
I & S FUR CO. , INC. , ET AL.

Complaint

dealer; and (b) submit to the Commission a list of aU deale)'s ter-
minated since January 1 , 1960; and , fl1ther that

(2) Within one hundred and twenty (120) days after service
upon them of this Order: (a) submit to the Commission a list of
aU dealers who have been reinstated since service upon respon-
dents of this Order; and (b) submit to the Commission R list of
aU dealers who have not been reinstated and the reason or rea-
sons therefor.

It is further ordered That the respondents herein shell. within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this Order , We with
the Commjssion a report in writing setting forfh in detail the
manner and form in which they have complied with this Order.

IN THE MATTER OF

1& S FUR COMPANY , E\'C., ET AL

CONSEXT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION n," THE
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSIOK AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACT

Docket C-1029. Complaint , Jan. 10 , 1966-Decision , .Jan. 10, 1966

Consent order requiring a New York City manufacturer of fur products to
cease misbranding, deceptively invoicing, and falsely guaranteeing their
furs in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission
Act and the Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtue of the au-
thority vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission
having reason to believe that I & S Fur Company, Inc. , a corpora-
tion , and Abraham Salzman , Ruben Salzman and Abraham Top-
kin , individually and as offcers of the said corporation , hereinaf-
ter referred to as respondents , have violated the provisions of
said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgatcd under the

Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing to the Commission
that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public

interest , hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that
respect as follows :

PARAGRAPH I. Respondent I & S Fur Company, Inc. , is a corpo-
ration organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of the laws of the State of Xew York.
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Respondents are manufacturers of fur products with their
offce and principal place of business located at 115 West 29th
Street, New York , New York.

Respondents Abraham Salzman , Ruben Salzman and Abraham
Topkin , as offcers of the corporate respondent , formulate, direct

and control the acts , practices and policies of the said corporate
respondent including those hereinafter set forth.

PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products La-
beling Act on August 9 , 1952 , respondents have been and are now
engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the manufac-
ture for introduction into commerce , and in the sale, advertising,
and offering for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and
distribution in commerce , of fur products; and have manufac-
tured for sale, sold , advertised , offered for sale , transported and
distributed fur products which have been made in whole or in
part of furs which have been shipped and received in commerce

as the terms "commerce

" "

fur" and "fur product" are defined in
the Fur Products LabeJing Act.

PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that
they were falsely and deceptively labeled to show that fur con-
tained therein was natural , when in fact, such fur was pointed
bleached , dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwise artificial1y colored , in viola-
tion of Section 4 (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that
they were falsely and deceptively labeled or otherwise falsely or
deceptively identifled with respect to the name of the country of
origin of furs contained in such fur products , in violation of Sec-
tion 4 (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 5. Certain of said fur products were falsely and decep-

tively invoiced by the respondents 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 Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but
not Jimited thereto, were fur products covered by invoices which

failed to show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur
product.

PAR. 6. Respondents furnished false guaranties that certain of

their said fur products were not misbranded , falsely invoiced or
falsely advertised when respondents in furnishing such guar-
anties had reason to believe that fur products so falsely guar-

anteed would be introduced , sold , transported or distributed in
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commerce, in violation of Section 10 (b) of the Fur Products La-
beling Act.

PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as here-
in aUeged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and
the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute
unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair methods of
competition in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

DEeISION AND ORDER

The Commission having heretofore determined to issue its com-
plaint charging the respondents named in the caption hereof with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act, and the respondents having been served with
notice of said determination and with a copy of the complaint the
Commission intended to issue , together with a proposed form of
order; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-
after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an ad-
mission by respondents of aU the jurisdictional facts set forth 
the complaint to issue herein , a statement that the signing of said
agreement is for settement purposes only and does not constitute
an admission by respondents that the law has been violated as set
forth in such complaint , and waivers and provisions as required
by the Commission s rules; and
The Commission , having considered the agreement , hereby ac-

cepts same , issues its complaint in the form contemplated by said
agreement , makes the foUowing jurisdictional findings, and en-
ters the foUowing order:

1. Respondent I & S Fur Company, Inc. , is a corporation orga-
nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of New York with its offce and principal place of
business located at 115 West 29th Street , New York ew York.

Respondents Abraham Salzman , Ruben Salzman and Abraham
Topkin , are offcers of the corporate respondent and their address
is the same as that of said corporate respondent.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the sub-
ject matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and the
proceeding is in the public interest.
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ORDER

It is ordered That respondents I & S Fur Company, Inc. , a
corporation , and its offcers , and Abraham Salzman , Ruben Salz-
man and Abraham Topkin , individua11y and as offcers of said
corporation, and respondents' representatives, agents and em-
ployees , directly or through any corporate or other device , in con-
r,ection with the introduetion, or manufacture for introduction

into commerce, or the sale , advertising, or offering for sale in
commerce, or the transportation or distribution in commerce , of
any fur product; or in connection with the manufacture for sale
sale, advertising, offering for sale , transportation or distribution
of any fur product which is made in whole or in part of fur

which has been shipped and received in commerce , as the terms
commerce " H iuy" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur

Products Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:
A. Misbranding fur products by:

J. Representing directly or by implication on labels

that the fur contained in any fur product is natural
when the fur contained therein is bleached, dyed, tip-

dyed or otherwise artificially colored.
2. Falsely or deceptively labeling or otherwise iden-

tifying any such fur product as to the country of origin
of furs contained in sucl1 fur product.

B. FalseJy or deceptively invoicing fur products by failing

to furnish invoices , as the term " invoice" is defined in the
Fur Products Labeling Act , showing in words and figures
plainly legible a11 the information l"equired to be disclosed
in each of the subsections of Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

It is fUTtheT ordeTed That I & S Fur Company, Inc. , a corpora-
tion , and its offcers , and Abral1am Salzman , Ruben Salzman and
Abraham Topkin , individually and as offcers of the said corpora-
tion, and respondents' representatives, agents and emlJloyees, di-
rectly or through any corporate or other device, do forthwith

cease and desist from furnishing a false guaranty that any fur
product is not misbranded , falsely invoiced , or falsely advertised
when the respondents had reason to believe that such product
may be introduced , sold , transported , or distributed in commerce.

It is fUTtheT OTd81" That the respondents herein shalJ , within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with
the Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have complied with this order.



MARTIN MARIETTA CORP.

Order

IN THE MATTER OF

MARTIN MARIETTA CORPORATIO:"

MODIFIED ORDER , ETe. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TRADE eOMMISSION ACT AND SEe. 7 OF THE CLAYTON AeT

Docket 8280. Complaint, Jan. 27, 1961-Decision , Jan. , 1966

Order modifying a Commission consent order of divestiture dated March 12
1963 , 62 F. C. 834 , by deleting from the list of properties to be divested
the Greystone, North Carolina , quarry.

ORDER GRANTING IN PART , AND DENYING IN PART , ApPLICATION

FOR MODIFICATION OF ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST

Respondent , by an application filed September 23 , 1964 , supple-
mented by material filed :V1arch 1 , 1965 , and December 23 , 1965,

having requested the Commission to modify the consent order to
cease and desist , issued March 12 , 1963 (62 F. C. 834J, by de-

leting eight quarries and quarry sites from the list of properties
ordered to be divested by respondent; and the Commission , hav-
ing fully considered said application and having concluded that
there has been no showing made that changed conditions of fact
or Jawor the public interest warrant modification of the order to
cease and desist, except as hereinafter provided;

It is ordered That respondent's application be, and it hereby is
granted in part, by deleting the Greystone, North Carolina
quarry from the properties required to be divested by respondent
listed in the order to cease and desist , issued March 12 , 1963.

It is further ordered That in aU other respects respondent'
application be , and it hereby is , denied.


