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lations unless specific findings to the extent represented have
been made by an independent laboratory.

2. Cellulose fiber insulation win eliminate the possibility
of settEng: moisture or paint failure problems.

3. Cellulose fiber insulation w'illlJrovic1e Effective fire pro-
tection at temperatures that would melt other commonly
kno\'ll types of insulation.

4. Effciency alone c1eierrnincs the (' conom of ceJJuJosc

insulation 'iyhen cOJ1.pared ,'lith millcrfll or g-Jn 3 I bcr mate-
ria,18.

It is fudlwi' ordeTal That each of the respondents herein shaD
within sixty (GO) days after service lIP,)J1 tJIem of this onle1' , file

with the Commission a report in \\"Titing setting forth in detail the
manner an(l form in \vhich they have complied with this order.

Ix THE .:IATTER OF

THO IAS S IILIOS Trc'DlXQ AS THO IAS S IILIOS

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VlOL "TIOX OF THE
rEDElL'lL TR.WE CO::DII5SION \XD THE Fun PHOD"GCTS LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-595. Complaint , Sept. 20 , 1963-Decision , Sept. 20 , 19G3

Consent order requiring a manufacturing furrier in ew York City to cease
violating iH,ojcing pro,isions of the Fur Products Labeling Act uy failing
to set forth required information and item numbers on invoices and to use
the term "natural" 1.0 describe fur products which were not artificial1y
colored.

COl\IPLATNT

Pnr uant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Ad
and the Fur Products Labeling Act and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said _Acts, the Federal Trade Comm:ission , having
reason to believe that Thomas Smilios, an individual trading as
Thomas Smilios, hereinafter referred to as respondent , has vio1flte.
the provisions of said Act and the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing to the
Commi sion that a. proceeding by it in respect thereof would be 
the public :interest , hereby issues its complaint stating :its charges in
tha t respect as fonows :

-\RAGHAPH 1. Respondent Thomas SmjJ:ios is an individual trad-
ing undeT his own name.
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Hespondcnt is a manufacturer of fur products with his offce nncl
principa.l place of business loeated at. 253 \Ve t 27th Street

York, New York.
\R. 2. Subseqncnt. to the eff'ectivc date of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on August 9 , 1932 , respondent has been nnd is now
engt1ged in j- he introduction into commerce , and in the manufacture
for introduction into commerce, and in the sale , advertising, and
offering for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and distri-
bution in commerce , of fur products; and has manu-factnrcd Jar sale
solel, advcrtised , offered for ,'ale , transporteel and distributed fur
prod1l ts which have been macle in whole or in part of furs \\ hich
have been shipp d and received in commerce as the terms " com-
merce

, "

fur" and "fur producf' are defined in the Fur Products
LabeJ ing .A.ct.

PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

iJn-oicerl by the responclent in that they were not invoiced as required
by Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Hulcs
and Rcgulatim1s promulgated under ElIch Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively inyoicec1 fur products , but not
limite,d thereto , ,ypre fur products with invoices which failed to set
forth any of the information reqniJ'ed by Section 5(b) (1) of the

Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. '-1. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively
invoice.d in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they
,ycrp. not invoice.c in accordanc.e with the Hules a.nd Regulations
promulgnted thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The term "l1uturaF was not used on invoices to describe fur
prodncts which .were not pointed , bleached dyed , tip-dyed or other-
wisB flrtificially colored, in violat.ion of H111c 19 (g) of saicl R.nles and
Re.g-uJations.

(b) Re,qui1'ec1 item numbers \"e1'e not set forth on invoices : in vio-
lation of Rule 40 of SR.id Rules and Regulations.

PAIL f:i The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent, as herein
alleged. are in violation or the Fur Products Labe,ling Act and the
Hules and Regulations promul gated thereunder and constitute unfair
and deceptive acts and pract.ices under the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act,

DECISIOX x m OnDER

The, Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondent named in tl1e caption hereof with
vioJation of the Fedp.ral Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod.
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licts Labeling Act , and the respondent having been served with notice
of said determination and with a copy of the complaint the Com.
mission intended to issue, together with a proposed form of order;
and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order , an admission by
respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
sctt1pment purposes only and does not constitute an ndmission by

respondent that the la,v has been violated as set forth in such com-

plaint , and waivers and provisions as required by the Commission '

Tules; and
The Commission , having considered the agreement , hercby accepts

same , i sues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment , makes the following jurisdictional findings, and eniers the,

follm"ing order;
1. Respondent Thomas 8m11i08 is an individual trading under his

Q"vn name with his offce nnd principal place of business located at

253 ,Vest 27th Street , in the city of ew )' ork : State of XeIY York.
2. The Federa.l Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeclir.g an(l of the respondent , ftnd tlw proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

It is ordered, That respondent Thomfls Smilios , an individual

trading as Thomas 811i11os , or under any ot11(r tl'Hcle name., and
respondent's representatives , agents and employees. directly or
through any corporatp, or other device. in connection ,,,ith t.he intro-
duction into commerce, or the sale , advertising or offering for sale

in C011JT!.C'l'Ce , or the transportation 01' distribution in commeTer , of

a.ny fur proc1nct; or in connection with the. al(' , nc1n Tt.ising: offering
for sale tl'anspol't. ation 01' distribution, of any fnr rJro(luC' which is
mack in ,,,hole or in part. of fur ,,-bicb has been shipped anclr8cei,-
in commerce: as " comnwrce fm" : nnc1 ;' fur pl'oc1nct? arc (lefinec1

in the Fnr Pl')(ll1cts Laheling \.C't , do IOl't1nyith cease and desi.'3j

from:
Falsely or deceptively invoicing lur proclnct: hy

1. Failing to furnish invoices to cnstomers to w110m fur

proc1ucts were. sent s110,\ ing in \\orcls and figures plainly
legible. all the information required to be diselosed in each
of the subsections of Sedion 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products

Labeling Ad.
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2. Failing to set forth the term "natural" as part of the
information required to be disclosed on invoices under the

Fur Products Labeling Act and Rules and HegulaLions pro-

mulgated thereunder to describe fur products which are not
pointed, blcac11cd, dyed: tip-dyed or otherwise artificially
coJored.

3. FaiJing to set forth on invoices the item number or
mark assigned to fur products.

It fv,rtheT o?Yle?' That the re pondent herein shalJ , within
sixty (60) clays alter service upon him of this order : file. \\"ith the
Commission a report in writing sethr:g forth in detail the manner
and form in which he Jws complied "with this orc1e1'.

Ix THE fATTER OF

JOSEPH BOLLELLA TRADING AS
E:\IPIRE COMMODITY ASSOCIATIOK

cm,SENT OHDER, ETC. , IN REG.ARD TO 'IT-IE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE
FEDER\I.J TRADE CO:'HnssIO:. ACT

Docket C-596. COmlJlaint , Sept. 20 , 1963-Decision , Sept. 20 , 1963

Consent order requiring an individual engaged in Xew York City in the sale of
maIlagement serYices incident to Ole purchase and sale of commodity futlues
to cea e l'cpresenting falsely, through use of his trade name and otherwise
that his private bnsiness was an association ' with members 1mited in a com-
mon effort; and representing falSf'y in circulars , membership agreement
forms, etc. , thnt he deducted 20% of net profits for his management fee when
he actually deducted 20% of every prontable transaction and clients sus"
tained all losses , and that he operated pursuant to the Commodity Exchange
Act and the regulations of the lJnited States Department of Agriculture.

C01.1PLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act, the Federal
Trade Commission , having reason to believe that Joseph Bollella
an inclividual trading as Empire Commodity Association , hereinafter
referred to as respondent, has violated the provisions of sairl J\.ct
and it appearing tD the Commission Ulat a proceeding by it in respect
t.hereof "auld 1;0 in the public interest, hereby issues jts complaint
stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent. 050ph BoJJella , an indiv-iclua.l trading
as Empire Commodity Association , has his prinejpal office and place
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of business located at 714 :\Iorris Park Ayenue , in the city of Kcw
York, State of New York.

p;\R. 2. Hespondent is no,," , and for some tjme bEt st has beell

engaged in the advertising, offering for sale , and sa1e of management
services incident to the purchase and sale of commodity futures to
the puhlic.

PAR. 3. In connection with this busine' , the respondent has been
and now is transmitting and receiving, t111'ough the United States
mail, and other"ise disseminating in commerce , advertising matter
pamphlets, circubrs, letters, membership agreement :forms, checks
and money orders which are sent and received betlveen responc1enfs
place of business in the State of N Cl,\" York and other pe1'80nS located
in various other States of the United States.

III carrying out his afOl'esilid bU3inesE operations respondent has
cngaged in commerciaJ intercourse in commerce bet-ween and among
various States of the United States , including the transmission and
receipt of advertising material : pamphlets , circulars , letters , member-
ship agreement forms , checks and money orders.

PAR. 4. In the course and conduct of his business, and for the

purpose of inducing the plll'cJulse of .5ai(l management scrvices
respondent has made and pubJisl1cd or caused to be pl1blisllecl certain
statements, cla.ims and representations in circlllars membership
agreement forms , and other materials distributed by 11111. Among
and typical , but not all inclusive , are the foll0\l;illg:
Empire Commodity Association
That for the services l'enclel'erl , ancI to be renclel.ecl , tJw llnc1en:;ignec1l1ere1.J.\' ngrees
to a qnnrterly service and disbursement fee of $10.00 and , furtJJer, explicitly

nn111or:Z('3 that from profits of each and e,ery t)'SDSilCrion the mnnngement is
hen by au ;horized to deduct 20% of saW profit ns awl for manngoment' s fee.
There is no IlI1:JHgement fee nnless the Association ,-ia its t:' ,Hliug cnrJ.'bjJHies
make ajlls for its ;m-e!'tin;; menJbers.

The nndersigned and each and eyery member of E1JCA represents cach to the
other rhnt t11e . odation is oper!lting under !lIld pUi.smmt to the Commodities
Exchange -\.et nnd all regnlations and rulings of the Commodities ExC'Jwnge
AUtllOrity of the DeVf. r1rnent of Agricnltl1e of the "Cnitecl State::

PAR. 5. Throng11 the use. of the trade name "Emph' e Commodity
Association" standing alone or through t11e use of the aforesaid
statements and representations , and others simiIar thereto , EeparateJy
or in connection with said trade name , respondcnt represents and lUls
reprcsentcll , directly or by implication that said "Association " con-

stitutes and comprises an association with members who are united
in a common effort.
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PAll. 6. In truth and in fact:

Respondent is not organized into and does not constitute an assoc:
at.ion for any purpose whatsoever; but instead engages in a business
organized for profit , which, under the direction of respondent , is

operated for the s01e purpose of selling management s81Tices, at a

profit.
Therefore , the use of the trade name '; Emp1re Commodity A3socia

tion , standing a10ne , or in connection with the statements and repre
sentations set out in Paragraph 4 and referred t.o in Paragraph 5
hereof , and the aforesaid statements and representation.s alone : were
and are false , misleading and deceptive.

PAR. 7. Through the use of the statements , claims and representa,
tions et out in Paragraph 4, and others similar thereto , but not spe-
cifically et out herein respondent has represented, directly or by

implication:
(n) That for his management fee he is authorized to deduct 20%

of net. profits realized by his client;
(b) That he operates his business under and pursulwt to the Com.

modity Exchange Act and all regulations and rulings of the Com-
modi.ty Exchange AuthOl'ity 01 the Department of Agriculture of the
United States.

PAR. 8. In truth and in fact:

(a) The deductions made amounted to 20% of each and every
profitable transaction realized by the client. Clients aTe nquired to
sustain all losses.

(b) The busine,ss was not operated under and pursuant to the
Commodity Exchange Act and an regulations and rulings of the
Commodity Exchange Authority of the Department of Agriculture
of the United States.

Therefore , the statements , claims and representations as set forth
in Paragraphs 4 and 7 hereof were and are fa.lse, misleading a.nd

deceptive.
PAIL 9. In the conduct of his business , a,ncl at all times l1Emtioned

herein , respondent has be-on in substantial competition in commerce
with cOl'porations firms and individua.ls in the sale of servIces of the
same general kind and nature.

PAR. 10. The use by respondent, of the aforesaid fa.lse , m sleading
and deceptive statements , claims and representations has had , and

now 11as , the capacity and tendency to mislead members of the pur-
chasing pubhc into the erroneous and mistaken behef that said state.
ments, claims andrepresentations were a.nd aTe true and into the pur-
chase of quantities of respondent's management services by reason of
said erroneous and mistaken behef.
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PAR. 11. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent, as herein
alleged , were and are all to the prejudice and injUlY of the public
and of respondent's competitors and constituted , and now constitute
unfair 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.

DECISION AXD ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-

plaint charging the respondent named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act , and the respondent
having been served with notice of said determination and ",vlth a
copy of the complaint the COlnmis::ion intended to issue , together
with. a proposed form 01 orc1cl' ; and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission htLving thereafter
executed an agreement containing (1 consent 01'c1eT an admission by

respondent of all the jurisclictional fads set forth in the compiaint

to issue herein , a statement that the signing 01 aid agrC'cment is for

settlement purpm3cs only and does not consiitute an flchnission by

respondent that the law has been violated as set fort.h in such com-

plaint, and waiyers and provisions as required by the CornmissiGn
rules; and

The. Commission , having considered the agn:ement, hereby accepts
same , issues its compJaint in the 10rm conlemplated by said agrec-
ment , makes the following jurisdictional findings , and enters the

following ordcr:

1. Respondent Joseph Bollella, an individual trading as Empire
Commodity Association, has his offce and principal place of busi-

ness located at 714 ;\lorris Park Avenne, in t.he city of New York
State of New York.

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

is in the pubJic interest.
ORDER

It is ordered That respondent .) o,eph Bollena , an individual trad.
ing as Empire Commodity Association , or under any other name, and

respondent' s agents, representatives and employees, directly or

t.hrough any corporate or other device , in connection with the offer-
ing ror sale or sale of management services, or other products, in

commerce as " commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-

sion Act , do forthwith cease and desist from:
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a. Using the word ;'association :: or any abbre\-jation or con-
traction thereof , as a paTt of the trade name under whicll re-
spondent conducts his business; or representing" in any other
rnanner or by any other means , directly or indirectly, that 1'c-

spondenes business is an associat.ion of any nature.
b. Representing: directly or by implication , that any amount

will be deducted as a. fce for management services 1'1'om net

profits

: "

when snch fee is deducted on all profitable transactions.
c. ::lisrepresenting, in any manner, the remuneration he de-

ducts , charges or receives for any service.
d. Representing, directly or by implication , that lie or any

person associated with him in the operat.ion of his business is
operating under or pursuant to the Commodity Exchange Act.

e. Hepresenting: directly or by implication , that he or any

person associated with him in the. operat.ion of his bnsiness 18
operating under or pursuant to the l'egub1 ions and ruling's of

the United States Department of .Agriculture.
It is f1tTther' onlered That the respondent herein shal1 , ,yit.hin

sixty (60) days after senTjce upon him of this order , file with the
Commission a report in "Titing sethng forlh in detail the manner
and form in which he has complied with this order.

I N THE i\L-\ TTm

STYLEInLT FURS , INC. , ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDER, ETC. , IX REGAHD TO THE \LLEGED nOLATIQX OF THE
FEDERAl, THADE C01\Bl1SSlOX XND THE FrR PIWDUCTS L \BELING \CTS

lJocket 0-597. Complaint , Sepf. 20 , 1968 Decision , Sept. 20 , 1963

C(\ll ent order reQniring manufacturing fUl'riers in New York City to cease .io-
latiIJg the Fur Pror111ets Labeling Act by failing to disclose on labels :11r1

invoices that certain furs were artificially colol'ed; fHiJing, on invoices , to

show the true anima.l name of fm. and the country of origin of imported

furs , to use the terms "Persian Lamb" and ;' .:atural" ,vhere required , and
to comply in other respects ' with invoicing: requirement,,; and furnislling
false gnaranties with fHl' pl'oducts.

CO)IPLAI

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act

and the Fur Products Labeling Act and by yil'tue of the authority
vested in it bv said Acts , the Federa1 Trade Commission haying rea-
son to belic"\ e that Sty1cbilt Furs, Inc. : it corporation : ilnd Jack
Schimrnel : individually and as all oJICCl' of said cOl'porMion , hel'cin-

780-018- '69--
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after 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 Stylebilt Furs, Inc., is a corporation

organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of K ew York.

Respondent Jack Schimmel is an offcer of the corporate respond-
ent and formulates , directs and controls the acts , practices and poli-
cies of the said corporate respondent including those hereinafter set
forth.

Respondents nre manufacturers of fur products ,,,ith their offce
and principal place of business located at 115 'Vest 30th Street

New York , New York.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective elate of the Fur Products

Labeling Act on August 1952 , respondents have been and are now
engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the manufac-

ture for introduction into commerce , and in the :3nle, advertising,

and offering for snle in commerce , and in the transportation and dis-
tribution in commerce of fur products; and have manufactured

for sale , sold , advertjsed 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
commerce

, "

fur" and " fur product" arc defmed in the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

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

4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form

prescribed by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.
Among such misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto

were fur products with labels which failed to diselose that the fnr
contained in the fur product was bleached , dyed , or otherwise arti.
ficially colored , when such was the fact.

PAn. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in viola-
tion of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they ,, ere not labeled
in accordance ,,,ith the H,nles and Hegulations promulgated there-
uncle,r in that information required under Section 4 (2) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder was not set forth in the required sequence , in violation of
Rule 30 of said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. G. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoiced as
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required by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and
the Rules and Regulations promulgated under such Act.

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

, '

were fur products covered by invoices which failed:
1. To shm" 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 , when snch was the
fact.

3. To shmv the country of origin of imported furs used in fur
products.

PAn. 6. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they
were not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and Regulations pro-
mulgated thereunder in the following respects:

(a) Information required under Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated

thereunder \\Tas set forth on invoices in abbreviated form in viola-

tion of Rule 4 of said Rules aud Regnlatious.

(b) The ter1n "Persian I.amb" was not set forth on invoices in the
manner required by hi w , in violation of Rule 8 , of said Rules and
Regulations.

(c) The term. "Natural" was not used on invoices to describe fur
products which were not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or other
wise artificially colored , in violation of Rule 10 (g) of said Rules
and Regulations.

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

violation of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.
PAR. 7. Respondents furnished false guaranties uncleI' Section

10(b) of the Fur Products Labe1ing Act with respect to certain of

their fur products by falsely representing in writing that respond-

ents had a continning guaranty on file ,,,ith the Federal Trade Com-
mission when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had reason
to believe that the fur products so falsely guaranteed would be
introduced, sold, transported and distributed in commerce, in vio-

lation of Rule 48 (c) of said Rules and Regulations under the Fur
Products Labeling Act and Section 10 (b) of said Act.

PAR. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of r.isponclents , as herein
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of competition
in commerce under the Fecleral Trade Commission Act.
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DECISION kND OnDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof "itll
violation of the Federal Trnde Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act an(I the respondents haying been served ,,- ith
notice of said determination and "\\'ith a copy of the complaint the
Commission intended to issue , together with a proposed form of
order: and

The respondents and counsel 1'01' the Commission haying there-
after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admis-
sion by respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
complaint to issue herein , a statement that t.he signing of snicl agree-

ment is for settlement purposes only and does not. constitute an
admission by respondents that the la,y l1as been violated as set forth
in such complaint, and "aivers and provisions as required by the

Commission s rules; and
The Commission , having considered the agreement , hereby ac.cepts

Sall1e , issues its complaint ill the form contemplated by said agree-
ment, makes the folloYfjng jurisdictional findings, and enters the
foJlowii1g order:

1. Respondent Stylebilt .Furs. lnc., is a corporation organizecl
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the bws of the
State of New York, with its offce and principal place of business

located at 116 West 30th Street, )(ew York , New York.
Respondent Jack 8011imJne1 is an offcer of said corporation and

his address is the same as that. of said corporation,
2, The Federa.l Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the snbject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents ancl the lwoceec1-

ing is in the public interest.
ORDEH

It is oTdered That respondents , Stylebilt Fllr , lnc" a corporation
o.n(l its offcers , and .Jack Schimmel , individually and as an ofic.er of
said corporation, and respondents' representatin:s, agents and
employees, directly 01' tlU'Ollgh any corporate 01' other device , in

connection with the introduction, or manufacturc for introduction

1nto commerce, or the sale , ac1\Certising or offering for sale in COll-

merce , or the tram::portatlon 01' distribution in commerce , of any fur
proc111ct: 01' in connection with the manufacture for sale , saJe, adver-
tising, ofiering for sale , transportation or distribution, of allY fur

prodnct \yhich is made iJJ Iyhole or in pnrt of fur "hleh has bpf'n
shipped flnd received in commerce , as ;;commerce

': ;;

fnr :' and '; ful'
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product" are defined in t.he Fur Products Labeling Act , do forth-
with cease and de.sist. from:

A. l'vlisbranding fur products by:
1. Failing to affx labels to fur products showing 

words and in figures plainly legible all of the infonnation
required io be c1isc1osed by each of the subsections or Sec-

tion 4(2) of the Fur Products L"be1ing Act.
2. Fa.iling to set forth information required under Sec-

tion 4 (2) of the Fur Products L"beling Act aml the Rnles
Hl1(l Re6rubtiollS promulgated thereunder on lRbeJs in the
sequence required by Rule 30 of the aforesaid Ruks nnd
Regulations.

B. Falsely or deceptive-Iy invoicing fnr products by:
1. l-l ailing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur prod-

ucts sho"ing- in "on1s and figures pJ dnly legible- a,J) the
infonnation required to be- disclosed in each or the sub-

sections of Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products L"beling

Act.
2. Setting forth information required under Seetion

5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling ,let "nd the l\uJes
and HeglllntiollS promulgated thereunder in abl.n' iated
form.

3. Failing to set forth the term "Persian Lamb' in the

manner required where an election is madc to use that term
instead of the 'yonl "Lmnb"

4. Failing to set forth tIIC term ;; X aturaP' as part of the
information required to be disclosed on invoices under the
Fur Produc.s Labeling Act and lillies and Regnlt1.tions
promulgated thereunder to cleseribe fur products ,yhich fire
not pointed , bleached, dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise artiil-
cial1y colored.

5. Failing to set forth all invoices the item nl1l1ber or
mark assigned to fur produds.

It is furthel' onZered. That respondents St;ylebilt Furs, Inc. , a
corporation , and its offr.ers and .Tack Schimmel , indi\-idually and
as an offcer of said corporation , nnc1 respondents ' representatiyes
agents a.nd employees , directly or through any corporate or other
device , do forthwith cease awl desist fnHll furnIshing a false 

Tunr-

anty that any fllr product js not misbranded , falseJy in'Toicec1 01'
faJse.Jy ndvertisec1 ,yhen the respondents hftn reason j-o helieve that

such fur product may be jntroclucec1 , sold , transported , or distributed
In commerce.
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It is furtheJ' oTdeTed That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service npon them of this order, file with the
Commission a. report in 1vriting setting forth in detail the manner
and form in ,,'hich they have complied ,,'ith this order.

IN THE :;1.\ TTER OF

UNITED NATIONS PUBLICATIONS , nc. , E1' AL.

COl\TSENT ORDEl , ETC. , IX REGARD TO TJ-U: .\LLEm:D nOL.\TIO),T OF TI-
FEDER)..L TTi..DE CQ)DIISSIOX .\CT

Docket C-598. C01l1)/oint. Scpt. 20. lP68-Decision, Sept. 20 , 1.93

Consent order requiring the compilers pf a book entitled "The InternationBl
Directory and Almanac " engaged in tlle sale of the Directory find of adyer-
tising space thceein , to ceHse representing falsely in f!(,h"ertising' tbat monies
received from customers were placed in tl'st find refunds were thel' eby

guaranteed , and that they had their O'iYI1 al't department; find to cea!'e repre-

senting falsely, by their l'ol'pornte name , that ihey were affilated with tbe
Lnited atjons.

COilIPL.\IXT

Pursuant to the prO\ isions of the Fccleral Trade COlnmission Act
and by virtue of the nllthority vested in it by said Act , the Federal
Trade Commission , halTing reason to believe that. United Nations
Publications , Inc. , a corporation , and Fred Otash , individually and
as an offcer of said corporation , l1ereinflfter referred to as respond-
ents , have vioJatec1 the provisions of 5aid Act, and it. aplwaring to
the Commission that a proceeding lJY it in respect thereof ,,-ould he
in the public interest , hereby issues its compJaint , stating its charges
in that. respect as follmys:
PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent 1Tnitec1 )Jat1ons Publications , In('.

a corporation organized , existing and doing business under and by
virtue of the la.ws of the State of Cn1ifornia "iyith its offce and
principal place of business located at 0'10 N. Fairfax Awnue , Holly.
wood 49 , CaEfornia.

Re.spondent Fred Otash is president of the SR.id corporate respond-
ent and fOT1llulates , directs and controls the acts and practices of the
corporate respondent , including the ncts and practices hereinafter

set forth. The business address of re:-ponc1ent Fred Otash is the
same as that of the corporate respondent. Iris residence address is

8948 ,Vonderland AYCTl1e, Holly,yoocl 46 , C"lifornia.

PAR. 2. Respondents aTe now, and for some time last past have

been engaged , in the compilation, advertising, offering for sale , sale

and distribution of a book entitled "The International Directory and
Alma.nac , hereinafter referred to as the Directory.


