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681 Decision and Order

fur" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products Labeling; Act
do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. Mishranding any fur product by:
1. Failing to affix a label to such fur product showing in words and

in figures plainly legible an of the information required to be disclosed
by each subsection of Section 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

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

the Fur Products Labeling Act, showing in words or figures plainly
legible an the information required to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of Section 5(b)(I) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.

It is further ordered That the respondent corporation shan forthwith

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

It is further ordered That respondents notify the Commission at

least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate respondent
such as dissolution , assignment or sale resulting in the emergence of a
successor corporation, the creation or dissolution of subsidiaries or any
other change in the corporation which may affect compliance obliga-
tions arising out of this order.

It is further ordered That the individual respondent named herein
promptly notify the Commission of the discontinuance of his present
business or employment and of his affiliation with a new business or
employment. Such notice shall include respondent' s current business
address and a statement as to the nature of the business or
employment in which he is engaged as well as a description of his duties
and responsibilties.

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

IN THE MATTER OF

WARNER-LAMBERT COMPANY

Docket 8891. Order, Apr. 4, 1975.

Respondent' s motion asking confirmation that reply brief is due on Apr. H, 1975

granted.

Appearances

For the Commission: Wallace S. Snyder and Willillm S. Busker.
For the respondent: Herhert A. Bergson, Bergson, Rorkland
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Margolis &
York City.

Arlle-r Wash., D. C. Mudge, Rose , Guthrie Adler New

ORDER CONFIRMING DEADLINE FOR FILING OF REPLY BRIEF

Having received official Commission service of complaint counsel's
Answering Brief on Mar. 28 , 1975 , respondent asks confirmation that
its Reply Brief is due on Apr. 8, 1975 , even though that is the day
before oral argument in this matter. Complaint counsel report that the
Answering Brief was actually delivered to respondent's counsel on
Mar. 26 and that a typewritten copy was sent two days earlier.
Complaint counsel point out that Section 3.52(d) of the Commission
Rules of Practice allows a party seven days after the receipt of the
Answering Brief to file a Reply Brief and argue that respondent should
be deemed to have received the Answering Brief on Mar. 26. However
in view of the Commission s past practices in this and other matters, we
conclude that respondent is justified in construing the date of official
Commission service as the commencement of the seven-day period
provided in Section 3.52(d). Accordingly,

It is ordered That the aforesaid motion be , and it hereby is, granted.

IN THE MATTER OF

HARBOR BANANA DISTRIBUTORS , INC.

Doeket 8795. Order, Apr. , 1975.

Denial of respondent' s petition for relief from divestiture and for moratorium period
to begin as of date of acquisition of McCann assets.

Appearances

For the Commission: James 1'. lJalvenwn.
For the respondent: mard Morrs, Deutsch

New Orleans , La.
Kerrgan Stiles

ORDEH DENYING PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

On Feb. 18 1975, respondent petitioned the Commission pursuant to
Section 3.55 of the Commission s Rules of Practice to reconsider the

final order in this matter for the purpose of (1) relieving respondent of
the obligation to divest those assets that constituted the Charles C.

McCann Company and (2) measuring the ten year period disallowing
acquisitions by respondent from the date Feb. 2 , 1968 (the acquisition
moratorium had been previously ordered to commence on Jan. 28, 1975


