
VI:\CE::,rT CIGAR CO. ET AL.

Syllabus

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
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its cigars were made ill Cuba or from Cuhan tobacco by striking those
sections of the order which required rcspondent to disclose the countries
of origin of non-Cuban tobacco used in its cigars.

ORDER J\IODIFYDW DECISION AND ORDER

The Commission h lving issned its decision and order on August 3
1964 (66 F. C. 416J, in disposition of this proceeding and haying
on October 14 , 1964, issued and cansed to be served its order reopen
iug the proceeding for the purpose of modifying the order contained
in the COlllll1ission s aforesaid decision and order solely by striking
prohibitions numbered 2 , ;: and 4 thereof; and

Sneh order a:E reopening, haying aLo c1nl:',- granted the respondents

thirty cb.ys after scn" ice thereof "ithin which to file memorandum
stating any objections they might have to sHch modifieation and no
memorandum having been timely filed by the respondents objecting
in that respect or other\"ise showing cause ,vhy the order to ce,\se

andllesist should not be so modified;

he(e.foTe , it is O1yZe1'e(I\ Thp,t the order contained in the. der.ision
and order issned by the Commission on Angnst 3 , H)(H , be, and it
hereby is , modified by striking prohibitions numbered 2. ;-1 and 

IN TH MATTRS OF

BRANFORD CO. , INC. (Docket 8625)

BROW IE KNITTIKG MILLS, INC. (Docket 8626)

BARCLAY K ITWEAR CO., INC. (Docket 8632)

CO="SEXT OnImRS , ETC. , 1)1 TIEGAlm TO TIm ALLEGJm VIOLATIOX OF SEC. .2 (c1)

OF THE CLA YTOX _\C1'

Complaints, June .10 , 196-'1 ; Dccisions , Jan. 18. 1%5 

Consent orders requiring three I-Te\v York City manufacturers of \\8nring
npparel to cense violating Sec. 2 (d) of the Clayton Act by pRying adver.
tising or promotional allowances to favorell retailers of their products,

while not making such payments an1ilable on proport.ol1ully 8Cll1:J_l jprms
to all their customers competing \vith favored retailers, and postponing

effective date of tIle orders until further order of the Commission.

CO:\IPLAINTS

The Federal Trade Commission , having reason to believe that the
party respondents named in the caption hereof , and hereinafter more

1 Similar complaints are combined.

These orders were made effective on AUg.
o. 32S, et aI., Aug. 9 , ID65, 68 P. C. 393.

1965 , see Abby Kent Co. , Inc., et a!., Docket
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particularly described , have violated and are now violating the pro-
visions of subsection (d) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act , as amended
(U. , Title 15 , Sec. 13), hereby issues its complaints , stating its
charge,s with respect thereto as follows:

P AR.\GRAPH 1. Respondent, Branford Co. , Inc" is a corporation

organized , existing, and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Xew York, with its offce and principal place
of business located at 1410 roadway, Xew York 18 , Xew York.

Respondent, Brownie Knitting :lUills, Inc. , is a corporation organ-
ized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the la.'"\8

of the State of Xew York , with its offce and principal place of busi-
ness located at 120 East 23 Street, New York , Xew York.

Respondent, Barclay Knitwear Co. , Inc. , is a corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the

State of New York, ",vith its offce and principal place of business
located at 1239 Broadway, New York ew York. Respondent main-

tains and operates a warehouse and manufacturing plant in Port
Ewen and IGngston , ),T ew York , respectively.

PML :2. Respondent, Branford Co. , Inc., Docket Xo. 8625 , is now
and has been engaged in the manufacture, sale , and distribution of
women s knitted sweaters. Its s des , which are substantial , are made
to a large nU111ber of customers , including retail specialty and de-
partment stores located throughout the United States.

Respondent , Brownie I(nitting lills , Inc. , Docket No. 8626 , is now
and has been engaged in the mannfacture, sale ancl distribution of
ladies ' sweaters , skirts , pants and coordinates, under the following
trade na.mes: ::\'aid O'Fur; CoJlege board; ICara-Ion; Cara-mia;
Crepe- Iene, and Semester. Respondent sells its products to a large
number of retail specialty and department stores located throughout
the Cnited States. Respondent's sales of its products are substantial
having exceecled $2 865 000 for the calendar year ending December

, 1060.
Respondent, Barclay Knitwear Co. , Inc. , Docket No. 8632, and four

opera.ting, wholly owned subsidiaries are now and have been , engaged
in the sale and distribution of men s and boys' knitted sweaters

shirts , outerwea.r and other items of wearing apparel which are
manufactured by respondent and its \\ho11y owned subsidiary, Bar-
clay Sales Corporation. Respondent sells its products , under its own
and cnstOlner labels , to a htrge number of independent and chain
retailers and department stores located throughout the United States.
Respondent's sales of its products a.re substantial, having exceeded

320 000 for the fiscal year ending April 30 , 1061.
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PAR. 3. In the course and conduct of their business , respondents
have engaged and arc now enga.ging in commerce, as "commerce" is
defied in the Clayton Act , as amended , in tl1Rt respondents sell and
cause their products to be transported from their principal place of
business located in the State of New York , to customers located in
other States of the United States and in the District of Columbia.

There has been at aU times mentioned herein a continuous course of
trade in commerce in said products across State lines between said
respondents and their customers.

PAll. 4. In the course and conduct of their business in commerce
respondents paid or contracted for the payment of something of yalue
to or for the benefit of some of their customers as compensation or in
consideration for services or facilities furnished by or through such
customers in connection with their offering for sale or sale of products
sold to them by respondents , and such pa.yments wcre not made avail-
able on proportionally equal terms to all other customers competing
in the sale and distribution of respondents ' products.

PAIL 5. Included among the payments alleged in Paragraph
Four ,vere credits or sums of money paid either directly or in-
directly by \yay of discounts, allowances, rebates or deductions as

compensation or in consideration for prOlDotional services or fa.cilities
furnished by customers in connection with the offering for sale or sale
of respondents ' products , including advertising in vu,rious forms , such

as newspapers and catalogs, sometimes hereinafter referred to as
promotional allowances.
For example, during the period 1U61 through 1%2 , respondent

Dranford Co. , Inc. , Docket No. 8G25 , made payments and alJownnces
to various cllstomers in yariolls cities , inclnding Phila,clelphill , Penn-
sylvania and ,Vashington , D. , for advertising its products in news-
papers and catalogs. In Philadelphia, during the :renT 1961 , respond-
ent paid Lit Brothers and Strlt\briclge & Clothier promotional al-
lowances in the amount of $150 and 8275 respectively, and during the

year 1U62 paid Lit Brothers , Strawbrjdge & Clothier and .J ohn

Wanamaker the snms of $500 , $130 and $400 , respectively. In IV ash-

ington, during the year 1961 , respondent paid IV oodward & Lothrop
and The Hecht Co. promotional allowances of 8495 and $250, re-

spectively, and during the year 1962 , paid ,Voodward &; Lothrop and
Lansburgh' s the sums of 8400 and 850 , respectively.

Respondent did not make , or offer to make, or otherwise make
available such allowances on proportionally equal , or any, terms to
all other cust.omers in J)hiladell)llja and ,Vashington , D. , competing
with those who received such a.llm'ia.nces.



BRA:,TFORD CO. , INC. , ET AL.

Decision and Order

For example, during the period 1960 through 1961, respondent
Brownie Knitting Mills , Inc. , Docket Ko. 8626 , made payments and
allowances to various customers in various cities including Dallas,
Texas, and San Antonio , Texas, for advertising its pl'oducts in news-
papers. During the :year 19(11, respondent paid Sanger-IIarris and
E. M. Kahn & Co. of Dallas , Texas promotional allowances in the
amounts of $425 and $110. , respectively. In San Antonio , Texas
during the year 1960 , respondent paid Frost Bros. and Siegel's pro-
DIotional allowances in the amounts of $435.75 and $50 , respectively,
and during the year 1961 paid the same customers $607.12 anel $104
respectively.
Respondent did not make , or offer to make, or otherwise make

available such allO\vances on proportionally equal , or any, terms to
all other customers in Dallas and San Antonio competing with those
who received such allowances.
For example, during the period 1959 through 1961, respondent.

Barclay Knitwear Co. , Inc. , Docket K o. 8632 , made payments and
allowances to various eustomers in various cities , including ,Vashing-
ton, D. , Chicago , Illinois and Boston , 1\Ia,ssachusetts for advertis

ing its products in nC'Ivspapers and catalogs. During the year 1959
respondent paid The Hecht Company of \Vashington, D.C. pro-
motional al10wances in the amount of S345; and during the year 1960
paid the same customer $400. During thc year 1959 , respondent paid
Anes Department Store and :Mages Sporting Goods Company, both
of Chicago , Illinois , promotional allowances in the amount of $40
and S100 respectively, and during the yea.r 1\)60 , paid feyers De-
partment Store of Chicago tbe amount of $60; and in 1961 respondent

paid Annes Department Store of Chicago , the amount of $38. In
Boston , l\Iassachusetts, for the years 1939 and 1930 , respondent paid
Jordan Marsh $250 per year. In 1961 respondent paid Jordan Marsh
8175.
Respondent did not make, or oner to make, or otherwise make

available such promotional allmvances on proportional1y eqnal, or

any, terms to all other enstomers in \Va.shington, D. , Chicago
Illinois and Boston, J\Iassachusetts , competing with those who re-
ceived snch allowances.

P AU. 6. The aets and practices of respondents , as alleged above, are
in violation of subsection (d) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act, as
amended by the Robinson-Patman Act (l7. , Title 15 , Section 13).

DECISIONS AXD ORDERS

The Commission having issued its complaints on June 30 , 1964

charging respondents with violation of Section 2(d) of the Clayton
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Act, as amended , and respondents having been served with a copy of
complaint; and

The Commission having determined upon respondents' reqnest
that the circumstances are such that the public interest would be
served by waiver here of the provision of 4 (d) of its Rules that
the consent order procedure shall not be available after issuance of
complaint; and

The hearing examiner having certified to the Commission respond-
ents ' duly executed agreements containing a consent order , an ad-
mission by respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
compla.int, a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by

respondents that the law has been yiolated as set forth in snch com-

plaint, and waivers and provisions as required by the Conllnission
Rules; and

The Commission having considered the a.foresaid agreements and
having determined that they provide an adequate basis for ap-

propriate disposition of these proceedings , the agreements are hereby
accepted , the following jurisdictional findings are made , and the fol-
Jowing orders are entereel:

1. Respondent Branford Co. Inc. is a eorporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of New York , with its offce and
principal place of business located at 1410 Broadway, Kew York
New York.
Respondent Brownie Knitting Mils , Inc. , is a corporation orga-

nized and existing under the laws of the State of New York, with its
offce and principal place of business located at 120 East 23rd Street
New York , New York.

Respondent BarcJay Knitwear Co. Inc. , is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of ew York, with its offce
and principal place of business located at 1239 Broadway, ew York
Kew York.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of these proceedings and of respondents , and the proceedings
are in the pub)jc interest.

OEDEB.

It is ordered That each respondent named in the above-captioned
proceedings , and its offcers , directors , agents , representatives and em-
ployees , directly or through any corporate or other device, in the
course of its business in commerce, as "commeree" is defined in the
Clayton Act , as ameDded , do forthwith cease and desist from:



LOKE STAR CE",IEKT CORP.

Complaint

Paying or contracting for the payment of anything of value to
or for the benefit of, any customer of the respondent as compensa-
tion or in consideration for advertising or promotional services,
or any other service or facility, furnished by or through such
customer in connection with the handling, sale or offering for
sale of wearing apparel products manufactured, sold or offered

for sale by respondent, unless snch payment or consideration is
made available on proportionally equal terms to all other
customers competing with such favored customer in the distribu-
tion or resale of such products.

It i8 fw.theT o1YleTecl That the effective date of the order to cease

and desist be , ;1nd it hereby is, postponed ltltil further order of the
Comrnissioll.

IN THE :TfATTER OF

LONE STAR CIDlEKT CORPORATION

COXSEXT ORDEn , ETC. , I:: I-:EGATID TO TIrE .\LLEGED VIOL.-\TlOX OF SEC. 7

OF TE-il CLAYTOX ACT

!)(;ckcf 8.j8:;, COilplaint

, ,

lul'l 19G3-j)ecision , .Jan. , 196'5

COlisent order requiring one of the Kation s three larg'est producers of IJOrtland
('anent . on essential ingredient of ready-mixed concrete. to di,est itself
fll)!:olutely within one ;year of 25 of tIle 31 ready-mixed concrete pl:1lts in
the Statrs of Virginia , Florida , and Washington which it acquired as a
l"psult of its D.Clll1isitions of Pioneer Sand and Gravel Co. ill Dl'CE'mher

18.:)9. amI Southern Maierials Co" Inc., in August 1962; and reqniring
spondent for a period of 3 years from the date of divestiture of each of

the ready-mhed concrete plants, make available to purchasers of p1ants a
'luantity of mineral aggregates for use in the manufacture of ready-mixed
CO,lcrcte elluii.alent to the quantity consumed by each plant in the calendar
year JHG3 , at prevailing Jl.:uket IIl' ice , terms amI conditions; and recjuiring
l"C ))(j1l!Cllt to refn1in from al'ql1irjng an . other ready-mixed concrete
lJiant.. in tlle States of Yirginin. , Florida and 'iYashingtoll for :2 :)eal'.-; or
unti the issuance by the Federal Trade Commission of a trade regulation
rule 01' rerJort concerning mergers 01' acqni itiolls in the ('ement industry,

CCDIPL.UXT

The Fec1el'a.l Trade Commission has reason to believe thRt the
above-name,c1 respondent has acquired the 8.sscts and stock of other
corporations in viobtion of Section 7 of the Clayton Act (V.
Title 15 , Section 18), as amended; and , therefore, pursuant to Sec-


