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of illstrudion , or the comparability of any subject or course of 
instruction given by respondents with any other schoo1. 

11. IV pre.'cnting, directly or by implication, that stuchmts 

will receive instruction in conversational Spanish or that stu­
dents wi!1 receive training through practical exercise in fcncing
 

or mOdeI'll dance unless such is the fact; or misrepresenting, in 

any other lnanner , the curriculum , subjects , method or instruc­
tion 01' training that students receive. 

12. Heprescnting, directly or by implication, that respondents
 

offer courses of instruction which qualify students to be airline 
stewardesses; or misrepresenting in any manner, the position or 
positions which a student will be (J1mlified for as the result of 
aUcnding any conrse which respondents offer. 

13. Failing todeJivcr a copy of this order to cease and dpiSist 
to al1 prcscnt and future salcsmen or other persons engaged in 
the sale of respondents ' courses or services , and failing to securc 
from each such salesman or oUlcr person a signed statmncnt ac­
lmo\vledging receipt of said order. 

It '/8 That the respondents herein shall, withinfltrther ordered
 
sixty (60) d"ys "fieI' service upon them 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. 

IN THE MATTER OF
 

BENJAMIN GREENBERG 

C() .sE: .n' OIWEH , ETC., IN HEGAHD TO THE ALLEm D VIOLA'lON OP THE
 
FEDERAL TRADE COM).iISSlON AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABFLING ACTS
 

Docket C-1818. Complaint, Nov. 1", 19iO-Decision, Nov. 1" , 1970 

Consent order requiring a l\ ew York City manufacturer and wholesaler of furs 
to cease misiJranding ,or deceptively invoicing his iur products.
 

COMPLAIN 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fedcral Tl'ade Commission Act 
and the Fur Products LabeJing Aet, and by virtue of the authority 
vesten in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that Benjamin Greenberg, an indivldual trading as 
Benjamhl Greenberg, hcreinaHcr reIcned to as respondent, has vio­
lated the provisions of said Acts and the Ilules and Regulations pro­
mulgatcd. uI\der the Fur Products . Labcling Act, and it appearing to 
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the Conunission 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: 
PARAGHArU 1. Respondent Benjamin Gre,enberg is an individual 

trading as Benjarnin Greenberg. 
Respondent is a Inanufacturer and wholesaler of fur products with 

his offce and principal phtce of business located ..I, 150 1Vest 30th 
Strcet, New York, New York. 

PAR. 2. Respondent is now and for some time last past has been 
engaged in the introduction into commerce , and in the manufacture 
for introduction into commerce, and in the sale , advertising, and 
offcring for sale in commerce, and in the transportation and dis­

tribution in commerce, of fur products; and has manufactured for 
sale, sold , advertised , offered for sale, transported and distributed fur 
products which have been made in whole or in part of furs which 

have been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms "com 
meree fur" and "fur product' are defined in the Fur Products 
Labeling Act. 

Pf\R. 3. Certain of said fnr products were 1nisbrandcu in that they 
wll\e not Jabeled as required undcr thc provisions of Scction 4(2) of 
the Fur Products Labeliug Act and in the manner and form pre­
scribcd by the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, 

Among such misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto 
werc fur products with labels which failed to disclose that the fur 
contained in the fur products was dyed, when such was the fact. 

PAll, 4, Certain of said fur products were falsely and der.eptively 
invoiced by the respondent in that they were not invoiced as required 

by Seetion 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Laheling Ad and the Rules 
and Regulations promulgated under such Act. 

Among sueh falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but not 
hmitcd thereto, were fur products covered by invoiees which failed 

to disclose that the Iur conta.ined in the fur products was dyed, \\hen 
sueh was the fact. 

PAR. 5. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent , a.s herein 
alleged, are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the 
Rules and Heg-ulations promulgated thereunder and const1tute UIl­
fail' methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and prac­
tices in comnH rCf', under the Federal Trade Commission Act. 

CISION AND OnDER 

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigat;ion 
of certain acts and pracbces of the respondent named in the caption 
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hcrcof, fInd the respondent having beon furnished thereafter with a 
copy of a draft 'of comp1aillt which the Bureau of COllslUl1er Protec­
tion , Division of Tcxtil( s and Fnrs proposed to presC'nt to the Com­
nli8 ion for its consic1eJ'atioll and which , if issued by the Commission 
would eharge respondent "yith violation of the Federal Trade Com­
mission Act and the Fur Products Labeling Act; and 

The l'cspona( nt and cOHnsel for the Commission having thereaftcr 
executed an agreement containing a consent order , an admission by 
the respondent of all the jurisdictional fads set forth in the aforesaid 
draft of compla, int, a statement that the signing of said agreement is 
for settlement purpose.c. only and does not constitute an admission by 
respondent that the law has ber,n violatr,d as alleged in such com­
plaint. , a,nd waivers and other provisions as l'eqnircd by the Commis­
sion s Rnles; and 

The Commisslon having thercafter considered the matter and hav­
ing determined that it has rcason to believe that the respondfmt has 
vioJate(l the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating its 
charges in that respect, and having thereupon aeeepted the cxecnted 
conscnt agreement and placed such agreement on the public mc"ord 

for a pcriod of thirty (80) days, now in further conformity witl lle 
34 (b) of jts Rules, the Commission hereby 

issues its complaint, makes the following jurisdictional fmdings, and 
enters the fol1owing order: 

procedure prescrihed in 


1. Respondent Henj,amin Greenberg is Ul -individu,al trading as 
Benjamin Greenberg ,,,ith his otHcc and principal place of business 
Jocated :It 150 .Vest 30th Street, New York, New York. 

H.espond( nt is a manufacturer and wholesaler of fur products. 
2. The Fedcral Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject 

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

ORDER 

It ,is order' That respondent Benjamin Greenberg, individually 
and trading as Benjamin Greenberg or under any other trade name 
and r(' spondent's represent.atives, agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device , in connection 'with the intro­
duction , or ma,llufacturc for introduction, into commerce, or the sale 
advertising or oil'ering for sale in com'merce, or the transportation or 
distribution ill commerce, of any fur product, or in cOllnection with 
the manufacture for sale, sale , advertising, ofl'cring for sale , transpor­
tation or distribution , of any fur product which is made ill whole or 
in part or fur which has been shipped and received -in commerce, as 



1466 

.."')l1J.V.L.L.." UHbbJ.'-'b.l".. ..-:V. 

))ecisjonand Order
 

the terms "commerce " "fur" and "fur product" are defined in the 
Fur Products Labe1ing Act, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

L Misbranding any fn" product by failing to affx a label to 
such fur product showing in words and ill figures plainly legible 
all of thc inform!1tion required to be disclosed by eaeh of the 
subsections of Section 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act,
 

2, FaJsely or deceptively invoicing any fur product by failing 
to furnish an invoice , as the ternl "invoice" is dciined in the Fur 
Products L 1beling Act, showing in words and figures plajnly 
legible an thc inform!1tion reqnired to bc disclosed hy each of 
the subsections of Section !J(b) (1) of thc Fur Products Labeling
 

Act. 
It is further ordered That the respondent herein sha11 , within 

sixt.y (60) days after service upon him of th:is order, rue with the 
Commission a report, jn writing, setting forth in detail the manner 
and form:in which he has complied with this order. 

IN THE MATl"ER OF
 

NORMAN I AYE FURS, lNC" ET AL. 

CONS1':NT ORDER , ETC., IN REGARD ')'0 THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF TIlE 
FEDEfu\I. THADE COMMISSION AND '1'1110 FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS 

Docket 0-1819. Oompla-int, Nov. 11, 1910-Decision, Nov. 1970 

-COEsent order requjring a New York City manufacturer of furs to cease and 
desist from misbranding, falsely invoicing and deceptively guaranteeing its 
fur products.
 

COJlPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade COlIlmission Act
 

flnd the Fur Products Labeling Act and by virtue of the authority 
vested in it by sHid Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having 
reason to believe that Norman Raye Furs , Inc. , a corporation, and 
Norman Rosenberg, individually and as an oiIcer of said corporation 
hereinafter referred to as respondents, have violated the provisions of 
said Ads and the Rules and Heg111ations promulgated under the Fur 

roduets Labe1ing Act, and it appearing to the Commission that a 
proce,eding by it :in respect thereof would be in the public interest 
J1C.reby issues its complaint st.ating its chal'ges in that respect as 
follmvs: 

PARAGIt \PI-I 1. Respondent Norman Raye Furs , Inc., is a corpol'a­
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