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Decision 54 F.T.C.

In THE MATTER OF
THE HALLE BROS. CO.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 6778. Complaint, Apr. 16, 1957—Decision, Sept. 10, 1957
Consent order requiring a furrier in Cleveland, Olio, to cease violating the Fur
Products Labeling Act by falsely identifving on labels and invoices the
animals producing certain furs and by failing to comply with labeling and
invoicing requirements of the Act; and, in advertising, failing to disclose
the name of animals producing certain furs and that certain products con-
tained artificially colored furs, and naming other animals than those pro-
ducing the same furs.
Mr. S. F. House supporting the complaint.
Henderson, Quail, Schneider & Peirce of Cleveland, Ohio, for
respondent.

IniT1an DEecision BY Joun Lewrs, Hearing ExaMINER

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondent on April 16, 1957, charging it with having
violated the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regu-
lations issued thereunder, and the Federal Trade Commission
Act through the misbranding of certain products and the false
and deceptive invoicing and advertising thereof. After being served
with said complaint, respondent appeared by counsel and subse-
quently entered into an agreement, dated July 2, 1957, containing
a consent order to cease and desist purporting to dispose of all this
proceeding as to all parties. Said agreement, which has been signed
by respondent, by counsel for said respondent, and by counsel sup-
porting the complaint, and approved by the Director and Assistant
Director of the Commission’s Bureaun of Litigation, has been sub-
mitted to the above-named hearing examiner for his comsideration,
in accordance with Section 3.25 of the Commission’s Rules of Prac-
tice for Adjudicative Proceedings.

Respondent, pursuant to the aforesaid agreement, has admitted
all the jurisdictional allegations of the complaint and agreed that
the record may be taken as if findings of jurisdictional facts had
been duly made in accordance with such allegations. Said agree-
ment. further provides that respondent waives any further proce-
dural steps before the hearing examiner and the Commission, the
making of findings of fact or conclusions of law and all of the
rights it may have to challenge or contest the validity of the order
to cease and desist entered in accordance with such agreement. It
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has been agreed that the order to cease and desist issued in accord-
ance with said agreement shall have the same force and effect as if
entered after a full hearing and that the complaint may be used in
construing the terms of said order. It has also been agreed that
the record herein shall consist solely of the complaint and said
agreement, and that said agreement is for settlement purposes only
and does not constitute an admission by respondent that it has vio-
lated the law as alleged in the complaint.

This proceeding having now come on for final consideration on
the complaint and the aforesaid agreement containing consent or-
der, and it appearing that the order provided for in said agree-
ment covers all the allegations of the complaint and provides for an
appropriate disposition of this proceeding as to all parties, said
agreement 1s hereby accepted and is ordered filed upon this deci-
sion’s becoming the decision of the Commission pursuant to Sections
3.21 and 3.25 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice for Adjudica-
tive Proceedings, and the hearing examiner, accordingly, makes the
following jurisdictional findings and order:

1. Respondent The Halle Bros. Co., is a corporation existing and
doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Ohio,
with its office and principal place of business located at 1228 Euclid
Avenue, in the City of Cleveland, State of Ohio.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent hereinabove named.
The complaint states a cause of action against said respondent un-
der the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act, and this proceeding is in the interest of the public.

ORDER

1t is ordered, That the respondent The Halle Bros. Co., a corpo-
ration and its officers, and respondent’s representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any corporate or other device, in
connection with the introduction into commerce, or the sale, adver-
tising or offering for sale in commerce, or the transportation or
distribution in commerce of fur products, or in connection with the
sale, advertising, oflering for sale, transportation or distribution of
fur preducts which have been made in whole or in part of fur
which had been shipped and received in commerce, as “commerce,”
“fur,” and “fur product” are defined in the Fur Products Labeling
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. Misbranding fur products by:

() Falsely or deceptively labeling or otherwise identifying any
such product as to the name or names of the animal or animals that
produced the fur from which such product was manufactured.
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(b) Failing to affix labels to fur products showing:

(1) The name or names of the animal or animals producing the
fur or furs contained in the fur product as set forth in the Fur
Products Name Guide and as prescribed under the Rules and Regu-
lations;

(2) That the fur product contains or is composed of used fur,
when such is the fact;

(8) That the fur product contains or is composed of bleached,
dyed, or artificially colored fur, when such is the fact;

(4) That the fur product is composed in whole or in substantial
part of pavws, tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is the fact;

(5) The name, or other identification issued and registered by the
Commission, of one or more persons who manufactured such fur
product for introduction into commerce, sold it in commerce, ad-
vertised or offered it for sale in commerce, or transported or dis-
tributed it in commerce;

(6) The name of the country of origin of any imported furs used
in the fur product.

(c) Setting forth on labels attached to fur products:

(1) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder which is intermingled with non-required information;

(2) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under in handwriting.

(d) Failure to show on labels attached to fur products an item
number or mark assigned to fur products, in violation of Rule
40(a) of the Rules and Regulations.

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:

(a) Failing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur products
showing :

(1) The name or names of the animal or animals producing the
fur or furs contained in the fur product as set forth in the Fur
Products Name  Guide and as prescribed under the Rules and
Regulations;

(2) That the fur product contains or is composed of used fur,
when such is the fact;

(3) That the fur product contains or is composed of bleached,
dyed or otherwise artificially colored fur, when such is the fact;

(4) That the fur product is composed in whole or in substantial
part of paws, tails, bellies, or waste fur, when such is the fact;

(5) The name and address of the person issuing such invoices;
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(6) The name of the country of origin of any imported furs
contained in the fur product.

(b) Setting forth information required under Section 5(b) (1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder in abbreviated form.

3. Falsely or deceptively advertising fur products through the use
of any advertisement, representation, public announcement, or no-
tice which is intended to aid, promote, or assist, directly or indi-
rectly, in the sale, or offering for sale of fur products, and which:

(a) Fails to disclose the name or names of the animal or animals
producing the fur or furs contained in the fur product as set forth
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as prescribed under the said
Rules and Regulations;

(b) Fails to disclose that fur products are bleached, dyed, or
otherwise artificially colored, when such is the fact;

(c) Contains the name or names of an animal or animals other
than those producing the fur contained in the fur products.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 8.21 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 10th day
of September 1957, become the decision of the Commission; and,
accordingly :

It is ordered, That the respondent herein shall within sixty (60)
days after service upon it of this order, file with the Commission a
report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in
which it has complied with the order to cease and desist.
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Ix taE MATTER OF

LOUIS TARAN ET AL. DOING BUSINESS AS CERTIFIED
SERVICE CO., AND EMPLOYMENT REVIEW OFFICE;
AXD BETTY SCHEEWE DOING BUSINESS AS NA-
“TIONAL ADVERTISING SERVICE

CONSENT ORDER. ETC.. IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
TIIE FEDERAL TRADE COMAMISSION ACT

Docket 6704, Complaint, Jan. & 193%—Dccision, Scpt. 11, 1957
Consent order requiring individuals conducting a collection agency, with offices

in New York City and Washington, D.C., to cease representing that their
firm was an agency of the United States Government in ovdev to get cur-
rent information on delinguent debtors; and to cease placing in the hands
of others, questionnaires or other collection material which failed to state
its purpose clearly.

. Aichael J. Vitale for the Commission.

Ar. Sol H. Evrstein. of New York, N.Y., for respondents.

IxiTian Drcistoxn By Anxer E. Liescoys, HeEsriNG EXadMINER

On January 8, 1957, complaint herein was issued, charging Re-
spondents with the use of false, misleading and deceptive repre-
sentations in the conduct of a collection agency and in collecting
accounts owed to others, which representations constitute unfair
and deceptive acts and practices in commerce, in violation of the
Federal Trade Commission Act. ‘

On June 10, 1957, Respondents, their counsel, and counsel sup-
porting the complaint entered into an Agreement Containing Con-
sent Order To Cease And Desist, which was approved by the Di-
rector and the Assistant Dirvector of the Commission’s Bureau of
Litigation, and thereafter submitted to the Hearing Examiner for
consideration.

Respondents Louis Taran and Martin Baron are identified in the
agreement as copartners trading and doing business under the names
of Certified Service Co. and Employment Review Office, with their
office and principal place of business located at 401 Broadway, New
York, New York, and Respondent Betty Scheewe as an individual
trading and doing business as National Advertising Service, with
her office and principal place of business located at 1196 National
Press Building, Washington, D.C.

Respondents admit all the jurisdictional facts alleged in the com-
plaint and agree that the record may be taken as if findings of
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jurisdictional fact had been duly made in accordance with such
allegations. ‘

]’\e spondents, in the agreement, waive any further procedure be-
fore the Hearing E\'lmlnel and the Commission; the making of
findings of fact or conclusions of law; and all the rights they may
have to challenge or contest the validity of the order to cease and
desist entered in accordance with the agreement. All parties agree
that the record on which the initial decision and the decision of the
Commission shall be based shall consist solely of the complaint and
the agreement; that the order to cease and desist as contained in the
agrecment shall have the same force and effect as if entered after a
full hearing, and may be altered, modified or set aside in the man-
ner provided for other orders; that the complaint herein may be
used in construing the terms of said order; and that the agreement
is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admis-
sion by Respondents that they have violated the law as alleged in
the complaint.

After consideration of the allegations of the complaint and the
srovisions of the agreement and the proposed order, the Hearing
Examiner is of the opinion that such order constitutes a satisfactory
disposition of this proceeding. Accordingly, in consonance with the
terms of the aforesaid agreement, the Hearing Examiner accepts the
Agreement Containing Consent Order To Cease And Desist; finds
that the Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and over
their acts and practices as alleged in the complaint; and finds that
this proceeding is in the public interest. Therefore,

It is ordered, That Respondents Louis Taran and Martin Baron,
copartners, trading and doing business under the names of Certified
Service Co. and Employment Review Office, or under any other
name, and Betty Scheewe, individually and trading under the name
of National Advertising Service, or under any other name, jointly
or severally, their representatives, agents and emplovees, directly or
through any corporate or other de\*lce in connection with the busi-
ness oi obtalnnw lnionnfmon concerning delinquent debtors, in
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. Using or placing in the hands of others for use, any form ques-
tionnaire or other material, printed or written, which do not clearly
and e\pressl\' state that the purpose for which the information is
requested is that of obtaining information concerning delinquent
debtom

. Using the name “Tmplovment Review Office” or any other
word lc or phr-lse of similar import in connection with their business;
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or otherwise representing, directly or by implication, that requests
for information concerning delinquent debtors are from the United
States Government or any agency or branch thereof, or that their
business is in any way connected with the United States Government.

DECISION OF THE COMDMISSION AND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 321 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 11th day
of September, 1957, become the decision of the Commission; and,
accordingly :

It is ordered, That respondents Louis Taran and Martin Baron,
copartners trading and doing business as Certified Service Co. and
Employment Review Office; and Betty Scheewe, an individual trad-
ing and doing business as National Advertising Service, shall, within
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 the order to cease and
desist.
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IN THE MATTER OF

HARRY H. TOLCHINSKY TRADING AS
TOLCHINSKY’S FUR SHOP

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

_ Docket 6739. Complaint, Mar. 8, 1957—Decision, Sept. 18, 1957
Consent order requiring a furrier in Providence, R.I, to cease violating the
Fur Products Labeling Act by afiixing to fur products labels bearing ficti-
tions prices and misrepresenting their value, and falsely identifying the
animal producing certain furs; failing in newspaper advertisements to dis-
close the names of animals producing furs and that certain furs were arti-
ficially colored, and representing usual prices falsely as reduced; and fail-
ing in other respects to conform to the labeling, invoicing, and advertising
requirements of the Act.
Ar. S. F. House for the Commission.
Rosenstein & Jacques, by Mr. Aram K. Berberian, of Providence,
R.I., for respondent.

Ixrtriar Decrsiox py J. Earn Cox, HEariNg ExaAMINER

The complaint charges respondent with violation of the Federal
Trade Commission Act and of the Fur Products Labeling Act and
the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, by misbranding
and by falsely and deceptively advertising and invoicing fur
products.

After the issuance of the complaint, respondent, his counsel, and
counsel supporting the complaint entered into an mrreement con-
taining consent order to cease and desist, which was approved by
the Director and the Assistant Director of the Commission’s Bureau
of Litigation, and thereafter transmitted to the Hearing Examiner
for consideration.

The agreement identifies respondent Harry H. Tolchinsky as an
individual trading as Tolchinsky’s Fur Shop, with his office and
principal place of business located at 450 Winchester Street, Provi-
dence, Rhode Island.

The agreement provides, among other things, that respondent ad-
mits all the jurisdictional facts '1]]ened in the complaint and agrees
that the record may be taken as if findings of jurisdictional facts
had been duly made in accordance with such allegations; that the
record on which the initial decision and the decision of the Com-
mission shall be based shall consist solely of the complaint and this
agreement: that the agreement shall not become a part of the offi-
cial record unless and until it becomes a part of the decision of the
Commission ; that the complaint may be used in construing the terms



