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:such as dissolution , assigmnent or sale resulting in the emergence of a
successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries or
any other change in the eorpoI'ation which may affect compliance ob-
ligations arising out of this order.

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

It is fUTther ordeTed That the respondents herein shaJJ , within

sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with this order.
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Consent order requiring a Dalton, Ga., individual Engaged in ,vbolcsuJing of

('arpet ynrns and manufacturing textiJe fiwr earpeting to cease JIisbnnu1!ng
his textile fiber products and failing to maintain prope; records.

C-OMPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of tlw Fcc1€'xa1 Tr cle Comrnissioll Act
and the Textile Fiber Products IdentiJicat.ion Ad , and by ,:irt.uc of
the authority vest,ed ill it, by s "id Acis the Federal TnHle Commission
having' reason to believe that Cllade.s L. CrandalJ , individually and
doing business as Carpets Unlimited and Crandall Yarn Company,
hcreinnJter referred to as respondent, has violated the provisions of
said Arts and the rules nd regulations promulgated under the. Text.ile
Fiber Products Identification Act, and it appearing to the Commis-
sion thnt. a proceeding by it in respect thereof wouht be jJl the public
interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charg.es in that respect
as foJlaws:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Charles L. Crandall is an individual doing
busincss as Carpets lTnlimitcd and Cranc1all Yarn Company with his
offce and principa1 place of business located on Rural Honte 1 , Carbon-
daJe Road, DaJtan, Georgia.
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Hesponaent is engaged in the wholesaling of carpet yarns and in
the manufacture of textile fiber products, namely carpeting.

PAR. 2. Hespondent is now and for some time last past ha.s been

engaged in the introduction, delivery for introduction , manufacture
for introduction , sale, advertising, and offering for sale, in commerce
and in the importation into the United States, of textile fiber products;
and has sold, oifered for sale, advertised , delivered , transported and
caused to be transported , textile fiber products, which have been ad-
vertised or offered for sale in commerce; and has sold , offered for salc
advertised , de1ivered, transported and caused to be transpOlted after
shipment in commerce, textile fiber products, either in their original
state or contained in other textile fiber products, as the terms "com-
merce" and "textile fiber product" arc deiined in the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act.

PAn. 3. Certain of said texti1e fiber products were misbrauded by
respondent within the intent and meaning of Section 4(a) of the
Textile I iber Products Identification Act and the rules :and regula-
tions promulgated thereunder in that they were false1y and deceptively
stamped, tagged , labeled, invoiced, advertised , or otherwise identified
asto the names uHl a.mounts of the constituent fibers contained therein.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto, was textile stock represented to be 100 percent Acrilan whereas
in truth and in fact, such products contained substantially different
amounts of fibers other than as represented.

PAR. 4. Certain of said textile products were further misbranded by
respondent in that they ,vere not stamped , tagged , labeled or other-
wise idcntificd as required under the provisions of Section '.(b) of the
Textile Fiber Products Identification A. , and in the Hmnner and
form as prescribed by the rules and regulations promulgated under
sai d Act.

Among such misbranded textiJe fiber products, but not limited
thereto , were carpets which failed to disclose the true percentage of
fibers by weight in the pi1e.

PAR. 5. Respondent has failed to mftintain proper records showing
the fibcr content of the textile fiber products manufactured by them
in violation of Section 6 of the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act and Rule 89 of the regulations promulgated thereunder.

PAR. G. The acts and practices of respondent as set forth above were
and are, in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification l.lct
and the rules and regulations promulgated thcreunder, and consti-
tuted , and now constitute, lIDIair methods of competition and unfair
and deceptive acts and practices, in eommerce, under the :Federal
Trade Commission Act.
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The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigatiolJ
of cerbtin acts and practices oJ the respondent named in the caption
hereof, and the responcl8nt having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Division of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the COIllmjssion for its consideration and \vhich
if issued by the Commission) would charge respondent with violation
of the Federal TradB Commission Act and the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Aet; and

The respondent and con118e1 for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order! an admission by
the rcspondent of aU the jurisdictional facts set :forth in the a-forcsaid
draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agreement is
for settlement purposes only and does not constitntcan admission by
respondent that-, the law has been violated as alleged in snch complaint
and waivers and other provisions as rcquh'ed by the Commission
rules; and

The Commission hn ving therenfter considered the matter and having
determined that it had reason to believe that the respondent has
vioJated the said Acts, and that comphtint should issue stating its
charges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the executed
consent agTecment and placed such agreement on the public record
for u. period of thirty (30) d(tys , now in further conformity with the
procedure prescribed in Section 2.34 (b) of its rules , the Commission
hereby issues its complaint, makes the following jurisdietional find-
ings , and enters the following order:

1. Hespondmlt Charles L. CrandaJl is an indi vidual doing business
as Carpets Unlimited and Crandall Yarn Company with his offco
and principal place of business located on Ruml Route 1 , Carbondale
Road , Dalton , Georgia.

Hespondcnt is engaged in the wholesaling aT carpet yarns and in the
manufacture of textile fiber products, namely carpeting.

2. The Fedeml Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent, and the proceeding
is in thc public intercst.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondent Charles L. Crandall , individually,
and doing business as Carpets Unlimited and Crandall Yarn Company
01' under any other name or names , and respondent's representatives
agents and employees , directly or through any corporate or other devico
in connection with the introduction , delivery ror introductjon, manu-
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factul'ing for introduction , sale , advertising or offering for sale, in
commerce, or the transportation or causing to be transported in COln-
Inerce , or the importat,ion into the United States, of any textile fiber
product:; or in connection with the s tle , offering for sale , advcr6sing,
de1ivery, transportation or causing- to he tnl11sportcd, of any textile
fiber product which has been advertised or offcrcd for sale in C0111-

meroe; or in C011noction with the sale , offering for salc, advertising,
delivery, transportation , or cansing to be transported , after shipment
in cornmerce , of any textile fiber product, whether in its original state
or contained in other texti)e fiber pI'OrllH , as the terms "commerce
and " textile fiber product" arc defined in the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act, do forthwith eease and desist from:

A. Misbranding textile fiber products by:
(1) Falsely or deceptively stamping, tagging, labeling,

invoicing, advertising, or otherwise identifying such products
as to the name or amount of constituent fibers contained
therein as reqnired by Section 4(01) . of the Textile Fiber

Products Identification Act.
(2) .Failing to alIx it stamp, ta,g, label or other Ineans of

identification to each such product showing in a clear, legible
and conspicuous m nner each clement of the information

required to be disclosed by Section 4 (b) of the Textile Fiber

Products Identification Act.
B. Ij ailing to maintain and preserve proper records showing

the fiber content of the textile fiber products manufactured by
said respondent, as required by Section 6 of the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act and Rule 3D of the Regulations

promulgated therelUlder.
It is further ordered That respondent herein shall , within sixty (60)

days after service upon him of this order, file with the Commission
a. report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and form in
which he has complied with this order.

IN 'THE 1VT1'ER OF

ERIE FOUNDRY COMPANY, ET AL.

CONSENer ORDER, BTC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE GOMIHISSION ACT AND SEC. 3 OF TIlE CLAYTON ACT

Doclcet C-2003. Complaint, Aug. 10, 1971-Decision, Au-g- 10 , 1971

Consent order requiring an JjJrie, Pa., manufacturer anu distributor of com-
presseu air dryers, oil scrubbers, filters and related air and gas treating


