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Jerome Scott, had violated Section 5 of the I, ederal Trade Commis-
sion Act as charged: and
The Cornmission , upon oral argument and consideration of the

briefs and record , having detennincd that the a.ppcals :;lOuld be de-
nied and that the initial decision should bc adopted and issued as
the decision of the Commission:

It is orde'f'ed That the app( aJs of respondents and complaint

counsel be , and they hpreby n 1'e , (len ied.
It is further ordered That the initial decision of the hearing ex-

aminer be , and it hereby is , adopted as the decision of the COIImis-
SIOn.

It 1:8 fu.rthe?' oTdered That rcspondents, tVindsor Distribnting

Company, Pentcx Distributing (;ompany, Pen-Ida Distributing
Company, Rogel' A. Gerth , illdividua.lly and as an offcer of said cor-
porations, Frank I-Ialavonic, individually Hnd as manager of Pcntex
Distributing Company, and Kcnneth Bedingfield, individually and
as manager of Pen- Ida Distributing Company, shall , within sixty
(GO) days after service of this order upon them , me with the Com-
mission a reVOlt, in writing, signed by such respondents, setting

forth in detail the manner and form of their compliance "with the
order to cease and desist.
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CONSENT ORDER , ETC. , IN HEGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE 1;'EDBHAL THAnE COMMTSSION A D TIlE FCR l'nODUCTS

LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-1701. DOlllilo/nt . Mar. 19"l'- j)cr-i8'irm , Mar. if/iO

C()n (,lJt ()l'dpr l"Pqnirin a l'hi11ult'llihia . Pn. . manl1fncturing funicr to (' e:1se
mi.c:1H"UJding and fnlsely invoking its ful' products.

CO:MPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
aml the Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtne of the authority
vested ill it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that Maurice Finklestejn , jndividllftlly and trading
as Maurice Furs , hereinaftcr l' fEH'led to as respondcnt , has vio1ated
t.he provisiol1s of said Ads and the RuJps and Rcgulations promnl-
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gat.ed under the Fur Products Labeling Act, and it appearing to t.he
Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in
the pl1bEc interest, hereby issnes its complaint stating its charges in
that l'Pspect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Hcspondent Maurice Finklestein is an individual
trading as l\Iaul'iee Furs, with his atTce and priJlcipal place of bnsi-
ness Joeated at fi7l0 North Broad Street, Philadelphia , Pennsylva-
ma.

Hespondcnt is engaged in the manufacture and sale of fur prod-
ucts.

PAR. 2. Respondent is now and for some time last past has been

("Jlgagpd in the introduction into commerce, the manufacture for in-
troduction into eommcree, and in the sale, advertising, and offering
for sale in commerce , and in t.he transportation and distribution in
commerce, of fur products; and has manufactured for sale , sold , ad-
vcrt iSp,1 offered fol' salr , transported a,nd distributed fur products

which have been made in whole or in part of furs which have becn
shipped and received in cornmerce , as the terms "commerce

" "

fur
and "fur product" aJ' defilled in the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. Certa,in of said fur products were misbranded in that t.he
were not labi:ded as required under the provisions of Section 4 (2) of

the, Fur Produds Labeling Act and ill the manner and form pre-
scribed by the Rules and Hegu1ations promulgated thereunder.

Among sueh misbranded ful' products , but not limit.ed thereto
werc fur products wHhout labels as required by the said Act.

PAn. 4:. Cm-ta.in of said fill' products were misbranded in violation
of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that. they were not labeled in
:!e('oJ'lalH' c with the Hnles and Regulations promulgated thereunder
in that required item 111mbers ,vere not. set forth on labels in vola-
tion of Hule 10 of said Rules and Regulat.ions.

Cpl'tain of said fur products w(' . fnls( l:v and deceptively
invoiced by the respondent in that tlH'Y wero not invoiced as l'e-

1!iJ'ed by Seetinn 5 (h) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and
the Hules HncI Rp,gnlations pl'omnlgated undcr such Act.

Among such fur products, but not limited thereto , were fur prod-
ncts .which were llot invoiced , as IT (lllired by the said Ad.

PAH. 6. Certain of said fnr products were falsely and dpccptive1y

invoiced in violatioll of the Fill' Products Labeling Act in that they
\v('n not invoiced in accordance wjth Rules and Regulations promu1-
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gated thereunder in that required itcUl numbers werE; not set forth
on invoices, in violation of Hula 40 of said Rules and Ilcgulations.

PAH. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent, as herein
alleged, are in voJatioll of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Hulcs and Regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute un-
fair methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tices in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISON AJ\D ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investi,gation
of certain aets and practices of the respondent named in the caption
hereof, and the respondent having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of compJaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the (;omrnission for its consideration and
which , if issued by the Commission , would charge respondent with
violation of the Federal Tnule Commission Act lnd the Fur Prod-
nets LabcJjng Act; and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
executed an agreement containing- a consent order, an admission by
tl", respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the afol'e-
said draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agree-

lIent 1S for settlement purposes only and does not constitute all ad-
mission by respondent that the law has been violated as alleged in
snch complaint , and waivers and other provisions as required by the
Commission s Rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and hav-
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondent has
violated thc said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating its
charges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the executed
consent agreement and placed such agreement Oil the public record
for a period of thirty (130) days, now in further conformity with the
procedure pl'escribed in 134 (b) of its Rules, the CommissioJl
hercby issues its complaint, makes the following jurisdictional find-
ings, and entcrs the iol1owing order:
1. Hespondent Maurice Finklestein is an individual trading as

ra.urice Furs, with his offce and principal place of business located
at ()71O North Borad Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Resp()Jld( nt is engaged in the manufacture and sale of fur prod-
ucts.
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2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subjed
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDER

it 1:8 oTdcl' That respondent fauricc Finklestein, individually
and trading as Maurice Furs, or trading under any other name or
names, and respondent's representatives, agents and employees, di-
rectly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with
the introduction , or manufacture for introduction, into comnlcrcc, or
the sale, advertising or offering for sale in commerce, or the trans-
portation or distribution in commerce, of any fur product; or in

connection with the manufacture for sale, sale, advertising, oiIering
for sale, transportation or distribution, of any fur product which is
made in whole or in part of fur which has been shipped and re-
ceived in commerce , as the terms "commerce

" "

fur" and "fur prod-
uct" are defincd in the J, ur Products Labe1ing Ad, do fortlnvith
cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding any fur product by:
1. Failing to affx a label to such fur product showing in

words and in figures plainly legible al! of the information
required to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Sec-

tion 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
2. Failing to set forth on a label the item numbcr or

mark assigned to such fur product.
H. F'u1sely or deceptively in voicing any fUT product by:

1. Failing to furnish an invoice, as the term " invoice" is
defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act, showing in
words and figures plainly legible all the information re-
quired to be disclosed bY each of the subsections of Sections

5(b) (1) oithe Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Failing to set forth on an invoice the item number or
murk assigned to sneh fur product.

It i8 further ordeTed That the respondent herein shall, within
sixty (60) days after service upon him of this order, file with the
Commission a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in which he compiled with this order.
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MILLSTEIN-Sl;LAK FUltS, I,,C. , ET AL.

COXSEKT ORDER , ETC. , IN RECAnn TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

T lIE FEDERAL TIL\DE CO).11USSION ANn Tln HODUCTS

LAm LlNG ACTS

Docket C-ri02. COnl.plaint , Jlar, 9iO-nc6s';nn , MaT. G, UriO

Consent ordt r requiring a Chicago, Ill., IIanufacturing funicI' to cease mis-
brauc1ing and falsely il1voidng its fur products.

COJ\U'LAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fedp,l'al Trade Commission Aet
the Fur Products Labceling Act, and by virtuc of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the FedernJ Trade Commission , having
rcason to believe that JUil1stein-Su1uk Ful's , Inc. , a corporation , and
LauJ'ence 1-1. Sulak and Irving Bentley 1instein, individually and
as offcers of said eorpol'ation , hereinafter rei'erred to as respondents
have violated the provisions of said Acts and the Rules and Regula-
tions promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act, and it ap-
pearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof
wou1d be in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint stating
its clmrges in that respeet as fol1ows:

PAnAGHArn 1. Respondent 1\f-l1stein- Sulak Furs , Inc. , is a corpora-
tion organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of
tbe laws of the State of Illinois.

Hespondents Laurence H. Sulak and J rving Bentley l\1il1stein are
officers of the corporate respondent. They formulate, direct and con-
trol the policies , ads and pra.ctices of the said corporate respondent
including those hereinafter set forth.

Respondents arc manufacturers , wholesalers and retailers of fur
prod nets with their offce and principal p1ace of business located at

162 N ortb State Street , Chicago , Illinois.
PAIL 2. Hespondents arc now and for some time last past have

been engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the manu-

facture for introduction into commerce, and in the sale, advertising,
and offering for saJe in commCI'ce, and ill the transportation and dis-
tribution in cornmcree, of fur products; and have manufactured lor
sale, sold, advertised , offered for sale, transported and distributed
fur products which have been nmde in whole or in part of furs


