











| think it wogld have tb be stamped on the jewelry. Cards/tags would not dol
if we are going sell junk we should at Ieast let the customer know what they are buying
consumers need full disclouser

unfortunately we as d society are getfing lazier, if 1t isn't spelled out the potential for misrepresentation is
too great

Keep it simple. 10K gold does not tell us anything but .417 gold, The rest does not matter to consumers.
The more susinetly the info is given, the more the consumer will comfortably accept it.
Just use abbreviations, i '

Another "Alloy of precious metals” is fine and well, but please do not remove our Platinum's as they now,
Why? [tisn't dene with goid. Why is platinum being freated different? It would be a logistical nighmare
to keep track of that.

My concern is stamping. Tags & cards will get lost especially by customers, ltems brought into store
without proper stamping = setious issues for all.

Ekcept on the stamp which should be abbreviated but understandable to a jewelsr to explain,

Why don't we sell the customer a book with all of the chemical compounds in it and attach the ring to
that!

not necessary to protect customer

Yes, if ona card... no, if it Is on a tag - but have the abbreviation's spelled out and defined on each
invoice and also in a brochure,

On a card yes, but not on a stamp

As stated above. Retailers are to be professionals, so it is time to learn the business,

If we have to explain then yes

Hard teo spell for stamping Tags & cards will be fost after a piece is purchased Could be stamped as
14K or .585 to denoté the amount of pure platinum

It's not brain surgery! We can work with the abbreviations.

Too much info and not encugh room.

customers are not cancerned with alloys

The consumer needs to know what the metal contains...without having to translate all the "industry
language.”

Abbreviations ok for a stamp, but written out for printed materials

Abbreviations can be misunderstood, especailly if a customer calls you on it

Abbreviations are some times hard to determine

Yes, but only for less than 85% plat; toc many options in alloy metals to expect sales persons to
accurately recall andirepresent abbreviations,

As long as they can verbally explain to a customer, it'd be ok... follow up with appraisal and/or receipt
with all pertinent info.

A ring is too small to include this information as an inside stampmg and other jewelry can be too delicate
to stamp. A bale - where?

Base metals are not required to be spelled out for gold alloys.

| believe that standardized abbreviations are fine.

They shouid be disclosed verbally at point of sale,

Huh?

Why open the door to fraudulent use on the public?

as long as there is an industry standard abbreviation code.




not all jewelery salespeople are chemists or familiar with the table of elements or their abbreviatiens.

A symbol we alt can Identify or Abrv. on jewelry & or tag accompanying

If the mfg doesn't spell them out, the sales person may or may not be able fo name them,

Abbreviations that do'not concern the users heaith , such as in food & drugs, have been widely accepted
for some time.

enforcement would b;e impossible

We sell a lot of steel because pecple have metal allergies.

It's a bad idea

to make sure it is clear.

It is not a requirement for other alloys and probably sheuldn't be required for platinum alloys.

Abbreviations need to be learned and are usually easily understood

Allergic people out there

There should be no fag.

Tthink it is the manufacturer or designers that are required to inform their accounts and let them know
what alloys are used In their metals

Abbreviations are the only logical way to tag the merchandise

Make the abbreviations standardized.

Consumers need to know what they are buying. Jewelry repairers must know what they are working
with, and sellers need to know what they are selling.

1 feel that the customer that is truly wanting full disclosure wili inquire what the abbreviations are.

Full disclosure of the content must be made if it varries from platinum or other noble metals

Should be spelled out....but how much room do you think there is avaijlable without making showcases
full of large signs and fags. Scheeesh.

It is not required of gold or silver, why would you for platinum?

You need to know what the base metals are.

Again yes and no. 1 want pecple to know what they're buying, but 1 don't think it can be stamped on a
ring, it will limit the room to size.

I believe full disclosure of platinum content and accompanying alloys and base metals should be fully
disclosed, particulatly in advertising, e-commerce and eny tools used prior to the sale. Anything less is
a misrepresentation of the product and thus misleading pertaining to perceived values.

Training the average store sales assoclate to handle This transaction will be very difficuit. This will just
confuse the customer & devalue traditional platinum.

no

F It ain't broke, domt fix it

Advertising platinum vs 585 platinum needs consideration. Disclosure similiar to gold is needed.
yes. whena consumer buys a piece of jewelry they are not going fo injest it--- they are wearing it. when
selling a plece of gold or platinum the % of what they are paying for should be disclosed and as long as

the other metals are not radioactive a warning is not necessary.




Ithink this would cause alot of confusion and misrepresentation to the consLimer of the value and quality
of a product that is trymg to be sold to the consumer, The average salesperson would 99% of the time
misrepresent what they were trying to sell.0

Returns and consumer dissatisfation would likely be very high.

Start enfercing what fregulations they have and then take on new ones. No one worrys about the FTC
coming in because they have stated they don't have the manpower to enforce most violations.

keep it simple and very honest leaving no room to scam cur customers

It should be made cléar when a product is not made exclusively from platinum family metals.

Why is it necessary for the FTC to make those amendments In the first place? Sounds to me like it will
be easier for someone to scam the general public,

anther way to misslead the customer :

If Platinum is going to be mixed mith other Platinum group metals such as ruthenium, rhodium,
palladium, osmium, or iridium we can quite simply use the gold standard. 14KP = 0.585 Platinum and
0.415 PGM, _

If there is merit to offering a metal like 14K gold that has less pure platinum but still retains many of the
traits and features of Platinum....Bring it onl Same with Palladium! 950 pure platinum would stifl be the
king of metals. i

THE GUIBELINES SET FORTH BY THE FTC ONLY INCREASE THE CONFUSION THE
CUSTOMER |S ALREADY FACING WHEN BUYING JEWELRY, SUCH A8 THE DIFFERENT
METALS, STONES, STYLES AND THE QUALITIES OF EACH OF THESE.

Do nef allow such alloys to be referred to platinum.

There are still so many pieces of jewelry | see come through my studio that are not stamped in anyway. |
will abide by all the rules as | always have but your just adding fuel to a blaze that has been out of contrel
for years.

| feel that large discounters are behind this so they can lower the quality and give the illusion of a
cheaper price. | think the legitimite jeweler has no reason to want to lower the standard.

We don't discuss alldys used with gold, We should use the same procedures only indicating the
platinum percent.

This is a very bad préposa!.

They need to ask real jewelers who work with the public everyday to get a befter understanding on how

customers might reaét to the proposed changes.
They should not change them. '

We need to be up frant with all of our jewelry products during our sales conversations with customers;
but they are very up to date, due to their cwn research on the internet, before buying.

Simplicity is always the key to success. But this is government! Stamping, as in the previous years such
as Plat/lrid 90/10 is very clear to me!

Heavy penalties for subliming the alloy rules. _

0

The length of your comment boxes are a joke! ! tried to give reasons above and was cut off. Bad survey.
The problem is not the legalities it is those that break the laws.

The purity of platinum is the reason 1t is so appealling to the custemer, 1 want to sell platinum not a
platinum mix.




Ithink this is a bad idea. if we start mixing platinum With base metals such as pewter are we not
destroying the integrity of our business? | see it as ane more way o make the value putin us as retail

jewelers less than expected. The customer turns once again to wally world istead of the jeweler,
Don E. Yarbreugh Jr. 00

DEY GEM Jewelry

Since they allow 10k gold it's gomg to happen at 50% Platinum. | feel you would be lowearing the alore of
Platinum to do se----—but it's geing to happen anyway

Do government agancies always have to make (hmgs so difficult? Think SIMPLE. Most individuals wil A)
not be interested or B)simply be confused with the explanation. This will drive the sales of such product

away, How many people really pay attention to the nutrition infe on food packaging.O
O

SIMPLIFYI!

It will only confuse pecple, both in the industry and consumers. Plus what does it do to vaiues of purer
platinum pieces. Make give it different grades like geld does, fe: 10K, 14k, 18k. D
o o

There are more impoftant things to worry about in this industry. IE; gemstone treatment

Other countries are required to sell .950 platinum unless it is being exported to the USA. | would rather
see our standards raised rather than lowered. The liabtlity of setting a valuable diamond in an alleyed
platinum setting is scary.

| think everything about the proposed amendment should protect the consumer from unethical behavier
by any cne in the jewelry industry. | think the more clearly the amendment is written, the more likely it
will be followed by ethical jewelers,

1 don't believe in the changes of watering down platinum to lower "karat",

don't do if

VWhat an absolutely insane ideal The king of jewelry metals would be reduced to junk jewelry and the
consumer would not lnderstand it. It would only allow the low end businesses to look good in their
pricing and the consumer would think the only difference in jewelry is price. This idea only hurts
consumers,

This only serves to Cﬁeapen our products and lowering standards is never good, It invites further
misuse and misrepresentation of goods in our industry.

This creates an unreascnable burden to the retailer. Easy enough to explain the percentage of platinum,
hut with regard to the various base metals it would be a confusing, scary overload of information for the
end user,

i don't think this is a éood idea. platinum is used for many reasons, but most specifically because it is
precious, durable and hypoallergenic. alioying this removes most of the reason to purchase platinum.

No

By changing what we consider to be platinum by today’s standards | feel we are compromising the
industry by creating ways to "cheat" the consumers by dishonesty.

Yes. Consumers and industry participants already know what platinum is and the definition should not
be expanded. Platinum items that contain less than 90% platinum should be given a different name that
makes it clear that it is not a true platinum product If there Is any ambiguity and will open the door to
abuses.




if this change would be a positive move for the industry i would be for it. it seems that we are tring to
make something less precious,

be platinum, not platium and some other metal,

Yes [t's a stupid idea; Platinum has always represented the finest of quality. It would be very confusing
and the quality would: be compromised. e had a product called 14Kt./platinum some years ago, The
result was very bad and we scraped the settings we bought. | weuld not sell it.

No )

Metals below 900 puﬁity should not be allowed to be refferred to as "platinum" as this has been an
industry standard for many years. Consumers could easily be defrauded with impure "platinum” alloys
be companies claiming the items to be made of "platinum”

i think it is a bad ideaito change the purity standards for what can be called platinum. Platinum shouid
remain at least 90% pure and mixed only with platinum family metals. The explanation needed for this
change will give consumers a negative feeling about the entire industry. When toc much discussicn is
needed people feel manipulated.

These disclosures would only serve to confuse the customer and add a certain amount of negativity to
the transaction. This would result in lost sales to the retailers that followed the lefter of the law.
Unscruplous retailers would net be affected.

Only pure plat should be called plat, Lefs give it ancther name.

Why can't we just do it like gold specifying 14K, 18k etc using a similar code to explain the % of
platinum content

It is & two sided sword. Geld doesn't need to declare the metals in the alloys that are sold, But { think
Plat, should because of the $ amount involved,

invoices should have:all metals listed in item with % of tetal and current market rates of metal, metals
source would be nice too - recycled or mined.

I'm not sure you should have to break down the specific alloys (i.e. 38% copper, 10% nickel etc.) so
much as the pleces should be clearly labeled "Base metal platinum alloy" "BMPA" "Base Plat", With
14K gold, | don't need to give my customer a detailed breakdown of the alloys, just that it is 58.33%
gold, and the rest is base metal.

Platinum should be at least 80% platinum group metals, maybe 85% at lowest. This should show
consistancy with prior alloys.

Very Bad proposall Yes it would ad a geod selling price point but seeing how disclesure rules are
currently peliced | don't think this would be properly disclosired.

I understand the industries desire to make money and that they are in a panic over high metals costs.
However getting a governmental OK to cheat the public does not make it right. The question here is
does the american jewelry industry want the public ultimatly asssume they have to buy foreign geods to
get quality.

If platinum jewelry has less than the traditional 90% to 95% platinum, it should be required to be
disclosed to the customer - just fike goid jewelry. And, just like gold jewelry, the specific alloys do not
need to be disclosed, '

this should be explained the same way we explain the different karat of gold jewelry. We do not have to
tell the customer how much cepper, hicke! and zinc are in each piece but we do explain the karat or
percentage of the pure goid. The same should be explained in platinum jewelry in an easy to understand
percentage ratio,

They should not do it . It will cause much confusion to the public




¢

our industry owes it to our customers to always diclose the nature of products we sell. Due to the
diversity of sales people it does not always happen. We need to be our own stewards of truth in
advertising anycne cgught not being truthful and forthright ought o be put out of business, not fined or
scolded. It simply can't be buyer beware anymore

Any assertion ahout & new platinum alloy using new alloy percentages must be based on time-tested
experience-a difficuEt;thing for a new alloy. Also,creating alloys that have percentages that are the same
as traditional gold alloys is misleading.A 58.5% alioy of platinum could be called 14kt platinum.Mow
honestly,who wants that?Call me:207-232-4924 ,

i think that a large humber of jewelers will say this is platinum and not disclose the alloys,

companies should not be allowed to make platinum Jewslry wtihout at east 90% being platinum and the
rest of the allow to be in the platinum group of metals

It should be as simple a the gold Karat marks, This seems falr and practical.

Itis a good idea, but it will be confusing to many, especially mass merchants that have staff members
which are not trained well. It also has room for abuse by dishonest businesses which may just call it
platinum and thus be selling it for much less than  good jeweler selling 950 platinum.

Platinum should not be changed,altered or have its durability lessened.

| am not sure of this at this time...

This should not be allowed to be called Platinum because of the confusion it will ¢ause for consumers
and employees, ’

| find all of this a kit much, Why doesn't the FTC raquire auto makers o disclose the metal content in
their product, and how about the garmet industry, do they have to disclose what the composition of the
thread that is used? | am not advocating non-disclosure, but how abeut- This ring is made of 53.5%
platinum and 41.5% other alloys.

JUST STAMP |IT I ! | We have enough restrictions.

Please leave Platimum alone, leave it in its "Nople" state, _

This metal is in a very presfigious class and should remain so for the people who can appricate and
afford to have the "Best of the "Best.0

Stephen Wyrick, GG, Certified Master Bench Jeweller.

If the industry wants to alloy platinum, fine. Do the same as with gold. There is no need to over
complicate or over regulate the process. It should be up to the Platinum Guild and the retail merchant to
explain to the custemers. So long as the jewelery item is stamped with 585 PLAT (or the like) that Is all
the disclosure that isineeded.

Leave Platinum they way It is - 900 and 950 and thats it.

Just have us use Platinum 950 or 989

I'am against diluting platinum with other base metals that aren't platinum based. Anything should be
properly stamped if changes are made. It's a case of if it ain't broke don't fix it, Let's face reality there are
so many greedy people that given an opportunity will mislead the unknowledgible & knowledgible. This
will give them more opportunities.

Let the FTC provide us with a handout describing all the base metals and their atiributes that we can
hand out and use to ¢canfuse our clients.

Lets do the same for gold so more jéwelers understand the problems with nickle.

Keep it as simple as possible. We don't seem to have a big problem with Karat Gold, and the explination
of that, se why should Platinum be any different?

The FTC, like a pompous college professor, seems mostly interested in the sound of their own voice,




too much informatiorg (no abbreviatons) required to be disclosed on the actial jewelery. Accepted
standards already in place for identification.

This should not happen. It degrades the use of plafinum and is only a way fo under mind the cuatomer.

If this passes be sure to educate the manufacturers, retailers and consumers.

How about a % sign. we relats to that in this country. ie 58%Plat

I don't think it fs‘ necéssaw to go this far with the metallurgical breakdown of the item, but If this is what
the buying public wants, then we have to oblige them and learn to new technigues of the time,

Gold is pure at 24K, we sell 18K, 14k, and 10k without having to infarm our customers of the alloys used
to drop the karat gold down. If they are going to do this to Platinum (which | don't agree with in the first
place) why are we having inform our custamers of the base metal used?

Vary bad idea

what a load of government nonsense, yet again, let them regulate themselves and thier spending, not
the small business. LEAVE US ALONE!

Leave it alone!

typically stupid

disclose what is in the platinum and purity If platinum is marked like the gold jewelry (18K,14K,10K)
retailers & jewelers need to know the alloys We were not even aware that they were planning on alloying
Plt to this degree &the consumer needs to know what's in the metal It should not be represented as a
"Platinum" _but as "Platinum-alloyed” piece

They should have identifying marks stamped in the jewelry similar to the markings on gold jewelry.

NO

| embrace them. | just hope they don't make them so complex that they will be difficult to adhere to. On
the other hand, why am | disclosing platinum/allow percentages if | don't have to disclose gold/alloy
percentages?

I don't think jewelry with all those base alloys should be referred to as Platinum. it should have another
name,

| feel it is a nice optioh for customers especially with the high market prices

Minimum requirement should be to disciose the purity of the alloy in traditional terms, ie. 750, 585 efc,
Only 850 platinum should be called "Platinum". '

Overall it would make things mere complicated. Not all retailers, especially the chain stores have the
employees who are capable of dealing with these types of issues.

NO

As mentioned before, [ think most consumers are going to hear the term "platinum” and assume it is all
the same-950, 550, whatever, Platinum has been equated with purity, stability, etc, so to call something
less than that "platinum" does a disservice to the industry and the public. Alter the name to something
like "Alloy Mix Platinum"??7?

t agree with the need for specific disclosure guidelines to cover platinum/base metal alloys. The integrity
and image of platinum alloyed with other platinum group metals need to be preserved.

If it is not 90% pure or better, the item should be referred to as 85% platinum, or 65% platinum etc. You
don't refer to 10K gold as gold, which most people think is 14K,

[ do not agree with the use of alloyed platinium being called platinum. Anything shy ¢f 950 plat should be
referred to as a ring containing platinum but not as a platinum ring.




YEAH1 LEAVE IT ALONE. tO0 MUCH CHANGEOF MISRPRESENTING PLATINUM.

i like the use of the term platinum to remain as is, new uses should develop new terms, don't hedge in
on established standards for profit

Maintain the old staridards; lower concentrations of platinum don't kehave the same, PIatinum Fas
earned Its reputation; from the behavior of the purer alloys; the diluted versions will smear that, and
confuse the consumer, Lowsr % a lloys should not be called "platinum" with an explanation, but alloy
"X", containing platifum and other metals. :

[ believe that only a very small percentage of customers will care about the all oys.

Relying too much onithe honesty, integrity, knowledge and experience of ALL sa lespeople, Would need
to put in place a W|despread consumer campaign as well as industry educational materials. Also need

to be an easy metal stamping system for jewelry items to insure adherance to the rest of the FTC
guidlines.O

Lastly, No question what it's made of.

As s true with most government regulations, why nof make it as difficult as possible on everyone
involved, custamer and retailer alike?

I think that oniy 95% or better platinum alloys should be refered to as platinum. Any other alioy should
be refered to as 800 platinum, or 585 platinum. | do nat think it should be necessary to disclose the
cther parts of the alloy that are not platinum,

I think this would simply deminish the value of all plat jewelry. The best thing about plat is i's purlty
aspect. kiss, keep it simple stupid

This could allow too much confusion translating to lower qualities sold to customers who think they're
getting something different than they really are. Percieved value in metals will drop and sales will be
affected directly.

It is going to be very difficult to enforce and a burden on the jeweler to comply.

Should be number dasignations just like gold, i.e, 14karat or 850PT

DCON'T MAKE 14 K PLATINUM, END OF STORY,

Na,

YES. IF 1T 15 NOT 980 OR 930 PLATINUM DON'T USE THE WORD PLATINUM IN DESCRIBING
THE CONTENT OF THED
METAL

The current rules shoud stand on their meritl!! _
Don't change what's not broken!{!

Can't we leave at least ONE piece of the high end jewelry area undisturbed![|]

Having worked hard to keep standards of my work and materials high, | am not in favor of lowering
standards.

There should be easily understood Platinum qualities such as we have in Gold, l.e., 14K, 18K, ete.

if 14k or 585 is good enough to describe karat gold, without the mfg. letting us know what non geld
alloying metals are used, | don't know why plat. mfg's. and retailers should be held to a higher standard
of disclosure,

What else are they proposing?

I do believe the consumer should be confidant with the product they are purchasing. However, as the
disclosure requirements become more complicated, both consumer and the labor pool some of us are
required to work with will find gewelry purchases more complicated, frustrating and eventually a total turn
off,




The FTC should stop getting so involved in making my job harder for me to do a good Job for my
customers. If they (the customerineed to know they will ask, and then | will explain to them. Thisisa

trust based business, and making it more difficult for the jeweler to do the right.fhing for the customer is
insulting, and none of their business,

As In alloyed gold - should not have to disclose what the alloy metals are - just the percentage of plat,
The produict better benifit the consumer and the industry - head aches we don't need any more of - PGI,
Strong, wrokable, no;scratch, stay white and cost less or go homel

Calling anything Platinum that is not made in the fraditional ways s a Very Bad Idea.

Let's keep the Jewelty Trade as clean as possible,

Itis absurd to even cosider allowing this to happen! Platinum as it is now marketed enjoys too good a
reputation to allow a "kinda" platinum to enter the marketplace. What is the FTC thinking?

[ think [ understand why due to the price of platinum. however, i think it totally takes away the
hypeallergnic and pure aspects on which we have always platinum.

I think ailowing platinum alloys other than the traditional 90710 or slight modifications to that would total
go against every thing that is platinum. Pure Rare Eternal. None of it would apply any more. My
thought and opinion DO NOT SELL ANYTHING as platinum that is not at least 85-80% platinum. It is
totally miss leading the public,

Maybe the industry should follow the same guidelines as goid....example 14K platinum

This should diluted platinum should not be aliowed to be sold as platinum, as an unethical jeweler will
use it to his advantage when pricing jewelry and the consumer may be duped. | do nof think that the
FTC should rely on jewelers to make the disclosure. Give this metal a different name to avoid confusion
and deception.
The way things are going it needs to be disclosed semehow.

that will make it much too confusing. almost all customer would not understand it and | believe most
sales professionals would find it difficult,

It doesn't seem like manufacturers would should have to disclose all this proprietary information.

Disclosing the alloys in metal should be easier on the ear than percentage specifics. Naming the alloys
and how the alloys affect the strengths in the piece of jewelry, | believe would be important te the
customer. These are easier tactics to explain to the customer than listing percentages, eic.

KISS

Assuming the goal s to inform the consumer to allow for better buying decisions, | do not see that being
accomplished with wording as suggested in the survey question examples.

There should be FULL disclosure to customers for platinum products produced with anything less than
800 parts per thousand of platinum. | personally am not in favor of calling an item a platinum preduct if it
contains less than 80% platinum regardiess of the other alloys used.

Make them as strict as possible.

Platinum should e 90 or 95% and alloyed only with other noble metals.

The proposed new guidelines, if not carefully worded and enforced, would allow to much leeway for mis-
' leading a consumer. Jewelry industry groups such the American Gem Society or Jewelers Vigilant
Committee need to advise the FTC on the best use of definitions and guidelines before they pass any
new legisfation. )

Who is trying to change the current system to fit their needs?




This new law would {ead to confusion to the puklic. Platinum needs to remain as 1t is,

There are major corporations who use the term “pink topaz” for the $1 per carat treated materfal without
any distinction from the $500 per carat natural pink topaz. There are companies who use the term
natural pearls when using cultured pearls that have also been irradiated to the current celor. .Please
allow the purity platinum to remain as is.

The life_and durability is why peaple chose platinum over and over again.

It's a bad idea and will cause great confusicn with the public. It will cause wide spread fraud in an
industry that the FTC doesn't police to start with.

These guidelines are needed if the industry is moving toward differant alloys, | think the the quality
stamp should read "$50x plat", "800x plat”, "750x" plat to insure it can be at least identified and unigue
alloy is present . . the "X" signifies that it is alloyed with nen plat family base metals.

Don't allow it! ’

Use common sense,

['am opposed; since we have come a long way o introduce and sell platinum as the best metal for
jewelry, Aliowing this will foo! @ lot of people that are not aware, even if is written down on a receipt, Big
discount jewelers will reap the benefit of a consumer group that think are getting platinum cheaper
bacause they bought it a Big Box discount.

Don't at the present time know the attributes of apprex. 50% platinum jewelry....hard to answer without
knowledge.No serious or lengthly explanation problems with the 3 golds 10k 14k 18k, so if approx, 50%
platinum has some terrific benifits then i'm all for it. Mike Danenberg 785-776-7821

Allowing less than the existing percentages of platinum in jewelry to be called platinum jewelry will not
only be confusing to the customer and some retailers, but will cause the public to lose confidence in
jewelers and in the jewelry they are interested in buying. This is a potentially harmful blow to the Jewelry
industry.

platinum jewelry is pl_aﬁnum jeweiry.anything else should be identifled 90-10 etc.

I have no problem with reducing fhe content of plat. in a piece of jewelry. It is important the properties of
the plat. not be compromised. The principle would be the same as gold i.e. 14k, 18k, or 24k.

NQ EASY SOLUTION

Less government is better. Let our industry govern as it sees fit.

The FTC should reconsider this horrible change in defining what platinum is and how it shoud be
represented. Throughout history platinum has been a special, pure, hypo-allergenic metal. These
proposed changes Will, cheapen the image of platinum, confuse the consumer and leave the deor open
to unscrupulous merchants to misrepresent the products,

If gold Isn't called gold at 9k In the US then to be called Platinum it should be SCC or better.

IT'S A BAD IDEAL... TOO TECHNICAL... THE CUSTOMER WILL END UP CONFUSED.
JEWELERS WCULD NOT BE ABLE TC CONFIRM THE CONTENT FROM THEIR VENDORS.
WOULD ALLOW FOR DECEPTION,

Classic polititian thinking - not taking into account how to implement the law.

keeep it simple

This is a bad idea, iritended only to debase the preduct and confuse the customer; Try explaining to a
McDonald's customer that their Big Mac is 58.5% beef, and the rest is unidentified animal byproducts,
and you will begin to'get the idea. We can be in the business of making and selling high quality

preducts, or we can sell garbage. Which is it?



Already this industry is full of crooks who misrepresent jewelry and cantent of metals, People's trust is
at an all time low. These proposed amendments to the platinum disclosure guidiines we open another
door by mass merchandisers to cheat customers.

no '

this Is rediculous and would do the jewelry industry damage as it allows more fraudil[(]

The fineness of gold isn't fully expressed to the consumer in terms of which exact alloys are used to.
make up the particular karat they are purchasing. | can hot understand why Platinum would be any
different if the consumer inquires then the information should be completely disclosed, otherwise a
percentage of the mix should be sufficient, ' )

Full disclosure is the only answere to protecting the buying public. .

It must be required tb be clearly marked and explained so that unscrupulous jewelers have less
opportunity to pass it off as pure platinum. | .

Why should it be any different for platinum than it is for gold or silver. You don't have 1z disclose the
alloys in gold or silver and explain their affects on the differant karatages.

[ think this Is a very Bad idea, [t will be abused, It will make labeling and disclosure very cumbersome.
it will ruin the concept that Platinum has always been and should still be considered a purer metal.

| am dead set against it. _

Much eaiser to just say % of platinum content,” Exanple: This ring Is XX% platinum and XX% other
metals, Traditional platinum is 80/10 and 95/5. The nen platinum metals have other attributes than
traditional alloys and if you would like | can explain the diffarences.

If it is & higer purity, a symbol of some sort should be stamped, example 14kt plumb Is 14kip. We need
to clairfy only the percentage of the pure metal in a given item. People have reactions to zinc and the
gold that Is alloyed with it is not disclosed as well as the nickel in white gold. | think these are mere
important as it effets ones health ‘

Only platinum metals with 90% or more platinum should be allowed to be called Platinum.

Let the costume jewélers make cheap junk and keep high end jewelry where it belongs - on the high end.
Allowing manufactureres o create these base metal alloyed products will only confuse the custorer and
dilute the very gualities that make platinum the premium metal in our industry.






