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products , showing in words and iigures plainly legible all
of the information required to be disclosed by each of the

subsetious of Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Label-
ing Act of 19;J9.

It is further ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
('nt such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting tll the e:mergence

of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
or any other ehange in the corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of the order.

It is further ordered That the respondcnt corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It is fur'tlter ordered That respondents herein shall , within sixty
(GO) d tys aft( r service upon them of this order, file with the Com-
rnission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail t.he manner and
form in which they have complied with this order.

IN THE 11A'fTEn OF

MORRIS BECKERMAN TUADING AS
J\IORRJS BECKERMAN WOOLEN CO.

COKREXT OHJ)l , ETC. , II' H:F:GAIm TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF Tru FED-
EIL\L TR..\DE COl\J1\nSSION AND THE WOOL PIWDUCTS LABELING ACTS

Dr;(;lct' C- 1782. Cornplnint, .flug. .13 fJ70 Dcci. 1on , A.up. is , 1970

Consent order requiring a New York City individual trading as a wool
wholesaJer to ('case misbranding his woolen products.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the 'Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and by viItue of the
authorjty vested hl it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Morris Beckerman, an individnal
trading as 1\Jor1'is Beckerman V\T ooJen Co. , hereinafter referred to
as respondent has yjolated the provisions of said Acts and the Rules
and Hegulations promulgated under the '\Tool ProdlletBLabeling
Act. of ID:1D , and it appeftl'ing to t.he COlnmission that a proc0cding
by lt in respect thereof would be in t.he public interest , hereby jssues
its cornpJajnt stating jts charges in that respect as foJJows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Hesponclent 1\Jo:rris Beekerman is an individual
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trading as Iol'l'is Beckerman \Voolen Co. with his oflcc and princi-
pal place of business located at 270 West 39th Street , New York
New York.

Respondent is a wholesaJer of wool products.
PAR. 2. Respondent is now and for some time last past has in-

troduced into comlnerce, sold , transported , distrHmted , delivered for
shipnlcnt, shipped , and offered for sale in commerce , as "commerce
i3 defined in the IV 001 Products Labeling Act of 19:19 , wool products
as "wool product" is defined therein.

PAR. 3. Cmtain of said wool products were misbranded by the

respondent.s within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) (1) of
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the HuJes and ReguJa-

tions promulgated thereunder in that they were falsely and de-

ceptively stamped, tagged, labeled, or ot.herwise identified with

respect to the character and amount of the constitwmt fibers con-
ta.ined therein.

Alllong such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
were certain wool products stamped , tagged, labeled, or otherwise

identified by respondents as 100 percent 'Vaal , whereas in truth
and in fact, said produets conbLined woolen fibers together with
substantially diffcrcnt fibcrs aud amounts of fibers than rcpresented.
PAn. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misurandecl

by respondents in that they were not st.amped , tagged , labeled, or

othcnvis( i(lentificd as required und( the provisions of Section

4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1!)39 and in the
manner and form as prescribed uy the Rules and Hegulations pro-
In 11 I gated uncler said Act.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto
was a wool product with a. label on or affxed thereto which failed to
disclose thc percentagc of the total fiber weight of the said wool

product , exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding 5 per centum of
the total fiber weight, of (1) wool; (2) reprocessed wool; (3) rensed
wooJ; (4) each fiber other than wool , when said percentage by weight
of s11ch fiber was 5 per centum or more; and (5) the aggregate of all
othcr fibers.
PAR. 5. The acts and practices of the respondent as set forth

ahove were , and are, in violation of the 'V 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 and the Rules aud Regulations promulgated thereunder
and eonstitlltcd , and now constitute, unfair methods of competition

and unfair ann deceptive acts and practices in commerce within the
meaning of the Federal Tra.de CommissiollAct.
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J1;i;) Decision and Order

DECISION AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of f,he respondent named in the caption
hereof , and the respondent having been furnished thcreafter with a
copy of a draft of eomplaint which the Bureau of Textilcs and Furs
proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and
"\vhich if issued by the Commission , would c11arge respondent with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939; and

The respondent and counsel for tIle Conunission having; there-
after executed an agreement containing fL consent order, an admis
sion by the respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in

the aforesaid draft of complaint , 11 statement that the signing of said
agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute !l.
admission by respondent that the law has been violated as alleged
in slIch complaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by
the Commission Rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and
having dctl rrniIled that it has reason to beEeve that the respondent
has vioJated the said Acts , and the complaint slwuld issue stating
its charges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the Xe-
cnted consent agreBment and placed such agreement on the public

records for a pcriod of thirty (30) days , now in further conformity
with the procedure prescribed in Ii 2.34(b) of its Rules, the Com-
mission hereby issues its complaint, makes the following jurisdic-
tional finding-IS, and enters the folJowing order:
1. Respondent 1\101'1'i5 Bcckcmnan is an individual trading as

Morris Beckerman ''\ool en Co., with his offce and principal place
of business located at 270 West 39th Street, New York, New York.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdieUon of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondent, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It 

';" 

ordered That respondent Morris Beckerman, individually
and trading as Morris Beckerman W ooJen Co. or under any other
name, and respondent's representatives, agents and employees, di-

ct, ly or through any corporate or other device , in connection with
the introdudion , into commerce, or the offering for sale, sale , trans-
portation , distribution , delivery for shipment or shipment, in com
merce, of wool products, as "commerce" and "wool product" arc
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defined in the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , do forthwith
cease and desist from misbranding such products by:

1. Falsely and deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling, or
otherwise identifying such products as to the character or

amount of the constituent fibers contained therein.
2. Failng to securely aff to, or place on, each sueb product

a stamp, tag, label , or other means of identification showing in
a clear and conspicuous rnanner each clement of information

rcquired to be discloscd by Section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Produets
Labeling Act of 1939.

It u, further ordeTed That the respondent herein shall, within
sixty (60) days after serviec upon him of this order, file with the
Con1mission a report , in writing, setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which he has complied with this order.

TlIE iATTER OF

COHO, INC.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGAHD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF Tln

FEDERAL TRDE CO:;fMISSION ACT

Doclcet 0-1783. Compla'int, Aug. 19'

('-

lJc(.'i8'ion , A'/g. 19/'0

Consent order requiring a 1\ ew York City distributor of costume jewel
including earrings, to cease using the term "Karatclad" or any other
word or words implying that the article referred to has a gold plated
surface.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to thc pmvisions of the Fedcral Tradc Commission Act
and by virtue of tllC authority vested in it by said Act, the Fedcral
Trade Commission having reason to believe that Cora, Inc. , a cor-

poration, hereinafter referred to as respondent, has violated the
provisions of said Act , and it appearing to the Commission that a
procceding by it in respect thcreof would be in the public interest
hereby issues its complaint stating its chargPB in that repect as

follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Coro, Inc. , is a corporation organized

existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the

State of New York, with its principa1 offce and plac( of busll1ess

located at 47 West 34th Strcet in the city of New York , State of
New York.


