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identiflcation that prices of re.spondellts' fur products, arc
reduced.

B. Falsely or deceptively auvertising fur products through

the use of any Dc1vertisemcnt, representation, public announce-

ment or notice which is intended to aid , promote or assist, di-
rectly or indirectly, in the sale, or offering for sale of any fur
product, und which:

1. Represents , directly or by implication, that any price
when aceol1panied or unaccompanicd by any descriptive
language, was the price at which the lnerchandise adver-
tised 'vftS usualJy ttnd customarily sold at retail by the re-
spondents unless such advertised merchandise IVas in fact
usually and customarily sold at retail at such price by re-
spondents in the recent petst.

2. Misrepresents in any maruler the savings available to
purchasers of respondents' fur products.

3. Falsely or deceptively represents in any manner that
PI'ices of respondents ' fur products, are reduced.

C. Making claims and representations of the types covered
by subscctions (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Hule 44 of the Rules and
Regulations pl'ornulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act
unless there are maintained by respondents full and adequate
records disclosing the facts upon which such claims and repre-
sentations are based.

/ t -i fw,theT o1'dercd That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Conul1ission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they have complied with this order.

IN THE MA 'TER OF

HERITAGE FUnS VAXCOUVER Fl:R FACTORY ET AL.

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

FED1"RAL TltADE C03unsSlox AXD THE FLTR PRODUCTS LABELING ACT

Docket 0--36. Complaint, Aug. 2, 1963-Decision, Aug. 1$6S

Consent order requiring Portland, Oreg. , retail furriers to cease violating the

Fur Products Labeling Act by affxing to fur products labels containing
fictitious prices, thereby misrepresenting the usual retail sellng prices;
affxing labels containing the name "Vancouver Fur Factory" and so de-
scribing their business in advertising when they were not manufacturers
of fur products; and advertising falsely by radio broadcasts

, "

TREMES-
DOUS ONE-HALF PRICE SALE"

, "

SAVE 500/" etc., when prices 

fur products were not reduced by such percentage.
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Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and thc Ful' Products Labeling Act and by virtue of the authority
esl:ec1 in it by said Acts , the Fec1ernl Trade COl1unission hnxing rea-

son to belien, that IIeritagc Furs Yancouver Fur Factory, a corpora-
tion , and ,Yilliam H. Oyerton , individually and as an offcer of sai(l
corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have violated the
prm- isions of said Acts and the Rules and RegubliollS promn1gatcd
l1JH1er the Fur Products Labeling Act, a.nd it appearing to the Com-
mission that H, proceeding by it in respect thereof "Would be in t.he

puGlie interest, hereby issues jts complaint stating its charges jn that
respect as follows:

P/I.RAGRAPII 1. R.espondent IIeritage Furs Vancouver Fur Factory
is a. corporat.ion organized , existing and doing business Hnder tlnd by
virtuG of the la\\s of t.he State of Oregon with its offce and principal
place of business locat.ed at 1122 South ,Vest i\Iorrison St.reet, Port-
land, Ol'egon.

Individual respondent ,VilJiam H. Overton is O,n offcer of the sO,id
corporation and controls , directs and formulates the acts, practices
and policies of the said corporation. His offce and principal plo'ce of

bHsiness is the same as that of the said corporatiolJ.
Hesponc1ents retail fur products.

PAR. 2. Subscquent to the cffective date 'Of the Fur Products
LabeJing Act on August 9 , 1952 , respondents have been and l)"re no

engaged in the introduction into commerce and ill the sale , ad yel'-

iising: and offering for sale, in C'ommerce, and in the transportation
and distribution , in commerce : of fur products; and have sold : adver-
tised , offered for sale", transported and distributed fnr prodncts -hich

have been made in whole or in part of furs ,yhich haye been shipped
and received in commeree, as the terms "commerce

" ';

fur" and "fur
product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 3. Certo'in of said fur products were misbranded in that
labels o.fIixed thereto contained fictitious prices and misrepresented
the regnla.r retail so11ing prices of such fur products in that the price3
of the fur products 'ivere in excess of the retail prices at ,yhich re-
spondents usually and regularly sold such products in the recent

regular course of business : in violation of Section 4, (1) of the Fur'
Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products ,,-ere misbranded in viola-
tion of Section 4 (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that labcls
affxed to such fur products containell the name "Vancouver Fur
Factory" thereby implying that purcha.sers of sllch fur' products
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\YeI' C dealing directly \\ ith the manufacturer thereof and by sllch
direct dea.ling could obtain price savings that were not ohtainable
by purchasers of fur products in the usual retail channels of trade
when in truth a,nd in Jact, respollclents are not manufacturers of fur
lJl'mlucts and purchasers of their fur products are not obtaining price
ityings by direct dealing "with the mamJfacturer.
PAR. 5. Certain of said fur products ,,-ere falsely and deceptively

advertised in t.hat said fur products werc not advertised as required
under the provisions of Section 5(a) of the Fur Products Labeling
Act and in thc manner and fonn prescribed by the Rules and Heg-ula-
tions promulgated thereunder.
Said advcrtisements were intended

direct.y or indirectly, in the sale and
prQ(lucts.

\lnong and included in the advert.isements as aforesaid , but not
hmit.cd thereto , ,vere advertisements of respondents which were
In' oaclcastecl over Radio Station KG\V , Portland , Oregon.

PATIo. 6. In advertising fur products for sale as aforesaid , respond-
ents represented through such statements as "TREl\lE DOUS
O:"E-HALF PRICE SALE"

, "

ALL ONE-HALF PIUCE" and
SA VE 500/" that prices of fur products were reduced in direct

proportion t.o the perce.ntage of savings stated and that the amount
of such reductions afforded savings to purchasers of respondent.s ' fur
products when in f lct such price,s were not reduced in direct propor-
tion t.o the pen:entage stated and the represented savings were not
thereb ' aJi'orc1ec1 to srti(l purchasers , in violation of Section 5(a) (5)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

m. 7. In advertising fur products for sale as aforesaid , respond-
ents falsely and de.ceptively advertised such fur products in viola-
tiOll of Section ,,(a) (5) of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that
the ar.lYe.rtisenllnts of respondents described their business as :; Heri-
tage Furs \C flncom-er Fur Factory , thereby implying that purchasers
of such fur products " fTC dealing directly with the manufacturer
thereof and by snch direct dealing could obta.in price savings that
were not obtainable by purchasers of fur products in the usual retail
('hanneb of trade, ,"\hen in tn1th and in fa.ct , respondents are not
manufacturers of fnr products and purchasers of their fur products
arc not. obtaining price sayings by direct deaJing with the manufac-
turer.

\TI. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents, as herein
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules a.nd Regulations promulgated thereuncler and constitute unfair

to aid

oiIering
promote and assist
for sale of said fur
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and c1ecept.i, e acts tLnd practices and unfair methods of competition
in commerce lmcler the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX AXD OJmER

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 Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act, a.nd the respondents having been served with
notice of said c1etR.-nnination 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 having there-
after executed 111 agreement containing a consent order, an admis-
sion bJ' respondents of all t.he jurisdictional iacts set forth in the
complaint to issue here,ill , t'u statement that the. signing of said agrec
ment is for settlement pllrpo:ics only and does not constitute an admis-
sion by respondents that the la,\\" has been violated as set forth in
such complaint, and \yaiyers nncl prm- isions as required by the Com-
mission s rubs; ancl

The Commission , h2.ving consj(lerecl the agreement, hereby fiecepts
same, issues its complaint in the forn! contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the following jurisdictional Iindings , fU1Ll enters the
following order:

1. Respondent I-Ieritage Furs Vancouver Fur Factory is a corpoR
ration (1rgani7,ecl , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of t.he h,\s of the State of Oregon ,\"ith its offce a,nd prineipal place
of business located at 1122 South \V est lorrison Street, Portland
OreH

Respondent \Yillianl H. Ol-orton is an offcer of the saicl corpora-
tion, and his address is the same as that of said corpora,tion.

2, The I' ec1eral Tra,de Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proeee,ding nnd of the respondents, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is oNle1'ed That respondents , IIeritage Furs Vancouver Fur
Factory, it c.orporation, and \Villiam II. Qyerton , jnc1iviclmt11y and
as an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' representatives

agents and employees, directly or through any corpora,t8 or other

device, in connection with the introduction int.o commerce, or the
sale nc1n:rtising, or offering for sa1e in commerce or the transporta-
tion or distribution in commerce of any fur product , or in connection
"it.h the sale , advertising, offering for sale , tra.nsportation, or distri-
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bution of any fur product which is made in ' whole or in part of fur
which has been shipped and received in commerce, as "commerce
fur" and "fur producC are cleilned in the Fur Products Labeling

Act, do forthwith cea,Se and desist from:
1. 1isbranding fur products by:

A. Falsely or deceptiveJy labeling or otherwise identify-

ing snch products by any representation that any price
",hen accompanie(l or unaccompanied by any descriptive
language , YfflS the price at which the merchandise so repre-
sented was usually and customarily sold at retail by respond-
ents in the recent past.

B. Representing directly or by implication through the

use of the term "Fur Factory :: or any other words or terms
of similar import and meaning that respondents are manu-
facturers of any fur product unless the respondents are

manufacturers of such fur product.

C. Representing in any manner that savings are avail-
able to purchasers of respondents ' fur products when in fact
such savings are not \Tailable to purchasers of respondents
fur prod acts.

2. FaJsely or deceptively advertising fur products through the
use of any arh ertjsement, representation, public ann011lCement

or notice which is intended to aid , promote or assist , directly or
indirectly, in the saJe, or offering for sale, of fur products and
which:

A. Represents directly or by implication through per-

centage savings claims that prices of fur products are re-

duced to afford purchasers of rcspolHlents ' fur prochlcts the
percentage of savings stated VdH ll the prices of such fur
products are not reduced to a,fford the percentage or sayings
st.ated.

B. Represents directly or by implication tllrough the use
of the ternl "Fur Factory " or any other words or terms of
similar import anc1l1e lning that respondents are mallufac-

hIrers of any iur product unless the respondents are manu-
facturers of sllch fur product.

C. iisrepl'esents in any manner the savings available to
purchasers of respondents' fur products.

I t is further onlered That the respondents herein shall, within
sixty (60) clays after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the llanncr and
form jn which they have complied "."ith this order.
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b. THE MATTER OF

SIEGFRIED SONXEBERG ET AI" DOING BI;SINESS AS

THE SONNEBERG COMPANY

CONSENT ORDEH ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED 'VTOLATION OF THE
FEDERAL TRADE CO)(l\IISSIQ): "\CT

Docket 0--37. Complaint , Aug. 1963-Decision, Aug. , 1963

Consent order requiring New York City importers and distributors of auto.
motive parts which they sold primarily to manufacturers and wholesalers,

to cease sellng synchronizer blocking rings manufactured in Italy with

no markings indicating their foreign origin, and sellng synchronizer as-
semblies comprised of said Italian parts along with other parts of do.

mestic manufacture without disclosing the foreign origin of substantial
parts thereof and with the words "Made in imprinted on the
containers.

CO)IPLAI

Pllrsmwt to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested jn it by said Ad, the Federal
Trade Commissio11 j having reason to believe that Siegfried 80nne-

berg, :Manirec1 Sonneberg and I-fenni SOlmcberg, individually and as
copartners doing busillcss as The Sonneberg Company, hereinafter
referrcd to as respondents , have violated the provisions of said Act
and it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thereof ,vOlIlc1 be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint
stating its charges in that respect a.s follows:
PAHAGHAPH 1. Respondents , Siegfried Sonneberg, :\1anfred Sonne-

berg and Hennl Sonneberg, arc individuals and copartners doing busi-
ness as The Sonneberg Company, with their office and prjncipal place
of business located at '18 ,Yest 25th Street in the city of New York
State of New York.

\lL 2. Hespondent.s aTe 1l0\Y, and for some time last past have
been , engagc(l in the import.ation , offering for sale , sale and distribu-
tion of automoti\Tc parts, including synehronizer blocking rings and
synchronizer assemblies , primarily to manufacturers and t.o whole-
salers who , in turn , rescH to retailers , for resale to the public.

PAR. 3. In the course and conduct of their business , respondents
now cause , and for some time last past have caused , their said prod-
ucts, when sold to be shipped from their phLce of business in the State
of N eTV York to purchasers thereof located in various other States of
the United States , and miLintain : and at all times mentioned herein
have m Lintained , a substantial course of trade in s Licl products in C011-


