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emergence of a successor corporation, the erc d..on or dissolution of 

subsidiaries or any oLh r change in the corporation 'Ivhich may affect 
compliance obligations arising out of the order. 

I:: TIlE lATTEH OF
 

IXI"l'LE GEOHGlE TOGS, INC. , ET AL. 

CONSENT owmR ETC. , IX REGJ\RD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
 

Tlm FEDEHAIJ TRAlm COMl\HSSlON AXD 'l'lIE
 

TEXTILE F1BJi n l'IWDUCTS Im N'l'Il ICATIOK ACTS
 

Docket C--1802. Cmnplaint , Sept. 1970-Dec-is1on, Sept. 1970 

Consent order requiring a N(,w York City mnIlufacturer of textile fiber prod­
ucts, namely boys' wear , to cease misbrandin and falsely guaranteeing its 
textiles and failng to main Lain required records.
 

COMPLAIKT 

Vursuant 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 Fed ral Trade Commis­
sion , having reason to believe that Little Georgie Togs , Inc. , a cor­
poration , and Seymour Barnch , individually and as an offcer of said 
corporation, hereina:f( r referred to as respondents, have violated 

the provisions of said Acts and the H,ules and Rcgn1ntions promul­
gated under the Textil Fiber Products ldentification Act, and it 
appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
 

thereof would be in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint 
stating its charges in that rcspeet as follows:
 

PARAGltAPT- 1. Respondent Little Georgie Togs Inc. , is a corpora­
tion organized , existing and doing business undor and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of 1\ ew York. 'rho I'( spondent corporabon main­
tains its oiIcc and principal place of business at 112 Wcst R4th Street 
New York, New York. 

Seymour Baruch is an oiIccr of said corporation. 1-Ie formulates 

directs and controls the poliejes, act.s and praetices of the corporate 
respondent including those ll( reinaf,cr referred to. I-lis address is 
the sa.me as that of the corporate respondent.
 

Respondents arc engaged in the manufacture of textile fiber prod­
ucts, namely boys' wear. 
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P AU. 2. l espondeni.s are now and for some time 1ast past have 
be( n enga.ged in the introduction , delivery for intl'oductiol1 manu­
facture for int.roduction, sale , advertising, and off( ring for sale , in 
commerce, and in the transportation or causing to be transported in 
commerce , and in the importation into the Unitl d St!C1,tes, of texti1e 
fibe,r products; and have sold, offcred for sale , advertised , delivered 
transported and caused to be transported, textile fiber products 

which have been advertised or offered for sale in commerce; and 
have sold, offered for sale, advcrtised, dc1ivered transported and 

caused to be transported after shipment in commerce, texti!p fiher 

products, eit.her in their original state or eontained in other textile 
fiber products , as the terms "commerce" and "textile fiber product'j 
are defined in the Text,ile Fiber Products Iclentifi( ation Act. 

PAn. 3. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded by 
respondents ,vithin the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) of the 
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and the Hules and Regula­
tions promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and de­
ceptively stamped, tagged, labeled , invoi( ec1 , adv( rtised, or otherwise 
iclcntified as to the Harne or amount of th( constitu(;nt Libel's COll 
tained therein. 

Among sl1ch misbranded textile fib(;l' products, but not limited 
thereto were textile fiber products, na.mely boys' Wl', , whiclI con­

tained substantially differcnt amounts and types of fibers t.han as 
represented. 

PAR. 4. Certain of said textilc fiber products were misbnllc1ecl by 
respondents in that t.hey were not st.ampF , tagg(\d , labeled , oJ' ot.hcl'­

wis( idelltifie(l as required undE r t.he provisions of Section 4 (b) of 
the Textile Fiber Products identification Act, and in the manncr and 
form as prescribed by the. Rules and Regulations promulgated under 
said Ad. 

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not 1imited 
thereto, ,vere textile fibm. prodnots wit.h 1 abels whieh Iai1ed: 

1. To disclose the t.ruc generic names of th( fibers present; and 
2. To dise10se the p( rccntagcs of snch fibers by ,veight. 
PAH. 5. Respondents have failed to maintain a.nd prescrvp prop( 

records showing the fiber content of the tcst.ile fiber products manu­
factured by them in violation of Section 6(a) of the Textile Fiber 
Products Identific.ation Act and Hlllc 39 of the Regulations promul­
gated tlwTcunder.
 

misbranded inPAR. 6. Certain of said textile fiber products 'v( 
violation of the Textile Fiber Pl'odud.s Identification Act in that 
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they were not labeled in accordance ''lith the Hules and Regulations 
promulgated thereunder in the following respects: 

1. Samples, swatches or specimens of textile fiber products subject 
to the aforesaid Acts , ,vhic.h were lIsed to promote or effect sales of 
such textile fiber products , were not labeled to show tl1eir respective 
fiber content and other information requircd by Section 4(b) of the 
Textile Fiber Products I(h ntiIicat.ion Act and the Rules and Regula­
tions promu 19at.ed thereunder, in violation of Rule 21 (11, ) of the 

afon said Hules and Regulations. 
2. The required information as to fiber content was not. set forth in 

such a manner as to separateJy show the fiber eontent of each section 
of textile libel' prQ(luet.s containing t\vo or more sections , in violation 
of Rule 25 (b) of ih( aforesaid Hules and Regulations. 

PAR. .7. The respondent.s have furnish( d false guaranties that their 
textile fiber products wen not. misbranded by falsely representing in 
writing that rE spondents had fied a continuing guaranty under the
 

Textile Fiber Products Identifie"tion Act with the Fedcml Tmde 
Commission, when such was not t.he fact, in violation of Seetion 
10 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Idcntific:"tion Aet and Hule 
38 (d) of the Rules and Regulations promulgated under said Act. 

P AH. 8. The acts and pl'adie( s of respondents as set forth above 
were, flnd are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identifica­
tion Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgat.ed thprClllder 
and constituted, and 1l0\V constitute, unfair methods of competition 

and un fail' fmd deceptive acts and practices , in commerce, 1!lldm' the 
FederaJ Trade Commission Act. 

DECISION AND OnDER 

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an invp.stigatjon 
of cert.ain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption 
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished t,hercaftel' with a 
copy of a draft of ( ompJaint whieh the Bureau of Textiles and Furs 
proposed to present t.o the Commission -for its considerat.ion and 
which , if issued by the Commission , would charge respondents with 

TextileHwviolation of the Federal Trade Cornrnissiol1 Act and 
Fiber Products Identification Act; and 

The respondents and eounsel for the Commission having there­
afb r exec.nted an agreenH l1t containing a consent order, an admission 
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
 

aforcsaid draft of com phi nt, a statement that the signing of said
 

agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an 



1298 FED-ERAL TRADE C01\'\L&SION DECIS'IO 

77Decision and Order 

admission by respondcnts tha.t the law has been violated as al eged 
in such complaint, and waivers and other provisions as requircd by 
the Commission s Bules; and 

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and 
having dete,rmined that it had reason to believe that the respondcnts 
have violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating 
its charges in that respect, and having thexeupon acc vt.,ed the exe­

cuted consent agl' emcl1t and placed such agreement on the public 
record for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further conformity 
with the pl'oceoUIc prescribed in 92.34(b) of its Hules , the Commis­
sion hereby issues its complaint, makes the follo\ving jurisdictional 
finding' , and enters t1w folIowing order: 

1. Hespondent Little Georgie Togs, Inc., is a corporation 01'­

gani7.cd, existing and doing busine,ss under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of New York, with its offce ana principal place of lmsj­
ness located at 112 VVest 'J4th Street , New York, New York. 

Rcspondent, Seymour Baruch is an offccr of said corporation. lIe 
formulates , direct.s and controls the policies, acts and practices of 
said corporation and his addrcss is the same as that of said corpora­
tion. 

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdietion of the subject 
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the procpccl­

ing is in the public interest. 
ORDER 

It is or-dered That respondents Little Georgie Togs, Inc. , a c.or­

poration, and its officers , and Seymour Baruch , individua!1y a,nd as 
an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' reprcscmtaJivp.s 

tnd employees, directly or tll rough any corporate 01' othm' 
device, jn conncction with 1:10 introduction, de1ivery for introduction 
agents 

manufacture for introduc.ion , sale, advertising or offering for 8818 
in commercp, or the transportation or causing to be tran::port.ed in 
c.ommE::I'ce , or the import:1tion into the 1Jnitcd States, of any textile 

connection with t.he sale, offering for s llc, ad­
vertising, clelivE'xy, transpol'tabon OJ' e;:wsing to be transporte.J. of 
fiber products; or in 

a.ny textile fiber product ",vhich has be-en advcrt.ised or oIFercd for sale 

in commerce; or in connertion vVlth the sale, oiferhlg for saJp: advpr­
tising, delivery, transportnJion , or causing to be transported, after 
shipment in commerce , of any textile fibpJ' prmluet, whethrJ. in it.s 
origina) state or conb, ined in other tcxttle iilH I' products , as the 
terms "commf', rcc" and " textile fiber product" arc defined in the Tex­
tile I ibcr Products IdentifIcation Act, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 
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A. Misbranding; such textile fiber products by: 
1. Falsely or deccptively st tmping, tagging, labeling) in­

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

2. Failing to aflx a stamp, tag, labeJ , or other means of 
identification t.o each such textile fiber product showing in (1, 

clear, legible and conspicuous manner each element 01 infor­
mation required tC) be elisclosed by Spction 4 (b) of the Tex­
tile 1, ibe1' Products Identification Act. 

3. Failing to affx labels to s2,mplcs, s'watches or spec
 

mens of textile fiber products used to promote or effect the 
sale o-f such textiJe fiber products sllOwing in words and 
figures plainly legible all the information required to he 
disclosed by Section 1(b) of the Textile Fiber Products 

Identification Ad. 
4. Failing to separately set forth the required information 

as to fiber content on the required label in such a manner as 
to separately show the fiber eontent of the separate sections 
of textile fiber produets containing two or more sections 

woid deeeption.'\vhere such form of marking is necessary to 


B. Failing to maintain and preserve proper records of fiber 

content of textile fiber products manufactured by respondents 
as required by Section 6(a) of the Textile Fiber Products Iden­
tification Act and Rule 39 of the Regulations promulgr tecl 

thereunder. 
It is fnrther orde'fed That respondents LittJe Georgie Togs, Inc. , fl 

corporation , and its oflicel's , flnd Seymour Baruch, imli vidunlly and 
as an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' representatives 

agents and employees , directly or through any c.orporate or otl1er 
device, do forthwith cease and desist from lurnishing false guaran­
ties that textile fiber products are not misbranded or falsely or de­
ceptively invoiced or advcrtised under the provisions of the Textile
 

Fiber Prodnots Identification Act. 
It is fU7'ther ordered That respondents notify the Commission at 

)efLst BO days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond­
ent such as dissolution , assignmcnt OJ' sale resulting in the emergenc( 
of a successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
 

or any other change in the corporation \vhich may affect compliance
 

obligations arising out of the order.
 

It 'i8 fur'ther ordered That the respondent corporation sha1J forth­
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating; divisions. 
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It 1:8 red That the respondents herein shaH, withinfw,the1' orde'


sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the 
Commisison a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner 
and :form in which they have complied with this order. 

IN THE l\fATTER OF
 

LOUIS WEISSMA"I INC. ET AL. 

CONSENT ORDER TC. IN REGAIW TO THE AJ..LEGED VIOLATIO:" OF THE 

FEDERAL TRADE COJ\BUSSIOK AND THE Fun PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS 

Docket 0-1803, Uom1Jlah , Sept. 1970- lJcc'ision , Sept. 1910 

Consent order requiring New York City wholesalers of fur products to cease 
falsely invoicing their fur products.
 

COl\:IPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the. Federal Trade Commission Act 
a.nd the Fur Products Labeling Ad, and by vili;ue of the authority 
vested jn it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having 
reason to believe tlwt Louis 'Yeissman , Inc. , a corporation, and Louis 
VV( iSSmall , individually alld as an offc( r of s,Lid corporation , herein­
after referred t.o as respondents, have violated the provisions of said 
Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Fur 
Products Labe1ing Act, and it appca,ring to the Commission that it 
proceeding by it in resped tlwrcof would be in the pub1ic interest 
hereby i.sstl s its complaint stating its charges in that respect as 
folJows: 

PARAGRAl'I- 1. Respondent Louis '\Veissman Ine. , is a corporation 
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the 
1n\VS of the State of New York. 

Hesponclent Louis ' \Veissman is an offcer of the corporate re­
spondent. lIe formulates , directs and controls t.w policies, acts and 
practices of the said corporate n spondcnt induding those hcrein­
a-Hp- l' set forth. 

Hespondents arc wholesalers of furs with tllOir offce and principal 
pinee 0-( business located at 103 "'Vest 30t.h Street, New York, New 
Ymk 

PAR 2. Ilcspondents are now and for some time last past have 
bCPll engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the sale, ad­
yertising, and oifering for sale in commerce, and in the transport.a­


