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It i8 JUTther oTdeTed That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each or its operating divisions.

It Ui fU1'th T O1'deTed That the respondents herein shall, within
sixty (60) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commission a report ill writ.ing setting forth in detail the mnnner
an(l form in which they ha"\-e complied with this orclcT.

IN THE 1\L.I TTER OF

P. MILLER & SO:\ , ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDER, ETC., IX nF.GARD TO THE ALLEGED '" lOLATJOX OF TIlE
FEDERAL TRADE COl\DIlSSlOX AKD THE FUR PRDDrCTS L\BELIXG ACTS

Docket C- 220B. C;ompla.int , May 19' !'8- Dccision Nay , 1972

Consent order requiring H New York City llflnuf8ctnrer of fur produds 
cease misbranding awl (le(:cptively invoicing its merchandise.

C03fPLAIXT

PUl'suc.nt to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act

and the Fur Products Labeling Act , and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts: the Federal Trade Commission, having
reason to beJieve that P. liller & SOl1, a partnership, and Paul

\riller and .J ack l\Iil1er, inclividual1y and as co-partners , trading as
P. i\Iiller & Son , hereinafter referred to as respondents , have vio-
lated the provisions of sHiel Acts and the rules and regulations prom-
ulgated under the Fur I'roducts Labeling Act , and it a.ppearing to

the Commission that" proceeding by it in respect thereof would be
in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint stating its charges
in that respect as follmvs:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent P. Uil1el' & Son is a partnership or-
ganized : existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of X ew York.

Hespondents Paul Iiller and J,"ck Miner, are partners of the
partnership respondent. They formulate , direct and control the acts
practices nnd policies of the said partnership respondent including
t.hose hereinafter set forth.

Respondents are manufacturing furriers with their offce and prin-
cipal pJ8CC of business located at 135 ,Vest 291:11 Street , Xcw York
Xew York.

UL 2. Hespondents are now and for some time last pa,st have
been engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the manu-
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facture :Cor introduction into commerce, and in the sale , advertising,
and offering for sale in conuerce, and in the transportation and
distribution in commerce, of fur products; and have manufactured
for sale, sold, advertised , offered for sale , transported and dis-
tributed fur products which have been made in whole or in part of
furs which have been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms
commerce

" "

fur" and "fur product" are. defined in the Fur Prod-
ucts Labe1ing Act.
PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that

they were falsely and deceptively labeled to show that fur contained
therein was natural, when in fact such fur was pointed, bleached
dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwise artificially colored, in violation of Sec-

tion 4(1) of the Fur Prodncts Labeling Act.

pj\H. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that

they were not 1abeled as required under t.he provisions of Section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form
prescribed by the rules and regulations promulgat.ed thereunder.

Among such misbranded fur products, but not lim.ited thereto
were fur products with labels which faiJed to disclose that the fur
contained in the fur products WRS dyed , wIlen such was t11e fact.

PAR. 5. Certain of said iur products were falsely and deceptively

invoiced by the respondents in that they "\vere not invoiced as re-
quired by Section 5(b) (1) of thc Fur Products Labe1ing Act and
the rules and reguhttions promulgated under such Act.

Among snch falsely and deceptively invoic( c1 fur products. but not

limited thereto , were fur products covered by invoices whicl1 fa.iJcd to
(Ese1osc that the fur conta rl1cc1 in the fur products was bleae-hed

d:vecl, or otherwise artificially colored , when such was the fact.
PAR. 6, Respondents sold and distributed fur products which

were hkaclwd , dyed or artificially colored. Certain of th( sc inr
products were falsely and deceptively invoiC'pcl in violation of Section
5(b) (2) of the" Fur Products Labc1ing Act in that said fur products
were described on invoices as (:)Iink" without disclosing that said
fur products were bleaclwc1 dyed or otherwise artificially colored.
The respondents ' description oj' the said fur products as " rnink'1
without a disclosure that the said fur products were blea( hecl , (lyed
or artiiicially colored had the tendency and Glpaeity to mislead
respondents : cllstomers and others into the erroneous belief that the
fur products "\vere not hleachecL c1~ cd or othenvise artificia11:v colored.
Such failure to disclose a material fact was to the prejudice of re-
spondents ' cllstomers and t1w purchasing public and constituted
false and deceptive invoicing under Section 5 (b) (2) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act.
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PAR. 7. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents, as herein
alleged ;:re in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act and the
rules and regulations promulgated thereunder and constitute unfair
methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and practiees
in commerce uncleI' the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDEH

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thereafter with 
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Consumer Pro-
tection proposed to prcsent to the Commission for its consideration
and which , if issued by the Commission , ,YQuld charge respondents
with violation of the Federal Trade Commission Aet and the Fur
Products Labeling Act; and

The r2spondents and counsel for the Commission having thereaJtel'
executed an agreement containing a consent order, an admission by
the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the afore-
said draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agre,

ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an ad-
mission by respondents that the law has been violated as alleged in
such complaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by the
Commission s rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and
having determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents
have vi01ated the said Acts , and that complaint shouJd issue stating
its charges in that respect, a.nd haying thereupon accepted the exc-
cuted agreement and placed such agreement on the public n cord -for
a period of thirty (30) days, now in further conformity with the

procedure prescribed in Section 2. 34 (b) of its rules , the Commission
hereby issues its complaint , makes the following jurisdictional find-
ings , and enters the following order:

1. Respondent P. :.1iller & Son is a partnership organized : existing
and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the Sta.t(
New York.

ltespondents Pau) Miner and ,J ack JiJ1er are partners of said
partnership. They formulate, direct a.nd control the policies lcts and
practices of said partnership.

Hespo;ldents are manufacturing furriers with their offce and prin-
cipal place of business located at 135 West 2Dth Street !'ow York
Xew York.
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2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of the proceeding and of the respondents and the proceeding

is in the pub1ie interest.

OHDEH

It ;8 O1'dered That respondents p, Iiller & Son , a partnership,

and Paul Iiller and Jack Miller, individually and as co-partners
trading as P. ::Uiller & Son , or under any other name, and respond-
ents ' representatives , agents and employees directly or through any
corporate or other device, in connection with the introduction into

commerce, or the sa, , advertising or offering for sale in commerce : or
the transportation or distribution in commerce , of any fur product;
or in connection with the sa)e , advertising, offering for sale , transpor
tation or distribution of Rny fur product which is nmde ill whole or
in part of fur which ha,s been shipped and received in commerce , as

the terms "commerce fur and " fur product" are defined in th
Fur Products Labeling AeL do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding fur products by:
1. Hepresenting directly or by implicat.ion , on labels that

the :fur contained in any fur product is natural \\:hen the fur
contained therein is pointed , bleuched, dyed) tip-dyed , or

otherwise artificially colored.
2. Failing to afEx labels to fur products showing in words

and in figures plainly legible all of the information re-
quired to be disclosed by each of t.he subsections of Section
1(2) of the Fur J' roducts Labeling Act.

B. Fa.lsely or deceptively invoicing fur products by:
1. Failing to furnish invoices , as the tcrm " invoice" is de-

fined in the Fur Products Labe1ing Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legible alJ the information required to
te disclosed by each of the subsections of Section 5(t) (1)

of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

. Representing, directly or by imp1ici1tion, on invoices

that the fur contained in the fur products is natllra.l "\vhen

such fur is pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwis(

artificia11)' colored.
3. Describing fur product: which have been bleached

dyed or otherwise artificially colored by the name of mink
or by any other animal name or names without disclosing
t.hat the sa.icl fur products were bleached , d~'ed or othenvisl.
:I rtificially colored.
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It is JUTthe')' ordend That the l'espondents herein shall , within
sixt.y (60) days after service upon t.hem of t.his order, file wit.h t.he
Commis3ion a I'Pport in writing set.ting forth in detail the manner
and form in whieh they have complied with this order.

Ix TI-IE IATTER Ol

MAX BOGE'i & CO. , IKC- , ET AL.

COXSEXT ORDER, ETC., IX HEG \.HD TO THE ALLEGED YlOL\TlOX (IF THE
FEDERAL TIL\DE C0::DIlSSIOX .\""D THE ycn PIWDI..TTS L/:.HELIXG ,\CTS

Docket C- i!;?03. COlnjJiaitl, , May 1972-Decision May , 19"

Consent order requiring a Xew York City nwnufacturer of fur products to
cease mis1Jramling awl deceptiveJy invoicing its mercbandise.

COMPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Ac.t
and the Fur Products Labeling Act \ and by virt.ue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federa1 Trade Commission , haying

reason to be1i~ve that. )'Jax Bogell &. Co. , Tne. , H, corporation, and

Ernest. Bogen , individually and as an offcer of said corpon1ti0I1
hereinafter referred to as respondents , have violat.ed the prodsioIlS
of said Acts and the rules and regulations promulgated under the
Fur Products Labeling Act, and it appe.aring to the Commission
that a proceeding by it in respect then oi' \yould be in the public
interest, hereby issues its complaint stating its charges in that
respect as follows:

PAK\GIL-\PH 1. R.espondent Iax Bogen & Co. , Inc. , is a corporation
organizel1. existing and doing bmjneEs under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of 1\-: ew York.

Hl'spondcnt Ernest Bogen is an offcrr of the corporate re5ponclent.
lIe formulates , directs and controls the policies ncts a,ncl practices of
the corporate respondent inclm1ing those, hereinafter set forth.

Respondents arc manufacturers of fur products with their offec
and principal place of business located at. 3;')0 Spventh A vcnue T c"\y

York : New York.
PAR. 2. Respondents are no\\' :md for some time bst past have

been engagcd in the introduction into commerce, and in the rmml1-

facture for introduction into commerce , and in the sale, adYertising


