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for the purpose of inducing, or ,,-hich is likely to induce , directly
or indirectly, the purchase of the preparation " Hask " or any other
preparation of similar composition or possessing substantial1y
similar properties , in commerce, as '; commerce" is denned in the
Federal Trade Commission Act, any advertisement \Vhich con.
taius any of the representations prohibited in Paragraph 1 hereof.

It is flwther ordered That the respondents herrin shall , wit.hin sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the Commis-
sion a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form
in "hieh they ha.\'8 complied ,,,jih this order.

Ix THE \TTEn OF
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CONSEXT ORDER, ETC. , IX REG \.nD TO THE ALLEGED YlOL \T10X OF THE
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Docket 0-86.';. Comz;la,int . Dec. lC , 19G!,- De.cisioil. JJec. 16, lY6-

Consent order requiring ;J "\Vorrester , :\Iass.. nlfnufacturer and cli"tribntor of
woolen fabrics to cease violating the \\001 Products Lulwling Act b:: sueu

practices as labeling" and invoicing ('crtain falnics '; G5% reprocessed " 001

and 35% rayon " and 70o/) reprocpssed "001, 23Si'l) rayon , and 5% nylon.
which coutained substantially different quantiti('s of such fiiwrs.

CO)TI' LAIXT

Pursnant to the provisions of the Federal Trac1e Commission Act
and the ,Veol Products Labeling \ct of 19:iD. and by virtne of the
authority vested in it. by said Acts : the Federal Trade Commission
ha;ving reason to believe that The George E. Duffy lanufacturing
Co. , a corporfltion md its offcers , and Halph E. DufIy individnally
and as an offcer of 3ai..1 corporation , and Hcrnmn P. Hicciw; , in(1ivid
ually and as a former offc.cl' of saicl corporation hel'einfifter referred
to as respondents , haVl violated the pl'o\ isi01b af aid Acts anrl the

ules anll Regulation3 promulgated under the ,Vaol Products L:tbe.l-
ing Act of 10 , a.nd it appearing to t.he Cnmmlssioll that a proccC-.ding
by it in respect thereof IToulc1 be l the, publicintej'l'st hereby issnp::
its complaint stating its clullgcs in thflt l''spect as io11Ol'ls:

PAR\GTL\PH 1. Hesponc1ent The George E. Duffy :Jlfllllfacturing Co.
is a corporation organized , existing find doing bllsiness Hllcler and by
virtnr. of the la-ws of the Common'icalth 01 1\la5sachusett.s w;th its
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offce and principal place of business located at 1511 "fain Street

vVorcester , in the COmmOll\H alth of ::\assachnsetts.
R.esponc1cnt Ha1ph E. Duffy i an oilcer of said corporation. Re-

sponde,nt 1Ie1'man P. Riccius is a former oUicer of mid corporation and
is now retired. During n11 times mntcrial to this proceeding they

formulatec1 directed p.nd controlled the policies, acts and praetices

of said corporation. The address 01' Ralph E. Duffy is the same as that
of said corporation and that of Herman P. Riccins is 39 'Villia,
Street , \Vor' cester , l\lassachusetts,

The respondcnt corporation is a manufacturer of oolen fabrics
eomposed mostly of reprocessed IYOO) \yhich is sold through the sales
offce of Benedict F. Crmnc!' to its customers.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective dnte of the 'YVool Proeluets Label
jng Act of 1939 respondents have introduced into commerce, mallU
factured for introduction into commerce , sold , transported , distributed
delivered for shipmcnL and oil'ereel for sale in commerce ool procl

nets , as the terms "commerce and " \'001 product': are (lefinec1 in said
Act.

PAH. 3. Certain of s.-lid \yool procIucts \'e1'C misbranded by the re-
spondents 'within the intent, and meaning of Section 4(a.) (1) of tho
\V 001 Pl'od\1ct Labeling Act of 1930 and the H111es and Hegulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they \ye1'8 falsely and deceptively
stamped , tagged , labe18d or otherwise identified with respect to the
character and amount of the eonstituent fibers contained therein.

Among sneh misbranded \'001 products , but not limited thereto

,vere fabrics , hbe1ec1 or tagged by the respondents as " 65% reprocessed
\'001 and 35% rayon ' and " 70% reprocessed Iyool , 2;')% rayon , 5%
nylon whereas , in truth and in :fact : 8ai(1 prodncts contained sub-
stantially difIerent quantities of such fibers and other fibers which

were not disc.osec1.
PAR. 4. Certain of such wool products \,pre further misbranded 

the respondents in that they were not stampec1 tagged labe.led or

otherwise ic1e-ntifiec1 as required under the provisions of Seetion
4(,,) (2) of the ,1'00) Product, Labeling Act of J9;19 and in the ma11-
ner and f01'11 ns prescribed by t.he Rules and Hegulations promulgated
uncleI' the saiel Act.

Among such mi5branc1cc1 \\001 products, but not limited thereto
were fabrics with labels on or rdIisc(l thereto, which failed to diEclm:e

the percentage of the total fiber \ycight of the wool product, exclusive

of ol'n8mentntion not exceeding 5 per centum of said total fiber wcight
, (J) woole11 fiber,; (2) each fiber other than "'001 if said percentage
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by \\eight of such iiber is ;5 per centum or more; and (3) the aggregate
of all other fibers.

PAR. 5. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth above

were, and are, in vioJation of the Wool Products LabeJing Act of lU39
and of the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder , and con-
stituted , and now constitute, unfa.ir and deceptive acts and practices
and unfair lllethods of competition in commerce, within the inte.nt and
meaning of the FcdeTaI Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 6, He::.iionclents have been engaged in the offe.ring for sale , sale
and distribution of products , namely iabrics , to manufacturers and
also to jobbers \vho, in turn, distribute the fabrics to customers

throughout the United States. The respondents, at all 6mes mentioned
herein , have matnta.ined a substantial course of trade of said products
in commerce , as "commerce :: is defined in the :f'ederal Trade Commis-
sion Act.

PAR. 7. Respondents , in the course and conduct of their business as
aforesaid : have made statements OIl invoices to their customers mis-
represe,nting the eharacter and fiber conte-Ht of certain of their sa.id
products.

mong sueh misrepresentations , but not limiteel thereto ere state-
ments representing c.ertain fabrics to be 650/0 reprocessed wool and
35% rayon" and " 70% reprocessed ool , 25% rayon , and 5% nylon
whereas, in truth a,ncl in fact, said fabrics c.ontained substantially-dif-
ferent quantities of the fibers than ,yere representcd and other fibers
which ',eTe not disclosed.

\H. S. The acts and practices set out in Paragraph Seven have had
and no", hayc , the t.endency and capacity to mis1ead and deceive- pur-
chasers of said .faln'ics as to the true content thereof, and to cause
them to misbrnnd products munufactured by them in which said mfl-
terials a.re nsed.

PAR. n. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth in Para-

graph Seven ere , and are : all to the prejudice and injury of the pub-
lic f1nd constituted , and now constitute , nnfflir and deceptive acts and
practic.es in C'Olnmerce , ,-dthin the int.ent a.nd meaning of the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

DFCISlOX c "-D ORDER

The, Commission having beretofore c1et( nnined to issue its comp1nint
charging the respondents maned in t.l1e caption hereof \'\"ith violation
of t.he Federal Trade Commi sion Act and the ,Yool Products Label-
ing --\ct of 1839 , and the respondent.s hR'I'ing been served ,yith notice
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of said determinat.ion and with a copy of the comphlint the. Comlnis
sian intended to issue , together with a proposed form of order; and

The responde,nts and counsel for the Commission having there-
a.fter executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission
by respondents of aJl the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settleme,nt purposes only and does not c.onstitute an admission by
respondents that t11C Jaw has been violated as set forth in such com-
pla.int, and "waivers and provisions as required by the Commission
rules; and

The Commission, having considered the agreement , hereby accepts
same , issues its cOlnplaint in the fonn contemplated by said agreement
ll1akes the follmving jurisdictional findings , and ent€fS the following
order:

1. Respondent The George E. Dufly Janufacturing Co. , is a cor-

pOl' aLion organized , existing and doing business under find by virtue
of t.he laws of the Commonwefllth of :Massachuset.ts , with its offce and
principal place of Imsiness located at 1511 fain Street , in the city of
,Yorceste.r , ComJDolllyealth of fassachusetts.

Hesponclent Halph E. Duffy is an offcer of said corporation and his
address is the same a,s that of said c.orporation.

Respondent I-Ie.rman P. Riccins is a former offcer of said corpora-
tion, and his address is 3 ) ,Villiam Street , in the city of ,Vorcester
Commonwea1th of j\!assa, husetts.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents and the proceeding

is in the public interest.
onDER

It is ordered That respondents The George 1' Duffy Manufactur-
ing Co. , a corporation , and its ofilcCI's , and Ralph E. Duffy, individu-
a.lly and ns an offcer of said corporation , and I-ierman P. Ricciu.s

individually and as a former offcer of said corporation , and responcl

Pllts representatives , agents and employee , directly or thl"ongh any
corporate or other device , in C.Ollllcction with the introduction into
commerce , manufacture for introdllction into commerce , or the offer-
ing for sa,le" sale, transport.ation, delivery for shipment , or distribu-
tion, in commerce, of \loolen fabrics or other ,yool products

comme.rce" and " 1'001 prodnct' are, defined in the ,Yool Product:;
Labeling Act of 193D do iortlllyith cease and desist from misbranding
\\"001 products by:
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(1) Falsely or clecepth'ely stamping, tagging, labeling or other-
'iyise identifying such products as to the character or fllTlOunt of
constituent iibers included therein.

(2) Failing to securely affx to or place on each such product
rL stamp, tag, label or other me,ans of identification showing in a
clear and conspicuous manner, en.ch element of inforn1ation re-
quired to be disclosed by Seclion 4(") (2) of the \Voal Pl'ducts
Labeling .tet of 1939.

It is further OI'(leTed That respondents The George E. Duffy :Manu-

facturing Co. , fl corporation, andit.s offcers, and Ralph E. Duff'y,
individually a,nc1 as an offcer of s,a.id corporation , and I-Ierman 

Hie-cins, inc1iyiclna11y and as a former offccr of said corporation , and
respondents : representatives , agents and employees , directly or through
ny corporate 01' other device : in cOllnection with the offering for sale

sale or distribuiion of fabrics or other products, in commerce , as ': com-
mcrce :' is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act , do iortlnvith
ceRse and desist from misrepresenting t.he character or amount of
eonstitnent fibers contained in such products on invoices a.pplicable
thereto , or in any othe.r manner.

It i-s fndhel' o'tlel'ed That the respondents herein shall , within sixty
(60) clays after senice upon them of this orcler, file ",ith the Commis-
sion a. report in Titing setting fori,hin detail the mnlnH. T and form in
\\hich they haye cOlnplied with this order.

TIlE IATTER OF

XC,\L CO"tT & Sl7IT MFG. CO. leT AL.

COXSEXT ORDER, ETC.. IX REG.\RD TO THE ALLEGED Y10L.\TIOX OF THE FED-
E-H.\L TR,-\DE C02\DIISSroX ..AXD THE 'WOOL PIWDVCTS LABJ-LI G ACTS

Docket C-BG6. Complaint , Dea. Decis-ion, Dec. 1"' , 1.964

Consent order requiring Los .Angeles, Calif. , manufacturers and distributors
of ',"001 jlroducts to ceuse ,joInting the 'VooI Products I.al1Cling Act by
such practices as falsely labeling ladies ' topper coats as " 100% WOOL" ,,,hen
they contained a substantial quantity of otber fibers , falsely labeling nan-
woolen materials used in certain topper coats, furnishing false guaranties
that certain of their wool products were not misbranded, and failng to

COmIJly with other labeling requirements.

COJIPLAIXT

PnrSllilllt. to the proYlsjons of t.he Federal Trade
and tlle ,YooJ Products LaiJeling :\ct of 1939 : and

COlnmjssion Act
by YlrtuG ol' the


