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699 Complaint

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
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and offering for sale in commerce, and in the transportation and

distribution in commerce, of fur products; and have manufactured
for sa, , sold , advertised , offered for sale , transported and distributed
fur products made in whole or in pfut of furs which have been

shipped and received in commerce , as the terms "commerce

" "

fur
and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.
PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products "\vere misbranded in that

they were faJseJy and deceptiveJy JabcJed to show that fur contained

therein was natural , when in fact sllch fur IYllS pointeel , bleached
dyed , tip-dyed, or otherwise artificialJy coJored, in violation of Sec-

tion 4(1) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act.
PAR, 4. Certain of said fur products were misbrrmc1ed in that

they were not labeled as 1'cquired under the provisions of Section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act and in the manner and form
prescribed by the rules and regulations promuJgated thereunder.

Among such misbranded fur products , but not limited thereto
were fur products with Jabels which faiJed to disclose that the f,l"
conta.inccl in the fur products ,vas blcacllecl : dyed, or other-wise arti-

ficially colored , when such wa.s the fact.
PAR. 0. Certain of said fur products were falseJy and deceptiveJy

invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoiced a,s re-
quired by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act and
the rules and regulations promulgated under such Act.

Among such falsely and deceptively invoiced fur products, but
not limited thereto, were fur products covered by invoices W111Ch

failed to disclose that the fur contained 1n the ful' products was
bleached, dyed , or otherwise artificialy eoJored when such was the
fact..

PAR, 6, Certain of said fur products were falscly and deceptivel!'
invoiced in that said fur products were invoiced to show that the 1ur
contained therein was natural , v;,len in fact such fur was pointpd
dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise artificially colored, in violation of Sec-

tion 5 (b) (2) of the Fur Products LabeJing Act..
PAR. 7. Respondents furnished false guaranties that certain of

their fur products were not misbranded , falsely invoiced or falsc1y

advertised when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had
reason to believe that the fur products so faJseJy guarantied wouJd
be introduced, sold, transported and distributed in commerce, in

vioJation of Section 10 (h) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

PAR. 8. The aforesaid acts and practices of T spondents fiS herein
aDeged , arc in vioJat.ion of t.he Fur Products Labc1ing Act and the
rules and regulations promulgated t.hereunder a,nd constitute unfair
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methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and
in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

practices

DECISIOX AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investigation
of certaiJl acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption
llereof , and the respondents ha.ving; been furnished then a.fter with a
copy of a draft of complaint whicll tIle Division of Textiles and
Furs, Bureau of Consumer Protection proposed to present to tIle
Commission for its consideration and which , if issued by the Com-
mis5ion would charge respondents ,,-ith yiolation of the Federal
Trade Commission Act flnd the Fur Products I--aheling Act; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-
after executed an agreement containillg a consent order , an admission
by the respondents of a11 the jurisdictional facts set forth in the

aforesaid draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said

agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute
an admission by respondents that tIle la\'\ has been violated as al-
leged in sueh complainL and "\vaivers and other provisions as re-
quired by the Commission s rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and
having determined that it 11ad rr.a50n to believe that the respondents
have viob.ted the said Acts , and that complaint should issue stating
its charges in that respect, and having thereupon accepted the exe-
cuted consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public
record for a period of thirty (30) days , now in further conformity
with the procedure prescribed in Section 2.34 (b) of its rules , the Com-

mission hereby issues its eomplaint : makes the following jurisdic-
tional findjngs , and enters the following order:

1. Respondent J\Iax Bogen & Co. , Inc. : is a corporation organized
xisting and doing business under and by virtue. of the laws of the

State of New York,
Hespondent Ernest Bogen is an officer of the corporate respondent.

JIe formulates directs and controls the policies, acts and practices
of the corporate respondent including those hereinafter set forth.

Respondents are manufacturers of fur products with their oHice

and principal place of business located at 350 Seventh Avenue , New

York , New York.
Z. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of thc subject

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

Iti8 ordered That JIax Bogen & Co. , Inc. , il corporation, tmc1 its

offcers, and Ernest Dogen , illcliyidual1y and as an offcer of said
corporation , and respondents ' representatives , agents and employ(
directly or through any corporate or other device, ill connection w.ith
the introduction, or manufacture for introduction. into cornmerce

or the sale , advertising or offering for sale in commerce , or the trans-
portiition or distribution in commerce, of any fur product; Dr in
connection with the manufacture for sale , sale , advertising, offering
for sale, transportation or distribution, of any fur proc1ul't y:;hich is

made in whole or in part of fur which has been shipped and re-
ceived in. commerce, as the terms "commerce

': "

i'm' " and "fur prod-
uct" are defined in the Fur Products Lflbeling Act , do forthwith
cease a.nd desist from:

A. :.Iisbranding any fur product by:
1. Representing directly or by implication on a label that

the fur contained in snch fur prodnct is natural wIlcn sllch
fur is bleached, dyed , tip-dyed, or otherwise artificially
coJ ored.

2. Failing to affx a label to such fur product sho'wing in
words and figures plainly ible all of the information

required to be disclosed by each of the SllbscctiollS of Sec-
tion '1 (2) of the Fnr Products Labcling Act.

B. Falsely or deecptin ly involc ng anY fllr product uy
1. Failing to furnish an invoice s the term ;: inyc, ice :: is

defined in the Fur Products Lalwhng- Act. showing in worels
and figures plainly legible all the information required to
be discJosed by each of the subsections of Section ;, (h) (1 )
of the Fur Products Labe1ing .--\ct.

2. Representing, directly or by implication on an illyoice
that the fur contained in sllch fur product is natund whcn
such fur is poillted bleached , dyed : tip-dyed, or othcrwise
artificially colored.

It is fUTthe1' O1ylel' ed. That Iax Bogcn 8: Co. Inc. , 11 corporation
and it.s offcers , and Ernest Bogen , indi,-idual1y and as an offccr of
said corporation , fUlcl respondents ' n preselltatives, a.gents :l;ld em-
ployees , directly or thnmgh any corporate or other dcvice, do forth-
with cease and desist from i"llrnishing a false guaranty that. fln)" fur
product is not misbrandecL fnlsely invoiced or fa.lsl'ly advertised
when tht; respondents havc reason to beJievc that sneh ful' prochu:,t.
may be int.roduced , sold. transported , or (listributpd in commercc,
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It i8 furtlleT ordeTed That respondents 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 corporation , the creation 01' dissolution of subsidiaries
or any other change in thc corporation which may affect compIiallCl

obligations arising out of the order.

It i8 r,ather ordend That the respondent eorpomtion shan forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It is fur-the?' O1ylered That respondcnts herein shall , witljiJl sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this order , lilc with the Com-

lnissioll :1 re,port, in writing, setting forth in detail the manner and
form in which they have complied with this order,

1 N THE IA TTER OF

NAT BEINIIORN

CONSENT ORDIm, ETC., IN IllGAUD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF TJn

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION AND THE FUR l'IwnUCTS LAllELING ACTS

Docket 0-2201. Oompla' int, Jllalj 1972-Dcci8fon, May , 1972

Consent order requiring a New York City retail furrier of fur products to
cease misbranding and falsely or rleceptively invoicing its products.

UPLAIN'l'

Pursuant to the provisions of the _Federal Trade Commission Act
nnd the Fur Products .L tbcling Act and by virtue of the aut.hority
vested in it by sHiel Ads, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that Na,t Beinhorn , an individua.l trading- as Nat
Bcinhorn horeinafter referred to as respondent, has violated the

provisions of said Acts and the rules and l'p,gulations promulgated
under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing to the Com
IIission that a proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the
public interest, hereby issues its eomplaint stating its cha,rges in
that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Nat B( inhol'n is an individual doing
business under and by virtue of the 1aws 01 tJw State of New York.

Uespondent is primarily It ret.ail furrier of ful' products with his
offce and principal place of busirwss locatl'd at. 130 i'Vest 30t.h Stl'ed
New York ew York.

PAR. 2. Respondent is now and :for SOInc time last past hflS 1)(, t'11

eng!lged in the introduction into commerce, ftnd in the sale, advertis-

'187- 8S3- j3-


