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rights or privileges to be divested be sold or transferred, directly
or indirectly, to any person who is at the time of the divestiture
an officer, director, employee or -agent of, or under the control or
direction of, Mississippi River Corporation or any of its sub-
gidiaries or affiliates, or who owns or controls, directly or in-
directly, more than one (1) percent of the outstanding shares of
voting stock of Mississippi River Corporation, or any of its sub-
sidiaries or affiliates. ‘

It is further ordered, That for a period of ten (10) years re-
spondent shall cease and desist from acquiring, directly or in-
dlrectly, without the prior approval of the Federal Trade Com-
mission, the whole or any part of the share capital or other assets
of any corporation engaged in the sale of ready-mixed concrete
or concrete products within respondent’s present or future market-
ing area for portland cement or which purchased in excess of
10,000 barrels of portland. cement in any of the five (5) years
precedlng the merger.

It is further ordered, That respondent shall, Wlthm s1xty (60)
days from the date of servxce of this order and every sixty (60)
days thereafter until dlvestlture is fully effected, submit to the
Commission a detailed written report of its actions, plans, and
progress in complying with the divestiture provisions of this
order, and fulfilling its objectives. All reports shall include, among
other things that will be from time to time required, a summary
of all contacts and negotiations with potential purchasers of the
stock, assets, properties, rights or privileges to be divested under
this order, the identity of all such potential purchasers, and
copies of all written communications to and from such potential
purchasers,

Commissioner MacIntyre not participating.

IN THE MATTER OF
J. C. BEST, INC., ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE TEXTILE FIBER PRODUCTS
IDENTIFICATION ACTS

Docket C-1535. Complaint, May 22, 1969—Decision, May 22, 1969

Consent order requiring a Braintree, Mass., retailer of rugs and carpeting
to cease misbranding and falsely advertising its textile fiber products.
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COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission
Act and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and by
virtue of the authorlty vested in it by said Acts, the Federal
Trade Commlssmn havmg reason to beheve that J. C. Best, Inc.,
a corporation, and David S. Levme, 1nd1v1dually and as an officer
of said corporation, herelnafter referred to as respondents, have
violated the provisions of sald Acts and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated under the Textile Fiber Prodicts Identifica-
tion Act and it appearing to the Commlsswn that a proceeding
by it in respect thereof would be in the pubhc interest, hereby
issues its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent J C. Best, Inc,, is a corporatlon orga-
~ nized, existing and ‘doing business ‘under “and by v1rtue of the

laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. - :

Respondent David S. Levine is an officer of said corporate
respondent. He formulates, directs and controls the acts, practices
and policies of said corporate respondent, 1nclud1ng the acts,
practlces and policies hereinafter set forth. -

Respondents are engaged in the retail sale of rugs and carpet-
ing, with their office and principal place of business located at
845 Granite Street, Braintree, Massachusetts.

PAR. 2. Respondents are now and for some time last past have
been, engaged in the introduction, delivery for introduction, manu-
facture for introduction, sale; advertising, and offering for sale
in commerce, and in the transportation or causing to be trans-
ported in commerce, and in the importation into the United States,
of textile fiber products; and have sold, offered for sale, adver-
tised, delivered, transported and caused to be transported, textile
fiber products, which have been advertised or offered for sale in .
commerce; and have sold, offered for sale, advertised, delivered,
transported and caused to be transported, after shipment in com-
merce, textile fiber products, either in their original -state or con-
tained in other textile fiber products; as the terms ‘“commerce”
and “textile fiber product” are defined in the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act.

PAR. 3. Certain of said textile fiber products were mlsbranded
by respondents in that they were not stamped, tagged, labeled, or
otherwise identified as required under the provisions of Section
4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and in
the manner and form as prescribed by the Rules and Regulations
promulgated under said Act.
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Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto, were numerous rolls of carpeting which contained no
labels.
 PAR. 4. Certain of sald textlle fiber products were mlsbranded
in violation of the Textile Flber Products Identification Act
in that they were not labeled in accordance with the Rules and
Regulatlons promulgated thereunder in that in dlsclosmg the re-
quired fiber content information as to floor coverings containing
exempted backings, fillings, or paddmgs, such disclosure was not
made in such. a manner as to indicate that such required fiber
content information related only to the face, pile or outer surface
of the ﬂoor covering and not to the backmg, ﬁlhng or paddlng,
in v1olat10n of Rule 11 of the aforesaxd Rules and Regulatlons

PAR. 5 Certain of said textlle fiber products were falsely and
deceptively advertised in that respondents in making dlsclosures
or implications as to the ﬁber content of such textile fiber prod-
uets. in written advertlsements used to aid, promote and to as-
sist, directly or 1nd1rectly, in.the sale or oﬁ‘ermg for sa'.le of said
products, failed to set forth the requlred 1nformat10n as. to fiber
content as specified by Section 4(c) of the Textlle Fiber Products
Identification Act and in the manner and form prescrlbed by the
Rules and Regulations under said Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively advertised textile fiber
products, but not limited thereto, were carpets which were falsely
and deceptively advertised in “The Boston Globe,” “The Record
American” and “The Boston Advertiser,” newspapers published
in the city of Boston, Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and hav-
ing a wide circulation in said State and various other States of
the United States, in that the said textile fiber products were
advertised by means of the fiber trademark “Herculon” without
the aforesaid required information being set forth. '

PAR. 6. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of
similar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein,
respondents falsely and deceptively advertised textile fiber prod-
ucts in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act
in that said textile fiber products were not advertised in accord-
ance with the Rules and Regulations thereunder in the followmg
respect:

1. In disclosing the required fiber content information as to
floor coverings containing exempted backings, fillings, or pad-
dings, such disclosure was not made in such a manner as to indi-
cate that such required fiber content information related only to
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the face, pile, or outer surface of the floor covering and not to the
backing, filling, or padding, in violation of Rule 11 of the afore-
said Rules and Regulations.

- 2. A fiber trademark was used in advertising textile ﬁber prod-

ucts without a full disclosure of the fiber content information
required by the said Act and the Rules and Regulations there-
under in at least one instance in the said advertisement, in viola-
tion of Rule 41 (a) of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.
- 3. A fiber trademark was used in advertising textile fiber prod-
ucts: containing only one fiber and such fiber trademark did not
appear at least once in the said advertisement, in immediate
proximity and .conjunction with the generi¢ name of ‘the fiber in
plainly legible and conspicuous type, in v1olat10n of Rule 41(¢)
of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 7. The acts-and practices of respondents as set forth above
were, and are, in violation of the:Textile Fiber Products Identi-
fication Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under, and constituted, and> now constitute unfair methods of
competition and unfair and deceptive acts and practices, in com-
merce, under the Federal Trade Commlssmn Act. ’

" DECISION AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investiga-
tion of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in
the caption hereof, and the respondents having been furnished
thereafter with a copy of the draft of complaint which the Bureau
of Textiles and Furs proposed to present to the Commission for
its consideration and which, if issued by the Commission, would
charge respondents with violation of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-
after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an ad-
mission 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 complaint, and waivers and other pro-
visions as required by the Commission’s Rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and
having determined that it had reason to believe that the re-
spondents have violated the said Acts, and that complaint should
issue stating its charges in that respect, and having thereupon
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accepted the executed consent agreement and placed such agree-
ment on the public record for a period of thirty (30)days, now in
further conformity with the procedure prescribed in § 2.34(b) of
its Rules, the Commission hereby issues its complaint, makes
the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the followmg
order:

1. Respondent J. C. Best, Inc., is a corporation orgamzed
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, with its office and principal
place. of business located at 845 Granite Street, Braintree,
Massachusetts.

Respondent David S. Levme is an officer of sald corporatlon
and his address is the same as that of said corporation.-

2. The Federal Trade Commission has.jurisdiction of the sub-
ject matter of the proceeding and of the respondents, and the
proceeding i 1s in the public interest. . - -

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents J. C. Best Inc., a corporation,
and its officers, and David S. Levine, 1nd1v1dually and as_an
officer of said corporation, and respondents’ representatlves,
agents and employees, directly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the introduction, manufacture for
introduction, sale, advertising, or offering for sale, in commerce,
or the transportation or causing to be transported in commerce,
or the importation into the United States, of any textile fiber
product; or in connection with the sale, offering for sale, ad-
vertising, delivery, 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
textile fiber products, as the terms “commerce” and “textile fiber
product” are defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding textile fiber products by:
1. Failing to affix a stamp, tag, label or other means
of identification to each such product showing in a
clear, legible and conspicuous manner each element of
information required to be disclosed by Section 4(b)
of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
2. Failing to disclose on labels the required fiber
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content information as to floor coverings, containing
exempted backings, fillings, or paddings, in such manner
as to indicate that it relates only to the face, pile, or
outer surface of the floor covering and not to the
exempted backing, filling or padding.
B. Falsely and deceptively advertlsmg textile fiber pro-
ducts by:

1. Making any rep'resentations, by disclosure or by
implication, as to fiber content of any textile fiber
product in any written advertisement which is used to
aid, promote or assist, directly or indirectly, in the sale,
or offering for sale of such textile fiber product unless
the same information required to be shown on the stamp,
tag, label, or other meéans of identification under Sections

- 4(b) (1) and (2) of the Textile ‘Fiber Products Identifi~
cation Act is contained in the said advertisement, except
that the percentages of the fibers present in the textile

- fiber product need not be stated. '

"~ 2.. Failing. to set forth in: disclosing fiber content
information as to. floor -coverings containing -exempted
backings, fillings or paddings, that such disclosure re-
lates only to the face, pile or outer surface of such
textile fiber product and not to the exempted backings,
fillings, or paddings.

3. Using a fiber trademark in advertising textile
fiber products without a full disclosure of the required
fiber content information in at least one instance in
said advertisement.

4. Using a fiber trademark in advertising textile
fiber products containing only one fiber without such
fiber trademark appearing at least once in the advertise-
ment in immediate proximity and conjunction with the
generic name of the fiber, in plainly legible and conspicu-
ous type.

It is further ordered, That the respondent corporation shall
forthwith distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating
divigions.

It is further ordered, That the respondents herein shall, with-
in sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file
with the Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail
the manner and form in which they have complied with this
order.
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IN. THE MATTER OF .

ALBERT BELL’S MIDWEST APPLIANCE CO ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket C-1536. Complaint, May 22, 1969—Decision, May 22, 1969

Consent, order requlrmg a .Kansas City, Mo., retailer of home appliances
.to cease using deceptive pricing and, savmgs claims and fallmg to dis-
close the total purchase price and other mterest and service charges.

'COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission
Act, and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act, the
Federal Trade Commission, having reason: to believe that Albert
Bell’s Midwest . Appliance: Co., a corporation, and Albert Bell
and Harold A. Bell, 1nd1v1dually and as officers of said corporatlon,
hereinafter referred to as respondents, have violated the pro-
visions of said Act, and it appearing to the Commission that a
proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public in-
terest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that
respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Albert Bell’s Midwest Apphance Co. is a cor-
poration organized, existing and doing business under and by
virtue of the laws of the State of Missouri, with its principal
office and place of business located at 3300 Troost Avenue, in the
city of Kansas City, State of Missouri.

Respondents Albert Bell and Harold A. Bell are individuals
and officers of the corporate respondent. They formulate, direct

 and control the acts and practices of the corporate respondent,

including the acts and practices hereinafter set forth. Their
- address is the same as that of the corporate respondent.

PAR. 2. Respondents are now, and for some time last past
have been, engaged in the advertising, offering for sale, sale
and distribution of various items of home appliances, including
household furniture, television and stereo sets to the public.

PAR. 3. In the course and conduct of their business as aforesaid,
respondents now cause, and for some time last past have caused,
their said products, when sold, to be shipped from their place of
business in the State of Missouri to purchasers thereof located
in various other States of the United States, and maintain, and






