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Complaint 58 F.

IN THE MATTER OF

ALFRED MIELZIKER TRADING AS IIIELZINER FUI

CQXl"ENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD '1'0 THE ALLEGED VIOL.1TlOK OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COl\DIISSroX AND THE FUR l' RODUGTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 8179. Complai. , Nov. 1960 J)eci8ion, Mar. , 1.961

Consent order requiring a Cleveland , Ohio, furrier to cease violating the Fur
Products Labeling Act by failng to comply with labeling and invoicing
reQ uiremen ts.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtue of the authority
ycsteel in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to be1ieve that Alfred fI.fielziner, an individual trading as
l\Iielziner Furs, hereinafter referred to as respondent., has violated
the provisions of aid Acts and the R.ules and Regulations promul-
gated under the Fur Products Labeling Act, and it appeflring to

the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public intere, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges
in that respect as follmys:

\RAGRAPH 1. A1frecl11ielziner is an individual trading as :\Iiel-
zine1' Furs ,,,ith his offce and principal phlce of business located

at 13129 Shaker Square , Cleveland , Ohio.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on August 9 , 1952 , respondent has been and is nm,
engaged in the introduction into commerce and in the sale, uchTcr-

tising, and olIering for sale , in commerce , and in the transportation
anc1 distribut.ion in commerce , of fur products: and has sold, aclvel'-

tised, ouered for sa1e, transported and distributed fur products
which had been made in whole or in part of fur which had been

shipped and received in commerce , as the terms "commerce

" "

fur
and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labelrng Act.
PAR. 3. Certflin of said fur products were misbranded in that

they ,yere not labeled as required under the provi.:ions of Section
'1(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form
prescribed by the Rules and Hegulatiolls promulgated thereunder.

PAIL ,-1. Certain of sa.id fur products were misbranded in viola-
tion of the Fnr Products Labeling Act in that they "ere not h,bcled
in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promulgatcd there-
under in the following respects:
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(,,) Inform"tion required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
La,teling Act and the R,ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
was mi.ngled with non-required information, in violation of Rule

29 (a) of said Rules and Regulations.
(b) Information required under Scction 4(2) of the Fur Products

Labeling Act and the I-ules and Re,gulations promulgated thereunder
,YllS not compJetely set out on one side of labels, in violation of
Rule 20(a) of said Ilu1es and Regulations.

(c) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and H.egulations promulgated thereunder
'YRS set forth in handwriting on labels, in violation of Rule 29 (b)
of said Rules and Regulations.

(d) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
,yas not set forth in the required sequence , in violation of Rule 30
of srLid RuTes and Regulations.

(e) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling \.ct and the R.ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
,yas not set forth separately on labels with respect to each section

of fur products composed of hyo or more sections containing clifterent
animal furs , in violation of Rule 36 of said Rules and Regulations.

P/I.R. 5. Certain of said fur products 'weTe falsely and deeeptively

invoiced by respondent in that they were not invoiced as required

by Sect.ion :J(b)(l) of the Fur Products Labeling Act , and in the
manner and form prescribed by the R.ules and Rcgulations promul-
gated thereunder.

\R. G. Certain of said fur produc:ts '\"ere falsely and deceptively
ill voiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they

l'e not invoiced in accordance ,,'ith the Rules and Regulations
pl'omulgate. c1 thercunder in the follmying respects:

(a) Information required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and in the Rules and Regu1at.ions promul-
gate.d thereunder was set forth in alJbl'eviatecl form , in violation of
ltule 4 of saidllules andllegnlations.

(b) Hequired item numbers ,yere not set forth on invoice':;. i.

yiobtion of R.ulc .:10 of said Rules and Regulations.
PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent, as he.rei11

a.Jleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and thf'
Rules and Heglllations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
a.nd deceptive acts and practice,s in commerce under the Fedf\T'''
Trade Commission Act.

HaTTY E. Jli(ldleton, Jr.
TV. S. Jlielziner Esq. , of

681-237--63--

Esq., for the Commission.
Cleveland , Ohio, for respondent.



258 FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSIO)l DECISIONS

Decision ::is YT.

INITIAL DECISION BY HOBERT L. PIPER , HEMUNG EXAMINER

The Federal Trade Commission issne.c1 its complnint. against the

r"bO\- namcd respondent on X o\'embel' 23 , 10GO , charging him 'with
having violated the Fur Proclnc.ts La,belillg 1\('t, the. rules and
regu1ations isslled thereunder, and the Federal Trade Commission
Act , by misbrnnding and falsely invoicing his fur products. Respond-
ent appeared by counsel a.nd entered into an agre.ement , dated Decem-
ber 20 , 1960 , containing a. consent orde.r to cease and desist , disposing
of all the issues in this proceeding IyitJlOut further he,lrillgs , which
tlgl'eement has heen duly approved by the Bureau of Litigation.
Said agreement has lJeell submitted to the uJldersiglled \ heretofore

duly designated to act as hearing examiner herein, for his considerll-

tion in nccorcbnce "fith 83.25 01 the Rules of Pmctice- of the

Commission.
H.esponc1ent, pursuant to the aforesaid agreement , lws admitted

all of the jurisdictiolllli allega.tions of the, complaint and agreed
that the record may be taken as if findings of jurisdictional facts had
been macle duly in nccorclanec with such allcgu.tions. SfLicl agree-
ment further provides that respondent \YH1VeS all further procedural

steps before the hearing eX l111iner or the Commission , including the.
nwking or DJldillgs or relet or conclusions of law and the right
to clu1.1enge or cOlltest the nllic1ity of the. order to cease rwd desist
entered in accorclance, with such agreernent. It has also been agreed
1h11t the record here ill shall consist solely of the complaint and
said HgreellenL that the a.greement hall not become n. part. or the
offcial recorcll1nless and until it becomes a part of the decision of

the Commission; that said agreement is for settlement purposes

only and does not constitute an admission by respondent thnt 118

has violaterl the law as alleged 111 the complaint, that said order
to ceasc ancI desist shall hays the same force and effect as if entered
afrer "t fu1l hearing and may be a1tered , modified , or set aside in

the manner provided for other orders , and that the complaint may
be used in construing the terms or the order.

This proceeding haying now come on for Gnal consideration on
the complaint and the aforesaid ngreement containing the consent

order , and it appearing that the order and agreement cover aJl of
the allegations of the complaint and provide for appropriate dis-
position of this proceeding, the agreement is hereby accepteel and
ordered filed upon this decision and said agreement becoming part
of the Commission s decision pursuant to S3.21 and 3.25 or the
Rules of Practice , and the hearing e,xaminer according1y makes the
follcHring findings, for jurisdictional purposes, ancl order:
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1. Respondent AJfrcd j\Iielziner is an individual with his offce
and principal place of business located at 1.1120 Shaker Square, in
the City of Cleveland, State of Ohio.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdietion of the subject-
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent hereinabove na,med.
The complaint states a cause of action against said respondent under
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Federal Trade Commission

, and this proceeding is in the interest of the public.
It -is ()rdei' That AJfrecl 1\lielziller , trading as ?\leilziner Furs

or uncleI' any other trade name , 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, advcTtising, or offering for sale in commerce, or the trans-
portn,tion 01' distribution jn commerce of fur products, or in con-
nection with the sale, advertising, offering for sale, t.ransportation

01' clj 3tri1.Jltion of Illr prollucts which are made in whole or in
part of fur ", hich has heen shipped and receiyed in commerce, as
commerce

, ;;

:fur :' and " fur product:' are defined in the Fur Products
LaucJing _Act, do forthwith cease Hnd desist 1rom:

1. iUisbranding fur prOLlucts by;

A. F\liling to affx labels to fur products shmying in ,",ol'cls and
figures pbinJy legible all the information required to be disc.losed
by each of the subspctiollS of S4(2) of the Fur Products LabeJing Ac.t;
B. Setting forth on labels affxed to fur products:

1. Information required under 84(2) of the Fur Products Label-
ing Act and the Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder
mingled with non- l'eqnirecl information;

2. Informatioo required under 84('2) of the Fur Products Label-
ing Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder in

hand,rriting.
C. Failiug to set forth an the information required under 84(2)

or the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Hules and Regnlations

promulgated thereunder on one side or labels.
D. Failing to set forth the information required under -1(2) or

t.he Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder in the required sequence.

E. Failing to set forth separately on labels affxed to fur products

composed of two or more sections conta.ining different animal furs
the information required under 84(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Hules and Regulat.ions promulgated thereunder
,yith respect to the fur comprising each section.
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2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:
A. Failing t.o furnish to purchasers of fur products invoices show

ing all the information required to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of S5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

B. Setting forth information required under S5(b) (1) of the Fur

Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder in abbreviated form.

C. Failing to set forth on invoices the item number or mark
assigned to a fur product.

DECISION OF THE COl\DIISSIOK AND ORDEH TO FILE REPORT OF C(nrPLIAXCE

Pursuant to Section . 21 of t.he Commission s Rules of Practice
t.he initial decision of the hearing examiner shall, on the 1st day
of :l\arch 1961, become the decision of the Commission; and
ccordingly:
J t is ordered That respondent A1fred 1iielzincr, an individual

trading as IieJziner Furs 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 ,yhich he JUtS com-
plied with the order to cease and desist.

Ix THE MATTER OF

IBCO I1\C.

COXSEXT ORDEn, ETC. , IX UEGARD TO THE \LLEGED nOL\TIOK OF THE
FEDERAL TR..WE COADIISSION ACT XXD SEC. 2(d) OF TIlE CLAYTON - \.CT

Docket 8074. Complaint, AU 9. 10 , 1960-DecIs-ion, Mar. , 1961

Consent order requiring an Elkhart, Ind. , manufacturer of vah- , fittings , and
related products used by plumbers and pipefitters, to cease discriminating
aIlong its customers in violation of Sec. 2(d) of the Clayton Act by such
practices as paying sums of money amounting to more than 82500 to the
American Radiator and Standard Sanitary Corp. for promoting its
products through television programs in the trading areas of New Orleans,

La. , and Pittsburgb , Pa. , without making comparable payments available
to competitors of the latter.

COl\PLAIXT

The Federal Trade Commission , having reason to believe that the
party named in the caption hereof and hereby made respondent
herein , and hereinafter designated and described more particularly,
has been and is nsing unfair methods of competition and unfair acts
and practices in commerce in violation of Section 5 of the Federal


