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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
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authority ve.sted in it by said Acts , the. Felleral Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Sun-Cal Coat & Suit Mfg. Co. , a part-
nership, and )felvil1e 1\Iathes and Sam Rubinstein , inclivic1ufllly and
as copartners trading as Sun-Cal Coat & Suit Mfg. Co. , and also
trading as Imperial Cloak & Suit Co. , Sportrite Originals , and Cal-
ifornia Junors , hereinafter referred to as respondents, have violated
the provisions of said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the "Tool Products Labeling Act or 1938 and it appearing to
the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint stating it charges
in that respect as fol1o\"\

PAHAGlU.PH 1. Responclent Sun-Cal Coat & Suit i'dfg. Co. , is a
pa.rtnership, existing and doing business in the State of California
,lith its prineipal place of business located at 834: South Broacl"\a.y,
Los Angeles , California. Individual respondents Ielville J\Iathes and
Saln Rubinstein are copartners in said partnership also trading as
Imperial Cloak & Suit Co. , Sportrite Originals , and California Jun-
iors. They formulate, direct and controJ the acts, policies and
practices of the said partnership, including the acts and practices here-
inafter referred to. The address of the indi-v-idual re pondents is
the same as that of Sun- Cal Coat &: Suit l\lfg. Co. Respondents are
engaged in the manufacture and distribution of ladies coats and
suits.

PATL 2. Subsequent to the effectiye date of the "Wool Products La-
beling Act of 1939 respondents ha.ve introc1ueed , manufactured ior
introduction : into commerce, sold , transported : distributed : delivered
for shipment, shipped , and oiIel'ec1 for sale , in COmlTlCl'Cc : 11'001 prod-
ucts , as the terms ';commerce :: and ;; \\001 product" are clef-jnecl in said
Act.

PAlL 3. Certain of said "\001 products "\ere misbranded by the
respondents ,yithin the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) (1) of
thc

,y 

001 l roc1ucts Labeling Act and the I l!les and Regulations
lJl'ornnlgated thereunder , in that thc:- ,yere falsely and clecepti,-ely
Jabeled or tagged \\ith respect to the character and amount. of the

constituent fibers contained therein.
Among such mislJl'anded \\001 proc1uct but not limited thereto

were certain topper coats that \yere laheJec1 or taggec1 by respondents
as " 100% ,VooF "\hereas in truth and in fact said topper coats C011-

ttlinec1 a suhst lntial quantity of fibers other t11,111 \TOOL

\H. 4. Certain of said \1'001 pl'odl1cts na11eJ:-' Ifldies topper COflts
\Tere misbrnnc1ccl by th( respondents \Tithin the intent Hnd meaning
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of Section 4(a) (1) of the Wool Products Labeling Act and the TIules
and Regulations promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely

and lleceptively labeled or tagged with respect to the identity and
character of foam backing laminated to the shell of the coats.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limiteel the.reto
1,VerB certain ladies' topper coats that were labeled or tagged by

respondents as containing "Polyester Foam Back" whereas in truth and
in fact said topper coats did not contain polyester foam backing.

\.R. 5. Certain of said wool products \vere further misbrancled by
respondents ill that they were not stamped , tagged , labeled or other-

,,-

ise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2) of
the \Vaol Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the manner and form
as prescribed by the Rules and Iiegulations promulgated under said
Act.

\.mong such Inisbranc1ed wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain topper coats with labels on 01' affxed thereto , which failed
to disclose:

The percentage of the total Iibcr weight of the wool pI'Q(luct, ) eX
elusive of ornamentation, not exceeding 5 percentum of said total fiber
weight of , (1) woolen Jibers, (2) each fiber other than wool if said per-
centage by -weight of such fiber is 5 perccntum or morc; (3) the aggre
gate of all other fibers.

PAR. 6. The respondents furnished false guaranties that certain
of their said wool products werc not Inisbranded , when respondents
in furnishing such guaranties had reason to be1iexe that the wool prod-

ucts so fa.lsely guaranteed might be introduced , sold , transported , or
distributed in commerce, in violation of Section 9 (b) of the \V 001
Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939.

AIL 7. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth above
were, and are , in violation of the \V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939

and the Rules and Regulat-ions promulgated thereunder, a.nd con-
stituted , and now constitute unfair or deceptive acts and practices and
unfair methods of competition , in commerce, v..ithin the intent and

meaning 01 the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX AND ORDER

The Comlli sion hayillg heretofore detennincc1 to issne its com-

plaint charging t.he respoJ1c1en;-s named in the caption hereof ","lih vio-
htion of the Federal Trade. Commission --\.ct and the ,Vool Products
Labeli ng Act of 18;- , ancl the respondents haTing lJeen ,sl'n- cc1 ",yith

notice of sHiel determination and \yith a copy of the complaint the
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Commission intended to issue, together with a proposed :form of
order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission h:ncing thereafter
executed an agreemcnt containing a consent order, an admission by 1'e.
spondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint to
issue herein , a stntcment that. the signing of said a.greement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by

respondents that the law has been vioJated as set forth in such com
plaint, and ,vaivers and provisions as required by the Conuission
1'ules; and
The Commission, having considered the agreement, hereby accepts

same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the follmving jurisdictional filldings, and enters the fol
lowing order:

1. Respondent Sun-Cal Coat & Suit Mfg. Co. is a partnership exist-
ing and doing business in the State of California with its oftice and
principal place of busiuess located at 834 South Broadway, Los
Angeles, California.

Respondents Melville Mathes and Sam Rubinstein are copartners
in said partnership and also trade as Imperial Cloak & Suit Co. , Sport-
rite Origina.ls, and California Juniors , and their address is the sa,
as that of Sun- Cal Coat & Suit ~ffg. Co.

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.

GIilER

It is oJ'dered That respondents Sun- Cal Coat & Suit Ifg. Co. , a

partnership, and ~Ielvile Mathes and Sam Rubinstein , iudividually
and as copartners trading as Sun-Cal Coat & Suit Mfg. Co. and also
trading as Imperial Cloak & Suit Co. , Sportrite Originals, and Cali-
fornia .J uniors , or under any trade name , a,nd respondents ' representa-
tives, agents and employees directly or through any corporate or other
device in connection with t.he introc1uctiol1 01' manufacture for intro-
duction into commerce, or the oiIering for sale, sale, transportation, dis-
tribution or delivery for shipment or shipmc:nt in cOlrunerce of topper

coats or other wool products as "commerce and '" \yool product" arc
defined in the 'iVool Products Labeling Act or 1039 , clo forthwith cease
and desist from:

:Misbranding of such products by:
1. Falsely 01' decept1veJy stamping, tagging, labeling or

othenyise identifying sHch prodncts as to the character or

allount of the constituent fibers incl udell therein,
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:2. Falsely or c1ecepti\ ely t(unpillg, tnggmg, labBling or
othel"i'lisB illc:ntifying any 11on-\\oolen material or substance

as to the identity: character or use, of such material or sub-
stance in the manufactul'e of the aforesaid wool products.

3. Failing to ecurely affx to , 01' pJacc on each such prod-
uct a sLnnp, tag, label or othel' means of identification show-
iug in a clenr and conspicuous manner each clement of in-
formotion required to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (9) of the
\Vool Products Labeling Act of lU3

It is .fudhcT ordend That l'espondents , Sun- Col Coat & Suit Hg.

Co. a. partnership, and 1\1e1\- i11e :Jlathcs and Smn Itnbi:astcin , individ-
ually and as copartners tl'H(ling flS Sun- Cal Coat & Suit 1\Ifg. Co. and

also trading as Impcrial Cloak & Suit Co. Sport rite Originals, and

California J union , or uncleI' any other trade name aDel respondents

representatives , agents and crnployees, directly or through any corpo-
rate or other device (10 forthwith ccage and desist ironl furnishing a
ialse guaranty that any wool product is not misbranded under the
,Vaal Products Labe.ling Act of 1939 and the 1\nlos and Regulations
prOlnulgatecl thereunder when there is reason to bclieye that any ,yool
product so guaranteed may be introc1need , sold , transported or dis-
tributed in commerce as the term "col1mcrce ' is defined in the afore-
said Act.

1 t ,is fti-1'ther OJ'dered T11at the respondents 1181'ein shall , within sixty

(60) days after service upon them of this order, flle 1\1t11 the Commis-

sion a report in \\Titing setting forth in detail the mmmer and form
in which they have compljed with this order.

Ix Tl-U: l\L\TTER OF

RICHARD s. ~L\.RCrS TRADIXG AS
STAXTOK BLASKET CO"lPANY

ORDEJ: , ETC. : I n1: G.-, D ' O TIlE "\LLEGBD YIOL\TlO'X OF THE FEDER/\.L TR.- \IYE

COJDIISSIOX ';XD THE ,VOOL PRODUCTS LABELIXG \CTS

Docket WJD. C01/plaint. Dec. 11 , 1963-DecI8ion, Dec. , 1964

Order l' cqlliring a Fairfield , Conn., company to ceriSE' -\iolating the Wooll'roc1ncts
IAluelil:g Act by falsely labe1illg '0001 blankets and otber wool products as
10 tbe true generic naIllC of fibers !md the perCl'ntages of such fibers , and to

cease LIJsely invoicing such products.


