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compa,red price in good faith for a reasonably substantial period

of time in the regular recent course of its business.
It i8 IllTtl16T oTdeTed That respondent Giant Food Inc. , shaJl , "ithin

sixty (60) days after service upon it of this order, file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which it, has cOlnplied with the order to cease and desist con-
tained herein.

Commissioner :.\!acIntyre does not concur Iyjth the act.ion of the
Commission in this instance. His vim,s on the issues raised by re.
spondent's motion , which lmvc been iully set :fortll in his statements of
non- concurrence in Olinton lVatch Oompany, et al. (Docket 7434 , Or.
der on Petition to Reopen Proceeding, Febnulry 17, 1964) (G4 F.
1443J, The Reg.ina COj'poration (Docket 8323 , Ordor Reopening Pro-
ceeding and Iodifying Cease and Desist Order , April 7 , 19Gcl) ((;5

C. 246J and his statement on the issuance of the Revised Guides
Aga2nst Deceptive P1"icing issued .T anunry S , 1964 , need no repetition
here.

Ix THE 1L\TTEH OF

CARPET DISTRIBrTORS , Fe. , DOl::G Bl'SI:\ESS AS
DELTA CARPET MILLS ET AL.

COXSE T oRDEn ETC. , l:K ImCAHD TO THE J..LLEGED VIOLATION OF THE FED-
ERAL TRADE C0l1IJnSS10N Arm THE TE:STILE FIBER l'TIOIYCCTS IDENTIFICA-
TIOX ..I..CTS

Docket 0-801,. ComplaInt , Aug. 19G- JJeci8ion, Attg. , 1961,

Consent order relluirillg" Los
its textile fiber pl"o(ll1cts.
are not misbranded.

Angeles C'flrpet distributors to cease misbranding
and furnishing ffllsc guaranties that its products

COl\IPLc\lXT

Pursnant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Pl'o(luc.ts Identificat.ion Act. , and by virtue of
the authority yestec1 in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission
having l'eflS n to belim'e tllat. Cnrpet Distributor::, Inc. , a corporation
doing business as D lta Carpet +iills , and Jlllins Fuchs , il1c1i'dc1llal1y
and as a former offccr of a.icl corporation , hereinafter referred to as
respondents , have violated the provisions of said Acts and the R.llles
and Regulat.ions promulgatec1uncler the Textile Fiber Prodncts Ide,
tifjcation Act, and it appearing to t.he Commission thnt a proc.eec1ing
by it in respect thereof \\oulcr be in the pub1ic interest, hereby issues
its complaint stating its cJlarges in that respect as follows:
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PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Carpet Distributors, Inc. , 18 fl corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virt118 or the
la,ys of the State of California.

Individuall'csponc1ent .Julius Fuchs \YflS an ofFicer of the corporate
respondent and forml11atec1 directed and rontl'oJ1ecl the flct , practices

and policies of the corporate rc po!Hlent inrllH1ing the aets and prac-
tices complained of herein.

The corporate respondent is a distributor of t.extile fiber products
namely, carpets , with its offce and principal p1&cc or ullsiuess 10c1tec1
at 1212 East 58th Street, Los Angeles , California.

Individual respondent , Julius Fuchs has hif3 offce. and principal
place or business at 1812 South Flo-wer Street, Los Angeles , Califol'llitl.

\R. 2. Subsequent to the e!feeti,-e date of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act. on Iarc.h 8 , 19GO respondents have been en-
gaged in the introducFon r1eli,' cl'Y for in1roclllction , sale , achertising
and offering for sale in commerce. nnc1 in the transportat.ion or cau3ing

to be. transported in commerce , rmd the importation into the 1Jnited
St.ate of textile fiber products; and have sold , offered for sale, ad"\er-

tiseel , deliYereel trnnsportec1 and cansed t.o be t.rfln5portec1 , textile libel'
products which ha.ve. been ac1yertised or otlerecl for sale ill COl1111ll'C'

and have sold , offered for sale , i1c1vertisecl c1eh'i' erec1 transported ctnd

cRnsec1 to be tn1nS1Joriec1 , after shipment in commcrce tC':\t de fiber

products either in their orir!:innl state: or contained in other textile

fiber products , as the tenns " ('!)ml1erce : :1J1d "t('xti1e fiber procluct: are
defined in the Textile Fiber Products Idelltification ).\ct.

P .,\R. 3. Certain of said textile fiber products '''ere misbl'anclecl by

respondents in that there "\as not on or affxed to sflid textile fiber
products any stamp, tag label or other means of identification sho\'il1g
the required information in violation of Section .1 (b) of the Textile
Fiber Proc1ncts Identification Act.

\R. 4. Respondents have iurnished their ('l tomcrs \yith false : -'nar-

ant1es that certain of their textile fibeT products ,ye1'' not mi brandec1

or falsely invoiced by falsely representing: in \\Tit.inr2" on inyo1ces that

respondents had filed a eont inning f:'uanmty lmc1er the Text.ile Fiber
Products I(l('ntification Act yith t.he Federal Trade Commission. in

violation of Rule 38(d) 01 the Hules and Regubtions under !:;nic1 --1ct

and Section 10 (b) of such Ael.
m. 5. Certain of said textile fiber products \,,ere. mishl'llc1ec1 in

violation of t.he Textile Fiber Products Identificntion Act 1n that they
1\ere not Jabelecl ill accordance \,ith the Rules an(1 Hegubtions pro
mulgatec1 thereunder ill the following respects:
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1. In disclosing the required fiber content or Cel'hlin texLile fiber

products, mnnely, floor coverings, containing exempted backings, fill-

jngs or paddings, responclents failed to set forth that such disclosures
related only to the face: pile or outer surIace of the floor coverings and
not to tIlC exempted backing, filling, or padding in violation of B,ule
11 or the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act.

:2. on-required information and representations on labels inter-
fered '\yjth minimized, detracteel rrom , and conflcted ,,,ith the re.
fjl1ired infornmtion on such labels, in violation of Rule 16(c) of the
stdc1 Rules and Regulations.

3. Samples , swatches , or specimens of textile fiber products used
to promote or ef!'ect sales of such textile fiber products , were not labeled
to sho" their respective fiber contents nnd other required informntion
in violation of Rule 21 (a) of thc aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

\R. 6. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth here, were
ill violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act and the
Rules and R.egulations thereunder; and constituted , and nm,- con-
stitute , unfair and deceptive acts and practices and lUlfair mctl1o(ls or
competit.ion , in commerce, within the intent and meaning of the Fed-
end Trade Commission Act..

DECISION AXD ORDER

The Commission hft vlng heretofore determined to issue its complaint
charging the respondents muned in tbe caption hereof ydth violarion
of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act , and the respondents having been sen-ed with notice
of said determination and with a copy of t.he complaint the Commission
intended to issue , together with a proposed form of order: and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having t.hereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, all admi.3sion by
respondents of all the jurisdict.ional facts set forth in the complaint to
issue herein , a statement that the signing of sHiel agreement is for set-
tlement purposes only and does not constit.ute all admission by respond-
ents that the la,,, has been violnted s set forth ill such complaint
and wai,-ers and provisions as required b:v the Commission s rules; and

The C01lmissiol1 j having considered the agreement , hereby accepts
same issues its complaint ill the form contemplated by said agreement
makes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the follmying
order:

1. Respondent Carpet Distributors , Inc. , is a corporation , organized
e:dsting and doing business ull(1er and by virtue or the In,ys of the State
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of California , with its offce and principal place of business located at
1212 East 58th Street, in the city of Los Angeles , State of California.

Respondent Julius Fuchs is a former offcer of said corporation and
his address is 1812 South Flower Street, in the city of Los Angeles
State of California.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and t.he proceeding
is in the publie interest.

ORDER

It is orde'ped That the respondents Carpet Distributors , Inc. , a cor-

poration, doing business as Delta Carpet l\fills and its offcers , and
Julius Fuchs , individual1J' and as a former offcer of said corporation
and respondents ' representatives , agents and employees , directly or
through any corporate or other elm- ice , ill connection with the intro-
duction, delivery for introduction, sale, advertising, or offering for
sale, in COll11l1CrCe , or the transportation or causjng to be transported
in commerce , or the importation into the United States of any textile
fiber product; or ill connection \lith of he saJc , offering for sale , advertis-
ing, dc1ivery, transportation, or causing to be transported, of any

textile fiber product , \rh ch has been c1 \-cl'tisetl 01' offered fOl' sale 111

commerce; or in connection \lith the sale , oilcring for sale , a.clvertis-

ing, delivery, transport.ation , or causing to be tra,nsportecl , after ship.
Inent in commerce , of any textile fiber product , \,hether in its original
state 01' contained in other textile fiber products , as the terms "com-

merce" and "textile fiber product" are defined in the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act , do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. )Iisbl'anding textile fiber products by:
1. .Failing to afRx lalJels to sueh te:;tile fiber pl'odll ts sho\\-

ing each element of infonnation required to be disclosed by
Section 4(b) ofthe Textile .\ct.

2. Failing to set forth that the required disclosure as to

the fiber content of floor con:rings relates only to the face
pile , or outer surface, of such pl'oducts and not to exenlpted
backings, fillings , or puddings 'when sHeh is the case.

3. Setting forth on labels non- required information \,,hich
interleres \,,ith , minimizes , detracts from, or confiicts \,ith

infonnatioll required by Spction 4- (b) of the Textile Fiber

Prodllets Identification Act.
4. Fa.iling to affx labels showing the respective fiber con-

tent a.nd other reCJuirec1 information to samples , swatches and

specimens of textile fibm' products subject to the aforesaid
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Act ,,,hich are used to promote or effcct sales or snch textile
fiber products.

B. Furnishing raJsc guaranties that textile fiber products are
not misbranded or otherwise misrepresented under the provisions
of the Text;Jc Fiber Products Identification Act.

It is jruTthe1' onleTed That t.he respondel1t hcrein shall , ,,,ithin sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file ", ith tbe Com-
mission a report. in '\Titing settIng forth in detail the manner and
form in "hich they ha,Te corn plied -with this order.

IN THE 1\1A TTER OF

IRENE STONE TRADING AS HtENE OF NEW YORK ET AL.

CONSEXT oRnEn, ETC. , IN HEG,\I:i) TO TIm ALLEGED VIOLA'l'IO:\ OF THE
FEDERl\.L TRADE C(DnnSSION AXD THE FQ1 PROD"(CTS Iu\BELIXG ACTS

Docket 0-805. Oompla' int , Aug. 5, 196-4-Decision , Aug. , 1964

Consent onler requiriIJg fl Kew York City manufacturing furrier and her offce
manager to cease violating the Fur Products I-.abeling Act by such prflctices
as failng, in labeling and invoicing, to show the true animal name of fur
used in a fur pl'Odlll' , to llisl'ose ,,'hen fur was art.ificially colored , and ,,-hen
fur products contained cl1eap or waste fur; failng", in invoicing, to sbo,"v
the country of origin of imported furs, invoicing furs improperly as "Ameri-
can Broadtail " anel failng to use the terms "Dyed I3roadtaiHJlocci.sed
Lamb" and "Xntnral" wbere required; and failing to comply in otbcr re-
spects 'vitb requirements of tbe Act.

COJIPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tra.de Commission Act
and the Fur Products LabeJing Act and by virtue of the ,mthority
vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission having rea-
son to believe that Irene Stone, a,n individual trading as Irene of New
York a,nel Rose Potruch , an indivichml ancl employee of Irene of New'
York, hereinafter referred to as respollc1ents have violated the pro-
visions of so.iel Acts and the R.llles and Regulations promulgated under
the Fur Products Labeling Act, and it. appe U'ing to the Commi sion
that a, proceeding by it ill respect thereof Ivould be in the pubJic in-
terest, hereby issues its complaint. stating its charges in that respect as
fo11mys:

PAR.-\GRAPH 1. Respondent Irene Stone is an incljyjc1l1al trading as
Irene of K ew York.
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Respondent Rose Pot-rueh is an jndivic1l1al employed by said above
respondent as offce manager. She is responsible for the information
placed on sales invoices and the labels attached by the firm to its
products.

Respondent Irene Stone is a manufacturer of fur products ,vith
her offce and principal place of Dllsiness located at 16 East 3:2nc1

Street, Xe\y York , Nmy York. Respondent 110se Potrl1ch is employed
at. said address.

PAIL 2. Subsequent to the enectin date of the Fnr Products Label-
i.ng \.ct on August 8 , 19;):2. l'cspoll(lents have bCPll flld arc nmy en-
gaged in the int.roduction into (;01111er('c, and in the manufacture

for introduction into commerce , anc1in the sale, advertising, and of-
fering for sa1e in commerce, fmd jn the tnllspol'tatioll anc1 rlistribn-
tion in commerce: of fur products; and have manllJactul'ed for .c:ille

sold , adverti ec1 , oflered for sale , transported and (1istl'ibntec1 fur pmcl-
11('1s "\yhieh 11aye been made in whole or in p:1lt of fur:3 which haye
been shipped and recein'c1 in commerce , as the t.erms " commerce

flU' ' and " fur prodnef :ll'e defined ill the F111' Product:: Labeling
Act.

\R. g. Certain of said fill' proc1l1ct \yore misiJl'flllL1'-'cl ill that tIle
werB not hbeled as requLred uncler the proyisions of Section -1(:2)

of the Fur Proc1l1cts LalJPJing Act and in the manner and form pre-
scribed by the Hllh s and Jiegnlations pronmlgnted thereunder.

Among snch misbranc1ed fill' products , but llot limited thereto , \1-ere
fur products \\' ith labels \yhic.h failed:

1. To shmy the 1l'118 aninwl naTne of the fur llsed in the fur pro(luct.
2. To di close that the fur contflinecl jn the :fur product was bleached

dyed , or otherwise artificially colored , \yhen sneh \Yfl3 the. :fact.

3. To shOlY that the fur product \yas compo3ed ill \\"11o!e or in snb-

Stantial part of pa,y. , tajls bellies , 01' W,lStE', fur , \Then such \yas the
fact.

AR. 4-. Certain of said fnr products \yere misbl'allded in yjolation

of the Fur Products LabeJing Act in that they 'were not labeled in
accordance ''lith R:ules and Regulations promnlgated thereunder 
the folJo\\- jng rcspects:

(a) The c1i:3c1osure tlJat ful' proc111ct \yel'C composed in "\\"11010 or 

sllb tantial pa.rt of pa\Ys , tails , bellies : sicle , flanks , gilJs , ears , throats

hends , scrap piece's or \Taste fur , \\Jwre l'eqnil'ed , \yitS not set. i'orth on

labels, in violation of Hule 2C1 of said l:\ules and Hegulatiolls.
(b) Information required nndel' Section 4:(2. ) 01 the I; ur Prodncts

Labeling Act nnd the Rules and Reguhtions promn1gated thcl'eun(ler




