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the b;w as alleged in the complaint, and waivers and provIsIOns as
required by the Commission s rules; and
The Commission having considered the agreement and order con-

tained therein and being of the opinion that. the agreement pro-
vides an adequate basis for appropriate disposition of the proceeding,
the agreement is hereby accepted, the following jurisdictional find-
ings are made, and the fol1owing order is entered:

1. Respondent is a corporation existing and doing business under
and by virtue of the hws of the State of Ohio , with its office and prin-
('.ip~l place of business located at 6565 Broadway, S. , in the City
of Cleveland , State of Ohio.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
lnatter of this proceeding and of the respondent.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondent GrableI' JUanufacturing Company,
Inc.., a cOJ:poration , and its officers, employees, agents and repre-
sentatiyes, directly or through any corporate or other device, in
or in connection with the ofrering for sale, sale or distribution of any
of its products in commerce, as "c.ommerce is defined in the

Clayton Ad , as arne.nc1ed , do forth wi th cease and desist from:
Paying or contracting- for the pn.yment of anything of value to , or

for the bener-it of, any customer of respondent. as compensation or
ill eonsi(lerntion for any services or facilities furnished by or
through surh Cllstomer in connection "'with the otTering for sale, sale

fJl' distribution of respondent' s products, unless such payment or
eonsideration is made ayaibble on proportionally equal terms to an
other customers competing in the distribution of sueh products.

It is fui'fhcJ' ordered That the respondent. shall within sixty (GO)

(lays after service upon it of this order, file "ith the Commission
a. report. in writing setting forth in detail the manner and form in

,,"'

hieh it has complied with this order.

IN TIlE ~IA TTER OF

Lor'" LITT~.LAN &; CO1\fP ANY ET AL,

CO~SENT ORDER, ETC. , IX HEGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDEn~\L TIL\DE CO)DII8SlOX AXD THE Fun PRODDCTS LABELING ACT

Docket C-31. Complaint , 11'01'. 29. 1961-Dccision , NO1~ 1961

Consent order requiring Detroit furriers to cease \'iolating the Fur Products
Labeling Act by failing to show on labels and invoices of fur products
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when fur was artificially colored and the country of origin of imported
furs; failing to show on invoices the true animal name of the fur used
in a fur product; and failing to comply in other respects with labeling
requirements.

COl\IPLAINT

Pursuant 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 Conlli1ission, having
reason to believe that Lou Littman & Company, a corporation , and
Louis Littman , Robert Lee Littman , Isabelle Littman and Louis R.
!1iller, individually and as officers 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
Labeling 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 follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Lou Littman & Company is a corpora-

tion organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of
the laws of the State of l\lichigan. Individual respondents Louis
Littman , Robert Lee Lit.tman Isabelle Littman and Louis R. l\1:iller
are President , Vice-President, Secretary, and Treasurer, respec-
tively, of the corporate respondent. Said individual respondents
cooperate in formulating, directing and controlling the acts , policies
and practices of the corporate respondent including the acts and
practices hereinafter referred to. All respondents have their office
and principal plaee of business at 133 East Grand R.iver Avenue
Detroit , :Miehigan.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the efl'ec.tiye date of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on August 9 , 1952 , respondents have been and are now
engaged in the introduction into commerce and in the sale, adver-
tising, and offering for sale , in commerce, and in the transportation
and distribution , in commerce , of fur products; and have sold, ad~

vertised, offered for sale, transported and distributed fur products

,,-

hich have been mrtde in whole or in part of fur which has been
shipped and received in commerce, as the terms "commerc~
fur:~ and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling

Act.
PAR. 3. Certain of said fur proc1uc.ts were misbranded in that they

were falsely and deceptively labeled or otherwise falsely and de-
ceptively identified ,,-ith respe,ct to the country of origin of the im-
ported furs contrtinec1 in the fur product , in violation of Sect:i on 4 (1)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
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PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that they
,vere not labeled as required under the provisions of Section 4 (2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form pre-
sc.ribec1 by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

Among such misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto
were fur products with labels which failed:

(1) To disclose that the fur contained in the fur products was
bleac.hed , dyed, or othen\ise artificially colored , when such was the
fact.

(2) To show the country of origin of the imported furs used in the
fur product.

PAR. 5. Certain of said fur uroducts were misbranded in viola-

-'-

tion of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they were not labeled
in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promulgated there-
under in the following respects:

(a) Information required under Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products

La-beling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
was set. forth in abbreviated form , in violation of R.ule 4 of said Rules
and Regulations.

(b) The term "fur origin" preceding the nRme of the country of
origin of the fur was not set forth as required in violation of Rule
12 (e) of said Rules and R.egulations.

(c) Labels aflixed to fur products did not comply with the mini-
mum size requirements of one and three-quarter inehes by two and
three-quarter inches, in violation of B.ule 27 of said Rules and Regu-
lations.

(d) Information required under Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products

Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
was mingled with non-required information, in violation of Rule
29 (a) of said Rules and Regulations.

(e) Information required under Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the R.uIes and R.egulations promulgated thereunder
wa.s not completel:v set out on one side of labels, in -violation of Rule
29 (a) of said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 6. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively
invoieed by the respondents in that they were not invoiced as re':'

quired by Sec.t.ion 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act , and the
R.ules and Regnlahons promulgated under such Act.

Among sneh falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but not
limited thereto : "ere invoices pertaining to sueh fur products which
fail eel :

(1) To f;how the true animal name of the fur used in the fur
product.
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(2) To disclose that the fur contained in the fur products were
bleached , dyed , or otherwise artificially colored ,vhen such was the fact.

(3) To show the country of origin of the imported furs used in
the fur product..

:\n. 7. The aforesftid acts and practices of the respondents, as
herein alleged, are in -violation of the Fur Products Labeling ACL
and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and con-
stitutes unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods
of competition in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Conllnission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Products
Labeling Act, and the respondents having been served with notice
or said determination and with a copy of the complaint the Commis-
sion intended to issue, together with a proposed form of order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an ad111ission
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the com-
plaint, a statement that the signing of said agreement is for settle-
ment purposes only a.nd does not constitute an admission by respond-
ents that the law has been violated as set forth in the complaint
and waivers and provisions as required by the Col11mission s rules;

and
The Commission, having considered the agreement, hereby ac-

cepts same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said
agreement, makes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters
the following order:

1. Respondent Lou Littman & Company, is a corporation orga.nized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the la "-s of the
State of :Michigan , with its principal offic.e and place of business at
133 East Grand River Avenue, in the city of Detroit, State of
Michigan.

Respondents Louis Littman , Robert Lee. Littman , Isabelle Littman
and Louis R. l\Iiller are omce.rs of said corporation , and their address
is the same as that of said corporation.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the. respondents , and the proc.eec1ing
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is onlend That Lou Littman &. Company, a corporation , Louis
Littman , Robert Lee Littman , Isabelle Littman and Louis R. l\filler
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individually and as officers of the said corporation , and respondents
representatiyes, agents and employees, directly or through nny
corporate or other device, in connection with the introduction into
commerce, or the sale, advertising or offering for sale, in commerce
or the transportation or distribution in commerce of fur products
or in co1111ection with the sale, advertising, offering for sale, trans-
portation 01' distribution of fur products which have been made in
whole or in part. of fnr which has been shipped ~t11d received in com-
merce, as "commerce

, "

fur" and "fur product:' are defined in the
Fur Products Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. l\fisl.H'fl.nc1ing fur products by:
A. Failing to affix labels to fnr products showing in words and

fig~Jres plainly legible all the information required to be disclosed by
each of the subsections of Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products Labeling

Act.
B. Falsely or deceptively labeling or otherwise identifying any

suchprodnct as to the country of origin of the imported furs con-
tained therein.
. C. Failing to affix labels to fur products setting forth the term "fur
origin :' preceding the name of the country of origin of imported furs
used in :fur products.

D. Affixing to fur products labels that do not comply with the
minimum size requirements of one and three-quarter inches by two
and three-quarter inches.

E. Setting forth on la.bels affixed to fur products:
(1) Information required under Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products

Labeling Act and the R.ules and R.eguJations promulgated thereunder
in abbreviated form;

(2) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fair Products
Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder
mingled ,,-ith non-required information.

F. Failing to set forth information required under Section 4 (2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations there-
under on one side of the labeL

2. Falsely or clece.pt.ively invoicing fur products by failing to fur-
nish invoices to purchasers of fur products showing in words and
figures plainly legible aJI the information required to be disclosed
by each of the subsections of Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

1 t is fllrthei' ordered That the respondents herein shall within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in wri Ling setting forth in detail the manner
and form in \\-hich they have complied with this order.



1212 FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS

Complaint 59 F.

IN THE 1\1ATTER OF

LION CLOTHING COJ\IP ANY , INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE COl\Il\:IISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-.'32. Cmnplaint , Nov, 30, 1961-Decision , Nov. 30, 1961

Consent order requiring a San Diego, Calif. , furrier to cease ,iolating the Fur
Products Labeling Act by failing, on invocies, to show the true animal
name of fur used in fur products, to disclose when fur was artificially
colored , and to reveal the country of origin of imported furs; by adver-
tising which represented prices as reduced \vithout gi,ing the time of the
compared higher prices; and by failing to keep adequate records as a basis
for such price and value claims.

CO:MPLAINT

Pursuant 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 Lion Clothing Company, Inc. , a corporation
and Louis F. Overgard , individually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, hereinafter referred to as respondents, have violat~d the pro-
visions of said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the Fur Products Labeling Act., and it appearing to the Com-
mission 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 follows:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Lion Clothing Company, Inc. , is a cor-

poration organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of the laws of the State of California with its oHice and principal
plac.e of business located at Sixth and Broadway, San Diego, Cali-
fornia.

Individual respondent Louis F. Overgard is president of the cor-
pontie respondent and controls, directs and formulates the acts, prac-
tices and pol1cies of the c.orporate respondent.. 1-lis office and prin-
cipal plac.e of business is the same as that of the c.orporate respond-
nt.

\TI. 2. Sl1b.;;;equcnt to the efrective date of the Fur Products La--

heling Act on A_ugnst 9 , 1952 , respondents acting in cooperation and
conjunction ,,"ith Pacific. Coast Fur Company, a c.orporation, and

Venus Furs, a corporation , have been and are now an gaged in the
introdnc.tion into commerce and in the sale, advertising, and ofl'er-

ing for sale, in commerce, and in the transportation and distribution
in commerce, of fur products; and have sold , advertised , ofrered for


