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fincd in tJll amended Clayton Act., do forthwith cen (' nnd desist
from:

1. Dis l'illillating, directly 01' jmlirect1y, ill the price of sn

products of like grade find qnaJity by selJillg to allY purchaser at net
pricE's higher than the nct prices chal'g('(l to any other purchaser
who, in fact. COlnpctes in the resale anrl c1istrilmtion of respondent.
proc1ul's with the pUl'chnscr IJnying the, hlghcT' price: and

2. Pft 'ing, or contracting for the paYl1t:Ilt of, anything of vfllnc
to or for 1he benefit of allY Cl1stor:u'I' 01 respondent :1S compEnsation
or in consideration for, nny se.nrjces or facilities iurnjshed by or
throngh snell customer ill connpction ,yith the oflering for snJe , sale
or distribntion of any of respondent's products , un1ess such pnyment
or consic1el'nbon is offered or ot.herwise affrrnatiyely made availabJe
on proportionally equal terms to all ot.her customers competing in
JIE l'psflle. of such pl'oc1ncts wit.h the favored cllstnmer.
It i.r; furlhe'!' ordered Thflt the allegntion of fl subs!antia.llesSE'll-

jllg of competition or tcndency toward monopol ' in the J ine of
COJIlJ1erCe in which the respondent is engflged , be dismissed.

nT:CISJO (IF THE COJDIlSSIQX XXD ORDER TO FILE HEPOHT OF C03II' LL\::CE

Pnrsmmt. to Section 3. 21 of t lw Commission s Rulcs of l:) ri1C't ice

t.he illitifll decision 01 the hearing examiner shall , on the 2nd dny of
l\la:v. 1PG1 , become the decision of the Commission: and , acconlingJy:

It 'IS uT'dcl'ed. Thflt. the respondent herein s all : within sjxty (60)
clays after ervjcc upon it. of this order , file with the Commission a
report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in
which i1 ha6 complied I\' ith the ordef to cease and desist.

I N THE ):fATTER OF

GOLDSTEL'- :\IIGEL CO.

COXSEXT mmEH , ETC. . lX I EG"\Im TO THE ALLEGED YlOLAT1OS OF THE

l'EDERAL TrUDE CO L\IJi'STOX AXD THE Fun f'IWDTICTS L.-\RELIXG ACTS

Docket 8262. Complaint , Dec, 30 , 19UO-Decision, Mav , 1961

Consent order reQuiring a 'Vnco, Tex., furrier to cease violating the Fur

Products Labeling Act by ndyertising in ne,vspapers which failed to dis-
dose the nflrues of animals producing certain furs or that some fUI'

products contnined. artificially cnlOl'ed fu , and represented prices as

reduced from regular prices Ivhich were in fact fictitiom, and as lower
tllan wholesale prices of a montb previous when such was not tile fact;
and by failing to l;;rep f1l1PlIlwte l'ecord as fl basis fur pricing and ,alue
claims.
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Complaint ;jS F.

COMPLAI:'T

Pursuant to the pl'ovisions of the Federal Trade C011mission -,-tct
a.nd the Fur Products Labeling Act 11cl by virtue of the authority

vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , ha.ving
Teason to believe that Goldstcin- ligel Co. , a corporation , l1ereinaftcr
referred to as respondent , has vio1ntecl the provisions of said Acts
and the Bules and Regulations promulgated unclcr the Fur Products
Labeling Act , and it appearing to t.he Commission that l.L proceeding
by it in respcc.j thereof I' .-ould 1J;,; in the rm!Jlic !:tere:- hen' )y 1;3SU88

its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:
PARil.GRAPn 1. Golc1stehl-j\Iigel Co" is a corporation organized , ex-

isting and doing businE' s llllClrr and by virtue of the Jaws 0.1 the
Stale of Texas

, '

with its offce ilnd principal place af business located
at 521 )l.l1stin Street , ",Vneo. Tn7::as,

PAR. 2. ubsequent to the. eft'ective. date of the Fur Products
Labeling Act on August !\ 1852 , respondent ha been and is now
engaged in the introduction into commerce and in the sale, adver-
tising fmd otlcring 101' sa Ie , in commcrce , and in the tranSpOl'tfltion
and distribution , in commerce , of fur proclucts; and has sold , ac1Yer
tiseel. oiIere.d for sale , transported ane1 distributed fur products
which have been mndc 1n 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 Labe1ing L\.ct.

PAH. 3. Certain oT sa,icl fnr products were fa.lsely 8,l1d deccptivcJy
advertised in violation of the. Fur Proelnct Labe11ng \.ct 1n that
respol1(lent caused the di semination in commerce, as "commerce
is defined in said _Act, of certain newspa.per advertisements , con-
cerning said products

, ,,-

hich were not in accordance with t11e pro-
visions of ScC't1on :'5(a) of the said Act and the H,nJes and Regula-
tions promulgated thereunder; and which advertisements were
int,ended to aiel , promote and assist , (liroctly 01' indirectly, in the sale
and offering for sale of snid fur products.

PAR 4. Among and incll1derl in the ad\'ertisements a nJorcsaicl
but not limited thereto, were advertisemcnts of respondent which

appeared 1n issues of the ,Vaeo Tribune Herald , fl ne"\vspaper pub-
lished in the City of ",Vaco , SLate of Texas , ane) having a wide cir-
culation in said State and various other St.ates of the lJnited States.

By means of sajd advertisements and others of similar import and
meaning, not specifically Tf"ferred to herein , re:;ponc1ent falsely nnd
deceptively advertised fur products in that said advertisements:

(a) Failed to disclose the name or names of the animal or animals
that produced the fur contained in the fur product as set fort.h in
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the Fur Products Name Guide, in violation of Section 5(a) (1) of
thc Fur Products Labeling Act.

(b) Failed to disclose that fur proclncts containcd or were com-
posed of bleached, dyed or other-wise artificially colored fur, when
such ,,-as the fact, in violation of Section 5 (a) (3) of thc Fur Prod-
ncts Labeling Act.

(c) Represented prices of fur products as having been reduced

from regular or usual prices where the so-called regular or usual
prices were in fact fictitious in that they were not t.he prices at,
which said merchandise was usually sold by respondent in the recent
reg-uhr course of business, in violation of Section 5 (a) (.5) of the
Fur Products Labeling Act and Rule 4J(a) of said Rules and
Regulations.

(cl) Hepresentecl : through such statements as "These furs are
mllxked for sale to you below the price we would have had to pay
for them wholesale one month ago , that prices of fur products were
lower than the wholesale price of one month previous , when slIch
was not the fact , in violation of Section 5 (a) (5) of thc Fur Prod-
ucts LabeJing Act and Hule 014(a) of said Rules and H.egulations.

PAIL 5. In adverLising fur products for sale as aforesaid pond-
ent made claims and representations respecting the prices and l'-lnes
of fur products. Respondent, in making such claims and represen-
tations , failed to Inainlain fun and adequate records discJosing the
facts upon which such claims and represenLations \vero based, in
violation of Rule ,Ute) of said Rules and I?egulations.

P AH. 6. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent , as heroin
alleged , (tre in violation of the Fur Products Labeling 1\ct and the
Hllles and Regulatiolls prornulgated thercunder and constitute unfair
and deceptive acts and practices in commerce under the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

liT. HarTY E. liiddleton , JT. supporting the complaint.

11fT. HeTbert Schm,!!, of .Waco , Tex. , for respondent.

IXITIAL DECISIOX BY Emv ARD CrmEL, J-lEARI G EXA::IINEH

The Federal Trade Commission issued its complaint against tho
above-named respondent on December 30 1960, charging it with
having violated the Fur J)roduds Labeling Act , and the rules and
regulations issued thereunder , and the Federal Trade Commission
Act by falsely and deceptively advertising certain fur products.

On :March 10, 1961 , there was submitted to the hearing examiner
an agreement between respondent and counsel supporting the com-
plaint providing for the entry of a consent order.
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Order 58 F. 'l.

Under the terms of this Hgreemf:nt the respondent n(hnit-s the
jurisdictional facts alleged in the complaint. The parties agree
among other things , that the. cease. and desist order t1181'8 set. forth
nmy be entered without further notice f1nc1 have the Sllne force and
eft' eet as jf entered after a fun hearing and the docllment includes
a "ain'T by the respondent of all rights to challenge. or contest the
validity or the order issuing in accordance ihere,vith. The agree-

ment further recites that it is for settlement purposes Oldy and does
not constitnte an admission by t.he respondent that it has violated
the Inw as nlleged in the complaint.

The hearing examiner finds that the content of the agreement
meets all the reqllirenwnts of SecLion 3.23 (1)) or the Rules of the
Commission.

The hearing examiner having considered the agreement and pro-
posed order anll be1ng of the opinion that they provide an appro-
prinJe Imsis for settlement and disposition of this proceeding the
agreement is hereby accepted , and it is ordered that said agreement
shall not become a part of the offcial record unless and until it
becomes a parL 01 the decision of the Commi::sion. The 10110\ving
jurisdictjon 11 Endings ,-ue J1i1llc and the roIl owing order issued:

1. nesponctent Goldstein- Jligel Co. is L Texas corporation with
its unice and principal place of business located at 521 Austin Street
in the Cit.y of ",Yaco , State of Texas.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jl1'isdiction of the subject
matter or this proce( c1ing and of the respondent , an(lthe proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is oT(leT'ed That Goldstein-?\TigeJ Co. , a cOl'poration and its
offcers, and respondent. s representatives: agents and empJoyees di-
rectly or through any corporate. or other device, in connection "with
the introduction into commerce, or the saJe , advertising, or oflering
ror sale in commerce , or the t.ransportation or distribution in com-

merce of fur products, or in connection "\vith the sale , ac1veJiising:

offering for saJe.: transportation, or distribut.ion of fur pl'oc1ncte
which are made in whoJe or in part of :fur which has been shippe(1
and re.ceivec1 in COl1lnerCe , as " commerce

:' "

fnr" and " fur product"
are defined in the Fur l)roc1ucts Labeling Act , do forthwith cease
and desist from:

1. Falsely or deceptively advertising fur products through the
use of any advertisement, representation, public announcement or

notice ,yhich is intended to aid , promote or assist , directly or in-
directJy, in the snle. or offering for .sale of fur products , and which:
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. Fails to disclose:

1. The name or nnmes of the animal or animals producing the
fur or furs conhlinec1 in the fur product, as set. forth in the Fur
Products Name Guide and as prescribed by the Rules and Regula-
tions.

2. Thnt the fur product conulins or is composed of bleachec1 llyed
01' ot.herwise nrt.ificiaJ1y colored fur. hen such is the fact.

B. Represents cliredJy or by implication that the regular or usual
price of any fur product is any am01mt -which is in excess of the
price at which respondent has usually and cusLomariJy sold products
in the recent. regular course of business.

C. Represents directly or by implic:ltion that prices are reduced
from previous \vholesaJe prices when snch is not the fact.

I), lisreprescnts in any manner the snvings avai1n1Jle to pur-
chasers of responden(s fur products,

2. 1\Jaking price claims and represent.ations respecting prices and
values of fur pro(lncts unless there are maintained by respondent
1'1.11 and adequate records elisclosing the facts upon which such eJa1ms
and rcpn sentations are based.

DECISION OF THE CCDDIISSIOX AND onDER TO FILE HEJ'ORT OF CO::IPLL\.XCE

Pursuant to Section 0.21 of the Commission 8 1-ules of Practice
the initial decision of the hearing eX1111in8r shall , on the 2nel day of
)'lay, 1061 , become the c1eeision of the Commission; and accordingly:

It is Ol'dCTCd That the respondent herein shall , within sixty (60)
days after service upon it of this order , file with the C01nmission n,
report in writillg setting forth in detail the manner and form in
which it has complied with the order to cease and desist.

Ix THE l\lATTER OF

TUSECK EXTERPnISES. EC. , TRADING AS
THE CARL CmrPAXY ET AL.

OHDER , ETC. , IK REGAHD TO THE ALLEGED VTOL..Yl'ON OF THE
FEDER,\L TR-\DE CO:lIJIJSSION ..\CT

Docket 8117. Compla-int , Sept. 1960-Decision, May 1961

Order requiring a concern in Lisbon , Ohio , en ag-ed ill selling printed forms for
use in collecting vast-clue accounts to collectors and collection agencies
who in turn send them to delinquent debtors , to cease giving the impression
that such papers are offcial fonus find constitute legal process, by means of
the captions "FIl'AL ?\OTICE BBFORE SUIT" oj' " . . . BEFORE S'1'ATC-
TORY GAHNISHl\E:\T", and other language used, the general make-up,
size amI kind of type, presence of It simulated offcial seal , etc.


