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resentntivcs , agents and employees , diredly or throngh any corporate
or other device, do forthwith cease and desist from furnishing a
false guaranty that any fur product is not misbranded, falsely in-
voiced or falsely advertised when the respondents have rcason to
believe that such fur product may be introduced , sold , transported , or
distributed ill commercc.

I t i fll.ther ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least 30 days prior to any proposed change in the corporate re-
spondents such as dissolution, assignmcnt or sale resulting in the
cmcl'genec of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of
subsidiaries or any other change in the corporations which may
affect compliance obligations arising out of the ordel'

It i8 fU1.ther ordm' That the rcspondent corporations sha1l forth-
with distribute a copy of this order to each of their operating

di visions.
It ,is f'IITtlIC1" onlm' That the respondents hen in shall , within

sixty (60) days afte,' service UpOIl them of this order, fi Ie with the
Commission a report, ill writing, setting forth in detail the manner
and form in ,vhich they have complied with this order.

TN THE IATTIm OF

EVERSIIARP , IXC.

cox SENT OHmm , ETC. , IN I:EGAHD TO TilE ALLEGE!) VIOLATION OF THE

FEDERAL THADE COM1\iISSION ACT

Docket C- /"tH. C01'lJlaint, Ma1J 1970--IJccisinn, Ma1J 1970

Consent order requiring a major munufacturer of razor hlndes with head-

quarters in Culver City, Calif., to cease mifm. IJrespnting the shaving per-
fornwIlCC of its Sehid KrOlHl Chrome razor blades and disparaging the
razor uladcs of anr competitor.

COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and hy virtue of the authority vested in it by sa. id Act , the Fedcral
Tradc Commission , having rcason to believe that Ever harp, Inc. , a
corporation, hereinaftcr refcrred to as respondent, has violated the
provisions of said Act, and it appearing to the Connnission that a

proceeding by it in respect thereof would be in the publie intere8t
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hereby issnes its complaint stating its charges in that respect as
fo11ows:

AHAGTUJ.PH 1. R.espolldent 1 versharp, Inc. , is a corporation orga-
nized , existing and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of
the Stnte of Delaware \'lith its principal offce and p1ace of business
located at 5933 'Vest Slauson Avenue, in the city of Culver City,

StaLl' of Cflllforuia.

1.R. 2. Hcspondent HOW , and for some time past , has been engaged
in the manufacture, sale and distribution of a razor blade described
as Schick Krona Chrome, which when sold is shipp( d to purchasers

located in various States of the United States. 'rlnls respondent
maintains , and at all times mentioned herein has maintained, a 8ub-
stantial conrse of trade in said razor blades in commerce, as "com-
mcrce" is deiined in the Federal Trade Commission Act.

PAn. J. Respondent at alJ times mentioned herein has been audnow
is in substantial competit.ion in commerce with individuals, firms and
corporations engaged in the saJe and distribu60n of razor blades.

l\\n. 4. In the e011rso and con dud of its business, and for the
purpose of inducing the sale of its said product, respondent employs
,uhertising in natjonal a.nd regional nw..gazines and other publications
and on network and local television and through various other outlets
including point of sale displays. A major advertising theme employed
by respondent consists of a comparison of blade corrosion Dccuring

after five shaves between a Schick l\:rona blade and a Schick stainless
st"eJ blade.

PAR. 5. Typical and illustl'atiyc of the advertising referred to in
Paragraph Four, but not all inclusive thereof, is the following tele-

ion commerciaL The visua.l portion of the commercial depicts a
photograph of a corroded section of a Schick Super Stainless Steel
h1ade edge and a photograph of a section of a Schick I(rona Chrome
bJade edge, each Lla.de having been subjected to five shaves and each
h1ade section shown having been greatly magniii( d before photo-
graphing. The photographs are placed side by side. The audio portion
of the commercial calls on the viewer to compare the two blades a.nd
decide which blade he v.;ould prefer to shave with , and in addition
statps that the Schick ICrona Chrome blade has an edge so durable it
,outshavcs and out1asts any super stainless blade.

PAR. 6. Through the use of the aforesaid advertising and the
statements and representations made in connection therewith re-
spondent represents , directly or by implication that:
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(1) the stain1css steel bJade depicted corroded to sneh an extellt
during five (5) shaving uSPS as to materially affect its shaving per-
forrnanec, and

(2) Schick Krona Chrome hlades do not eonode during the first
five (5) shaving uses and that thercforc their shaving performance
during such uses its materially superior to that of stainh ss steel
blades.

PAR. 7. In truth and in fact :
(1) The corrosion that OCCUl'ccl during Jive (5) shaving uses of the

stainless steel blade depicted did not materially aHect its shaving
performance.

(2) Dtll'ing the first five (;)) shaving uses the shaving performance
of Schick lCrona Chrome blad( s is not materially superior to that of
stainlcHs sLeel blades.

Therefore, th( reprpsentation set forth in Paragraph Six hereof
were and are false, misleading and deceptive.
PAR. 8. The use by respondent. 01 the aforesaid advertising and

the statements and repl' sentatiolls made in connectioll therewith JHlS

had , and now has, the tendcncy and capacity to mislead and de( ein
a substantial portion of the pnrchasing public lnto the CITOIH OUS lUHl

mistakrm belief that said advertising and the reprcscntations made in
connection therewith were and are true, and into the purc.ha,se of a

substantial quantity of respondent's razor blades beeam:; of suc.h
erroneons and mistaken belief.

PAIL 9. The aforesaid ads and practices of respondent, as herein
aJleged , wore, and are, aJI to the prejudice and injury of the public
and cons6tuted , and now constit.ute, unfair and deceptive acts and

practices and unfair methods of competition in commerce, in viola-

tion of SEction 5 of the I' ederal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND ORDER

The Fedentl Trade Commission luv;ring initiated an investigation
of e( rtain acts and practices of the respondent named. in tlw caption
hereof , and the respondent having hern furnished thcreaftcr with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Burcau of Deceptive l'rae-
tiees proposcd to present to the Commission Jar its eonsideration and
which , if issued by the Commission , would charge respondent with
violation of the Federal Tra.de Commission Act; and

The respondent and counsel for the Commission having therea1ter
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execut.ed an agreement containing a consent order , an admission by
the respondent of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the afore-
sa.id draft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said agree-
ment is for settlement purposes only and does not constit.ute an ad-
mission by rcspondent that the law has been violated as alleged in
such complaint and waivers and other provisions as required by the
Commission s Rules; and

The Commission having thereafter considered the matter and hav-
ing det.ermined that it had reason to believe that the respondent has
violated the said -1 , and that complaint should isslie stating its
charges ill that respeet, and having thereupon accepted the executed
consent agreement and placed such agreement on the public record for
a period of thirty (30) days, !lOW in further conformity with the

procedure prescribed in S 2.34(b) of its Hules, the Commission
thereby issues its complaint , makes the following jurisdictional iind-
ings , andenters the following order:

1. Respondent Eversharp, Inc. , is a corporation organized, existing
and doing business under and by virtue of the laws of the State of
Delaware with its principal office and place of business located at
fjD33 'Vest Slauson Avenue , Culver City, California.

2. The Federal Trade Commission has jurisdiction of the subject
matter of this proeeeding and of the respondent, and the proceeding
is in the public interest.

ORDEH

It is oTdered That respondent Eversharp, Inc. , it eorporation , its

offcers, representatives, agents and emp1oyees, directly or through
any corporate or other device, in cOllnection ,vith the offering for

sale, sale and distribution of Sehick ICrona Chrome razor blades or
any other razor blade in commerce, as "commerce" is defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Ad, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. J\lisreprcsenting the shaving performance 01 any such prod-
uct.

2. Disparaging by untruthful statements or any misleading or

deceptive method , razor blades competitive with those of re-
spondent Evershal'p, Inc.

ft is further order( That the respondent corporation shaH forth-
with distribute t copy of this order to each of its operating divisions.

It is further ordered That the respondent notify the Commission
at least thirty (30) days prior to any proposed change in the corpo-
rate respondent sueh as dissolution , assignment or sale , resllltillg in
the emergence of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution
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of subsidiaries or any other change in the corporation which may
affect compliance ob1igatiollS arising out of the order.

It i8 jurther ordered That I'spondent shall file a report of com-
pliance with the Commission within sixty (60) days from the date

this ordcr becomes final.

IN THE JL-\.TTER 01'

JACK ESTHEICH FURS , INC. , ET AL.

CONSENT ommn, ETC., IN RI'XiAHD TO TIlE ALLEGED VIOLATIOK OF TilE
FEDERAL TRAlm C01\BnSSION AND THE Fun rlWDUCTS LAllELIXG ACTS

Docket (1-1745. ComplaInt, May 1970-Dccision, May 1.90

Consent order requiring a Xew York City mannf,lctnrillg and retaUing furrit'r
to cease falsely invoieing, dcrl:vtiveJy guaranteeing, and llislJl'Hllding its
fur products.

COl\IPLAIXT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Tnule Commission Act
and the 11 ul' Proclncts Labeling Act , and by virtne of the aut.horit.y
vested in it, by said Ads, the Federal Trade Commission, having-
reason to bclicwe that tT acle Estl'cich Ful's, Inc. , a corporation , and
T acle Estrcich , individually and as an offcer of said corporation.
hereinaftcr rC1p.l"rcd t.o as respondents , 1m ve violated the provisions of
said Acts and the Rnlcs and Hegulatiolls promulgated un(h r t.he FU1"

Products Labeling Act, and it appearing to tlw Commission that a
proceeding by it in respect there01 would be in the public interest
hereby issues its eornplaint stating its charges in that respect as fol-
lo\vs:

PAHAGIL\PI- 1. Hespondent .Tack Estreic.h Furs, Inc. , is a corpora-
tion organized, existing and doing busincss under and by virtno of
the laws of t.he State of New Y ol'k.

Hespondent J flck Estreich is fln offcer of the said eorporation. I-Ie
formulates , directs and cont.rol the po1icies , acts and practices of the
said corporation.

Hespondcnts are manufacturcrs and retailers of fur products wit.h
their oIIce and pl'inejpal place of business located at 130 "'Vest 30th
Street, N ew York, N cw Yark.

PAR. 2. Hespolldent arc now and for some time last past h:l'lC
becn engaged in the introduction into commerce, and in the mann-

facture for introduction into commerce , and in the sale , advertising,


