
LA nOSE OF' CALIFORNIA, ET AI.

Complaint

I t is fU1'thcT O1Y1M' That respondent herein shan, within sixty

(GO) days (lHer 8pl'vicc npnn him of this order , file ,vith the Com-
mission a report , in ,vriting, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in ,vhieh 1)0 has complied with this order.

i x TI.,E )L\'l'TER c1"

JAY- GSE BLOT;-SE CO. INC. 'fILmING AS

OF CALIFOllKIA , EL AL.
LA ROSE

CUyc:rXT ORDEn ) ETC. ) IX m::G"\.HD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDm:..\L TIL-\DE CO DJISSlOX AXD THE n XTILE Fnmn

l'!WDrCTS JDESTIFIC\TION ACTS

J)1)cicd (,-- ICi":(). (,o,';lp7aini

, ,

Jol1. 19""0-JJccisirJn , Jan, 27, 19,/

C0n.'WJ1t c ;-,deJ' l'!:)llidllg a Lns Au:;cl' , C,1lif" llanuf(icturer of
to C('

,,,(' 

fal",01 1ntc'0ing UJ1t misl)j' nn(linp; its textile
:tEll I:1ilinp: to m:1intain l' f'q,lirl' (1:' ccord,

lacErs ' blom
fiber prodnns

CO::II'L. \IXT

Pl1' SlWllt. to the provisions of the Ii' cc1el' al Trade Commission Act
2,:1(1 the Text11c Fiber Products Ident.ification Act , and by virtue of
the i,nthol'ity ve,stcd in it by said Acts) the Federal Trade Comn1is-

h::, ing ;'2t;5Oon to belicve that Jay-Ceo Blouse Co. , Inc. , a corpo-
ration , trflc1illg under its O1;vn name a.nd as La Ilose of Caljfornia
m;rl \IY21' Rosmnnn , individually and as an offcer of said corpora-

ti011 ) hCi'cimt.tcl' l' fcrrec1 to as rcsponc1cnts have violated the provi-
sions of f.,nicl Acts and the I-hlles and Regulations promnlgatcc1 under
the Textile Iiiber Products Identification '\ct" and it appearing to
the CGlmnission t.hat a pl'occ:c:ding by it in respect thereof would be
in the p1l1Jlic intercst , hereby jssues its c1wrges in tJwt respect as
10110'\'8 :

\TIAG1L\Fr; 1. HC3pOlldent ,J ay- Cee Blouse, Co. : L1C, ) is a c.orporntion
ori:: nizec1 : e jsting and doing bUSi.llt SS under and by virtue of the

l!, \ys or tl:e tate of California. Hespondent ,Jay-Cee Blouse Co.
IlJc. tlS0 IT l(lcs under the na.m( 01 La Rose of California, and its

licc fl1liL pi'ill('ip d pl,(C'c of LmsL;1ess :;, :; locatNl ,1t 7-:15 So'.,th Lcs An-
geles St.l'2et : Los --\.ng lcs California.

Indivichmlrespolldcnt :\Iycr Hoscman is an offcer of saiel corpora-
tiOll. lIe formulates, directs and controls the policies , acts and prac-
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bees of said corporarion ancl his ac1c1rc s is the same as that of the
corporate respondent.

Respondents are enp-ngccl in the manulachl1'8 of laclies ' blouses.
AR. 2. RespOllC1ellts are now and for some time Iflst pflst have

be(,11 E'11gage.c1 ill the introclucUon , delivery for introduction , rnnnl1-

facture for introduction, sale , ad n rtising, and ofI'ering for sflle \ jn
commerce , and :in the tnmsportation or causing to be transported in
commerce : and in the importation into the L'nited States , of textile
fiber pro(lncts: f1ncl have sold , otTcred for sale , advertised , delivered
traJl pol'tecl , and caused to be transported , textile fiber products
1yhich hflYe been ac1n:Ttisecl or oHered for snle in cornmerce; and
ha\": sold , offered for sale , advCltised. deli,"ered , transported , find

cHHsed to be trnnsported : after shipmcnt in eomme.rce, textile fiber

products, either in their original state or contained in other textile
fiber products: as the terms "commerce ' and " textile fibcr prodnd"
are defined in the Textile Fibcr Products Identification Act.

\R. 0. Certain of said textile fiber prodncts were rnisbrandecl by
the respondents ,vithin the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) of
the TextjJe Fiber Prod nets Identification Act and the Hnles and
BeguJations pl'omllJ !"ated thereunder, in that they were falsely nnd
deceptively stamped , tagged , labeled , inyoiced. Hch-ertiscd, or other-

wise ic1ent.iiied as to tlle llame or amount of the constituent fibers
contained therein.

\.mong sHch mislwandecl textile fibC'l' products , but. not limited
thereto \ were tC'xtile fiber products (blol1se's) with Jabels 't 'hich set
forth the IilH'I' content ;lS ;: 100% CottOll :: ,yhereas , in truth and in
faet , the aid textiJefiber products contained snbstant.ially different
fihers find nmOll11ts of fibers than represented.

\T:. J. Certnin of sHch textile fiber products were further mis-
brftndl"c1 by l' ('sponclents in that they '\- ere not stampEd , tagged 1a-
LJE:,led , or othenY1sc identified to Sl10W cftch clement of information
required 10 be disclosed b Section 4(b) of t.he Textile Fiber Prod-
ncts Identification Act \ ftnd in the 11anner and form p::escribec1 by
the RuJes fmd l egllbtions prom111g\ltNll1nder said Act.

\mong such mishranded textile fiber proc1ucts but not bmited
thereto, were texti1e fiber prodncts ,yith JabeJs ,yhich failed:

1. To disclosc the trlle generic names of the fibers present; fJ.ncl
:2. To c1iscJosc tIle true percentage of suchfibcl's.

n. 3. Certiljn of said textile fihcr lJl'mlncts ,yel'e rnis0nmded in
yiolatioll of tIlc Textile l' ibeJ' Products Identification Act ill tlwt
they ,ycre not labeJell in acconbnce ,yith the RuJes and Jicglllations
IH' olnlllgated thel'eunc1cr in the fol10\\- irJg rcslJects:
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A. Fiber trademarks were placed on labels without the gencric
names 01 Lhc fibers appearing on such labels, ill violation of Rule
17 (a) of the aforesaid Rules and Hegulations.

13. :Fibcl' trademarks werc used on labels without a full and com-
plcte fiber content disclosurc nppearing on such labels, in violation
of Hule 17 (b) of the aforesaid Hules and Hegulations.

PAR. 6. Respondents have failed to maintain and preserve proper

col'ds showing the fiber content of the textile fiber products manu-
facLured by them in violation of Section 6 (a) of the Textile Fiber
Produds Identification Act and Tiule 39 o:f the Rules and Heglllatiolls
pl'olIJulgated thermmder.

PAIL 7. The respondents have furnished false guaranties that their
textile fiber products \vere not misbranded nor falsely nor decep-
ti\' ely advertised by f:11sely representing in writing that respondents
had filed a continuing guaranty under the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act with the Federal Trade Commission, in violation

of Section 10 (b) of the TextiJe Fiber Products Identification Act
and Hull' 38(d) of the Rules and Hegulations promnlgat( d undcr

said Act.
PAl-L 8. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth above

\vere, and arc , in violatlon of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica-
tion Act and the Hulcs and Hegulations promulgated thereunder

and constituted , and now constitute, unfair methods of competition

and unfair and deceptive acts and practices , in commerce , under the
Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND OnoElt

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption
hereof, rlnd the respondents having been furnished thereafter \vith a
copy of a drnJt of complaint \vhich the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and
Vdlich, if issued by the Commission , ,'wuld chargc respondent.s with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act; and

The respondents and ('0111s('1 for the Commission having therc-
after exe.cntcd an agl'CE'Ilwnt containing a COIlS('Jlt order , an admissioll
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
aforesaid draft of complaint, 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 violated as alleged
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in such complaint, and waivers and other provIsIOns as required by
the Commission s llules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the mattcr and hav-
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents

1VC violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating
ib:; charges in that rcspeet, and having thereupon accepted the exc-
cuted consent agreement and placed such agreement on the pub1ic

record lor a pcriod of thirty (30) days , now in further conformity
with the procedure prescribed ill 34 (b) of its Rules , the Commis-
sion hereby issucs its complaint , makes the following jurisdictional
findings , and enters the fol1owing order:

1. R.espondcnt .Jay-Cee Blom;c Co., Inc., is a corporation orga-
nized , existing and doing busint"Bs under and by virtue of the la VI'S

of the State of California, with its offce and principal place of busi-
ness located at 746 South Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, CaE tor.,
nia. The rcspondent does business under its own namc and as I-, t Hose
01 California.

Respondent l\fyer Haseman is an ofIcer of said corporat.ion. lIe
formulates , directs and cont.rols the policies , acts and practices of said
corporation and his address is the sam( as that of said eorpOl.at, ion.

Hespondent.s are engaged in the manufacturing of ladies ' blouses.
They ship and distribute such products to various cust-oroel'S
throughout the United States.

2. The Federal Tnule Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and the pl'ocl ecl-

ing is in the public interest.
OllDlm

It is ordeTed That responch nts .Jay-Cee Blouse Co. , Inc. , a corpo-
ration , trading under its own name and as La H.ose of California. , 01'

trading under any other name or names, and its offcers, and 1\1yor

Hose,man, individually and a8 an offcer of said corpora.tion , and rc-
spondents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly or through
Hny corporate or other device, in connection with the introduction

livel'Y for introduction , manufacture for introduction , sa1e, advcr-
tising-, 01' offering -for sale in eommcree , or the transportation or

causing to be transported in commerce , or the importation into the
Cnitcd States , of any text.ile fiber product; or in eonncction 'with the
sale , offering lor sale, advertising, delivery, transportation , 01' cans-
ing to be transported , of any textlle fiber pl'odnd , whieh has bl eJl

advertised or offered for sale in commerce; or in connection with the
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sale , offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, or caus-

ing to be transported, after shipment in commerce, of any textile
fiber product, whether in its origind state or contained in other tex-
tile fiber products, as to the terms "commerce" and "textile fiber

product" are defined in t1l( Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act , do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. l\lisbntnding textile fiber produets by:
1. Falsely or deceptively stalnping, tagging, labeling, in-

voicing, advertising or otherwise identifying such products
as to the name or amount of the constituent fibers contained
thcrein.

2. Failing to affx a stamp, tag, label or other means of
identification to mu:h sueh product showing in a clear, legi-

ble and conspicuous manner each clement of information re-
quircd to be disclosed by Section 4 (b) of the Textile Fiber

Products Identifieittion Act.
3. Using a fiber trademark on labels affxed to snch textile

fiber products without the generic name of the fiber appear-
ing on the aid label.

1. Using a generic name or fiber trademark on any label
whether required or nonrequired , without making a full mId
complete fiber content disclosure in accordance with the Act
and Regulations the first time such gel1 1'ic name or fiber
trademark appears on the litbe!.

B. Failing to majntain and preserve proper records of fiber

content of tcxtile fiber products mallufactured by respondents
as rcquired by Sedion 6 (a) of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification --'\et and 11n10 3D of the Hr,guJaLiolls IJl'mnulgated
thereunder.

It is fn-rther o'fdered That respondents .Jay-Cee Blouse Co. , Inc.
a corporation, trading uncleI' its own lUlnle and as La Rose of Cali-
fornia, or trading under any other name or names, and its offcers
and !dyer Roseman, individually and as an offcer of sajd corpora-

tion , and respondents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly
or through any corporate 01' other device , do fOl'tlnvith cease and de-
sist from furnishing a false guaranty that any textile fiber product
is not misbranded or f lsely or deceptively invoiced OJ' advertised

under the provisions of the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act.

It i8 further ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in thc corporate rcspond-
ent such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence
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of it succeS90r corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
or a.ny other change ill the corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of the order.

It is furtheT o1'de1'ed That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its opcrating (livisions.

J t is further' ordeTed That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service npon them of this order, fie with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth ill detail the ma.nlIcr
and form 111 which they ha ve eomplied with this order.

Ix TIlE lHATTER OF

MARTY NEWMAN , INC., ET AL.

CO::SENT ORDER , ETC. , IN nEGARD TO TI-IE AT,Ll:Glm VIOLATION OF

THE amERAl.. TR;\m CO:MJ\IISSION AND THE WOOL PRODUCTS

LABEUKG ACTS

Doc/ ct C-1677. (' o/np/,flint

, ,

lan. 1970- Decision, Jan. 1970

Consent ordl'r retPliring a New York Cit;r manufacturer of women s and
mi!; ' apparel to el::!se fnlsPly g unranteeing and misbranding its \'"001

prodnct
Co:\rrLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the 'V 001 Products Labe1ing Act of 1939 and by virtue of the
authority Ye ted in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that :Marty Newman, Inc., a corporation

and :l\artin Newman , individually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have viol tted the provi-
sions of said Acts and the Hllles and Hegulations promulgated under
the 'Vool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and it appearing to the

Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in
the pub1ic interest , hen by issues its complaint stating its charges in
that respect as follows:

PARAGlrAPJI 1. Hespolldcnt :Uarty N( wman, Inc. , is a corporation
ol'ganize(l , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of New York, with its oflice and principal place of
hllsimss located at 247 vI' cst 38th Street , N cw York, N ow York

R.espondent JHartin Xe,vman is an officcr of said corporation. 
formulates, directs and controls the policies , acts and practices of


