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Cdmp]aint

IN THE MATTER OF

HARRY M. BITTERMAN, INC, ET AL

“OMPLAINT, FINDINGS, AND ORDER w REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION
OF SUBSEC. (c) OF SEC. 2 OF AN ACT OF CONGRESS APPROVED OCT. 15, 1914,
AS AMENDED

Docket 4”’2J——Complmnf Aug. 8, 1950~—Dccision, July 8 1942

Where a corporation, and two individuals—president and director and oflice
. anager thereof—engaged in the competitive interstate purchase from nu-

merous manufacturers and other sellers of fur garments for a number ot-
retail establishments—

() Received compensation in the form of brokerage or commissions upon orders
from aforesaid buyers for:the purchase of commodities including, particu-
larly, fur garments, which it transmitted to and cxecuted with sellers,
amounting, customarily, to 5 percent of the sales prices of the goods sold,
and while acting as said buyers' agent, buymg representative or other
intermediary; and

Where aforesujd selling concerns, engaged as above et f01 th, in the sale of their
fur garments in interstate commerce to buyers referred to and to numerous
other customers— '

(b) Paid to said corporation and individuals, acting ay’ ageuts, buyling repre-
sentatives, or other intermediaries of said buyer retailers in the transmittal
and execution of their buying orders, compensation in the form of brokerage
fees or commissions as above described upon the sales prices of the goods sold
by them to aforesaid buyers: '

”eld That such. receipt and acceptance, and pnyment of brokerage fees and
commissions, a8 above set forth, constituted a vlolation of the provisions of
Subsection (c¢) of Section 2 of the Clayton Adt, as amended by the Robinson-
Patman Act.

- Mr, Edward S. Ragsdale for the Commission,
- Mr. Alfred McCormack and Mr. Harmon Duncombe, of the firm
of Cravath, DeGersdorff, Swaine & Wood, of New York Clty, for
respondents.

CoMPLAINT !

Pursuant to the provisions of an Act of Congress, approved October

15,1914, entitled “An Act to supplement existing laws against unlawful
-h——
" 1 Complaint is published as amended by a stipulation agreed to by and between respond-
®ts named below and W. T. Kelley, chief counsel for the Commission, and approved by
'he Commlssion on November 4, 1940 which stipulation amended original complaint, nune
bro tunc, as follows :
By striking from the caption of sald complaint the words “Arthur Petras, Peter D'etras
nd George Alveras, co-partners doing business under the firm name and style.of Petras,
etras & Co.” and substituting in lleu thereof the words ‘‘Peter Petras and George Alveras,
trading as Petras & Alevras, and Arthur Petras, trading as A. Petras & Company,” and
By striking from pnrugraph 3, page 2, of sald complaint the words:
“Respondents Arthur Petras, Peter Petras and George Alverag are co-partners dolng
usiness under the firm name and style of Petras, Petras & Co. and have their principal
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restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,” commonly known
as the Clayton Act (U. S. C. Title 15, Sec. 13), as amended by an act
“of Congress, approved June 19, 1936, commonly known as the Robinson-
Patman Act, the Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe
that the parties respondent named in the caption hereof and herein-
after more particularly designated and described, since June 19, 1936,
have been and are now violating the provisions of subsection (c) of
Section 2 of said act as amended, issues its complaint against said
respondents and states its charges with respect thereto as follows,-
to wit:

Paragrary 1. Respondent Harry M. Bitterman, Inc. (hereinafter
referred to as “Bitterman, Inc.”) is a corporatlon organized and
existing under the laws of the State of New York, with its office and
principal place of business located at 151 W. Fortieth Street, New
York City, N. Y.

Par. 2. Respondents, Harry M. Bitterman, Herman Bitterman, and
Irving Dash, are the president, secretary-treasurer, and office manager,
1'espect1vely, of the respondent, Bitterman, Inc. Harry M. Bitterman
is a director of Bitterman, Ine.

Par. 3. Respondent, I. and A. Berger, Inc., is a corporation organ-
ized and existing under the laws of the State of New York with its
principal office and place of business at 150 West Thirtieth Street,
New York City, N. Y.

Respondent, B. Ordover & Sons, Inc., is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of New York with its
principal office and place of business at 150 West Thirtieth Street,
New York, N. Y. _

" Respondents, Peter Petras and George Alevras, are individuals,
trading as Petras & Alevras, having their principal office and place
of business at 115 West Thirtieth Street, New York, N. Y. .

Respondent, Arthur Petras, is an individual, trading as A. Petras
& Company, having an office and place of business at 249 West
Twenty-ninth Street, New York, N. Y. -

office and place of business at 249 W, 20th Street, New York City, N, Y.”
and substituting in lieu thereof the words:

“Respondents Peter Petras and George Alevras are individuals trading as Petras &
Alveras, having their principal office and place of business at 115 West 30th Street, New
York, N. Y.

“Respondent Arthur Petras is an individual trading as A. Petras & Company, having an
office and place of business at 249 W. 20th Street, New York, N. Y.”

It ts furthér agreed, By and between the parties aforesaid as follows, to wit:

Sald complaint, as amended, shall be deemed and copsidered to have been lawfully
served on the sald Peter Petras, George Alevras, and Arthur Petras on the date on which
suid complaint was served on sald individuals originally, to wit: on August 8, 1940,
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Morris Minsk is an individual, doing business under his own name,
With his principal office and place of business at 352 Seventh Avenue,
New York, N. Y.

The respondents named in this paragraph will hereinafter be re-
ferred to as “seller respondents.”

Par, 4. On and for many years prior to June 19, 1936, and until
O or about January 1, 1938, Harry Bitterman was engaged and
from on or about J anuary 1, 1938, Bitterman, Inc., has been and is
Now engaged in the business of purchasing fur garments for a number
of corporations, partnerships, and individuals. These corporations,
Partnerships, and individuals (hereinafter collectively referred to
8 “buyers”) operate retail establishments in which fur garments
and other commodities are sold. Most of these buyers are located
and do business in some State other than the State of New York,

Each of said buyers is and for several years last past has been
tngaged in the business of buying fur garments in interstate commerce
rom numerous manufacturers-and other sellers of such merchandise,
Including the seller respondents named in paragraph 3 hereof.
_ Par. 5. Each of the seller respondents named in paragraph 3 hereof
18 and for several years last past has been engaged in the business
of selling fur garments in interstate commerce to the buyers referred
to in paragraph 4 hereof, and to numerous other customers.

Said seller respondents are fairly typical and representative mem-
bers of a large group or class of fur manufacturers and sellers
®ngaged in selling their fur garments in interstate commerce to the

uyers referred to in paragraph 4 hereof and to numerous other
Customers. The fur garment manufacturers and sellers comprising
said group or class are too numerous to be specifically named as
espondents herein or to be brought before the Commission in this
- Proceeding without manifest inconvenience and delay. Each of such
Manufacturers and sellers, in selling to buyers who purchase through
Harry Bitterman or Bitterman, Inc., has been and is engaged in
Practices similar to those hereinafter charged against the seller
Tespondents. . :

Par. 6. In the course and conduct of his business aforesaid from
June 19, 1936,.to on or about January 1, 1938, Harry Bitterman
Teceived and, in the course and conduct of its business aforesaid, from

On ‘or about January 1, 1938, to the present time, Bitterman, Inc.
- Teceived and now receives orders from the buyers aforementioned to
Purchase commodities, particularly fur garments, and transmitted
Or transmits such orders to and executed or executes.the same with
the aforesaid seller respondents and other sellers. As a result of



52 FEDERAL TRADE CQMMISSION DECISIONS
Complaint ! 35 ¥ T.C.

the transmission of said orders by such buyers to Harry M. Bitter-
man or to Bitterman, Inc., the execution of same by said Harry M.
Bitterman or by Bltterman, Inc., at the instance and request of said
buyers and the acceptance of some of said orders by said respondent -
sellers or one or more of them, goods, wares, and merchandise,
particularly fur garments, were or are, in the case of each such order,
sold or delivered by one or more of said seller respondents to one or
more of the said buyers. By such means and in the manner aforesaid,
Harry M. Bitterman and Bitterman, Inc., acting for and in behalf of
the said buyers, caused or now cause the abm e named seller respond-
ents to ship the said commodities, particularly fur garments, from
the State in which such merchandise was located at-the time of sale
into and through various other States of the United States directly to
the said buyers in the States of their respective locations.

Respondent Bitterman, Inc. carried through and performed the
operations and activities referred to through respondents Harry and
Ierman Bitterman and Irving Dash,’its officers and employees.

The estimated annual volume of purchases negotiated by Harry M.
Bitterman or by Bittermin, Inc., as aforesaid, for each of the years
1937, 1938, and 1939 from all seller respondents and other sellers has
been appronm‘ttely $200,000. In all of said transactions Harry M-
Bitterman and Bitterman, Inc. and the other respondents herein
named as officers and employees of said Bitterman, Inc., and each
of them, were acting in fact for or in behalf of the buyers herein-
before mentioned and were generally rendering to such buyers all
of the services that are customarily rendered by a buying agent to
and for his principals.

Par. 7. In the course and conduct of the commerce hereinabove
described, the seller respondents paid to Harry M. Bitterman and paid
and are now paying to Bitterman, Inc. brokerage fees and commis-
sions, amounting to a certain percentage, customarily 5 percent of the
sales prices of the goods sold by seller respondents to buyers and,
while acting in fact as intermediary for and in behalf of the buyers
in the transmittal and execution of the aforesaid buying orders and
otherwise, Harry M. Bitterman received and accepted and, while so
acting, Bitterman, Inc. received and accepted and now receives and
accepts brokerage fees and commissions from the seller respondents
and other sellers,

Par. 8. The payment by seller respondents of brokerage fees and
commissions to Harry M. Bitterman and to Bitterman, Ine., tinder
the circumstances hereinabove set forth, were arrd are in violation of
the provisions of Section 2, subsection (¢) of the act described in the
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Preamble hereof. The receipt and acceptance from seller respondents
- and other sellers of said brokerage fees and commissions by Harry
_M- Bitterman and by Bitterman, Inc., under the circumstances here-
Mabove set forth, were and are likewise in violation of the terms of
Said statute.

Report, FIxpiNGs 4s o TiIE FacTs, AND ORDER

Pursuant to the provisions of an Act of Congress, entitled “An Act
to sipplement existing laws against unlawful restraints and monop-
olies, and for other purposes,” approved October 15,1914 (the Clayton
Act) as amended by an Act of Congress approved June 19, 1936 (the
Robinson-Patman Act) (U. S. C. Title 15, Sec. 13), the Federal Trade
Commission on August 8, 1940, issued and subsequently served its com-
Plaint in this proceeding upon the parties respondent named in the
Caption hereof, charging said respondents with violation of the provi-
Slons of subsection (¢) of Section 2 of said Clayton Act, as amended.
After the issuance of said complaint each of said respondents except
Herman Bitterman, individually, and as secretary-treasurer of
Hnrry M. Bitterman, Inc., filed an answer admitting all the material
allegations of fact set forth in said.complaint and waiving all inter-
Vening procedure and further hearings as to said facts. Said re-
Spondents also waived oral argument and the filing of briefs. There-
after, this proceeding regularly came on for final hearing before the
Commission on the said complaint and the admission answers, and the
Commission, having duly considered the same and being now fully
advised in the premises, makes this its findings as to the facts and its -
conclusion drawn therefrom:

. s

FINDINGS AS TO THE FACTS

Paracrarm 1. Respondent, Harry M. Bitterman, Inc. (hereinafter
leferred to as “Bitterman, Inc.”), is a corporation organized and exist-
ing under the laws of the State of New York, with its office and prin-
cipal place ‘of business located at 370 Seventh Avenue, New York,

" Par. 2. Respondents, Harry M. Bitterman and Irving. Dash, are
the president and office manager,. respectively, of the respondent,
Bitterman, Inc., and Harry M. Bitterman is a director of Bitterman,
Inc. Respondent, Herman Bitterman, named in the complaint herein
- individually and as secretary-treasurer of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc.,
has not actively participated at any time in the conduct of said
business. - '

-
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Par. 3. Respondent, I. and A. Berger, Inc., is a corporation or-
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of New York, with
its principal office and place of business at 150 West Thirtieth Street,
New York, N. Y.

Respondent, B. Ordover & Sons, Inc., is a corporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of New York, with its principal
office and place of business at 150 West Thirtieth Street, New York,
N.Y.

Respondents, Peter Petras and George Alevras, are 1nd1v1duals,
trading as Petras & Alevras, and have thelr principal office and place
of business at 115 West Thirtieth Street, New York, N. Y.

Respondent, Arthur Petras, is an individual, trading as A. Petras
& Co., having an office and place of business at 249 West Twenty-
ninth Street, New York, N. Y.

Morris Minsk is an individual doing business under his own name,
with his principal office and place of business at 352 Seventh Avenue,
New York, N. Y. '

- The respondents named in this paragraph will hereinafter be re-
ferred to as “seller respondents.”

Par, 4, On and for many years prior to June 19, 1936, and unt11
on or about January 1, 1938, Harry Bitterman was engaged and
from on or about January 1, 1938, Bitterman, Inc., has been and is
now engaged in the business of purchasing fur garments for a number
of corporations, partnership, and individuals. These corporations,
partnerships, and individuals (hereinafter collectively referred to as
“buyers”) operate retail establishments in which fur garments and
other commodities are sold. Most of these buyers are located and do
business in some State other than the State of New York.

Each of said buyers is and for several years last past has been
engaged in the business of buying fur garments in interstate com-
merce from numerous manufacturers and other sellers of such mer-
chandise, including the seller. respondents named in paragraph 3
hereof.

Par. 5. Each of the seller respondents named in paragraph 3 hereof
is and for sceveral years last past has been engaged in the business of
selling fur garments in interstate commerce to the buyers referred to
in paragraph 4 hereof, and to numerous other customers.

Said seller respondents are fairly typical and representative mem-
bers of a large group or class of fur manufacturers and sellers engaged
in selling their fur garments in interstate commerce to the buyers
referred to in paragraph 4 hereof, and to numerous other customers.
‘The fur garment manufacturers and sellers comprising said group
or class are too numerous to be specifically named as respondents
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Lerein or to be brought before the Commission in this proceeding with-
Out manifest inconvenience and delay. Each of such manufacturers
and sellers, in selling to buyers who purchase through Harry Bitter-
nan oy Bitterman, lnc has been and is engaged in practices similar
to those of the seller 1e=pondents spec1ﬁcally named herein,

P4r. 6. In the course and conduct of his business aforesaid, from
June 19, 1936, to on or about January 1, 1938, Harry Bitterman
Teceived fmd in the course and conduct of 1ts busmess aforesaid, from
Gn or about January 1, 1938, to the present time, Bitterman, Inc.,
Teceived and now receives orders from the buyers aforementioned

* o purchase commodities, particularly fur garments, and transmitted

Or transmits such orders to and executed or executes the same with the
aforesaid seller respondents and other sellers. As a result of the
transmission of said orders by such buyers to Harry M. Bitterman or
to Bitterman, Inc., the execution of same by said Harry M. Bitterman |
or by Bitterman, Inc at the instance and request of said buyers and
the acceptance of some of said orders by said respondent sellers or one
Or more of them, oods, wares, and merchandise, particularly fur
garments, were or are, in the case of each such order, sold or delivered
by one or more of said seller respondents to one or more of the said

Uyers. By such means and in the manner aforesaid, Harry M. Bitter-
Man and Bitterman, Inc., acting for and in behalf of the said buyers,
Caused or now cause the above-named seller respondents to ship the
Said commodities, particularly fur garments, from the State in which
Such merchandise was located at the time of sale into and through
Varipus other States of the United States directly to the said buyexs
In the States of their _respective locations,

Respondent, Bitterman, Inc., carried through and perfoxmed the
Operationsand activities refer red to through its president and director,
Harry Bitterman, and through its office manager, Irving Dash.

The estimated annual volume of purchases negotlated by Harry M.

Bitterman or by Bitterman, Inc., as aforesaid, for each of the years
1937, 1938, and 1939, from all seller 1espondents and other sellers has
been approximately $200,000. In all of said transactions Iarry M.
_ Bitterman and Bitterman, Inc., and the respondents herein named,
individually, and as ofﬁcezs and employees of said Bitterman, Inc., and
each of them, were acting in fact for or in behalf of the buyers herem-
before mentioned and were generally rendering to such buyers all of
the services that are customanly rendered by a buying agent to and
for his prmc1pa,ls :

Par. 7. In the course and conduct of the commerce hereinabove
described, the seller respondents paid to Harry M. Bitterman and paid
and are now paying to Bitterman, Inc., brokerage fees and commis-
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sions, amounting to a certain percentage, customarily 5 percent, of the
sales prices of the goods sold by seller respondents to buyers arid, while
acting in Tact as intermediary for and in behalf of the buyers in the
transmittal and execution of the aforesaid buying orders and other-
wise, Harry M. Bitterman received and accepted and, while so acting,
Bitterman, Inc., received and accepted and now receives and accepts
brokerage fees and commissions from the seller respondents and
other sellers.

CONCLUSION

From the aforesaid facts and circumstances the Commission con-
cludes that respondents, Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., a corporation,
Harry M. Bitterman, individually and as a presu]ent and one of the
directors of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., and Irving Dash, 1nd1v1dually
and as office manager of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., are engaged in
business in commerce as agents, buying representatives or other
intermediaries in the purchase of fur garments and other commodities
for operators of retail stores and said respondents purchase such fur
garments and other commodities from a large number of competitive
sellers. In so placing orders and bnying fur garments and other
commodities said respondents have acted in fact for, or in behalf or
are subject to the direct or indirect control of, the retail dealers for .
whom the purchases were made and while acting in fact as agent,
buying representative, or other intelmediary in the aforesaid manner
“said 1eqpondents received compensqhon in the form 6f brokerage
or commissions from the sellers in violation of the provisions of
subsection (c) of Section 2 of “An‘Act to supplement existing laws
against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,”
approved October 15, 1914 (the Clayton Act), as amended by an
Act of Congress approved June 19, 1936 (the Roblnson-Patmqn Act)
(U. 8. C,, Title 15, Sec. 13).

The Commls.slon further concludes that respondents, I. and A
Berger, Inc., a corporation; B. Ordover & Sons, Inc., a corporation;
Peter Petras and George Alevrasyindividuals, tI"ldan‘ as Petras and
Alevras; Arthur Petras, an individual, tmdmg as A. Petras & .
Company' and Morris Minsk, an 1nd1v1du‘11, engaged in the manu-
facture and sale in commerce of fur garments and other commodities,
have pald and granted compensation in the form of brokerage or
commissions to ITarry M. Bitterman, Inc., a' corporation; Iarry M.
Bitterman, individually and as plesndent and one of the directors of
Harry M. Bitterman, Inc.; and Irving Dash, individually and as
office manager of Harry M. Bitterman, Ine., while the said respond-
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ents were engaged in business in commerce as agents, buying repre-
sentatives, or other intermediaries and were acting in fact for or in
behalf of or were subject to the direct or indirect control of retail
dealers for whom the purchase of fur garments and other commodi-
ties were made, in violation of the provisions of subsection (c) of
Section 2 of, the aforesaid Clayton Act, as amended. .

'ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST

.. This proceeding having been heard by the Federal Trade Com-
‘Mission upon the complaint of the Commission and the answer filed
by each of the respondents named in the caption hereof except
Herman Bitterman, individually, and as secretary-treasurer of Harry
M. Bitterman, Inc., and the respective answers of said respondents
having admitted all material allegations of fact set out in the com-
blaint to be true and having waived all intervening procedure and
Turther hearing as to said facts and the Commission having made its
findings as to the facts and conclusion herein that said respondents,
Hal‘ry M. Bitterman, Inc, a corporation, Harry M. Bitterman,
individually and as president and as one of the directors of Harry
M. Bitterman, Inc., Irving Dash, individually and as office manager
of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., and I. and A. Berger, Inc,, a corpora-
tion, B. Ordover & Sons., Inc., a corporation, Peter I’etras and
George Alevras, individuals trading as Petras & Alevras, Arthur
Detras, an individual trading as A. Petras & Co., and Morris Minsk,
an individual, have violated the provisions of -subsection (c) of
Section 2 of “An Act to supplement existing laws against unlawful’
Yestraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,” approved October
15, 1914 (the Clayton Act), as amended by an Act of Congress
approved June 19, 1936 (the Robinson-Patman Act) (U. 8. C,
Title 15, Sec, 13), ,

It is ordered, That the respondents, Harry M. Bitterman, Inc, a
corporation, its officers, agents, and employees; Harry M. Bitterman,
individually, and as president, and as one of the directors of Harry M.
Bitterman, Ine., his representatives, agents, and employees; and Irving
Dash, individually, and as office manager of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., .
his representatives, agents, and employees; jointly or severally, di-
rectly or indirectly, through any corporate or other device, on or in
connection with the purchase of fur garments or other commodities in -
commerce as conunerce is defined in the aforesaid Clayton Act as
amended, do forthwith cease and desist from: ,

Receiving or accepting directly or indirectly anything of value as
a conunission, brokerage, or other compensation, or any allowance or
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discount in lieu thereof, from any seller on or in connection with pur-
chases made from such seller (a) when such purchases are made for
respondents’ own account, or (b) when such purchases are made by
respondents as agents or buying representatives of the purchaser, or
(¢) when in making such purchases respondents are acting in fact for,
or in behalf, or are subject to the direct or indirect control, of the
purchaser

It is further ordered, That respondents, I. and A. Bergel Inc., 8
corporation, and B. Ordover & Sons, Inc., a corporation, their oﬁicers,
agents and employees; Peter Petras and George Alevras, individuals,
trading as Petras & Alevras, or under any other name ; Arthur Petras;
an individual, trading as A. Petras & Co., or under any other name;
and Morris Minsk, an individual; their representatives, agents and
employees; directly or indirectly, through any' corporate or other
device, on or in connection with the sale of fur garments or other com-
modities in commerce as commerce is defined in the aforesaid C]aytoxl
Act as amended, do forthwith cease and desist from: :

Paymg or granting directly or indirectly anything of value as 2
commission, brokeraore or other compensation, or any allowance or
discount in lieu thereof, to Harry M. Bitterman, Inc., a corporation,
Harry M. Bitterman, individually or as an officer of Harry M. Bitter-
man, Inc., Irving Dash, individually or as office manager of Harry M.
Bitterman, Inc., or to any corporation, partnership, firm, or individual,
on or in connection with the sale of fur garments or other commodities
(a) when such sales are made to such corporation, partnership, firm, or
individual, or (5) when such sales are made through such corporation,
partnership, firm, or individual acting as agent or buying representa-
tive of the purchaser, or (¢) when such corporation, partnership, firm,
or individual in making such purchases is acting in fact for or in be-
half, or is subject to the direct or indirect control, of the purchaser.

1t is further ordered, That respondents shall, within 60 days after
service upon them of this order, file with the Commission & report in
writing, setting forth in detail the manner and form in which they.
have complied with this order.

1t is further ordered, That for the reasons set out in the findings as

“to the facts herein that the case growing out of the complaint issued

herein be, and the same hergby fs, closed as to Herman Bitterman, indi-
vidually and as secretary-treasurer of Harry M. Bitterman, Inc. , with-
out prejudice to the right of the Commission, should the facts S0
warrant, to reopen the same and resume trial thereof in accordance
with its regular procedure.
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Complaint

In TaE MATTER OF

ISAAC S. DICKLER

COMPLAINT, FINDINGS, AND ORDER IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION
OF SUBSEC, (c) OF SEC. 2 OF AN ACT OF CONGRESS APPROVED OCT. 15, 1914,
A8 AMENDED \

. Docket 4231. Complaint, Aug. 10, 1940—Decision, July 8, 1942

Where an individual, engaged in New York City as commission resident buyer
of fur garments for some 17 retallers located in Washington, Baltimore, San
Francisco, and elsewhere in the United States, and who advised him as to
style, quality and size and tbe price they wished to pay for garments which
they desired him to purchase, for shipment by sellers to them direct, and
Wwho, in making such purchases through him from competing sellers in sald-
city, fur garment center of the United States, were in competition with
many retailers who maintained buying offices therein—
elved and accepted from the sellers on such purchases a percentage, which
was usually five, of the agreed sales price on orders placed by said agent for
them, and while he acted as thelr agent, buying representative or other inter-
mediary:
11el¢, That such receipt of compensation in the form of commission or other-
Wwise by said individual while acting as aforesaid constituted a violation of
Subsection (c) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act, as amended by the Robinson-
Patman Act.

Mr, Eqward S. Ragsdale for the Commission. :
Mr, Alfred McCormack and Mr. Harmon Duncombe, of the firm of
*Cravath, DeGersdorff, Swaine & Wood, of New York City, for
Tespondent.

Ree

COMPLAINT ?

The Federal Trade Commission Baving reason to believe that the
Party respondent named in the caption hereof, and hereinafter more
Particularly designated and described, since June 19, 1936, has vio-

2ted and is now violating the provisions of subsection (c) of Sec-
\\_

su‘ COmpIaint is published as amended, nunc pro tune, by Commission order approving
Pulated amendment of complaint dated June 24, 1942, as follows:

ag hereas, In connection with respondent’s petitien to file substitute answer in which he
nt’“tted all the material allegations of fact in the complaint, counsel for respondent

Droered into a stipulation with counsel for the Commission under date of May 27, 1942,

1 Ziding that the second paragraph of paragraph 1 of the complaint might be considered
& amended as of the date of issuance/of said complaint to read: .

W 10 such orders respondent generally receives frony the sellers a commission of 5 percent.

N it;n retailers whom this respondent has represented subsequently place orders directly

o f_ur garment manufacturers, the respondent seeks to, and on occasion does, secure

" Mmissions from the sellers on such orders.”

™ the Commission being fully advised in the premises,

00 0w, therefore, it 18 ordered, That the amendment stipulated aud agreed to between
Ungel he accepted and approved and thie complaint herein be considered as amended
Ceordingly. ’

&



