1t 8 oraered, 1hat respondents nadaison’s, Anc., a corporation, ana
its officers, and James Jacobs, David Madison, and Walter Zeidner,
individually and as officers of said corporation, and Jean Madison
and Walter Anstendig, as officers of said corporation, 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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Consent order requiring a New York City furrier to cease violating the Fur
Products Labeling Act by failing to label and invoice fur products with
information required by the Act.

Mr. Charles W. O'Connell for the Commission.
Charles Breger, pro se.

Inrrian Decision BY Harry R. Hinges, HearinG EXAMINER

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against the
above-named respondent on August 5, 1959 charging him with having
violated the Fur Products Labeling Act and the rules and regulations
issued thereunder, and the Federal Trade Commission Act, through
the misbranding of certain fur products and the false and deceptive
invoicing of certain fur products.

An agreement has now been entered into by respondent and coun-
sel supporting the complaint which provides, among other things,
that respondent admits all the jurisdictional facts alleged in the
complaint ; that the record on which the initial decision and the deci-
sion of the Commission shall be based shall consist solely of the com-
plaint and the agreement; that the making of findings of fact and
conclusions of law in the decision disposing of this matter is waived,
together with any further procedural steps before the hearing exam-
iner and the Commission; that the order hereinafter set forth may
be entered in this proceeding without further notice to the respond-
ent and when entered shall have the same force and eflect as if
entered after a full hearing, respondent specifically waiving all the
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rights he may have to challenge or contest the validity of the order;
that the order may be altered, modified, or set aside in the manner
provided for other orders; that the complaint may be used in con-
struing the terms of the order; that the agreement is for settlement
purposes only and does not constitute an admission by respondent
that he has violated the law as alleged in the complaint; and that the
agreement shall not become a part of the oflicial record unless and
until it becomes a part of the decision of the Commission.

The hearing examiner having considered the agreement and pro-
posed order and being of the opinion that they provide an adequate
basis for appropriate disposition of the proceeding, the agreement is
hereby accepted, the following jurisdictional findings made, and the
following order issued:

1. Respondent Charles Breger is an individual doing business under
his own name with his office and principal place of business located
at 215 West 28th Street, New York, New York.

9. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered. That Charles Breger, an individual doing business
under his own name or any other name and respondent’s representa-
tives, agents and employees, directly or through any corporate or
other device, in connection with the introduction, manufacture for
introduction, or the sale, advertising or oflering for sale in commerce,
or the transportation or distribution in commerce of fur products
or in connection with the sale, manufacture for sale, advertising,
offering for sale, transportation or distribution of fur products which
have been made in whole or in part of fur which has 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:

A. Failing to affix labels to fur products showing in words and
figures plainly legible all of the information required to be disclosed
by each of the subsections of Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

9. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:

A. Failing to furnish to purchasers of fur products an invoice
showing all of the information required to be disclosed by each of
the subsections of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

B. Setting forth on any invoice required information in abbrevi-
ated form.
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C. Failing to disclose that fur products contain or are composed of
“secondhand used furs” when such is the fact.

D. Failing to set forth on each invoice the item number or mark
assigned to a fur product.

E. Falsely or deceptively invoicing 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.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION AND ORDER T0O FILE REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
the initial decision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 25th day
of November, 1959, become the decision of the Commission; and,
accordingly :

1t is ordered, That the respondent herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon him of this order, file with the Commission
a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in



