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"ithin three days from the execution thereof and to (2) pros-

pective customers who have refused to sign statements indi-
cating satisfaction with respondents ' placement of the machines
and (3) prospective customers shmving that respondents' con-
tract , so1icitations or performance were attended by or involved
violations of any of the provisions of this order.

It is fnTther ordered That corporate respondent shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating subsidiaries

and divisions.
It is fnrthej' ordeTed That respondents notify the Commission at

least thirty (30) days prior to any proposed change in any corpo-
rate respondent sHch HS dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in
the c:mergencc of a Sllccessor corporation , the creation or dissolution
of subsir1iaries "\"hieh may affect comp1inncc obligations arising out
of the order , or any other change in the corporation which may af-
feet compliance obligations arising out of the order.

It is lUTthe/' ordered That respondents herein shall , Ivithin sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the Com-
mission a report in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied wit.h this order.

IN THE :r\'L T'TEH OF

RIXDGE INDUSTIUES, IKC. , ET AL.

CO:NE;EXT ORDER, ETC., IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COl\DIISSIOX AND THE IYOOL pnoDL CTS L\BELII'W ACTS

Docket 0-2214. Complaint, May 19'1'B- lJecis-ion, May , 1972

Consent order requirjng a 'Vare , ?lIass., manufacturer of wool products , namely
:fabrics, to cease and desist from misbn. nc1ing find falsely invoicing SUC11
prol1ucts.

COMPLAINT

ursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the V 001 Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe tha.t Rindge Incl1!strics , Inc. , a corporatioJl
and David L. Iarkert , individually and as an offc r of said corpo-

ration, hereinafter referred to as respondents , have vjolated the pro-
visions of said Acts and the rules and regl11ations promulgated under

the ,Yool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and it appearing to the
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Commission that. it proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in
the publIc interest hcreby issucs its complaint stating its charges in
that. rcspect as folJows:

\R_\OnAPH 1. Respondent Rindge Industries , Inc. is a corporation
oI'ganizec1 existing and doing busilJeSS under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Delawarc. The respondent corporation main

tains its offce and principal place of business at 10 :.lap1e Strect
'Varc Iassachusetts.

Rindg2 Industries, Inc. , is comprised of t,vo operating divisions
engaged in the manufacture of fabrics, the 'Yare Division located
in 'Yare , :.fassachusetts and the Gonic Division located in Gonic
N cw Hampshire.

Individual respondent David L. (arkert is an offcer of Rindge
Industrips, Inc. He formulates, directs and controls the policies
acts and practices of the corporation ineluding those hereinafter re-
ferred to. Ilis address is the sa.me as that of the corporate respond-
ent.

PAR. 2. Respondents , now and for some time last pa, , have manu-
factured for introduction into commerce , introduced into commerce
sold , transported , distributed , delivered for shipment, shipped , and
offered for sa.le in commerce" as " commerce " is defined in the 'V 001
Products Labc1ing Act of 1039 wool products as " wooJ product"
is defineil therein.

PAR. :i. Certain of said wool products were misbranded by the
respondents within the intent and meauing of Section 4(a) (1) of
the ,Vool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and the rules and regula-
tions promulgated thereunder in that they were falsely and decep

tively stamped , tagged , labeled, or otherwise identified with rcspect

to the amount of the constituent fibers c.ontained therein.
Among such misbrandecl wool products, but not limited thereto

were wool products namely fabrjcs ,vhich contained substantia.lly
different amounts of fibers tha.n a.s represented.
PAR. 4. Certain of said wool products were further misbranded

by respondents in t.hat t.hey were not stamped, taggetl, labeled, or

otherwisp. identified as required under the provisions of Section 4
(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 and in the man-
ner and form as prescribed by the rules and regulations promulgated
under said Act.

Among snch misbranded wool products but. not limited thereto
were wooJ prodl1cts namely fabrics , ,vith Jabels on or affxed there-

: ,vhieh failed to disclose the percentage of the tot.al fiber weight
of the said wool products excJusive of ornamentation not exceeding
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5 percentum of said total fiber weight, of (1) wool; (2) reprocessed
wool; (3) reused wool; (4) eaeh fiber other than wool , when said
percentage by weight of such fiber 'vas 5 percentum or more; and
(5) the aggregate of all other fibers.
PAR. 5. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth abovr,

were , and are, in violation of the ,V 001 Products LabcJing Act of
1939 and the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder, ancl
constituted , and now constitute, unfair methods of competition and
unfair and deceptive acts and practices , in commerce , under the I ed-
eral Trade Commission Act.

PAH. G. R.esponclents are now , and 101' some time last past , hayc
been engnged in the advertising, offcring for sale , sale , and distribu-
tion of certain products, namely fabrics. In the course and conduct

or their business as aroresaid , respondents no\y cause and for some
time last past, have caused their said products

, ,'

hen sold, to be.

shipped from their place of bnsiness in the Commonwealth or THassa-
chusetts to purchasers Jocated in various other States of the l:nited

States, and maintain and at all times mentioned herein have main-
tained, a substantial course of trade in said products in commerce

as "commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act.
PAR. 7. Respondents in the course and conduct of their husiness

have made statements on invoices to their customers, misrepresent-
ing the fiber content of certain or their products.

Among such misrepresentations : but not limited tJlereto, were

statements setting forth the fiber content thereof as "80% IVool
20% Xylon " whereas , in truth and in facL the product \vas not as
represented but contained substantially different fibers and amounts
of fibers than represented.

PAR 8. The acts and practices set out in Paragraph Seven have
the tendency and capacity to mislead and deceive the purchasers or
said products as to the true content thereor.

PAR. \1. The aforesnid acts and practices or respondents, as herein
alleged in Paragraph Seven were, and are, all to the prejudice and
injury of the public , and constituted , nnd no\v constitute , unfair a,
deceptiv2 acts and practices in commerce, within the intent and

meanmg or the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOK / I'm OnDER

The Federal Trade Commission hnving initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the cap-
tion hereof , and the respondents having been furnished thereafter
with a copy of a draft of complaint which the Division of Textiles
a.nd Fnrs propose.d to present to the Commission for its consideration
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and which , if issued by the Commission , would charge respondents
with violation of the Federal Trade Commission Aet and the .W 001

Prodncts Labeling Act of 1939; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there
after executed an agreement containing a consent order an admis-

sion by the respondcnts of an the jurisdictional facts set forth in
the alon'said draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of

said agrpement is lor settlement purposes only and does not consti-
tute an admission by respondents that the la.w has been violated as
a.l1egec1 in such complaint , and ,vaivers and other provisions as re-
quired by the Commission s rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and hav-
ing detcrmined that it had reason to believe that the respondents

have violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issued stat-
ing its charges in that respect and having thereupon accepted the
executed consent agreement a.nd placed suell agreement on the public
record for a period of thirty (30) daTs , now in further conformity
with the proeedure prescribed in Section 2.34(b) of its rules, the
Commission hereby issues its complaint, ma,kes the following juris-
dicbonal findings , and enters the fol1owing order:

1. Respondent Rindge Industries , Inc. , is a corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the

State of Delaware, with its offce and principal plnce of business

located at 10 1aple Street V are Iassachusetts.
Respondent David L. :\Jarkcrt is an ofIcer of snid corporation. He

formulates, directs and controls the policies, acts and practices of
said corporation and his addrc ss is the same as that of the corporate
respondent.

R.indge Industries, Inc. , is comprised
engaged in the manufacture of fabrics
in \Varr. :.Jassachusetts , and the Gallic
X ew Hampshire.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents : and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

of two operating divisions
the V are Division loer,ted
Division located in Gonic

ORDER

It is ordeTed That respondents Rindge Industries , Inc. , a corpora
tioD, and its offcers , and David L. :\larkert, individually and as an
ofIcer of said corporation, and respondents' reprcsentati \C , agents

and employees , directly or through any corporate or othex device
in connection with the introduction , or manufacture for introduction
into commerce, or the offering- for sale, sale, t.ransportation, distri-

bntion, delivery for shipment or shipment, in commerce, of wool
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products, as " commerce" and "1,vool product" are defined in the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , do forthwith ccase and desist
from misbranding snch products by:

1. Falsely and deceptively starnping tagging, labe1illg
otherwise identifying such products as to the amount of the
constitucnt fibers contained therein.

2. Fai1ing to securely affx to, or place 011 , each such product
a stamp, tag, label , or other means of identification showing in
a clear and conspicuous manner each element of information

required to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (2) of the 11'001 Prod-
ucts Labe1ing Act of 1939.

It is f1lrthe1' ordered That respondents Rindgc Industries , Inc.. , a

corporation , and its offcers, and David L. JIarkcrt, individually and
as an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' representatives
agents REd employees , directly or through any corporate or other
device , in connection with the advertising, ofiering for sale , sflle or
distribution of fabrics or other products, in commerce, as "com-
merce" iE3 defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act , do forth-
with cease and desist from misrepresenting the amount of constit.u-
ent fibers contained in such products on invoices or shipping memo-
randa applicable thereto , or in any other manner.

It is f1l,theT ordeJ' That respondents notify the Commission at

least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence
of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
or any other change in the eorporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of the order.

It is furthe,. o,.de,' That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating diyisions.

It is fU.Jthe1' o1'de1'ed That respondents herein shall , within sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with this order.

T THE iA TTER OF

WOLOCI-I FURS, IKC. , ET AL.

COXRE:NT OHDEH, l:TC. , I REGAn!) TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX OF THE
FEDE&\I, TRADE COl\DIISSIOX AND THE FrR PROD-cCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket C-2215. Compla1nt , May 1972-Decision , May 19"1'2

Consent order requiring a ),ew York City manufacturing furrier to cease
misbranding, furnishing faLse gnarantees , and deceptjYely inyoicing its
fur products.


