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Complaint 48 F. T. C.

IN THE rATTER OF

RICH OND GARMENT COMPA:\Y, I:\C. , ET AL.

CO::fPLAINT, FDmIXGS AND ORDERS IN HEG,\RD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIO.:
OF SEC. :J OF \N \CT OF CONGRESS APPROVED SEPT. :2(0, Ifll-1. AND OF AX
ACT OF CO'XGRF.SS , \PPROVED OCT. 1-!, J 8-+0

Dockrt 58..;8. ConrploLnt , Jlar. 1951-Drci.\ioll . j)cr'. 1, 1.9.'1

'Vhere a corporation and its president , eng:aged ill the introduction into com-
merce and in the offer , sale, and distribution therein of wood products-

(a) ::lisbrp.nded certain of said products within the intcnt and meaning of the
'Vool Pl'OdnctR Labeling- Ad and the rules and regulations promulgate!l
thereulHler in that. labelerl "100% 'YDO!." they contained no '; woo1" as there
defined , but were composed, cxclusiye of ornamentation 110t exceeding 5 per-
cent of their total fiber weight , of " repro essed \yoo)"

(b) Misbranded said products, thus labeled. in that their constituent fibers and
the percentages thereof werc not shown on the tnp:s or labels I)s required hy
said Act and ruleR, etc.

(c) ::lisbranded certain of said products in that there was not sbo\vn on the
labels attached thereto the legal Ilame of the manufactnrer, or of a person
authorized by f:aW Act to affx stamps , tags , labels , etc.

(d) )lisbranderl certain of said pl")(lncts in that the con.--tituent fibers of their
interlinings and the percentages thereof were Bot separately set forth ami
segregated upon tags or labels attached thereto , as required by said Ad:

(e) Misbranded certain of said products under said Act in that there were not
set forth Hnd segreg.uted upon the Inbels or tagi' attached to the Jinin-?s

\vhich IHllllOl'ted to contain wool. ren:;ed woo!. or reprocessed wool , the l:on"
stitueut fibers anel their verl:elltages, exdnsiye of ornamentation not exceeu-
ing 5 percent of their total fiber \veight; allel

(f) With intent to violate the proYisiol1s of :'mifl Act, caused and participated
in the removal or mutilation of stamps , tags , labels , and otl1er means of iden-
tification which had heen affxed to said wool IJl'otlucts and purported t.o
cont.ain the informatiun required by said Act.:

With the result that said products , whell offered and :wld by them at their place
of husiness , did not have nffxed thercto the stamps. etc.. containing the infor-
mation required by said Act rlld rules anu regulations:

Hr.d I'hat such acts and pradiCes , nnder the circumstances set out , were all to
t.he prejudiee of the puhlic and in yiolation of the .Wool Products Labeling
Act of HJ30 and the rules and regulatiolls proJUulga1ed thereunder, and
constitute!l unfair and dpccptiye acts and practices in commerce.

Before ill?'. lVilliam L. Pack hen ring examiner.

111')'. Jesse D. l( a.sh for the Commission.
Shrllre 1JdeT of New York City, for respondents.

COJ\fPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federa1 Trade Commission Act
and the .Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, and by virtue of the
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authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade C0111mission
having reason to believe that Richmond Garment Company, Inc.
a corporation , and Sol Rosenbloorn , individually and as an offcer of
said corporation , have violated the provisions of said Acts and the
rules and regulations promulgated under the 'V 001 Products Labeling
Act of 1939 , 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 respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Richmond Garment Company, Inc. , is
01 corporation organizecl , existing. alHl doing- business under and by
virtue of the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia , ,vith its principal
place of business at 11 ?\orth Seventh Street in the City of Richmond
Virginia. Respondent Sol Rosenbloom is the President of said cor-
poration , and in such capacity he formulates and executes its policies
and practices. I-lis business address is the same as that of said
corporation.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to January 1 , 194:5 respondents have il1tro-
dllce,d into comllerce and offered for sale , solcl and distributed in
commerce, as comlnerce" is defined in 'V 001 Proclucts Labeling Act
of 1939, wool products , as "wool products" are defined therein.

PAR. ;-t Ce1'tain of said wool products '''ere rnisbranded within the
intent and meaning of the said Act and the Rules and R,egulations
promulgated thereundcL in that they were falsely ancl deceptively
labeled with respect to the fibers and the percentages thereof of which
they were composed exclusive of ornamentation not exceeding five

percentum of their total fiber weigbt \ as ;; 100% wool " whereas in truth

and in fact said products eontained no "wooF' as the term is defined
in said Act, but were cornposecl, exclusive of ornamentation not ex-
('eeding five, percentllll of their total fiber weighL of " reprocessed
wool" as the term is defined in said Act. The said wool products so
labeled were further misbranded in that their constituent fibers and
the percentages thereof were not shown on the tags or la.bels thereon as
required by sRid Act , in the manner and i'orm requ.ired by the said
Rules and Regulahons, since in truth Hnd in fact said products

we1'e cornposed , exclusive of orllamentatiOlL whol1)' of ' l'epl'ocessed
wool" as that term is c1efined in said Act.

Certain of the said wool products "were misbranded in that the legal
narne of the manufacturer thereof or a per on required or authorized

by said Act to affx st.amps , tags , labels, or othe.l' meHIlS of identification
thereto, was not shown on the labels attached thereto as required
by said Act and in the manner and form required by aid Ru1es and
Regulations, nor was there so shown in lieu thereof a registered identi-
fication number as permitted by sajd Rules and R.egulations.
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Certain of said wool products were misbranded in that the con-
stitllent fibers of their interlinings and the percentages the,recf were
not separately set forth and segregated as required by said Act, and
in the manner and form required by said Rules and Regulations
upon the tags or labels attached thereto.

Certain of said wool products -were misbranded in that there were
not set forth and segregated upon the labels or tags attached thereto
the constituent fibers and their percentages , exclusive of ornamenta-
tion not exceerling five percentnm of their total fiber ight of the

linings , purporting to contain ool. reusecl 'wool : or l'eprocesse(l wool
of said products , as required by said c\.ct and in t.he manner and form
required by the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder.

PAR. 4. Certain '\'"001 products

, ,,

hen received by respondents at
their place of bm,jness , hnd affxed thereto stamps, tags , In bels , or other
means of identificntion pnrporting to contain the infonnation re
quired by t.he IVool Product.s Labeling Act of 193\!. After said wool
products -were delivered to the respondents at their said plnce of'
business as aforesaid , and before they er(' offered for sale or sold by
respondents to the public , said respondents caused and participated in
the removal of somB anc1the mutilation of ot.hers of the said stamps
tags, labels : and other means of identification with intent to "iolate
t.he provisions of the '1"001 Products Labeling Act of 1939. .As a
result of respondent' s said ads and practices in removing and mutilat-
ing sRiel stamps , tags , labels : nnd other means of ic1entificfltion affxed
to said wool products said wool products , when offered for sa)e and
sold hy respondent to the public at their place of business , did not haye
affxed thereto stamps , tngs , labels , or other means of identification con-
taining the information reqnired by said Act al1d HIlles and
Regulat.i ons.

PAR. 5. The aforesaid acts : practices, and methods of respondents as
aDeged were and are in violation of Sections 3 , ,:1, fllHl 5 of the 'Vool
Products Labeling Act of 19;jO and H111es 2 , l:i, and 24 of the Rules
and Regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair and
deceptive. acts or practices in COllnnerce within the intent and meaning
of the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION OF THE C0111\ISSroX

Pursuant to Rule XXII of the Commission s Bules of Practice

and as set forth in the Commission s '; Decision of the Commission
and Order t.o Fi1e Report, of Compliance , dated December 2!1 : H)51
t.he initial decision in the instant, matter of Hearing Exa,l1iner 'Vil-
Jiam L. Pack, as set out as follows : became on that elate the decision
of the Commissioll.
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IXTTIAL DECISION BY 'VILLL\M L. PACK , HEAH!XG EXA1\IINF,R

Pursuant to the provisions of the, Federal Trnde Commission Act
a.nd the ",Yonl Products Labeling Ad of 1939 , and hy virtue of the
authority vesteel in it by those Acts, the Fede.ral Trade COlTllnissjon
on :MHl'ch 12 19;'51 , issued and subsequent1y served its complaint in
this proceeding upon the respondents named in the caption hereof
charging them vi- ith the use of unfair a,nc1 deceptive acts and pra.c-
tices in commerce in violation of the provisions of those Acts. There-
after, responclentsfiled an ans\'\er in \,hich they admitted all of the
material allegations of fact in the complaint and \Vaived all jnter-
vening procedure and further hearings as to snch facts. Subsequently,
the procec(ling regularly came, on for final consideration by the above
muned JH-aring examiner , theretofore dilly designatec1 by the Commis-
sion , upon the cOlnplaint and an5\,e1', and thp hearing examiner , hav-
ing duly considererl the record herein , finds that thi proceeding is ill
the interest of the public. and makes the foJIml'ing findings as to the
facts; C01\(:1113ion drawn therefrom aJl(l order:

FIXDIXGS AS TO THE L\CTS

\n.I,;nAP1T 1. Respondent Richmond Gnnnent. Company, Inc. , is
n corporation organized , existing and tloing bllsines.:: under and by
virtue of the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia , \\ith its principal
place of business at 11 Xorth Seypnth Street in the city 01 RichmOJHl

Virginia. Hespollelent Sol Rosenb 100m is President. of the corporation

and in such capacity formulat.es and executes its policies a,nd prac-
tices.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to Jnllllnry 1 , 1943 , respondents haye introduced
into commerce, anel offere(l for snle sold and dist.ributecl in com-
meTce , ns ""commerce " is defined in the 'V 001 Products Labeling Act

of 1989 , wool products. as "wool products" are defined therein.
\H. 3. Certain of snch \yool products "-ere misbranded within the

inte.nt and meaning of said --\ct and the Rllles ane1 Regulations promul-
gated thereunder, in that they "Were labeled " 1 00 tj;-. \Tool " vdlereas

a('tunlly snch prodncts contained no ': wooF as the tenn is defined in
said Act , but \yere compost'(l. exchlsive of ornamentation not ex-
ceeding five perCeJltlll1 of their total fiber \\eight of " reprocessed
--ool" as tlw term is (lefined in said Act.

The \yool pro(lncts so labeled \\-ere fnriller Inisbranded in that their
c.onstituent f-ber an(l the pel'C'cnhlges thereof were not shown on the
tags or Jabels on s11ch products as reqnire(l by said Act. in 1he manner
and fonn required by sai(l Rllles and Regulations, since, as stated
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such products were composed, exclusive of ornament-at, ion , "ho11y or
reprocessed wool."
Certain of such wool products were misbranded in that the legal

name of the manufacturer thereof , or of a person required or author-
ized by said Act. to affx st.amps , tags , labels or ot.her means of identi-
fication io sueh products

, "'

as not shorvll on the labels attached thereto
as required by said Act and in the manner anel form required by said
Rules and Regulations, nor was there so shown in lieu thereof a
registered identifieation number as permitted by said RnJes and
Regulat.ions.

Certain of such wooJ products were misbranded ill that the con-
stituent fibers of their interlinings and the percentages thereof were
not separately set forth and segregated as rccluired by said Act, and
in the manner nnel form required by saiel Rules and Reguhtions, upon
the tags or labels at.tached t.o such products.

Certain of such wool products were misbranded in that there ,vere
not set forth and segregated upon the labels or tags attached thereto
tbe constituent fibers and their percentages \ exclusive of ornamenta-
tion not exceeding five percent.mn of their total fiber weighL of the
linings of such products , which linings purported to contain "001
reused wool or reprocessed wool : as required by said Act and in the
manner and form requiretl by said Rules and Regulations.

PAn. 4. Certain wool products : when reeeivecl by respondents at
their pInee of busine : had affed thereto stamps, tags, Jabels, 01'
other means of identification purporting to contain the information
required by the Wool Products Labeling Act of 19:19. Howcver
before such products were oflered for sale and sold by respondents to
the public , respondents caused and participated in the removal of
some and the mutilation of others of said stamps, tags , labels , and
other meaIlS of identification, witb intent to violate the provisions

of said Act. As a result of respondents : acts, such products, when
offered for sRle and sold to t.he public by respondents at. t.heir p1ace
of business, did not haye affxed thereto stamps, tags , labels , or other
means of identification containing the information l'eqnil'ed by said
Act and Rules and Regulations.

CONCLUSION

The a.cts and practices of respondents : as hereinaboye seL out, are
all to the prejudice of the public a.nd are in violation of the 'Vool

Prodnct.s Labeling Act. of 1iJ:1fJ and t.he Rules anel Regulat.ions pro-
mulgated thereunder : and constitute unfair and deceptive acts and
practices in commerce within the intent a.nd meaning of the Federal
Trade Commission Act.
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ORDER

It is ordered That the respondents , Ric1nnoncl Garment Company,
, a corporatjon and its offcers , and Sol Rosenbloom , individually

and as an ofIcer of said corporation , and respondents ' agents , repre-
sentatives and e.nployees , directly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection .with the introduction into commerce or the
offering for sale. sale. 01' distribution in conlmerce" as "commerce
is defined in the aforesaid Ads of wool products , as such products are
defined in and subject to the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939
which products contain , purport to contain , 01' in any way are rep-
resented as containing "woolt " reprocessed wool, " or "reused woolt
as those terms are defined in sa,ic1 .Act , do forthwith cease and desist
frOln misbranding slich products:

1. By using the unqualified word dwool" to designate or describe

the constit.nent fibers of any product , when such fibers are not in fact
ool as defined in the \Yool Prodncts LabelilJg Act of 1939.
2. J3y failing to affx secl1re1y to or place. on such products a stamp,

tag, label or other lleans of identification showing in a clear and
eOllsplCllOllS manner.

(a) The pereell!"ge uf the tota1 fiber weight of such wool product
xelusive of ornamentation not exceeding live per centum of said total

fiber weight , of (1) ,yool , (2) reprocessed wool, (3) reused wool, (4)
eaeh fiber othcl' than '1'001 ,yhere said percentage' by weight of such
fiber is five, pel' eentnrn or more , and (5) the aggrega.te of all other

fibers.
(b) The maxillum percentage of the total weight of snch wool

product of any llonfibrolls loading, fining: or aclulte.rating matter.
(c) The name or the registered identification number of the manu-

facturer of sueh wool product , or of one or more persons engaged in
introducing- such wool product into comlneree or in the offering for

sale , sale , 01' llistributioll thereof in commerce. as " C0I11nCl'Ce " is de-

fined in the Federa1 Trade Commission Aet and the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1U:JU.

(d) The constituent fibers
separately set forth on said

thereto.
(e) The constituent fibers. with percentages thereof , of the linings

of sueh wool products , separately set forth on such identifying Inarks
or labels atta,ched to sllch wool products , where sueh linings purport
to contain wool reused ,Yool or reprocessed wool.

Provided That the foregoing provisions concerning misbranding"

shal1not be constrned to prohibit. acts permiUed by paragraphs (a)

of interJining of sHch wool produc.ts

identifying marks or labels attached
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and (b) of section :J of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939; and
provided lurthel' that nothing contained in this order shall be eon-
strued as limiting any applicable provisions of said Act or the Rules
and Regulations prolTlUlgatecl thereul1(ler.

It is lUl'thCl' onlered That said respondents and their offcers , reprc-
sentatives , a.gents , and employees , as aforesaid , directly or through any
corporate or other device, in connection \yith the purchase, offering
for sale, sale , or distribution of "wool products" as such products arc
defined in and subject to the Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, do
forthwith cease and desist. from causing or participating in the re-
moval or mutilation of any stamp, tag, label , or other means of identi-
fication affxed to any slich " ool product" pursuant to the ,Vool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939 , with intent to violate the provisions of

said Act, and whicll stamp, tag, label or other means of identification
purports to contain all or any part of the information required by said
Act.

OHDEIl TO FILE REPOHT OF COl\PLL\NCE

It i8 ordered That the respondents herein shall , within sixty (60)
days after service I1pon them of this order , file 'ivith the Commission
a report in 1\riting setting forth in detail the manner and form in
which they have complied ". ith the order to cease and desist las re-
quired by said declaratory decision and order of December 1951J.




