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eral Trade Commission Act, of products for resale , do forthwith
cease and desist from:

Inducing and receiving, receiving, or contracting for the
receipt of , anything of value from any suppliel' as compensa-
tion or in consideration for advertising services or facilities
furnished by or through respondent in magazines , newspa-
pers, catalogs, brochures, enclosures, or mailing pieces in
connection with the handling, sale or offering for saJe of

products purchased from such supplier, when respondent
knows or should know that such compensation or considera-
tion ic' not made available by such supplier on proportionally
equal terms to all of its other customers competing with res-
pondent in the sale and distribution of such supplier s prod-
ucts.

It is further ordered That the respondent herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after service 12pon it of this order , file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which it has complied with this order.

IN THE MATTER OF

REYNOLDS METALS COMP ANY

MODIFIED ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
SEC. 7 OF THE CLAYTON ACT

Docket 7009. Complaint, Dec. 1957-Decision, May , 1966

Order modifying a divestiture order of January 21 , 1960, 56 F. C. 743,

issued against a major producer of aluminum and aluminum products
pursuant, to a modified final decree of the Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit , dated May 18, 1966, which modified its
final decree of October 22, 1962 , and opinion of September 27, 1962, 309

F. 2d 223. The modified order prohibits respondent from manufacturing
aluminum florist foil for a period of 5 years , from acquiring any man-
ufacturer , wholesaler , or retailer of such foil for the same period, and
from using the trade name

, "

Arrow Brands " except for collecting ac-

counts receivable.

MODIFIED ORDER

The Commission and Reynolds Metals Company having jointly
moved that the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit modify its final decree of October 22 , 1962 , which in turn
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modified the Commission s divestiture order of January 21 , 1960
entered in the above-entitled matter; and the Court having issued
its modified final decree on May 18, 1966 , affrming and enforcing
the decree as proposed by the Commission and Reynolds Metals
Company;

Now, therefore, it is hereby ordered That the order of January
21, 1960 , be, and it hereby is , further modified in accordance with
the modified final decree of the Court to read as follows:

It is ordered That Reynolds Metals Company shan , within
six (6) months from the effective date of this order , cease
and desist from manufacturing and se1lng at wholesale or re-
tail in the United States aluminum florist foil (i. , foil espe-
ciany designed or packaged for the florist trade) and shan
report the fact of such discontinuance to the Federal Trade
Commission and shan not , for a period of five (5) years sub-
sequent to such discontinuance manufacture and sen 
wholesale or retail in the United States such aluminum flor-
ist foi1.

It is further ordered That Reynolds Metals Company

shan , for a period of five (5) years from the effective date of
this order , cease and desist from acquiring, directly or indi-
rectly, any interest in any concern in the United States a sub-
stantial part of whose business is the manufacture and sale
at either wholesale or retail of laminated aluminum gift
wrap or aluminum florist foil.

It is further ordered That the Reynolds Metals Company,

within six (6) months of the date of this order, shall cease
and desist from using in any manner whatsoever the trade
name " Arrow Brands" except for the purpose of collecting
accounts receivable or enforcing collection thereof.

It is further ordered That Reynolds Metals Company

shall , within one (1) year from the effective date of this
order and thereafter annually for a period of five (5) years,
submit to the Commission a report in writing setting forth

the manner and form of its compliance with the provisions of
this order.



774 FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS

Complaint 69 F.

IN THE MATTER OF

THE FRENCH POODLE , INC" ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING

ACTS

Docket C-l069. Complaint, May 19G6-Decision, May , 1966

Consent order requiring a Washington, D. , retail furrier, to cease falsely
advertising and invoicing its fur products 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 The French Poodle, Inc. , a corpora-
tion , and Louella Epstein , individually and as an offcer of said
corporate respondent, hereinafter referred to as respondents

have violated the provisions of said Act and the Rules and Regu-
lations promulgated 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 com-
plaint , stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent , The French Poodle, Inc. , is a corpo-
ration organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue
of the laws of the State of Maryland.

Individual respondent Louella Epstein is an offcer of the cor-
porate respondent. Said individual respondent Louella Epstein

alone is responsible for the acts , practices and policies of the cor-
porate respondent, including the acts and practices hereinafter

referred to,
Respondents are in the business of retailing fur products and

have their offce and principal place of business located at 1623

Connecticut Avenue, NW. , Washington , D. , with two branch

stores located at 1211 Connecticut Avenue , NW., and 511 11th
Street , ;\W. , Washington , D.

PAR. 2, Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products
Labeling Act on August 9 , 1952 , the respondents have been and
are now engaged in the introduction into commerce , and in the
sale , advertising and offering for sale , in commerce , and in the


