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clear and conspicllous lnanilcr each element of information re-
quired to be disclosed by Seetion 4(a) (2) of the 1Vool Products
La.beling Act of 1939.

I tis fn"tlwr onleTed That respondents The Colorado Saddlery
Company, a corporation , and its amcers, and Pershing R. Van Scoyk
individually and as an officer of said corporation, and respondents
rcpresentati\' , agents and employees, directly or through any cor-
porate 01' other dmTicc, in cOJlllcction with the advertising, oil'ering
for sale, sale or distribution of saddle blankets or other products in
commere( , as "commence" is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Aet, do fortJnvith cease and desist from:

(a) J\Tisrcpresonting the eharacter or amount of the constitu-
ent fibers contained in such products.

(b) J\fisrcprcscntillg that. their products arc won n or manu-
facturcd by Indians.

It is fw,ther- O'f'dC1' That respondents notify the Commission at
least ;-10 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent. such a.s dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence
of a successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
or any other change in the corporation which may affect compliance

obligations arising out of the order.
Itis f'"rthe7' oTde?'d Th"t the respondent corporation slm!! forth-

'''ltll distribnte a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.
1 t is fuTtheT ordclY3d Tilat rcspOlldents herein shall , within sixty

(GO) clays after sen'iee upon the;n of this order, iile with the Com-
mis,sion a. report , in writing, setting forth in detail the lIlanner and
form in which they have complied with this orr1cl".

IN THE J\L\TTIm OF

LOU HUGGJEUO CORP. , ET AL.

COXSEl\' OImm , ETC. , IN HEGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL TII,\DE CO).BfISSLOX .iXD THE Fun PIWDUGTS LABELING ACTS

Dockct C- 17- .-. Cmuplaint, May 197'O- Dccision, M((y 1970

Cum:pnt on1er 1"e(Juiring two pw York City manufaeturing and wholesale
fllrricr to cea e falsely jU\' oidng and dec( lJU\' ely guaranteeing its fur
products.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act, and by vjrtuc of the authority
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vested in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission , having rea-
son to believe that Lou Huggiero Corp. , a corporation , and Ultima
Fur Corp. , a corporation , and fi1ton Costopolllos and Louis Hug-
gieI'o , individually and as officers of said corporations , hereinafter re-
ferred to as respondents , have violnted the provisions of said Acts
and the Rules and H,egulations promulgated under the Fur Products
Labeling Act, and it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding
by it in respect thereof ,voldd be in the public interest, hereby issues
its compJaint stat.ing its charges in- that respect as follows:
PARAGIL\PH 1. Respondents I.ou Ruggiero Corp. and Ultima Fur

Corp. are interrelated corporations organized , existing and doing
business ullder and by vjrtue of the laws of the State of New York.

Respondents :Milton Costopoulos and Louis Ruggiero are offcers
of the corporate respondents. They formulate, direct and control the
acts , practices and policies of the said corporate respondents includ-
ing those hereinafter set forth.
Hespondents are manufacturers and wholesalers of fur products

with their offec and principal plnce of business located at 345 Sev-

enth A vCIlue, New Yark , New York.
PAR. 2. Respondents arc now und for some time last past have

been eng-aged in the introduction into commerce, and in the manu-
facture for introduction into commerce , and in the sale, advertising,
and offering for sale jn comInen , and in the transportation and dis-
tribution in commen , of fllr products; and have manufactured for
sale , soW , advertised , oil'ered for sale , transported and distributed fur
products which ha.ve been made in whole or in part of furs whlcl1
have been shipped and received in COITIIJerce, as the terms "com-
mercr,

" "

fur" and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Produets
Labeling Act.

PAn. 3. Certain of said fu!' products were i'alsely and deceptively
invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoiced as re-
'luired 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 thel'cto , werc fur products covered by invoices which failed to
disclose that the fur contained in the fur products was bleached , dyed
or othcnvisc artificially colored when such \vas the fact.

PAl!. 4. Certain of said fllr products were falsely and dccepti\cely
invoiced in that said fur products were invoiced to show that the fur
contained therein \vas natural , whcll in fact such fur was pointed
bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise artificially eolored , ill violation-
of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fllr Proclucts Labeling Act.
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PAR. 5. Respondents furnished false guaranties under Section
10 (b) of the Fur Products Labeling Actwith respect to certain of
their fur products by falsely representing in writing that respondenLs

had a continuing guaranty on file with the Federal Trade Com-
mission, when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had reason
to beheve that the fur products so falsely guarantied would bcilltro-
duccd , sold , transported and distributed in eommerce , in violation of
Rule 48(c) of said Hules and Hcgulatiolls under the Fur Products
Label ing Act and Section 10 (b) of said Act.

P AU. G. The aforesaid acts and praeticcs of respondents , as herein
alleged , are ill violation 01 the 1, ul" Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and H.egulations promulgatedthereundcr and constitute unfair
methods of competition and unfair and de( epti \rc acts and practices
in commN' ce under the J, ederal Trade Commission Act.

Ih:CISIOX A D ORDER

The Federal TJ'ade Commission having initiated an investigat.ion
of cert.ain acts and pl'ad i(' s of the respondents lUllTJl d ill the caption
lu' po1' , a!ld tJIC l'espOll(h 11ts IlaviJlg bcen furllisJled thercaftcr with a
copy of :1 dra.ft of conllJlaint which the BlIl'( aLL of Textiles and Furs
proposed to present to the (;oJJmission for its consideration and

which , jf issued by the Conllni sioJl , \Yould charge respondents wit.h
violation of the Fedeml Trade Commission Act and the Fur Products
Labeling Ad; and

The n spondellts and COWISel lor the (;ommission having th( reafter
eXl'(,1!t.( d an ngrec1lcnt containing a COllscnt order , an admission by
the respondetlts of an the jurisdictional J:tds t fOJ'th in the afore-
said draft of cornplaint : a stat.emellt that the signing of said agree-
IlH Jlt is for scttJelJH'llt pllrposes only and does not constitute an ad-
mission by respondcnts that the law has been violated as aUeged in

such (',ollpJaint , and waivers alld other provisions as required by the
C01111 11 ission s Rules; and

he COJlll111SS1011 having therca1ter considered the matt.cl' and hav-
ing d('tcJ'l1i1H d that it has reason t,o belieY(; that the respondent.s have
violated the said Ads , and that c.omplaillt should iSSlle st.ating its
charge's in t.hat respect , and having tlwrenpon H('cepted t.he executed
C0118('1IL ag!''P1ll'ut and placed sHch agn (,JnelJt 011 the pnblic records
for a pcriod of thirty 030) days , now ill further conformity wit.h the
procedurc prescribed in S 2. (b) of its HIdes, the Commission
hereby issues its complaint , makes the Iollmving jurisdictional find-
ings , and enters t.he following order:
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1. Respondents Lou Ruggiero Corp. and Ultima Fur Corp. arc
interrelated corporations organized , existing and doing business
under and by virtue of tbe laws of the State of New York with their
oIfceand pri)J ipal place of business located at 345 Seventh Avennc
New Y ork 1\ew York.

Respondents l\lilton Costopoulos and Louis H,uggicl'o are offcers of
said corporations. They formulate, direct and control the policies

acts and practices of said corporation and their address is the same

as that of said corporations.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents , and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

OlmER

1 t is oTdcTed That respondents Lou H.nggiero Corp. , a corporation
and its ofJcers , and Ultima Fur Corp. , a corporation , and its offcers
and l\fiJton Costopoulos and Louis Ruggiero, individual1y and as
offcers of said corporation , and respondents ' l" prcseJ1tativcs, agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or othcr device , in
connectjon with the introduction , or manufactllrc for intl'odudion
into commerce, OJ' the sale , advertising 01' offering for sale in com-
merce, or the tranHportation or distribntion in eommcl'ce , of any fUT
product; or in connection with the manufacture for sale, sale, ad-
vertising, offering for sale, transportation or dist.ribution , of any fur
product which is made in whole or in part of fur which has b(
shipped and received in commerce, as the terms "commerce

" "

fur
and "fur product" arc defined in the Fur I' rodnds Labeling Act, do
JOl'thwith cease and desist from falsely or deceptivply invoicing any

fur product by:
1. Failing- to furnish an invoice, as the term " invoiee ' is de-

iined ill the Fur Pl'oduc ts Labeling Act, showing in "'Drds and
figures plainly legible all the information required to be dis-
closed by each of the subsoetions of Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur

Products Labe1ing Act.
2. Hcpl'escnting, directly or by jmplication , on an invoice that

the fur contained in such iur product is natural ,vhen such fur is
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise artificially
colored.

It is fUl'the1' ordered That respondents Lou Ruggiero Corp. a
corporation , and its offcers , and Ultima Fill' Corp. , it corporation
and its offcers, and :MiJton Costopoulos and Louis Ruggiero, in-
dividually and as officers of said corporation, and rcspond(mts ' rep-

467- :W7-7:-
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resentntivcs , agents and employees , diredly or throngh any corporate
or other device, do forthwith cease and desist from furnishing a
false guaranty that any fur product is not misbranded, falsely in-
voiced or falsely advertised when the respondents have rcason to
believe that such fur product may be introduced , sold , transported , or
distributed ill commercc.

I t i fll.ther ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate re-
spondents such as dissolution, assignmcnt or sale resulting in the
cmcl'genec of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of
subsidiaries or any other change in the corporations which may
affect compliance obligations arising out of the ordel'

It i8 fU1.ther ordm' That the rcspondent corporations sha1l forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of their operating

di visions.
It ,is f'IITtlIC1" onlm' That the respondents hen in shall , within

sixty (60) days afte,' service UpOIl them of this order, fi Ie with the
Commission a report, ill writing, setting forth in detail the manner
and form in ,vhich they have complied with this order.

TN THE IATTIm OF

EVERSIIARP , IXC.

cox SENT OHmm , ETC. , IN I:EGAHD TO TilE ALLEGE!) VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL THADE COM1\iISSION ACT

Docket C- /"tH. C01'lJlaint, Ma1J 1970--IJccisinn, Ma1J 1970

Consent order requiring a major munufacturer of razor hlndes with head-

quarters in Culver City, Calif., to cease mifm. IJrespnting the shaving per-
fornwIlCC of its Sehid KrOlHl Chrome razor blades and disparaging the
razor uladcs of anr competitor.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and hy virtue of the authority vested in it by sa. id Act , the Fedcral
Tradc Commission , having rcason to believe that Ever harp, Inc. , a
corporation, hereinaftcr refcrred to as respondent, has violated the
provisions of said Act, and it appearing to the Connnission that a

proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the publie intere8t


