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Complaint

under Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool I'rodllets Labeling Act of
1!)39 and the Hules and Regulations promulgated thereunder in
abbreviated form on labels affixed to \",'01 products.

. Failing to affx labels to samples , s\vatches or spedmens of
\vool products used to promote or effect the sales of wool prod-
ucts, showing in ,vorcls and figures plainJy legible all of the in-
formation required to be disclosed by each of the subsections of
Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Laheling Act of 1939.

It is jUTthc'l or-dcrcd TluLt respondents notify the Commission at
JCRst 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporat( l'espond-
pnt such as dissoJution , assigmnent 01' sale resulting ill the emergence
of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiari(
or any oUwr change in the corporation which may affect cOlnpliance
obligations arising ant of th( order.

II is further ordered That t.he respondent corporation shall forth-
wit.h distribute a copy of this order to ench of its operating
divisions.

It is further O1ylered 'I' hat respondents hCl'eln shnJl , ,vithin sixty
(GO) days after scrvice npon tlwm of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, S( ttillg forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with this order.

Ix Tim l\I.\TTEH OF

BEltNAImO INC.

, '

l"ADING AS SHIRTALES BY
SIIEInrA , ET . \L.

COXEU'jNT OImEJr ETC. , IN REGARD TO TIlE ,\LLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAL TR.\nE C01\r:flSSlO AND THE TEXTILE FIBEI
l'IWDUCTS IDEKTIFICATION ACTS

f)ockct C- 1GS; . ComjJla1nt , Fcb. 10, .unO-Decision , Fcb. . 1.9/0

Consent order rf'qlliring a 1I1iamj , Fla. , manufacturer of I:H1ies ' Rlwrtswear to
lse ndshralldjng, falsel.v fl(hertising, and !JP('pptivel:v guarnntN'ing its

textile fluer IJl'odnds , and failing to maintain requircd records.

Cm\1' LATNT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and by virtue of
the authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion , having reason to b( lieve that Bernardo , Inc. , a corporation, also
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trading as Shirtales by Sherma , and Bernard Stolle and Sherma
Stone, individna11y and as offcers of said corporation, hereinafter
referred to as respondents, have violated the provisions of said Acts
and the Rules and R,cguJations promulgated uIlder the Textile Fiber
Products T dentiI-icatioll Act, and it appeaTing to the COIIrnissiol1
that a proceeding by it ill respect thereof ,'muld be in the public in-
terest, hereby issues its compl!Lint stating its charges in that respect

as folhnvs:
,\K\GRAl' II 1. Respondent Bernardo, IJlc. is a corporation orga-

nized ; existing and doinp; business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of Florida. The respondcnt also trades as Shirbdes by
Sllf' nna.

Hesponde!lts Bernard St.one and Sher1la Stone are offcers of the
corporate respon(h nt. They formulate., direct and controJ the acts

and practlces of Ole eorporate respondent, incIudiJlg the aets and
practices hereinaftcr set. forth.

spondents arc mannfacturers of b\xtiJe fiber products with their
offce' and pl'inelpal plac(; of business loeated at 2801 N\Y. 31'd Av(;-
llle, ?\Jiami Florida.

\H, Q. Hpspondcuts arn 1IOW and for :ome timG bst past. lwyc
heen ('Jlgag c1 in t.he int.roduction, delivery for introduction, !nann-

rac.m' (\ -for lntroduction , sak, advertising! and of1Cl'lllg foY' sale, in
eOIlJlC'I' , and in the transportation or causiug to I-m transported 
COI'llH' l'' , and in the importation inl'a t.lC 1Tnited Rtates, of text.ile
fiber pmdllcts; and have sold , oflcred for sale, advertised , delivered

; .

t.J'aJlfirol'h (l and ca.nspd to he t.rf!,nsportecl, text.ile fiber products
which hayc been advertised or offel' d for sale in COIlHIeree; and
have :;old, olTered for sale, advert.ised, dclivpred, tl'nnsporh d Hnd
ciLUsed to be transported , a:fter shipmellt in commerce; textile fiber

prodllds either in their original stat.(. or contained ill ot.her t.extile
fibel" produds, as t.he terms "cOIlrnerC( " and " t.extile fiber product"
are deJineo :in t.he Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

PAR. (). Cert.ain of said textile fiher products were mi3bl'anded by

l'PfiJH11r!enfs \yit-hin the int.ent. and rneilling of Sec.ion 4(a) of the

Textile Fiber Pl'ocll1ds Identification Act and the Hnles and Reg-nJa-
tions promulgated thereunder, jn that they ,vere falseJy and decep-
tively st.amped , tagged, labeled, invoiced, advertised, or otherwise

identified as to the IWlJ\(', or amount d' constitucnt fibers contained
there-in.

Among sl1(h misJJI'lldeLl t ;xtilc fibcl' prodlld. '3, but not Jimitpd
thereto, were t.extile fiber prodncts , namely wOlnen s dresses , ,vitII la-
bcls ,v11i('h set forth the fiber cont.ent of sneh products as "100%
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Arnel Triacctate" whereas in truth and in fact sa.id products con-

t.ained differcnt amounts and types of fibers than as represented.
PAR. 4. Certain of said textile fib( r products were further mis-

branded by respondents in that they ",vere not stamped tagged , la-

beled or ot.herwise identified as l'Cfluil'cd llndC\l" the provisions 
Section 4(b) 01 tlIP Textile Fiber Products Td( ntification AcL and
in the mnnuer and form as prescribed by the H.ulcs and Regulations

prolImlgaJecl under said Act.
Among sllch rnjsbranded textile .61)(1' proclncts , bllt not I irnited

t.hereto , iV l'e tc:,:ble fiber products wjth 1fbels which failed:
1. To disclose the true gencric nanws of the fibers prcsent; and
2. To dise-Iose the percentage of sueh fibeT's.

PAR. 5. C( rtain of said textile fiber products werc falsely ancl de-
cephvcly advcl'ti :ccl in that respondents, in making disclosures or
implications as to the fiber contcnt of snch textile fiber products in
wl'ittcn r:dye1t.isc'jJcltis mmc1 t.o :t.id , promote, and assist direcUy or

il1din dlyin the s::de or offering for sale of said products, failed to
sl' Jort,h the l'upl1rec1 infol'm:lt, ion as to filw.I' content 8. p('('.iiied by

Section -1, (c) of the Textile'. Fiber Proc1nets Jdcntificatioll Act and in
the Hl:mner :lud fnnn pn:scrjbcd by tIIC Rules and Regnlntions pro-
mulgated under sa, id Act.

JlJc;ug s11('l1 text.ile nber prodnds bllt. not. Jjmitecl thereto , were

women s c1l'cssC's H(l\'e.rtised in broehul' , distrjlmted by l'cspondents

tl1ronghont the 1JJl1tcd St,ates, as ;(7;j ;6 Hilyon/2f)j llre Silk"

wlH' JYa.s? in truth "met in Jal('t , said product'" cont,tined cliH' Pl'ent

PC1' pnt,flgrs.
PAIL G. By JJC':lJ:, of the aforesaid advcrtisC'II1Cnt.s and otlwl's of

sirnil:tl' import J)d lncrming not specifically l'eferred to hen,jn , re-

spondents falso, ly ,nd c1ee('vt.i\ ely advertised tC\x61e fiber products in

violation of the Textile Fiber Prodl1d.s Identification Ad in that
nld textile fibC:l' products 1vcn Hot adycrt.ised in accordance ",yith the
ule,: and Rp.glllatiollS thcrcllllder in t.he follmving respeets:
A. \ fib( r tl'fldl'ln,ll'k was Hsed in arlvel't.sing textile filJCl' pl'od-

nct , namely ladies ' sp01tS\VCar , wit.hol1t a fnl1 d1sc1osl1n of the fiber
conte' nt. inJonnatloG required by the said Aet and the Rulcs and
Hcgnlations tlwl' l!1dcrin at1c nst one lnstnij((' in said advcrtigc' rn(:nt

in viola.tion or RnJe 41 (n) of the afol'c::;aid Huh,s and R('gu1ations.
B. A fiber trademark was 1lsed in advertising textilc fiber pl'od-

nets. mane1y l:ulies ' sportswear , eontaining only one liber and such
fiber trademark did not appear , at Jcast once in the said advertise-
1Tlcnt, in immediate proximity and conjunct.ion wjth the g( nerjc
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name of the fiber, in plainly legible a.nd conspicuous type, in viola-
tion 01 Hulc -11 (c) of the aforesaid BuIes and Hegulations.

PAR. 7. Hespondcllts have failed to maintain and preserve proper
mcords showing the fiber eontcnt of the t.extih fiber products manu-
factured by them , in violation of Section 6 (a) of the Textile Fibcr
Products IdclltiI-eation Act and Rule 39 of the HeguJations promul-
gated thereunder.

PAR. 8. Hcspondents ha.ve furnished their eustonwrs with false
gnaranti( s that ccrtain of the textile fiber products were not mis-
branded 01' falsely invoiced by falsely represcnting in writing on in-
voices that respondents have filed a continuing guaranty under the
Tcxtjle Fiber Products Identification Act with the Fcderal Trade
Commission in violation of Rule 38(d) of the HuIes and Hegnlations
under "aid Ad aud Section 10 (b) of snch Act.

DECISroX AND OnDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of cert.ain acts and practiccs of the respond( nts named in the caption
her( , and the respondcnts having been furnished t.hcrcafter with a
copy of a. draft of COIn plaint which tlJC Bureau of 'l\ xt.ilcs and F' nT's
proposl'd h) present t,o t.he Commission for its cOllsideration and
which , if issucd by t.he Commission , \yonlcl charge rcspondents with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Textile
Fiber Prodlld,s Tdentifieation Act; and

The rcspondents and cOllnsel for t.he COlnmission having thcreaf-
tel' executed an agl'er ment containing ft consent order, an admission
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the

aforesaid draft of complaint , a st.atement that the signing of said
agreement is for scttlmnellt purposes only and docs not const.itute an
adrnission by rcspondents that the la,v has been violated as alleged

in sHell complaint , and waivcrs and other 'provisions as reguired by
the Commission s Hules; a.nd

The (;01l1ln18Siol1 having- thereafter considcred the mattcr and hav-
ing determined that. it had reason to believe that the respondents
han violat.ed the said A , and that complaint should issue sbting
its charges in that l'eslwet, and havil1g thereupon accept.ed the exe-
cnted consent agreement and p1aced such agreement OIl the public
record -for a period of thirty (30) cbys, 110\V in further conformity
with thc procpdul'e prescribed in 34(b) of its Uules, the Commis-
sion hereby issues its complaint , makes the following jurisdictional
findings , amI ( nt,cl'S t.he following ordcr:



SHlR'L'.LES BY SHERl\A , ET AL,

Order

1. Respondent Bernardo , Inc. , is a c.orporation organized , existing
and doing business under and by virtne of the laws of the Stat.e of
Florida with its offce and principal place of business located at 2801

XIV. ard A venne, in the city of Iiami , State of Florida.
RQspondents Bernard Stone and Sherma Stone , arc offcers of said

corporation. They formulate , direct and control the ads, policies and
practices of said corporation. Their addn ss is the same as that of
said corporation.

2. The Federal Trade C:ommission has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding nnd of the l'cspondents, and the proceed-
ing is in the public interest.

ORDEIt

It 1:& ordered That respondents Bernardo , Inc. , a corporation , also
trading as Shirtales b ' Shenna , or by any other name or names , and
its offcers. and Bernard Stone and Shenna Stone. individually and
as oficcrs of said cOl'pOl'atiml, and respondents' representatiycs

ngcJlts and employees. directly or thnmgh an ' corporate or other de-
yice , in connection -,,'ith the introduction , deli\" ry for introdllctiol1
ma,lluff\ctnre for introduction , sf11c f1dYr.rtising or oflcring for sale

in COllllH'l'CC : or the transportation 01' cansing to be transported in
commelce or the imparl ation into the rnited States of textile fiber
proclnds; 01' in COJlWCtiOll ,yjtll the: nlr. offering for sale , advertis-
ing. dc1in:,ry, transportation 01' causing to be tl'nnsported , of any

textile fihee pror1ncts. ,\"hich ha'"e 1;"rn ac1YCltised or oIrcred for sale
in commerce; or in connection with the sale , offering for sale , ac1yer-
tising. clel1yery, tnllspol'btion. 01' causing to be transported , a.fter

shipment. in commercp of any tl'xtile flber prodncts , whether they are
irJ their original sto.te or contained in other tExtile fiber prodllcts
the tcrms " commerce " and " textile -Abel' product" are defined ill t11e

Tc' xtilc Fiber Products Identification Act, do forthwith cease and
desist from:

A. )Jjsbranc1ing textile fiber products by:
1. Falsely or cleceptiyely stamping, tngging, labeling. 1n-

yoiciug, advertising or otherwise ir1elltifviilg such products
as to the WinJe or HJlOunt of constitnent fibers contained
therein.
2. Failing to affx Jnb )s to snch textile fiber products

showing ill it ('leaL legible nnd conspicuons manner each cle-
ment of information reqnil'ed to be disclosed by Sc:ctioll
4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
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B. Falsely and dt'ceptively advcl't.i ing textile fiber products
by:

1. :Making any representation, directly or by implicatio1l

as to the libel' content of any textile fiber product in any
written advrrtiseJnent "which is used to aid , promote or as-
sist, directly OJ' indirectly, in the sale or ofTering- for sale of
such textile fibel' product , unless the same information re-
quired to be howll OJl the stamp, tag, label or other means
of identification 1\l(lcr Section 4(b) (1) and (2) of the Tcx-
ble Fiber Pl'oduds Identification Act is contained ill the
said advCltisellcnt. ( x('cpt that t.he percent.ages of the fibers
pn' scnt in the trxtile fiber product need not b( stated.

2. lYsing it fiber tl'adpllWl'k ill advcrtisements ,,,ithoul: :t
l'nl! disclo nJ'' of till. l"cfjl1in'c1 contC'Jlt inform ltion in at
leHst one inshU1(,C' in th( said advcrtisement.

i( 1Jsillg it fiber tl':ldemark in advprtising textile fihel'
prodncts cOlltaining only one fiber 'without sllch fiber t l'adc-
mark appearing at !('a t once in the f!dvc rt:isemcllt., in irnnw-
clintc proxinlity and ('onjunct- ion -wit.h the generic name of
t.he fibcl', in plainly JC'giblc and conspicuous type.

C. Failing' to lIaird:ail1 and prescrve for at Jeast t.hree ,y('ars
propel' 1'('(' onls showing- the fibcl' content. of textile fiher prod-
nets m:l-Jlufactul'l.c1 by thern , as requircd by Section 6(n) of tlJ(
TextiJe I l)wl' Prodncts ldentilil' a1- ion Act and H.l1k :H/ of 11)(
Hegu1ations pJ'orHlligatHI t,JlPrenndel'

It -i8 jl/pUler oi'lcFerl, That n'spondpnts l)c' l'JHrdo ) Inc. , a. corpora-
tion , and it.s offcers , Hnd Bcrnard Stonc and Sher.mft Stone , individ-
wIlly and as offcC'rs of 5::, jd COl'poJ'H.tion, and J'l'spondcnt ' l' preseJlt-
at.i\res, agents and employees, diredly or t.hrongh any corporate 01'
other de,"iee, do forthwith c( asc and desist :from furnishing a false
gnal'anty that any textile fibcr product is not mishranded or falsely
invoiced u11der the provisions of the TpxtiJe FiueT Prodncts ldcnti-
fie,nt, ion Act.

It is lu.rthcT ordered That respondents llotify the Commission at
kast :H) days pr10l' to any proposed change in the corpornte l'rspond-
cnt S\1('h as dissolution, assignnwnt or ale, resulting in the emel'gCJl(,(
of a S\J('(('ssor cDJ'pol'atioll. the" ('l(' atiolJ or dissolutioJJ of suhsidiaries
or any othcl' change ill the corporation which TIay affect compliance
obligations HTising out of the OI'dt'r.

It ';8 llLrtlwl' ()7'lered. That the n spoJldent
with dist.ribute a cop,v of this nrc1(- l' to

divisions.

corporation sh:t11 fOl'th-
Filch of its operating
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It ,is IUTther oTdfYTed That respondents herein shall , within sixty
(GO) days niter scrviee upon them of this order, file with tbe Com-
mission a report, in "vriting, setting forth in d( tajl the ma.nner and
:form in which they have complied with this order.

IN TilE ThLYl"l'Jm OF

1\llSS DAUBS COAT CO. , INC. , TRADING AS BONNIE STYLES
ETC.

CONSENT ORDl':U , ETC. , IN REGAHD TO 'rHE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMJSSIO AND 'THE WOOL PJWDUCTS

LABELING ACTS

Doc;ket 0- 1683. 001nplaInt , Feb. 10, 1910-J)cC'sion , Peb. .10 , 1970

Con ent ol'der requiring a New York City mannfadul'f'l' of laclieH' coat.s to
cease misbranding its -wool products.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions 01 the Federal Trade Commission Act
the 'Vool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and by virtue of the au-
t.hority \Tested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission

having re:u:;on to believe that Thliss Darbs Coat Co. , Inc. , a corpora-
tion , trading as Bonnie Styles and Bonnie Petite and Aaron Levinc
111so known as Aaron Levin , individually and as an offccr of said
corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have violated the
provisions 01 said Acts and the Rules and llegulations promulgated
nndel' the 'V 001 Products Labeling Act 01 1U3H , and it appearing to
the COIrllnission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public jntcrest, hereby is mes its complaint stating its charges
in that respect as follows:

P ARAGRAl-H 1. Respondent Thiiss Darus Coat Co. , Inc. , is a corpora-
t.ion org:1nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of
the laws of the State of New York. lcespolldent Miss Jhrbs Coat
Co., Inc. , trades, among others, under the !lames of Bonnie Styles
and Bonnie Petite ''lith jts offce and principal place of business 10-

ated at 117 \Vest. 25th Street, New York , Kew York.
Hespondent Aaron Levine , also known as Aaron Levin is an offcer

of said corporation. lIe formulates, directs and controls the policies
nets and practices of said corporation and his address is the same as
that of the corporate respondent.


