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DECISION A D Owmn

No nppeal frmn the initial decision of the hearing examiner hav-
ing been fiJed, and the Coml111ssion having determined that the ease

should not be placed on its own docket for review and that pursuant
to Section 3. 51 of' the Cornmission s Rules of Practice (effective July
, 18(7), the initial decision should be adopted aud issued as the de

eision of th( Commission:
It onlen;d That the

shall , on the IGth day of
Commission.

It i8 furthcT ordered That respondents , Golden Fifty Phanna
eellbcal Company, Inc. , a corporation , and 1ichacl Posen , individu-
ally and as :m offcer of said corporation shall , within sixty (GO)

days after service of this order upon t.hem , file with the Commission
it report in 'writing, signed by sllch respondents, setting forth in de-
tail the mHnner and form of their compliance with the order to cease
a ud desist.

initial decision of the hearing examiner
March, 1970 , become tl18 decision of the

IN 'rHE "lL\'ITI.; 01"

ATLEE F",BRICS, DIC. , ET AL.

CO-:SENT OHDJ , ETC. , IN REGAHD TO TUE ALLEGED VIOI ATroN OF

THE FEDEIL\L 'I'. \m: CO::DHSSIOX AND TIlE WOOL PRODUCTS

L\RI LING .ACTS

Doc1..ct 0-1'/'0. COIIplair/f , .JfaF. HYlO- J)cci8ion , 111(/1'. 18, ID7()

Com;l'nj, order rl'qnirillg :I Nt'w York City (:oUting" rnalJUfadllrer to ce:lse JJjs-
IJranding certain of it.,; wuol prodncts.

COl\Il'LAINT

PUl'suant to t he provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the iV 001 Proclucts Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virlue of the
aut.horit.y vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to be1ievc that Atlee Fabrics , Inc. , a corporat.ion , and
Iy Fuhrman aucll\ljke l'\amine1' , indiviclnal1y and as offcers of said

corporation , hereinaftcr l'cfen'p(l to as rcspondents. have violated
the provisions of said Acts and the Hnlos and Regulations p1'om111-

gaLed under the 'VooI Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and it appear-
ing to the COHllnissioll that a proceeding by it in respect thereof
would be in the public interest., hereby iSSHCS its complant stating its
charges in that rescpct as fol1ows:



A1'LEE .FABRICS) I.!C. ) ET AL. "',hJ

292 Complaint

\IL\m APn 1. Respondent Atkc Fabri('s, IJlc. -is a corporation or-
g:lnizpd pxisting and doing LW:Jiness 11llder and by virtuc of the laws
of th( State of Xew York. Its offic( and principal place of ImsiJless
is located at :: 5 'Vest 0th Street , Xe1v York, Xew York.

Respondents 11y Fuhrman and ::Jike Kaminer are offcers of said
corporate respondent. They formnlate , direct and control the acts
pract,jecs aI1d poEcies of said eOl'poration. Their address is the same
as that of said corporation.

Hespondents fire mall1.hlCtnrers of wool prodllds.
\H. 2. Hespondents , no\\ and for some time last past , have ma.rll

fadured for introduction into commerce , introduced into commerce
sold , transported, dish.ibutecl , delivered for shipment, shipppecl and
offered for saIl" in eommeI'ce , as "commerce" is defim d in said Act
wool prodllcts as "wool product" is defined therein.

PMt. 3. Certain of said wool products were misbranded hy re-
spondents within the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) (1) of the

001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Rules and HeguJations

promulgated thcrennder, -in that they were faJsely and deceptively
stamped , taggecl , 1abe1cd , 01' otherwise identified ,vith respect to the
character and amount of the constituent fibers contained therein.

AliOllg- such JJ!lsbJ'Hnded 11'001 products, but not Jimited th( ret()
were ecrta.in wool products which were stamped , tagged , labeled , or
otherwise identified as containing ",V 001 and Rabbit flair " whereas
ill trnth and in fact , said "\ool pl'oduds contained other fibers than

l)resented.
m. ,1. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded by

respondents In that they were not stamped, tagged, .labeled , OJ' other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a) (2)
of the 'Vool Products I.abeling Act of 1939 and in the manner and
fOl'Jn as prescribed hy t.he Rulcs and Regulations promuJgated under
said Act.

Among such misbranded wool produets, hut not limited thereto
1y( l'e certnin wool produets which failed to disclose the percentage of
the total fiber weight of thc wool products , exc1nsivc of ornamenta-
tion not exceeding;) pel' centum of said total fiber weight, of (1)
\Yool: ( ) reprocessed wool; UJ) reused wool; (4) eaeh fiber other
than wool , ,vhpll said percentage by weight of such fiber was 5 per
C"entnHl Of more; and (G) the aggregat.e of aU other fibers.

\n. ;). The acts and practices of the respoudents as set forth
ftbon were, a.nd are in 1"iolation of the VoolPI"oducts Labeling Act
of 1!Y and the Rules and Hegnlations pr0llnlgated thereunder, and
constituted , and now eOllstitutc, unfair and deceptiyc acts and prflc-
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tices and unfair methods of competition in commerce, within the in-
tent and Ineanlllg of the Federal Trade Con1mission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Fedl ral Trade Commission having initiated a.n investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents l1mned in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thercafter ,vith a
copy of a draft o f complaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
In' oposcd to prcsent to the Commission lor its considcndioll and

\\-

11ich , ii issued by the Commission , would charge respondents with
violation of tIl( Federal Trade Commission .Act and the \Vool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939; and

Tlw respondents and counsel for the Commis::joll ha.ving tlWH'

after executed an ngn cmcnt containing a consent order , an admission
by iho respondents of alI the jurisdictional facts s"t forth in the
aforcsaid draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said

n.greenwnt is for settlement purposes only and docs not constitute 

admission by respondents that the Jaw has been violated as a.lleged
ill such compla.int, and waivers and other provisions as required by
tbe Commission s Rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and hav-
ing deLermin( d tha.t it had reason to believe that the respondents

tve violated the said Ads , a.nd that complaint should issue stating
its charges in that respect, and having thereupon accepted the exe-

cuted consent agrcement and placed sueh n.gn errHmt on the public

record for a period of thirty (30) days , no-w in further conformity
with the procedure prescribed in 34 (b) of its RuJcs , the Commis-
sion hereby issues its compla.int , makes the following jurisdictional
findings , and enters the following order:

1. Hespondent corporation is ol'gani , existing, and doing busi-
ness under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York with
its office and principal place of business loeated a.t 335 'Vest 35th
St.reet, XC\\! York , New York.

Respondents IIy Fuhrman and :Mikc J(aminer are offcers of the
corporate respond( nt. Tlw,y fonlllllaJe , direct and ('OlltroJ the acts
practices and policies of said corporation nndtheir address is the
same as that of said corporation.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the I'f'spondent.s , and the proceed-

ing is in the publie inten st.
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It is oTdeTcd That respondents Ailee Fabrics , Inc. , a corpol'ntion
and its oIncers , and IIy Fuhrman and Iike J(aminer , individually
and as offcers of said corporation , and respondent.s ' representatives
agcnts and ernployees , directly or through any corpornLe or other de-
vice, in connection with the introduction , or the manufacture for in-
troduction , into commerce , or the of Ie ring lor sale, 88,lc , tranporta-
tion , distribution , delivery for shipment or shipment, in comnlcrce
of \vool products , as "commerce" and " wool prodnct" a.rc defined in
the 1/Vool Products Labeling Act of 1930 do forthwith co,ase and de-
sist from misbnmding such products by:

1. FaJsely or ch;c(;ptively stamping, tn ging, JabcliEg. or other-

wjse identif.ying sHcll pl'oduets as to the ('hal',ldcl' or C11TOlmt

of th( constitucnt fibers contained therein.
2. Failing to securely affx to or place on , each sHch product a

stamp, tag, bbel or other nleans or identification correctly show-
ing in a dear and conspicuous manner each element of informa-
tion required to b" disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool
Products Labeting Act of 1939.

It s fnTther ordered That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each 01' its opernting divi-
SI011S.

It ,is /1.t tlWf' oTdeTcd That the respondent.s 1101'oin shaH , within
sixty (GO) days aft( r service upon them of this order , file with the
Commissioll:1 report in writing settjng forth in detail the manner
and form in \vhjdl tJH Y hayc compljec1 with thjs order.

IN TIm J\fATTER OF

LEPsrrIHE MFG. CO. , ET . \L.

CONSEXT onm , J.;' , IK IilGA1!D TO THE ALu.xmD VlOLA'1TOK OF
THE FEDl H.'\L TIL\m CO:;\IlIUSSIOX , THE WOOLl'RODUCTS LAI3ELJNG

.c\xn Tng TEXTILE FIRER PHOj)l,CTS IDEXTIFIC..\TIOX \C1'8

lJ()ckct 17'1, COliplaint , JJw., J.), 1!J"'iO-Dccision , Mal'. I!) , lDI'D

('r)T:,pnt order rrqniring- a Chkngo , Ill., mnntlfndnrel' of l:)clips ' rOHts nnu fur
tl'iIHIlWd coats to cea e mi:-LJrantling its w(Jol J)J' otl1H:ts :llltl failing to main-
L1 in l"t'quiJ'Nl n,cord;; on its tf'xtile 1i\H'r l))'(Jlnds.


