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It 1:8 red That the respondents herein shaH, withinfw,the1' orde'


sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the 
Commisison a report in writing setting forth in detail the manner 
and :form in which they have complied with this order. 

IN THE l\fATTER OF
 

LOUIS WEISSMA"I INC. ET AL. 

CONSENT ORDER TC. IN REGAIW TO THE AJ..LEGED VIOLATIO:" OF THE 

FEDERAL TRADE COJ\BUSSIOK AND THE Fun PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS 

Docket 0-1803, Uom1Jlah , Sept. 1970- lJcc'ision , Sept. 1910 

Consent order requiring New York City wholesalers of fur products to cease 
falsely invoicing their fur products.
 

COl\:IPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the. Federal Trade Commission Act 
a.nd the Fur Products Labeling Ad, and by vili;ue of the authority 
vested jn it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having 
reason to believe tlwt Louis 'Yeissman , Inc. , a corporation, and Louis 
VV( iSSmall , individually alld as an offc( r of s,Lid corporation , herein­
after referred t.o as respondents, have violated the provisions of said 
Acts and the Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Fur 
Products Labe1ing Act, and it appca,ring to the Commission that it 
proceeding by it in resped tlwrcof would be in the pub1ic interest 
hereby i.sstl s its complaint stating its charges in that respect as 
folJows: 

PARAGRAl'I- 1. Respondent Louis '\Veissman Ine. , is a corporation 
organized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the 
1n\VS of the State of New York. 

Hesponclent Louis ' \Veissman is an offcer of the corporate re­
spondent. lIe formulates , directs and controls t.w policies, acts and 
practices of the said corporate n spondcnt induding those hcrein­
a-Hp- l' set forth. 

Hespondents arc wholesalers of furs with tllOir offce and principal 
pinee 0-( business located at 103 "'Vest 30t.h Street, New York, New 
Ymk 

PAR 2. Ilcspondents are now and for some time last past have 
bCPll engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the sale, ad­
yertising, and oifering for sale in commerce, and in the transport.a­
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tion and distribution in commerce, of :fur products; and have. sold 
advertised, offered for sale, tl'anspol't( d and distributed fur products 
which have been made in whole or in part or furs which have been 
shipped and received in eomm( rCC; and have introduced into cOJn­

lIerc( , sold, advertised and offered for sale in commerc( and trans­
ported 1Id distributed in commerce, furs, as the terms "commc.l"c(:/' 
fur" and " fur product" arc defined in the Fur Products Labeling 

Act. 
P AU. :1. Certain of said fur products or furs were falsely and c1p­

ceptively invoic( d by the respondents in that they were not invoiced 
as required by Section 5 (b) (J) of the Fm Products Labding Act 
and the Rules and Hcgulations promulgated under such Act. 

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products or furs 
but not limited thereto, were fur products or furs covcred by in­

voices which failed to disclose that t.he furs or the fur contained in 
the fur products were bleached , dyed or otherwise artificially col­
ored, when such was the fact. 

P AH. 4. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents, as 
allcged herein , are in violation of the, 1' u1' Products Labeling Act 
and the Hu1es and Regulations promulgated thereunder and consti­
tute unfair methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts 
and practices in commerce und( r the Fedcral Trade Commission A,ct. 

DECISION AKD ORDJm 

The li'ederal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation 
of certain acts and practices of the rcspondents na.mecl in the capbon 
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thereafter with 
copy of a draft of complaint 'which tlw Bureau of Textiles and Furs 
proposed to present to the Commission for its eonsideration and 
which, if issued by the Conunission , V-lulc1 charge respondents with 
violation of th( Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod­

ucts Labeling Act; and 
The respondent and counsel for the Commission having thcrcaiLer 

executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission by 
the respondents of an the jurisdictional fads set forth in the afore­
said draft of complaint, a statement thaL the signing of said agree­

ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an ad­
mission by respondents that the law lias been violated as allcgea in 
such complaint, and waivers and other provisions as requir(:d by the 
Commission s Rules; and 

The Commission having thereafter considered the mattcr and 
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having determined thnt it ha.d reason to be1ievc that the respondents 
have violated the said Acts, and tlmt cOlnplaint should issue stating 

its charges in t.hat respect, and having thereupon accepted the exe­
cuted consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public 
record for a period of thirty (30) days, now in further conformity 
with the proccdure prescribed in Section 2.34 (b) of its Rules, the 
Commission here-by issucs its complaint, makPB the following juris­
dictional findings, and enters the fol1owing order: 

1. Respondent Louis 'V cissman , Inc., is a corporati.on organized 
existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the 
Skte of New York. 

Respondent Louis "'V cissman is an offcer of said corporation. 1-Ie 

formulates, directs and controls the acts , practices and policies of 
said corporation.
 

Respondents arc wholcs,dcrs of fur produds with their offce and 
principal place of busi11'sS located at 103 West 30th Street, Ncw 
Yark, New Yark. 

2. The Fcderal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject 
matter of this proceeding and of the respondcnts, and the procceding 
is in the pub1ic interest.
 

ORDER 

J t is ordered That Louis ,V cissm-an , Inc. , a corporation, and its 
offeers, iLnd Louis vVcissman , individually and as an offcer of said 
corporation, alld respondents' 1';prcscntativcs , agents and employees 
directly or through any corporate or other device, in connection with 
the int.roduction into comnJeI'ce, or the sale, advertising or offering 

for sale in commerce, or the transportation or distribution in com­
merce , of any :fur product; or in connection with the sale, advertis­
ing- oi:' cring for sale, tl'ansport ltion or distribution of any fur 
product which is made in whole or in part of fur which has been 

shipped and received in commerce; or in connection with the intro­
duction into commerce, or the sale., advertising or oire-ring for sale 
in commerce, or the transportation or distribution in commerce, of 
furs , as the terms "comrnCrCl\ fur" and "fuT produot" are defined 
in he Fur Products Labeling Act, do forthwith ce:tse and desist 
from falsely or decept.ively invoicing :furs or fur products by failing 
to -lllTnish an invoice as the term "invoice" is defined in the I, 
Pl'oduc. s Labeling Act, showing in words and figures plainly legible 
all the information requil'ed to be disclosed by Seotion 5 (b) (1) of 
th( Fur Products ,Labeling Act. 

It ,is f'urtheT ordered That rcspondent-s notify th( Commission at 
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least 30 days prior to any proposcd change in the corporate 1'C­

sponc1('nt such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the 
emergence of a successor corpora60n , the creation or dissolution of 
subsidiaries or any other change in the c.orporation which may nJfect 
compliance obligations arising out of t,he order. 

It s further orde1'ed That the respondent corporation shall fort.h­
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions. 

f t is .f1/"1'ther oTdered That respondents herein shan within sjxty 
(60) days after service upon them of this order, file. with the Com­
mission a report in writing, setting forth in dl tail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with this order. 

11\T THE MATTER OF 

DIPAK ROY TRADING AS INDIA CHAFTS 

COKSEXT ORDEn, ETC. , IN HEGAHD TO 'rHE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
 

THE FmmI:AI, TRAI)E cO::fMISSION , TIlE TEXTILE FIBER PHODUCTS
 

IDE)lTIFICATION AND THE FLU1.ABLE FABRICS ACTS
 

Doe7cet 0-180-'. Complaint , Sept. 1970-Dec1sion, Sept. 1910 

Consent order requiring a San Francisco, Calif, retailer of scarfs, to ceflse 

marketing dangerom;ly flammabJe scarfs, and other items flId misJJranding 
ti.xtie fiber products. 

COAII' LAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
the FlammabJe Fabrics Act, as amended, and the TextiJe Fiber 
Products Identification Act, and by virtue of the authority vested 
in it by said Acts , the Federal Trade Commission, having reason to 
believe tha.t Dipak Roy, an individual trading as lndia Craf.ts , here-
ina-Her referred to as respondent, has violated the provisions of said 
Ads, a,nd the Rules and Regulations proIIulg2,ted under the Flam­
mable Fabrics Act, as amended, and the Textile Fiber Products 
Identification Aot, and it appearing to the Commission that a pro­
ceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the pub1ic interest , here­
by issues its complaint, stating its charges in that respect as follows: 

PAR \G:!ArH 1. H.espondent Dipak I-oy is an individual t nding as 
India Crofts.
 

Respondent is engaged in the sale and distribution of various tex­
tjlc fiber products , ineludillg bdies scarfs with his oflce and princi­


