndC'mark in advertisements Iyithout a full

disclosure of the required content information in at least. one
i::lstance in the said achertiscl1cnt.

3. l'sing a fiber trademark in advertising textile fiber prod-
ucts containing more than one fibcr without such fiber trade-
mark appearing in the required fiber content information ill
immediatc proximity and conjunction with the generic name
of the fiber in phinly legible type or lettering of equal size

a.:nd conspicuousness.
4. l sing 11 fiber trademark in advertising textile fiber

products containing only one fiber wit.hout such fiber trade-
ma.rk appearing at least once in the achertisement, in immedi-
ate proximity and conjunction with the generic name of the

fiber , in phillly legible and conspicuous type.
5. lTsing a. generic. namc of a fiber in non-required informa-

tion in adyertising textile fiber products in snch a, manner as
to be false , deceptive or misleading as to fiber content or to
indicate, directly or indirectly, that such textile fiber prod-

ts are composed wholly or in part of such fiber 1vhen such
is not the case.

e. Using non-required information and reprcsentations in
said advertising in suc.h n, manner as to be frdse , deceptive or
misleading as to the fiber content of the textile fiLer products
or so as to interfere Iyit.h , minimize or detract from required
information.

/ t ,is fu1'O/8'' mylcreel That the respondents herein shall , within sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the Com-
mission fl report ill "yriting setting forth in detail the manner and form
in which tt.ey haH\ complicd with this order.
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IN THE MATTER OF

MoKESSON & ROBBINS , INC. AND DRL;GGISTS' SERVICE
COUNCIL, IKC. , ET AL.

ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE FEDERAL

TR\DE CO::DIISSIQ:: ACT

Docket 8510 and 8511. Complahlts , June 19, 1.9,'2-- Deci8ion , Nov. 11 , lfJiJ-

Order withdrawing two complaints charging" a drug ilanufactnl'er and an asso-
ciation of drug wholesalers with inducing discriminatory promotional allow.
anc , hut resen"ing the right to issue nell- cOJliplaints if warranted.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to t.he provisions of the Fec1eTfll Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by sa ic1 Act, the Federal
Trnc1e Commission , having l'eflSOn to belicye that the respondent Ir-
I\:esson & Robbins, Inc. , has violated and is now v101ating the provi-
sions of Section 5 of tl,e Federal Trade Commission Act (15 F8.
Title 15 , Sec. 45), and it appea.ring to the Commission that a proceed.
ing by it in respect. thereof ,,-ollJc1 he in tJlC intere,st. of the pllbJi('
issues its complaint charging as follows:

PARAGRA.PI-I 1. R.esponc1ent rcKesson l- Robbins, Inc. , hereinafter
referred to as :McKesson & Robbins, is R corporation organized , exi5.t.

ing and doing business under the laws of the State ot' hryland. Its
executive offce and principal p1ace of business is at 155 East. 44t.h
Street, Kew York ew York.

PAR. 2. :McICesson & Robbins manufa.ctures a line of drug products
distributed under its Q\vn name. It. also purchases and distribnt
wholesale, and has clone so for many years past, the produets of other
manufacturers in drug, cosme6c and sundry lines (herea,fter referred
to as drug products). It is by far the largest drug wholesaler in the
United States. Gross sales volume of McKesson & Robbins in a1l de-
partments in the fiscal year ending 1arch 31 , 1959 , was $613 986 000.
Sales volnme of the Drug Department was $403 000 000 for the same

period (limited to wholesale of products of other manufacturers, and
not including goods returned).

PAR. 3. Products distributed through the Drug Department of 

Kesson & Robbins are sold through 85 ,Vholesalc Divisions through
out the United States to retail drug stores and other retail establish-
ments throughout the United States. Srlid wholesale divisions are not
separately incorporated but are an integral part of the corporate 01'gi1

nization of McKesson & Robbins.


