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or the letterheads , billheac1s or other stationcT)' pm' porting- to be that
of a la,wyer in attempting to enforce the collection of aCCOllnts.

7. Representing, directly or indirectly, that the Continental Credit
and Collection Agency is an independent and llutifdiatecl collection
agency.

It 1:8 fnTtheJ' onlerecl That the, respondents herein shall, "\y;thin
sixty (60) cbys Lfter scryice upon them of this order, file willl the,
Commission 11 report in "'riting setting forth in detall the manner and
form in \yhich they haTe complied ,yith this order.

Ix THE ?lTATTER OF

WINTER PHODUCTS , INC. , ET AL.

COXSEXT OJ m:n , ETC. , IX llrG.\Im TO TEL c\LLEGED YIOL\TW:X OF 'II-
FEDEIL-\L TR_\DE COJDIISSIOX AX D TI-IE FFn rnoDl-TTS L:\BELING ..ACTS

Docket C- 'frJ ? Complaint , Jilly Ti, l.9G. Dccision

, ,

JlIly T/ , 1!J

Consent on1er rC(juir-llg Xe\y York CitY' manufnctl1rer:" of fur trimming:" . mil-
linerY', muffs and neck pip(' , to cease Yiol:lting the Fnr Products Labeling
Act hy labeling and 11lYoicing .\mcriC'an Sable us " Til)- (l Sable " 01' "Snblc

" .

fai1ing' to show the true animal l1f!ne of fn1' and "hen fur was artificially
colored, and to set forth 5ud1 terms as " Dyed Droflc1tail-proee.ssed Lamb" as
required Oll labels and im"oices: in,oicing proce.ssL'(l fur ff11"ely 

Persian : failing to use sncll tprms as "TIlenc1e(l

" "

.:atnral" 11)(1 "Persian
Lamb" IJrOperly on invoices; and failing in otber respects to cOllplY' \yith
labeling 'and inyokilJg reQuirements of tbe Act.

CCUIPL.\ T::T

Pursuant to the prO\-isions of the Fede.ral Trflc1c COlTllnisS10n A. ct"

the Fur Products Lnbe.ling Act and by yirtlle of the authority yested
in it by said Aets, the, Federal Trade Commission , lutying rUlson to
believe thnt ,Yinter Products , Inc. , a c.orporation and .Jack ,Yinter
Daniel Levy, Charles ::Iir;1l1dil il1cl ::fal'k Bcnson , indi\cichwlly and
as ofIce.rs of said C'orpor"ation , hereinafter referred to flS responc1ents

hllTC Ylolated the l)l' oyisions of saicl .Acts elnd the Hull's and Hegula-
hons promllJgnted ulHlpr the Fur Products Lilhe1ing Ad : and it
a.ppearing to the Commission that a proceeding hy it, in re pect. t1wreoi
\Yon1c1 he in the pulJlic. intere5t., hereb ' issues i1s complaint , stating"

its charges in t.hat re pect, liS follo\\

\1L\GRAPI- 1. Respondent , ,Yinter Proc1l1cts , Inc. : is a corporfltion
organized , exist.ing find doing business nnder and by yirtue of the la"\yS

of the State of Xmy Yark.
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Respondents.T aok Winter, Daniel Levy, Charles 1iranda and Mark
Benson are offcers of the corporate respondent and fonllulate , dircct
and control the acts, practices and policies of said corporate respond-
ent : including those here:inaftcr set forth.

Hespondents are engaged in the manufacture of fur trimmings , mil-
linery, mu:1l's and neck pieces , and have their offce and principal
place of business located at 4D ,y c t 37th Street: X ew York , X ow York.

AH. 2. Sllbse.quent to the eff( ('iive date of the I ur Pl'oduets Label-
ing Act on August 8 , J 952 , YPSIJonc1ents have been and aTC now engaged
in the introduction into commerce , and in t.he manufacture for intro-
duction into commerce, and in the sale, adve.rtising and offering for
sale in commerce, and in the transportation and distribution in com-
merce: of fur proc1uc.s; and have 11anufnctun d for sale, solc1 ad-
ve1'tipec1 , offered for sale, transported and distributed fur products

which have been made in ,yhole or in part of furs \,hich have been
shipped and recei,'ecl in commerce , as the terms " commerce

" "

fur :' and
fur product" are defined in the Fur Produds Labeling )tct.

. 8. Certain of said fllr proc1l1c.s \\'e1'(" misbranded in that they
were falsely and deceptiyeJy labeled or otherwise falseJy or c1ecep-

tiyrly identified with respect to the name or designation of the animnl
or animals that produced the fur :from which the said fur products

had been mannfac.tllrec1, in viohtion of Section 4 (1) of the Fl1
Proc1l1cts Labeling Act.

Among- snch misbl'nnrlec1 fur IJrodllcts , but not Ijmite(l theret.o , \TCre

fur products ,Vllich ,'V ere 1abcJed as "Tip- cl:w,d Sable" when the fur
contained in s11ch product was , in fact "American Sable.

\TI. .'1. Certain of aic1 flll' product-s ,ycre. misbranc1e(l in that they
were. net labeled as required uncleI' the p1'oYi5ions of Section ,1 (2) 
the Fur Product.s Laheling Act and in the manner and form prc5cribed
by the R.ules and R,cgn1ations promulgn teel there.nnder.

Among such misbranded fur proc1l1cts but not limited thereto , were
fur products with 1abels \Thic.h failed:

1. To show the true animnlllalne of the fur used in the fur product.
2. To disclose that the fur c.ontainec1 in the flu proc1nct 'lIas bleac.hed

dve(l, or other"'ise Rl't1iicially colored "'hen such ,yas the fact.
. P,\H. 5. Certain of 8.irl fur p1"()(l11ct ,yelY misbranclecl, in violation

of the Fur Products Lflbe1ing Act. in that they ,ycre not 1alwled in ac-
corc1ance \yith the Rules and RcguJations pl'omulgaterl thereunder in
the foJlowing respects:

1. The term " Dyed J\I01,ton Lamb" ,YHS not .set fOlih on labels in the
manner required by law : in violation or Rule 8 of the said R.nles Rnc1
Regulations.
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2. The term "Dyed Broadtail-processed Lamb:: "as not set forth on
labels in the lnanner required by law, in violation of Hu)c 10 of said
Rules and Regulations.

3. Required item numbers were not set forth on labels , in 'Tiola.tion of
Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

PAIL 6. Certain of said fur products 'lere falsel)' and decepti,ely
invoiced by the respondents in that t11('Y "'ere not invoiced as 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 in,Toice,d fur products, but not
limited thereto : \yere fur products covered by invoices which failed:

1. To shO\v the true animal name of the fur used in the 1ur product.
2. To show that the fur product contains or is compo::e(1 of b1eached

dyed or otherwisc artificially colored fill' ''111(''11 snell is the fact.
3. To show the country of origin of imported furs used in fur

products.
P..\H. 7. CerLain of said fur products ,ye:re falseJyan(l deceptively in-

voiced with respcct to the nanle or designation of the animal or animals
that produced the fur from which the aic1 fm' products hall b( en man-
ufactured , in violation of Spction 5(hl (21 of the. Fnr Products Label-
ing Act.

mung such falsely and de('eptiYel - Inyoicec1 fur proc1ucts but not

limited thereto , were fnr products \'hich \'-ere invoiced as " Sable
,vhen , in fact , the, fur contained in snch products \YHS ';AulETican
Sable.

\H. 8. Cerlain of said fur pro duds were 1:115('1y amI deceptively in-
voice.dl1nder Section G(b) (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act in
that invoices relating thereto contninec1 sLalemenrs \yhich represented

directly or by implication , that the products containe.dlhe fur of a cer-
tain fur-bearing anima.1 \yl1(reas, in truth ancI in inct, tile product did
not contain the fur of snch animal.

AnlOng sllch falsely and (leceptively 1nyolced fur products :, but not
limited thereto , \'cro fur- trinunec1 fabrie coats. The fabric in these
COllts did not contain the fur of the '( Persian LmnV' but had been proc-
essed to resemble sue11 fur. These said fur prOctllets 'ivere in voiced as
Persi " and \''ere thus represented fa.lse1y and deceptively: directly

or by implication : as containing the fur of the Persian Lamb.
\H. D. Certain of said fur products ,yere fa.lseJy and decept.ively in-

voiced in violation of the Fur Products LllbeJing Act in thftt they "'ere
not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated thcreul11er in the follO\Ying rcspects:
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1. The term "Dyed Broadtnil-processecl Lamb:: was not set fort.h on
invoices in the manner required by law : in violation of Rule 10 of said
HuJes and Regulations.

:? The term ;;BJendecr' was used on invoices as part of the infonnn-
tion required under Section ,j(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labe1ing
Act antI the Hllles an(1 Heglllations promlllgatec1 therellnclel' to describe
the pointing, blenching, dyeing, tip-dyeing, or otherwise artificird
coloring of furs, in \ iobtion of Rule 19 (f) of said Rules anet
Iie,glll ltions.

:3, The term "Natllrl1F ,vas not used on invoices to clesc.ribe fur prod-
ucts which "'ere not pointed , blenched , dyed , tip-dyed, or ot.hen,ise

artificially colored, in "julation of Rule 18 (g) of said Rules rmc1

Regulntions.
4. Heqllirec1 item numbcrs \vere not set forth on invoices , in violation

of Rule -+0 of snicl.Hules and Reg111ations.
5. The term ;:Pcrsian La.ml"' \YflS llot ;cet forth on invokes in the

manner required by Jaw , in ,- iolation of Rule 8 of said HuJes and
Regulations.

PAR. 10. The aJoresaia acts and practic.es of respondents , as lwn'in
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling -\ct and the
Rules and Regu1ations promulgnted thereunder and constitute unfair
and clecc.pti\' c a.cts and practices and unfair methods of competition
in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Ad.

J)EClSlOX .\xn OnnEn

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its COlI-
plaint chaTging the respondents lUllnccl in t.he caption hereof \\'ith
viobtion of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Products
Labeling Act, and the respondents haying been served \yith notice of
said determination fincl \\-ith a copy of the cOJnp1aint the Commission
intended to issue , toget.her ,, ith lL proposed form of order; and

1'11e respondents and counsel for the Conllllission hflyillg" thcrenfter
executed an agreemcnt containing it consent order , Hn admission by
respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the complail1t
to isslle herein , a state11ent t:wL tIle signing" of saic1 ngreement is for
settlelnent p\lrpo es only and does not con tih1tc :11 admission by

ponc1ents that 1"1(' hnr has been yiolatec1 as set forth in snch cmrl-
plaint , and \yaivers nndlJroYlsions as requirec1 by the ComrnissiOll
ru les: aJll

The Com11ission , ha'i'ing considerec1 the ngreement , 11ereby aecepts
same , is :ues its complaint in the form c.ontClnplntec1 11y said agreement.
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makes the following jurisdictional lindings , and enters the. following
order:

1. R.cspondent \Vinter Products, Inc. , is a. corporat.ion oJ'gnnized
existing and doing lmsjness under and by virtue of the la\\s of the,
State of 1\e\\ Y' ork , with its ofIce and principal plac.e of business
locflted nt 49 \Vest 37th Street in the city of Xe\y York , State of Xe,,-
York.

Respondents .Jflek ,Vinter , Daniel Ley)', Charlcs :l\iranda md Iark
Benson are oiJic8rs of saiel corporntion Hncl t.heir address is the smne
as that of said eOl'pOrfltion.

2. The Federal Trnde Commisslon has jurisdiction of the subject
mfltter of this proceeding and of the n' sponclent2 , and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

OHDEH

It is oTrlc(ed That respondents \Vintcr Products , lne. , a corpora-
tion , and its offeers and Jaek \Vinter , Daniel Leyy, Charles J1iranda
and 1\Iark Benson , indivicluflJly and as oiIicers of said corporation , and
respondents : reprcsentatives, agents and employees , directly 01' throngh
any corporate or other device in connection '\,ith the introduction , or
manufacture for introduction , into commerce. , 01' the snle , advertising
or offering for sale

, .

in commerce or the transportation or (listriblltion
ill cOIIlmerce : of any fur product; or in cOlllection \'ith the manufac-
ture for sak, sale, nd\'ertising, oiIc1'ing for sale , transportation or
distribution , of any fur product \yllieh is made in whole or in part
of fur which has been shipped and received in commeT('e as the terms

coJ1llnerce

" "

fur :: and "fur producC' aTe defined in the Fur Prochlcts
Labeling Act., do forthwith cease and desist. from:

A. :JIisbnlnding fur products by:
1. Falsely or deceptively Jrlbeling or otherwise ic1ent.fying

any snch fur product ns to the name or c1esignat.ioll of the
animal or animals that produced the fur contained in the
1'111' product.

2. Fn.iling to affix labels to fur products sho\ving in \vords
and in fig;l1res plainly 1e,g-ible all of the information required
to be dise10sed by r.ach oi the subsections of Section 4- (:2) of

the Fur J) roclucts Labeling Act.
3. Failing to set. -forth the term "Dyed )lonton Lamb" on

labels in the manner required ,yhere an election is made to
use that tenn insteH(1 of the term ;' Dyed Lamb.
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. Failing to set forth the term "Dyed Broadtail-processed
LmnV: on labels ill the manner required 'iyhere an ejection is
made to use that term in lien of the tel'.11 "Dyed Lamb.

f:i. Fa.iJing to set fort.h on labels the item number or mark
assigncd to a. fur product.

B. Fa.lsely or deceptively inyolcing fur products by:
1. Failing to furnish invoices to IJl1'chasers of fur products

showing in \yorr1s rllJd figures plainly legible al1 of the infor-
mation required to be (li::closed .in each of the subsections of
Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Pl'ducts L:tbeling Act.

2. Setting forth on inyoices pe)' (illillg to fur products u;y
fa.Jse or dpceptiye information ,yith respect to the na118 or
designation of the animal or unim,tls that produced the fur
contninec1 in such fur prochlct.

3. nepl' enting: dil't'c:-Jy or br lElplicatioJl , on any illyoice
relating to any fur product t.hat such :i'lll' IU' (J(luct cOJltains
the fur of a fur-1Jearing animal ",-118n fllC fur product docs
not contain the fUT of snell fur- lJearing flnirnaJ.

4. Using t118 tenn ;;Persian ': or any other Iyorcls or terms
of similar import. on invoices jn such a In:UlllCr as to imply
that the product. contains the fur or the Persian .Lmnb when
such fur product does Jot c:onuLin tile fu ' or the 1:. crsian Lamb.

5. Failing to set forth the term ;;Dypc1lhoac1tail-proC'2ssecl
Lamb:: in the. rnannel' required IY11ere an cleetion is mncle to
use that term instead of the words CDye(l L unb.

G. Setting forth the term ;' Blenc1ec1" or any tCrln or like
import as part of the inforrnat.on re,iluirccl uncler Section
,,(b) (1) of the Fur Product s Lebel ing Act end the Eule, end
Heguhtions pl'cnnulgatec1 thereunder to :cribe pointing,
bleac.hing, dyeing, tip-dyeing or othcl'"'ise artificial ( oloring
of furs cont.ained in fur products.

7. FaiJing to set forth the term "XatllraF as pnrt of the
informat.ion required to be disclosed on in voices under the
Fur Products Labeling .. ct and the R1l1es and IiegL1Jat.ions
promulgat.ed therelUlder to describe fur products \,hich ,yore

Dot pointed , ble8.cllf(l dyed , tip- (lyec1 , or othenvi::e artifically
coloreel.

8. Failing to set fOlth on invoices the item J1l1mbe.r or mark
assigned to a fur product.

9. Fa.iling to set forth the term ':Persian Lamb : in the
manner required ,yhere an electIon is made to nse that. tenn
inst,ead of the "'orc1 " Lamb.
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It is further o1'de1' That the respondents herein shall, within sixty
(60) days after service npon them of this order, file with the Commis-
sion a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and for1ll
in which they have complied with this order.

Ix TllE :MATTER OF

ATLANTIC SCHOOL ET AL.

COXSEST ORDER, ETC., IN REGAHD TO THE ALLEGED VJOL\TIOX OF THE

FEDERAL TR\DE CO:3I:;IISSlON ACT

Docket C- 93. Comp7aint , J'Il!) l.9(j, DcciI:Don. Jul.V 1.0G4

Consent order requiring Kansas City, Mo. . sellers of a com'se of study to prepare
studellts for employnwnt as stewHn1esses , ticket. ng' ents, rcservation agents
and otbcr positions witb airlines . to cease l'epresellting faJsely in advertising
and by statements of their sRles agents, that completion of their course of
study would qualify a persall for enlploYllent with the airlines and that
lJel'Sons ,,-ho cOID11leted the course were assured of s\lIh eID1J1oyment.

COJII'L. \rNT

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 , havjl1g re.flson t.o be1ieve that Atlantic School
Inc., a corporat.ion, and H. ,y, ITal'rlmnn , inrlividnally and as an
offcer of said corporat.ion , he.reina:fer referred to flS n,c;pondrnts ha.ve
violat.ed the provisions of said Act, and it appenring io the Commi8
sion that a proceeding by it in respect thereof ,yollld be in the pubJic
interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its chHl'ges in that respect
as folJ ows :

PAR\GR.4.rn 1. H.cspondent Atlantic School : Inc.. : is a corpol'at.ion
organized, existing and c10ingbllsilless nncler allCl hy yirine of the J H'\S

of the State of fissour1 , "'ith its principal offce and place of business
Jocated at 2020 Grand A venne in the city of Kansas City, State of
:Missouri.

Respondent R. ,y, Hn,rriman is an offcer of said corporate re-
spondent. He formulates, directs and controls the acis and practices
or said corporate respondent, including tIle acts and practices ll( rejn-
after set f-orth. Ilis addr'( ss is the same as that of the eorporate

Tesponclent.
PAR. 2. Respondents are no\\ 1lc1 for morc than t."\YO yeitrs last past

have been , engaged in the sale of a course of stucly nncl instruction of-


