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Complaint

IN THE 1AT'1'ER OF

DERJ\lAN-HELFAND INC. ET AL.

CONSENT OmmR , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDImAL TRAnI: COMMISSIOK AND THE J.'UR PHODUCTS

LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-1186. Cmnplnint , "May 1, 1970-De(,-i8ion , May 4, 1970

Consent order requiring a New York City manufacturing furrier to cease
faJsely invoieing its ful' products by miRrepresenting artificjaJ1 ' colored

furs as natural.

CO:U:PLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtue of t.he aut.hority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that Derman-Helfand, Inc. , a corporation, and

Leon Derman and Nat I-Ielfand , individually a.nd as offcers of said
corporation , hereinafter referred to as respondents, have violat.ed t.he
provisions of said Acts and t.he Rules and Regulations proml1l ated
under the Fur Products Labeling Act, and it appearing to the Com-
nlission that a proceeding by it in rcspect thereof would be in the
public interest , hereby issues it complaint stating its charges in that
respect as follows:

PARAGHAPI-I 1. Respondcnt Derman-I-Icliand , Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws of t.he St.ate of New York.

Individual respondents Leon Derman and N at Helfand arc ofIcers
of said corporation. They formulate, direct and control the policies
acts and practices of the corporate respondent, including the acts

and practices hereinafter referred to.
Respondents arc rnanufadurers of fur products with their ofJi.ce

and principal place of business located at 350 Seventh Avenue, New
York, New York.

P AH. 2. Respondents 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, alid in the sale, advertjsing,
and offering for sale in commerce, and in the transportation and

distribution in commerce, of fur products; and hfLve manufactured
for sale, and sold , advertised , offered for sale, transported and dis-
tributed fur products which have been made in whoJe or in part of
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furs which have been shipped and received ill commerce, as the
terms "commerce

" "

fur" and " fur product" arc defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

l' AH. 3. Certain of said products were falsely and deceptivcly in-
voiced 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
limited thereto , were fur products covcrcd by invoices which failed:

1. To disclose tbat the fur contained in the fur products was
hleached, dyed, or otherwise artifically colored , when such was the
fact.

2. To show the country of origin of imported furs contained in the
fur products.

PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced to show that the fur contained therein was natural when in
fact, such fur was pointed, bleached , dyed, tip-dyed , or otherwise

artifically colored , in violation of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

PAH. 5. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced with respect to the name of the country of origin of jm,.
ported furs containcd in said fur products, in violation of Section

5(b) (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fnr products, but

not limited thereto, werc fur products containing imported fur
covered by invoiees which failed to show the country of origin of

such imported furs. The omission of the requircd material fact as to
the country of origin of the imported furs implied that the said furs

wcre of domestic origin when in truth and in fact the said furs were
of foreign origin, in violation of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur
Prod ucts Labeling Act.

PAll. 6. The aforcsaid acts and practices of rcspond€',nts, as hcrcin
a11eged, are in violat.ion of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and Regulations promulgated thcrcunder and constitute unfair
methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and practices
in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an invcstigation
of ecrtain acts and practices of the rcspondents named in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thereafter with
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a copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Texti1es and
Furs proposed to present to the Commission for its considera6on and
which , if issued by the Commission , would charge respondents with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act; and

The respondents ftDfI counsel for the Commission having thereafter
exeeuted an agreement containing it consent order, an admission by
the respondents of al1 the jurisdictional facts set forth in the afore-
said draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agree-

ment is for settlement purposes only :lnd docs not constitute an
admission by respondents that the law has been violated as al1eged
in such compJaint, and waivers and other provisions as requiTed by

the. Commission 8 Rules; and
The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and hav-

ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents
have viohtcd the sRid Acts , and that complaint should issue stating
its charges in that respect, and having thereupon accepted the
cxecllt( d consent agreement and placed such agreement on the
public record for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further con-

formity with t.he procedure prescribed in 8 2.34 (b) of its Rules , the
Commission hereby issues its complaint, makes the following jnris
dictional findings, and enters the following order:

1. Hespondent Derman-Helfand Inc. , is a corporation organized
existing and doing business uncler and by virtue of the laws of the

State of New York.
Respondent.s Leon Dcrman and N at Helfand are oilicers of said

corporation , and they formulate, direct, and control the acts , prac-
tices and policies of said firm.
Respondents arc manufaetl1rers of fur products with their office

and place of business located at 350 Seventh A venue , K ew York
New York.

2. The 11 ederal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents and the proceed-

ing is in the public interest.
ORD:ER

It is oTdeTerl That respondents Derman-I-Ie1fand , Inc. , a corpora-
tion , find its offeers, and L(~on Derman and N at IIeJfand, indi-

vidually and as offcers of said corporation, and respondents' rep-
resentatives , agents and employees , directly or through any corporate
or other device , in connection with the introduction or tlH~ manufac-
ture for introduction into commerce, or the sale , advertising or offer-
ing for sale in commerce , or the transportation or distribution in
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commerce, of any fur product; or in connection with mn,llufacture
for sale, the 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 "commeree

" "

fur" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and desist from falsely
or deceptively invoicing any fur product by:

1. Failing to furnish an invoice, as the term "invoice" is de-
fined in the Fur Products Labeling Act , showing in words and
fi!,'1res plainly legible all the information required to be dis-
closed by each of the subsections of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

2. Hepresenting directly or by implication on an invoice that
the fur contained in such fur product is natural when such fur
is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise artificially
colored.

3. Misrepresenting in any maImer on an invoice, directly or
by implication , the country of origin of any imported fur.

It is further or-dered That respondents notify the Commission at
lease 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence
of a, successor corporation, the creation of dissolution 01' subsidiaries

or any other change in the corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of the order.

It i8 fU7'ther ordered That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It is furtheT ordered That the respondents herein shall , within
sixty (60) days after senice upon them of this order, file with the
Conunjssion it report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and forIU in which they have complied with this order.
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Complaint

IN TI-IE MATTR 

IUCCAR A.'\ERICA COMPANY , ET AI..

CONSENT ORDER TC. IN InWAHD TO THE ALLEm J) VIQI.. l'ION OF
THE FEDlmAL TllADE COMMISSION ACT

Docket 0-1737. Oomplu'int , May 4, 19"10.-Deci.'iion , May q, 1970

Consent order requiring a Carlstadt, N.J., marketer of Japanese-made sewing
machines to cease uSing bait and switch tactics, misrepresenting that its
offers to sell are limited in time or to a limited nnrniJel" of persons, using
deceptive discount schemes, misrepresenting that allY article is "free " and
furnishing others with means to deceive the public.

COMPLA..IN'

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Act, the Federal
Trade Commission, having reason to believe that Riccar America
Company, a corporation, and Harutoshi Yoshida and Kensalr
Ogawa, individually and as offcers of said corporation , and Leonard
Trachtman , individually, hereinafter referred to as respondents, have
violated the provisions of said Act, and it appearing to the Commis-
sion 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 1. Respondent Hiccar America Company is a corpora-

tion organized, existing and doing business under and by virtue of
the I" ws of the State of CaJjfornia , with its principal offce and place
of business located at 191 Broad Street, in the city of Carlstadt, State
of New Jersey.

Respondents Harutoshi Yoshida and Kensaku Ogawa are individ-
uals and offcers of the corporate respondent. They formulate direct
and control the acts and practices of said respondent corporation

including the acts and practices hereinafter set forth. Their address
is the same as that of the corporate respondent.
Respondent Leonard Trachtman is an individual and prior to

March 31 , 1967 , was sales manager of the said corporate respondent.
He participated with the said corporate offcers in formulating, di-
recting and controlling the acts and practices of the said respondent
corporation, including the acts and practices hereinafter set forth.
His address is 800 Boulevard East in the city of vVechawken, Stateof New Jersey. 


