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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

NATELSON' INC. ET AL.

CONSENT ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, THE WOOL PRODUCTS LABELING
THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING AND THE TEXTILE FIBER PRODUCTS

IDENTIFICATION ACTS

Docket C-1141. Complaint Nov. 1966-Demsion, Nov. , 1966

Consent order requiring three retailers of 'women s wear in Omaha and Lin-
coln , Nebr. , to cease falsely advertising, deceptively invoicing, and mis-
branding their wool , fur , and textile fiber products, and unlawfully
removing or mutiating required labels.

COMPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions af the Federal Trade Commission
Act , the Fur Products Labeling Act, the W oal Products Labeling
Act of 1939 and the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act , and
by virtue of the authority vested in it by said Acts, the Federal

Trade Commission having reason to believe that Natelson s Inc.
:\Tatelson s Crossroads , Inc. , and Natelson s Gateway, Inc. , corpo-
rations, hereinafter referred to as respondents , have violated the
provisions of said Acts and the Rules and Regulations promul-
gated under the Fur Products Labeling Act , the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939 and the Textile Fiber Pi'oducts Identifica-
tion Act , and it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by
it in respect thereof would be in the public interest, hereby issues
its complaint stating its charges in that respect as follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Natelson s Inc. , is a corporation or-
ganized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the
laws af the State of Nebraska. Its offce :md principal place 

business is located at 1517 Douglas , Omaha , Nebraska. Said cor-
porate respondent operates women s wear retail outlets.

Respondent Katelson s Crossroads, Inc. , is a corporation orga-
nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
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of the State of Nebraska. Its offce and principal place of business

is located at 72nd Street and Dodge , Omaha, Nebraska.
Respondent NateJson s Gateway, Inc. .. is a corporation orga-

nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of Nebraska. Its offce and principal place of business

is located at 60th and "0" Streets , Lincoln , Nebraska.
PAR. 2. Subsequent to the effective date of the Fur Products La-

beling Act on August 9 , 1952 , respondents have been and are now
engaged in the introduction into commerce , and in the sale , adver-
tising, and offering for sale in commerce , and in the transporta-
tion and distribution in commerce , of fur products; and have sold,
advertised , offered for sale , transported and distributed fur prod-
ucts which have been made in whole 01' in part of furs which
have been shipped and received in commerce , as the terms " com-
merce

" "

fur" and "fur product" are defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

PAR. 3. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that
they were not labeled as required 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 promulgated there-
under.

Among such misbranded fur products , but not limited thereto
were fur products without labels and fur producb with label,
which failed:

1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in any such
fur product.

2. To disclose that the fur contained in the fur products was
bleached, dyed , 01' otherwise artificially colored , when such was
the fact.
3. To show the country of ongm of the . imported furs con-

tained in the fur products.
PAR. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in viola-

tion of the FUl Products LabeJjng Act in that they were not la-
beled in accordance with the Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder in the following respects:

(a) The term "natural" was not used on labels to describe fur
products which were not pointed , bleached, dyed , tip-dyed , 01'

otherwise artificalIy colored, in violation of Rule 19 (g) of said

Rules and Regulations.
(b) The disclosure that fur products were compm'ed in whole

or in substantial part of paws , tails , beJles , sides , flanks, giEe.

ears , throats, heads , scrap pieces or waste fur, where required
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was not set forth on labels, in violation of Rule 20 of said Rules
and Regulations.

(c) Required item numbers were hot set forth on labels , in vio-
lation of Rule 40 of said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 5. Certain of said fur products were falsely and decep-

tively invoiced by the respondents in that they were not invoiced
as required by Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur Products Labeling 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 which

failed:
1. To show the true animal name of the fur used in the fur

product.
2. To disclose that the fur contained in the fur product was

bleached, dyed , or otherwise artificially colored, when such was
the fact.

PAR. 6. Certain of said fur products were falsely and decep-

tively invoiced in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in
that they were not invoiced in accordance with the Rules and

Regulations promulgated thereunder in the following respects:
(a) Information required under Section 5 (b) (1) of the Fur

Products Labeling Act and the Rules and Regulations promul-

gated thereunder was set forth on invoices in abbreviated form,
in violation of Rule 4 of said Rules and Regulations.

(b) The term "natural" was not used on invoices to describe
fur products which were not pointed , bleached, dyed, tip-dyed or
otherwise artificially colored , in violation of Rule 19 (g) of said
Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 7. Certain of said fur products were falsely and decep-

tively advertised in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in
that certain advertisements intended to aid , promote and assist
directly or indirectly, in the sale and offering for sale of such fur
products were not in accordance with the provisions of Section
5 (a) of the said Act.

Among and included in the aforesaid advertisements , but not
limited thereto, were advertisements of respondents which ap-

peared in issues of the Sunday World Herald, a newspaper pub-
lished in the city of Omaha , State of Nebraska.

Among such false and deceptive advertisements , but not limited
thereto, were advertisements which failed to show that the fur
contained in the fur product was bleached , dyed, or otherwise ar-
tificially colored , when such was the fact.
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PAR. 8. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others of

similar import and meaning not specifically referred to herein
respondents falsely and deceptively advertised fur products in vi-
olation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that the said fur
products were not advertised in accordance with the Rules and

Regulations promulgated thereunder in that the term "natural"
was not used to describe fur products which were not pointed

bleached , dyed, tip-dyed or otherwise artificially colored in viola-
tion of Rule 19 (g) of the said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 9. In advertising fur products for sale, as aforesaid, re-

spondents made pricing claims and representations of the types
covered by subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d) or Rule 44 of the
Regulations under the Fur Products Labeling Act. Repondents in

making such claims and representations failed to maintain full
and adequate records disclosing the facts upon which such pricing
claims and representations were based , in violation of Rule 44(e)
of the said Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 10. Respondents, in violation of Section 3 (d) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act, have removed and mutilated and have
caused and participated in the removal and mutilation of, prior to
the time fur products subject to the provisions of said Act were
sold and delivered to the ultimate consumer, labels required by
the Fur Products Labeling Act to be affxed to such products

without substituting therefor labels conforming to Section 4 of
said Act and in the manner prescribed by Section 3 (e) of said
Act.

PAR. 11. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents, as
herein alleged , are in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder and con-

stitute unfair and deceptive acts and practices and unfair meth-
ods of competition in commerce under the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act.

PAR. 12. Subsequent to the effective date of the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act on March 3, 1960 , respondents have
been and are now engaged in the introduction , delivery for intro-
duction , sale, advertising, and offering for sale , in commerce , and
in the transportation or causing to be transported in commerce

and in the importation into the United States, of textie fiber
products; and have sold, offered for sale, advertised , delivered

transported and caused to be transported , textile fiber products
which have been advertised or offered for sale in commerce; and
have sold , offered for sale, advertised , delivered , transported and
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caused to be transported, after shipment in commerce, textile
fiber products , either in their original state or contained in other
textile fiber products , as the terms "commerce" and "textile fiber
product" are defined in the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act.

PAR. 13. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded
within the intent and meaning of Section 4 (a) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act and the Rules and Regulations
promulgated thereunder, in that they were falsely and decep-
tively stamped , tagged , labeled , invoiced , advertised , or otherwise
identified as to the name or amount of constituent fibers contained
therein.

Among such misbranded textile fiber products, but not limited
thereto , were textile fiber products which were falsely and decep-
tively advertised by means of advertisements which appeared in
newspapers of interstate circulation , in that certain of said adver-
tisements contained statements which represented , either directly
or by implication , that said products were composed wholly or
substantially of a fiber , when , in truth and in fact, said product
was not composed wholly or substantially of said fiber.

PAR. 14. Certain of said textile fiber products were misbranded
by respondents in that they were not stamped , tagged , labeled or
otherwise identified with the information required under Section
4 (b) of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, and in the
manner and form prescribed by the Rules and Regulations pro-
mulgated under said Act.

PAR. 15. Certain of said textile fiber products were falsely and
deceptively advertised in that respondents , in making disclosures
OJ' implications as to the fiber content of such textile fiber prod-
ucts in written advertisements used to aid , promote and assist di-
rectly or indirectly in the sale or offering for sale of said prod-

ucts, failed to set forth the required information as to fiber con-
tent as specified by Section 4 (c) of the Textie Fiber Products

Identification Act and in the manner and form prescribed by the
Rules and Regulations promulgated under said Act.

Among such textile fiber products , but not limited thereto , were
articles of wearing apparel which were falsely and deceptively
advertised by respondents , in newspapers of interstate circulation
distributed throughout the t' nited States , in that the true generic
names of the fibers in such products were not set forth.

PAR. 16. By means of the aforesaid advertisements and others
of similar import and meaning not specifcally referred to herein
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respondents falsely and deceptively advertised textile fiber prod-
ucts in violation of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act in
that said textile fiber products were not advertised in accordance
with the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder in tne
following respects:

(a) Fiber trademarks were used in advertising textile fiber
products , namely, ladies ' undergarments , without a full disclosure

of the fiber content information required by the said Act and the
Rules and Regulations thereunder in at least one instance in said
advertisement, in violation of Rule 41 (a) of the aforesaid Rules
and Regulations.

(b) Fiber trademarks were used in advertising textile fiber
products , namely ladies' undergarments , containing more than
one fiber and such fiber trademarks did not appear in tne require,l
fiber content information in immediate proximity and conjunction
with the generic names of the fibers in plainly legible type or let.-
tering of equal size and conspicuousness, in violation of Rule
41 (b) of the aforesaid Rules and Regulations.

PAR. 17. Respondents , in violation d Secticr; 5 (a) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act have ,emoved and mutilated
and have caused and participated in the removal and mutilation

, prior to the time textile fiber products subject t.o the provi-
sions of the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act were sold
and delivered to the ultimate consumer , labels required by the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act to be affxed to such prod.
ucts , without substituting therefor labels conforming to Section 4
of said Act and in the manner prescribed by Section 5 (b) of said
Act.

PAR, 18. The acts and practices of respondents as set forth
above were , and are , in violation of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act and the Rules and Regulations promulgated
thereunder and constituted , and now constitute , unfair and decep-
tive acts and practices and unfair methods of competition , in com-
merce , within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act.

PAR. 19. Respondents , subsequent to the effective date of the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939 , and with the intent of vio-
lating the provisions of the said Act , after shipment to them in
commerce of such products , have , in violation of Section 5 of said
Act, caused or participated in the removal and mutilation of the
stamp, tag, label or other identification required by said Act to be
affxed to wool products subject to the provisions of such Act,
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prior to the time such wool products were sold and delivered to
the ultimate consumer, without substituting therefor labels con-
forming to Section 4 (a) (2) of said Act.

PAR. 20. The acts and practices of the respondents as set forth
above were , and are , in violation of the Wool Products Labeling
Act of 1939 and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereun-

der , and constituted and now constitute unfair and deceptive acts
and practices and unfair methods of competition in commerce

within the intent and meaning of the Federal Trade Commission
Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Federal Trade Commission having initiated an investiga-
tion of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the
caption hereof, and the respondents having been furnished there-
after with a copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of
Texties and Furs proposed to present to the Commission for its
consideration and which, if issued by the Commission, would
charge respondents with violation of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, the Fur Products Labeling Act , the Textile Fiber Prod-
nets Identification Act and the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939; and

The respondents and counsel for the Commission having there-
after executed an agreement containing a consent order, an ad-
mission by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth
in the aforesaid draft of complaint, a statement that the signing
of said agreement is for settement purposes only and does not

constitute an admission by the respondents that the Jaw has been
violated as alleged in such complaint , and waivers and provisions
as required by the Commission s rules; and
The Commission , having reason to believe that the respondents

have violated the said Acts, and having determined that com-
plaint should issue stating its charges in that respect , hereby is-
sues its complaint, accepts said agreement, makes the following
jurisdictional findings , and enters the following order:

1. Respondent Natelson s Inc. , is a corporation organized , ex-

isting and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the
State of Nebraska , with its principal offce and place of business
located at 1517 Douglas , Omaha , Nebraska,

Respondent Natelson s Crossroads , Inc. , is a corporation or-

ganized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the


