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figurcs plainly legible all tho information
dosed by each of the subsections of Section

roducts Labeling Act,
2. Representing, dircct1y or by implication , on an invoice that

the fur or the fu!' contained in such fur product is natural when
such fur is pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwise artifi-
cially colored.

It .i8 fUTthe1' oTdeTed That the respondent herein shall , within
sixty (GO) days aItcr 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 has complied with this order.

required to he dis-
5(b)(1) of the Fur

IN TIlE :\L\TTEf: OF

A. SABITH FURS INC. ET AL.

CO:\SK:\T onDEn , ETC. , 11' m GAlm TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF

THE FEDETV\J, THAIn: co n.n.sSION AND THE );'UR pnODUCTS
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Conscnt order requiring a :-cw York City mnlJufactul"el' of furs to cease mis-
branding-, btlseJr illyoidng and deceptively gm\ranh ('ilJg Us fur products.

COMl'LAINT

Pursuant to the pl'oyisions of the Federa.l Trade Commission Act
HI1(l the Fur Products Laheling Act , and by virtuc of the authority

yp,

sted in it by said Acts , the FedcJ'al Trade Comlnission , having
ren,son to believe t.hat A. Sabith Furs , Inc. , a corporation, and Abra-
InuTl A. Sabit.h , individual1y and as an offcer or sa-id corporation
hercinafter referred to as rcspondent.s , have viola.ted the provisions
of said Acts and the Rules and Hegulations promulga.ted lindeI' the
Fur Products Labeling Act, and it a.ppearing to the Comu1ission

t.hat a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the public in-
ten' , hereby issl1cS its complaint stating its charges in that respect
as fol1o\Vs:

\HACIL\I'H 1. Hespondent A. Sabit.h
organized , existing and doing business
laws of the Stilte of J\cw York.

Individual respondent Abraham Sabith is an offeer of said coJ'-

Fill'S , Inc. , is a corporation
under and by viJ'tue of the
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"".
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poration. lIe formulates, directs and controls the policies, acts and
practices of said corporation , including those hereinafter referred to.

Hespondents are manufacturers of fur products with their offce
and principal place of business Jocated at 227 ,Vest 29th Street, New
York , New York.

PAR. 2. Respondents are now and for some time last past have
been (~ngag( d in the introduction into commerce, and in the manu-
facture for introduction into cornrnerce , and in the sale, advertising,
find oJfering for sale in commerce , and in the transportation and dis-
tribution in commerce, of fur products; and have manufactured ior
sale, sold, advertised , ofl'ered for sale , transported and distributed
fur produds \vhich have been made in whole or in part of fUTs
which have been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms
commerce

" "

fur" and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act

PAIL 3. Cert.ain of said fur products were misbranded in that they
WHe falsely and deceptively labeled to show that the fnr contained
then in was "color altered" when in fact such fur was "dyed" in vio-
lation of Section 1(1) ofthe Fm Products Labe1ing Act.

PAIL 4,. Certain of sajd fur products were misbranded in thnt they
'.vere 110t btbeJecl as required under the provisions of Section 4(2) of
the Fur Products Labehng' Act and in the manner and form pre-
scribed by the Hules and Hcgulations promulgated thereunder.

AnlOng sueh nrishrandecl fur products, but not limited thereto
W8re fur products with labels which failed to disclose that the ful'
contained in the fur products ,vas dyed , when such was the faet.

. 5. Cert. lin 01 said fur products were faJsely and c1eeeptively
invoicetl by respondents In that they were not invoiced as required
by Sect.ion 5 (b) (1) of the _Fur J")roducts LabeJjng Act and the Rules
and Hcgulat.:ons promulgated under said Act.

AnlOng :-nch faJst Jy and (lcccptively invoieed Ju,' lwoc1ucts , hut not
limited the1' , 'lven; fur pl'odllcts covered by inyoiecs which failed
to c1jselo e tlmt t.he 1ur eontaincd in the illr prodncts was dyed
when sneh \',i1.S the :fact,

\n. (L Ccrtnin .of snid fur products -were fa1scJy fmd deceptively
innjiced jll tlwt aicl fur products Vlel'C in\' oicecl Lo show that the
fur eOlltainccl the.rein 'lvas Efltund , \vhen in fact such fur vvas
pointed ) blcacl1ld , dyed , tip- dyed .or othcnvise a.rtifieial1y colored , in
yjolation or Sedion 5 (b) (:2) of the -Fur Products Lnbding Act.

PAP. 7. l e3poJ)dcJlts fUl'lisJwd false gllarnnUes that eertnin of

their 1n1' prod\!cts \vera not misbranded , falsely invoiced or falsely
ftd n rtis€;c1 \vhen respondents in furnishing such guaranties had refL-
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son to believe that fur products so falsely guarantied would be in-
troduced , sold, transported or distributed in commerce, in violation
of Section 10 (h) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAn. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as herein
alleged in Paragraphs Throe through Seven arc in violation of the
Fur Products Labeling Act and the Hulas and Regulations promul-

gated thereunder and constitute unfair ulCthods of competition and
unfair and deceptive acts and practices in cummerce undor the Fcd
eral Trade Corn mission Act.

CISIO AND OmH

The Federal Trade Commission having illiUatcd an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondent.s named in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished theJ'ca.fter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Burcau of TextiJes and Furs
proposed to present to the COlInnission for its consideration and
which, if issued by the COlnmission , would charge respondents with
violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Aet; and

The rcspondents and counsel for the Commission having thereaf-
ter exeeutecl an agreement containing a consent order, an admission
by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
aforesaid draft of compJaint, a statement that the signing of said

agreement is for settlmnent purposes only and does not constitute an
admission by respondents that the law has been violated as alleged
in such cOlnplaint , and ,vaivel's and other provisions as required by
the Commission s Hulas; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the lTIa.tter and hav-
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents

havc violatcd the s"id Acts , and that complaint should issue stating
its charges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the exe-
cuted consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public
record for" pcriod of thirty (30) days, not in further conformity
with the proccdure prescrihed in 34 (b) of its Rules, the Commis-
sion hereby issues its complaint, makes the following jurisdictional
findings , and enters the following order:

1. Respondcnt A. Sabith Furs, Inc. , is
existing and doing business under and by
State of N ew York.

Hespondent Abraham A. Sabith is an offcer of said corporation.

a corporation organized

virtue of the 1" ws of the
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He formulates , directs and controls the acts , practices and policies or
said corporation,

Respondents are manufacturers of :fur products with their offce
and principal place of business located at 227 'Vest 29th Street , Ncw
York, J\ew York.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proceeding and of tbe respondents, and the proceed-

ing is in the public interest,
omn

It is 01'de1' That respondents A. Sabith 1 urs, Inc., a corpora-
tion , and its oflicers, and Abraham A. Sabith , individually amI as an
olfeer of said corporation , and respondents ' representatives , agents
and employees , directly or through any corporate or other device , in
connection with the introduction, or manufacture for introduction

into commerce, or the sale , advertising or offering :for sale in com-
merce, of any fur product; or in connection with the manufactuTc
for sale, soJe, advertising, offering for sale, transportation or distri-
bution or any fur prodnet which is made in whole or in part or fur
which has been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms
commerce

" "

fur" and "fur product" a.re defined in thelt1.1T Prod-
ucts Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. :Ylisbranding fur products by:

1. Representing, directly or by implication , on labels , that
the fur contained in such fur products is "color altered
when such fur is dyed.

2. Fail ing to affx labels to fur products showing, on one
side of the label, all of the information required to be dis-
closed hy each of the suhsections of Section 4(2) or the Fnr
Products Labeling Act.

D. Falsely or deeepti vely invoicing fur products by:
L Representing, directly or by implication, on invoices

that the fur contained in the fur product is natural when
such fur is pointed , bleached , dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise

artificially colored.
2, Fajling to :furnish invoices , as the term "invoice" is de-

fined in the Fur Products Labeling Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legibJe all the information required to

. be discJosed by each of the subsections of Section 5 (h) (1)
of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

1 t is fU1'ther orde1'ed 'l' hat A, Sabith Fnrs, Inc. , a corporation
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and Abraham A. Sabith , individually and as an offcer of said corpo-
ration, and respondents' representatives, agents and employees, di-
rectly or through auy corporate or other device, do forthwith cease

and desist from furnishing a false guaranty that any fur product is
not misbranded, falsely invoiced or falsely advertised when the re-
spondcnts have reason to believc t.hat such fur product may be intro-
dneed , sold , transported or distributed in commerce.

It 18 further ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent s1Ich as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence
of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries
or any othcr chang;e in the corporation which may affect compliance
obligations arising out of the order.

It ,is further ordered That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with dist.ribut.e a copy of this order to each of its operating divi-
swns.

It is lnrtlwr ordered That respondents herein shall , within sixty
(60) days after service UpOll them of this order , file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with this order.

IN TIlE l\L\'JTEr: OF

MALVIA C. P1TTNA l '1".\)),,,: AS MALVTA PUTNAM
CHENIIJ

CONSJ';NT OIWEP. , ETC. IN REGAim TO THE ALLEGED vroLA'rrO

'1111: FFfH:r:. \L Tf:. \!)E (,()M u.s. ;rn:- .\NiI TirE Vf,.\;\OL\!:LE L\,anCS C'l'S

IJod;ct C 17i:r;. ('(mllikinf , Jul!! n. J,!,O- J)(;ci. ion , ,July 1., 1970

Con:-l'nt nni!. r n'q,'i:. jJ!g- a ltl''-:H' a. (;;).. ;!!1n!!f,l(:ttll'er and diktrilJutm. of Wf'ar-
ill;: 'f.Pl'; ('l. indudi:1C: r:hClli1!e n,!,('s. 10 ('(';low im(lorl.ng, selling or
t\'

,\!'

:'lH". t'll (1;\;lg-c' r!)llsl:' f!:uu!ua\J!e iY(':U

COJ\I:IJ,AINT

ll' SU,l.nt. ;.0 (Le provisions of thr, Fcclerd Trade Commission Act
and the 1'1: nUHabJe Fabrics A. , and by virtue of the nuthorit

vestl'rl i l it l1 \C .said Acts. the clcl"aJ Trnde Comrnissioll , !l,wlng
reason to lJeh:;n that ;'I,dvia C. Putnam n individu:t1 t.rading as

i\lalvi:! P\, nm Ct!rniHcc" hereit aftcr rd"xL'Nl (n as r(',spond( nt has

violated tIle IH'ovi:5Io!lS oJ said Acts , and the Rules and Regulation:;


