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because not every retailer can or wants to take advantage of the plan
would destroy cooperative advertising and thereby seriously harm
the very class, small independent retailers , which Section 2 (d) was
enacted to protect.

In view of our disposition of the issues raised by complaint coun-
sel's appeal , we are setting aside the initial decision of the hearing
exa,miner and dismissing the complaint.

Commissioner :Maclntyre concurred in the result.

FIX AL ORDER

Upon consideration of the appeal of complaint counsel from the
initial decision of the hearing examiner , a,nd for the rea.sons stated
in the accompanying opinion

It is ordered , That the initial decision he, and it
aside, and that the complaint against respondent be
, dismissed.

Comn1issioner l\Iaclntyre concurring in the result.

hereby is, set

and it hereby

'I-IE 1\L\.TTER OF

JOYCE SPORTS,VEAR CO. ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDEH, ETC., IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED 'VIOLATION OF THE

J'EDERAL TRADE CCDDIISS1Q:\T AND THE WOOL PHODUCTS LABELIXG ACTS

D0cl et C-8Io. ComplaInt , Jan. 19G5-lJecision , Jun. , 1965

Consent order requiring Gary, Ind. , importers and manufacturers of wool
products to cCflse violating the ,Vool l:Jroducts Labeling Act by labe1ing
swpo.ters ns " GO% wool, 30% mohair and 100/ nylon" wl1en they contained

snbst.fllt.ially different amounts of fiLJers, and to cease using t.he term
llolwir" in lieu of "wool" on labels 'Without designating the correct

perccntag.e of mohair.
COMPLAINT

PurSllant to the provisions of the Federal Trade COlnmjssjon Act
aDd the IV 001 Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939 and by virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having Teason to believe that .Joyce Sportswear Co., a corporation
and Jack Goodman Willard ,Yolf and Florence Goodman, indi-

vidually and as offce.rs of said corporation , hereina.fter refe.rrccl to
as respondents , have violated the provisions of the said Acts and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Wool Products Label-
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ing Act of 1939 , and it appearing to the Commission that a proceed-
ing by it in respect thereof would be in the public interest, hereby
issncs its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

P AHAGRAPH 1. Respondent Joyce Sport-swear Co. is a corporation

organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of IJinois.

Individual respondents , Jack Goodman, Willard 1V olf and Flor-

ence Goodn1an are offcers of sa.icl corporation. They cooperate 
formulating, directing and controlling the acts, policies and prac-
tices of the corporate respondent including the acts and practices
hereinafter referred to.
Respondents are importers and manufacturers of wool products

with their offce and principal phce of business located at 925 Adams
Street, Gary, Indiana.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the efiective dilte of the "\Vool Products
Labeling Act of 1939 , respondents have manufactured for introduc-
tion into commerce, introduced into commerce, sold, transported
distributed , delivered for shipment , shipped and offered for sale in
commerce as "commerce" is defined in said Act , wool products as
wool product" is dcJined therein.

. 3. Certain of said wool products '"cre misbranded by re-
spondents within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of the
IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 19:)9 and the Hules and Hegulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they v,ere falsely and deceptively
sr.amped , tagged , labeled or otherwise identified with respect to the
ChalT"cter and amount of the constituent fibers eontained therein.

\.mong such nlisbl'flndec1 wool products, but not limited thereto
wc:' e swenters stamped, tagged, labeled 01' otherwise identified as
containing 00% ,yool , 30% mohair and 10% nylon , whereas in truth
and in fact, said sweaters contained snbstantia.lly different amounts
of fibers than represented.

-\H. 4. Certain of said wool proclncts ,yere further misbranded by
respondents in that they were not stamped , tagged , labeled or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2)
of the IY 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the manner and
form as prescribed by the Rules and Regnlations promulgated under
said A.ct.

Among snch misbranded wool products, but not Emited thereto
were certain sweaters with labels on 01' affxed thereto which faiJed
to disclose the percentage of the total fiber weight of the wool

prodnct , exclusive of ornamentation , but not exceeding 5 per centum
of said total fiber weight of: (1) woolen fibers; (2) each fiber other
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than wool if said percentage by weight of said fiber is 5 per CBDtum
or more; (3) the aggregate of all other fibers.

P.i. 5. Certain of sa.id wool products were misbranded in viola-
tion of the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 , in that they were
not labeled in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated thereunder, in that the term "mohair" was used in lieu of the
word "wool" in setting forth the required fiber content information
on labels a.ffxed to wool products without setting forth the correct
percentage of the mohair , in viola.tion of Hule 19 of the Rules and
Hegulations under the "'V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939.

R. 6. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth
above were, and are, in violation of the ",Voal Products Labeling Act
of J 939 and the R.ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, and
constituted , and now constitute, unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tices a.nd unfair lilCthods of competition in commerce, 'idthin t.he

intent and meaning of the Federal Trade COITl1ission Act.

DECISlOX AXD OnDER

The Commission having heretofore detennined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondent.s named in the caption hereof \\ith
jolation 01 the .Federal Trade Commisston Act and the 'Yool Prod-

ucts Labeling Act of 1D3D , and the respondents having been served

\\-

ith notice of said determination and with a copy of the complaint
the Commission intended to issue , together with a proposed form of
order; and

The respondents and counsel for the C011mission having thereafter
executed nIl agreement containing a. consent order , an admission by
respondents of all t.he jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statement that the signing of sa.icl agreement is for
ettlemel1t purposes only and does not constitute an ndmission by

respondents tlult the In. Ims Deen yiolnted flS set forth in such com-
plaint. , and ,yaiyers and provisions as ro(plired by the Commission
rules; and

The Commission , hrlying considered the agreement , hereby accepts
same, issnes its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment , makes the following jnrisc1ictjonal findings, a.nd enters the
following order:

1. Hespondent .J oyre Spol'ts,vear Co. , is a corporation orga.nized
existing and doing business nnder and by virtue of the la"yS of the

State of Illinois, with its offce and principal place of business

located at 025 Aclams Street , in the city of Gary, Stat.e. of Indiana.
I\espondents Jack Goodman , ,Yillard ,YoIf and Florence Good-

man are offcers of said corporation and their address is the. same as
that of sniel corporation.
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2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the suhject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

OHDEU

It is ordered That respondents .Joyce Sportswear Co. , a corpor:l-
tion and its offcers : and J ark Goodman

, ",'

hIlard '\V oJf and Florence
Goodman , individua.lly and as offcers of said corporation , and re-
spondents ' repre.sentat.ives , agents and employees , directly or through
any corporate or other device , in connection with the introduction or
manufacture for introduction into cmnrnercp , or the oHering for sale
sale , transportation , distrib..ltion or delivery for shipment, or ship-
ment in commerce, of sweaters or other wool prodncts , as "' com-
merce" and :'wool product" are defined in the '\Vool Products Label-
ing Act of lU39 , do forthwith cease and desist from:

:Misbrancling such products by:
1. Falsely and deceptiveJy stamping, taggjng, labeling or

otJlcnvise identifying sitch products as to thc characte,I' or
amount of constLtuent fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to securely affx to , or plu,ce on , ea.ch such proc1-
llct , a stamp, tag, Jabel or other means of identification
showing in a clear and conspicuous manner each element or
information required to be disclosed by Section 4(0) (2) of
the W 001 Products Labeling Act of ID3D.

3. Using t11e term "mohair" in lieu of the word "wool"
in setting forth the required fiber content information 

labels affxed to wool proc1ncts ,,,ithont setting forth the.
correct percentage of the mohair present.

It is f1-t1'ther onlered That the respondents herein shall , \Tithin

sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Con1mission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they have complied with this order.

II\ THE ::INl' TEH OF

CENT RUILOVA THADING AS VINCE:OT CIGAR CO;.TP AXY
ET AL.

ORDER , ETO. IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED TIOLNl'IOX OF TilE PEDERAI

TRADE cOJ'.nnSSION ACT

Docket 0-802. OO1npla-int, Aug. S, 1964-Deci8ion, Jan. 14, 19G.'

Order modifying an earlier order dated Aug. 3, 1964, 66 F. C. 416, which
prohibited a Tampa, Fla. , cigar llfllufacturer from misre::Jresenting that


