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It is ordered That respondent J\lonroc Lang, individually and
trading as :Mollroc Lang or under any other name or names, and rc-
spondent' s representatives, agents and employees, directly or through
any corporate or othcr device, in connection with the introduction

into nnnmerce, or the salc~ , advertising or offering for s t1c in COHl-

men' , or the transportation or distribution in commerce, of any fur
product; or ill connection with the sale, advertising, offering for
sa,1c, tnl1sportatioll or distribution of any fur product ,,,hich 1S
made in whole or in part of fnr which has been shipped and rc-
ceived ill commerce, or in conneetion -with the introduction into COIl-
JH('' , or t.he sale , advertising 01' offering for sale of any fur, as t.he
tcnns "commerce

" "

fur" and "fur product" are defined in tlH~ FlIr
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and desist from falsely
or dcccptiveJy invoicing any fur or fur product by failing to furnish

an invoice , as the term " invoice" is defined in the Fur J:) roducts La-
beling Act, showing in words and figures plainly legible all the in-
formation required to be disclosed by each of the subsectiolls of Sec-
tion :,(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

It hi fUT'theT' OTrlcTcd That the respondent herein shaH , within
sixty (60) days after service upon him of this order, file with the
Commission a report , in writing, setting forth in detajl the manner
and form in which he Ims cOIn plied wit.h this order.

T 1\- TIm IVIATTEH OY

MANIS & STEVE FURS, ET AL.

COXSE?'T ORDEn , I':TC., I x ImG.\Im TO TIm i\LLI':GIm YJOIATTOX OF
THE FEDEH.\L TIL\DE COl\Il\HSSIOK i\ND TIlE yun rIWDUCTS

LABELING ACTS

Docket. 1"ti.f). Complaint , J-uly IfJ/"O-Dccision, July.' , 1970

COn:';(' llt ord('1" r('quiring' a New York City manufacturing furrier to cease mis-
brHnding" and falsely iuvoicing its fill' Vl'odnds.

CO:\lPLAIKT

Pnrsnant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the 'Ful" Prodncts Labeling Act , and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Aets, the Federal Trade Commission , having
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rcason to believe that, l\J:lnis & Steve Furs , a. partnership, and Styli-
an os Tseas and Ianis Antzoulatos, individually and as copartners

tradino' as Manis & Steve Furs hereinafter reierred to as respond-

ents , have violated the provisions of said Acts and the Uules and
Hegulations promulgnted under the Fur Products Labeling Aet , and
it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in respect
thl're, of would be in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint
stating its dlfrges in that resped as fol1ows:

PAIL\GRAl H 1. Respondent J\lanis & Steve Furs is a partnership 01'-

ganiz(',(l , existing and doing business under and by virtne of the .laws

of the State of New York.
Respondents Stylianos Tseas and J\Ianis Antzoulatos are copart-

ners in the said partnership. They lormnlate , direct and control the
policies , :lds and practices of the said partncrship.

Respondents arc manufacturers of lur prodl1ds with their ofIice

and prineipal pJace of business located at 245 ,Vest 2Dth Street. , New

York , Xevv" York.
\H. 2. Respolldents are now and 1'01' some time last past have

been engagwl in t.he introduction into commerce, and in the manu-
fnetul'c for introclnctjon into commerce , and in the sa.le , advertising,
and oHering for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and dis-
trilmtion in commerce , of fur products; and have mannfactured lor
sale, sold , ad vertised , offcrcd for sn, , transported and distributed
f11l' produc.s vrhich have been made in whole or in part of lurs
"\yhich have been shipped and rcceived .in comnH'rce, as the terrns

commerce

" "

fur" and " fur prodnct" arc defined ill the Fur Prod-
\lcts Labeling Ad.

1:) . g. Certain of .micl fnr prodncts were misbranded ill that th(
\Ycre not l Lbeled as required nnder the pro\"isiolls of Section 4(2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Ad and in the manner and fonn pre-
scribed by the Hnlcs and Hcg-ulations promulgated therennder.

Among snch Inisbranded fur proc1llets, but not limited thereto
wpre :fm; products with labels \vhieh lailed to disclose that the fur

contained in tIle fur products "' as bleaehed , dyed , or otherwise flrti-
nc.inliy eolorecl , when such 'vas the fad.

\ft. 4. Certnin of said fur products were :falsely and deceptively
jnyoiced by the respondents in that tlw_y were not jnvoiced as rc-
quired by Src:tioll G(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labrlillg Act aud
the HlIles and Hegulations prornnlgated under such A.et.

Among s\1 h falseJy and decepti,-ely illvoiec(l fur products , but not
limited tlle1' , were fur products covered by invoices ,,,hich fajled
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to disc!o p that the fur products were bleached, dyed or otherwise

tlltiJi(' iH,U v eolol'cd , wIlen 811(:h wa t.he fact.
\n. 5.' The aforcsaid ncts and practices of respondents , as herein

alllwcd are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling" Act and the
Elll s ;:ncl Regulations promulgated thcreunder and const.itute UIl-
fair methods 01 competition and unfair and deccptj vo ad,s and prac-
tices in commerce under the Federal Tl'al1c Commission Act.

DECISI01' AND OnDER

TllP FeckJ',"L1 Trade Comnlisslou having initiated an investigation
of CCrLlil1 ads and practices of the respondents named in the caption
hec"cof, and the respondents having been furnished thercaftcr with a
eo)))' of a draft of complaint which the Human of Textiles a.nd Furs
proposed to prese.nt to the Commission for its consideration and
which , if issued by the Commission , vvould charge respondent,s with
violation of the Ii'edel'al Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-

Labeling Ad; a.nd
l'l1e l'e ;po!ld('nt ) n.11e1 e()1l!ls( 1 1'01' the COlllnissioll havi11g j-H'n

after execut,ed a11 ap:rc( ment containing- a eon sent order , an il(hni.s ion
by Ow n; jpoll(kllb.; of aJl the :jlwistlictioual facts set :forth in the
aforesaid dralL oJ eomplaint, H statement that the signing of said

agTeemt nt is Jor settJmnPllt purposes on ly and docs not constitute an
:Hhnission by respondent.s that the law has been violated as alleged

in such eornpla1nt , and waivers and otht r provisions as required by
the Conllnission s Hules; a.nd

The Conunis jon Iw, ving thcreafter considered the matt,er and hav-
ing det.ol'lT ined that it has rl' :1S0n to beli(we that the respondents
have vio1nt.ecl t.he saiel Aets, and that complaint should issue stating
its cllal'gDS in that respect, and having thereupon accept( d the exc-
cntr,d conscnt; agl'crment awl placed such agreement on the public
record for a period of thirty 

UW) days, now in further conformity
1vith the proeednl'C' J)I' pscribed in 34 (b) of the H.nles , tho Commis-
sion hereby issl!es its corn plaint , makes the following jurisdictional
findings , ancl enters the following order;

1. Respondent :Manis & Steve Furs is a partnership organized ) ex-
isting Hnd doing business under the laws of the State oi New York
with it.s oflico and principal place of business located at 245 'Vest
2Dth Street e\v York, Now York.

Respondents St.ylianos Tseas and IVranis Antzoulatos arc individ-
nal copartncrs in the said partnership. They formula.te, direct and
control the policies, acts and practices of said partnership. Their ad-
dress is the ::mme as that of said partnership.
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2. The J1 edcral Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the proceed-

ing is in the publ ie interest.
ORDER

J t is ()T(lererl That respondent ThIanis & Steve Furs, a partnership,
and respondents StyIianos Tseas and .Manis Antzoul!ltos, individu-
ally and as cOp:u. t1H rs trading as :Manis & Steve Furs or undcl' any

other name , and respondents ' representatives , agents and employees
dircctly or through any corporate or other device , in connection with
the introduction, or manufacture for introduction into cOInrnerce , or
the sale, advertising or oHeJ'ing for sa,le in commerce , or the trans-
p01'tation or distribution in commerce , of any fur product; or in

connection with tbe Im1lufacturc~ for sale, sale , advertising, of1'el'ing
1m' sale , transportation or distribution of any fur product which is
made in \vhoJe or in part of ful' which has been shipped and re-
ceived ill commerce, as the terms "commerce

" "

fur" and " fur pl'od-
uet" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act, do :forthwith

cease and desist frOITl:
1. I\Iisbranding any fur product by failing t.o ainx a label to

f:uch -fill' product showing in words and figures plainly legible
alJ of the infol'wation required to be djsclosed by each or the
sulJsediolls of Section 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Falsely 01' deceptively in voicing any fur product by failing
to furnish an in voice, as the teTIn "invoice" is defined in the Fur
Produets Lr;JJeling Ad, showing in wOl'ds and Ji9;l1l' PS pbiJlJy lpg-
ibJn all t.he information requ))'('d to be disclosed by each of thl
subsedjons of Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling
Act.

1/ i8 .htTt/rpr oTdm' That the respondents hen'-1n shn, , witbjn

sixty (nO) clays after servlce, upon tho.ln of t.his order, fie \,,'ith the
Commission a n port, in \vriting, Sl: t.t;llg fort.h in deht J t.h( mamwl'
and form in which they have eomplied \vith this order.

IN TIn: J\L\' n UF

s. GARBER , INC. , ET AL.

COKSEI\ T mlDER , ETC. , IN HRGARD TO THE ALLEG" D VIOLATION 01"
TIIB FEDERAL TIL DE COl\1:MISSION AND ' I"IIE PUR PIWDUCTS

I..BELING ACTS

Docket 0-1760. C01nplaint , Julll 1!J70-DccIsion , July 1970

Consent order requiring a Chicago , Ill., dealer in furs La ('ease falsely invoicing
its fur productl:,
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