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mergence of a successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of 
subsidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may affect 
compliance obligations arising out of the order. 

It is furthe1' drdered That the respondent corporatiun shall forth­
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divi­
SlO11S. 

1 t i8 That the respondents herein shall , withinfarther oTdeTed
 
sixty (GO) days after service upon them of this order, tile with the 
Commission a report, in ,,,riting, setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which they have complied with this order. 

Ix 'l'IlE IvL\TTEp. OF 

ROBERT BENEDICK THADING AS ROBERT BENEDICK FURS 

CONSE::TT ORDER , ETC. , IN REGARD TO THI' ALLBGl':D VIOLATIONS OF 

THE I EDEnAL TRADE COlU.Mff;SWN AXD THE .FUR PRODUOTS 
LABELING ACTS
 

Docl"et 0-1881. ComplaInt , Dec. .1)70-/Jr;cision, Dec. 19' 

Con ent order reflllirjn a New York Cit:y indi". idllrll to cease misbranding, 
falseJy invoicing and deceptively guaranteeing his fur protlucts. 

IPLAINT 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Aet 
and tlw FlIr Products LabeJing Act , and by virtue of the authority 
,"l'::t-cd in it by said Acts, tbo l, del'al Trade Commission , lwving 
reason to belicve that R.obert Benedick, an individual trading as 

nOUPl't Bent'dick Furs , hereinafter referrcd to as respondent, has "i­
01cltl d the provisions of said . \et,s and the lIn1cs and Regulations 
lil' omulgated HillIer t.he Fur ProducT,S 1.abelillg Act, and it appear­
ing to the Commission that a. pro( 8eding by it in respect thereof 
Iyonld be in the public interest, hereby issues its compJaint stating 

charges in that respect as folJows:
 

PAlL\GIL\PIl 1. Hespondent Robcrt Ben'3dick is an individual tra.d­
ing as Robcrt Bcnediek Furs. 

He,':poJldcnt 1S a 1'8tai1e1' of fill' products with his offce a.nd princi­
pal place of business Jocated at ;;;tj SC'i. enth A venue, New York 

W York. 
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PAR. 2, Respondent is now and for some time last past has been 
engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the sale, advertis­
ing-, and of Ie ring for sale in commerce, and in the transportation and 

ommeTce, of fur prodncts; and has sold, advertiseddistribution in 


oil'ered for sale, transportcd and distributed fur products which
 

utve been made in whole or in part of furs which have been shipped 
a.nd recei ved in commerce; as the terms "commerce " "fur" and "fur 
product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act. 

PAR, 3, Ccrbliu of said fur products were misbranded in that they 
were not 1 abcled as req aired under the provisions of Section 4 (2) of 
the Fur Products Lftbeling Act and in the manner and form pre­
scribed by the Itules and Begulations promulgated thereunder. 

Among snch misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto 
wcre fur products without labcls as rcquired by the said Act. 

PAH. 4-. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptiveJy
 

invoiced by the l'espondpnt in that the, y were not invoiced as 1'0­

qnired by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and 
the Rules and Hegulations promulgated under such Act. 

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products , but not 
limited thereto , were, fur products covered by invoices which failed: 

1. To disclose that the fur contained in the fur products was 
bleached, dyed , or otherwise artlficial1y colored , when such was the 
fact. 

2. To show the country of origin of :imported furs contained in 
fur products. 

PAR, 5. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively
 

invoiced in that S tid fur products were invoiced to show that the
 

fur contained therein 'vas natural, when in fact such fur was
 
point.ed , dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise artificially colored, in violation 
of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Aet. 

PAll, 6, Respondcnt furnished false guaranties undcr Section 10 (b) 
of the Fur Prodnets Labe1ing Act with respect to certain of his fur 
products by falsely representing in writing that respondent had a 
continning :ruaranty on file with the F'ederal Trade Commission
 

when respondent in furnishing such guaranties had reason to believe 
that the fur products so falsely guarantied would be introduced 
sold, transported and distributed in commerce, in violation of Rule 
48(e) of said Rules and Regulations under the Fur Produets Label­
ing Act and Section 10 (b) of said Act. 

PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondent, as herein 
al1cged, arc in violation of the Fur Products Labelin" Act and the 
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H.ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and eonstitutc nn­
fair methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and prac­
tices ill commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act. 

DECISION AND OnDER 

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation 
of certain acts and practices of the respondent named in the cap60n 
hereof, and the respondent having been furnished thereafter with a 
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bmeau of Consumer Protec­
tion , Division 01 Textiles and Furs propm;ed to present to the Com­
mission for its consideration and which, if issned by the Commis­

sion , would charge respondent with violation of the Federal Trade 
Comm1ssionAct and the Fur Products Labeling Act; and 

The respondent and eOlUlsel for the Commission having thereafter 
execHted an agreement containing a consent order , all admission by 
the respondent of all the jurisdictional faets set forth in the afore­
said draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agree-


Inent is for settlement purposes only and docs not constitute an ad­
mission by respondent that the law has been violated as alleged in 
snch complaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by the 
Commission s Hules; aIlcl 

The Comlnission having thcreaJter considered the matter and hav­
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondent has 
violated the said Acts, and that complaint should issue stating its 
charges in that respect, and having thereupon accepted the executed
 

consent agreement and placed snch agreement on the public records 
for a period of thirty (30) days , now in further conformity with the 
pl'OCedllm prescribed in S 2. 34(b) of its H.ules, the Commission 
hereby issues Hs complaint , makes the following jurisdictional find­
ings, and enters the following order: 

1. Respondent Hobert Benedick is an individual trading as Hobert 
Bencdiek r'-' urs with his oUice and principal place of business located 
at ;-);)3 Seventh Avenue , New York, New York. 

2. The Federal Trade Commission ha.s jurisdiction of the subject 
matter of this proceeding and of the respondent , and the proceeding 
is in the public interest. 

ORDER 

It i8 ordered That respondent Hobert Benedick, individually and 
trading as Robert Benedick Furs or under any other trade name 
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and respondent's representatives , agents and employees, directly or 
through an y corporate or other device , in connection with the intro­
dnctioll int.o commerce, or the sRle , ad vcrdsing or oflcl'ing for sale in 
ommeree or the transport.ation or distribution in COmmeTC( , of any 

fnl' prodnct; or in connection with the sale , adv( Ttising, offering for 
sale , transportation or distribution , of any fur product which is 
ma(k in whole or in part oE 1ur which has been shipped and rc­

d in commerce, as tlw terms "eonlTneJ' fur" and "fur prod­
uct" arc defined in t.he Fur Pl'odncts LabeJing Act, do forthwith 
('paso alld desist from: 

1\'1 isbranding any fur product by failing to affx a label to 
slich fllr product showing- in ,vorels and in figures plainly legible 
aJJ of the information n'\C)ull'E:d to be disclosed by 81lch of the 
snbspctions of Section 4- (2) of the Fnr Pl'Odllets Labeling Act. 

%. I-\ds8ly or dec8ptin ly invoicing any fur product by failing 
to furnish an invoice, as the t.crm "invoice" is defined in the Fur 
Products Labeling- Ad, showing: in words and fJgUI'CS plainly 
gible all tl18 informatioJl l'( qllil'ccl to be disclosed by eneh of 

the subsections of Section G(b) (1) of t.he Fur Products Labeling 
Act, 

. R.epresenting, direc.ly or by implicat.ion on an invoic.e that 

the fur contained in sneh fur product is natural when such fur 
is pointed , bleacher! , r!yed , tip- dyed , or otherwise artificially col­
ored. 

I t 'i' hJ,/,tlwr O?'dered That respondent Habert Benedick, individu­
al)y and trading as Hobert Bencdiek Furs or nnder any other trade. 
name and respondent's representatives, agents and empJoyees, di­
rectly or through any corporate or other device, do forthwith cease 

and desist from furnishing a false guaranty that any iur product is 
not misbranded , falsely invoiced ar falsely advertised when the re­
spondent has Tl ason to believe that snch fur product may be intro­
duced, sold, tranl:ported OT' distriblltcd jn commeree. 

It is fU1't1wr o1'dercd TI",t the respondent corporation shall forth­
wit.h distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating 
di visions. 

It 'i8 further ordered That the respondent herein shall , within 
sixty (GO) days after service upon him of this order, file with the 
Cammil:sion a report , in writing, settjng forth in detail the manner 
.and form in which he has complied with this order. 
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IN TIm fATTER OF
 

THE SEEBURG CORPORATION
 

:MODlFIED OHDEI , ETC. , IN ImGMm TO TI-IE ALLEGRD VIOLATION OF' 

SEC. 7 01: TIlE CT,/ Y'TON ACT 

Docket SrJ82. COinpllliut, Ap1"il 1.9(j(j-J)cci8ion, Den. .4, .1970 

Order lnodifying a dive jjt\!l' (' onler elated Apri1 JO , :I!1G!1, 7!) li. O. SGl , p111'­

suant to a ded:oion of 1:he Court of Appeal . Sixth Circuit. 42fj F. 2d 12­

(oS S.&D. 114G) "vhkh 1'' qnir('(l tile omi 8inll of tile words "anti/or sale" of 
vending llaehines from P;lragl'aph D of tIll original order. 

FIX AI. OI J)En. 

'1h8 Commission iSSlH'd its divC'st,itlll'c ordcr' jn this InatJ,pI' 011 
Aprij 10 lDGD ! 75 F. C. 5(;1); tlw Court of i\ppcaJs for the Sixth 
Circ1lit modified and , as so lTlOdificc1 , n-firrnecl the divestiture order 
on -I\pril 29 , ID70 (8 8.&D. 114(;J, and t, lIe Supremo Court denied 
petition for writ of certiorari on Octolw,r 19 , 1970; 

It is theTef()1Y oTdm' Tl1at the divestit.ure order issued by tlJe 
Commission lJc, and it lJel'pby is, 11iOdiLicd to rcad in full ns follows: 

It is orda" TJlCt n spond(;nt , 1"J10 Scr.tnlrg Corporation , n. COl'pO­
ration , and its ofliccl's , llil'! ctol'S , agents , representat.ives , employees 
snbsic1ia.rlps , affliat.es, successors and assigns, within one (1) year
from the date of SelTic( of this oreler, shall divest abso) ute1y Uld in 
good faith, all stock , assets , propertins, rights and privileges, tangi­
ble 01' intangible , induding but not limited to all properties, plants
machiIl ry, equipment, trade namcs , contract rights, patent.s , trade­
marks, and good will acquired by The Seeburg Corporation as a re­
sult of the acquisitioIl by Th( Secbnl'g Corporation of the assets of 

Cavalier Corporation, tog-cUler with all plants, machinery, buildings 
land , improvement.s, e(luipmcnt and other property of whatever c1e­
RCl'iption tha.t has been added to or placed on the premises of the 
former Cavalier Corporation , so as to rest.ore Cavalier Corporation 
as a going concern and efTpdi ve competit.or in the manufacture and 
sale of bottle vending Inachines.
 

It is fUTthm" orde'red That pending divestiture, respondent shall
1Iot make any changes in any of the plants, machinery, buildings 


