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Ix TIlE JLUTETI OF

SCHBI:\EL FUR CmIFA::Y ET c\L,

-:SEXT ORDEn. FTC.. IX TIEGATID Tn THE c\.1.rGED nOLATTOX or TIlE
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Docket 0-811. Complaint , A1(q. 1. 19G- DecisioH , flug. n. 19G'

ConsC'nt order requiring manufact11ling funicl'S in St.

misbn!lc1illg, ffllsel:- flc1\'f'l'tising, rmcl (lp("rp1"n:'
products.

Louis , :\10.. to cc.:se
illyoicing. their f1l'

COi\IPLAIKT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Frc1rrnl Trade Comm:ission Act
and the Fur Products Labe1ing Act and bv ' 'irtue of the authority
jested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission llfTing: l'eflSOn

to believB that Schimmel Fur CompflllY, a cOl'poratio1! and :JIonis 

Schimmel , inc1idc1nally and ns nn offcer of said corpol'dion. 11ere-

jnaiter referred to as respondents , have violated the provisions of
said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgatec1l1ncler the Fur
Products Labeling Act, rmcl it appearing to the Commission that f!
proceeding by it in respect fhereof 1;yo111d he in the pr,h1ic interest
here-by issnes -its compbint stating' its chnTges in that respect flS fol1m'ls:

\RC\:;R-\PH 1. Responcle11t Schimmel Fur Company is a ' corpora-
tion organized , e-xisting and doing business 11lder and b

T virtue of

the 1alYs of the State of :Missouri.

Respondent 1\101'r1s Schimmel is an offcer of the cOl'pornte r2spond-
ent and formulates , (Erects and control: the ncts , practices : nd policies
or the said corporiitc- respondent including- tllOse hereinafter set forth.

Respondents are mnnufactnrers , wholesnleTs and i;etn Jel's of :fur

products Iyitl1 their ofHce. find principal plflcc of lmsine2s located at
1103 ,Vashington Avenl1e \ city of St. LOllis State of ::VIissonri.

PAY:, 2, Subsequent to the effective date of the FlU Products Label-
ing Act on Augnst D , 1D52 responclents have been flncl are nOlY e lgnged
in the introduction into C011me1'C(;\ and in the manufacture for intro-
duction into commerce , and in the sale, Hchcrtising, and offering for
sale in commerCi:I rmcl in the transportation and distribution in com.

meTce. of fur product2: nnc1 ha vc mnnll-facturecl lor s,nJe , :-;olcl, ach-er-

tisecl, oiTered for sft1c : transporteel rllcl c1istribnted fur procluc.ts 'Ivhicl1

have been made in whole or in part. of fnrs Ivhich have Deen shipped
and received in commcl'CC as the terms "commerce

': "

flll' ' and " fnr
product" are clenncrl in the FlU Product.s Labeling Act.
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PAH. 3. Ccrtain or said fur products ,,8re misbranded in violation
of Section 4(1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they were

faJsely and deceptively labeled or otherwise falsely and deceptively

identified in that labels affxed to fur products , contained representa-
tions , either directly or by implication that the prices of such fur
products "were reduced from respondents former prices and the amount
or such purported reduction constituted savings to purchasers of
respondents ' fur products. In truth and in fact , the al1egec1 former
prices ,vere fictitious in that they were not actnal , bona fide prices at
which respondents offered the products to the public on II regular
basis for a reasonably substantial period of time in the recent regular
course of business and the said fur products \T8r8 not reduced in price

as representeel and savings were not afforded purchasers of
respondcnts ' saiel fur prOdl1cti , as represe,nted.

PAR. 4. Certain of said Jur products \\8re falsely and clecepti\ ely
invoiced by the respondents in that they "\yere not ill\oiced as required
by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the Rules
ancl Hegulations promulgated under such Act.

Among such falsely ancl cleceptively invoiced fnr products , but not
limited thereto were fur products covcTcd by invoices "\yhich failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fnr product.
. To disclo e that the fnI' contained in the fur product "\Yc1S lJleached

dyed , or otherwise artificial1y colored , when such was the fact.
3. To show the country of origin of importe.c furs useel in fur

IJl'Oclucts.
PAIL 5, Certain of said fur products were falsely and deeeptiyel)'

invoiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they
were not invoiced ill acco1'l8.nc8 "\yjtb the Hnles and Regulations
promulgated thereunder in the folloTling respects:

(a) Information required under Section ;)(b) (1) of the Fnr Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the Hnles and Regulations promulgated there-
under Tlas set forth on invoices in abbreviated form , in violation of
Rule 4: of said links and Hegulat-ions.

(b) The term "Persia.n L.amb:: "\1'(18 not set forth on in\'oices in
the manner required by law , in violation of Rule 8 of said Rules and
Regl1lations.

(c) The tern1 "Dyed Broadtail-processed Lamb" \TaS not set forth
on inyoices in the manner required by law , in violation of Rule 10 of
sa.id Rules and Regulations.

(d) The term "natural" was not used on invoices to describe fur
products \Thich \yere not pointeel , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or otheT"\\'ise
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artificially colored, in yiolation of Rule 19 (g) of said Itules and
Regulations.

PAR. 6. Certain of said fur proc1uets 'vore falsely and deceptively
invoiced with respect to the name or designation of the nnimal or
animals that produced the fur from "hieh the said fur products had

been manufactured , in violation of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

\.mong such false)y and deceptively invoiced fnr products , but not
limited thereto , were fur prodncts which ,vere invoiced as "Broad-
tail" thereby implying that the furs contained therein were entitled
to the designation " Broac1t.nil Lamb" when in truth c1nd in fact they
were not entitled to such designations.

PAR. 7. Certain of said fur products were falsely and dceeptiyely
advertised in yjolntion of the Fur Proclucts Labeling l\Ct in that
certain ach'ertisements intended to ajc1 , promote and assist, directly
or indirectly: in the sale and offering for sale of sueh fur proclncts
were not in accordance '\yith the provisions of Section 5 (a) of the
said Act.

Among and included in the aforesaid achertisements but not lim-
ited thereto, were aclvertisements of respondents which appeared in
issues of the Nash,' ille Tennessean , a nc""spaper pllb1ished in the city
of)i aslwille , State of Tennessee.

Among such false and c1eceptiyc flclYertlsement , but not limited
the.reto , were advertisements which failed:

1. To sho\\ the tnlE' animal name of tho fur used in the flu' product.
. To show the conntry of origin of imported furs cont.ained in fur

products.
-\R. 8. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of

similar import and Hwaning not specjfical1y reIerred to herein , re-

spondents falsely and deceptively advertised fur proclucts in violation
of Section 5(Q) (5) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act by featuring
the term "Broftcl1aiF in large conspicuous print \\11i1e the correct
description "Dyed Broadtail-processed Lamh' is set forth in 1ess

conspicuous print. By means of the aforesaid practices respondents
implied that such products arc entitle(l to the, designation "Broad-
tail La.mb" \yhen in truth and in fact they are not entitled to such

designation.
PAR. 9. By means of the aforesa.icl advertisements and others of

simi1ar import and meanjng not specificalJy referred to herein , re-

spondents falsely and deceptively advertise.d fur products in violation
of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that the said fur products were
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not (1,chertised in accordance ' with the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The term "Persian LU,l11b:: was not. set forth in the manner rc-
quired , in violation of H.ule 8 of the said Rules and Regulations.

(b) The term "Dyed Broadtail-processed Lamb" was not set forth
in the manner required, in violation of R.111e 10 of the said Rules and
Regulations.

(c) The term " naturar' was not used to describe fur products .yhich

were not pointed , bleached , dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise artificially
colored , in violation of Rule 19(9) of the said Hulcs and Regulations.

(c1) All parts of the information required under Section 5 (a) of

the Fur I- rorlucts Labeling Act and the Rules and R.egulations pro-
mulgated thereunder ,vore not set forth in type of equal size and con-
spicuousness a,ncl in close proximity with each other , in viola60n of
Uule 38(a) of the aforesaid Itules and Hegllhltions.

PAR. 10. Bv means of the aforesaid advertisements and other adver-
ti:,ements of "'similar import rmc1 meaning, not spccificaJly referred to
herein , respondents falsely and deceptively advcrt.ised fur products
in that sa,id nc1verbsements represented that the prices of fur products

were reduced from respondents former prices and that the amount or
such price reductions afforded savings to the purchasers of respond-
ents fur products. In truth and in fact , the alleged former prices were
fict.itious in that they were not actual , bona fide prices at which re.
sponcle.nts offered the fur products to the public on a l'Pgnhtr basis for
n rea onably substantinJ period of time in t.he recent reg-ubI' course of

busine.ss and thc said fur products ,,,ere not. reduced in price as repre-
sented and the represented savings werc not thereby afJorc1ed to the
purchasers, in yiolation of Section 5 (a) (5) of the Fur Products Label-
ing Act. and llule 44(a.) of the Rules and Regulations promulgated
under the said Act.

. 11. Re pondents f lsely and deceptively advertised rur prod-
ucts by affxing labels thereto "which represented either directly 01' by

implication that prices of such fur products yere reduced from re
spondents former prices and the purported reductions constituted sav-
ings to pnrcl1Rsers of respondents' fur products. In truth and in fact
the ftlleg(od 10nner prices "erc fictitious in that they ," erc not the actual

bona iide prices at which respondents offel':d the fur proclnets to the
public on a regular basis for a reasonably substantial period of time
in the recent regular course of business and the sa.id fur products ,yen;
not reduced in price as represented and the represented savings were
not thereby afforded to purchasers , in yiolation of Section 5 (a) (5)



530 FEDERAL TRADE COM:IIISSION DECISIONS

Decision and Order 66 F.

of the Fur Products Labeling Act and Itule 44 (a) of the Itules and
Regulations.

PAR. 12. In advertising fur products for sale as aforesaid l'epond-
ents represented through such statements as "our entire JUT inventory,
33Jf3 c air' thnt prices of fur products ,yere reducec11Jl direct propor-

tion to the perccntages stated and that. the. amount of sa.id reduction af-
forded savings to the purchasers of respondents ' products when in fact
such prices "ere not reduced in direct proportion to the percentages

stated and the represented savings were not thereby afforded to the
said purchasers , in violation of Section 5 (a) (5) of the Fur Products
Labeling ..L\Ct.

\R. 13. By means of the aforcsrdc1 R(lyertisemcnts and others 
similar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein respond-
ents falsely and deccptiyely advertised fur products in t.h8. t. saieL flc1ver-

tisements used comparative prices which failed io give a de::ignatec1
time of a bona fide compared price, in violation of Section 5 (,1) (5) of
the Fnr Proclncts Labe1ing Act and UnJe 44(b) of the Itules cmd Reg-
ulations pl'omnlguted under the saiel ACL.

m. 1+. In advertising fur proc111cts ior sale , as aforesrlic1 respond-
ents made pricing clfL, ims and representations of the type:: covered by
subsections (a), (b), (e) and (c1) or R.nJe .

:;.

1 oJ the RegulatiOlE unc12l'

the Ful' Products Labeling Act. Hesponc1ents in llwking such claims

ftncll'cpl'escnt.ations failed to maintain fun aJlcl ac1ecluatc recoreLs dis-
closing the facts upon IYhieh such pricing claims ancll'eprescnt,ltions
"\yel': b,";er1, jn yiobtion of TIu1e J-1(e) oJ tilC said TInles and
Regulations.

PAR. 15. The aforesaid acts and praclices of respondents : as herein
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling -\ct ;llcl the
RnJes and Regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
and deceptive acts and practices and unfair rnethoc1s of competition in

commerce uncler the :Federal Trade Commission.. ct.

DEC1::WX XXD ORDEn.

The Commission having hej'eJofol'e detormined to i ne its COlllpbint
charging the respondents named in the e:tpL, ioll hereof ,yith \" iobtion
of the Fecleral Trade Commission '-ct and the Fur Products Labeling
Act , and the respondents haying been ::crvec1 "\ .'ith notice of aic1 de-

terrllination and "\yith it copy of the compln.illt LLe Cnmmi sioll ;ntell(lecl

to issue together "\yitil ,1 pl'oro ed :torn: of ol'\kr; li,

he rc .pondents and counsel for the Commis::ion h:v, ing thel.'eaftcr
executed an agreement containing ,1, consent order , an admission by
re,spol1(lcnts of all t.he jurisdictional fads SE't forth in the compJrtint



SCHIMMEL FUR CO. ET AL. 531

526 Decision and Order

to issue herein , ft statement that the signing of said agreement is for
settlement purposes only and does llot constitute an admission by
respondents that the law has been violated as Eet forth in such com-
pla.int, and waivers and provisions as required by the COllnnissioll
rules; and
The Commission, having considcrcd the a.grcelnent, hereby accepts

same, issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said agreement
111akes the following jurisdictional findings, and enters the follO\ying
order:

1. Respondent Schimmel Fur Company is n. corporation organized
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the la-ws of the
State of :MisSOlll'i ,yith its offce and principal place of lmsiness located
at 1103 \Vashingtoll Avenue, city of St. Louis , State of :\IiSSOlll'i.

Respondent :\Iorris J. Schimmel is an afTicer of the corpor8.te

respondent and his address is the same ll tll8t. of the corporate
respondent.

:2. The Federal Trade Commission has jUl'i::cliction of tile subject
matter of this proceeding and of the l'c.3poJldcnt:" , and t11e proceeding
is in the public interest.

onDE1

1 t is o'ilered That respondent Schinunel Fur Compa,ny, a corponi-
tion, and its offcers, and JHorl'is J. Schinll11cl , individually aad as an
offcer of sa,ill corporation , and l'espondcnts represent.at.ives, agents
and employees , directly 01' through any corporate 01' other device , in
connecLi0l1 \\" it.h thc introduction, or manufactnre lor introduction

into c0111111erce , or the sale , advertising or o11cring for s 11e in conilncJ'CC

01' the transportation or cli tribut.ionln commerce , or any :fur proclnct;
or in connectioll with the manufacture lor sale , sale , advertising, oil'er-
ing fOl: sale , transportation or di,stl'ibuLioll , 01 any fur pl' Olll', ct yd icL

is made in whole or in part of Iur which has been shipped and receiyed
in commerce; as the terms " commerce,: ;; iur and '; fur product" are
defined in the lj' ul' Products Labeling -:\.ct, do iortlnyith cease and
desist from:

A. l\Iisbrancling fur products by :
1. llepl'cscnting, directly or by implication on labels , that

any price, -.-.hen accompanied or not by descriptive termi-
nology is the responclent3 fanner price of fur products hen
such amount is in excess of the actunJ , 001HL fide price at 'hich
respondents otIered the fur products to the public on a regular
basis for a reasona,bly substantial period of time ill the rccent
regular course of business.
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2. ::Iisrepresenting in any manner on labels or other menns
of identification the savings available to purchascrs or
respondents ' products.

3. Frdsely or deceptively representing in any 1na11n81' , di-
rectl " or by implication: on labels or other means of
identification that prices of respondents' fnr products fil'e

reduced.
B. Falsely 01' deceptively invoicing fur products by:

1. Failing to furnish invoices to purchasers of fur prod-

ucts showing in words and figures plainly legible all the
information reqnired to be disclosed in each of the subsectiolls
of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act,

2. Setting forth on invoices pertaining to fur products any
false or decepti\ e information with respect to the name. or

designation of the animal or animals th8-t produced the fur
contained in such fur product.

3. Settil1g' forth information 1'ec)uirec1 under Section :5 (b)

(1) of the Fur Products LalJeling Act and the Hules and
Regulations prOJ1nlgfltec1 thel'ennder jn abbreviated form.

4. Failing to set forth the term "Persian Lamb:: in the
11anne.r required '\yl1ere an election is made to use that term
instead of theworcl "Lamb.

5. Failing to set forth the term "Dyed Broadtail-processed
Lamb:: in the manner required where a.n eJection is made
to use that term instead of the words " Dyed Lamb.

6. Failing to set fort.h the ter111 "Katural" as part of the
infonnation required to be disclosed on invoices under the

Fur Products Labeling Act and Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder to describe fur products which are
not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise artifieially
colored.

C. 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 offering for sale of any fur product
and which:

1. Fails to set forth in \lords and figures plainly legible

all the information required to be disclosed by each of the

subsections of Section 5 (a) ofthe Fur Products Labcling Act.

2. Falsely or deceptively identifies any such fur product
as to the name or designation of the animal or animals that
produced the fur contained in the fur product.
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3. Fails to set forth the term "Pen;jan Lamb in the manner
requircd ,,'here an ejection is made to use tl1fi; term instead
of the word ;'Lamb.

4. Fails to set forth the term "Dyed Broalltail-proeessed
Lamb" in the manner required ,yhere an election is made to
use that term instead of the ,yords "Dyed Lamb.

5. Fails to set forth the term "XatlUal" as part of the
information required to be c1isc1osecl in aclvertiscments under
the Fur Products La,boling Act and the Hnlcs and Hegula-
tions prornulgated thereunder to describe fur proclucts Iyhich
arc not pointed, bleached, dycd : tip-dyed or otherwise
artificially colored.

6. Fails to set forth all parts of the information required
mlCler Section 5 (a) of the FlU Products Labeling cet and
the R.ules ancl Regulations promulgated thereunder in type
of equal size and conspicuousness and in close proximity with
each other.

7. Represents directly or by implication, that any price

when accompanied or not by descriptive termin010gy is the
respondents' former price of fur products 11'hen such amount
is in excess of the actual , bona fide price at which respondents
offered the fur products to the public on a regular basis fol' a
reasonably sub ta.ntial period of time in the recent regubI'
course of business.

8. :Jlisrepresents in any manner the savings availabJe to
purchasers 01' respondents ' fur products.

9. Falsely or deceptively represents in any manner that
prices of respondents ' fur products are reduced.

10. Represents directly or by implication through pe.rcent-
age savings claims that prices of fur products are reduced to
afford purchasers of respondent.s ' fur products the percentage
of savings stated when the prices of such fur products arc not
reduced to afrord to purchasers the percentage of savings

stated.
11. :Nlakes use of comparative prices of any fur products

unless a bona fide compared price at a designated time is
given , unless such compared prices are actual , bona fide prices
at which respondents offered the fur products to the public
on a regular basis for a reasonably substantial period of time
in tl1e recent regula-r course of business.

D. Making claims and representations of the types covered by
subsections (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Rule 44 of the Itules and
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Hcgulations promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act

unless there are maintained by respondents fnll and adequate
records disclosing the facts upon ,,'hieh such claims and repre-
sentations are based.

1 t is further ordei' That the respondents herein shall , within sixty
(GO) days after service upon them of this order , file \,ith the Commis-
sion a rcport in "\yriting setting forth in detail the manner and form
in ",hich they haye complied with this order.

Ix THE jL-\TTEH OF

COOPCHIK-FOHREST , IXC" ET AL,

COXSEXT onDER, ETC. , J?\ REGAF.D TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FED:EL\L TRADE COJDIISSIO T .:\XD THE FL I- pnODDC'lS LADELIXG .: \CTS

Docket C-S12. COi!j)lailit ..llg. n. lrJ" lJcrision. Aug. 17. 196-

Consent onler requiring mannfaC"nring fUl'iers in ::L' \\' York Cit - to CC:lse yic'

lating' the Fur Prollucts Labeling Art b - llsing the ,,-ords "Designed b:v
Andre Fatl1 Paris " on labels :11d in a(l1"l'ti.sing, thereby l'' IHeseutillg f 11scl;y

tlElt their fur prolIncts mnnl1factl1l'ell in the rnitcc1 Stfltes were crefltec1 hy
a 1:'l'encb designer.

CD:', fPL\L'\T

Pnrsmmt to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Aet
and the Fur Products Labeling ct 8.ncl by virtue of the authorit.y
vested in it by sfLid Acts the Federal Trade Commission having reason
to be1ieye that Coopchik-Forre t. Inc. , fL corporation, and Robert.

Coopchik and Jiilt.on H. FOl'est , inc1ivichHll1y and as orEcers of sflic1

corporation , hcrcinafter referred to as respondents , haye violated the
prm-isions of said -,A.cts and the 1'nles and Hegulations promulgated
under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing to the Com
mission that fL proceeding by it in respect t.hereof 'Iould be in t.he

b1ic interest , hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that
pect as follOi"\s:

P--, \GT:.\pn 1. TIespondcnt. Coopchik-Forrest , Inc.. , is a corporation
organized existing' and doing business under and by virtue of the la'is
of the Stalc of K e.w York.

Respondents Hobert Coopchik and li1ton R. Forrest are offcers of
the corporate respondent and formulate , direct and control the acts
practices and policies of said corporate respondent including those
hereiuafter set forth.


