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equal terms to all other cllstomers competing with such favored
cust.omer in the distribution of such publications.

The word " customer" as nsed above shall be deemed to mean anyone
who purchases from a responclent, acting either as principal or agent
or from a distributor or 'wholesaler where such transaction with such
purchaser is esscntially a sale by such respondent, acting either as
principal or agent.

It is Imther ordered That the respondents herein shall , "ithin sixty
((;0) days after service upon them of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner and
form in \\hieh they have complied with this order.

IN THE )IATTER OF

JACQUELINE' , INC. , ET AI,.

COX:,EXT ORDER, ETC. , Il\"- REGARD TO THE .ALLEGED VIOLATIO T OF THE

FEDERAL TIL\DE CO)DIISSION AND TIlE F"GH PRODUCTS L.\BELI: ,m ACTS

Docket C- i99. Complaint, July 1964-Deci8iol1 , July , 1961,

Consent orc1er requiring retail furriers in Portland , Ore.. to l'case yiolating the
Fur Products Laheling Act by failing, on invoices of fur products, to show
the true animal name of fur us('c1; failing to disclose in invoicing and in
newspaper adyertising when fur Yi.1S artificially colored and to use the term
natural" to describe furs which were not bleached or dyed; ad,ertising

"1,6 Price and Less-fur stoles , l\iink , Fox , Sqnirrel , $9 " wIlen such offer
was not bona fide and there were no products in respondents ' estabHshment
for sale at $9H , and representing frilsely through such statements as "Con-
;colidation Sale " that they consolidated the f!r!Hrtised fur 11roclucts with

products from other sources: failing to maintain ilcleqnate 1'el'o)'l.- as a hasis
for pricing claims; and failing in other respects to comply with require-

ments of the Act.

CO::\IPLAIXT

Pursnant to Ole provisions of the Federal Tra.de Commission .let
nncl the Ful' IJ l'oclucts Labeling Act and by yirt.u8 of the. authority
ye.stecl in it by said c.s , the Federal Trade Commission haying reason
to heJicve that. ,Tacqucline. , Inc. , a corporation , and :.Harry X. Berg-
man, Eva Bfrglnan and Shirley H. Engleman , illcliyidllally and as
ofhcers of said corporation , lH' reina Her re:Jenecl to as re pOnclc.llt.s , ha ve

yiolated the provjsions of said JLcts and the I1nles and Hegulations
pro1lulgfltecl under the 1' l1r Products Labe1ing Act , and it appearing
to the Commission that a. proceeding by it in respect thcreof would
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be in the public interest, hereby issues its compJaint stating its charges
in that respect as foJlows:

UlAGIU.PH 1. Respondent Jacqueline s Inc. , is a corporation orga-
nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the la",s of
the State of Oregon.
Respondent Harry X. Bergman , EnL Bergman and Shirley 1-I.

Engleman are offcers of t.he corporate respondent and formu1ate di-
rect and control the act.s , pretctices and policie.s of the sa,id corporate
respondent.

Responde.nts are retailers of fur products with their offce and princi-

pal place of business located at 900 S.\\I. )IOlTison , Portland , Oregon.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the ef!'ectiye date of the Fur Products Label-

ing Act on August 0 1052 , respondents have been and are now engaged
ill the introduction into commerce , and in the sa.)e , advertising and
offering for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and distribu-
tion in comnlerce , of fur products; and have ,'301cl , advertised , offered
for sale , transported and distributed fur products hich have been

made in TdlOle or in part of fur which have been shipped and received
in commcrce as the terms "commerce,: "fur:' and "fur product" are
defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAIL 3. Certain of said fur products were false1y and deceptinly in-
voiced by the responclents in that they were not invoiced as required by
Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules
and Regulations promulgated under such --\.ct.

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 fnr used iJl the fur prodnct.
2. To c1isc1ose that, the fur contained in the fur product was bleached

dyed , or otherwise artificially colored , ,yhen SUdl1\aS the fact.
l-\\R. 4. Certain of ,;;aid fur products were falsely and deceptively in-

voiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they \\"ere
not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated thereuncler in the following respects:

(a) The term " atllraF' ,,' as not used on iJlvoices to describe fur
products yrhich were not pointed , bleached , c1ye(l tip-dyed or other-
,,-ise artificial1y co10red , in ,iohtion of RuJc 18 (g) of said Rules and
Regulations.

(b) Required item numbers "-ere not set forth on invoices , in dola-
tion of Hule 40 of said Hules nnc1 Hep:llJations.

PAR. 5. l'crtain of said fur products ",ere falsely and decepti\-eJy
achertised in \Tiolation of the Fur Products LnbeJing Act in that cer-
tain (lch' ertisements intended to aic1 , promote and assist, directly or in-
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directly, in the sale and offering for sale of su,ch fur products \fere
not in accordance with the provisions of Section 5 (a) of the said Act.

Among and inc.udecl in the aforesaid advertisements but not limited
thereto, were advertisements of respondents which appeared in issues
of the Sunday Gregonean , a newspaper published in the city of Port-
land , State of Oregon.

Among such false and deceptive advertisements, but not limited
thereto , wcre advertisements which failed to show that the fur con-
tained in the fur product was bleached , dyed or otherwise artificiulJy
colored , ,yhen such was the fact.

PAIL 6. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of sim-
ilar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein respond-
ents falsely and deceptively advertised fur products in violation of
Section 5 (a) (5) of the Fur Produds Labeling Act ill that said ad\ el'-
6sements represcnted through such statements as " l/2 price and Less-
fur stoles, Mink , Fox , Squirrel , S98 up," either directly or by impli-
cation , that respondents were making a genuine , bona fide offer to seIl
such Mink, Fox and Squirrel fur products for S98 and up. In truth
and in fact t11e oft'er to sell fur products for $98 and up was not a gen-
uine, Gona fide offer to sell such described fur products but an effort
to induce prospective customers into the establishment for the pur-

pose of selling higher priced garments. There "' ere no products thus
Rc1vertised for sale at $98 in the respondents ' establishment.

PAR. 7. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of

similar import and meaning not specifical1y referred to herein re-
spondents falsely and deceptively advertised fur products in violation
Section 5(R) (5) of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that ,aid

advertisements represented through such statements as "Consolida-
tion Sale" either directly or by implication , that respondents consoli-
dated the advertised fur products with fur products frOlll other
sources when in truth and in fact the proposed respondents had not
consolic1atDc1 the advertised fur products "with fur products from other
sources.

\H. S. Bv means 01' the nfol'csaid (lchertiscments and others of ::im-
i1ar impor(and meaning not spec.ificnlly referred to herein , respond-
ents falsely and deceptively adverti8ed fur products , in violation of the
Fur Products Labeling ..\ct in that the sHid fur products ,yere not
advert.ised in accordance with the Rules and Hegulations promulgated
thereunder iWlsmuch as the term "Natural" was not used to describe
fur products ,yJjich were not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or
otherwise artificiaJJy colored , in violation of Rulc 19(9) of tbe said
Hules and Regulations.
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PAR. 9. In advertising fur products for sale, as aforesaid , respond
cuts made pricing claims and representations of the ty,pes covered by
subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Rule 44 of the Reg.uJatio11 under
the Fur Products Labeling Act. Respondents in making such claims

and representations failed to maintain full and adequate records dis-

closing the facts upon \'\hich suc.h pricing claims and repre enta.tions
were based , in yioJntion of nule 44(e) of the said Rules and Hegllh-
tions.

PAR. 10. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as 11PI'cin

a1Jeged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and Hegnlations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
and deccpti,-e acts and practices and unfair rnethocls of competition in
commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX XNn OnDEH

The Commission I1f\-ing heret.ofore determined to issue jts C011-
plaint charging the respondents named ill the caption hereof Iyith
violation of the Federal Trude Commis:-ion Act and the. Fur Products
Lnbe.1ing -,\ct, and the respondents hoxing been sel'n d Iyith notice
or said determination nnc1 \\. ith a copy of the complaint. the Commis-
sion intended to issne , togethe.r with a proposed form of order; and

The respondents and cOlllsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing a. consent order, an admission by
respondents of an the jurisclictionfll facts set forth in the complaint
to issue herein , a statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only rmd does not constitute an admission by
respondents that the Ifl\\- has been violated as set forth in such com-
pJaint, and wain:rs and l)I'oyisions as required bJ' the Comlnission
rules; and
The Commission , lJfwing considered the agreement, hereb ' accepts

same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agree-
ment, mnkes the following jurisdictional finding;s find enters the

foJlmying order:

1. Hesponc1ent Jneqlle1ine , Inc. , is it corporation org,luizec1 , exist-
ing and cloing business under and by ,'irtue of the laws of the State
of Oregon , Iyit.h its offce and principal place of business located at
900 S. \Y. UorrisoJl , Portland , Oregon.

He.spcJldents IIarry X. Bergman , Eva Bergman and Shirley II.
Engleman are offccrs of said corporation find their address is t.he
Silme as that of sf\icl corporation.

2. The l' ederal Trade Commission has jm'isdiction of the subject
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matter of this proceeding and

ing is in the public interest.
of the respondents, and the proceed

ORDER

It is onlc'J' That respondents Jacclueline , Inc. , a corporation

and its offcers , and HalTY X. Bergman , Eva Bergman and Shirley
1-1. Engleman , indi,"idually and as offcers of said corporation , and
respondents' representatives, agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other de\' ice in connection with the intro-
duction into commerce , or the. sale , advertising or offering for sale in
commerce , or the tran portat.ion or (1i tribution in COlnmerce , of any
fur product; or jn connection with the sale , advertising, offering for
sale , transportation or distribution , of any fur product which is made
in whole or ill part of fur \yhich has been shipped and received in
commerce, as the terms ;' commerc.e

:: "

fur " and ;; fur product' are de-

fmed in the Fur Products Labeling Act , (10 fOl'tJl\yith cease and de-
sist from:

A. Falsely or c1cCf'1-'ti\" cly im-oicing fur products by:
1. E'ailing tn fUl'llish invoice:: a:: the term " illYoice is de-

fined in the .Fur _Products Labeling' Act shmving in words
and figurcs plainly legible all the information required to be
disclosed in each of the subsections of Section 5 (b) (1) of the

Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Fa.iling to set forth the ternl "X atural': a, s part of t.he
information required to be disclosed on invoices under the

Fur Product.s Labeling Act and Rules and Hegulations pro-

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

3. Failing to set forth on invoices the item number or mark
assigned t.o fur products.

B. Falsely or deceptively advertising fur products through the
use of any advertisement., representation , public announcement or
notice, which is intended to aid , promote or assist, directly or
indirectly, in the sale, or o:fering for sale of any fur product
and which:

1. Fails to set forth ill ,\"ords and figures plainly legible all
the information required to be disclosed by each of the sub-
sections of Section ;'i(a) of the Fur Pl'oduets LabeLng \ct.

2. Hepresents that said fur products are offered for sale
\1hen such offer is not a bona, fide airel' to sell the merchandise
so and as , oilerecl.

35(j 13S- 70-
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3. Represents directJy or by implication that fur products
offered for sale are consolidated with fur products from other
sources when such fur products are not consolidated with fur

products from other sources.
4. FaiJs to set forth the term "?I atural" ltS part of the

information required to be disclosed in advertisements under
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Ucgulations
promulgated there,under to describe fur products which are
not pointed , bleached, dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise artificially
coJored.

C. :Jlakiug claims and representations of the types covered by

subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Rule H ofthe Rules amI Heg-
ulations promulgated under t.he Fur Products Labeling Act unless
there are maintained by respondents full and adequate records

clisc1o ing the fa,cts upon 'which sHcll claims and representatiolJs
are based.

It 'is furthe1' onlel'ed That the respondents herein shall, \,ithin

sixty (60) clays lftel' service upon them of t11is order, file ,yith the
Commission a report in 'Yl'iting setting forth ill detail the unUllcr and
form in ,,,hich they ha' e complied with this order.

Ix Til MA TTEH OF

J. C. WINTER & CO. INC. , ET AL.

COXSEXT OHDER , ETC. , IX REG,\Im TO THJ. ALLEGED v"IOLATIOX 01,' Til
FlWEHAL TRADE CO DIISSIOX ACT

Docket G SOO. Complaint , iLug. S 1964-Decision, Aug. , 1961,

Consent order requiring distributors of cigars to wholesale and retail dealers
for resale, with headquarters in Hed Lion , l'a. , to ccase rcpresenting falsely,
by use of the lJrand names '; HaYlllm Blunts

" ;'

\Vinters Havana Special"
and "Blended with Havana" and other descriptive matter tl1at their cigars
are made cntircly from 01' coutain a substantial amount of tobacco growl'
ill Cuba.

C01.IPL \lNT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Ad
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act , the Federal
Trade Commission , having reason to believe that J. C. ,\Tinter & Co.
Inc. , a corporation , and Amelia C. \Vintcr and \Y. H. )Iatthews , in
diviclualJy andns offcers of said corporation , and as fanner oiIccrs of
G. 'V. Van Slyke & I-Iorton , Inc. , a. dissolved corporat.ion , and R. C.

Jacobs , an inc1lvidual doing business as G. \V. Van Slyke & I-Iorton , and


