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237 Complaint

to this ease for the reasons in his accompanYllg(2) in application

opllllOn.

Ix THE :MA' l'ER OJ"

RI?\A CASUALS, LTD. , ET AL.

COXSEST oRDEn, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX OF THE

1"EDEI:,\L Tn \DE CO:rBIISSIOX AXD THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket ('-883. Complaint, Feb. 2G, 1.965-Decision, Pea. , .1965

Consent ordcr requiring KevI' York Cit;y importers of "-001 products to cease
misbrandi1:;; wool products in violation of the ',,001 Products Labeling
Act by falsely labeling sweaters as containing ;' GO% l\Iohair , 33% Wool.
;J% Kylon " when such sweaters contained subst.antially different fibers
and amounts than represented , by failng to disclose the correct fiber
content f1nd other elements of information on attached labels , as re(luil'ed,
nnd by using the term "mohair" in lieu of the ,yard '; wool" on affxed
labels when the fibers were not entitled to such designation.

frLAIXT

Pursuant to the proYisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the TVool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
haying reason to believe that Rjna Casuals , Ltd. , a corporation , and
Philip Or11n5ky, jndivic1ually and as an offcer of sajd corporation
hereJnafter referred to as respondents, haye yiolated the provisions

of sai.d Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the
"\Vool Prodllcts Labeling Aet of 1939, and it a.ppearing to the Com-
mission that a proceeding by it in respeet thereof would be in the
public interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its chnrges in that
respect as follows:

PAHAGRA.PH 1. Respondent Rimt Casuals , Ltd.
organized, existing and doing business under and

ws of the State of New York.
Individual respondent Philip Orlinsky is an offcer of said cor-

poration and formulates directs , and controls the LctS , policies and
practices of the corporate respondent including the acts and practices
hereina.fter referred to.

Respondents a.re importers of wool products ,,,ith their offce and
principal place of lmsinesslocatec1 at 22-1 ,Vest 35th Street , Kew

01'1\ , \fe" York.

is ft eOl'poratlon

by virtue of the



256 FEDERAL TRADE cOrvThIISSION DECISIONS

Complaint 67' F.

PAR. Z. Subsequent to the effect;,-e date of the .Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939, respondents have introduced into commcrC8

solel , transported , distributed , delivered for shipment , shipped 
offered for sale in commerce as " commerce" is defined in saiel ..

.:.

wool products as "wool product" is defined therein.
PAR. 3. Certain of said wool products were misbranded \Tithin the

intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of the TVool Products Label-
ing Act of 1939 and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under, in that they were falsely and deceptively stamped , tngged
htbeled or other,,-ise identified with respect to the character and
amount or the constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
,ycre s\\eaters stamped , tagged, labeled or otherwise identified as

containing 60% J\fohail' , 35% 'Voal , 5% Nylon , whereas in truth and
in fact, such sweaters contained substn,ntially different fibers and

amounts of fibers than represented.
PAR. 4. Certain of said wool products "ere further misbranded in

that they were not stamped, tagged, labeled 01' otherwise. ic1ent1fic(l

as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (z) of the ,1'001

Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the Tnanner fmcl form as
prescribed by the R.ule,s all(1 Hcgnbhons promulgatec1llnder saif1 \.ct.

Among sueh misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain s"eaters with 1nbels on or affxed the.reto. ,,,hich failed
to disclose the percentage of the total fiber weight of the "\001 prod-

ucts , exclusive of ornamentation , not exceeding five percent.nm of

said total fiber weight; of (1) ".oolen fibers; (2) each fiber other
than ,;yool present in the ool pror1uct in the amount of fi,-e pc 1'-

centmn or more by weight; and (3) the aggregnte of all other fibers.
\R. 5. Certain of said wool products were misbranded in dolation

of the ,Vaal Products Labeling Act of 1939 in that they ,yero not
labeled in accorda,nce with the Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder , in that the term "::vroha.ir was llsed in 11eu of t11e word

,Vool" in setting forth the required fiber content information on
labels affxed to "'"001 products "hen certain of the fibers deSCTtbed
ns "l\Iohail' '' ';Yl'Te not ent1tlecl to such designation. in yiohtion 01
Rule In of the Rules and Hegulatiolls under the ",Yoo1 Products

Labeling Act of 1939.

PAR. 6. The acts a.nd practices of the rosponcl0nts :15 set forth

above ,,,ere, and are in vi01a6on of the 'Y 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 and the R.u)es and Regnbtions promulgated thel'' under
and constituted , and now' constitute , nnfflil' and dccFptl' e ads and
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practices and unfair methods of competition ill commerce, within
the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Comnlission Act.

DECISION ..:lm ORDER

Tl1e Commission having heretofore cleterminecl to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
yiolation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the 'Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939, and the respondents having been served

with notice of said determination and with a copy of the complaint
t.he COllllnission intended to issnc, together I\-ith a, proposed form of
order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executecl an ngreement containing a consent order , an admission by
respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statemcnt that the signing of said agrcement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an adnlissioll 
respondents that the law has been y;olated as set forth in such
complaint , and waivers and provisions as required by the Commis-
sioll s ruJes; and
The Commission, having considered the agreement , hereby accepts

same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the
folJowing order:

1. Respondent Rina Casuals, Ltd. is a corporation organize(l
exist.ing and doing business under and by virtue of the Imys of the
State of ew York , with its offce and principal p1ace of business
located at 224 1Vest 3Mh Street, in the city of New York, State of
New York.

R.espondent Philip Orlinsky is an offcer of said corporation and
his address is the same as that of said corporation.

. The Federal Trade Commlssion has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and the proceeding
is ill the public interest.

ORDEH.

1 t is oJ'df37ed That respondents Rina Casuals , Ltd. , a corporation
and its offcers , and Philip Orlinsky, inc1jyjdually and as an offcer
of said corporation , and respondents ' representatives , agents and em-
ployees, directly or through any corporate or other device , do forth-
y\.ith cease and desist frOlll introducing into commerce, or oilering
for sale: selling, transporting, distributjng or delivering for ship-
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mcnt in commerce, \'1001 swe,atcrs or any other wool l-Il'oc1uct. as
commerce" and "wool product" are defined in the 'V 001 Products

Labeling Act of 1939:

1. 'Which are falsely or deceptively s1amped
or otherwise identified as to the character or

constituent fibers contained therein.
2. L'nless each such product has securely afl-ixec1 r hen to, or

placed thereon , a stamp, tag, bbel or other means of irll.'nti-
fieation correctly showing in fl, clear and conspicuons m,111181'

each element of information required to be disclosed by Srction
4 (a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

3. To which is affxed a label wherein the tcrm ")fohair : is

nsed in lieu of the 'YOI'd "'Y ooF ill setting forth the required
information on labels affxed to such wool products unless the
fibers described as ;'J.lohair ' arc entitled to sueh designation anrl
aTC present ill at least the amount stated.

It is turtheT oTdered That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after scrvice upon them of this order, file "i1h the
Commission a report in "Titing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they haTe, comp1ied with this order.

tagge-d. bhc1ed
amount of the

Ix THE :L"ITTETI OF

IlSSOURI COLLEGE OF AUTOMATIC:". H,C. , ET AL.

COXSEXT onDER, ETC. , I REGARD TO THE ALLEG:ED VIOLATIOX OF THE

FEDERAL TIL\DE co on.ssIOX ACT

Docket C-88"1. Complu'int, Mar. 1965-Dccision, Ma.r. , 1965

Consent order requiring St. Louis , Mo. , sellers of eorresponclence and resident
training courses , intended to prepare students for employment as LB.

::!.

Key Punch operators, to cease representing falsely in ;;lIelp Wanted"
columns of newsp2pers and through salesmen offers of employment to
secure leads to prospective purchasers of tl1eir courses, making exag.
g:eJ'litec1 salary claims , and misrepresenting that they operate a placf'llent
sen- ice or assist in any manner ill obtaining employment for pprsons
completing their courses.

CO::IPLAIXT

Pnrsual1t to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority Y(;stec1 in jt h - said Act the Fei1cml


