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It i8 further ordered That AJJed shall forthwith distrihute a copy
of this order to each of it.s operating divisions and to each concern
known hy AJJed or Rohhins to have been a source of webbing ap-
proved by United States automobile manufacturers at any time since
J anuary 1 , 1967.

FINAL OIWER

No appeal from the initial decision of the hearing examiner having
been filed, and t.he Commission having det.ermined that t.he case
should not. be placed on its own docket. for review and t.hat pursuant
to Section 3.51 of t.he Commission s Rules of Practice (effect.ive July
, 1967), t.he init.ial decision should be adopted and issued as t.he

decision of the Commission:
It i8 ordered That t.he initial decision of the hearing examiner be

and it hereby is, adopted as the decision of t.he Commission.
It i8 fy;f'her ordered That tbe ime within which respondent.s shall

begin submitting the compliance reports ordered in Paragn.tphs G
and H of the order, as set forth in the init.ial decision , shall com-
mence with the service of this order upon respondents.

IN THE MA'IR OF

STEPHEN J. SHAFFER nOl"'G nUSIKESS AS
SIIAFFER SPORTSWEAR MFG. CO.

CONSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN RNGARD TO TI-IE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION , THE WOOL rHODUCTS LABELING

AND THE XTILE FIBBR PIWDuC'rs IDE TIFiCATION ACTS

Doc7 et 17."2. Gompl,aint , MUll 4, 1970-Decision , Ma1J 4, 1970

Consent ordcr requiring a Chicago , In" manufacturer of men s a1:hletic clothing
to ccase misbranding its woolens and falsely advertising its textile fiber
products.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to t.he provisions of t.he Federal Trade Commission Act
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the Textile Fiber Prod-
uct.s Identificat.ion Act and by virtue of the authorit.y vested in it by
said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission having reason to believe
that Stephen J. Shaffer, individualJy and doing business as Shaffer
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Sportswear Mfg. Co. hereinafter referred to as respondent, has vio-
lated the provisions of said Ads and the Rules and Regu1ations
promulgated under the Wool Produds Labeling Act of 19:19 and the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and it appearing to the
Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in
the public interest, hereby issues its cornpla-int stating its charges in
that respect as fonows:
PARAGHAPH 1. Respondent Stephen .J. Shaffer is an individual

doing business as Shaffer Sportswear l\1fg. Co. with his offce and
principal place of business located at 2041 North Sheffeld, Chicago
Ininois.
Respondent is engaged in the manufacture of men s athletic

clothing.
P AU. 2. Respondent now and for some time last past has manufac-

tured for introduction , introduced into commerce, sold, transported
distributed , delivered for shipment , shipped and offered for sale, in
commerce, as "commerce" is defincd in the 'V 001 Products Labeling

Act of 1939 , wool products as "wool product" is defined therein.
PAR. 3. Certain of said wool product,s were misbranded by tbe re-

spondent within the intent and Il"aning of Section 4(a) (1) of the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 19:11) and gules and gegulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and deceptively
stamped , tagged , labeled or otherwise identified with respect to the
character and amount of the constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were wool products wbieh were stamped , tagged, labeled or otber-

wise idcntificd by respondent as "Reprocessed 'V 001 " whereas in

trutb and in fact, said products contained substantial1y different
fibers and amounts of fibers than represented.

PAR. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded by
the respondent in that they were not stamped , tagged , labeled or
otherwise identified as required under the provisions of Section
4('1) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 19:\9 and in the
manner and form as prescribed by the Rules and Regulations prom-
ulgated under said Act.

Among such misbrandcd wo01 products, but not limited thereto
werc certain wool products , namely jackets, with Jabels on or affxed
thereto which failed to disclose the percentage of the total fiber
weight of the said wool products, excJusive of ornnlnentation not ex-
ceeding 5 per centum of the said fiber weight of (1) wool; (2) re-

processed wool; (3) reused wool; (4) each fiher other than wool
when said percentage by wcight of such fiber was 5 pcr centum or
more; and (5) the aggregate of all other fibers.
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Also among such misbranded wool products, but not limited there-
, were certain wool products, naTncly jackets, with labels on or

affxed t.heret.o which failed t.o disclose t.he name or other identifica-
tion , issued or registered by the Commission of the manufacturer of
t.he product. or one or more persons subject. t.o Sect.ion 3 of said Act
with respect t.o said product.s.

PAR. 5. The acts and practices of the respondent as set fort.h above
were and are in violat.ion of the Wool Products Laheling Act of 1939
and the Rules and H.eg1l1ation prOllllllgated thereundcr and consti-
tuted andnmv constitute unfair methods of competition and unfair
and deceptive acts and practices, in commcrce within the intent and
meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 6. Uespondent is now and for some time last past has been
engaged in the introduction , delivery for introduction , manufacture
for introduction , sale , advertising, and offcring for sale , in commerce
and in the transportation or causing to be transported in commerce
and in t.he importation int.o t.he United States , of textile products;
and has sold , offered for sale, advertised , delivered, transported and
caused to be t.ransported , t.extile fiber products , which have been ad-
vertised or offered for sale in commerce; and has sold, offered for
sa.l , advertised, delivered , transported and cam,;el.1 Lu be tl',uuJpol'ed
after shipment in commerce, textile fiber products, either in their
original state or contained in other textile fiber products, as the

terms "commerce" and "textile fiber product" are defined in the Tex-
tile Fiber Products Identificat.ion Act.

PAR. 7. Certain of said textile fiber products were falscly and de-
ceptively advertised in that respondent in making disclosures or im-
plications as to fiber content of such textile fiber product.co in written
advertisements used to aiel , pr0111ote, and assist directly or indirectly,
in t.he offering for sale of said products , failed t.o set fort.h the re-
quired information as to flber content as provided for l)y Seetioll tI-

of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and in the manner
and form provided by the Hules and HeguJations under said Act.

'-mong such advertisements , but not limited th(~reto , werB certain
price lists distribut.ed by respondent t.hroughout t.he various States of
the United States.

Among such falseJy and deceptively ad vert.ised textile fiber prod-
ucts , but not limited thereto , were articles of wearing apparel which
were advertised without a disclosure as to the true generic nan1e of
the constituent. fibers present in t.he textile fiber products and articles
of wearing apparel which were advertised with fiber implying terrns
s11ch as "Gaberdine

" "

Gabertex

" "

Tackle Twill

" "

Twill " and
Satin.
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PAl. 8. The acts and practices of respondent as set forth abovc

were, and are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica-
tion Act and the Jtules and Re6'1latiolls promulgatcd thereunder;
and constituted and now constitute, unfair and deceptive acts and

practices and unfair methods of competition, in commerce , within
the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 9. Respondent, now and for some time last past, has adver-
tised , offered for sale, sold and distributed textile products in com-
merce, as "conmlerce' is defied in the Federal Trade Commission
Act. In the course and conduct of his business as aforesaid , respond-
ent has caused his said products, when sold, to be shipped from his
place of business in the State of Illinois to purchasers located in

various other States of the United States, and maintains and at all
times nlentioned herein has rnaintained, a substantial course of trade
in said products in cornmcrce, as "commerce" is dciined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

PAR. 10. Respondent in the course and conduct of his business , as
aforesaid , has made statements in his price lists to his customers
misrepresenting the character and fiber content of certain of his said
products. Among such misrepT( ntation but not limited thereto were
statements representing such fabrics to be "Rr,processed 1V 001"
whereas said fabrics contained substantially dii-lel'ent fibers and
quantities of fibers than represented.

PAR. 11. The acts and practices of the respondent set out in Para-

graph Ten have the tendency and capacity to mislead and deceive
the purchasers of said products as to the true content of such

products.
PAl. 12. The aforesaid acts and pradiccs of respondent as herein

alleged were, and are, all to the prejudice and inj ury of the public
and constituted and now constitute unfair a.nd deceptive acts and
practices in commerce, within the intent and meaning of the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

Dl' CTSION A::D ORDER

The Fedcral Trade Commission having initiated flll investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondent !lamed ill the caption
hereof, and the respondent ha.ving- been fUl'nished thereafter \"i1:h a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Burean of T( xt.jles and . ul's
proposed to present to the Commissiol1 for its consideration and
which , if issued by the, Commission , would charge l\'sponclent with
violation of the Fed( ral Tnlde Commission Act , the \V 001 Products
Labeling Act , and the 'l'extile Fiber Products Idcntification Act; and
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The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thercafter
executed an agrcement containing a consent order, an admission by
the respondent of all the .i urisdictional facts set forth in the afore-
said draft of complaint:, a statl~ment that the signing of said agree-
ment is for settlement purposes only and docs not constituto an
admission hy respondent that the law has heen violated as alleged in
such complaint, and wai verB and other provisions as rcquircd by the
Commission s Rules; and

The Commission having thercaftcr considered the matter and hav-
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the rcspondent has
violated the said Acts , and that complaint should issue stating its
charges in that I'CSpcct, and having thereupon accepted the executed
consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public record
for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further conformity with the
procedure prescrihed in 9 2.:14 (b) of its Rules, the Commission
hereby issucs its complaint, makcs the following jurisdictional find-
ings , and enters the following or(h

1. Respondent Stephen J. Shaffer is an individual doing business

as Shaffer Sportswear Mfg. Co. with his oflce and principal place of
business located at 2541 Korth ShciIcld, Chicago , Illinois.

Respondent is a manufacturer of men s athletic clothing.

2. The F(~deral Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent , and the proceeding
is in the public intcrcst.

ORDER

It i8 onlend That respondent Stephen J. SJudIer, individually,
:lUcl doing busincss as Shatler Sportswear :Mfg. Co. , or uncler any
ot.hel' narne , and respondent' s reprcselltativ( , agents and employees
dircctly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with
the Inanufacturc lor introduction , the introd1ldion into commerce, or
the ofI'ering for sale, sale, transportation , distribution, delivery for
shipment or shipnIPnt, in C01nmel'Ce, of wool products as "com-
merce and "wool products" an defined in the ool Products
Labeling Act of 1939 do forthwith cease and desist from misbranding
sneh prodncts by:

1. Falsely and deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling or
otherwise identifying slIch . products as to th( character or

amoLlnt of the constituent libcl's contained therein.
2. Failing to secllf( ly aIlx or to place on , each sllch product a

stamp, tag, label or other means of identification showing in 
clear and conspicuous manner each elemcnt of inforrnntion re-
quired to be disclosed hy Section 4 (a) (2) of the Wool Products

., l- I;nn" &.,.t ,.yf 1 ()Q()
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It i, jurther ordered That respondent Stephen J. Shaffer, in-
dividuaJIy and doing business as Shaffer Sportswear Mfg. Co., or
undcr any other name, and respondent's representatives, agents and
employees, directly or through any corporate or other device, in con-
nection with the manufaeture for introduction, the introduction
delivery for introduction, sale, advertising, or offering for sale, in
comlnerce, 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, ad-
vertising, delivery, transportation or causing to be transported, of
any textile fiber prodnet which has been advertised or offered for
sale, in commerce; or in connection with the sale, offering for sale
advertising, delivery, transportation, or eausing to be transported
after shipment in commerce, of any textile fibcr product , whether in
its original state or contained in other textile fiber products, as the
terms "commerce" and "textile fiber product" are defined in the
Textile Fiber Products IdentiJication Act do forthwith cease and
desist from fflJsely and deceptively advertising textiJe Jiber products
by making any representations , by disclosure or implication , as to the
fiber content of ilny textile fiber produd in any written advertisement
whic11 is used to aid, promote or assist, directly or indirectly, in the
sale or offering for sale of such textile fibcr product, unless thc same
information required to be shown on the stamp, tag or label or other
means of identiJic:ation under Section 4(b) (1) and (2) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act is contained in the said advertise-
ment, except that the percentages of the fibers present in the textile
fiber product need not be stated.

It i8 jurther or-deral TIHtt Stephen .J. Shaffer, individnaJly, and
cloing business as Shaffer Sportswear )Ufg. Co. , or under any other
name and rcspondent's representatives , agents and employees, direct-
ly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with the
advertising, offering for sale, sale, or distrihution of jackets or other
products in commerce, as "eommerce" is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and desist from misrepresenting
the charactm' or amount of the constituent fibers contained in such
products on price lists or other advertising material , or in any other
manneT'o

It .i8 jnrther ordered That the respondent hereiu shall within sixty
(60) days aft.er service npon him of this order file with the Commis-
sion a report in writing setting forth in detail the maHHcr and form
of his compliance with this order.
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IN THE :!iATU:n OF

BILLIE LEBOW INC. ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALI.JEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAl TRADE COMMISSION A D THE FUR PRODUCTS

I.JATIELING ACTS

Docket 0-1733. Complaint, May.4, 1970-lJedswn, May 4, 1970

Consent order requiring a New York City manufacturing furricr to cease mis-
branding its fur products.

COl\:IPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Aet, and hy virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission, having
reason to believe that Billie Lebow , Inc. , a corporation , and Billie
Lebow, individually and as an offc(~r of said corporation , hereinafter
referred to as respondents , have violated the provisions of said Acts
and the Hules and Hegulations promulgated undcr the Fur ProdlH
Labeling Act, and it appearing to the Commission that a proceedillg
by it in respect thereof would be in the public interest., hereby issues
its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PAHAGRAPII 1. Hespondent Billie Lebow, Inc. , is f1 corporation

organi7.ed, existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
1a ws of the State of N ew York.

Respondent Billie Lebow is an officer of the corporate responde,nt.
She formulates, directs and controls the acts , practices and policies of
the said corporate respondent including those hereinafter set forth.

Respondents are manufacturers of fur products with their offce
and principal place of business located at 333 Seventh Avenue, New
York, New York.

PAR. 2. R.espondents are now, and for some time last past hnve been
engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the rnanufa,ctl1re
for introduction into commerce, and in the sale, advertising, and
offering for sale 1n commerce, and in the transport.ation and distribu-
tion in commerce, of fur products; and have manufactured for sale
sold, advertised, offered for sale, transported and distribut,pd fur
products which have been made in whole or in part of furs which

have been shipped and received in COIDmeree , as the terms "com-
merce

" "

fur" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act.


