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The Commission has determined that the evidence of record in
these proceedings does not provide a suffcient basis for issuance

of divestiture orders with respect to the acquisitions chaJlenged in

the compJaints. The Commission , however, beJieves that the pubJic
interest requires that it exercise close scrutiny of any similar future
acquisitions made in this industry. According1y:

It is ol'dered That the in itial decisions of the hearing examiner
, and they hereby are, set aside.

It i8 further oTdered That the complaints be, and they hereby

are, dismissed.

I" TIIE MATTER OF

VOGUE Fl:RRIERS , INC. , ET AL.

COKSEXT ORDER , ETC. , I T REGAHn TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE C01\:DfISSlQX AXD THE FeR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket C-528. Complaint , July 1963-DeeIsion, July , 1963

Consent order requiring Ashevile, X. , furriers to cease violating the Fur

Products Labeling Act hy failng, in labeling, invoicing and ad'Vertising,
to show the true animal name of fur, \."hen fur \."as artificially colored
and when "natural" ; failing, in labeling and in'Voidng, to show the country
of origin of imported furs; failng to use the term "Persian LamlJ" in
invoicing and advertising as required: in arhertising in newsl1apers , falsely
representing prices as reduced from so-called usual IJrices which were,
in fact, fictitious , and misrepresenting the fur products as from the "Jay
Thorpe collection ; faDing to keep adequate records as a ba,o:is for pricing
claims; and failng in other respects to comply with requirements of the
Act.

CO:MPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tracle Commission Act
and the Fur Products LabeJing Act ane! by virtue of the authority

vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission having
reason to believe that Vogue Furriers, Inc., a corporation, and

Charles Grand and Reuben Grand, individually and as offcers
of said corporation, hereinafter referrerl to as respondents, have

viohtted the provisions of said --\cts a,nc1 the Rules and Regulations
promlllgntec1 under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appear-
ing to the Commission that. a proceeding by it in respect thereof

\yould be in the public interest. hereby issues its complaint stating
its charges in that respect as follows:

\HAGRAPH 1. Respondent Vogue Furriers , Inc. , is a corpora-

tion organized and doing business under and by virtue of the la\Vs

of the St te of North Carolina.
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Respondents CharJes Grand and Reuben Grand are offcers of the
corporate respondent and formulate, direct and control the acts

practices and policies of the said corporate respondent incJuding
those hereinafter set forth.

Respondents are retaiJers of fur products with their offce and

principal pJace of business Jocated at 42 Haywood Street, AsheviJe
North Carolina.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective 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
advertising and offering fOTsaIe in commerce, and in the trans-
portation and distribution in commerce, of fur products; and have
sold, advertised, offered for sale, transported and distributed fur
products which have been made in whole or in part of furs which
have been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms "com-
merce

, "

fur" and "fur product" arc defined in the Fur Products
LabeJing Act.

P AU. 3. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that
they were not labeJed as required under the provisions of Section

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

Among such misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto
were fur products with labeJs which faiJed:
1. To show the true animaJ name of the fur used in the fur

product.
2. To discJose that the fur contained in the fur product was

bleached, dyed, or otherwise artificiaJJy coJored, when such was
the fact.
3. To show the conntry of origin of the imported furs con-

tained in the fur product.

PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products wcre misbranded in viola-
tion of the Fur Products LabeJing Act in that they were not

JabeJed in accordance with the Rules and ReguJations promuJgated
thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The. term "natural" was not used on labels to describe fur
products which were not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or
otherwise artifieiaJJy coJored, in vioJation of Rule 19(9) of said
Rnles and Regulations.

(b) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promuJgated
thereunder was set forth in handwriting on labels, in violation of
RuJe 29 (b) of said RuJes and Regulations.
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PAR. 5. Certain of said fur products were falseJy and deceptively
invoiced by the, respondents in that they were not invoiced as re

qui red by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act and
the Rules and Regulations promulgated under such Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products, but
not 1imited thereto

, ,,-

ere fur products covered by invoices which
failed:
1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur

prod uct.
2. To

bJcached
the fact.
3. To show the country of origin of imported furs used in fur

prod uets.
PAR. 6. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptiyeJy

invoiced Yi-ith respect: to the name of the country of origin of
imported furs used in such fur products, in violation of Section

5 (b) (2) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act.
Among snch falsely flncl deceptively invoiced fur products but

not limited thereto ere fur products covered by invoices which
disclosed the name of the counLry of origin of the furs conta-incd in

S11Ch fur products as the United States , when the country of origin
of snch :furs "was, in fact, Russia.

ITI. 7. Cert in of said fur products were falsely and deceptively
invoiced in yioJation of the Fur Products beling Act in th

they y,ere not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and R.egula-
tions promulgated thereunder in the follo\\ing respects:

(a) Inform tion required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act ftld the Rules and Regulations promulgated
hereunder \"as set forth on invoices in abbreviated form , in viola-

tion of Rule 4 of said RuJes and Reglll tions.
(b) The term "Persinn Lamb:' \Vas not set forth on invoices 

the manner required by 1n,

"\,

in "\.iolation of Rule 8 of said R.ules
and Hegulations.

(c) The term "naturaT' was not used on invoiees to describe fur
products which "\ycre not pointed , bleaehecl, dyed, tip-dyed or
otherwise artificially coJorecl, in vioJation of RuJe 19 (g) of said

Rulc:'" and Regulations.
(el) Information required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur

Products Labe1ing Act and the Rules and Regulat.ions promulgat.ed
t here.under "as not set forth sepa.rately on invoices "ith re.spect
to each section of fnr products composed of two or more sections

discJose that the fur conbined
dyed , 01' otherwise a1'tificialJy

in the fur product was

colored, when such was
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containing different animaJ furs , in vioJation of Rule 36 of said
Rules and R,egulations.

(e) Required item numbers were not set forth on invoices, in

viohttion of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.
PAR. 8. Cmiain of said fur products were faJseJy and deceptively

advertised in vioJation of the Fur Products LabeJing Act in that
cert.ain advertisements intended to aiel , promot.e and assist , directly
or indirectly, in the sale and offering for sale of such fur products
were not in accordance ' with the provisions of Section 5 (a) of the,
said Act.

Among and included in the aforesa.id advertisenwnts but not
limited thereto , were advertisements of respondents which appeared
in issues of the AsheviI1e Citizen Times, a newspaper published in
the city of Ashevile, State of Xorth Carolina.

Among such false and deceptive advertisements, but not 1imited
theret.o , were advertisements which failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur
prod uct.
2. To

bJeached
the fact.
PAn. 9. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others

of similar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein
respondents falsely and deceptiveJy advertised fur products in
vioJation of the Fur Products LabeJing Aet in that the said fur
products v\"ere not advertised in (lccordance ,yith the Rules a.nd
Regulations promulgHtecl thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The term "Persian Lamb" v.,;s not set forth in the manner
required , in violation of HuJc 8 of the said IluJes and ReguJations.

(b) The term "natural" was not used to describe fur products
which were not pointed, ble-nched, dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise
artificially colored , in vioJation of Rule 1D(g) of the said Rules
and Regulations.

(e) Information required under Section 5(a) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder was not set forth separately with respect to each section
of fur products composed of two or more sections containing dif-
ferent animal fur, in violation of Bule 36 of the aforesaid R.ules
and Regulations.
PAR. 10. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and other

aclyert.isements of sjmilal' import and meaning not specifically re,
ferred to herein , respondents falsely and deceptively advertised fur
prodncts in that said advertisements represented that the prices

sho'
dyed

that the fur
or othenyisc

contained
artificially

in the fur product '''as
colored, when such was
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of fur products were reduced from regular or usual prlces and
that the amount of such price reductions afforded savings to the
purchasers of respondents ' products , when the so-called regular or
usual prices were , in fact, fictitious in that they were not the prices
at which said merchandise was usually sold by respondents in the
recent regular course of business and the represented savings were
not thereby afforded to the purchasers, in vioJation of Section 5 (a)
(5) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act and RuJe 44 (a) of the Rules
and Regulations promulgated under said Act.
PAR. 11. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others

of similar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein
respondents falseJy and deceptiveJy advertised fur products in
t.hat said advertisements represented through such statements as:
Below is a partial listing of the many wonderful values you will

find in this ay Thorpe col1cction" that the fur products Jisted were

a part of the Jay Thorpe collection when in truth and in fact
part of the fur products thus Jisted, advertised and offered for
saJe were not part of such .J ay Thorpe coJJection, in violation of
Section 5(a) (5) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act.
PAIL 12. In advertising fur products for saJe, as aforesaid, re-

spondents made pricing claims and representations of the types
covered by subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Rule 44 of the
Regl1Jations under the Fur Products Labeling Act. Respondents

in making snch claims and representations faiJed to maintain fun
and adequate records disclosing the facts upon ",hich such pricing
claims and representations were based , in violation of Rule 44 (c)
of the said RuJes and Regulations.

PAR. 13. The aforesaid acts aud practices of respondents, as
herein alleg"ed , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the RuJes and ReguJations promulgated thereunder and consti-
tute unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods
of competition in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

DECISION AXD ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging- t11c rcspondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
nets Labeling- Act, a,nd the respondents hftving been served with
notice of said determination and ,,-ith a copy of the cornpJaint
t11e, Conhmission intended to issue , together with a proposed form
of order: and

The respondent.s and c.ounsel for the Comrnissionhaving there-
flfteT execlltec1 an agreement. c.ontaining n consent order, an ac1mis-
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sion by respondents of aJJ the jurisdictiomtl facts set forth in the
compJaint to issue herein, a statement that the signing of said

agreement is for settlement purposes only and docs not constitute
an admission by respondents that the Jaw has been violated as set
forth in such complaint, and waivers and provisions as required
by the Commission s rules; and

The Commission, having considered the a,greement, hereby accepts
same, issues its complaint in the fornl contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the follo\\-ing jurisdictional findings, and enters the
following order:

1. llespondent Vague Furriers, Inc.., is a c.orporat.ion organized
and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the St.ate
of :North Carolina, ,,,ith it.s oillee and principal pIa,ce or business
located at 42 Haywood Street, AsheviJJe, North Carolina.

Hespondents Clmrles Gnwd and R.euben Grand are offcers o-r

said corporation, and their address is the same as that or said

corporation.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction or t.he subjeet

lnaUer of this proceeding and or the respondents, and the proceed-

ing is in the public interest.

OIWER

It is ordered That rcspondents Vogue Furriers , Inc. , a corpora-
tion, and its officers, and Cha-rles Grand and Reuben Grand, in-

dividually and as officers of said corporation, and respondents

representatives, agents and employees, directly or through any
corporate or other device , in connection with the introduction into
conlmerce, or the sale, advertising or offering for sale in commerce
or the transportation or distribution in commerce , of any fur prod-
uct; or in connection with the sale, advertising, offering for sale

transportation or distribution of any fur product which is made
in whole or in pDxt or fur which has been shipped and received
in COfflnerce, as ('commerce

, "

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

I\iisbrancling fur products by:
1. Failing to affx labels to fur products showing in

words and in fIgures pla,inly legible an or the information
required to be disclosed by each of the subsections of
Section 4 (2) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act.

2. Failing to set forth the term "Natural" as part of
the information required to be discJosed on Jabels under
the Fur Products LabeJing Act and the RuJes and ReguJa
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lions promulgated thereunder to describe fur products

\\"

hieh are not pointed , bleached, dyed , tip-dyed , or other-

,,-

ise artific.ially colored.

B. Setting forth information required uncler Section

) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Hull's and
Rcguhttions promulgated thereunder in hand'iiTiting on
Jabels affxed to fur products.

B. Falsely 01' deceptively invo1cing fur products by:
1. Failing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur prod-

ucts shmying in "orcls and figures plainly legible all the
information reqnirecl io be disclosed in each of the sub-
sections of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products LabeJing

Act.
2. J\Iisrepl'm:enting in any lllUlllel' , directly 01' by im-

plication, the country of origin of the :fur contained 'jn
fur products.

3. Setting forth infol'ma.tion rcquirml under Section
5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labe1ing Act and the nuks
and Hegubtions pronl1J;plted thereunder in aLLredntc(l
form.
4. Failing to set forth the tcrm "Persian L:ll11b ' in

the manner relluired where an election is made to use
that term instead of the word '; Lamb
5. Faibng to set forth the term ;' atnrar: as purt of

the information refluirec1 to be di c.osed on invoices uncleI'
the Fur Products LabeEng Act and Rules and Regulations

promulgated thereunde,I' to llescribe fur products which
arc not. pointed, bleached, dyed , tip-dyed , 01' othcnyise

artificiany coJored.

6. Fi.liling to set forth separately information reqnil'ed
under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labe1ing Act

and Hules and Regulations pl'omulgflJe,d thereunder ,,,ith
respect to each s8('tion of fnl' products eomp08e(1 of t,,,o
or more sections containing different animal fnrs.

7. Failing to set forth on in"oices the item nmnbe,r 01'

mark assigned to fur products.
C. Falsely or deceptively arh'el'tising fur procluets through

t.he use of any aclvel'tisernent , l'cpresentfltion , public announcc;-
rne,nt or 110tiee ,yhich is inte11ded to i1icl promote or flssi

directly or indirectly in the sflle 01' offering for sale of nny
fur product, ancl ".hich:

1. Fails to set forth in ,yonIs and figures pbin1:' le.gible
an the infol'l1ntion reCJuired to be di closed by ench of the
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subsections of Section 5(a) of the Fur Products Labeling

Act.
2. FaDs to set forth the term "Persian Lamb' in the

manner required vI here an election is llltclc to use that
term instenc1 of the ,yord "LamV'
3. F Lils to set forth the term " l\TatuI'aF as part. of

the infornmUon required to be disclosed in adyertisements
under t.he Fur Product.s Labeling Act and the Hules awl
Regulations promulgated thereunder to describe fur prod-
ucts which are not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed or
othenyise artificiaJly colored.
4. Fails to separat.ely set forth in advertisements relat-

ing to fur prOllucts c01nposed of two or more sections
conta.ining different animal furs the information required
under Section 5(a) of the Fur Products Labeling A,-ct and
the Rules and R.egulations promulgated thereunder -",ith
re'speet to the fur eomprising e.ach section.
5. Represents, directly or by implication, that any

price, \yhen accOlnpanied or unaccompanied by any de-
seripti\ce 1anguage, \YHS the price at which the merc.w,ncli:3c
advertised was usually and customarily sold by the re-
spondents llnless such advertise.d merchandise was in fad
usuiLl1y and customarily sold at sllch price by respondents
in the recent past.

G. Iisl'epresents in any 11;1111er the savings availablp
to purchasers of respondents' fur products.

7. Falscly or de,eeptively represents in any manner that
prices of respondents' fur products are reduced.

8. j),fisrepresents the source or suppEer of such fut'
products.

D. J\Iaking elaims and representations of the types coyererJ
by subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of RuJe 44 of thc RuJcs

and Regulations promulgated under the 1, ur Products Label-
ing Act unless there are maintained by respondent.s full and
adequate rec.ords disclosing the facts upon which such c1aill
and representations arc based.

It is f1lrther ordered, That the respondents hcrcin shall, \yithin
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file, with
the Commission a report in writing sett.ing forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have compJjec1 with this order.
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IN THE l\L\TTER OF

WESCO PIWDUCTS Co:IPAKY ET AL.

COXSEXT OlmEH , J':TC. IX REGAnn TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX

OF TIlE FEDERAL TRADE COl'DfISSION ACT

Docket C-529. ComplaInt , Jltly 1963-Deci, ion , July , 1963

Consent ordel' requiring Chicflgo distributors of universal joints , their " :\:Iight
Prei:s" for the assembly find disassembly of uuiYel'sal joints , and otber
automotiye products, to cease disseminating to their distributors for use
in reselling snch products, catalog insert-sheets ,Yhich clesignated an
excessive "Regular cost" price Rnd a lower " Dealer cast" represented
falsely as affording a subst:mtial saving to purchilsers; falsely represented

that product.s described could be ubtGined without any cash investment
by dealers; and misleadingly represented their uniyersal joints as un-
conditionally gnaranteed.

IPL.-\INT

Pursuant. to the provislom3 of the Federal Trade Commission
Act, and by virtue of the authority vested in it. by said Act, the
Federal Trade Commissioll, h8,ving reason to believe that ,Vesco

Products Company, fl eorporation, and Herbert A. 1-Iondtz and

Donald A. 110rl\'itz , inc1ivic1ual1y and rlS offcej's of said corporation
hereinafter referred to as respondents , have, violnted the provisions
of said Act, and it appearing to the Comrnission that :1, proeeeding
by it; in respect thereof would be: in the public interest hereby
issues its c.omplaint stoJing its charges in that respect as follO\\s:

PARAGR,\PH 1. Hesponc1e,nt \Vesco Products Company is a. corpo-
ration orga.nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of the hnvs of the State of Ill1noi 'ith its pTincipal offce and

place of business located at 2?OO South Park1vay, Chicago 16

IlJinois.
Respondents I-Iel'bert A. Horwit.z and Donald A. 1-Iorwitz aTe

indi-ddl1aJs and offceTS of the abO\Te said eorporate respondent.
They formulate , direet and control the acts and practices of the
corporate l'espondent. , induc1ing the nets and pncctices hereinrlfter
set forth. Their address is the same as that. of the corporate
respondent.

PAR. 2. Hesponclents are, now, and for some time last past have

been , engaged in the ndvertising, oflering for salc) sale and distribu-
tion of l1niyersal :ioints, a pre s lor the assembly an(l disassembly

of universal joints ca,11ecl the " l\Iighty Press , flnd other automotive
parts and pl' oc1ucts, to wholesa1crs , jobbers and distributors for
resale to dealer nsers of said mercha,ndise and products.


