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The Commission haYing determined for the reasons stated in the
accompanying opinion that the com plaint in the aboyc-eaptioned

matter should now be withdrawn:
It is o/'duul That (1) the complaint be, and it hereby is , with-

drawn; (2) the Order to Snbmit Special Report , issned to the above-
named respondent pnrsnant to the Resolution of SepteJnber 9 , ID64

, and it hereby is rescinded; and (3) respondent s motion for pre-
hearing 'discovery and depositions be, and it hereby is , denied on the
gl'onnd of mootness.

OnDEn 'V ITHDRA WING C03IPL,Ui' TS AS TO A:HERICAX HO.:IE PnODUC'l'S

C01:P. , DOCI\:ET Xo. 8318; PLOUGH , INC. , DOCKET Xo. 8320; STERI,ING

DReG, INC. , DOCKET )fa. 8321

APlUL 7 , 19G:'

The Commission having issued its amended and supplemental com-
plaints in these matters and the proceedings with respect to the COll-
plaints having been placed upon the suspense calendar un61 further
notice by order of June 23 , 1962; and

The Commission lmving determined for the reasons stated in the
accompanying opinion that the complaint in eaeh of the above-

captioned matters should now be withclra,Yll:
It i8 ol'le,.ed That (1) the complaints be, and they hereby are

withclrawn; and (2) the Orders to Submit Special Report, issued

to the above-named respondents pursuant to the Resolution of
September D , 19G-: , be , and they hereby are, rescinded.

Ix THE L-\TTER OF

NA)fCY GREER, I)fC.

COXSE)JT ORDER ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED YIOL\.TlOS OF SEC. 2 (d)

OF THE CL.\ YTOX ACT

Dockrt SGJO. COnilJ/aint , June 30 , IDG, Decision , Apr. , 1965 l

Consent order requiring a :\Tew York Cit - manufacturer of wearing apparel
products, to cease making discriminatory payments for advertising, pro-
motional services, and other facilities and scrvkes to certain favored
customers as compensation for promoting the sale of its wearing apparel
products, by paying promotional allo"-ances of $4 499 during 1!)61 and

951 during 1!)G2 to a favored customer in Philadelphia , ,Ybile not Ilakin

I 'i' bis order was malIe effective on , Aug. D , 19G5 , see Abu!! Kel1t Co,) Inc" et al. Docket
No. ('- 325, et aI., AUg. 9 , 1DG5 , OS F. C. 39
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suell payments a Yailablf au proportionally eqnal tcrllS to n 11 cnstomers
competing '1'ith faTOl'ed customer in the l':snJe of sucll 111'Odl1Cts of respond-
ent, a111 lJOstponing efIccti,f' date of the order until further onler ()f the
Commission.

C03IPL-I,IXT

The :Federal Trade Commission , llfl\ ing reason to belicyc that the
party respondent mllned in the Cllption hereof , and hereinafter more
rmrticuJarly described , has yio1ated and is now violating the pl'od-
sions of subsection (c1) of Section :2 of the Clayton Act , as amended
(li , TiUe 15 , Sec. 13), hereby issues its complaint , stating its
charges \yit.h respect thereto as follmys:

\R.-GR.-\PH 1. Bespondent, Xancy Greer, Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing lmsiness under and by "drtne of the
la\ys of the State of Xe\y York

, ,,-

ith its offce and prineipal place of
business located at 1"1:00 Broadway, Xew York 18 , 1\ e\\V York.

PAR. 2. Hespondent is now and has been engaged in thc manu-
facture, sale and distribution of \yomell s dresses. Hesponc1ent sells
its products to a large number of l'et:lil specinJty and clepartment
stores located throughout the United St.ates. Hesponc1ent s sales of
its products are substantial , l1fn ing exceeded $4 000 000 for t1lC fiscal
year ending Angnst 31 , 1960.

\R. 3. In the conrse and conduct of its business , respondent has
engaged a,nd is now engngillg in commerce , as "commerce" is defined
in the Clayton Act , as amended , in that respondent sells and causes

its products to be transported 1'rom its principal place of business

loeated in the State of jXe\'I York to custOlners located in other States
of the United States an(l in the, District of Cohllnbia. There has been
at all time,s mentioned herein a continuous course of trade in com-

merce in said products across State lines bet,,-een saidl'esponc1ent clllc1

its customers.

-\1L 4. In the course and conduct of it.s business in commerce , rc-

spondent paid 01' contracted for the payment 01 something of yall1e
to OJ" for the benefIt of some of its customers as compensation or in
consideration for seryices or faci1ities furnished by or through snch
cnstomo1'S in connection "ith their ofiering for s:tle or :mle of products
solel to t11en1 by respondent , nnd such payments were not. mal1e nYflll-
able on proportionrtlly equnl terms 10 all other c11stomers competing
in the sale and (listribl1tion of respondent:s prodncts.

-\R. 5. Inc1lllec1 among t.he p:lyments alleged in Paragraph FOllr
"ere credits, or sums of money, pai(1 either directly or indirectly by
'Yll)T of dis(,ollnts ano" ances, rebates or c1ednctions, as compe,nsation
or in consideration for promotional services , or faci1ities :furnished by
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customers in connection with the offering for sale , or sale of respond-
cues products , including ad \'ertising in va.rious forms , such as news-

papers , sometimes herei11ft fter referred to as promotional al1mvances.
For example, during the yeaTs 19G1 and 1962 , respondent made

paynlents and allmYfl1ces to nlriolls customers in various trading

areas , inc.llding Boston Iassachllsetts lnd Philadelphia, PenIlsyl-

vania., lor advert.ising its products in newspapers. During the years
1D61 and IDG2 respondent paid the .Jordan idarsh Company of
Boston Jlassachnsetts promotional allowances in the amounts or

8J)375.64 and 82 753. , respectively. In Philadelphia , Pennsylvania
during lU61 , respondent paid promotional aJlmnmces to Bonwit
Teller and .John ,Va.namaker in the amounts of $400 and $-4 4UO , re-
spectiycl)' . During 1962, the respondent paid $1 700 and $3 961 to
Bonwit Teller and Tohn ",Vanamaker , respectively.
Hesponc1ent did not make, or oner to lnake, or otherwise make

available such allowances 011 proportionally equa.l , or anT, terms to
all other cnstomers in Boston and Philndelphia. competing with those
who reee.ived snch allowances.

PAR. 6. The acts and practices of respondent as alleged above are in

violation of subsection (d) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act, as
amended by the Hobinson- Patman Act (l7. , Title 15 , Section 13).

DECISION AND ORDER

The Connnission issned its complaint. in this proceeding on .June
, 1964, charging respoJl(lent with vio1ations of Section 2 (d) of the

Clayton A' as amended. The matter is presently before the Com-
mission upon certification by the hearing examiner of an agreement
c.onbining a cOTlsentorder to ce.ase a.nd desist duly executed by respond-
ent. Complaint counsellHtye interposed no objeetion to acceptance of
the agrcement containing the consent order to cease and desist.

At the present tirne O\' e1' tv, O ll111dred members of this im111st.ry

ha.ve exe.cuted agreements containing consent orders whidl are

identical in all respects ,,,ith the purposed consent order tendered
herein. The Commission lws accepted the conspnt orders from t.hese

other 1ne11bers of the industry and has postponed the effectiyc dates
of sa.id orders nnt.il 1nrthel' order.

The order agreed to by the respondent. conforms in all respects to
the order which t.he COlTrmission incllHled in the complaint as the
form of order it had reason to believe should issue a.fter a 10rma.l

hen.ring upon the charges set forth in the compln.int.. Thus , acceptance
of the proffered agreernent would obviate the expenditure of sllb-
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stantial time and 1l0lle3' in further bearillgs and would place. the
respondent in the same position as other members of the industry
charged with similar Ylo1ntions. In these circumstances, the Com-
mission concludes that. it is in the pnblic. interest to wain' . the pro-
visions 01 2.4 (d) of the TIldes of Praetice.

Accordingly, the agreement is hereby accepted , the fol1owillg jnris-
dictional findings arc nwdc , and the follcrwing order is ente.red:

1. Hesponclent K alley Greer , Inc. , is a corporation organized and
existing uncler the b,ys of the St'ate of York , ""1th its ofIice and
principal phce of business located at 1400 Broadway, XCI"\ York
Ne"\ York.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the sllbject
matter of this proceclling and of respondent , and the proceeding is
in the public interest.

OHDEH

It ,is ()i'le1'cd That l'espollch:mt Kaney 8reer Inc. , a corpOl'atio1l its
OfICel'S 1 directors agents , rcpl'esentatjTes nud employees directly or

through any corporate or other dcyicc , in the course of its business in
commercc as "cOl1merce ' is defined in the Clayton Act , as amended
do forthwith cease, and desist from:

Paying or contracting for the payruent of anything of yalue
, or for the benefit of any customer of the responde,nt as com

pensation or in consideration for advertising or promotional

services , or any other sen- ice or facilitY1 furnished by or tl1rough
sHch C1lstomer in connection with the lmndlillg, sale or offering

for sale of wearing appn.l'el products llflnl1factured sold or

oflered for sale by respondent 11111e3s sneh payment or cOllsiclera-
ti011 is mode available on pl'oportional1y equal terms to all other
C'ustomers competing with snch f LYOred custOlner in the distri-
bution or resale of such products.

It 'i8 fwrthei' ordered Tlw.t t.he effective date of the order to cease
and desist be , flnc1 it hereby is , postponed until further order of the
Commission.

Ix THE 1\L:\TTEIl OF

CYK LES SPORTSWEAR IKC. ET AL.

COXSEXT OnImH , ETC. , IX REGc\HD TO THE c\LLEGED VIOLATIOX OF THE

FEDERAL TR 'lE CCDDIISSIOX ..:) D THE .WOOL PRODUCTS L;\BELlXG .\CTS

Docket 0-891. COlnp/a.i.nt , A1JT. 1965 Df'ci8ion , ApT. 1905

Consent order J'equiring a ew York City impo:cter of wool prorlucts to cease
violating the .Wool Products Labeling Act lJY misbranding the tiber content


