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- INTHE MATTER OF -

THE YARDAGE SHOP ET AL.

GONSENT ORDER, ETC IN REGARD TO THE ‘ALLEGED VIOLAT.[ON OF THE
FEDER.AL TRADE COMMISSION, THE TEXTILE FIBER PRODUCTB IDENTIFICA- A
TION AND THE WOOL. PRODUUI‘S LABELING ACTS '

. Dooket 0-2311. Gompla/mt Now. 1, 1972—Decmon, Now. 1, 1972

00nsent order requu‘mg a Sacramento, Cahforma dlstnbutor ‘and retailer of
wool products and’ textile fiber products, among other things to cease mis-
representing the fiber content of it wool products and falsely advertlsmg and

: mlsbranding its textlle fiber products . .

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade ‘Commission Act,
the Textile Fiber Products Identification  Act and the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939, and by virtue of the authority vested in it by
said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission havmg reason to believe that
the Yardage Shop, a corporation, and Dan Goldenberg, md1v1dua11y
and as an officer of said’ corporatlon, hereinafter referred to as re-
spondents, have violated the provisions of said Acts and the rules and
regulations promulgated under the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939 and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and it ap-
pearing to the Commission that a proceedmg by it in respect thereof
would be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint stating
its charges in that respect as follows

Paracraru 1. Respondent, the Yardage Shop, is a corporation or-
ganized, existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of California with its office and principal place of business

~ located at 3106 Arden Way in the city of Sacramento, State of Cali-

fornia.

Respondent Dan Goldenberg is an officer of the corporate respondent.
He formulates, directs and controls the acts and practices of the cor-
porate respondent, including the acts and practices hereinafter set
forth. His address is the same as that of the corporate respondent.

Par. 2. Respondents are now, and for some time last past have been,

v engaged in the introduction, delivery for introduction, sale, adver-

tising, and offering for sale, in commerce, and in the transportation or
causing to be transported in commerce of textile fiber products; and
in the sale, offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation,
and causing to be transported, of textile fiber products which have
been advertised or offered for sale in commerce; and in the sale,
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offering for sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, and causing -
to be transported, after shipment in commerce, of textile fiber products,
whether in their original state or contained in other textile fiber prod-
ucts; as the terms “commerce” and “textile fiber product” are defined
in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act. :

Pag. 3. Certain of the textile fiber products were misbranded by the
respondents in that they were not stamped, tagged, labeled or other-
wise identified to show each element of information required to be
disclosed by Section 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act, and in the manner and form prescribed by the rules and regula-
tions promulgated under said Act.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto, were textﬂe ﬁber products, namely bolts of fabrics, with labels
that failed:

1. To disclose the true generic name of the fiber or fibers present in
said products.

2. To disclose the percentages by Welght of such fiber or fibers in
said products. ,

Par. 4. The acts and pra,ctlces of the respondents as set forth m'
Paragra,ph Three above were and are in violation of the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act and the rules and regulations promul-
‘gated thereunder, and constituted, and now constitute, unfair methods
of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and practices, in com-
merce, under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

Psr. 5. Respondents, now and for sometime last past, have intro-
duced into commerce, sold, transported, distributed, delivered for
shipment, shipped, and offered for sale, in commerce, as “commerce”
is defined in the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, wool products
as “wool product” is defined therein.

Par. 6, Certain of said wool products were misbranded by re-
spondents in that they were not stamped, tagged, labeled, or otherwise
identified as required under the provisions of Section 4(a)(2) of
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1989 and in the manner and form
as prescribed by the rules and regulations promulgated under said
Act.

Among such misbranded wool products, but not limited thereto,
were wool products with labels on or affixed thereto which failed to
disclose the percentage of the total fiber weight of the said wool prod-
ucts, exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding 5 per centum of the
total fiber weight, of (1) wool; (2) reprocessed wool; (8) reused
wool; (4) each fiber other than wool, when said percentage by weight
of such fiber was 5 per centum or more; and (5) the aggregate of all
other fibers.
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Par. 7. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth in
Paragraph Six above were, and are, in vielation of the Wool Products
Labeling Actof 1939 and the rules and regulations promulgated there-
under; and constituted, and now constitute, unfair methods of com-
petltlon and unfair and decep‘tlve acts and practices in commerce, with-
in the intent and meaning of the Federa,l Tra,de Comlnlssmn Act

DECISION AND ORDER

'The Federal Trade Comm_lsmon ha,vmg initiated an mvestlga,tlon
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the cap-
tion hereof, and the respondents ha,vmg been furnished thereafter

with a copy of a draft of complaint which the San Francisco Reglona,l
Office proposed to present, to the Commission for its consideration and
which, if issued by the Commission, would charge resporidents with -
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act, the Textile Fiber
Products Identlﬁcatlon Act, and the Wool Products Labehng Act of
1939; and ‘

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement conta,mmg a consent order, an admission by
the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the aforesaid
draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agreement
is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission
by respondents that the law has been violated as alleged in such com-
plaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by the Com-
mission’s rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and 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 record
for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further conformity with the
procedure prescribed in Section 2.34(b) of its rules, the Commis-
- sion hereby issues it complaint, makes the following jurisdictional
findings, and enters the following order :

1. Respondent the Yardage Shop is a corporation organized, ex-
isting and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State
of California, with its office and principal place of business located
at 3106 Arden Way, Sacramento, California.

Respondent Dan Goldenberg is an officer of said corporation. He
formulates, directs, and controls the policies, acts and practices of
said corporation and his address is the same as that of said corpora-
tion.
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2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents and the proceeding -
isin the public interest. -

ORDER

1t is mﬂdered That respondents the Yardage Shop, a corporatmn,
its successors and assigns, and its officers, and Dan Goldenberg, in-
leldually and as an officer of said- corporation, and respondents’
agents, representatives and employees, dlrecbly or through any corpo-

ration, subsidiary, division or other device, in connection with the
introduction, delivery for introduction, sale, advertlslng, or offering
for sale, in commerce, or the transportation or ca.usmg to. be trang-
ported in commerce of any textile fiber product; or in connection
with the sale, oﬁemng for sale, a,dvertlsmg, dehvery, transportation,
or causing to be transported, of any textile fiber product which has
been advertised or offered for sale in commerce; or in connection with
the sale, offering for sale, advertising, _delivery, transportation, or
causing to be transported, after shipment in commerce, of any textile
fiber product, whether in its original state or contained in other tex-
tile fiber products, as the terms “commerce” and “textile fiber prod-
uct” are defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from failing to affix labels to such textile
fiber products showing in a clear, legible and conspicuous manner
each element of information required to be disclosed by Sections 4 (b)
of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act. -

[t s further ordered, That respondents the Yardage Shop, a corpo-
ration, its successors and assigns, and its officers, and Dan Goldenberg,
individually and as an officer of said corporation, and respondents’
agents, representatives and employees, directly or through any corpo-
ration, subsidiary, division or other device, in connection with the

~ Introduction into commerce, or the offering for sale, sale, transporta-
tion, distribution, delivery for shipment or shipment, in commerce,
of wool products, as “commerce” and “wool product” are defined in
the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1989, do forthwith cease and
desist from misbranding such products by failing to securely affix to,
or place on, each such product a stamp, tag, label, or other means of
identification showing in a clear and conspicuous manner each ele-
ment of information required to be disclosed by Section 4(a) (2)
of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

1t is further ordered, That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

; 1t is further ordered, That the respondents notify the Commission
at least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate
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respondent such ‘as: disselution, assignment or' sale resulting in the
emergence’of & successor corporation, the creation ordissolution of sub-
sidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may affect com-
pllance obligations arising out of this order.

1118 further ordered, That the individual respondent named here-
in promptly notlfy the Coxmmssmn of the dlscontmuance of his pres-
ent business or employment and of his affiliation with a new business
or employment Such notice shall include the respondent’s current
business or employment in which heis enga,ged aswell as a descnptlon
of hIS duties and respons1bﬂ1t1es '

It is fm’ﬂwr ordered, That the respondents herein shall, Wlthm
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
- Commission a report, in writing, settmg forth in detail the manner

ahd form in Wthh they have complled Wlth thls order -



