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Decision 56 I.T.C.

In THE MATTER OF

LEVIANT BROTHERS, INC., ET AL.

ORDER, ETC., IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE IEDERAL
TRADE COMMISSION AND THE FUR PRODUCTS LABELING ACTS

i Docket 7194 Complaint, July 17, 1958—Decision, July 31, 1959

Order requiring a New York City furrier to cease violating the Fur Products
Labeling Act by failing_to comglz with invoicing requirements, by setting
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Mr. Charles W. O’Connell for the Commission.
Mr. Manfred H. Benedek, of New York, N.Y., for respondents.

Inrrian Decision By J. Earn Cox, Hearing EXAMINER
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offered for sale, transported and distributed fur products which have
been made in whole or in part of fur which had been shipped and
received in commerce, as “commerce,” “fur” and “fur product” are
defined in the Fur Products Labeling Act.

8. There are four charges in the complaint which will be discussed
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Order 56 I.\T.C.

i acts and practices in commerce under the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act.

3. This proceeding iS 2“ !,h,e public interest. and an order +a roaca

and. desist. the ahave-fannd arte and nracticoe chanld jecna o cniacd
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respondents.
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the facts of record,

1t is ordered, That respondents, Leviant Brothers, Inc., a corpora-
tion, and Morris Leviant and Bernard Leviant, individually and as
officers of said corporation, and respondents’ representatives, agents
and employees, directly or through any corporate or other device,
In connection with the introduction on the manufacture for intro-
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transportation or distribution in commerce, of fur products, or in
connection with the manufacture for sale, sale, advertising, offering
for sale, transportation, or_distribution of fur products. which have

been made in whole or in part of fur which has been shipped and
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in the sale or offering for sale” of a fur product or fur.
The record shows that respondents set forth fictitious comparative
prices on consignment memorandums issued by them in connection
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which were later purchased by that firm. These consignment memo-
randums were received by the consignee prior to the consummation
of the sale to it of the products described therein. It is clear, there-

ronstituted false renresentations to the nrospective purchaser which
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1t is further ordered, That paragraph 11 of the initial decision
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facts upon which their pricine and savines claims and renresenta-







