
SAUNDEaN3 , tilLV1!.at & W.tHji: T AD. ..':I' 

Complaint 

IN' THE J\U' ITEk OF 

SAUNDERS, SILVER & WEISS , INC. , ET AL. 

CONSENT OlUmn, ETC. , IN UEGARD TO TJIE AI,LEGED VIOLATION OF THE 

FEDERAl, TRADE COMMISSION ANn THE FU PRODUCTS LABI' LING ACTS 

Docket 0-1821. Oomplaint, Nov. 17, 1970-Decision, Nov. 1970 

Consent order requiring a Philadelphia, Pa. , manufacturer and distributor of 
furs to cease miSbranding, deceptively invoicing and falsely guaranteeing
 

jts fur products.
 

COMI'LAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fcdcral Trade Commission Act 
Dnd the Fur Products Labeling Act, and by virtue of the authority 
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade COlnmission, having 
reason to believe that Saunders, Silver & "\Veiss, Inc. , n corporation 
and Morton Saundcrs and Seymour Silver, individnal1y and as off­
,CErs of said corporation, hereinafter referred to as respondents, have 
violated the provisions of said Acts and the R,ules and Regulations 
promulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing 
to the COlInrussion that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would 
bG in the public interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its 
cha rp;cs in that respect as follows: 
PAHAGRArn 1. Respondent Saunders, Silver & 'Veiss , Inc. , :is a cor­

poration orgaTli7 , existing and doing business under and by virtue 
of the la"s of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Respondents Morton Saunders and Seymour Silver are offcers of 
the. corporate respondent. They fonIlulaLe, direct and control the 
policies, acts and practices of the corporate respondent including 
those hereinafter set forth. 

Respondents arc manufacturers, wholesalers 'and retailers of fur 
prouucts with their oIrceand principal place of businch'S located at 
1211 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

PAR. 2. Hespondcnts are now and for some time last past have been 
eng:aged in the introduction :into commerce, and in the manufacture 
for introduction into commerce, and in the sale , advertising, and of­
fering for sale in commerce, and in the transportation and distribu­
tion in commerce, of fur products; ancl have mannfadllred for sa1e 
sOld , a.dvertised, offered for sa1e , tra.nsported and distributed fur 
products which have been made in whole or in part of furs which 

have been shipped a.nd received in commerce , as the terms "com­
me.rce " 'I fur" and "fnr product" are defined in the Fur Products 
Labeling Act. 
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PAll, 3, Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that thcy 
were falscly and deceptivcly labeled to show that fur contflined there­
in was natural, when in fact such fur was pointed , bleached, dyed 
tip-dyed, or otherwise artilficially colored, in violation of Section 

4(1) of thc Fur Products Labeling Aet. 
PAll. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that they 

wcre not h,bded as requircd undcr thc proviisions of Section 1(2) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form pre­
scribed by the Rules -and Regulations promulgated thereundcr. 

Among such m'isbrallded fur products , but not limited thereto, were 
fur products with labels which failed to disclose that the fur con­
tained in the fur products was bleached, dyed , or otherwise arti­
fieial1y colorcd, when such was the fact. 

PAn. 5. Certain of sa'id fur products wore falsely and deceptively 
invoiced by the respondents in that they were not in voiced as re­
quired by Section 5(b) (1) of thc Fur Products Labellng Act and the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated under such Act. 

Among such f.alsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but not 
limited thereto, were fur products covered by invoices which failed 
to disclose that the fur contained in the fur produets was bleached 

dyed , 01' othcrwise artiiicially colored when such 'vas the fact. 
PAll, 6, Certain of said fur products wcre falsely and dcccptively
 

invoiced in that said fur prodncts were invoiced to show that the fur 
contained therein was natnral , when in fact such fur was pointed 
dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise adificia1Jy colored , in violation of Sec­
tion 5(b) (2) oithe Fur Products Labeling Ad;, 

PAR. 7. Respondents furnished false guaranties that certain of 
their fur products were not misbranded, f tlsely invoiced or falsely 
advcrtised when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had
reason to believe that fur prodncts so falsely guarantied would be 
introduced , sold, transported or distributed in commerce, in violation 
of Section 10 (b) of the Fur Products Labeling Act, 

PAR. 8. The 'aforesaid acts and practices of respondents as herein 
alleged , are in violation of the Ul' J:J roducts Labeling Act and the 
Rules and lteguJntions promuIgnted thereunder Hnd constitute unf'air 
methods of competition and unfair and deceptive nets and practices 
in commerce nnder the Federal Trade Commission Act. 

CISION AND OnDER 

The Fed( l'al Trade Comm'ission having initiated an investigation 
of certain a.cts ' and practices of the respondents named in the caption 
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hereof, and the respondents having; been furnished thcf( aftel' with a 
copy of a draft of comp1aint which the Bureau of Consumer Protec­
60n, Division of Textiles and Furs proposed to present to the Com­
mission for its consideration and which : if issned by the Commission 
would charge respondents with violation of the Federal Trade Com­
mission Aet anc1. the ,Fur Products Labeling Act; ,and 

The respondents -and counsel for the COYIlI:1SSiOll having thercafter
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission by 
thc l"pspondpnts of al1 tIle jurisdictional facts set forth in the afore­
said draft of cornplaint , a statement that t,he signing of said agrce­
ment is foT' settlement purposes only and does not constitilte an ad­
mission by respondents that the law has bm n violated as alleged in
 
sneh cOInpIaint, and waivers and othcr provisions as required by the 
Commission s Rliles; and 

The Commission Imving thereafter considered the matter and hav­
ing deternuned that it has reason to believe that the respondents 

have\/lo1ated the said Acts , and that complaint should issue staUng its 
charges in that respect., and having ,therenpon accepted the executed 
COllsent agrccrnent and placed snch agrcement on the public rocord 
for a period of thirty (RO) days , now in further conformity \vith the 
procr,dul'c pl'eseI'ib( d in ::"1 (b) of its Hulas, the Commission here­
by issues its comphtint, makes the following jurisdictional findings 
llnd EmtCl'S the following order:
 

1. R.espondent Saunders , Silv81' & Veiss, Inc. : is a corporation 01'­
ganiz( , existing and doing business nndor and by virtue of the hnvs 
of the St.ate of Pennsylvania with its offce 'and prineipal place of
business Jocate,d at 1211 Ghestnut Street , PhHadelphia , Pennsylvnnia. 
nespondents IVfOlton Saunders and Seymour Silver arc offcers of 

the said corporation. They formulate, direct and control the policies
acts and praetices of said corporation and their address is t.he same 
as that of said corporation. 

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subjeet
matter of this proceeding and of the respondents, and the proceeding
is in the public interest. 

ORDER 

It is ordered That respondenLc; Saunders, Silver & 'Veiss , Inc., a
corporation , and its officers and :\rorton Saunders and Seymour Sil­
ver, -individually and as officers of said corporation ) and respondents
representativcs, agents and employc('s, directly or through allY cor­
porate or other device , in connection with thc introduetion , or mauu­
facturc for introduction , into commerce, or the sale, advertising or 
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offering for sale in commerce, or the transportation or distribution in 
commerce, of any fur product; or in connection with the manufac­
ture for sale, sale, advertising, oiIering for sale , transportation or dis­
tribution, of any fur product which is made in whole or in part of 
fur which has been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms 

cOlmnerce fur" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products 
Labe1ing Act, do forthwith cease and dcsist from: 

A, Misbranding any fur product by: 
1. Hepl'cscnting directly or by implication on a label that
 

the fur contained in such fur produet is natural when snch 
fur is pointcd , bleachcd, dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise arti­
ficially colored. 

2. Failjng to affx a label to snch fur product showing in 
words and in figures plainly legible all of the information 
requi red to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act. 

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

defined in the I, ur Products Lltbe1ing Act, showing in ,vords 
and figures plainly legible aU the information required to be 
disclosed by each of the su hscctions of Section 5 (b) (1) of 
the Fur Products Labeling Act.
 

2. Representing, directly or by implication, on an invoice 
that the fur contained in such fur product is natural when 
such fur is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise 

artificially colorcd,
 

It -is fu,Tther ordered That Saundcrs, Silver & 1Veiss , Inc. , a cor­
poration , n,nd its offccrs, a.nd l\fortoll Sannders and Seymour Silver 
individua1Jy and as offcers of said corporation, and respondents 

representatives , agents and employees, directly or through any cor­
porate or other device, do forthwith cease and desist irom iurnishing 
a false guaranty that any fur product is not misbranded, falsely in­
voiced or falsc1y advertised when the respondents have reason to 
believe t.hat such fur product mRY be introduced, sold, trunsported , or 
distributed in commerce. 

1 t i8 fnTther ordered That rcspondents notify the Com'mission at 
Jeast 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respond­
ent sHeJl as dissolution , assignmcnt or saJe reslllting in the emergence 
of a sneccssol' corporation , the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries 
or flny other change in tl1c corporation which may affect compliance 
obligations arising out of the order. 

I tis f"rther ordered That the respondcnt corporation shall forth­
with dist.ribute a copy of this ordcr to each of its opcrating di visions. 
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It is further ordered That the respondents herein shall, within
 

sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, fie with the 
Commission 'a report , in writing, setting forth in detail the manncr 
and form in which they have eompJied with this order. 

THE J:IATTER OF 

A:\fRJUCAN BRAKE SHOE COMPANY' 

10DU' IED m:mm, ETC. , I:N TIEGAHD TO ' In: ,\LLEGED VIOLATION OF SEC. 7 

' THE CLAYTON ACT 

Docket 8622. Complaint, May 1964-Dec-ision, Nov. 1970 

Order mOdifying a divestiture order dated April 10, 1068, 73 F. C. 610, pur 
suant to a decision of the Court of Appeals, Sixt.h Cireuit, 420 2cl 928
 

(8 S.&D. 1077), which requireu tIle omission of "01' sale" of sintered metal 
fridian material from the original order. 

FINAL ORDER 

The Commission issllcd its div(;stitllrc ordcr in this matter on 
Apl'illO 1968 (7: F, C, 6101; the Court of Appeals fo!' the SixLh 
Circuit modified and , as so modified , rt.1Iir'mcd the divestiture order 
on .Taumu' y 8 , ID70 18 8.&D. l077J; and the Suprcrne Court d8uIPcl 
petition for Tn.it of ccrtiorari on October ID , 1$J70;

It"", tIL3TcfoTe oT'derer.l That the diyest.tllre order issue,d by the 
Commission be, and it lWJ' JJy is , modified to read in fun as follows: 

It is OT(leTed That respondent, A.1lDl"iean Bl'alw Shoe Company 
(now known as " \bex COl"pm.atjon ), shall , wit11111 six mont.hs 
from the date of service upon it of this order, diyest itself a-bsolntely 
and in gooa fa, ith to a pnrehaser or pure1ulscrs approved by the 
Fed(' J"aI 'rlTtdc Commission , of al! sLnd;: and of ll right, title and 
interest in all assets, pr()pcrtll , rights md pri \'iJeg('s tCquil'ecl by 
respondcnt as ft result of its aeqllisition of the stock and assets of 
The S. K. ,Ve'llmn.n Company, so res to restore' ' U1LLt which formerly 
made np the ,Vellman Company as it viabh: competitive entity in the 
frictioll matt' ria!s and sintcn:d md,al fr:et:ioll materials industries 
in the 1Tnited Stn.te
 

It is f1.rtheT ordcred That r( spoIllent shall not sell or transfer 
the alm'csaid stock or assets , dirpctly or indirectly, to anyone who at 
the time of divestiture is a stockholder , oHiccr, director , emplo'y( , or 
ngent of or othenyise dil'ectJy or indircctly connected with or 11Ild( 

the eontrol or inflncllce of l'cspon(h nt. 

*Now j,nown as Abex Corpol'ation. 


