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FnL\L OnDER

This matter having been heard by the Commission upon respond-
ents exceptions to the initial decision after remand and upon briefs
in support thereof and in opposition thereto; and

The Commission having considered said exceptions and briefs and
the record herein , and having determined that the exceptions should
be granted:

It i8 O'yler-eel That the initial decision of t.he hcnring examh1cr
filed .1 anuary 24 , 1960 , be , and it hereby is, set aside.

It is Iw.the?' o"demd That the cornplnint be, and it hereby is

dismissed.
By the Commission , Commissioner iacIntyre not concurring and

Commissioner Higginbotham not participating.

J X THE LUTER OF

nLTON KASTIL ET AL. TRADlXG AS
nLTON KASTIL Funs ET AL.

CO:NSEXT ORDER , ETC. , IX REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX OF

THE FEDERAL TRADE COUlIrISSlOX AND 'rIm FUR PRODUCTS

LABELING ACTS

Docket C-674. Complaint , Jan. 1964-Decision , Jan. 1964

Consent order requiring manufacturing furriel'R in Chicago , n1. , to cease vio-

lating the Fur Products Labeling- Act by failing to use the term "natural"
on labels to describe fur products which were not artificially colored; fail-
ing, in invoicing, to show the truc Dnimal !lame of furs and the conntry
of origin of imported furs, to disclose wben fur was bleached or dyed
and to llse the te-rms "Persian Lamb" and "natural" where l'cqllil'ed; sub
sUtuting nonconforming labels for those attached iJy the manufacturer or
distl'ibulol'; and failng in other respects to comply \vith labeling alll in-
voieing requirf''lf'llts.

CO:.IP1..-\LXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products LabeJing Act and by virtue of the authority
vested in it bv said Acts. the. Federal Trade Commission ha.ving
reason to beJie,:e that Iilt n Kastil , and Edward Kastil , individually
and as copartners trading as Iilton Kastil Furs and Irving ICasti.l
individllal1y and as an employee of the partnership hereinafter
referred to as respondents, have v10Jatecl the provisions of said Acts
and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Fur Products
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Labeling Act, and it appcaring to the Commission that fl, proceeding
by it in respec.t thereof Iyould be in the public. interest, hen by issues
its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

\IL\GRAPH 1. Hesponc1ents IiJton T(astil a,nd Edward ICastiJ are
individuals and copartners trading as J\Ii1ton Kastil Furs and Irying
J(astil is an individual and employee of the partnership.

Respondents are mannfacturers , ,yhole,salers and retailers of fur
proc1ncts Iyith their offir.e and princ:pal place of business located at
17 North State Street , Chicago , Illinois.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products
Labeling Act on Angust ID52 , respondents have been and are now
engaged 1n the introduction into commcrc.e , and in the manufacture
for introduction into c.ommcree, and 1n the sale, acherJ-s1ng, and

oflering for sale in commerce, and 111 the transportation and distribu-
tion in commerce , of :fur products; and haye manu1actured for sale
sold, adn:rtised, offered for sale , tl'fll1sported and distributed fur
prodnds ,,-hich 11flye been made in ,yhole or in part of furs ,,-h;ch
have been shipped and rec.eived in commerce, as the terrns "com-
merce

:' "

fur :' and '; fnl' producf' are defined in the Fur Produc.ts
Labeling Act.

\R. 3. Certflin of said fur proc1ncts were misbranded in that
they were not hbelec1 as required under the provisions of Sed ion

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

prescribed by the Rnles and Regula.tions promulgated thereunder.
Among such misLn'anclec1 fur products , but not limited thereto , wen"'

fnr prodncts with labels ,vhieh failed to 5110,1' the true animal name
of the fnr used in the :fur product.

\H. ;1. Cer'tain of said fur products were m15bnmcled in violation
of the Fur Pro(luets Labpling Act in that they Iyere not 1abelecl in

aec.onlance Iyith the Rules flndl E'g\llations proJlulgate.d thereunder
in the folJo,ying respects:

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

ucts Labeling Act and the Rules nncl1\egubtionspromulga.ted there-
under was set forth on labels in abbre,- iatecl form, in violation of

Rule, 4 of said Rules Hnd Hegulations.
(b) The term '; IHt!uraF was not used OIl labels to describe fur

products Iyhich werc not pointed bleached , dyed , tjp-dyed , or other-
wise artificially colored. ill violation 01 Rule ID (g) of said H,nks and
Hegnlations.

(c) Information required nncler Sr.ction 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling Act and the Hules and Regulations pl'omuJgated there-

under ,YQ.S not set Jorth in the required sequence , in violation of 1\nle
30 of said Rnle and RegnlaLons.
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(d) Information required uncleI' Section 4(2) of the Fur Procl-
ncts Lnbeling --\.ct anclihc Rules and Regulations promulgated t11e1'(L

under "'as not set forth separately on labels with respect to each
section of fur products composed of two or more sections containing
different animal furs , in viobtion of Rule 36 of said Rules and Reg-
ulations.

(c) Re(p1irecl item nurnhers were not set rorth on labels , in viola-
tion of Rule 40 of said Rules and Hegu1ations.

PAn. 5. Certain of said fllr products \,ere falsely and clecepti\Tly
inyoicecl by the respondents in that they were not invoiced as reqllirccl
by Section ,j(b) (1) of the Fur Products LRbcling Act and the Rules
and Regn1atiollS prollnlgated under such Act.

Among such fa.lsely and deceptively invoiced fur products but not
limited thereto cre, fur products covered by invoices which failed:
1. To shmy the true animal name of the fur used in the fur

product.
2. To

bleached
fact.
3. To sho the country of origin of imported furs used in fur

products.
PAR. o. Certain of said fur products \\ore falsely and dcceptiyely

invoic.ed ",dth respect to the name or designation of the animal or
anirnals that produced the fllr from ",yhieh the said fur produet.s llicl
been manufactured , in "iolation of Section D(b) (2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products but llO!
limited ihereto ",vpre fur products ,,-hich ,,-ere involced as "131'oa(l-
taiF' thereby implying that 1he fnrs contained therein erc entit1e(l
to the designation "Bro1l(ltail LalnV' ",,,hen in truth and in fact they
",yere not entitled to slIch designation.

PAR. 7. Certain of said fur products erc falsely and clcceptin:1y

invoiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act jn that they
were not invoiced in aceorchnce with the Hules awl Regulario1ls
promulgflted thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The term "Persian Lamb' WflS not set forth on invoices in

the manner required by law , in violation of Rule 8 of said Rules nnd
Hegulations.

(b) The term "Dyed Broac1tHi1-processed
forth on invoices in the manner required by
Rule 10 of said Rules and Regulations.

(c) The term " natural" was not llsed on invoices to describe fur
pro(lucts ",yhich were not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip.dyecl or othe1'-

disclose that the fur c.ontained in the fur product was
dyec1 or otherwise artificially colored , when snch was rhe

Lamb ' ",,,as not set
Imy, jn violation of
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wise artificially colored, in vio1ntion of 1\111e 19 (g) of said Rules

ancl Regulat.ions.

(d) Required item numbers "were not set forth on invoices, in
violation of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

P..m. 8. Respondents in introducing, sel1ing, advertising, and
offering for sale , in commeree, and in processing for commerce , fur
products; and in selling, advertising, offe,ring for sale and processing
fur products whieh have been shipped and received in commerce
have misbranded such fur products by substituting thereon, labels

\fhich did not confor1ll to the requirements of Se,ction 4 of the Fur
Products Labeling Act , for the labels affxed to said fur products by
the manufacturer or distribut.or pursuant to Section 4 of the said
Act , in violation of Section 3 (e) of said Act.

"-R. 9. Respondents in substituting labels as provided for in
Section 3(e) of the Fur Products Labeling Act haYe failed to keep
and preserve the records required , in violntion of said Section 3(e)
and R.ule 41 of the Rule,s and H.egulations promulgated uncleI' the
said Act.

PATI. 10. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as herein
alleged , arejn violation of the, Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Hules and H.egulations promulgated thereunder Rnd constitute unfair
and deceptiye aets and practices and unfair methods of competition
in commerce unde.r the Feclernl Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX AND ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
vio1ntion of the Federa.l Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts IJabeling Act, and the respondents 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 ancl counsel :for the Commission having there-
aftlr executed an agreement containing a consent. order, an admis-
sion by respondents of all the juris(1ictional facts set forth in the
complaint to issue herein , f1 statelnent that the signing of said agree-
ment is for settlement purpo s only and does not constitute an

admission by respondents that the law has been yio1fted as set forth
in such complaint , and \\'aivers and proYi8ions as rerplired by the
Commission s rules; and
The Commission , having considered t11e agreement , hereby accepts

same , issues its complaint in the form contemp1atecl by said agree-
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ment , makes the follmying jurisdictional findings, and enters the
following order:
1. Respondents :Uilton Kastil and Edward Kastil are individuals

and copartners trading as :Mi1ton Kaslil Furs and Irving Kast:il is
an individual and employee of the partnership, a.ncl their offce and
principal place of business is located at 17 Korth State Street, Chi-
cago, Illinois.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and t.he proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDEH

Jt /8 on/ereel That respondents )li1ton I\asril and Edward Kastll
individually and as copartners trading as JIiJton Kastil Furs or

uncleI' any ot.her trade name and Irving Kastil individually and as

an employee of the partnership and respondents' representatives

agents and employees , directly or through any corporate or other
device , in connection ",yith the introduction , or manufacture for intro-
duction, into cOlnmerce, or ihe sale advertising or offering for sale.
in commerce , or the transportal ion or distrilmt ion in commerce , of
any fur product; or in connection with the manufacture for salp. , sale
advertising, offering for sale , transportation or distribution , of any
fur product ","\hich is made in whole or in part of fur ,,-hich has been
shipped and received ill commerc.e , as the terms (' eOlnmel'Ce

, "

fur
and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act do
forthwith cease and clesist :from:

A. Iisbranding fur products by:

1. Failing to affx. labels to fur products showing in words
and in figures plainly legible all of the information required
to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 4 (2)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Sctting forth information re(luiTed under Section ,01 (2)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Heg-

ulations promulgMed thcreunder in abbreviated form on
labels affixed to fur products.
3. Fa:1ing to set forth the term "natl1rflF as pflrt of the

information ren1\1rec1 to be (1isclosed on labels under the Fnr
Product:: Labeling Act nnd the H1l1cs and Regulations pro-
llmlgnted thereunder to describe fur products ","\hieh fire not
poiEted. bleached. (l e(L tip- (lyed or othenyise artificially
colore(l.

Fn:ling to
lion -l(:2) of the

set forth informn.tion required uncleI' Sec-
Fur Products Labeling Act Hnd the Rnles
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and Heguhtions promulgated

sequence required by Rule 30
Regulations.

5. Failing (0 set forth sepamteJy on labels attached to
fur products com posed of two or more sections containing
different an1mal fur the information required under Section
4(2) of the Fur Products Laoeling Act and the Rules and

Regulations prollulgated thereunder with respect to the fur
comprising each section.

G. Failing to set forth on labels the item number or mark
assigned to a. fur product.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:
1. Failing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur prod-

ucts showing in ,yords and figures plainly legible all the
inforl1fltion required to be disc10sed in each of the subsec-
tions of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fnr Procluds LabeJing Act.

2. Setting forth on in voices pertaining to fur produets
any fa1se or deceptive inforlTation ,\"ith respect to the name
or designation of the animal or animals that produced the

fur contained in such fur product.

2L FaiJing to set forth the terlT Persian LamV' in the
Inanner re(luired ,yhcl'' an election is Inadc to llse that lcnn
instead of the \\" ord LamV'
-t. Failing to set forth the term "Dyed Broadtail-proc-

essed I..nnlV: in the Jiwnner required "lvhere an election is
llade to use that term instead of the ,yords "Dyed LaInG".

,'S. Failing to set forth the term " natllrar: as part of the
information reqnil'ed to be (lisclose, d on invoices under the
Fur Products LabcI:ng Act and Unles and liegllla.tions pro-
rnlllgated thereUlldel' to clesc.ribe fur products ,,-hiC'h are not
pointed, bleached, dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwise anificill11y
colored.

G, Ffliling to set forth on iTn-oices the item number 01'

nwrk assigned to fur products.
it is fnTthm' ol'deJ' That respondents :\Iilton 1\asti1 and Edward

Kastil , individually and itS copartners tnt-ding as l\Jilton Kastil Furs
or under any other trade name. amI Tn-jng Kastil , individual1y ancl

as an employee 01 the partnership: and respondents : representa.tives
agents and employees , directly or through any corpora.te or other
device , in connection with the introcluc.tiol1 , sn1e : advertising or oiIel'-
ing for sale, in commerce , or the procei3sing- for c.ommel'ce , of 1ur
products; or in connection ,Y1t11 the selling, achertisiw;' , offering for

224-0GO- 70-

thereunder on JabeJs in the
of the aforesa.id Rules and
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sale, or processing of fur products which have been shipped and
received in COilnerce, do forthwith cease and desist frolll:

A. Misbranding fur products by substituting for the labels
affixed to such fur products pursuant t.o Section 4 of the Fur
Products Labeling Act 1abcls which do not conform to the
requirements of the aforesaid Act and the Rules and Hegulations
promulgated thereunder.

B. Failing to keep and preserve the records required by the
Fur Products Labeling Act a,nd the H.ules a.nd Regulations pro-
mulgated thereunder in substituting labels as permitted by Sec-
tion 3 (e) of the said Act.

It is fUJ'thm' oTCle1'ed Thflt the respondents herein shall within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which t.hey have complied wit.h this order.

IN THE i\IATTER OF

SID KEY "\YOLFF TRADING AS
WOLFSON YARK CmIPANY, ETC.

CO::SEXT onDER , ETC. , IK REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIO OF THE
FEDERAL TRAIn: CO?'DIlSSIO AND THB 'VOOL PRODUCTS LABELING

ACTS

Docket C-675. Complaint , Jan. 19G4-lJeci8ion , Jail. 1964

CODsent order requiring a i\ew York City importer of '1'001 products to cease
violating the 'Yool Produds Laheling Act by such practices as labeling
and invoicing as " 100% :.lohail' " yarns Wl1ic:h contained substantially- dif-
ferent amounts of woolen fibers than thus represented and also contained
other fibers , and failng to disclose on labels on certain yarns the per-
centages of the different fibers contained therein.

CO:\IPL\IXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the 'Wool Products LabeJing Act of 1939 , and by virtue of the
authority vested in it. by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that Sidney 'Volff , an individual trading
as \Volfson Yarn Company and Em-Gee-Ess Knitwear Company,
hereinafter referred to as respondent, has violated the provisions of
the said Acts and t.he Rules and Eegulations promulgat.ed under t.he
Wool Products Labeling Act. of 1939 , and it appearing to the Com-
Iniss ion that l proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the


