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IN THE l\L1\Tl'ER 01!

COQUETTE FROCKS , INC. , JeT AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. , IN REGARD TO 'l'HR ALLIWED VIOLATION OF THE
J-' ED1mAL TRADE COJ\IJ\l1SSTON AND THE TEXTILE )''IBlm PRODUCTS IDEX'rI-
ICATION ACTS

Docket C-2007. Complaint, Aug. 1971-lJeciMon, Aug. , 1.971

Comwut on1t.r re(lHiring a ew York City mamlfacturer of bridesmaitls dresses
and party dresses to cease misbranding its tcxtic fiber products and furnish-
ing false g-naranties.

COMPLAIN'

Pursnant, to the provisions of the Federal Tra(1c Commission Act

and TextiJe Fiber Products Identification Act and by virhw of the
authority vestecl ill it by said Acts, the Ferloral Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Coquette Frocks, Inc. , a corporation , and
Edward J. Impastato and Bernard F. Fontana individually and as
offcers of said eorpofntion, hereinafter refnrre() to as respondents,

have violated thc provisions of sajcl Acts and the rules and reg-nlations
pl' olIlUlgateLl under the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act
and it appearjng to the Connnission that a procceding by it in resped
there,of '.vould be in the public interest hereby issues its complaint stat-
ing its chargE's in tIUl.t rf'spect as follows:

P ARAGR.\PI- 1. Respondent Coquette Frocks
organized exist.ing: and doing business under
laws of the State of N ew York.

TIespon(lcnts Edward J. Impastato and Bernard F. Fonta,nfi are
off( ers of the corporate respondent. Their adrh.p-ss is 1:185 Broadway,
Kew York, Xew York.

Hc.spondents are engaged in the manufactnrc of bri(le..'muLi(ls dresses
and party clrrsses.

PAIL 2. Respondents are now and for some time last past have bee,
engaged in the introduction , deli very for introduction , manufacture
for introduction , sale, advertising, and offering for sale, in comme,rce,
of textile fiber products; and have sol(l , offcrcd for sale , a(lvertisecl
delivered , tJ'ansportcd and ,caused to be transported , textile fiber prod-
ncts which have been advertised or offercd for sale in commen:e; and
have solrI. offered lor sale , :Hlvertised , d( Jivered , transporl:ed and caused
t.o be transported, after shipuH'nt in commCl' , textile f1be,r products
either in tlH ir original state or contained in other textile fiber prod-
ucts, as the terms "comHH' rce" and "textile fiber prodnct" are de'fined
in the Te,xtile Fiber Products Identification Act.

Inc. , is a corporation
and by viriue of the
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PAl(. 3. Certain of said textile fiber pn)(lur;tB were misbranded by
respondents in that they were not stamped , tagged , labeled or other-
wise identified as required under the provisions of Section 1(b) of thc
Textile Fiber Product.., Identification Act, and in the manIler and
form prescribed by the rules and regulations promulgated under
said Act.

Among such misbranded texUle fiber products but not limited tlH
were textile fiber products, namely dresses with labels whieh failed:

1. To disclose the true gcneric names of the fibr,rs prescnt.
2. To disclose the percentage of said fibers.
3. To show the name or other identiiicaJ.ionissllcd and regisbrc.d

by th0 Commission , of the manufacturer of the product , or one or more
persons subject to Section 3 wit,h rcsp(';( t to such product.

\H. 4. Certain of said textile fiber prodnds were further Jnis-
ndGd by rcspondents in that sample sWIl;tches used to promote or

effect salrB of n spondents dresses were not labeled to show the informa-
tion required under the Textile Fiber Products ldentifieation Act
and the rules and rcg-lations thereunder in violation of Hule 21 0-(

sa.lcl rnlcs and reguhLtions.
PAR. 5. Respondents hRVC furnished false guaranties that certain of

their textile t1ber products were not misbra.nclec1 or falsely invoiced
in violation of Section 10 of the Textile Fiber Products Idelltifictthon
Act.

\R. 6. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth ahovc
W('l'O and are" in violn;tion of the Te'xtile Fiber Products IdentiJiea-
tion Act and the 1'11e-s and regulations promulgated thereunder, and
.constit.uted and now constitute unfair methods of competition and
;unfair and deeeptive acts and practices in commerce under the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND OnDER

The, Federal Trade COITIT'ission having initiated an investigation of
ccrtain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption

hercof , and the respondents having been furnished thereafter \vith a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Division of Textiles and Furs
proposc(l to present to the 'Commission for its consideration and wh ich
if issned by the Commission, would charge l'l'\spondcnts -vTith viola-
tion or the Federal Tnule Commission Act and the Textile Fiber
Prndllct.' Identification Act; and

The l'cspondents and counsel for the Commission having- th re-
a.fter cxecuted an agreement containing a consent oruer, all admission
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
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aforesaid draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said

agreement is for settlerIH nt purposes only and does not constitute an
ndrnission by l'f'Bpondents that the law has been violated a..q alleged
in such complaint, and waiv rs and other provisions as required by

the Commission s rule; and
he Commission having thereafter considered the matter iLncl hav-

ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents have
violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating its
charges in that respect, and having thereupon accepted the executed

consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public rccord
for a period of thirty (30) daysj now in further conformity ",vith the
pJ'ocednl'c prescribed in Section 2. :)4(b) of its rulm3 , the Comrnission
herehy issues its .complaint, makes the following jurisdictional find-
ings, and enters the following order:

I, Respondent Coquette Frocks, Inc., is a corpora.tion organi7.ed
existing ftnd doing business under and by virtuc of the laws of the State
of New York , with its oiIce and principal place of business located at
1385 Broadway, New York, New York.

Hespondcnt Edward J, Impastato is fin offcer of said corporation
and his address is the snme RS that of said corpora.tion

Respondent Bernard F. F'ontana is an offc(\r of Emid corporation
and his address is the same as that of said corporation.

Hespond.ents flrc engaged in the manufacturc 'Of bridesmaids and
party dresses.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proepf'dingand nf the respondents , and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

J t ,is orde1'ed That respondents Coq1H tte Frocks" Inc., a corpDra-
tion, and its offcers, and Ed\'mrd J. Impastato and Bernard F.

Font.ana , individnally and as offcers of said corporation , and respond-
ents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly or through any
c.orporate 01' other device , in connection with the introduction, delivery
for inLroduction , rwwufaeture for introduction, sale, advertising or
offering for sale, in commerce , or the transportation or causing to be
transported in commerce, or the importation into the 1Jnited States
of any texLile libel' produet; or in connection with the sale , offering
for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, or causing to be trans-
pOlted , of any te,,-tile fiber product which has been adverLised or offered
for sale in commerce or in connection with the sale, offering for sale
advertising, delivery, transportation , or causing to be transported
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after shipment in eommcrcc , of any textile fiber product, whether in
its original state or conta,ined in other textile fiber products , as the
terms "commerce" and " textile fiber product" are defined in the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding textile fiber products by:
1. Failiug to affx labels to such textile fiber products show-

ing in a clear, legible and conspicous manner each clement of
information required to be disclosed by Scction 4(b) of the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

2. Failing to affx labels showi!lg the respective fiber eon-

tent and other required information to samples, swatches or
specimcns of textile fiber products subject to the aforemen-
tioned Aet which are used to promote or effect sales of such
texti1e fiber products.

B. Furnishing false guaranties that textile fiber products are
not misbranded or falsely invoiced under the provisions of the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

It i8 furth61' ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent such as dissolution , assignment or sa.le rcsultin in the emerg-ence

of a successor corporation , the crea.tion or (lissoI ntion of subsidiaries
or any other change in the corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of this order.

It i8 furt7wr ordered That the rcspolHlent corporatiou shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It'i8 further ordered That the respondents herein shall within sixty
(60) doys after service upon them of this order, file with the Commis-
sion a rBport in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form
in which they have eomplied with this order.

IN '!'IIN MA'!'TER OF

MRS. IIYO KYUl'G PAInc ' rRADING AS S. .J. P AllIC , ETC.

COKSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGIm VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE CO::IMISSlON AND ' rrm FLAMMABLE FABRICS ACTS

J)o('kef (/- 2()()S. C'om-rJlaint , Auq. 197t- lJecisIon , ku.y. , 1911

COlJ1'pnt order requiring a ,Jac!::oon Heights, N. , indivilual sellng and distrib-
uting fabrics , including a eertain ligh1.weight white cotton organdy fahric
dpsignated as "Style Sanosa " imporb,d from Switzerland, to crose violating
the Flammable )i'ahlics Act by importing anu. sellng any fabric which fails
to eonform to the standards of said Act.


