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Complaint

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.
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Respondents arc engaged in the manufacturing of ladies ' coats.
PAl:. 2. Respondents now , and lor some time last past, have manu-

factured for introduction into commerce , introduced into commerce
sold , transported , distributed , delivered for shipment, shipped , and
offered for saJe , in commerce as "connYlerce" is defined in the "\Vool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 , wool prodncts as "\vool product" is
defined therein.

Pl..n. ;). Certain of saiel \yool products ,vere nrishrandcd by the rc-
spondents within the intent and meaning of Section 4- (a) (1) of the
,V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and Rules and HeguJations
promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and deceptively
stamped , tagged , labeled , or otherwise identificd with respect to the
charactcr and flTIOnnt of the constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
WCl'C ladies ' eoa.ts, stamped , tagged, labeled, or otherwise identified

by respondents as " 100% wool " whereas in truth and in fact, said
products cont.a.ined substantially diflerellt fibers and amounts of
fibers than represented.

PAn. 1,. Cert.ain of said wool products were further misbranded by
respondents in that they wcre Hot stamped , tagged , labeled , or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4 (a) (2)
of the Vool Pro(lucts La.beling Act of 1939 and in the manner and
form as prescribed by the R.ll1es and Regulations promulgated under
said Act.

Among such misbranded wool proclucts, but not limited thereto
were wool produets , namely ladies ' coats , with labels on or affxed

thereto, which failed to disclosc:

(1) The percentage of the total fiher weight of thc said wool

products , exclusive of ol'na.rnentation not exceeding 5 percent of the
total fib,,!, weight, of (1) wool; (2) reproeessed wool; (3) reused
wool; (4) each fiber othm' than wool when said percentage by weight
of snell fiber was 5 percent or more; and (5) the aggregate of aU
other fibers.

(2) The name 01' other identjfiea.tion issued and registered by the
Commission of the ma.nufacturer of the said wool products or of one
or more persons subject to Sect.ion 3 of the Vool Products Labeling
Act of IP;3D with resped /"0 the said wool products.

\R. ;,j. Certain of said wool products ,vere misbranded in viola-
tion of the Vool Products Labeling Act of 19;-H) for the reason that
they werc not labeled jn accordance with the Hules and Regulations
promulgated llncler the V 001 Products Labeling Aet of 1939 , in the
foJJowing respect:
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1. Rpquired informat.ion as to fiber content ",,,as not set forth in

such a manner as to separately show the fiber content of each section
of wool prodllcts containing two or more sections, in violation OT
Rule 23 (b) of the aforesaid Rules and Regcl1ations.

2. The Libel' content of (pile fabric) linings used in wool products
namely coats , was not set forth separately and distinctly as a part of
the required information on the stamps , tags, labels or other ma.rks
of identification of snch ""001 products in yiolation of Rule 24 (a) (2)
of the aforesaid Hnles and Regulations.

3. The fiber contcnt of the interlinings contained in garm.ents was

not set forth separately and distinctly as a part of the required in-

formn,tion on the stamps , tags , labels or ot.her marks of identification
of such garments , in violation of Rule 2J(b) of the aIore aic1 Huks
and Regulations.

\11. 6. The aets and practices of the rosponclents as set fort.h

abm- , were, and nre , in violation of the ,Yool Products Labeling
Act of 1 D;.H) and the Rules and Regnlations promulgated thereunder
and const.ituted , ((Del now constitute , unfair methods of competition
and unfair Gncl c1eceptiTB acts or prac.tices , in commerce within the
meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISlm',T .\XD OnDER

The Federal Trade Commission haying initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the eaption

reof , and the respondents having bcen furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the Commission 1'01' its consideration a.nd
which , if issued by the Commission , ,yould eharge respondents with
\'iolation of the Federal Tra.de Commission Act and the "'Vaal Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission haxing thereaf-
ter executed Hn agreement cont.aining a consent order , an admission
by the responde,nts of all the jurisdictiona.l facts set forth in the
aforesaid drait of c.ompla.int , a, statement that the signing of said
agreement is fOT settlement purposes only and does not constitute an
H.chnission by respoadents that the la has been violated as alleged
in such complaint. and wniyers and other prm-isions as required by
th8 Corrnnission s R.ulCS; rmc1

The Comm.issicn huying thereafter considered thc matter and hav-
ing determinecl that it had rcason to believe that the respondents

have violated the sa.id Acts, and that complaint should issue stating
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it,s cha.rges in that respect , and having tl1erenpon accepted the exe-

cuted consent agreement and placed snch agreement on the public
record for a period of thirty (; (n c1n :s. llOW in further conformity
with the procec1nrc prescribed in 34(b) of it.s Rnles the Commis-
sion hC'. l'eby 1ssnes its compbint , makes the follO\\ing jlll'isdictional
findings. and enters the following order:

1. I esponc1ent Iiss Dal'bs COflt Co. , Inc. , is 11 eorporatioll ol'gn-

niJ'ec1 , existing nuc1 doing business under and by yirtnc of the Jaws
of the State of New York ,yith its offce and principal place or busi-
ness Jec2,tecl at 147 ,Vest 2, :'5t.h St.reet , Kcw York, Xew York.

Hespondcnt \aron Levine , aJso known as Aaron Levin is nn offcer
of said corporation. lIe fOl'mn1ates , directs and controJs the policies
Liets and praeticp.s of said corporation and his address is t.he same as
that of said corporation.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurIsdiction of the subject
mattPI' of this proeeeding and of the respondents , and the proceed-

ing is in the public interest.
onDEI:

It 'IS onlCl' That respondents l\fiss Darhs Coat Co. , Inc. , a cor-
poration , trading as Bonnie Styles and Bonnie Petite or uncleI' any
other name , allcl its offcers , and Aaron Leyine , also known as Aaron
Levin , incliddllally and as an offcer of said corporation , and re-
spondents ' l'epresentatires , agents and employees , directly or through
any corporate or other device, in connection ,yith the introduction

manufacture for introduction, into commerce, or the, offering for

sale , sah' , transportation , clistrilmtion , deliyery for shipment or ship-
ment, in comm(~rcc: of "\voo1 products, as " commerce" and "wool
proc1nct" are defined ill the ,Yool I:)rocluctsLabelil1g Act of 1939 , do
fcrtll'yith ccase and desist from lnisbrallc1ing such products by:

1. Falsely and clecepth"ely stamping, tagging, labeling, or oth-
crwise iclentifying such prodncts as to the character or !ln01mt
of the constituent fibers contained there1n.

2. Failing to secnrely affx to , or place on , each snch product a
stallp tag: b.lJd or other mCf\1S of identification shmving 111 a

clear and conspicuous manner each element of information 1'0-

C(i1ired to be disclosed bv Section 4(0) (Q) of the 'Wool Product.,
Labeling Act of 1939.

3. Failing to set forth required information on labels attne-heel
to wool products consisting of tTYO or more sections of different
fiber content , in such a rrmnner as to show the fiber content of


