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Order 35F.T.C. 

IN THE MATI'ER OF 

D. D. D. CORPORATION 

JIIODIFIED ORDER TO CEASE AND DESISl' 

Docket 397~. Order, Jul1f 8, 191:~ 

Modified order, pursuant to provisions of Section 5 (I) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, and in accordance with decree below referred to, in proceed· 
lng in question, in which original order issued on April 19, 1941, 32 F. T. c. 
1227, 1235, and in which Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, 
on February 12, 1942, in D. D. D. Corppration v. Federal Trade Commission, 
125 F. (2tl) 671), 34 F. T. C. 1821, rendered its opinion, and on April 4, 1942, 
issued its decree modifying the aforesaid order of the Commissiot~ in certain 
particulars and affirming same in other particulars-

Requiring respondent, its officers, etc., in connection with. offer, etc., of re­
spondent's "D. D. D. Prescription" or any other substantially similar me· 
dlcinal preparation, to cease and desist from disseminating, etc., any adver­
tisements, etc., as in said order set fortlt, which represent, directly or through 
inference, that said prescription is a cure or remedy or has therapeutic 
value in (•xcess of affording relief from cerluin SYtniltoms for eczema, pimples, 
or hives, skin disoruers caused by Internal or systemic conditions, blotches 
or rashes when due to such conditions, and athlete's foot, insect bites, and 
cases of ivy and onk poisoning; or which, through UAe of words ''and other 
externally caused skin eruptions;•· etc., Imply that certain diseases and con­
ditions which mny be ot systemic or internal origin are solely of external 
origin, and that Its said preparation has therapeutic value in the treatment 
thereof regardless of origin; ot· through use at the words "stops itching," 
etc., that It will either permanently or temporarily eliminate the disease 
or condition causing said symptom, or that it has any therapeutic value in 
excess of that afforded by alleviation thereof, etc., as in order in detail 
set forth. 

MoDIFIED ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST 

This proceeding coming on for further hearing before the Federal 
Trade Commission and it appearing that on A.pril19, 1941, the Com­
mission made its findings as to the facts herein and concluded there­
from that respondent had violated the provisions of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act unJ issued and subsequently served its order to cease 
and desist; and it further appearing that on February 12, 1942, the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit 
rendered its opinion and on April 4, 1942, issued its decree modifying 
the aforesaid order of the Commission in certain particulars and 
affirming said order in other particulars : · 

Now therefore, Pursuant to the provisions of Subsection (i) ofSec­
tion 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act, the Commi8sion issues 
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this, its modified order to cease and desist in conformity with said 
decree: 

It is ordeTed, That the respondent, D. D. D. Corporation, its officers, 
representatives, agents, and employees, directly br through any cor­
porate or other device, in connection with the offering for sale, sale 
or distribution of its medical preparation, D. D. D. Prescription, or 
any other preparation of substantially similar composition or pos­
sessing substantially similar properties, whether sold under the same 
name or under any other name, do forthwith cease and desist from 
directly or indirectly : 
· 1. Disseminating, or causing to be disseminated, any advertisement 
by means of the United States mails, or by any means in commerce, 
as "commerce" is defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act, which 
advertisement represents, directly or through inference: 

(a) That respondent's preparation D. D. D. Prescription is a cure · 
or remedy for eczema, or that it has any therapeutic value in the treat­
lllent thereof in excess of affording relief from the symptom of itching. 

(b) That respondent's preparation D. D. D. Prescription is tt cure 
or remedy for pimples or hives, or that it has any therapeutic value 
in the treatment thereof, in excess of affording relief from the symptom 
of itching. 

(c) That respondent's preparation has any therapeutic value in the 
treatment of any disorder of the skin caused by internal or systemic 
conditions, :ln excess of affording relief from the symptoms of itching. 

(d) That said preparation has ariy therapeutic value in the treat­
ment of blotches or rashes appearing on the skin, when due to systemic 
or constitutional conditions. 

·(e) That respondent's preparation has any therapeutic value in the 
treatment of athlete's foot, insectbites, and cases of ivy and oak poison­
ing, in excess of that afforded by the alleviation of the symptom of 
itching, or that afforded by the use of an antipruritic, astringent, 
antiseptic, and mildly germicidal agent. 

(f) Through the use of the words "and other externally caused skin 
eruptions," or other words or phrases of similar import or meaning, 
in connection with diseases or conditions which may be of a systemic 
or internal origin, that such diseases and conditions are, in fact, solely 
of external origin or that respondent's preparation has therapeutic 
value in the treatment of such diseases and conclitions regardles.s of 
their origin. . 

(g) Through the use of the words "stop itching'' or other words or 
phrases'of similar import or meaning, that respondent's preparation 
will either permanently or temporarily eliminate the disease or condi­
tion causing the symptom of itching or has any therapeutic value in 
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excess of that afforded by the alleviation of the symptom of itching~ 
or that afforded by the use of an a_ntipruritic, astringent, untise:ptic~ 
and mildly germicidal agent. 

2. Disseminnting,·or causing to be disseminated, any advertisement 
by any means, for the purpose of inducing, or which is likely to induce~ , 
directly or indirectly, the purchase in commerce, as "commerce" is. 
defined in the Federal Trade Commission Act, of said medicinal 
preparation D. D. D. Prescription, which advertisement ccmtains any 
of the representations prohibited in Paragraph 1 hereof and the 
respective subdivisions thereof. 

It is fu·rther ordered, That respondent shall within 30 days after the 
service upon it of this order file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the manner nnd form in which it has 
comp1ied with this order. 
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Complaint 

IN THE MATTER OF 

HARRY M. BITTERMAN, INC.; ETAL . . 
.'OMPLAINT, FINDINGS, AND OHDER IN REGARD TO THE ALLEGED VIOLATION 

OF SDBSEC. (c) OF SEC. 2 OE AN .ACT OF CONGRESS APPROVED OCT. 15, 1014, 
AS Al\IENDED . · 

Dorkct 4229-Complaint, Aug. 8, lfJ.jO-Dcdsion, ,Ju1]1 8, 1fi42 

Where a corporation, and two individuni:-J-president and director and oftice 
manager thereof-engaged in the competitive interstate purchase from nu­
merous manufacturer:! and other sell.ers of fur garments for a numb~1· of· 
retail establishments-

( a) Received compPn>:ation in the form of brokerage or commissions upon orders 
from aforesaid buyers for· the purchase of commodities including, particu­
larly, fur· garments, which it transmitted to and executed with sl:'llers, 
amounting, customarily, to 5 percent of the sale~ pl'ices of the goods solll, 
and while acting as said buyers' agent, buying representative or other 
interme<Iiary; and · . 

'Vbere afore;.;t•Jd selling concerns, engaged as abo,·e ~'<l't fortl1, in the sale of their 
fur garments in interstate comme1·ce to buyers referred to and to numf'rous 
othet• customers- · 

(b) Paid to said co~·poration and individuals, acting as· age;1ts, buylug retJre­
sentutivt•ts, or other intermediaries of said buyer retailers in the transmittal 
and execution of their buying orders, compensation In the form of brokerage 
fees or commissions as above described upon the sales prices pf till' goods 801<1 
by them to aforesaid buyers: · 

lield, That such receipt and acceptance, and payment ~f brokPrage fees and 
commissions, as nbove set forth, tOlistltuted a violation of the provisions of 
Subsection (c) of Sectio•1· 2 of the Clnyton .Act, us amen<lC'd by the Robin!lon­
Patman Act. 

· Nr. Ed-wardS. Ragsdale for the Commission . 
. Mr. Alfred .McCormack and JJ!r. Harmon Duncombe, of the firm 

of Cravath, DeGer:sdorff, Swaine & ·wood, of New York City, for 
l'espondents. 

CoMPLAINT 1 

Pursuant to the provisions of an Act of Congress, approved October 
15,1914, entitled "An Act to supplement existing laws against unlawful 

1 Comph•lnt Is published as 1anll'nrled by a st,lpulo.tlon agreed to by and between respond­
~nts nnmP.d below and W. T; .Kelley, chief counaei for the Commission, and approved by 
lito Commission on November 4, 1940, which stipulation amended original complaint, nunc 
t•ro tunc, aa follows : ' 

l:y striking from the caption of said complo.lnt tile word~ "Arthur PP.tras, Peter l'l'tras 
nnd George Aiveras, co-po.rtners doing business under the firm no.me and styie.of Petrus, 
Petras & Co." and substituting In lieu thereof the words "Peter Petras and GeorJ:a Alverna, 
lr•Hilng as Petras & Alenas, and Arthur Petras, trading as A. Petras & Company," and 

By •trlldng from paragraph 3, page 2, o! so.Id complaint the wot•i!s: 
"Respondents Arthur Petras, Peter Petras and George Alveras are co-partners doing 

bt!•lness under the Jlrm name and style ot Petras, Petras & Co. and have their prl!tcipal 
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