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5. J\iisrepresents in any manner the savings availnble. to
purchasers of respondent's fur products.

6. Falsely 01' deceptively represents in any manner that
pric of respondent's fur products are reduced.

D. Making claims and representations of the types covered
by subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Rule 44 of the Rules

and Regulations promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling

Act unless there axe maintained by respondent full and adequate
records disc10sing the facts upon which such claims and repre-
sentations are based.

J t is fgTther onlend That the respondent herein shall, within

sixty (60) days after service upon him of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and fOTln in whieh he has corn plied \vith thls order.

hI 'THE .YIA'T'lR OF

JOSEPH GALLER , 1KC. , ET AL.

CONSEKT ORDER , ETC. , IN H.EGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX 01,' THE
FEDERAL TRADE COl\DfISSWN" AXD THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket C-.904. Complaint , J1mc 1965-D(-cision, J1me , 1965

Consent order requiriDg New York City importers of wool products, to ceflse
mislabeling- and faJseJy" in.oicing certain yarns as "100% muhair " \Vl1ell

such yarns contained substantially less mollair than represented and con-
tained other ',-voolen fibers , and to cease describing certain fibers on lauels
s mohair which were not entitled to such designation , and omitting re-

quired information on lauds.

COJlIPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Ad
and the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Joseph Galler, Inc. , a corporation, and
Joseph Galler, individually and as an offcer of said corporation
hereina.fter referred to as respondents , have violated the provisions
of the said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under
the IYool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and it appearing to the

Commission that a proceeding by it ill respect thereof would be in
the public interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in
that respect as follows:
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PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Joseph Galler, Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws or the State or New York. Its offce and principal place or busi-
ness is located at 156 Fifth Avenue , New York , New York.
Individual respondent Joseph Galler, is an offcer or said corporate

respondent and formulates, directs and controls the acts, policies and
practices of said corporation. I-lis address is the same a.s that of said
\3Ol' poration.

Respondents are importers of wool products.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effectiYe date or the "Wool Products

Labeling Act of 1939 , respondents have intl'()(lucecl into commerce
sold , transported , distributed , delivered for shipment and offered ror
sale in commerec as "commerce" is defined in said Act , wool products
as "wool product" is defined therein.

PAR. 3. Cutain of said ""001 pTOll11ctS were misbranded \vithin the
intent and meaning or Section 4(a) (1) or the "Wool Products Label-
ing Act of 1839 and the Rules n.nd Regulations promulgated there-

under, in that they were falsely and deceptively stamped , tagged
hbeled or otherwise identified ,,,ith l'PSPCct to the character and
amount of the constituent fibers COllbtlnecl therein.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain yarns stamped , tagged or labeled as containing 100%
1\1:ohair, whereas in trut.h and in fact, said yarns contained substan
tially less Iohair than represented and in addition contained a

substantial amount of othe.r ".Tolen fibers.
PAR. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded in

that they were not st.amped , tftggecl , labeled or otherwise identified as
reqnired ,mdcr the provisions or Section 4(a) (2) or the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act or 1939 and in the manner and form as prescribed
by the Rules and Regulations promulgated under said Act.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain yarns with Jabe1s on or affxed thereto which railed to
disclose the. percentage of the tota1 fiber weight of the wool produet
exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding 5 per cent.um of said total
fiber weight , or (1) woolen fibers; (2) each fiber other than wool ir
said percentage by weight of such fiber is 5 per centum or more; and
(3) the aggregate or al1 othcr fibers.

PAH. 5. Certain of said wool products were misbranded in viola-
tion or the \Vaal Products Labeling Act or 1838 in that they were

not labelecl in accordance with the Rules and Regulations pl'omnl-
ga.ted thereunder in that the tcrm ((mohair was used in lieu of the
,yard "wool" in setting forth the required fiber content information
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on labels affxed to wool products when certain of the fibers so de-
seribed were not entitled to such designation , in violation of Rule 10
of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 6. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth "bO\-
were , and are in violation of the "Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939
and the Rules and Regulat.ions promulgated t.hereunder , and consti-
tuted , and now constitute, unfa.ir and deceptive acts and practices
and unfair methods of competitioil in commerce , ,vithin the intent
and mmlning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 7. Respondents are nOIY , and fol' .;ometjme last past. : haTe been
engaged in the oiIering for sale, sale and clistributioll of certain prod-
ucts , I1mnely yarn , to retail Slores. In the COUl':-C and conduct of their
busincss , respondents~ nOlv cause) and for sometime last past have
caused, their said products, when 801,1 : to lx shipped frorH their
place of business in the State of ew York to purchasers locat.ed in
various other States of the United States~ and maintain , and at aU

times mentioned herein, have maintained, a substantial course of
trade in said products , in commerce, as " commerce" is defined in the

oc1eral Trade Commission Act.
PAH. 8. Respondents in the eout'se and conduct of their business

as nforesaid , have made statements on invoices and shipping mem-
oranda to their eustomers misrepresentjng the fiber content of cert.ain
of their said products.

Among such misrepresentations , but not limited thereto , were statc-
ments representing certa.in yarns to be "100% Mohair :: \\"hel'cas said
yarns contained substantially difl'erent fibers and quant1ties of fibers
than represented.

PAR. 9. The acts and practices set out jn Paragraph Eight hfive
had nnclnow have the teJ1clency and capacity to mislead and deceive
the purchasers of said products as to the true cont.ent thereof and to
causo them to misbrand products sold by them in Ivhich said ma,

terials were used.
PAR. 10. The acts and practices of the respondents set out in Para-

graph Eight were, ane! aTe, all to the prejudice and injury of the
public and of respondents ' competitors and constituted , and now

constitute unfair and deceptive acts and practices in commerce, ,,,ith-
in the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIO AND ORDER

The C0111mission luwing heretofore determined to issne it.s com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the "Wool Prod-
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lieL:. Labeling Act of 1939, and the respondents having been served
"ith no: ice of said determination and with n copy of the complaint

the Commission intended to issue , together 1\ith a proposed form of
order; and

The respondents and eounsel for the Commission having thereafter
eXl'c. ntpel an agreemrnt containing a consent order, an admission by
l'espOJldents of all the jUl'iscliclional fRets set forth in the complnjnt

to issne herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settle.ment pnrpo es only and cloes not constit.ute. an a,clmission by

ponclents 1hat the Ja',- has been violated as set forth in such
complaint , and \"ai,rcrs and provisions as required by the Commis-
sion s rules: and

The Cornmi,o;sion , luvring considered the agreempnt , hereby aceepts
same. i sues its compla.int in the form contcmplat2'c1 by sa.icl agrl'e-
IIlPnt \ makes the l'nl1mying j:'Tlsdictiona.1 finc1ings ~ and enters the
fol1o\Ying order:

1. Hespondent Jnseph Galler, Inc., is a corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the h:.ws of
the State of ="ew York, with its offce and principal place of busi-
ness located at 156 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York.

Respondent .Joseph GaUer is an offcer of said corporate respond-
ent and his address is the same as that of said corporate respondent.

. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the sub-
ject matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the pro-
ceeding is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is oi'rlel'ed That respondents Joseph G,lller , Inc. , a corporRtion
and .Joseph Galler, individually and as an offcer of said corpora-
tion, and respondents' representatives, agents and employees, di-
rectly or through any corporate or other device~ do forthwith eease

and desist fr01n introducing into commerce, or offering for sale., se.ll-
ing: transporting, distributing or delivering for shipment in com-
merce , wool yarn or other wool products , as "commerce" and " ,vaal
prodnct" are defined in the 'W 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939:

1. \Vl1ich are falsely or deceptively st'Hnped , tagged, labeled

or othenvise identified as to the character or amount of the con-
stituent fibers contained therein.

2. Unless such wool yarn or other wool product has secui:eJy
nHixcc1 thereto or placed thereon a- stamp, tag, Inbel or other
mCflns of iclentification corrcctly sho\Ving in a clear and eOl
sp1cnons manner each element of information required to be
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disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling
Act of 19:J9.

3. Which has affxed thereto a lahel whieh uses the term
mohair" in lieu of the Tforcl "\voo1" in setting forth the re-

quired information on labels afixed to wool products unless
t",hc fibers described as mohair are entitled to sueh designation

and are prescnt in at lercst the amount stated.
it i8 furtheT O?'deTed That respondents .Joseph Ga1Jer, Inc. , a cor-

poration , and Joseph Galler, individual1y and as an offcer of said
corpol'ation and respondents ' representatives , agents, and employees
directly or through any corporate or other device, in connection

,,-

ith the offering for sa, , sale, or distribution of yarn or any other
textile products in commerce , as "commerce" is defincd in the Fed-
eral Trade Commission Act , do fortly\yith cease and desist from
mi::Teprcsentating the character or amount of constituent fibers con-

tained ill yarll or a,ny other textile products on invoices or shipping
mc:moranc1a applicable, thereto or in any other manner.

It i8 fnrther o'lylered That the responc1ents herein shall , within
sixtJc (60) clays flIter service upon them of this order, file with the

l:r lission it report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in whic.h they have complied with this order.

IN THE :MATTER OF

THE GRAND UNION COMPANY

COXSI.),TT ORiJ:n, ETC. , IX nEG_\RD TO TIm .\LLEGED VlOL\TIQX OF SEC. 7
OF THE CLA YTOX ACT

Docket S.j5S. (.ompZoinl. Jan. 1.9,'2- Dccision, June 10. 1965

Consent on1-2l requiring an East l'attersoll

, ?\.

, supermarl;:et grocery cl1ain to
diypst itseJf of certain storeR acquired in 1\)58 through its acquisition of

o New York grocery c11aiIls, and to refrain from acquiring any chain
f four or more stores or any store or cl1ain with an anmwJ food sDles

,IH' l" 000 OOO for a lJeriod of 10 year.;; without prior apPl'Ol;al of the
0m.li::"ion.

CO::!PLA TNT

The Federal Trade Commission, haying reason to believe that
the party re ponclent named in the caption hereof , and hercinafter
1101'e particularly designated nnc1 described , has violated and is now
vic1 ting the provisions of Section 7 of the amended Clayton Act


