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C. Falsely or deceptively advertising fur products through the
use of any advertisements, representation , public announcement or
notice which is intended to aid , promote or assist., directly or in-
directly, in the sale , or offering for sale of fur products and which:

1. Fails to disclose that the fur product is composed of used fur
when such is the fact.

2. Fails to disclose t.hat the fur product is composed of "second-
hand fur when such is the fact.

3. Represents , directly or by implication, that respondents ' price
of any fur product is any amount which is in excess of the price
at which respondents have usually and customarily sold such prod-
ucts in the recent regular course of business.

4. Hepresent.s , directly or by implication, that fur products have

been damaged by smoke and "rater or are fire merchandise , when
such is not the fact.

D. fa.king claims and representations respecting prices and values
of fur products unless respondents maintain fnn and adequate rec-

ords disclosing the facts upon which such clnims and represent.ah
tions are based.

DECISION OF THE COMl\IISSION AND OHDER TO FILE HEPORT OF CO fPLIAXCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Commission s Rules of Practice

the initial decision of the hearing examiner shaH, on the 8th day
of June , 1961 , become the decision of the Commission; and , accord-
ingly:

It i8 ordered That the respondents herein shall within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with the order to cease and desist.

Commissioner Elman not participating.

IN THE :MATTER OF

HOSEKBLU l'S , DiC. , ET AL.

cox SENT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGAIID TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATJO OF THE
J"EDERAL TRADE CO::BfISSION AXD THE FeR PRODCCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 8248. Complaint , Dec. lD60-Decision, June 10 , 1961

Consent order requiring Cleveland, Ohio, furriers to cease violating the Fur

Products Labeling Act by labeling fil products deceptively with respect to
the animAls producing the fur; by failng to set forth the term "Dyed
1\Iouton processed Lamb" on labcls where required; and by failng to
comply in other respects with labeling and invoicing requirements.
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COMPLAIXT

Pursua.nt 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 Rosenblum , Inc. , n corporation , and Myron
Rosenblum , Sidney Rosenblum , Joseph Amster , a.nd Albert Amster
individually and as afIcers of said corporation , hereinafter referred
to as respondents , have violated the provisions of said Acts and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Fur Products Label-

ing 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 fo1Jows:
PARAGRAPH T. Rosenblum , Il1 . is a corporation organized , exist-

ing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State
of Ohio with its oflic.e and pl'inci pal place of business located at
321 Euclid Avenue , Cleveland , Ohio.

Iyron Rosenblum , Sidney Rosenblum , Joseph Amster and Albert
Amster are president, vice president, secretary and treasurer, re-
spectively, of the said corporate respondent.

These individuals control , formulate and direct the acts , practices
and policies of the said corporate respondent. Their offces and prin-
e! pal pJ ace of business are the same as that of the said corporate
respondent.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the eiTective date of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on Augnst 0 1052 respondents have been and arc
now engaged in the introdlldion into commerce tnd in the sale

advertising, a.nd oiIering for saJc , in commerce , and in the transpor-
tation and distl'ibl1tion , in commerce, of fur products; and have sold
advertised , offered for sale , tnmspol'tecl and distributed fur prod-
ucts "which have been made in ,dlOle or in part of fur which has
be,en shipped and received in commerce; and have substituted labels
on fur products ,,,hieh haye been shipped and received in commerce;
as t.he terms "commerce , H fm' :: and "fur product' are defined in
the Fur Products Labe1ing .Act.

\H. 3. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that
they ,yere falsely and deceptively labeled or otherwise falsely and
deceptively identifie.d with respect. t.o the nmTle or names of the
animal 01' animals that prodncec1 the fur from ,yhie11 said fur prod-
ucts ha.c1 been manuf,lctlll'pc1 , in yiolahon of Section J(l) of the Fur
VI'Olluc.LS T.. :tbeling Ad,

PAR. d. Certain of said fur prodncts

they wpre not. labeled as required under
wel' C misbranded
the provisions of

in that

Section
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4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and ill the manner and
form prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under.

PAR. 5. Certain of said fur products "ere misbranded in violation
of the Fur Products LabeJing Act in that they were not labeled
in accorda.nce with the Rules mlCl Regulations promulgated there-
under in the following respects:

(a) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under was set forth in abbl"Cviated form , in violation of Rule 4
of said Rules and Regulations.

(b) The term "Dyed .;Sonton processed Lamb" was not set forth
in the manner required where an election ",yas made to llse that
term instead of Lamb , in yiolation of Rule D of said Rules and
Regulations.

(c) Information required umler Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling Aet and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder ,,,as mingled \Vjth non-required information, in viola-

tion of Rule 29 (a) of said Rules and Regulations.

(d) Information reqnired under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling Act and the Rules a.nd R.egu htt10ns promulgated
thereunder \vas not completely sct out on one side of labels, in
violat.ion of R.ule 20 (a) of said Rules and R.egulations.

(e) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling Act a.nd the Hules and Regulations promulg tecl
thereunder was set fort.h in hanc1\\Titing on labels , in violation of
Rule 20 (b) of said Rules and Regulations.

(f) Required item numbers werG not set forth on labeJs, in vio-

lation of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

PML G. Certain of said fur products \\-er8 fnlseJy and deceptively
invoicc(l by respondents in that t.hey were not invoiced as required
by Sect.ion 5 (b) (1) of t.he Fur Prodnets Labeling Act , and in the
manner and form prescribed by t.he, Rules and R.egulations pro-
mulgated thereunder.

PAIL 7. The aforesaid acts anll practices of respondents , as herein
al1egecl are in violatjon of the Fur JJrodllets Labeling Act and the
Rules a.ncl Hrg'nhhons pl'ol1111gate(1 thereunder and constih1te 1111-

fa.il' and clec.ept1ye acts and practices in commerce under the Fec1-
en1l Trade Commission Act.

harles S. CO:JJ Esq. , for the COlTmi siGll.
Ben Lewitt Esq. , of Cleveland , Ohio, for respondents.
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INITIAL DECISION BY ROBERT L. PIPER , lIEARING EXAMINER

The Federal Trade Commission issned its complaint against the
above-named respondents on Deccmber 28 , 1060 , charging them with
having violated the Fur Products Labeling Act , the rules and regu-
lations issued thereunder , and the Federal Trade Commission Act
by misbranding, and falsely invoicing their fur products. Respond-
ents appeared and entered into an agreement, dated 'la.reh 30 , 1961

containing a consent order to eease and desist, disposing of all the
issues in this proceeding without further hearings , which agreement
has been duly approved by the Bureau of Litigation. Said agree-
ment has been submitted to the undersigned , heretofore duly desig-

nated to act as hearing examiner herein, for his consjderation in

accordance with 93.25 of the Hllies of Practice of t.he Commission.
Respondents, pursuant to the aforesaid agl'eement have admitted

all of the jl1risdictional allegations of the complaint fll1(l agreed
thut the record nHl.Y be takE'H as if findings of jurisdictional facts

had been made duly in accordance ,vith such nJlegations, Said
agreement further provides tl1at respondents waive an further
procedural steps before the hearing examiner 01' the Commission
including t.he making of findings of fact or conclusions of la,,, and
the right to challenge or contest the vnJic1ity of the order to cense

and desist entered in a,ccordance "with such agreement. It has also
been agreed that the record herein shall consist solely of the com-
plaint and said agreement, that the agreement shall not bec.ame n

part of the offcial record unless and 11ntil it becomes a part of the
decision of the Commission; that said agreement is for settlement
purposes only and does not const.itute an admission by respondents
that they have violated the law as allegec1 in the complaint , that
said order to .cease and desist shaH have t.he same force an(I eiTect

as if entered aftel' a fnD lwnring f!Jd nmy be aHe.red , modified , 01'

set aside in the l1Htlme.r pl'cn ided for other orders, and that the

complaint may be used in construjng the terms of the order.
This proc.eeding baving now come on for final consideration on the

complaint and the DJoresaicl agreernf'nt containing the COJlsent order
and it appearing that. the onlcl' and agreement covel' all of the
a1Jcgations of the compbint fllcl provide for appropriate disposition
of this IJl'oceeding, the ngl'eenwnt is hereby accepted and ordered
filed upon this decision and said agrceme,nt lwcoming part of the

Commission s aecision pnrsnant. to 21 lJl(l 2;) of the Rule
Pract.ice" and the hl' t1ling' ex,lmil1er accol'lingl v makes the. l'oJ1r)\'i'ing
findings , for jurisdictional plll'IJOSf::, and order:

1. Respondent Hosenblmn , Inc. , is a corporation

doing b1.lsiness under and by virtue of the l(1\"s of
existing find
the State of
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Ohio, with its offce amI principal place of business located at 321
Euclid Avenue, in the City of Cleveland, State of Ohio.

Respondents :\yron Rosenblum , Sidney Rosenblnm , Joseph Am-
ster , and Albert Amster are individuals and offcers of the corporate
respondent. They control , formulate and direct the acts , practices
and policies of the said corporate respondent. Their address is the
same as that of the corporate respondent.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject-
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents hereinabove na,med.
The complaint states a cause of action against said respondents under
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Federal Trade Commission
Act , and tJ11s proceeding is in the interest of the public.

It is ordered That Hosenblum , Inc. , a corporation and its offcers
and Myron Rosenblnm, Sidney Rosenblum, Joseph Amster and
Albert Amster, individually and as offcers of said corporation , and
respolldents representatives, agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device , in connection with the intro-
duction into commerce, or the sale, advertising or offering for sale
in commerce: or the transpol'tntion 01' distribution in commerce of
ny fur product , or in connection with the sale , advertising, offering

for sale, transportation or distribution of any fur product which is
made in ,,-hole or part of fur which has been shipped and received
in commerce, or in connection with the substitution of labels on fur
products which ha.ve, been shipped and received in commerce, as
commerce , H iur ': and ' fnr produce' arc defined in the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling Aet , do fort.hwith cease and desist from:
1. :\'Iisbranding fur products by:
A. Falsely or deceptively labeling or otherwise identifying any

such product as to the Jlf\me or naIues of the anilnal or animals that
produced the fur from which such product was manufactured;

B. I, ailing to affx labels to fur products showing in vi'ords and
figures plainly legible all the informat,ion required to be disclosed

by each of the subsections of &+(2) of the Fur Proc1uets Labe1ing

Act;
C. Setting forth on .lbels affxed to Iur products:

1. Information n'qnil'C'd under 84(2) of dw Fllr Products Label-

ing Act and the Hules and Regulations promulgated thereunder in

abbreviated form;
2. InformaLion l'eqnirecl lIIlder 4 (2) of the Fur Products LaJJC1-

iug Act and the Rnles and Reguhtions promulgated thereunder
mjnglecl y\'ith non-required information;
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3. Information required under 4(2) of the Fur Products Label-

ing Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder in

handwriting.
D. Failing to set forth the term "Dyed Mouton processed Lamb"

where an election is Dlade to use that. term instead of Lamb;
E. Failing to set forth on labels affxed to Fur products all the

information required to be dise10sed under 84 (2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the Rules and RC,h'll1ations promulgated there-
under on one side of such labels;

F. Failing to set forth on 1abeJs the item number or mark as-
signed to a fur product.

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur product.s by:

A. Failing to furnish to purchasers of fur products invoices
showing all the information required to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of S5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

DECISION OF TI-IE CO::IlI1SSION ll.ND ORDER TO FILE REPORT OF C(DIPLIAXCE

Pursuant to Section 3.21 of the Comm1E:sion s Rules of Practice
the initial decision of the- hearing examiner shoJI , on the 10th day
of J"une 1961 , become the. decision of the Commission; and , accord-
jngly:

It -s ordered That the aboye-na.Jnec1 respondcnts shall , within

sixty (GO) cl,l)'S after sen-,jcB upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in wI'iting setting forth in c1etf1il the manner
and form in which they have comp1ied -with the order to cease and

desist.

IN THE l\iATTER OF

LEHRMAK FliRS , IKC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE \LLEGED VIOLATIQX OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE COl\DnSSIQX A::-- TIlE FUR rnODUCTs
LABELIXG ACTS

Docket 82"/. Complaint , Dec. 30 , 1.960-Decision, June 10 , 1961

Consent order requiring New York City furriers to cease violating the Fur
Products Labeling Act by failng to disclose on labels and invoices when
furs were dyed and by failng to comply in other respects with labeling

and invoicing requirements.

CO::IPLAINT

PurSuRnt to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labehng Act , and by virtue of the authority


