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t less than the ticketed price or purported regular or

fonner price , is a reduction from or savings on such price
11nle.ss the. respondents are able to establish that such price
, in fact , the regulnr bona fide price at ,dlich the said

respondents hayc sold or expect to make substantial sales.
2. Fails to set forth in ,yords and figures plainly legible

all the information l'e()uirec1 to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of Seetion (a) ot the Fur Products Labeling

Act.
3. Fails to set forth the tenn "XaturaF as part of the in-

formation reqnired to be disclosed in advertisements lUlcler

the Fur Products Lt\'beling Act and Rules and Hegnlations
pro111ulgatecl thereunder to describe fur prodncts which are
not pointed , bleacl1ed, dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise arti-
ficially colored.

D. Ia.ldng c1fljms and representations of the types covered
by subsections (0), (b), (c) and ((1) of Ru1e '14 of the Rules
and TIegu1ations promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling

Act unless there are mainta.ined by respondents fulJ and adefIuate

records disclosing the facts upon whic.h sueh claims nnd repre-
sentations arc based.

I t is fw,thei' oTde1' That the respondents herein shall , within

sixty (GO) days after service npon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which they have complie,d ",ith this order.

1::\ TI-IE L'lTTEn OF

HAXDMACHER CO. , IXC. , ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDER : ETC. : IX nEG.o'l.RD TO THE ALLEGED YIOL.\ TIOX OF THE

J.EDEnAL TRADE COJBIISSIO:X .\:XD THE FUR FRODrCTS LABELIXG ACTS

Docket C-893. ComplaInt, A1Jr. , 1965 Decision, .API' , 1965

Consent order requiring CJ1icago , Il1" retailers of fur products, to cease mis-
branding, falsely flIHl deceptively invoicing and adTertising their fur prod-
ucts by misrepn:sPllting prices of fur prodncts on lnlJels, all invoices , find

in adTcrtiSCllcnb; flS redlH-'ed from preTailng retail prices

, ",-

hen the 80-

callcd retail prices ,,.ere fictitious, failng to llaintain adequate records to

Sl1bstantiate pricing and percentage claim:" failng to use the term ;;?\atul'al"
on inToices to describe fnr products ,,.hich 'lE'l'e not bleached or clyed, and
failng to sho,,. on inTakes the true animal name of furs,
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COl\IPLAIKT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tnlc1e C0111ni88ion Act
and the Fur Products LabeJing Act and by virt.ue of t.he aut.hority
'ivest.cel in it by said Acts, the Federal Tea,de Commission ha.ving
reason to ueJieTe that I-Iandmacher Co. , Inc. , a eorpOl'atioll , formerly
I-Ianc1macher Campau)'", n partnership and Abner T. l-Iarris and
Philip Hanc1macher, formerly copartners trading as Hanc1macher

Company and hand-moor , and Abner T. Harris and Philip IIand-
macher, individually and as officers of saiel corporation, :formerly

eopartners trading as Hanc1mad1er Company and hanel-In DOl' , here-
inafter referred to as respondents ! hayc violated the provisions of
said . cts and tlle I\ulcs and Hegllbtions prol1111gateclllucler the Fur
Products Lrtbeling Act , and it appearing to the Commission that a.
proceeding by it in respect thereof ,"ould be in the public interest
hereby issues its corn plaint stating its charges in that respect as
fo11ows:

RAGInPH 1. Respondent Hanc1machel' Co. , I11e. , is a corporat.ion
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
In-ws of the State of IlIinois , formerly I-Ianc1machel' Company, a
partnership and Abner T. IIarris and Philip I-landmachcr, formerly
copartners trading as IIandma.che.l' Company and hand-moor and
\bner T. Harris and Phi1ip Handmacher , indivichlllly and as off-
cers of said corporation , fonner1y copartners hacling as Hand-
maeher Company and hand- moor. Indivic1nal respondents Abner 
Ha.rris and Philip I-fandmachcl' arB offcers of the snjd corporation

and t.hey forl1lllate , direct nnd control the acts , practices and poli-
cies of the sflid corporation.

liespollc1f'llts are retailers of flll' products " with their offce and
principal place of hn8jnes8 located at 216 "'Vcst . Jackson Boulevard
Chicago , IlI-nois.

\R. :2. Subsequcnt to tIle e:f'eetiye clate of the Fur Products Lflbel-
iug Act on Augnst D , 10;:;2 , respondents have been and are now
engngecl in the introduction into commerce, and in the snJe , advertis-
ing, and oft'ering for sa.le in commerce, and in the transportation
and distribution in commerce , of fur products , anc1lwTe sold , adver-
tised, otIcred for sale, transported and distributed fur products

'Iyhich llf,- e been made in whole or in part of furs which llaye been
shipped and recci\'cd in commerce , as the terms "commerce

" "

fur
and " fur proc111c. a.re defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.

\H. 3. Ccrtflin of said f11r products were misbranded in that they
were falsely and deeeptiyely labeled or otherwise falsely and cle-
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cepti..' e.y identified , in violation of Section 4 (1) 01 the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

Among 31ch falsely and dcce.pti,'ely labeled fnr prodncts but not
limite.d thereto was a. fur product ",ith a. label affxed thereto which
cont.ained a stat.ement "Retail Price---S175.00 Discount Pricc-J\Iuch
Less. :: By meallS 01 the aforesaid statement respondents represented
eit.her directly or by implication , that sl1bstantiaJ sale.s of such fur
product had been Inade in the respondents : trade area at the indi-
cated (;Hetail Price" of $175. , and that. savings were afforded t.he
purchasers of said fur prodnct. In truth and in fact the indicated

Retail Price : was fi( titions in that it 'i\"IS in excess of the prices 
lyhic11 substantial sales of such fur product 'irerc made in t,11e re-
spondents ' trade area and the indicated sltvings were not anorded
pnrchascl's of snell fur prodncts as represented.

m. 4. Certain of said fur prodllets Iyere :falsely ancl deeepti,' ely
inyoice.d by the respondents in thnt they were not invoiced as re-
quired by Scdion D(b) (1) of the Fnr Products Labeling Act and
the Rules awl Hegulations pronmlgatec111nder snch Act.

Among snch fa1scly and decq)ti rely illyoieed fur pro(lncts , but
not limited thereto, were fur products con red by inyoices ,yhich
failed to sho-n' the true anil1nl mlIne of the illr llsed in the fur
product.

PAR. 5. Respondents falsely rmc1 deceptively iw:oicec1 fur products
in violation of Section D(b) (:2) of the Fur Prodncts Labeling Act
by setting forth on inyoices the statement "Prices AJ,yays Bclo\T

Hetair' thereby representing that tIle prices of respondents' fur

products \'ere always belo,,' the retail prices charged for s11ell prod-
ncts in the respondents ' trade area 1\,11en in t.ruth and in fact re-
spondents prices of fllr products ,yere not ah,ays belmy the prices
charged for ful' products in the respondents: trade area.

PAl:. 6. Certain of said inr prodncts 'irere fa.lsely and c1ec.eptiyely

inyoiecd in \'iolat.ion of the Fur Proc1ncts Labe1ing Act in that they
were not invoiced in aC'c.ol'c1ance 'i'lith the RnJes 8.nc1 I- eguJatiolls
promulgated thereunder in the follO\ying respects:

(a) Jnformation re uircd nndoj' Section D(b) (1) of the Fur

Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulahons promn1gated
thereunder was set forth on inyoices in ablJrm' irttec1 form , in yioh
tion of Rule 4 of said Hules and Regu1alions.

(b) The term ';naluraJ' : was not used on il1yoices to describe fnr
products which were not pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed , or other-
wise artlficially colored , in violation of Rnle 19 (g) of said Rules and
Regula hans.
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PAR. I. Certain of said fnr products were falsely and deceptively

achert.ised in \'iol:tion of the Fnl' Products Labeling A. ct in that
cCl'ta:in advertisements intended to aid , promote and assist, directly
or inclil'ectly, in the sale and offering for saJe of such fur proclncts
were not in accordance ,yjth the pl'01-isions of Section 5(a) of the
said -i\ct.

Amon and included ill the aforesaid ach ertisel1ents, but not
limited thereto , \\'er8 adrcrtisements of respondents which appeared
in issues of the Chicago Tl'ilmne , a newspaper published in the city
of Chicago , State of l1linois.

Among such false and deceptive nc1vertisements , bnt not limited
thereto, \\ere :lch'crtisements wherein respondent.s falsely and de-
ceptively nd,-ertisecl 1nr products in that said advertisements rep-
resenteel that the prices of fur prodncts were reduced from respond-
ents' fonner prices anel that the amount, of such price reductions
aflonled savings to the pUl'chnsers of respondents fur products. In

trut,h and in fact the alleged former pric.es were ficti60ns in that
they 'Y€l'C not actual, bona fide prices at ,,'hich respondents offered
the fur products to t,he public on it reg-nlar basis for a reasonably
substantial period of time in the recent regular course of business

aw) the said fnr products ,yere not reduced in price as represented

and t.he represented savings were not thereby afforded to the pur-
chasers , in violation of Section ;:i(a) (5) of the FnI' Products Label-
ing Act ancl Hnlc Ll4-(a, ) of the Rulesandl egulatiolls promulgated
under the sajd -,

'\_

ct.
\TI. 8. In advertising fur products for sale as aforesaid, responcl-

ents represente,d through such statement.s as "Guaranteed Savings of
30% to 3or% that prices of fur products were reduced in dire,
proportion to the percentages stated and that the amount of said
reduction afforded savings to the purchasers of respondenis product
when in fact snch prjces were not reduced in direct proportion to
the, percentages stated and represented sayings "ere not t.hercby
af!'ol'led to the said j)nrchasers , in violation of Section 5(a) (0) of
the FlU' Products Labeling Act.

PATI. 9. Hesponclents falsely and clecepti'Fcly advert.ised fIll' prod-
ucts , in Yiolation of Section ;'(00) (3) of the Fur Products Labeling
Act 'end Rule 44 (a) of the said RuJes and ReguJations in that labels
affxed t.o fllr products misrepresented the retail prices of sneh fur
products ill the respondents ' trade area and misrepresented the sav-
ings anliL-Lble, to purchasers of respondents : fur products.

Among such falsely and deceptively Lclvertised fur products hut
not limited thereto , was a. fnl' product with a label affxed thereto
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which contained a statement "Retail Price- -$173.00 Discount Price
:Much Less." By means of the aforesaid statement, respondents

rcpresented either directly or by implication that subst.antial sales
of such fur product had been made in respondents ' trade fireo. at: the
indicated "Retail Price ' of $173.00 and that savings \\-e1'e, afforded
pnrchasers of snell fur product. In truth and :in fact the indicated
Retail Price" "as fictitious in that it was in excess of the prices at

,,-

hieh substantial sales of such fur product were made in the re-
spondents ' trade area and the indicated savings \\"ere, not afforded
purchasers of said fur products as represented.

PAR. 10. In ndvertising fur produets for sale, as a,foresaic1 re-
spondents made pricing dnims and representations of the types cov-
cred by subsections (n), (b), (e) and (d) of Hule 4' of the Hegll-

lations under the Fnr Prodncts Labeling Act. Hcsponc1ents in mak-
ing such claims and representations failed to ma.intain fnll and ade-
qnate records disclosing the faets npon \\-hich snch pricing e1aims
and representations werc based , in vioJation of Rule 44(e) of the
said Rules and Hegn1ations.

PAR. 11. The aforesaid acts an(l practices of responden1:s as herein
a.Jlegecl , arc in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Hu1es and Regulations promnlg:atecl therennc1er and constituted 111-
fair and decepti'ice acts and practices anclllnfair methods of competi-
tion in commerce nnder the Federal Trade Commission j\.ct.

DECISIOX _\xn Onm:n

The Commission having heretofore determined to issne its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof \yil:h
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fnr Prod-
ncts Labeling Act , and t.he respondents having been ser'i'ed ,,1t11
notice of said determination and with a copy of the complaint the
Commission intended to i8sne , together ith a proposed form of

order; and
The respondents and counsel for the Commission hnxing there-

after executed an agreement. containing" a consent order, an admis-

sion by respondents of all the iUl'is(lic.tional facts set fort.h in the
complaint. to issue herein , fl. statement that the signing of sai(1 n !.Tee-
ment is for settlement pnrposes only and does not constitute an
admission by respondents that the 1a" has been vjolnted as set forth
in such comp1aint , and waiyers and provisions as reqnired by the
Commission s 1'u)es; and
The, Commission , haying consi(1erec1

cepts same, issnes its complaint in the
t.he agreement, hereby ac-
form contemplated by said
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agrcement makes the follm\-ing jurisdictional finding' , and enters

the following order:
1. Hesponc1ent Hn.nc1mache.r Co. , Inc. , is a corporation organized

jstillg flud doing business nnder and by yirtue of the laws of the
State of Illinois, formerly I-Innc1macher Company, a partne,rship
and Almer T. Harris and Philip I-Ia,nc1llftcher, fOl'merJy copartners
trading as Ilandmflcher Company and hand-moor. Individual re-
spondents Abner T. Harris and Philip Handmacher are offccrs of
the said corporation, formerJy copa.rtners trading as Hanc1macher
Company and hand-moor.

Responc1ellts offce and principal place of business is located at
21 () "\Vest. Jackson Boulevard , Chicago , Illinois.

2. The Fe.c1ernl Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the snb:iect
matter of this proceeding and of the, respondents and the proceeding
is in the public interest..

ORDER

it is oi'deJ'ed. That respondents IIandnwcher Co. Inc. : a corpora-
tion , formerl T Ilandmacher Company, a partnership and Abner T.
l-Ian'is and Philip Ilanc1macher, formerly copartners trading as

J-Inndmacher Company and hanc1-moor , and its offcers and Abner
T. FIarris and Philip IIandmftcher, individually and as offcers of

the said corporation , formerl)' copa.rtners trading as l-Tanc1macher
COlnpany and hand-moor, and respondents ' representatives , ftgents

and empJoyees, directJy or throngh any corporate or other device

c.onnection ,yith the introduction into commerce , or the sale" nc1,"er-
tising or o.tfering for sale in commerce , or the transportation or
distribution in commerc.e, of any inr proc1nct: or in connection ith
the sale , ad\'ertising oflering for sale, transportation or dist.ribution
of flny fur product hic.h is made in whole or in part of fur which
has been shipped anc1 recei'i-ed in commerce as the terms "commerce
fnr and " fnr product" fire def-ned in the FIll' Products Labeling

Act, do forthwith cease and c1esist from:
A.. )'1isbmnding fur proch1Cts by:

1. Hepresenting, directly or by impJication on labels, that
' price whether accompanied or not b descriptiyc

terminology is the price of fL fur product in the respond-
ents ' trade area when it is in exeess of the price at whieh
snbsbntial saJes of sncll fur pl'oc1ncts are made in t.he re-
spondents ' trade area.

2. )'1isrepresenting in any manner the sfLvings available
to pllrc)wse.rs of respondents ' lllr products.
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B. Falsely and deceptively in,.oicing fLlr products by:
1. Failing to fnrnish in ,'oices as the term "invoice

defined in the Fur Products Ll1beling Act sho\Ylng in
,vords and figures pIa.inly legible an the information re-
quired to be disclosed in each of the subsections of Section

5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
2. Representing, directly or by implication on invoices

through such statement llS "Prices Alwa.ys Below Retail"
or words of similar import and meaning that respondents

prices of fur products are always below the retail prices
charged for sneh products in the respondents' trade area

when respondents' prices are not alwa.ys below the retail
prices charged for such products in the respondents ' t.rade
area.
3. Setting forth information required under Section

5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and Hules and
Hegulations promulgated therenuder in abbrevint.ec1 form.

4. Failing to set forth the ter11 "naturaF ns pa.lt of the
information required to be disclosed on in\'oiees under' the
Fur Prodnds Labeling Act and I-ules and Hegulatiolls
promulgated t.hereunder to describe fur products which are
not pointea , IJlenehecl, dyed , tip-dyed, or other\fise a.rtifi-
daJly colored.

C. Falsely or deceptivel y advertising fur products through

the use of any advertisement, representation, pubbc annonnce-
ment or notice. which is intended to aid , promote or nssist
directly or indirectly, in the. s lle , or oifering for sRle of a fur
product and "which:

J. Hepresents directly or b , implication that any price

whether accompanied or not by descriptive terminology is
the responc1ents fonner price of fur prod nets \fheH sneh

a.mount is in excess of the actual , bona. fide price at which
respondents oilcrec1 the :fur products to t.he public on a
regubr basis for :1 reasonably substantial period of time
in the recent regnlar eourse of business.

2. He.presents directly or by implication that any price
whether accompanied or not by descriptive terminology is
the price of a fur product in the. respondents' trade area
when -it is in excess of the price at which substantial sales
of such fur products are made in the respondents' trade

area.
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3. J epresents directly or by implication through per-
centage saTings claims that prices of fur products are re-

duced to aHord purch"sers of respondents ' fur products the
percentage of savings stated when the prices of such fur
products fire not reduced to a,fforcl to purchasers the per-
centage of savings stated.

4. Jlisl'cpresents in any manner the savings available to
purchasers of responc1ents fur products.

5. ltalsely or deceptively represents in tny manner that
prices of rcsponc1ents fur products are reduced.

D. JIaking claims and representations of the types coyel'ec1

by subsections (a), (11), (c) "nd (d) of RuJe 44 of the RuJes
and RegnIntions promulgated nuder the Fur Proc1ncts Label
iug Act unless there are Hmintaincd by respondents fnl1 and
adequate records disclosing the facts npol1 which snch claims
and represcntations are based.

It is fU1'thet, 0I'del' That the respondents herein shall , wit.hin
sixty (60) doys after seryice upon them of this order , file with the
Commission n report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in whjch they have complied with this order.

I X THE :.1.-\ TTER OF

CORa, IKC. , ET AL.

:-IODIFIED ORDER , ETC. , IX nEGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX or THE

FEDERAL 'TRADE CO:-DIISSION \CT

Docket SB4G Complaint

, .

1W. , 1D01 ))cc!.si()/I, ApI". , 196.

Ordcr mOl1ifying. in accordrtnce "ith a final decree of the Court of .App('als

First Circuit. of Nov. 10 , 1964 , 338 1;' 2d 149 , 7 S.&D. 1022 , by deleting refer.
cnre to Gerald E. Rosenberger individu!ll1;-T, from the Commission s cease

and desist order of ::ov. G 19G3 63 F. C. llG4, in the absence of (',idence

of personal involvement in the corporation s participation in unl:lwful

conduct.
:.IODIFIED ORDEn TO CEASE "\im DESIST

Hespondcnts h", ing fiJed in the l:nited States Court of Appe"Js
for the First Circuit fl. petit.ion to review and set aside the order to
ceasc and ,1esist issued hcrein on Koyember G , 1963 (G3 F. C. 1164J;

and the conrt on Kovember 10 , 1964. L7 S.&D. l022j, l1D.ving
Jlderec1 its decision , and entered its final decree mo(liiying and

as modified , afHrm-ing and enforcing snid order to cease and desist;
and the rnitcc1 States Supreme Court having denied a petition filed


