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Comp13int 63 F.

IN THE MATTER OF

ALBERT FINKEL ET AI,. 'l'RAmNG AS
ROYAL FURS

CONSENT ORDER, ETC. , TN m:G,\RD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FE1JEHAL TRADE COi\DnSSION AND THE YCR PRODUCTS I...'\BELXG ACTS

Docket 0-589. Oomplaint, Aug. 1963-Decision, Aug. 1963

Consent order requiring manufacturing furriers ill Kansas City, Mo. , to
cease violating the Fur Products Labeling Act by failing, on labels and
invoices, to show the true animal name of furs and to use the term "Nat-
ural" when furs were not artificially colored; failing to identify the manu-
facturer, etc. , on labels; failng to disclose on invoices when fur prod-
ucts contained artificially colored or cheap or waste fur, and to show the
country of origin of imported furs; and failng in other respects to comply

with labeling and invoicing requirements.

CO)II'I. AIXT

Pnnmant. to nIe proyi j(ms of tlw Federal Trade Commission Act
and the. Fur Products LnbeJing Act and by virtue of the aui"lOrity
vested in it by (l \.ct . the FederaJ Tr:lcle Commission havingrea
son to belieyc thnt \lhel't Finkel and ::Ial'garet Finkel , individuals
trading n l1o ll Fur,;, hereimd!cr referred to as respondents have

,-jobted the pl'oyj'- 'ion of mjd -\cts and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated under the Fur _Products Lnbcling ---\ct , and it appearing
to the Commission that n. proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public interest, hereby isslles its compJaint. stating its charges
in that rcspe.ct as follows:

PAMGHAPH 1. Respondents Albert Finkel and )largaret Finkel
arc individnals lrnrling under their 0\\"1 llLll1CS and as HoyaJ Furs.

Respondent.s nre mnnllfacturers of fur products and aJso engage in
the whole.snJe and retail selle of fur products and have their offce and
principal place of business at 1003 Main Street , Kansas City, Missouri.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products
Labeling -,\ct on August 9 , 1 D52 respondent.s have been a.nd arc now
engaged in tJl8. introduction into commerce, and in the manufacture
for introduction into commerce, a.nel in the sale, advertising, and
offering for sn 1c, in commerce, i1nd in the t.ransportation and
distribution in commerce, of fur products; and have sold, adver-
tised , offered for sale , tra,nsported and distributed fur products which
h,1ye been mac1e in ,yhole or in pan of furs which have been shippeu

and recej-n r1 in commercc, as the terms ': commerce

, "

fnr" and "fur
produce' are defined in t.he Fur Products Labeling Act.



ROYAI FURS 439

'J: Complaint

PAR. S. .Certain of said fur products "ere misbranded in that they
were not labeled as required und(-'l' the pl'oyisions of Section -t(:2) of
The I, ur Products Labelin \rt and in the manner and form pre
scribe,d lr,' the Rllles and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

\mDJyg .such mishranded fur products , but not limited theret.o , were
fm: lJroducts ,,,ithout bbels and fur products 1yit.h labels which
failed:

1. To s11my the trlle animal name of the fur used in the fur product.
2, To show the name.: or otheT identification issued and registered

hy the Commission , of one or more of the persons who manufact.ured
such fur product for introduction into commerce, introduced it into
commerce , sold it, in commeTce , advertised or offered it for sale, in
comme.rce , or tl'allsporred or distributed it in commerce.

PAn. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in violation
of the IIur Products Labeling Act in that they ".ere not labeled in
accordance -Ylth the I1nles and I egn1at.jons promulgated thercunder
in t.he following rcspecl.

:::

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

ucts Labeling --\ct and the Rnles and R.egulations promulgated there-
under was set forth on labels in abbreviated form, in violation of

Rule 4 of said Rules nna Regulations.

(b) The t.erm "natural" was not used on labels to describe fur
products '\111C11 ,,,ere not pointed , bleached, dyed tip-dyed, or other-

wiseartificia11y coJored , in violation of Rule 19 (g) of said Rules and
Reg1l1ntions.

(c) Information required unde. Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act and the Hules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder

,,-

as not corl1pletely set. ont on one, side of labels , in violation of Rule
J( ) of said Rnles Hnd Regulations.

(d) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling --'Lct anc11he Rules and Regulations promulgated therCllnde-r
",..as set forth in 11,1JlCh-rrit.ing on Inbels in yiolation of Hule 29 (b) of
said Hules and RcgllJaHons.

(e) Information required undor Section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labe, JiJlg \C't nncl the Rules fJlld Regulations promulgated thereunder
was not set fort.h in tIle requircd sequence in violation of Rule 30 

said Rules and Regnbtiol1s.
(f) Information required under Section -1 (2) of the Fur Products

Labeling Act and the Hules a,nd Regulations promulgated thereundeT
was not set forth sepn,l'ntely on lahe,ls ,dt.h respect to each section of
fur products composed of h,o or more sections contajning ditl'erent
animal fur:: : in -riolatiol1 of Rule 3G of .',t.ic1 H1J1es ancl Regulations.
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(g) Required item numbers were not set forth OIl h1bels in viola.-
t ion of Rnle 40 of s id Hnles and Regulations.

1\\.H. 5. Certain of said fur products wcre falsely and clecept.i,' cly
ilWoic.ecl by the respondents in that they \Yere not invoiced as required
by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Hu1es
find Regulations proJl111gatc(1 unclcT such Act.

/unong such faJscly and clcceptively invoiced fur products , but not
Jimited thereto , were fur products covered by invoices whjch failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur product.
2. To disclose that the fur contained in the fur product was

bleached , dyed , or otherwise artificially colored , v.:hen such was the
fact.

3. To show the country of origin of imported furs used in fur prod-
ucts.

PAR. 6. Certa.in of said fur products were falsely and deceptively
i!1\01Ced in VLobtioll 01' the Fur Products Labeling \ct. in that they
,yere not invoiced in accordance with the R.ules and Regulations pro-
nmjgatec1 thereunder in the following respects:

(et) Informettion required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Prod-
11('1, 5 Labeling i-\ct and the Hules and Reg111ations promll1gated thcre-

nuder was set forth on invoices in nbbreviated form. .in YloJation of
Hulc ,1 of said Rules and Regnlations.

(b) The term ';naturaF' was not used on invoices to dese-ribe fur
products which ,yore not pOlnted bleachcc1 dyec1 tip-dyed , or other-

,,-

ise artificially c,olored in violation of Rnle 18 (g) of saiel Rules and
Hegulations.

(c) The disclosure that fur products were composed in who1e or
in substantial part of pa\Ys, tails: bellies, sides, flanks, gills , ears

throats , heads scrap pieces or waste fur , where required , was not
set forth on invoices , in violation of Rule 20 of said Rules and
Regulations.

(d) Information required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Prod-
llcts Labeling Act and t.he Rules a.nd R.egulations promulgated there-
under was not set forth separately on invoices with respect to each
section of fur products composed of t\Yo or more se.c.ions containing
different anul1al furs , in violation of Rule 36 of said Hules and
Regulations.

(6) Required item numbers were not set forth on invoices, in viola-
tion of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as herein
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling A.c-c a.nd the
Rules and R.egulations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
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and deceptive acts and pra.ctices and unfair methods of competition in
commerco under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DH' ISlOX .\XD OnDER

rhe COllnnission having heretofore c1etel'minccl to issne its com-
plaint charging the respondent.s nampel in the caption hereof with
iolation of t.he Federal Trade Commission \.('t and the Fnr Prod-

ucts Labeling Act, and the respondents ha :ing been served with

not.ice of said determination and "with a copy of the complaint the
Cornmission intended to issue, together 'with a proposed form 
order; and

The respondents and connsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed nn agreement containing a consent. order: an admission by
respondents of all the jllrisdii:tional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a. statemeIlt. that the sig-ning of saic1 agreement. is for
set-Jement Imrposes only nnc1 cloes not. const,jtllte an admission by
respondents tllft. 1he h,v has bee.n vioLlle,d as set forth in such com-
plaint , and ,vai,- pI''' and pro\- jsions as l'' quired by the Commission
rules; alH1

The Commission , lUlI- ing considered the ngl'eenlent. : hereL - accepts
same issues its compJa.int in the form contemplatc(1 b:v said agree-
nH' nt. luakrs 1he. folJo,ying jurisc1ict.ionfll Iinclings : and entr,I'S the
fo110,Ying ordpr;

1. Respondents A1bert Finkel Ilnd .JIargaret Finkel are jndividuals
t rac1ing uncleI' tlH.'jr mnl names fllcl as Hoyal Furs with their ofIee
and principal place of business located at 1003 Iain Street, Kansas.
City: l\Iissouri.

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

milER

It is ol'dci'ed That. respondents Albert Finkel and Iargaret Fjnl

incli,. idllals, trading uncler their own names and as Royal Fnrs, or

under any other trade name , and respondents : representatives , agents
anc1 employees directly or through any corporate or other de'Tiee : in
connect.ion with the jntro(luciion: or mnnnfacture for introduction

into commerce, or the sale , a.cl, el'tising 01' oflering for sale in com-
merce, or the tran poriation or distribution in commerce , of any fur
product; or in conne.ction with t.he manufnctllre for sale , sale., nd,-er-
tising, oiTering for sale : transpmtation 01' rlj .tJ'ibnt1on , of ,my fur prod-
uct ,yhich is Inac1c in Id101e or in P:llt. of fur ,vhich has been shipped
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and received in commerce , as "commerce,

, "

fur" and " fur product"
are defined in the Fur Products LabeJing Act , do forthwith ccase and
desist from:

A. Misbranding fur products by:
1. FaDing to affx labels to fur products showing in words

and in figures plainly legilJle all of the information required
to be disclosed by en.eh of the subsections of Section . ) of

the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Setting forth information required onder Section 4(2)

of the Fur Produets Labeling Act a.nd the Rules and Hegula-
i ions promulgated thereunder in abbreviated form on labels
affxed to fur products.

3. Failing to set forth the terln "R atural" as part of the
informatjon requjred to be disclosed on labels 11ll1er the VIII'
Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Heg-nlations 1)1'
mulgated t,hereunder to clescribe fur products \'Ihich are not
pointed , bleached , clyc(l , tip-dyed. or otherwise art.ificiaJly
colored.
4. Failing to completely set out information required

under Section 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and
the Rules and Regulahons thereunder on one side of the
labeJs affxed to fur products.

5. Setting forth information required under Section 4 (2)
of the Fur Product,s Labeling Act and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated tJlereunder in handwriting on labels
affxed to fur products.

6. F tiJing to set forth information required under Section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and

Regulations promulgated thereunder on Jabels in the se-
quence required by Rule 30 of the aforesaid Rules and
Regulations.

7. Failing to set forth separately on labels att.ached to
fur proc111cts composed of two or more sect.ions contRining
rlifI'ermlt. animal fur the information l'erjllirecl nnder Sectjon
4(2) of the Fnr Products Labeling c\.ct and the Rules and
ReguJa,hons promulgated the.rennder wit11 respect to the fur
comprising each section.

S. Failing to set forth on lnbeJs the item number or mark
assigned to a fur product.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:

1. Failing to furnish jnvoic.es to purchasers of fur prod-
ucts showing in Ivords and fignres plainly legible all the
information required t.o he disclosed in each of the subsec-
tions of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
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2. Setting forth information required under Section

5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and
Regulations promulgated thereunder in abbreviated form.

3. Failing to set forth the term " :Y atnral" as part of the

information required to be disclosed on invoices illder the
Fur Prodl1cts Labeling Act and Rules and Regulations pro-

mulgated thereunder to describe fur products which arc not
pointed , bleached, dyed, tip-dyed , or otherwise artificially
colored.

4. Failing to disclose on invoices that fur products are
composed in whole or in substantial part of paws, tails , bel-
lies : sides , flanks , gins , ears , throats, heads , scrap pieces or
waste fnr.

5. Failing to set forth separately information required

under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act
Rnd Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder with
rcspect to eaeh section of fur products composed of two or
more sections containing different animal furs.

6. Failing to set forth on invoices the item number or
mark ftssigned to fur products.

I t -is .hwther onleped That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) cbys aftel' selTiee upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in \\Titing setting forth in detail thc manner
and form in which they have. c.ompliec1 with this order.

438

TN THE fATTER OF

BAIU.Cl;Tc" L"\C. , JeT AL.

CONSEXT ORDERS , ETC. , IN REGAll) TO THE ALLEGED 'iIOL, TIOX OF SEC. 2(d)

OF THE CLAYTOX .ACT

Docket8 C-540-C-566. Complaints, Aug. 1963-Decisions , Aug. , 1963.

Consent orders requiring 27 wearing apparel manufacturers to cease discrim-
inating in price among their customers in violation of Sec. 2(d) of the
Clayton Act by favoring certain retailers with promotional payments
not made proportionalIy available to competing stores, and postponing
et'ective date of the orders unti further order of the Commission.

CO::\IPL.-INT

The Federal Trade Commission, having reason to believe that each
of the respondents na.med in the appendix herein has violated and is

now violating the provisions of subsection (cl) of Section 2 of the

-These orders were made effective on Aug'. g, 1965 see Abby Kent Co, ) Inc., et al., docket
No. 328, et a1., Aug. 9 , 1965.
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Cla,yton Act , as amended by the RoLinsPll- ltmall \ct (G5.

, '

ritle
15. Sec. 13), and it appearing to the Connnission that a proceeding
by it in respect thereto is in the interest. of the pnblic , the Commission
hereby issnes its romplaints stating its charges as follmys:

PAK,\.GRAPH 1. Ea.ch of t.he respondents is a corporation engaged in
commcrce as " rommerce" is defined jn the amenc1c(l Clayton Act, a.nd
selb and rlistribni.es its wearing apparel products from one Stite to
customers located in other St.a.tes of the Vnitccl States. The sales of
respondents in comnH:'Tce Hrc snbSlant,iaJ.

PAR. 2. Each of the respondents in t.11e course and conduct of its
business in commerce paid or contracted for the payment of something
of value to or for the henefit of some of its customers as compensation
or in consideration for sP1Tices an(1 facilities furnished by or throngh
such customers in eonne,ction with their sale or offe.ring for sale of
wearing apparel pl'0c111Cts sold to them by respondent , nnd such pay-
ments \yen not. JJ,ule avnilable on pl'opol'tlonal1y €final terms to al1

other cnstOlneTS competing ,,- ith fayorec1 customers in the sale nnd
(listribution of respondenfs \"\enring nppnrel products.

\R. 3. Inclndecl among, but not Emiteel to, the practices alleged
herein , each of the respondents has granted substantial promotional
payment.s or allo"ances for the, promoting and advertising of its

ea.ring appa-rel product,: to certain depa-rtment stores and others who
purchase respondent's said products for resale. These aforesaid pro-

motional payments or allowances \yere not oiIered and made avail-
11L1e on proportionally eqnal to all other customers of respondents

,ylw compete ,,- ith aic1 fa,.orec1 Cllstornel' in the sale oJ n'spoIlc1enl"'
we.a-ring apparel products.

PAR. 4. The acts and practices alleged in Paragraphs 1 through 3
are all in violation of subsection (d) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act.
as amended by the Robinson-Patman Act.

DEC1SIOX AXD OHDER

The Federal Tra,de Commission having initiated all inyestiglniol1
of certain art.s and practices of each of the respondents named in the
tlppenclix herein , a.nd sl1bspqnently having determined that compla,int
should iS5lH', and each respondent having entered into an agreement
cont.aining an order to cea:;e and desist from the practices being 1n-

yestigatecl ancll1aving been furnished a copy of 11 drn,ft of c.omphlnt.
to issue herein charging each respondent wit.h violation of subsection
(d) of Section 2 of the Clayton Act, as amended , and
Each of the respondents having execnted the agreeme,nt eont.ain-

ing a consent orc1€'T \yhich agreement contains fm admission of all the
jurisdictional facts set fort.h in the complaint. to issue he.1ein. and a
stat.ement that the signing of t.he snid agreement is for settlement
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purposes only and does not constitute nn )1(hnis5ion by the respondent
that the law has been ,-iolated as set forth in such complaint, and also
contains the ,yui,-ers find provisions required by the COlnmission
rules; and
The Commission , haying cOl1sic1erell the agreements l1Ereby acce.pts

the same, is mes it,o; complaints in the form contemplated by said agree-
ments, makes the fol1mYlng jurisdictional findings, and enters ihe
Iol Jem-jng orcltors:
1. Each of the respondents llfl1cd in the appendix herein is a

eorporation organized and existing under the la 'YS uf various States
of t.he 'Gnitecl States , ,yit.h its ofiiee and prlndpal place of business
located as listed in the appendix hcrein.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of these proceedings and of the respondents.

onDER

It iB o)'de)'ed That each respondent named in the appcndix herein
a. corpora.tion its offcers , c1il'p,ctors , agents , representatires and em-
ployees , directly or through any corporate or ot.her device, in the
course of its business in commerce , as '; collJ1erce " is defined jn tlw
Clayton Act, as f1l1endc(1 , do fortln-vith cease and desist from:

(1) Paying or contracting for the payment of anything of value
, or for the benefit of, any customer of snch respondent as COI1-

pensat.on or -ill c.ollsideTation fol' adrel'tising or promotional
serrices , or any other en- ice Ol' iacility, furnished by or through
such customer in connection ,yith the handling, sale or offering
for sale of Iyearing apparel products Inannfacturec1, solrl or 01-

l'ed for sale by respondent , unless such payme.nt or cons-idera-
tion is l1ftc1e ant-lIable on p1.oportionally eqnal ter11S to all other
cnstomcl'S competing' with such fnTOl'cc1 cllstomer in t.he distribu-

tion or resale of such products.

It /s fUJ'tlu3i' oj;dercd. ThnJ the cfrecti\-e (late of these orders to cea::c
amI desist be f!11(1 jt hel'el)y is postponed until further Order of the
Commission.

ApPl:xDI.:

The responrlents are.
wise jndicntcrl) :

(nddl'esses nre. Xew York City, unless other-

(C-540)
( C-541
( C-542)

Bal'acuta , Inc. , 16 E. 40th St.
Blue J cans Corp. , 130 ,V. 34th St..
Colle.gc-TO\\"J1 Sportslyenr, 3;1 J\Iorrise,y

Mass.
m"el. , Boston
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(G-543 )

( C-544 )

545)
(C-546)
(G-547)

548)

(C-549)

(C-550)
(C-551)
(C-552)
(C-553)
(C-554)
(G-555)

(C-556)
(C-557)
(C-558)
(C-559)

(C-560)
(C--561)
(G-562)
(G-563)
(C-564)

(C-565)
(G-566)

FEDEH,AL TRADE COM :USSION DECISIONS

Syllabus 63 F.

Davis Sportswear Co. , Inc. , 5 FrankJin St. , Lawrence
Mass.

Gail Byron Frocks Co. , Inc. , 463 Seventh Ave.
Girltmm , Inc. , 35 Morrisey Blvd. , Boston , :\Iass.

C. F. Hathaway Co. , 10 ,Vater St. , ,Vaterville, Me.
Junior Accent, Inc. , 498 Seventh Ave.
Century Sportswear Co. , Inc. , 20 Boyleston St. , Boston

Mass.
Jonathan Logan , Inc. , 3901 Libert.y Ave. , North Bergen

The Manhattan Shirt Co. , 1271 A venue of the Americas.
Novelty Veiling Co. , Inc. , 675 Sixth Ave.
Petite Lady Dress Co. , Inc. , 1375 Broadway.
Phillips-Van Hemen Corp. , n7 Fifth Ave.
Rosecl'est , Inc. , 24 Binford 8t. , Boston , )Iass.
Boris SmoJer & Sons , Inc. , 3021 N. Pulaski , Chicago

Ill.
\lice Stuart , Inc. , ;32;' Sevent.h A n
Sunn)Ta1e, lnc. , 1330 Broaclivay.
Tanner of North Ca.rolina , Inc. , Rutherfordtown , N. C,
'\Varshauer and Franck Inc. 75 ICneelanc1 St. , Boston

jlass.
,Vestover Fashions , Inc. , 1400 Broadway.
Boston fajd Inc. , 560 Harrison Aye. , Boston , 1\fass.

Devonbrook , Inc. , 1400 Broadway.
R. and M. Kaufman , Inc. , 41 Holbrook St. , Aurora, Ill.
Linsk of Philadelphia , Inc. , 3111 ,V. A.llegheny Ave.

PhiladeJphia , Pa.
"Iodern Juniors , Inc. , 1407 Broadway.
D. F. Rodgers YHg. Co. , Inc. , 1350 Broad,my.

IN THE MATTER OF

MURRA Y HOFFMA'I ET AI,. THADIXG .
HOFF:\IAN & .JACOBS

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

FEDERAL TRADE COilBfISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-567 , Complaint, Aug. 1963-Decision, Aug. , 1963

Consent order requiring manufacturing furriers in Los Angeles to cease vio-
lating the Fur Products Labeling Act by failing, on labels and invoices, to
show the true animal name of fur in fur products and the country 01.


