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Complaint

Ix THE J\iA TTER OF

LESTER SLAMOWITZ ET AL. TRADING AS LEMAR FURS

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOL.:\TIOK OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE CO DnsslOx ACT AND OF 'rllE .FeU PIWDUCTS LABELIXG
ACT

Docket 6233. Complaint , Sept. 1954-Decision, Feb. , 1955

Consent order requiring a furrier in New York City to cease misbranding fur
products ill violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

Before l'ylr. LOTe' n II. La-Zlghlin heaTing examiner.
Jfr. J okn J. J',1 eN ally for the Commission.
1111'. Leonanl Feldman of N ew York City, for respondents.

CO)IPI AINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act, and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that Lester SlamO\vitz and Jlarvin 1mberman , as

individuals and copartners trading as Lemar Furs, hereinafter re-
ferred to as respondents , haye violated the provisions of said Acts and
the Rules and Hegulations promulgated under the Fur Products

Labeling Act , 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 follmvs:
PARAGHAPH 1. Respondents Lester Slarnmvitz and :.1arvin Imber-

man are individuals and copartners trading as Lemar Furs with their
principal offce and place of business located at 345 Seventh A venue
New York, Xew York.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the. effective date of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on -\lIgust 9 , 1952, the respondents have introduced

manufactured for introduction , sold , offered for sale, tr Ulsported, and
distributed in C011merce as "conunerce ': is defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act, fur products , as that term is defined in said Act, and
have manufactured for sale, sold, offered for sa1e , transported, and
distributed fur products which have been made in ' whole or in part of
fur, as that term is defined in said Act, which have been shipped and
received in commerce.
PAR. 3. Among the fur products referred to above weTe stoles.

Exemplifying respondents ' pract-iee of violating the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations thereunder is their
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(A) fisbl"nding and false invoicing of such fur products by:
(1) Failing to affix labels to fur products and failing to furnish

invoices to purchasers or fur products -showing:

(a) the name or names of the animal or animals producing the fur
contained in the fur products as set forth in the Fur Products :Yanle
Guide and as permitted under the Rules and Hegulations;

(b) that the fur products contain or are composed of blellched , dyed
or otherwise artificial1y colored fur;

(c) the name of the country of origin of any imported furs used

in fur products.
(2) Falsely and deceptively representing on labels and invoices

that their fur products were "Xu,tural :Mink " when they were in fact
tip-dyed.

(B) Further misbranding their Iur products by:
(1) F:tlsely or deceptively labeling and othenyise falsely or decep-

t.ively ic1enUfying saiel fur products;
(2) lingling non-required information with reqllll'ec1 information

in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and H.tde 29 of the
Hegulations;

(:-) Failing to set. forth on labels t.he llame or other identification
issued and recorded b:v the Commission of one or more persons \Vho
mannfactured snch fur products for introduction int.o commerce
introduced it in commerce, sold it in commercE', advertised or ofTerec1
it for sale in commerce , or transported or distributed it in commerce.

\R 4. The ftforesaid acts and practices of respondents \yere in
violation of the Fur Products La.heling Act and t.he Rules and Hegnla-
tions promulgated there.under , ftnd constituted unfair and deceptive
acts and practices and nnfair methods of competition in commerce
under the Federal Trade Conm1ission Act.

DECISION OF TI-IE COTlDlISSlOX

PUl'SHflnt to Rule XXII of the Commissj0J1 S Rules of Practice

and as set forth in the Commission s "Decision of the Commission
and Order to 1, i1e Report of Compliancc ' doted Febnwry 18 j 11);'5

the initial decision in the instant matter of hearing eXf:miller Loren 1-1.

illlghlin , as set ant as iollows became on that date the decision of
the Commission.

INITIAL IJECISroX BY LOREN II. LAtJGIILI:!, HE.-\RIXG EXAl\IINEH

The Federal Trade Comlnission (hereinafter referred to
Commission) on September IG 1054 issued its complaint

as the

here-in
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uncleI' the Federal Trade Commission Act , and the Fur Products
I-- abeling .. ct against the above-named respondents, charging them
in certain particulars with having violated the provisions of said Acts

and the Rules and Regulations promulgated by the Commission under
the Fur Products Labeling Act. The respondents were duly served
with process and thereafter requested and obtained time frOlTI the
Hearing Examiner in ,vhieh to file answer , which time was last ex-
tended to December 8 , 1954.

On ovember 2 1954 , the respondents, however, stipulated in writ-
ing ,yith counsel snpporting the complaint, therein waiving the filing
of all answer and agreeing that a consent order against. the respond-
ents be entered herein in tenns identical with those contained in the

notice 1s511e(1 and served on respondents as a part of the cOlnplaint
herein. Sneh written stipulation ,vas approved in writing by the
Director and Assistant Director of the COJnmlssion s Bureau of
Litigation.

By said stipulation , aJIlOng other thiJ1g , respondents have admittr.d
all tIH . jllrisc1ictional alleg"atiolls of the cornplaint and agreed that the
record herein may be taken as if the Commission had made findings
of jurisdictional facts ill acconbnce ,vith sitch allegations; that the
p,ll'ties exprc2s!y \\ain it hearing bdOl'e the Hearing Examiner or
t.he. Commission and flJl further llcl other procedure to which the
respondcnts nl:Y ue entitled uncle.r the Federal Trude Commi sioll

Cl- or the Hl1le5 of Prncticc 01' the COllmission; and that the onler
to cease and desist issncd in accordance "\viib said stipulation shall
hayp the Sllme force and etfect 88 ii made alter a full hearing, the

parties having ,yai veel speeif-cally thr.l'eil1 any and all right , power
or privilege to chaUengc or contest the yalidity of said order. It \,,
,lho :ilipulated and agreed therein tIlEr the complc..nt herein 11lay be.
l1sl ll in eonstl' lling the terllS of the order provided for in 5ftill stjpult-
tion anel , further , that the signing of said stipulation is for settlement
purposes only amI docs not constitute an alllnission by responelents
that they Imv8 "ioInted the Jaw as aJieged in the complaint.

The fl"oresaid stipulation 101' consent orde.r as so approved was sub-
llj(tl d on :.ovember 11) , IDJ4 , to the aLoye-namedl-Ieal'ing Exalniner
for his consideration in accorelance \yith Hule ,;:- of thr. Commission
Bules of Practice. \.llcl upon due. consideration of the complaillt
and the stipulation for consent order , ,,,hich is hereby accepted and
ordered filed as part of the record herein , it having been btipulnted
they shall be the entire record herein on ,"vhic.h snch order may be
entered , the. I-Iearing Examinel' TInds that the Commission has juris-
dictioll 01 the subject matter of this proceeding and of eac.h and all

87S"

'"-
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of the parties respondent herein; that the cornplaint sf fiies a legal
cause for complnint under the Ite,clel'al Trade Commission Act , and the
Fur Products Labeling Act, and the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated by the Commission ul1l1er the latter Act again::t the rcspondents
as (1, "'hole and in each of the particulars alleged therein; that. this
proceeding is in the interest of the public; that the iollmving order
as proposed in sRiel stipulation is appropriate for the disposition of
this proceeding, the sarne to become final when it becomes the order
of the Commission; and that said order therefore should bc , and
hereby is , entered as follows:

OHDER

It ';8 oTelered That respondents Lester SlanlOwitz and ::1a1'vin

Imberman , as individuals and as copartners trading as Lemar Furs
or under allY other trade name, and respondents' represcntatiYes

flgents and employees , directly or through any corporate or other
device , in connection \vith the introduction or lrlalnd'ncture for intro-
duction into commerce, or the sale , or oifel'ing lor sale in commerce
or the transportation or distribution in COlll11erCe of any fur product:
or in connection with the manufacturing for sale, sale , offering for
sale , transportation or distribution of any fur pro(luct which is J111c1e

in whole or in part of inr ,yhich has been shipped ftD(l received in
commerce , as "commerce

:: "

flU' :' and " fur product:' are defined in the

Fur Products I.abeling Act , do fort.l'with c.ease and desist from:
(A) :\Iisbranding and falsely invoicing fur products by:
(1) Failing to aflx labels to fur products and failing to furnish

invoices to purchasers of fur products, showing:
(a) the name or names of the animal or animals producing the

fur contained in the fur product as set forth in the Fur Products ame
Guide and as permitted under the Rules and Regulations;

(b) that the fur product contains or is composed of used fur, when

such is a fact;
(c) that the fur product contains or is composed of bleached, dyed

or otherwise artificially colored fur, when such is a fact;
(d) that the fur product is composed in whole or in substantial part

of pllWS. tails, bellies or waste fur, when such is a fact;
(e) the name of the country of origin of Hny imported furs llscd

in a fur product;
(2) rsillg on labels attached to fur products and on invoices of

fur products , the name of another animal in addition to the naTHe of
the animal actually producing the fur contained in the fur product.

(3) Falsely and deceptively, representing on labels and invoices
that their fur products are " atural" when they are in fact tip-dyed.



LE:\fAR YCRS 753

749 Order

(B) Misbranding their fur products by:
(1) Falsely or deceptively labeling or othcr"ise falsely or decep-

tively identifying said fur products, or using labels affxed to such fur
products which contain any form of misrepresentation or deception
with respect to sueh fur products;

(2. ) Setting out on labels attached to fur products non-required in-
formation with required information;

(3) Failing to set forth on required labels attached to fur products

the name or other idcntificabon issued nnd registered by the C011mis-

sion of one or more persons who manufactured snch fur products for
introduction into commerce, introc1ueed it in connnerce, sold it in com-
1121"Ce, advertised or offered it for sale in commerce , or transported
or distributed it in commerce.

ORDEH TO FILE REPORT OF COIlIPLIAXCE

It is o1'le1'ed That the respondents herein shaJl "ithin sixty (60)
days a.fter 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 compJied with the order to cease and desist (as re-
quired by said declaratory decision and order of February 18 , 1955J.
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IN THE \L TTEH OF

J OSEPH BA UM

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. TN HEU. Um TO THE \LLEGED VIOLNrION OF TIlE
FEDERAL nUDE C01'DfISSION ACT AND OF THE _FLR PRODECTS LABELING ACT

Docket 6265. COJiplaint , ::01: 19S4 Deci8ion. Feb. 1.i;5

Consent order requirillg a fl11'ier ill Xew York Cit:,. to ('ease misbnllllill fwd f;lh'e
invoicing of fur products in Yiolatiol1 of the Fur Products LDbeling Act.

Before Jf?'. J. E rl'i'l ()O, T. hearing examiner.

iliT. John J. JI c. (tlly for the Commission.

CO::\lPL\lXT

Pl1rSl1;lnt to the provi::ions of the Federal Trade CDmll1s::ion Act

and the Fur Prodl1cb Label1ng 
, and by yiJ'.118 of the authority

ITsterl in it by said Acts, the J' e.c1eral Tl'fl(le CommissioJl having
reason to believe that. .Joseph Jhlln an inclividual , hereinafter 1'e-

ferl'cll to as respondent , hilS violated the provisions of said Acts , ,1nd

the Huh,s "l1d E('f':nhti() " pl' c1lnnlg:ltl'cll1ndcl' t11( Fm' Pl'i)dnct : LfL-

bcling cL l111CL it appearing to the COlllmission 111CtG it proceeding
T it. in l'e pE'ct 1-he.reof ,voJld he in the ptlblic jnrel'est , hereby i::,slH-

it.s cOllphillf.; :3tclting its Chnl'gb in thfLt rC'spect ns follows:

~~~

JL\PlI 1. n2. ,pGjl(.lcllt .Jnseph BaLUn i:'i nn ill.Jivjdnd ',yiih 11;8
principal oiTc . and place oJ busijj('ss located at :214 \Ve t :.8th S::l';('t

K e-w Y ol'k I' e,v Y 01'1-:.

'.R. 2. Snb ;equent to tlw L'ilective (bh 01 the Fur I rDc1ucts L,t-

behng -

/..

cL on Al1gu t. P , J ;S:2 , the respondent hrls illtloclncccl , mallU-

factured fol' introduction , solct offerccl for sale , tran3pOl' tecl llHl clis-

tributecl , in commerce. DS ;' commerce is c1efineclil1 the. Fur Proc1ncls

Labeling Ad , fur pnJClncts and fnn; , as those tC1Hl , ,ne, delinecl in S t1d

"-ct , al c1 has manufactured for sale, sold , o:t' cTecl for ale , transported

nnd dist.ributed , fuJ' 1Jl'Ollucts, \\hich haye been mnde in whole oj' in

part of fur hich hacl been shipped and receiyccl in commercc. _Among

sneh fllrs and fur proc1uc.t \\"-:re tTimlnings scarves flnd s1- o1e

-\R. ;1. Certain of 8aic1 f\1l' proc111cts ,"ere misbnlldell in that. they
wen falsely and cleceptively lahe1ec! Or othenyise. falsely and clecep-
tiycly identified \vith respect to the name or names of the animal or
animaJs that produced the fur from which saiel fur products had heen

nWllufnetnl'ecl , in violation of Section 4 (1) of the Fur Products

Labeling \.ct.


