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Complaint

IN THE ::1A TTR OF

S. POLLACK , INC. , ET AL.
COXSE:NT ORDER, ETC. , I REGARD TO. TIIB ALLEGED VIOLATIDN 0.1" THE
FEDERAL TRADE CO:?DIlSSION AND THE FUR PIWDUCTS I,ABELING ACTS

Docket 7779. Compla-int, Feb. 1960-Dccisi.on, Aug. 17, 1960
Consent order requiring fUITiers in PottsviIe, Fll. to cease violating the Fur

Products I,abeJing Act by using fictitious prices in advertising and labeling
fur pro(lucts; failing to set forth the term "Persian Lamb" on labels and
invoices and tbe teril "Dyed Mouton-processed Lamb" on invoices as re-
quired; representing faJsely in advertising, by thf word "Factory" and
picturizations , that they owned a factory where they manufactured and
remodeled fnr products; and fai1ing in other respects to comply \vith pro-
vjsions of the Act.

CO:?fPLAINT

lIrsuant. to. th( provisians of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products LabeEng Act , and by virtue of the authority
vested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believe that S. Pollack , Inc. , It corporalion , and Haro1d S.
Pollack and Bernard S. PoUack , individually and as offcers of said
corporation , hereinafter referred to. as respondents, have violated
the provisians of said Acts and the Rules and Hegulatians pramul-
gated uncleI' the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appearing to
the Commission that. praceeding by it in respect thereaf would

be in the public interest , hereby issues its complaint stating its
charges in that respect as fal1ows:

PARAGHAPH 1. Respondent S. PalJack , Inc. is a corporation or-
gnnized : existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
la"\ys of the State of Pennsylvania with its afice and principal place
of business located at 22 Korth Center Street , Pottsvi11e , Pa.

Imjividna1 respondents Harold S. PoUa"k and Bernard S. Po11ack
arc president. and secretary-treasurer respectively of the said corpa-
rate respandent and control , formulate and direct t.he acts, prac-
tices and policies af the said corparate respandent. Their affce and
principal place af business is the same as that af the carporate
respandent.

\R. 2. Subsequent to. t.he efJective elate of the Fur Products
Labeling Act an August 9 , 1952 , respandents have been and are now
engaged in the introductian into comnwrcf' , fl1d in the ale, ac1ver-

bsing: and ofl('ring for sale , in commerce , and in the transpartation
and distributian , in commerce af fur praducts and hnve solc1 flclver-
tjsed ofJcrec1 for sale, transportctl and distributed :fur praducts
wllich have been made in whale 0.1' in part af fur 'which had been
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shipped and recej,'ec1 in cammerce , as the terms "cammcl'ce\ " fur
and "fur product" are deoned in the Fur Products Labeling Act
and hnve saId , nd,' erti.'3ed , offered far sale 0.1' praeessed fUT products
which have been shipped and received in cammerce upan which fur
products a substitute label has been placed by respondents.
PAR. 3. Certain af saiel fUT products were lnisbranded in that

labels affixed t lwreta contained fictitiaus prices and misrepresented
the regular rdail selling prices of such fur prac1ucts in that the
prices represented on such labels as the regular prices of the fur

products were in exeess af the retail prices fit which the respond-
ents usually and regularly sold sllch fur products in the recent reg-
11JftI' course of its business , in violation of Section 4(1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

-\H. 4- Certain af said fur products were misbranded in that
they were not labeled as required under the provisians of Section

4(2) of the Fur Pradncts Labeling Act anrl in the manner and
farm prescribed by the Rules and HegllIations pl'amuJgatecl there-
under.

\H. 5. Ccrtain of said fur pradllcts \\ere misbranded in viola-
tion of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they \\cre nat la-
beled in accordance with the. R,ules and Regulations promulgated
then' under in the fallawing respects:

(0) Information required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts Labeling" Act and the H,nles and Hl'gnlatians promulgated
thereunder was set forth in abbreyiated form , in I'iolatian of Rule 4
of said Ru1es and RebTUlations.

(b) The term "Persian Lnmb ' ,\"lS nat set farth in t.he IIlClllner
required , in violation af H,ule 8 af the RuJes and Regulations.

(c) Information required under Section L1(2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act. and the Hules an(l Regubtions promulgated there-
under was mingled with non-required infol'matian , in viaJatian of
Rule 29(0.) of said Rules and Hegulaliolls.

(d) Informalion required under Section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-

ucts LnbeJing Ad and the Rules and Hqrulations promulgated
thereunder was set farth in handwriting on labels in violation of
Eule 29(b) of said Eules and Regu1ations.

\n. 6. Certain of said fur products "ere false)y and deceptively
invaiced by respondents in that they were not invoiced as required

by Section 5(b) (1) of the Fm Products Lnbe1ing- Act , :1nd in the
manller and farm prescribed by the H.ules and R,egulatians promul-
gated thereunder.

PAR. 7. Certain af said fur products were falsely and deceptively

invoked in thut respondents set forth on invoices pertaining to. fur
products the llfme of an animal ol-her than the nanle af the animal














