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Among such mlsbranded wool pxoducts, but not limited thereto,
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ceeding —— per centum of said total fiber weight, of (1) wool; (2) re-
processed wool; (3) 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.
Par. 11. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth in

Paragraphs Nlne and Ten were, and are, in v101at10n of the \Vool
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(1) By representing the fibers as all silk or all rayon when other
fibers were represented (C. 3) ;? '

(2) By failing to disclose the true percentage of fibers present
by weight and by failing to use the true generic name of the fibers
present (C. 4); ' '

(8) Using trademarks without using the generic name in lettering
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necessary since an order acramst respondents’, 1nd1v1dually, would
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newal motion is also denied for all the reasons originally stated.

The Efvidentiamﬁ)roblems and, the Reasons for Their Resolutinm
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cumstances to ‘determine the fabric content (Tr. 315, et seq.), the
action was deemed appropriate.
In one instance the mvestwator stated that the assistant buyer
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7. Respondents have conducted, as aforesaid, what is primarily a

surplus fine-fabric retail and wholesale business. On the buying end,
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and because Mr. Myerson could not state whether or not the swatches
of cloth were his (Tr. 235), the records of Mr. Suggs were accepted
(Tr. 247). From the analysis above we find that two of the four

Ancoin sambles were mislabeled. one labeled as “all silk” (CX 24,
d

33). Each of these samples was sold and shipped in interstate com-
merce (CX 26).

Field Investigation at Kansas City, Missour:

95. Paul G. Orloff, an investigator for the Bureau of Textiles
and Furs of the FTC, conducted an inspection at Leiter’s Fabrics
store in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 10, 1967 (Tr. 251-56).
During the course of that inspection he secured a piece of fabric
(CX 36), which bore a label (CX 88) (Tr. 256-57). The label was
marked “Made in France” and Mr. Orloff in ink made a note “PTD

Tereal”. This has been scratched out (Tr. 257). Mr. Orloff identified
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ing} advertising, or otherwise identifving anv textile fiber prod-
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2. Failing to affix a stamp, tag, label or other means of identi-
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