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))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

1G7-2U7-­



1470 FED:gRAL TRADE COMMISSION DECISIONS 

77Complaint 

tion organized, existing ,and doing business under -and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of N ow York. 
Hespondent Norllan Hoscnbcl'g is an otriccr of tlw corporate re­

spondeut. J-h formulates , directs 1Lld controls tlw poli( ics, acts and 
pra.ctices of the proposed respondent induding those hereinaftcT' set 
forth, 

Hespondcnts are llw.JlUJactnrcrs of fur products with their office 

and principal place of business located at 2;-jG Vest 30th Street 
New York, New York. 

PAIt. 2. HespOlldents arc nO\v and for some time last past have 
been engaged ill the' introduction into eOJlnnercp , and in the manu­
facture for introduction into COJrlllcn' , and in the sale, advcrtising 
ana offe.'ing for sale in eomnH re(' , and ill the transportation and 

distribution ill commerce, 01 rnr products; and have manufactured 
for sale, sold, advertised , oflcl'cd for sale , transported and distri­
buted fur products whieh haVt been made in whole or in part of 

furs whiehha\' c been shipped lnd l'Pceived in commerce , as the 
terms "c.oInmer('c," " flll' " and " fur product" are defined in the Fur 

\('t. 
PAl . 0. Certain of said fill' prodllcts wcre misbranded in that they 

werc falscly and deceptively labeled to show that Inr contained therc-

Products Labeling 


in was natnral , when in fact snell ful' WHS pointed , bleached, dyed 
tip-dyed, 01' ot.herwise aliiticia11y c.olorcd, III violation of Sectioll 

\d.4( 1) of the F\lI' Prod\1cts Labeling 


PAH. 4, (\ d.nill of said fur prodncts weTe misbranded in tlJilt they 
\Yel' not. labeJed as J'\,qllil'cd 1111(.101' the provisions of Section 4- (2) of 

tl!f FnT' Products Lflbe1ing _Act and in the manner and fOI'lI pre­
s(' J'ibed by the l ull' s and Hpgnlat.iolls promuJgated thel"elmder. 

.AJllOl1g s1Ieh lllisbra.nded i'lll' prodnets bnt not Jimited thereto 

wcre fllr produd,s with lalH'Is which t'ajled to diselose tlnlt the fm' 

eOlltn.illCd in the hi!" products w s bleaehcd , dyed , 01' otherwise artl­
fieia1Jy eolo1'(1 , when sneh was the fad. 

1'. \1:. 5. Cert.aiJl of said fur products were falsely and deceptively 
iJJyoiced by the J"\':pondrJlts ill that 01( Y were not iln'oieed as rP­

fll1ired by Section ti(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling j\eL and 
the H.nJcs and Hegu1ations pl'oJIuJgatcd lIndeI' sHch A_ct, 

lld dpccptivcly -invo_icod fur pl'oduds , Imt Hot 

limit, 'd t1H'TCt.O , werc fur products (,ovol'pd by involc.l' s whieh faikd:
AnlOng slIch falsely 


1. To disclose that the fur cont.ained in the ful' proclucts was 

bl(, (tclll' cL d:yecL or ot,lH' nyis( :trtific.ial1y color('l , when snch Wi.1S the 
fact. 

2. 'ID shmv t.he country of origin of imported fill'S contained in 

fur products,
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PAn, (). Certain o-f said fur prodlH ts were falsely and deceptively 
invoiced in that siLid Iur products were invoiced to show that the 
fur contained therein was natural , whpJI in fact such fur was pointed 
dyed , tip-dyed OJ' othcrwise 111tificially colored , in violation of Sec­
tion5(b) (2) ofthe FlU' Products L"belillg Act,
 

PAn. 7. R,esponclents furuisJwcl -false gnaranties under Section 
lO(b) of the Fur Products Labeling Act with respect to certain of 
their fur products by -falsely n',pre.senting in writing that respond­
ents had a continuing gnarant r on 1ile with the F( deral Trade CO)1­
Inission whell J'cspondent.s in fllrnishing snch guuntnties had reason 
to believe that the fur products so faJsely guarantied would be in­
troduced , sold , transported iLnd distributed in commerce , in violation 
of Rule 48(c) of said Hules and ReguJations under the F'tu' Product.s. 
Labeling Act and Section 10(b) of said Act. 

PAR, 8. The aforesaid acts and Pi"nct.ices 01 respondents as hcrein 
alleged, arc in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the 
Rules and Hegulations promulgated thereunder and constitute lIufnir 
methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and prac.iecs 
in commerce under the :Federal TI'a(h Commission Act. 

DECISION AND OmmH 

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigat.ion 
of certain acts nnd practices of thf'. respondents named in the cap­
tion hereof, and the rcspondents having been furnished thereaIter 
with a copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Consnmer 
Protection , Di vision of Textilps and Furs proposed to present to the 
Commission for its consideration and which , if issued by the Com­
mission, wonld e1mrge respondents with violation of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prodnets I--abeling Act; and 

The rcspondents and eonnsc.l for the Commission having- thereafter 
exccuted an ag,'ccment containing- a consent order, an adnlissioll h 
the rrsponclcnts of aIJ the :iul'ischctiollaJ facts set fm'th in the afon' 
said draft of complaint, it statement that the signing of said agree­
ment is fol' sf'.tLlpJrH nt purposes only and docs not constitute an ad­
mission by rcspondents th:'t: tbe law has been violated as aUeged in 
sneh complaint, and \yn.ivers ancI ot.her provisions as required by the 
Commission s Hllles: fUld 

The Commission having there,aftcr considered the matter an(l hav­
ing det.ermined t1Jit it has rcason to believe that the respoJldents 

ha\' C'. violat.( tlw. said Acts and that complaint shouJd issue stating 
its charges in that respect, and having therenpon accepted the ex­

ecuted conscnt agreement and placed such agreement on the public 
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record for a period of thirty (:10) days , now in further conformity 
with the procedure prescribed in 8 2,:14(b) of its Rules, the Com­
mission hereby 'issues its complaint , luakes the following jurisdic­
tionaJ findings, and ent.ers the foHowing order: 

1. Hespondent Norman Hayc Furs, Inc. , is a corporation orga, 
izcd, existing and doing busi ness under and by virtuc of the laws of 
the State of New Yark with its of nee and principal place of business 
located at 2:16 .Vcst :10th Street, New York, New York. 

Respondent Norman Hosenberg is an offcer of the said corpora­
tion. I-Ie formulates, directs and controls the policies, acts and prac­
tices of said corporation ancl his address is the same as that of said 
corporation. 

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject 
mattei' of this proceeding and of the respondents and the procced­

ing is in the public interest. 
ORDER 

It i-s Olylererl That respondents Norman Rayc Furs, Inc. , a corpora­
tion, and its offcers, and Norman Rosenbcrg, individually and as 
an offcer of said corporation, and respondents' representat'ives 

agents and employe, , diredly or tJllongh any corporate or other 

device, in connection with the introduction , or manufacture for in­
trodnction, into comIlWTCC, or the sale, :uJv('xtising or ofTcring for 
sale in eommerce, or the transportation or distribution in commerce 
of any fur product; or in connection with the maunfacture for sale 
sale , advcrtis ing, offering for sale, transportation or distribution, of 
any fur product which is made in whole or in part of fur which has 

been shipped and received in commerce IS the ternlS "commerce 
Iur" and " fnr product" arc defined in the Fur Products Labeling 

Act, do :forthwith cease and desist, from: 
A. Th1:isbranding any fill' product by: 

1. Representing directly or by implication on a label 
that the fur contain cd in such fur product is natural when 
such j'ur is pointed, bleached, dyed , tip-dyed, or otherwise 
artifiejalJy co1orcd,
 

2, Failing to aIIx: a label to such fnr product showing in 
words and in fibrurcs pla.inly legible aU of the information 
required to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Sec­

tion 4(2) ofthe Fur Products Labeling Act,
 

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing any fur product by: 
1. Failing to furnish an invoice , as the term "invoice" js 

denned jn the Fur Products Labeling' Act , showing in 
words and figures plainly leg-ible all the illformatiOJl 1'0­
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quircd to bc discloscd by each of the subscctions of Scction
 

5(a) (1) of thc Fur Products Labeling Act, 
2. Representing, directly or by implication , on all invoice 

that the fur conta.ineclil1 such fur product is natural .when 
such fur is pointed , lJlcached , dyed , tip-dyed, or otherwise 
artifjcial1y colored, 

It is fUTther ordered That respondents Norman Hayc Furs, Tnc. 

a corporation , and its offccrs , and Norman Rosenberg, individualIy 
and as an offcer of said corporation, and respondents ' representatives 
agents and employees , directly or through any corporate or other 
device, do forthwith cease and desist froHI furnishing- a false guar­
anty that any fur product is not lnisbranded , falsely invoiced or 
falsely adveTtis( d when the respondents have reason to believe that 
such fur product may be introduced , sold , transported, or distributed 
In commerce. 

It is fUTther onlend That respondcnts notify the Commission at 
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond­
ent such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence 
of a successor corporfttion , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries 
or any other change in the corporation which may affect compliance 

obligations arising out of the order. 
It i8 fu'rher ordered That the respondent corporation shal1 forth­

with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.
 

It is further oTdered That the respondents herein shaJ1 within 
sixty (60) days after service upon thcm of this order, file with the 
Commission a report, ill writing, setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which they have complied with this order. 

IN Tln 1iTTER OF
 

MARCUS IIALICZER DODW BUSIXESS AS
 
NOVELTEX PAPER PRODUCTS CO.
 

CONSENT OHDER, ETC. , I REGARD TO 'l'HE ALLEGED 'VIOLATION oJ.' TlIl'j
 
FEDEHAL TRAm;; COl\IlIlSSION A D THE 1'LAlIfMABLE FAnnICS ACTS
 

Doc!cet 0-.1820. Cmnpltdnt , Nov. .1"/ 19'i0- Decision, Nov. 1"1, 1970 
Consent order requiring a New York City inclvidual engaged in the manufac. 

ture and distribution of disposable paper face masks to cease violating the 
Flammable Fabrics Act by distributing such paper face masks. 

COMPLAI"T 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
and the FJammablc Fabrics Act , as amended , and by virtue of the 


