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IN THE 1\L"'TR OF

JACK A. HAI TLEY TRADING AS
JAY lIAltT ORIGINALS, ET AI-.

CONSEKT omnm, ETO. , IN REGAHD TO TI-IE ALLEmm VIOLATION OF

rIlE l"J DEnAL 'rRAm': GO nnSSl0N AND '.r1-U: 'I'EXTU,E FIBER

)'RODUCTS ID1- N'l' IFlCATION ACTS

Docket 0-1"16. ComplaInt, J.lIar. 1.970-DccisIon, MaT. 26 1970

Consent order requiring a )'Iiami , I!'la., manufacturer of women s and misses

dresses and swim wear to cease misbranding and falsely guaranteeing his
textie filJer prodnets anll failng to maintain requireu fiLer content rec
ord8.

COMPLAINT

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 believe that Jack A. Hartley, individually
and trading as Tay Ilart Originals , also trading as ay IIart, J ay-
kini , and hereinafter referred to as respondent, has violated the
provisions of s"id Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the Textile Fiber Products Identifieatiou Act, and it appear-
ing to the Commission that a pToceeding by it in respect thereof

would be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint stating
its charges in that respect as rollows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent .r ack A. Hn.rtley is an individual trading
as Jay IIart Originals, with his offce and principal place or business
located at 675 NW. 29th Street, Miami, Florida. Respondent also has
offces located at 670 IV est 20th Street, Hialeah , Florida. Respondent
also trades as Jay Hart, Jaykini and JH.

ltcspondent is engaged in the manufacture of women s and misses

dresses and swimwear.
PAIL 2. Respondent is now and for some time last past has been

engaged in the introduction , delivery for introduction, manufacture
for introduction, sale, advertising, and offering for sale, in com-

merce, and in the transportation or causing to be transported in
commerce, and in the importation into the united States, of textie
fiber products; and bn.s sold, offered for sale, advertised , delivered
transported and cansed to be transported, textile fiber products

which bave been advertised or oifered for sale in commerce. and has
sold, offered for salB , advertised , delivered, transported and caused
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to be transported, a.fter shipment in C0111merCe , textile fiber products
either in their original state or contained in other textile fiber prod-
ucts. as the terms "commcl' ': and " textile fiber product" are defined
in tl;e Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

PAR. 3. Certain textile fiber products were misbranded by respond-
ent within the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder in that they were falsely and deceptively
stamped , tagged , labeled , invoiced , advertised , or otherwise identified
as to the name or amounts of the constituent fibers contained
therein.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto , were ladies ' dresses with labels stating "100% Cotton
thereby representing the said dresses to be composed entirely of cot-
ton, ,vheren,s , in truth and in fact, such products contained substan-
tially different fibers and amounts of fibers than as represented.

PAR. 4. Certain of the textile fiber products were misbranded by
the respondent in that they were not stamped, tagged , labeled or
otherwise identified to show each element of information required to
be disclosed by SEction 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identifi-
cation Act, and in the ma.nner and form prescribed by the Rules and
Hegulatiolls promulgat.ed under said Act.

Among SHch misbranded textile products were garments with la-
bels which failed:

1. To disclose the true generic nmnes of the fibers present; and
2. To disclose the true percentages of such fibers.
PAR. 5. HcsponcJent l1fls failed to maintain and preserve proper

records showing the fiber content of the textile fiber products manu-
factured by him , in violation of Section 6 (a) of the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act and Rule 39 of the Rules and HcO"ula-
tions promulgated thereunder. 

\n. G. The respondent has furnished false guara,nties that his tex-
tile .fber prOll11cts were not misbranded by falsely representing in
writing that respondent had filed :1, continuing guaranty under the
Textile Fiber Product Identification Act with the Federal Trade.
Commission , \fhen such was not the fact in violation of Section

10 (b) of the Textile Fiber Prollucts Identification Act and Rule
38 (d) of the Rules and Hegulations promulgated under said Act.

u:. 7. The acts and practices of the respondent as set forth above
were and arc in vioJation of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica-
t.ion Act and the Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder
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and constit.uted , and now constitute : unfair methods of competition
and unfair and deceptive ncts or practices , ill commerce , under the
Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX \ XD ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission Jun-ing initiated an investigation

of certain acts and practices of the respondent named in the caption
hereof, and the respondent having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and
,,'hich, if issued by the Commission , would charge respondent with
yiolation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act; and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thereaJter
executed an agl'eemen: Jont.aining a consent order , an admission by
the respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the afore-
Sfl1cl draft of comphint, a statement that the signing of said agree-
ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an a.d-

mission b 7 respondent that the la\\ has been violated as alleged in

such comp1a, illt, and ITllil-ers and other prm-isions as required by the
Commission s TIules; and
The COl1mi sion having thereafter considered the matter and hav-

ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondent has
violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating its
c11nrges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the executed
consent agreement and pla,ced snch agreement on the public record
for a period of thirty (30) days , now in further conformity with the
procedure prescribed in 9 2.34(b) of its Rules, the Commission
hereby issllcs its complaint, makes the following jurisdictional find-
ings ; and enters the following order:

1. Responrlcnt Jack A. HllrtJcy is an individual trading as Jay

:Hnl't Originals : ,vith his offce and principal place of business lo-
caterl at 675 K,V. 29th Street , Miami , Florida. Respondent also has
offces located at 670 ,Vest 20th Street , Hialeah , Florida. Respondent
also trades as Jay I-Tart

, .

J aykini and JH.
J\espondent is cngaged in the manufacture of women s and misses

dresses and swim\Vear.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jnrisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondent and the proceedino-is ill the public interest. 
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onDER

It is ordered That respondent Jack A. Hartley, individually and
trading as Jay Hart Originals , also trading as Jay Hart, Jaykini
and JI-I, or trad-ing under any other name or names , and respond-
ent' s representatives , agents and employees , directly or through any
corporate or other device , in connection with the introduction, deliv-
ery for introduction , manufacture for introduction , sale , advertising,
or offering for saJe, in commerce, or the transportation or causing to
be transported in commerce, or the importation into the United

States , of any textile fiber product; or in connection with the sale
offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation , or causing to
be transported, of any textile Jiber product which has been adver-
tised or ofiered for saJc in commerce; or in connection with the sale
offering for sale , advertising, delivery, transportation , or causing to
be transported, after shipment in commerce, of any textile fiber
product, whether in its original state or contained in other textile
fiber products , as the terms "commerce" and " textile fiber produet"
arc defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from:

A. M.isbranding textile fiber products by:
1. Falsely or dceeptively stamping, tagging, labeling, in-

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

2. Failing to affx a stamp, tag, label , or other means of
identification to each snch product showing in a clear, legi-
ble and conspicuous manner each clement of information re-
quired to be djseJosed by Section 4(b) of the TextiJe Fiber
Products Identification Act.

B. Failing to maintain and preserve proper records showing

the fiber content of textiJe fiber products manufactured by him
as required by Section 6(a) of the TextiJe Fiber Products Iden-
tificat.ion Act and HuJe :39 of the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated thereunder.

It i, furth,,' ordered That respondent Jack A. HartJey, individu-
ally and trading as .Jay IIal't Originals , also trading as Jay :Hart
J aykini and JII, or trading under any other name or names , and re-
spondent' s reprmmntativcs , agents and employees , directly or through
any corporate or other devjce, do forthwith cease and desist from
furnishing fa)sc gnaranties that textile fjbcr products arc not mis-
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branded or falsely or deceptivcly invoiccd or advertised under the
provisions of the Textih, Fiber Prodncts Jdentification Aet.

1 t .is fUTthwr o'fdered That the respondent herein shall , within
sixty (GO) days after service upon him of this ordcr , file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form inwhieh he complied with this order.

IN THE lvIATTRH 01"

ROSEN WOOL STOCK COMPANY, ET AL.

COKSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN HEGARD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

TIlE rq,;mmAL 'fnADE COl\nnSSIO AND THE woar, PRODUCTS

LABELIKG ACTS

Docket C- 1717. OO1npla'int , Afar. 1970- ci8'ion , Mnr. 1970

Consent order refluiring llilacle1pllia, Pa. , manufacturer of wool products in-
ducting garnctted fiber stock to cea e misbranding and falsely guarantee-
ing it woolen mereltalldi

COMPLAIN'

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
aut.hodty vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to beHeve that Hasen \Vool Stock Company, a corpo-
ration, and :Martin Rosen, individually and as an offcer of said cor-
poration, hcrcinafter referred to as respondents, have violated the
provisions of said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
lIIlder t.lC ':\' 001 Products Labeling let of HnID , and it appearing to
the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public interest , hereby issues its cOlnplaint stating its charges
in that respect as follows:

PAIL'\OTIAJ'II 1. Hcspondcnt Hosen ''Vaal Stock Company is a corpo-
ration ol'gn,nizcd , existing and doing business under and by virtue of
the 1a ws of the Common we,alth of Pennsylvania.

ludi vidual respondent 1\1"a1'6n Rosen is an offcer of said corpora-
tiOll. 1-I( forUlulates, directs and controls the acts , practices and poli-
cies of said corporation, including the acts and practices hereinafter
reIcned to.

H.espnndcnt.s nTe engaged in the Inanufactul'e and sale of wool
products incIudjng, but not limited to , gal'nettedfiber stock. Their


