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which requires from respondent at least 15 000 cubic yards of con-

crete. FOT the purpose of the foregoing proviso a single project shall
include , without lilnitation, projects such as a shopping center, hous-
ing development , apartment house , school , factory, bridge or a high-
,yay section.

It is fwrthe1' oTdend That , for a period of two (2) years from
the date of service of this Order, or until the issuance or announcc-
1nent by the Federal Trade Commission of a trade regulation rule
or report concerning mergers or acquisitions in the cement industry,
if such event occurs prior to the expiratiollof such 'cwo-year period

respondent shall cease and desist from acquiring, directly, or in.
directly, through subsidiaries or otherwise, any part of the share
capital or assets of any corporation engaged in the manufacture 01'

sale of readY-lnixed concrete or concrete products in the States of

Virginia, Florida and \Va.shington.
It iB f1iTther onleTed That respondent shall , within sixty (60)

days after the elate of service of this Order, and every sixty (60)
(htys thereafter until respondent has fully complied with the pro-
"i8ions of this Order, submit in writing to the Federal Trade C01n-
mission a report setting forth in detftil the manner and form in
which respondent intends to comply, is complying or has complied
with this Order. All compliance reports shall include , among other
things that are from time to time required , a summnry of an con-

t.acts a.nd negotiations with potential purchasers oJ the specifed
ready-mixed concrete plants, the identity of all such potential pur-
chasers , and copies of all written communications to and from such
potential purchasers.

J X THE )L\ TTETI OF

.lUURICE COAT & SUIT MFG. CO. , IKC. , ET AL.

COXSEx'r ORDEH, ETC.) IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF TilE

1"EDER.'. L TR.\m; cO::rlnSSlOX, THE F"CR rlWDUCTS LABELIKG , AXD THE
WOOL PRQD-cCTS Ll,BELING ACTS

Docket 0- /6. Complaint, Jan. .1965-Decision, Jan. , 1965

COllscnt order requiring- mauufacturers and wholesalers of wool, fur, and
textie fiber products in Kansas City, ::10. , to cease violating tl1e Fur
Products Labeling .Act by falsely labeling artificinlly colored fur products
as natuI'aJ , failng- to use the term "Natural" for furs which were not
artificially colored, on labels and in advertisements, and deceptively in.
voicing its fur products; and to cease doJating the YVool Products LabeJing
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Act by omitting required fiber content information on attached labels. and
by using the term " :\:Iohail' '' in Heu of the word " ,Yool" on afixed labeJs

'vitbout giving the correct percentage of mohair present.

COlofPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
the ool Products Labe1ing Act or 1939 , the Fur Products Labc1ing
Act , and by virtue or the authority vested in it by said Acts the
Fede.ral Trade Commission having reason to believe that Ial1rice
Coat & Snit j)Ifg. Co. , Inc. , a corporation , and Fashioned Originals
Inc., a corporation, and Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Garfinkel

individually and as ofFicers of the said corporations hereinafter re-
ferred to as respondents have violated the provisions of sflid Acts
and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the said Ads
and it appearing to t.he Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thereof would be in the public interest hereby issues its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:

\R.\GRAPH 1. Hesponc1ent .:Iaurice Coat &: Suit l\Ifg. Co. Inc. is a
corporation organized , existing and doing business under and by
irt.ue of the laws of the State of Iissonri,
Respondent Fashioned Originals , lne. , is a corporation orgunizec1

existing and doing business nnder and by ,-irtnG of the h\y, of the

Stat.e or ~Ii"' ollrj.
Respondents Frieda Garfinke.l and Arnold 1-f. Gariinkel are of-

ficers of the sflid corporate respondents and formulate, direct :Lnc1

control the acts , practices and policies of the sflirl corporate
respondents.

Respondent JHauriee Coat & Suit :J\fg. Co. , Inc. is a manufacturer
and wholesaler of wool products , fur products and textile fiber prod-
ucts. Respondent Fflshioned Originals , Inc. is a wholesaler of wool
products, rur products and textile fiber products. The offce and
princ.ipal place of business of the corporate respondents and indiyid-
ual respondents is located at 431 ,Yest 8th Street , Kansas City,
:Missouri.

PAIL 2. Subsequent to the eiIective date or the Fur Products Label-
ing Act on August 9 , 1952 respondent :Mallrice Coat ,; Suit :J1:fg. Co.
Inc. and respondents Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Garfinkel have
been and are now engaged in the manufacturing for introduction
into eom1lerce fur products , and have TllHl1ufa.chllec1 for sale fur
product.s which have been made in whole or in part or rurs which
lmve been shipped a.nd received in commerce as the terms ;;com-
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" "

fur" and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products Labeling Act
on August D , 1952 , respondents Maurice Coat & Suit 1fg. Co. , Inc.
Fashioned Originals , Inc. and Frieda Garlinkel and Arnold H. Gar-
finkel have been and are now enga,ged in the introduction into com-
merce, and in the sflle, advertising, and offering for sale in commerce
and in the transportation and distribution in c01runerce , of fur prod-
ucts; and haTe sold, adyertised , offered Tor sale, transported and

distributed fur prodncts which have been made in whole or in part
of furs TIhich have been shipped and re,ceiyec1 in commerce as the
terms HCOlnmerce

" :'

fur" and " fur prodnct" aTe defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 3. Cerblin of said fur products were Jb!' nded in that they
were falsely and deceptively labeled to show that fur contained
therein was natural, when in fact snch fur was pointed , bleached
dyed , tip-dyed, or otherwise artificially colored, in violation of Sec-

tion 4 (1) of the Fnr Products Labeling Act.
PAT,. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that they

wpre not, 1abeled as required under the provisions of Section 4(2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act a,nd in the ll1a.nner and form pre-
scribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

Among such misbranded fur products , but not limited thereto , were
fnr products with labels which failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fnr used in the fur product.
2. To disclose that the fur contained in the fur product was

bleached , dyed , or otherwise artificially colored , when such was the
fact.

PAn. 5. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in violation
of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they were not labeled in
a.c.corclance with the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
inasmuch as required item numbers were not set forth on labels in
violation of Rule 40 of said R.llJes a,nd Regulations.

PAR. 6. Certain of said fur products were falseJy and deceptively

invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoiced as required
by Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Produds Labeling Ad and the RuJes
and Regulations promulgated under snch Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but not
limited thereto , were fur products covered by invoices which fai1ed 

). To show the true animnJ name of the fur used in the fur product.
2. To disclose that the fur contained in 1.11e fur product was

bleached , dyed , or otherwise artificially colored , ,\hen such wa,s the
fact.
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PAR. 7. Certain of said fur products were blsely and deceptively
invoiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they
were not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and Regulations

promulgated thereunder in the :following respects:
(a) The term "natural" was not used on invoices to describe fur

products which were not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or other-
wise artifcially colored , in violation of Rule 19 (g) of said Rules
and Heg"ulations.

(b) Hequired itmn numbers werB not set forth on invoices , in vio-
lation of Rule 40 of said Rules and Re,,'-ulations.

PAR. 8. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

advertised :in violation of the Fur Products Labc1ing Act in that
said ach-ertisements intended to aid , promote and assist, directly
or indirectly, in the sale and advertising of such fur products were
not in accord'l1ce with the provisions of Section 5 (a) of the said Act.

Among and included in the aforesaid advertisements , but not Jjm-
ited thereto , were advcrtis61ncnts of respondents which appeared in
a catalog distributed by the respondents.

nong such false and deceptive advertisements , but not limited
thereto , were advertisements which failed to show that the fur con-
L:incd in the fnr product \\ as bleached , dyed , or othcn\'ise artificially
colored when such was the fact.

m. 9. By Hlea,ns of the aforesaid advertisements and others of 8im-
illH' import and meaning not specifically referred to herein , respon-
dents :falsely and deceptively advertised fur products in that certain
of s licl advertisements contained the name or names of an animal or
animals other than those producing the fur contained in the fur

product, in vioJation of Section 5 (a) (5) of the Fur Products Label-
ing Act.

u:. 10. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of
simi1ar import and meaning not specificaDy referred to herein, re-
spondents falsely nnd deceptively advertised fur products in viola-
tion of the Fl1 Products Labeling Act in that the said fur products
Wel' B not advertised in accordance with the Rules and Hegulations

promulgated thereunder inasmuch as t11e tenD " aturaF was not

used to describe fur products which 'vere not pointed , bleached , dyed
tip-dyed or otherwise artificially colored in violation of IIule 19 

(g)

of the said Rules and Heglllations.
P..'i.R. 11. The aforesaid acts andpl'actices of respondents , as herein

alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling ..Act and the
Rules and RCf,J'uJatiolls promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
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and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of cOlnpetition
in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 12. Subsequent to the eil'ective date of the ",Vool Products
LabeJing Act of 1939 , respondent Maurice Coat & Suit 1\1fg. Co. , Inc.
and respondents Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Garfinkel hare
manufactured for introduction into commerce

, "

wool products:' as
wool product" and "commerce" are defined in the \V 001 Products

Labeling Act of 1939.

Subsequent to the effective date of the .W 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 , respondents :JIaurice Coat 8: Suit :Jlfg. Co. , Inc. , Fash-
ioned Originals , Inc. and Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Garfinkel
have introduced into C01111nerC8 , sold , transported , distributed , deliv-
ered for shipment, shipped and offered for sale in commerce

, "

wool
products" as " commerce " and " wool produce' are defined in the "'V 001
Products Labeling Act of 1939.

PAn. 13. Certain of said wool products were misbranded by re-
spondents in that they were not stamped , tagged, JabeJecl , or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2)
of the "IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the manner and
form as prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgatec1uncler
said Ad.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain fabrics with labels on or affxed thereto , ,yhich failed to
discJose the percenta,ge of total fiber weight of the wool product
exc1usivc of ornamentation not exceeding 5 per centum of said tota.l
fiber weight, of (1) woolen fibers; (2) each fiber other than wool
present in the wool product in the amount of 5% or more by weight;
(3) the aggregate of all other fibers.

PAR. 14. Certain of said wool products were misbranded in viola-
tion of the "11'001 Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939 in that they were
not labeled in accordance with the Rules and Regnlations promul-
gated thereunder in that the term ")Iohair" was used in lieu of the
term ""IV 001" on labels affxed to wool products without setting forth
the correct percentage of the Mohair in violation of Rule 19 of the
Rules and Regulations under the "IV 001 Products Labeling Act of
1939.

PAR. 15. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth

above were , and are in violation of the \Vool Products Labeling Act
of 1939 and the R.ldes and ReguJations promulgated thereunder, and
constituted , and now constitnte , unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tices a.nc1 unfair methods of competition in commerce, within the
intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.
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DECISION AND ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act , the "\V 001 Products
Labeling Act of 1039 and the Fur Products Labeling Act, and the
respondents having been ser\T cl with notice of said determination
and ,yith a copy of the complaint the COllmis:-iion inte.nded to issue
together with a proposed form of order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having- therea ftcI'
':eclltec1 an agreement containing a conSEmt Ol'deT an llc1rnission by

respondcnt.s of nIl the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
10 issue herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by
respondents that the htw has been violated as set forth in such com-

pJaint , and wai'i'ers and provisions as required by the Commission
rules: and
The Commission , lJf ving considered the agreement, hereby accepts

snme lssnes its compla.int in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment. makes the IolJowing jurisdictional findings , a.nc1 enters the fol-
10\\" ing order:

1. Respondent :tlal1rice Coat & Suit :i\fg. Co. , Inc. , is a corporation
orgn ni7.ed , existing and doing business lmder and by virtue of the
Jaws of the State of Jissollri , with its offce and principal place of
business located at 431 ,\Test 8th Street, in the city of ICansas City,
State of ~Iissonri.

Respondent Fashioned Origina. , Inc. is a corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the lfLws of t.he
StMe of :Jlissouri , ,dth its offce and principal place of business Jo-
cated at 431 "'Vest 8th Street , in the city of Kansas City, State of
fissonri.
Rl'spondents Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Garfinkel are of-

DeeTS of sa.id corporations fLnd t.heir address is the same as that of
said corporations.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and the proceeding
1S in the public interest.

ORDER

It i8 oTdered That. respondents Maurice Coat & Suit ~1fg. Co. , Inc.
f1 corporat.ion , nnc1 its offcers , nnd Fnshioned Originals , Inc. , a cor-
poration , and its offcers , and Frieda Garfinkel and Arnold H. Gar-
finkel , individualJy and as offcers of the said corporations and re-
spondents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly or through
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any corporate or other device in connection with the introduction , or
manufacture for introduction into commerce, or the s8.le , advertising
or oifering for sale in commerce , or the transportation or distribution
in commerce , of any fur product; or in connection with the manufac-
ture for sale, sale, advertising, offering for sale, transportation or
distribution , of any fur product which is made in whole or in part of
fur which has been shipped and received in commerce , as the terms
commerce fur ': and " fur proc11H t" are defined in the Fur Products

Labeling Act do fortlnvith cease and desist fro111:

A. Iisbranc1ing fur products by:

1. Hepresenting directly or by implicfttion on labels that
the fur contained in any fnr prodnct is nntural 'when the fur
('ont.a.illed therein is pointed , blcllchec1, dyed , tip-dyed, or

other,vise artificially colorer1.

2. Failing to affx labels to fur prodncts showing in words
and in figures plainly legible all of the information required
to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 4 (2) of

the Fnr Products Labeling Act.

3. FaDing to set forth on labels the item number or mark
:"ssigned to a fnr product.

B. Falsely or deceptiyel:y invoicing fur products by:
1. :Failing' to 1111'nish invoices as the term ' invoice" is de-

fined in the Fur Products Labeling Act sho"ing in ,yords
fLlc1 figures plainly legible a.n the information required to
be disclosed in each of the subsections of Section 5(b) (1) of

the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Failing to set forth the term " fltural" as part of the
information required to be disclosed on invoices under the

Fur Products Ln,beling Act and Rules and Regulations pro-
mulgated thereunder to describe fur prodncts which are not
pointed, bleached , dyed, tip-dyed , or otherwise artificially
colored.

3. Failing to set forth on iluToices the item number or mark
assigned to fur products.

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising fur products through
the use of any advertisement , representation, publie announce-

ment or notice "hich is intended to aid , promote or assist , di-
rectly or indirectlY1 in the sale, or offering for sale of any fur
prodnct , and which:

1. Fails to set forth in words and figures plainly legible all
the information required to be disclosed by each of the sub-
sections of Section 5 (a) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Sets forth the name or names of any animal or animals
other than the name of the animal producing the furs con
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Veined in the fur product as specified in the Fur Products
='ame Guide , and as pl'cscribet1 by the. Hll1eS and RcgubtiollS.

3. Fails to set forth the term "Katural" as part of the in-
formation required to be disclosed in advertisements lmder
t.he Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regula-
tions pr01TIulg8.tec1 thereunder to describe fur products which
are not pointed , bleached cl:yecl , tip-dyed , or otherwise arti-
ficially colored.

It i8 Imther onle7'ed That respondents Maurice Coat & Suit Mfg.

Co. , Inc. , a corporation, and its offcers , and Fashioned Originals
Inc. , a corporation , and its offcers , and Frieda Garfinkel a,ud Arnold
H. Garfinkel, individually and as offcers of said corporations and

respondents' representatives, agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other de-dee , in connection with the :intro-
duction or manufacture for introduction into commerc.e, or the offer-
ing for sale , sale, transportation , (1jstribntioll , delivery for shipment or
shipment in commerce , of ",vool fabric or other wool products, as
commercc" and "wool product" are defined in the \V 001 Prodncts

Labeling Act of 1939 , do forthwith cease and desist from misbrand-
ing wool products by:

1. Failing to securely affx to , or pla.ce on each snch produc.t
a stamp, tag, label , or other means of identifica.tion , show-
ing in a. denT and conspicuous maImer each element of in-
formation required to be disclosed by Section '1(a) (2) of the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

2. Using the term "l\Johair" in lien of the word "1Vool'
labels affxed to wool products without setting forth the cor-
rect percentage of 1:1e J\Iohair present.

It is ImtheT ordeTed That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in TVriting setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they have complied with this order.

THE :lIATTER OF

ATLAKTIC PRODUCTS CORPORATIOK ET AL.

DECLARATORY or:m:n , ETC. , IX REGARD TO TIrE ALLEGED VIOLATION

OF SEC. :2 (c1) OF THE CL "'YTOX A.

Doc7wt 8513. Cornplalnt , June 19G2-Decision, Jan. , 1965

The Commission having- found a lnggage manufacturer of 'l' rcnton, X. , find

Us sflles subsic1iflry in violation of Sec. 2(d) of the Clayton Act by failng


