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of subsidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may
affect compliance ob1igatiollS arising out of the order.

It i8 jurther ordered That I'spondent shall file a report of com-
pliance with the Commission within sixty (60) days from the date

this ordcr becomes final.

IN THE JL-\.TTER 01'

JACK ESTHEICH FURS , INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ommn, ETC., IN RI'XiAHD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATIOK OF TilE
FEDERAL TRAlm C01\BnSSION AND THE Fun rlWDUCTS LAllELIXG ACTS

Docket (1-1745. ComplaInt, May 1970-Dccision, May 1.90

Consent order requiring a Xew York City mannf,lctnrillg and retaUing furrit'r
to cease falsely invoieing, dcrl:vtiveJy guaranteeing, and llislJl'Hllding its
fur products.

COl\IPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tnule Commission Act
and the 11 ul' Proclncts Labeling Act , and by virtne of the aut.horit.y
vested in it, by said Ads, the Federal Trade Commission, having-
reason to bclicwe that tT acle Estl'cich Ful's, Inc. , a corporation , and
T acle Estrcich , individually and as an offcer of said corporation.
hereinaftcr rC1p.l"rcd t.o as respondents , 1m ve violated the provisions of
said Acts and the Rnlcs and Hegulatiolls promulgated un(h r t.he FU1"

Products Labeling Act, and it appearing to tlw Commission that a
proceeding by it in respect there01 would be in the public interest
hereby issues its eornplaint stating its charges in that respect as fol-
lo\vs:

PAHAGIL\PI- 1. Hespondent .Tack Estreic.h Furs, Inc. , is a corpora-
tion organized, existing and doing busincss under and by virtno of
the laws of t.he State of New Y ol'k.

Hespondent J flck Estreich is fln offcer of the said eorporation. I-Ie
formulates , directs and cont.rol the po1icies , acts and practices of the
said corporation.

Hespondcnts are manufacturcrs and retailers of fur products wit.h
their oIIce and pl'inejpal place of business located at 130 "'Vest 30th
Street, N ew York, N cw Yark.

PAR. 2. Hespolldent arc now and for some time last past h:l'lC
becn engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the mann-

facture for introduction into commerce , and in the sale , advertising,
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and offering for sale jn commcrce and in the transportation and dis-
tribution in commerce, of fur products; and have manufadurcd for
sale , sold , advertised , ofl'crcd for sale , transported and distribnted fur
products which have been made in whole or in part of furs which
have been shipped and received in commcrce , as the terms "com-

merce

" "

fur" and "fur pI'OdllcL" arc deiined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

PAR. 3. Certain of said fuI' products wero misbranded in that they
were falsely and deceptively labeled to show the fur contained therein
was "natural" when in faet slIch fur was pointed, bleached , dyed , tip-
dyed, or otherwlse artificially colored, in violation of Scetion 4 (1) of
the Fur Products LabeJjng Act.

P AU. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that t.hey
were not IabeJed as required under the provisions of Section 4- (2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form pre-

scribed by the Hu1es and HCb'11ations promulgated thcrcnnder.
Among such misbranded :fur products, but not limited thereto

were fur products with 1abels which bi1ed to disclose that the fnr
contained in the fur products ,vas bleached , dyed , or otherwise arti-
fieia11y colored , when such was the fact.

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

invoiced by the rcspondents in that they wcJ' not invoiced as rc-
quired by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur PJ'odncts Labe1ing Act and the
Hules and Heg-ulations promulgated undcr slH h Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , Imt not
limited thereto , wero fur products covered by invoices which failed:

1. To show the true a.nimal Hamc of the anilnal or animals which
pr()Il1ced the fur used in such fur products.

2. To disclose that the fur contained in the EnI' pro duets was
bleached , dyed, or otherwise artificially colored , \vhen such was the
fact.

3. To show the country of origin of imported :fU1"S contained in
fur pro duets.

PAIt. f50 Certain of said :fur products were falsely and dec( ptively
invoiced with respect to the nanw or designation of the animal or
animals that pl'oduced the fur from whieh the said fur products had
been m,mufactured , in violation of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products, but
not limited thereto, \vere fur products which were invoiced as
Broadtail" thereby imp1ying that tbe furs contained therein were
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entitled to the designation "Broadtail I--amb " wh( n in truth and in

fact the furs contained therein were not entitled to such designation.

PAH. 7. Hcspondents furnished false guaranties t,hat certain of
their fur products were not misbranded , falsely invoiced or falsely
advertised when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had

reason to believe that fur products so falsely guarantied would be
introduced, sold, transportcd or distributed in commerce, in viola

tion of Section 10 (b) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents, as herein
alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products l-labelillg Act and the
Rules and Regnlatiolls promulgated thereunder and eonstitute unfair
methods of cotnpetition and unfair and deceptive acts and practices
in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DI' CISroN AND ORDEH

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a dra,ft of eomplaint which the Bureau of Textiles and 11 u1'8

proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and
whieh , if issued by the Commission would charge respondents with
violation of the Fedl ral Trade Commission Act and the Fllr Products
LabeJillg Act; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having thereafter
exeel1ted all agreemcnt containing a consent ordcr, an admission by
the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set fort.h in the afore-
said draft of complaint, a statcment that the signing of said agree-

ment is for settlement purposes only and docs not constitute an admis-
sion by respondents that the law has been violated as alleged in such
complaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by the Com-
mission s Hules; and

The Commission having thereafter cOllsidercd the Inattcr and
having" determined thu,t it has reason to believe that the respondents
have violated the 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 on the public
record for a period of thirty (80) days , now in fnrther conformity
with the procedure presci'ibed in 8 iH (b) of its Rnles, the Com-
mission hereby issues it.s complaint , makes the following jurisdic-
tional findings, and enters the following order:
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1. Respondent. ack Estreich Furs, Inc. , is a corporation , organized
existlng and doing business under and by virtue of the la.ws of the
State of New York with its ofJce and principal place of business
located at 130 West 30th Street , New York , N ew York.

Respondent .Jack Estreich is an offcer of the said corporation. He
formulates, directs and controls the policies, acts and praeticcs of
said corporatioll and his address is the same as that of said corpora-

tioll.
2. The Federal Trade Comission has jurisdiction of the subject

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

ORDER

It ls ordered That Tc pondents Jack Estreich Fu1's, Inc., a cor-

poration, and its officerR, and Jack Estl'cich , individually and as an
offeer of said corporation, and rcspondents ' reprcsentatives , agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or other device, in
connection 1vith the introduction, or manufacture for introduction

into commerce, or the sale, advertising 01' offering :for sale in com-
merce , or the transportation or distribution in commerce, of any fur
product; or in connection with the manufacture for sale, sale, adver-
tising, 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

" "

fur
and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act
do forth with cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding any fur product by:
1. Represcenting, directly or by implication on a label

that the fur contained in such fur product is "natural" when
such fur is pointpd , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed , 01' otherwise
artificially color"d.

2. Failing to affx a label to such fur product showing in
words and in figures pl!tinly legible all of the information
required to be discJosed by each of the subsections of Section

4(2) of the Fur Products Labe1ing Act.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing any fur prodnet by:
1. Fai1 ing to furnish an invoice , as the t,enn " invoice" is

defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legible all the information required to
be disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 5(b) (1) of

the Fur Products Labeling Act.
2. Setting forth on an invoice pertaining to such fur
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product any false or deceptive information with respect to
the name or designation of the animal or animals that pro-
dUCBd the -(ur eontained in such fur product.

I t is further ordered That respondents J aek Estrcich Furs , I ne.
11 corporation and its off( ers , and .Tack Estreich , individually and as
an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' reprcsent.atives

agents and employees , directly or through any eOl'porate or other
del.rice, do fortInvith ceuse and desist from inrnishing a. false
guaranty that any fur product is not misbrand( , falsely invoiced or

11scly advcrtised whcll the respondents have reason to believe that
such fur product may be introduced , sold, transported, or distributed
111 commf\I'ec.

It 1:8 lllTther orde1'ed That respondents notify the', Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the eOTporate re-
spondent sueh as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the
emergeneo of a sncccssor eorporation , the creation or dissolution of
subsidiaries or any oth( r change in the corporation which may affect
compliance obligations arising out of the order.

It is fU1'tl/G'l oJ'd6'led That the respondent corporation slmll forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It ,is fUTther o1'de1'ed That the rcspondents herein shall , within
sixty (nO) days after service upon tJwm 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.

IJ\T 'nIE ):IA' 1'm OF

CAROLINA HOSIERY MILLS, INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ommn , El' , IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATlOX

OF THE FEDEH.\L. Tll.\UE COMl\:USSION ACT

Docket 0-.1/.1. Oomplatnt, May 1970-l)ed8ion, Ma1f , t.

Con ('nt order requiring a Burlington, K. , manufacturer Hnd distributor of
hosiery to ('ease rleceptiyely pricing its productR through prctiekding,
fictitious markups or in any other , manner, and furnishing others with
Hwan8 of dpct'ption.

COl\PI,AIXT

PnfSllant to Hlc provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Aet
and by virtuc of the autbority vested iu it by said Act , the Federa!
Trade Commission , having reason to believe that, Carolina IIosicry


