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n4: Order

(,CI'. That it shall be a defense herewHler for rcspondent 1.0

cstal )1ish that a fOITn containing a statement prohibited by
this paragraph (cl) is sent only to debtors against whom final
judgments have been obtained.

2. Using any envelope for debt collection purposes:
i\. "ddeh appears to be, or simulates, an offcial or gov-

ernmental envelope;

b. which purports to come from a party other than

respondent;
c. w11ich contains a 'Vashington , D. , return address

without disclosing in a prominent place, in clear language
and in type at Jeast as large as the largest type used on
said envelope, respoIHh nt' s name and the fact that the
enclosed forms do not COTne from the United StatpE
Government:

d. which contains the
Is Confidential No Onc
ment of similar import.

g. Hp,prescnting dire,ctly or hy implication , that legal action
will be ins6tnted against an aJlcged delinquent debtor unless

sllch legal action will in fact be instituted as represented if

th( debtor fails to make payment or otherwise settle his account.
4. Using Hny form questionnaire, or other debt collection

communic.ntion , whether written or oral , which docs not clearly
and conspicuously disclose that the purpose of such commu
nication is to obtrdn information concerning an al1cged delin-
qnent debtor or to collect an alleged delinquent account.

It '18 further ordered That respondent herein shall , within sixty
(60) days aftor service upon him of this order, file with the Cmn-
mission a n port in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form of his compliance with thjs order.

sta temen t
EJse 1ay

The Form Enclosed
Open" or any state-
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NAT ABRAYrS FURS , INC., ET AL.

CONRENT OHDER! ETC., IX REGAUD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF 1'11E

YEDEHAL TH.ADE CO:MMIS.sWl\- AND TJJF, :FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACT
Docket 0-1779. Complaint , Aug. 1.1, 1970-lJecl8ion , Aug. 1.970

ConRent ord('r requiring' a New York City manufacturer of fur products to
cease misbranding and falsely or deceptively invoicing its furs.
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C03IPLAINT

Pursuant to the provi iollS of the Federal Trade Cnmmission Act
and the l l1r Products Labeling Act , and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Act.s the Federal Trade Commission , having
rea,son to believe that at AbraITls I nrs Inc. , a corporation, and
Nat Abrams , individual1y and as an oiIcer of said corporation
hereinafter referrctl to as respondents , hilXC violated the provisions
of said Acts and the Rules and Hegnlat.ions promulgated under the
Fur Products Labeling Ad, and -it appearing to the Commission
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:

PAR. 1. Respondent Nat A_brams Furs , Inc. , is a corpoI'ntion orga-
nized , cxisting and d01ng business under and by virtue of thc laws
of the State of New Yark.

Individual respondent Xat Abrams is an offcer of said corporation.
He formulates, direets and controls the policies, acts and praeticcs

of said corporation , including those hereinafter l'Ciferred to.
Rcspondents arc mnnufacLnI"'l's of fur products with their offce

amI prineipal plncc of business located at iI- I;) Scventh \vpnuc , New
York , X ew York.

\H. 2. Hespondents arc now and for some time last past have
been engaged in th0 introduction into commerce, and in the manu-
faet, :for introdnction into commerce , and in the sale, advertising,
and offm-ing for sale in COinmerce, and in the transportation and
distribut.ion in C01Tnnercp, of fur produets; and haNe lllanufacturcd
for sale , sold , advertised, offered for sa Ie. transported and distributed
f11r products which have been Ylmdc in ,,,hole or in part of fllTS
whieh have been sh-ipped and rcecin d in commerce, as the terms

comrrwrce

" "

fur" and " fur product" are defined in tlw Fur Prod-
uct.;; Labeling Act.

-\H. 3. Certain of said fur produets wcrr" misbranded in that they
v;/ere fa.Jsp"jy a.nd deeept.ivcly labeled to show that fur eontained
therein was natnraL when in fact such fnr vms pointed , bleaehed
dyed, tip-dYNL or otherwise art-ficin 11y colored, in violation of
Sp('Hon 4(1) of the Fur Products L:1beling Act.

'\R. 4. Certain of said fur prodl1ct.s wcre misbranded in that
they weTe not blwlrd as TPCjlljrC'(l under the prnvjsions of Section 
(2) of the Fllr Products LabeJing Ad and in the manner and form
pTeS(Tih-d by 01C Hulcs and Regn1ations promulgated thereunder.

Among sueh misbranded fur prodllcts, lmt not limited t.hereto
wer(' fnT products I'lith labels whieh failed t.o disclose that the fnT
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contained in the fnr prodncts was c1yed when such was the fact.
PAH. 5. Certa,in of said -fur products were falsely and de,ccptively

invoiced by respondents in that they were not invoiced as required

bv Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and Regulations prOlTIlllgated under said Act.

\mong s11ch falsely and deceptively invoieed fnr products but
not Em.itcd thereto 1 were fur products covered by invoices which
failed to disclose that the fur contained in the fur products was

dVed, when such was the fact.
. PA . 6. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced in that said fur products were invoiecd to show that the
fur contained therein was natural when in fai3t such fur ,vas pointGd
bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise artificially colored, in viola-

tion of Section 5 (b) (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as herein

alleged arc in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
Rules and Reguhtions promulgated thereunder and constitute un-
fair methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and

practices in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISIOX AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certain a.cts and practiees of the respondents named in the ca.p-

tion hereof, and the respondents haying been furnished thereafter

with a copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Textiles
and Furs proposed to present to the Commission for its considera-
tion and which, if issued by the Commission , would charge re-
'pondente with violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act; and

The re,spondents and counsel for the Commission having there-
after executed a.n agreement contajning a. consent order, an admis-
sion by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in
the aforesaid draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of

said agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not con-

stitute an admission by respondents that the law has been violated
as alleged in such complaint , and waivers and other provisions as
required by the Commission s Rules; and

The Conlmission having thereafter considered the matter and
having determined that it had reason to believe that the respond-
ents have violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue
stating its charges in that respect and having thereupon acceptcd

t.he executed consent and agreement and placed s11eh agreement on the
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public record for fl. period of thirty (;30) days , now in furl;1w,
conformity with the procedure prescribed in Ii 2.34(b) of its Rules
the Commis ion hereby issues it.s complaint , makes the following
jurisdictional findings , and enters the following order:

1. I-wspondcnt at Abrams Furs , Tnc. , is a corporation organizf'Al
existing and doing bnslness under and by virtue of the laws of the

State of New York.
Respondent N at

forrrmlates, directs
said corporation.

Respondents arc manufacturers of fnI' produ0ts with their office

and principal place of business located at 345 Seventh A venue

New York, New York.
2. The Federal Trade Commission has jl1risdiotion of the subject

matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the proceed-

ing is in tbe public interest.

brams is an offcer
and controls the acts

of said corporation. I-

practices and policies of

ORDER

It is ordered That respondents :Nat Abrmns Furs, Inc. , a corpo-
ration , a,nu :it.s offcers, and Nat Abrams, individuany and as an
ofJecr of said corporation, and respondents ' representatives , agents

and employees dircdly or through any corpOl ate or other device

in connection with the introduction, or manufacture for introduc-

tion, into com.mcree, or the sale, advertising or offering for sale
lTl eommcrcc, of any inr prodnct: or in eOTIwA'tion with the manu-
facture for sale , sale, advertising, offering for sale , transportation
or rlistribution of any fur product whieh is made in whole or in
part of fur whieh 1ms been shipped and rocived in commerce, as
the terms "commerce

" "

fur" and " fur product" arc defined in the
Fur Prodncts LabeJing Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. fjsbranding fnr products by:

1. Representing-, directly Or by implication , on la.bels that
t.he fur contained in any fnr product is natural when the
fur contained t,herein is pointed, bleached , dyed, tip-dyed
or ot.herwise artificially colored.

2. Fai1ing to affx labels to fur prodncts showing in words
and figures plainly legibJe all of the information required
to be disc10sed by each of the subsections of Section 4(2)

of the 1j'UT Products Labeling Act.
D. Falsely or deceptively invoic.ing- fnr products by:

1. Failing t.o fnrnish invoicE's, as the term " invoiec" is
defined in t.he Fur Products Labeling Act, showing in
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words n.ncl figurcs plainly legib1e all the infor:natioJl re-
quired to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Sec-

tion 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products r,!tbeling Act.
2. Hcpresenting, directly or by implication, on invoices

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

artifieiaJly colored.

J t is furtho' ofjcTcd That respondents notify tile Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond-
ent such as dissolution, assignment or sale resulting in the emer-

gence of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of sub-
sidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may affect
eompliance obligations ari9ing out of the order.

It Vi further' ordend That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distrrbllte a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It Vi further oTdered That respondents herein shall , within sixty
(60) days after scrvice upon them of this order, file with the Com-
mission a report, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in whieh they have complied with this order.

IN THE j\fATTER OF

KADIJfA , INC. , ET AL.

CO:;SENT ORDER, ETC. I REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATIOX OF TIlE FED-

EHAL TRADE COftnnSSlO ANn '1H.I: TEXTILE .FIBER PRonVCTS IDENTIFICA-

TION ACTS

Docket 0-1"/80. Uomplaint , Any. IS , 19'/'O- f)('isIon , Aug. J.), 1.9'

Consent order re-ulring a Pinellns Park, Fla., mnnufaetnrt r of boys ' wear
to cease viola'ting the Textile !j ilJer Products Identification Act by mis-
branuing its t.extie fiber products.

CO;\IPLAIKT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federa1 Trade Commission Act
and the Textile Fiber Prodllds Identification Act , and by virtue
of the authority ve5tetl in it by s!tiel Aets , the Fedeml Trade Com-
mission, having rcnson to believe that E':adima , Inc., a corporation
fwd S:1mnel Barnch , inc1h--dually and as an offcer of said COl"PO-
ration, hereinafter reJprred to flS respondents , have violated the
provisions of said Ads a.nd the Hllle and Hegnlations promul-


