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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
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by respondent, Coro, Inc. , for writ of certiorari to the conrt of
appeals for review of said decision and final decree;

Now theTe!01' , it i8 hereby ordeTed That the aforesaid order to
cease and desist be, and it hereby is, n10clified, in accordance with
the said final decree of the court of appeals , to read as follows:

It is ordered That respondent Cora, Inc., a earp oration , and its
oifcers, a.gents , representatives and employees , directly or through
any corporate or other del/ice, in connection with the offering for

sale , sale or distribution of costume jewelry, watches or any other
merchandise, in commerce , as "commerce ' is defined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith cease R.nd desist frOlll:

1. Representing directly or by implication, on catalog insert

sheets, on color posithres for the printing of such catalog shp-8ts
or on price lists, or in any other manner , that any amount is
the usual and regular retail price of merchandise when such
amount is in exeess of the price at which such merchandise is
Ilsnally and customadly sold at retail in the trade area or areas
where the representations are Inade.

2. Supplying or placing in the hands of , any distributoL
dealer or other purchaser, catalog sheets or other materials

which are displayed to the purchasing public and which con-

tain an indicated retail price for respondents' merchandise
when the indieatedretail price is in excess of the ge.nerally pre-
vailing reta.il price for such merchandise in the trade area or
when there is no generally prevailing retail price for snch mer-
chandise in the trade area.

3. Furnishing to others any means or instrnment:ality by or
through which the pllblic may be misled as to the generally pre-
vttiling retail prices of respondents ' merchandise.

4. Putting into operation any plan whereby retailers 01' otllers
may misrepresent the usnal and regular prices of sl1ch mer-
chandise.

5. Hepresenting directly or by implication that any prodnct is
guaranteed unless the terms and conditions of snch guarantee
and the manner and form in which the gnarantor ,,,ill perform
are clearly and conspicuously set forth.

6. Hepl'escnting that any product is guaranteed when fl. sen-
ice or other charge is imposed , unJess the amount thereof is
clearly and conspicuously set forth.

I t is .f1.lTtheT oTCZeTed That respondent Cora , Inc. , a corporation
and its offcers , shaJl , within sixty (60) days after serriee upon them
of this order, file with the Commission a report , in writing, setting



470 FEDEHAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS

Initial Decision 67 F.

which they have compliecl:forth in detail the manner and form in

\\-

ith the order to cease and desist.

Ix THE )lATTER OF

IAGXAFLO CmIPAKY , IXC. , ET AL.

onm:H, ETC. , IX HEG.um TO 'n-IE ALLEGED VroLATION 01" THE FEDER.4..J

TRADE GO::DIISSIOX ACT

nockcf 2:2. Complaint , .TIme 1961-Decision , Apr. 1, 1965

PU1'snant to a remand of the case by the Court of Apveals. District of Colnmldn

Circuit , 343 F. 2cl 318 , 7 S. &D. 1112 , ,d1ich prohihited a manufacturer of a
hattery additive from using the trnrle name HLifetime Charge " the Com-

mission adopted a suPVlementary initial decisioll which reaffrmed tlll
original onlp1' issued Dec. :26 , 1863. 63 F. 'l' C. 202- , the responde11t baYing

iu(licatcd thM it did not ,"yish to continue the proceeding.

.1/1 . John 1V. Bi'ooJ,field and Jh' Sheldon Feldman supporting
the Complaint.

Jii' Aloel't A. Oaj'retta of CWTcttu OOllnihan Attorney for
respondent, J\Iagnaflo Company, Inc.

Jl?' lVeostei' fJ. Hal'JYliwn pro se.

l'l) LE::IEX' L\L IXITL\L DECI8IOX, ox REJL\Xn BY ,JOSEPH 'V. KX,(;TJL\X
::L-\RCH 17 : lDG:)

An order of the Comm1ssion dated February 18

\" mail Friday, FeunmrT HI : 1963 states as follows:
The Uniter1 States Court of Appeals for the District of Columuia Circuit. b

its judgment entered on Feuruary 4, 1965 , haYing- remanded this ca3e for tlw
further proceedings directed in its opinion of the same date:

It is orrl,cred That tile matter be, and it hereby is, reopened.

It is further ordered. That the matter be, and it hereby is. remalJ1ed to
Berning Examiner Joseph 'Y Kaufman for such further proct'E'1ings , inclm1inf:
hearings , as are necessary to comply fully with the directions contained in the
ollinion and judgment of the Court that respondent be given an expet1itious and
full opportnnity to show that its trade name can be limitrll by" tbe use of
Qualifying ,yords so as to make unambiguous tlJe claim that its product ,,-
conserye battery" charge and prolong battery effl'ctiYenf'ss.

It i8 .further on7ererl" l'hat the hearing examiner , upon comp1etioll of the
further pJ'ol'eer1ings, shal1 tile a supplemental initial decision \J lsed upon tJw
record made prior to the remand and any adtltional evidence tlwt may" he
received.

19G5 , and served

Pursuant to the direction in s:tid order to eomply with the judg-
ment of the Conrt of Appca1s , that respondent i\Iagnaflo Company,


