
MILFUR . IKC. ) ET AI.. 1647

1642 Complaint

(a.) That the cream ha.rdener is non- toxic or will not cause itching
or skin irritation.

(b) That the plastic metal mender is non-toxic) safe or harmless
or ",vill not cause itching or skin irritation.

3. Using a label on the container for the cream hardener ' which does
not set forth in a clear and conspicuous manner the fol1owing

statements.
CAUTION: Keep away from heat or fiame. Keep Gut of reaeh of

c.hildren. If taken internally, induce vomiting; eommlt physician.
A void prolonged or repeated contac.t with skin. In case of contact

flush skin with water.
4. 1; sing a la,bel on the container for the putty which does not set

forth in a cleaT and conspicuous manner the following statement:
CAUTION: After mixing with cream hardener, avoid prolongcd

or repeated contact with skin. In case of contact, flush skin 'with
water.

It is JUTther ordered. That the respondents herein sha11, within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, fie with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they have complied with this order.

IN THE MA"IR OF

MILFUR INC. ET AI"

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IX REG..\RD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF '.rE
FEDERAL TRADE C01\DlISSION ACT

Docket C-11;.2. Compaint. .May 962-Decision, .MaV 29. 1962

Com:,ent order requiring Iilwaukee , \Vis., manufacturers of garments , gloyC'.-,

moccasins , and ot.her leather products t.o order from hideR furnished by
hunt.ers and others , to cease representing falsely in mag zines of l1ational

circulation and in their catalog that they custom- tanned raw bides sent in
by custorners and made the leather prOllucts ordered by the customers from
the raw hiles so furnished; to ('ease representing falsely in their catalog
and order blank that their leather lJroducts and sel"vices ,vere of highest
quality when actually many wcre clefecliye, that adjustments would bE'

made when they 'vere found lllsatisfactory, and that they were Ul1con-

(lit.ionalIy guaranteed: and to lnake deliveries within periods specified.

CO::IPL\IXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fcdenll Trade COlTllujssion Act
and by virt.ue, of the llthority Yf:sied in it by sa.id Act : the, Federfll
Trade Commission ) hc:.ving J'CflS0l1 to believe that :JIiHur, Inc. , a. ('01'-
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poration , and Sidney ICrasno , alias ",V. L, Hlldson and Marion ICrasno
individually and as offcers of said corporation , hereinafter referred
to as respondents, have violated the pro'dsions of said Act, and
it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thereof would be ill the public interest , hereby issw s its complaint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent :iHi1fur, Inc. , is a corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the In W8 of the
State of \Visconsin, with its principal offce and place of business

located at 106 X orth V ateI' Street , in the city of Milwaukee , State
of \Visconsin.
Respondents Sidney Krasno , alias ,V. L. l-Il1c1son , and Iarion

I(rasno are offccrs of the corporate respondent. They formulate the
policies and direct and control the acts and practiecs of the corporate
respondent, including the acts and practices hereinafter set. forth.
Their address is the same as that of the corporate respondent.

PAIt 2. Respondents arc now, and for some time last past have

been , engaged in the lIlanufacturing, advertising, sale nc1 distribution

of various items of leather apparel and leather accessories, and in the
performa,nce, advertising and sale of cleaning and altcration and
repair scrvices for leather garments. A substantial part of respond-
ents ' business consists of m lnufacturing garments, gloves , moccasins
nd other leather pro(lucts to order from hides furnished by hunters

and others.
PAR. 3. In the course antl conduct of their business, rcspondents

nmv cause, and for some time last past have cnnsec1: their products
,vhen sold, or ga,rmcnts upon which said services have been performed
to be shipped fr0111 their place of bnsiness ill the State of ,Visconsin to
purchasers thereof located ill various other states of the -United States
and nlainta.in , and at all times mentioned herein have maintained , a
substantial course of trade in the aforesa, id products and services in
commerce, as "commerce" is deIined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act,

PAR. 4. In the course and conduct of their business and for the

purpose of soliciting the salc of their s:tid products and services : re-
spondents have made statements regarding the nature of their busi-
ness and their services in magazines of national circulation and in
their catalog, of which the follO"ving are typical.

DEER Hu:\ TERS
Send us your DEERHIDES
e are specialists in deerskin tanning and manufacturing of garments

gloves , bats , bags , moccasins , etc.
Leatber garment cleaning, repairing, alterations
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BIG new FREE catalog. . . .
D RAW SKINS FOR CUSTOl\I-TA:\TNL\TG

"\Ve tan raw hides of Deer, Elk, Antelope, Moose, Cow and Calf and custom
fashion them for you into any item in this catalog. Or if you wish we wil tan
and return them to you for future use.

MILFUR' S custom tanning and manufncturing
Meticulously tanned by Our expert craftsmen. . 

. .

If you \-vish to have hides tanncd and are llot ready to order merchandise to
be made, send tlle hices to us. 'l'hey wil be tanned and returned 'to you

PAR. 5. Through the use of the aforesaid sVttemcnts respondents
represented , directly or indirectly:

1. That they tan rim hides.

2. That they own and operate tanning facilities \vherein raw hides
are tanned by their own expert craftsmen.

3. That raw hides sent in by customers are custom- tanned.
4. That raw hides sent in by customers are tanned and returned to

them if so requested.
5. That the rawhides furnished to respondents by customers are

made into the leather products ordered by such customers.
PAR. 6. Said statements and representations were false, misleading

and deceptive. In truth and in fact:
1. Hespondcnts do not tan ra w hides.
2. Respondents do not own and operate tanning facilities , and

tanning is not done by rcspondents ' employees.
3. Raw hides sent in by customers are not custom-tanned.
4. The raw hides sent in by cllstomers are not tanned and returncd

to them, evcn when requested , but are retained by respondents and
customers are given " credit certificates" instead.

5. Leather products ordered by customers are. not made from the
raw hides which are furnished respondents 1)3' such customers.

PAR. 7. There is a preference on the part of a substantia.l portion
of the purcha.sing public sending in raw hides for tanning to do busi-
ness directly with the tannery processing such hides.
PAn. 8. In their catalog and order blank respondents used such

statements as: "If for any reason any item you buy does not give you
100% satisfaction -we will either repair or replace it for you or re-
fund your money in cash. You can order wit.h confidence from
J\Iilfur

; "

Our aim is to give you the greatest variety of quality prod-
ucts and services at the Imycst prices consistent with top quality

Order with assura,nce-Jlilfur s manufacturing facilities are the
finest avai1a,ble

; "

Guarnntee-::lilfur offers only quality leathers
Qmtlity Craftsmanship, Qua1ity Merchandise

; "

Deal with Confi

dence-highest standard of workmanship. . . quality materials , fine
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Craftsmanship

; "

Satisfaction Guaranteed" ; thereby respresenting

directly or indirectly:
1. That aU of the leather products sold ancl services performed by

respondents are'of the highest quality.
2. That unless respondents ' products and services are satisfactory

to purchasers, adjustments will be made.
3. That respondents ' products and services are unconditionally

guaranteed.
PAR. D. Sflic1 statements and representations referred to in para-

graph 8 were false, Inisleading' and deceptive. In truth and in fact:
1. All leather products sold and services performed by respond-

ents are not of the highest qualit.y. :Many of the products and services
performed by respondents arc defective in n1 Lterial, workmanship or
in other respects.

2. In mallY instances when purchasers find respondents ' products
or services unsatisfactory and request adjustments, respolHlents ignore
sueh requests or arbitrarily refuse to make any a.cjustJnent.

3. Respondents ' products and services are not unconditionally
guaranteed. Their guarantees are subject to limitations and condi-
tionsnot set forth in the advertisements.

PAR. 10. Hesponclents have engaged in the practice of failing to
make deliveries of products and of f Liling to perfonn services within
the period of time specified in their catalog.

PAR. 11. In the conduct of their business, at all times mentioned
herein , respondents have been in substantial competi6on, in commerce
\,;ith corporations , firms nnd individuals in the sale of leather products
and services of the same general kind and naturc as those sold by
respondents.

PAR. 12. The use by respondents of the aforesaid false, misleading
and deceptive statements , representations and practices has had, and
now has , the capacity and tendency to mislead members of the pur-
chasing public into the erroneous and mistaken belief that sa,id statc-
nlents and representations 'yore and are true and into the purchase of
substantial quantities of respondents: products and :;ervices by reason
of sai d erroneous and l1isutken bel ief.

\H. 13. The aforesaid acts fwd practices of respondents, as herein
alleged , were , and are, all to the prcj l1c1ice and injury of the public and
of respondents : competitors ancl constitutecl , and now constitute, lUl-

fair methods of competition in commerce and unfair and deceptive acts
and practices in commerce. in violation of Section 5 of the Federal

Trade Commission Act.
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DECISION AXn ORm.;

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption heroof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act , and the respondents
having been served with notice or said determination and with a copy
of the complaint the C mlInission intended to issue, together with a
proposed rorm or order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an a,greement containing a consent order, an admission by the
respondents of an the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint to
issue herein, a statement that the signing of said agreement is for

settlement purposes only and does not constitute an admission by

respondents that the law has been violated as set forth in such com-

plaint, and waivers and provisions as required by the Commission
rules; and
The Commission , having considered the agreement, hereby accepts

same , issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agreement
makes the following jurisdictional findings , and enters the following
()rder:

1. R.espondent li1fur, Inc., is a corporation organized, existing
and doing business undcr and by virtue of the laws of the State of
1Visconsin with its oiTce and principal place of business located at 106
NorthvVater Street, in the city of Milwaukee, State of vViscollsin.

pondents Sidney I\:rasno , alin,s 'V. L. Hudson , and l\iarion
Krflsno are offcers of s~lid corporation and t.heir address is the same
as that of said corporation.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of t.his proceeding and of the respondents, and the proceeding
is the pubJic interest.

OP.DER

J t is orde/'ed That lUilfur, Inc. , a corporation , and its offcers , and
Sidney Krasno , alias 'v. L. IIuclson , or any other name, and larion
Krasno , individually and as offcers of sajd corporation , and respond-
ents ' representatives , agents and employees, directly or through any
corporate or other device, jn connection ,yjth the offering for sale

sale or distrjbution of leather products or services in connection there-

with, in commerce, as "colll1nerce" is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. Representing direetly or indirectly that respondents tan raw
hides.

719-603--64--105
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2. Representing directly or indirectly that. they own and operate
facilities for tanning raw hides unless and until respondents own and
operate or directly and absolutely control the plant "herein said hides
are tanned.

3. Representing directly 01' indirect.y that raw hides sent in by
eustOllm' s are custom-tanned or that 'Slich hides will be tanned and
l'et- urlled to customers if requested.

4. Hepre",enting chl'ectly or indirectly that leather products ordered
by cllstomers Hre made from the rawhides furnished by such
c.nstome.rs.

5. Representing directly or indirect.ly that respondents ' products
or services which are de,fective in material , workmanship or ill other
respects are of high quaJity.

G. Representing directly or indirectly that. purchase.rs will be sat-
isfied wit.h respondents ' products or services unless respondents make
satisfac.tory adjustment., volnntariJy and prompt.ly when apprised by
ft purc.haser that said products or services are not satisfactory.

7. Hepresenting directly or indirectly that said produets or services
are gnaranLepclllnless the nature and extent of t.he guarantee. and the
manller in which i-he guarantor will perform t.hcreundcr arc clearly
and conspicuously disclosed , and respondents do in fact fulfilJ a11 of
their requirelnents under the terms of the said guarantee.

8. Failing to make deliveries of products or pe.rform services ,vit1lin
the period of time specified by respondents.

It i8 jn1'ha oi'dered. That the respondents herein sluL1J , within sixty
(60) days after serdce upon them of this order, me with the Commis-
sion a report in writing sett.ing forth in detail the manner and form
in which t.hey have complied with this order.

Ix THE IATTER OF

CA.\1ERA SPECIALTY CO.\IPANY, INC. , DOING BUSI ESS
AS EXAKTA CA.\IERA CO.\IPA

COXS"ENT ommH ETC. , IX REGARD TO TJ-m ALLEGED YIOLATI()X OF TIlE
FEDERAL TRADE COilDITSSIOX ACT

Docket (.-1.8. Complaint , Jlay 19(j2-IJeoisioil, May 19U2

Consent order l'equiring Bronxville , X. , distributors to retailer!; of cameras
manufactured in Russian-occupied Germany to cease sellng the cameras
without conspicuous disdmmre on cont.ainers of t.he fact of manufacture
in U. R. territory, and to cease advertising falsely that. every major hos-
pital in the (;. 8. 1L"ed the cameras.
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CO)IPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trrl.de CUlIunissioll Act
and by virtue of the authority vcsted in it by said Act, the Federal
Trade Comlnission, having reason to believe that Camera Specialty
Company, Inc. , a corporation , doingbusincss as Exakta Camera Com-
pany, and Max "lVirgin and "lVolf "lVirgin, indiviclua1Jy and as offcers
of said corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have vio-
lated the provisions of S tid Act, and it appearing to the Commission
that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the pub1ic in-

terest, hereby issue.s it-s complaint stating its charges in that respect as
fol1ows :

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Camera Specialty Cmnpany, lnc. , is it
corporation organized , existing, and doing business under and by vir-
tue of the laws of the State of New York , with its principal offce and
place of business located at 705 Bronx River Road , in the eity of
Bronxvi11e , State of New York.

Respondents :Max ,Virgin Bnd ,Volt 'Virgin are offccrs ot the cor-
porate respondent. They formulate, direct , and control the acts and
lJr,tctices hereinafter set forth. Theil' address is the salue as that of

the corporate respondent.
PAIL . Hespondents are now, and tor some time. last past have

been , engaged in the advertising, offering for sale , sale anu distribu-
t.ion of cameras to retailers for resale to the public.

PAR. 3. III the course and conduct of their business, respondents
now ca,use, and for some time last past have caused , their said cameras
when sold , to be shipped from their place of business in the State (Jf
New York to purchasers thereof located in various other States of the
Unitecl States, and maintaln, and at all times mentioned' hc.rein have
ma.intaincd L substantial course of trade in said products 11l COllnnei'ce
as "collunerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commi!Jsion Act.

PAR. 4. ,Yhen merehandise, inducling cameras, is offered for sale tQ
the purch Lsing public and such merchandise is not. marked , or is not
adequately Inarked sho,ying that it. is of foreign origin , such purchas-
ing public understands and belicves that such lnerchanclisc is of domes-
tic origin.

-\R. 5. Certain of the cameras sold by respondent.s are imported
into thc United States from that part. of Germany occupied by the
l,T R. Hespondents hRye failed to so mark these said ( ameras, 01'

the containers in ,,,hio.h they are sold , as to adequately and dearly dis-
close the country of origin of said cameras.
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PAR. 6. A substantial portion of the purchasing pub1ie prefers
products, including cameras, which are not manufactured in the

, or in territory occupied by the U. , or in countries
which are a part of the Soviet Bloc.

PAR. 7. By the aforesaid practice, respondents place in the hands of
retailers a means and instrumentality by and through which the re-
tailers may mislead the public as to t.he origin of said cameras.
PAR. 8. In addition, in the course and conduct of thcir business

and for the purpose of inducing the sale of their cameras, respondents
have made certain st.atements in magazines of national circulat.ion , of
which the fo11owing is typical:

Every major hospital in the United States uses the Exakta because of its per-
formance and reliability.

PAR. 9. Through the usc of the aforesaid statement, rcspondents
representcel that their said camera was used in every major hospital
in the United States.

PAR. 10. Said statement and representation was false, misleading
and deceptive. In truth and in fact, said camera was not used in every
Ilmjor hospital in the United States.

PAR. 11. In the conduct of their business, at all times mentioned
herein , respondents have been in substantial competition, in conunerC"-B

with corporations, firms and individuals in the sale of cameras of the
same general nature as those sold by respondents.

PAn. 12. The use by respondents of the aforesaid acts and practices
has had , and now ha , the capacity and tendency to mislead members
of the purchasing pub1ic into the erroneous and mistaken belief that
cameras, manufactured in territory occupied by lrS. , are manu-
factured ina territory not. so occupied and that the aforesaid state-
ment and representation was , and is, true and into the purchase of
substantial quantities of said cameras by reason of such erroneous and
mistaken belief.

PAIL 13. The aforesaid acts and practices , as herein alleged, were
and are, a11 to the prejudice and injury of the pub1ic and of respond-
ents ' competitors and constituted , and now constitute, unfair and
deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of competition in
violation of Section 5 (a) (1) of the Federal Trade Commission Act

DECISION AND OlilER

The Commission 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 respondents
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having been served with notice of said determination and with a copy
of the complaint the Commission intended to issue, together with a
proposed form of order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission ha "in 0' thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an a.dmission by
respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only and does not constitute an atlmission by re-
spondents that the law has been violated as set forth in sueh complaint
and waivers and provisions as required by the Commission s rules;

and
The Commission , having considered the agreement, hereby accepts

same, issues its complaint ill the form contemplated by said agreement
makes the folIo-wing jurisdictional findings, and enters the fol1owing
order:

1. Respondent , Ca.mera Specialty CompmlY, Inc. , doing business as
Exakta Camera Company, is a corporation organized, existing and
doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New
York, with its offee a.nd principal place of business located at 705

Bronx River Road, in the city of Bronxvil1e, State of Kew York.
Respondents :.fax 'Virgin and "'V olf ""Virgin aTe offcers of said

corporation and their address is the same as that of said corporation.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject

nHttter of this procceding and of the respondents , and the proceeding
is in the pub1ic interest.

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents , Camera Specialty Company, Inc"
a corporation trading a,nd doing business as Exa,kta Camera Company,
and its offcers , and Iax ,Virgin and ,Vo1f Wirgin , individua11y and
as offcers of said corporation and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees , directly or through any corporate or othcr device in
connection with the offering for saJe, sale or distribution of cameras
or other products in commerce, as " commerce" is defined in the Federa)
Trade Commission Act, do forth with cease and desist from:

1. OJIering for sale, se11ing or distributing products which are in
whole, or in substant.ial part , manufactured in the L;. R. or in ter-
ritory occupied by the U. R. or in countries which are a part of
the Soviet Bloc, without dearly and conspicuously disdosing on such
products and on any packages or containers in which the said products
may be enc10sed for display purposes, and in such manner that the
words eannot readi1y be ob1iterated, that such products are rnanu-
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factured ill whole or in part in the U. R. or in tcrritory occupied

by the "C. , or in countries which are a part ofthe Soviet Bloc.
2. Representing directly or indirectly, that an major hospitals use

respondents ' cameras.
3. :Misrepre.enting in any manner the number or ident.ity of users

of their products,
4. Furnishing or otherwise placing in the hands of retailers or deal-

ers in said products the means and instrmnentalities by and through
which t.hey may mislead or c1eceiyc the public in the manner 01' as to
the things hereinabove prohibited.

It ,is tnTthe?' orde'red That the respondents herein shan , within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in c1eta.il the malUIeI' and
form in which they have complied with this order,

THE 1\IATrR OF

HERTER' , IKC" ET AI,.

CONSE T ORDER, 1';1'C., 11' REG \RD TO THE .\LLEGED VIOL\TIOX OF THE
.FEDERAL TRc\DE rO::U)IISSIQX A D THE TEXTILE FIBER PROIrr;CTS !DENT! 

FICATIOX ACTS

Docket 0-14' Oomplaint , May 29, 19m2-Decision, May , 196'

Consent order requiring' 8elle1' in ",Vaseca Iinn., to cease violating the Textile
Fiber Prodncts Identification Act by falsely labeling, invoicing', and ad-
vertising as " ::Tylodown , sleeping bags which did not contain either nylon
or down , and failing to set forth in advertising "Nylodown

, "

duck" , and
flannel" leeJ1ing bags the required information as to fiber content.

CO:i\lPLAINT

Pursuant to t.he provisions of the F'ec1eral Trade Commission A..
and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and by virtue of
the authority vosted in it by said -.Ac.ts , the Federal Trade Commis
sian , haying reason to belie,'e that 1-lel'tel' , Inc.. a. corporation , and
George L. Herter, Berthe E. Herter, l:l:m Howald anell-Iowanl ,Yo
IIerb:st , individually and as offcer.") of said corporation , hereinafter
referred to as respondents have ,'iolated t.he provisions of said Ads
and the Rules and Hegulations promulgilted under the Textile Fibe,
Products Identification Act , and it appearing to the Commission th~lt
a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the pub1ic interest
hereby issues its complaint , stating its charges in t.hat respect as
fol1ows:


