






On rings the inside slamp. Other platinum items are a rare saie and would be more difficult to mark 
Why burden us with Inore red tape. 

Tans are very small anq could not contain the information necessary to "de~confuse" the consumer. 
Too much info for a small tag. 

But the alloy should ~ls:o be marked clearly on the iewelr\l, because tacs can and will be removed. 
jf you have different type of platinum/base metal jewelry you would have to know which "speech" you 
would have to tell the·customer.. 
But I doubt very seriO:uslv if the consumer would understand the technical information.
 
simolv out Pea Ie do:not read [abIes
 
It would take alot of space. Will the shanks denote it?
 
Not enough space for all the symbols, letters, details.
 
Tags do not have that much space.
 

Yes & no, the initial percentaQe disclosure would be able to be out on a tag, but space is limited. 

It would possibly add to the confusion 
deCision 
Abbreviations are fin!;!, a standard, as in gold alloYS is needed 
sellina platinum is not the same as a new drua with side effects. 
we can learn the abbreviations 
You are makinQ a mi.$take. 
again, why change this in the beqinnin 
should be stamped!!!!! proper abbreviations are OK with me 
We-do not need to giv$ the attributes in 14K goid. Simply saying 581/2 percent Platinum and 421/3 % 
alloy should sufice. ' 
Use abbreviations, like, in karat content. 
If you can't sell real platinum due to price, explain the difference; offer palladium or gold and makea 
customer for life rather than todav's sale. 
Trained professionals can explain the abbreViations stamped on the pieces of jewelry and accompanying 
tags or cards should!spell out the base metals. 
abbreviations are only meaningful to the iewelrv trade .....not the consumer 

People sometimes choose platinum due to metal allerqies....thev may very likelV react to the alloYs. 
If you are going to use, an alloy thaf is"not what the customer has traditionally expected from platimum 
then disclose everythililQ so thev can see it. 
as mentioned before; this would not fit on any jeweler).i-tag, although I think it is important that it be well 
documented some where for reference 
on all invoices for sure - items stamped like above 
Because any base metaTlS: mondharillkelyan element on the periodic table(ar combination of), there 
are verY clear and universal abbreviations. 



1think it would have tp be starn ed on the iewelry. Cards/taas would not dol
 
If We are goina sell iu:nk we should at least let the customer know what they are buvin
 
consumers need full disclouser
 
unfortunately we as a' society are getting lazier, if it isn't spelled out the potential for misrepresentation is
 
too great
 

Keep it simole. 10K gold does not tell us anvthina but.417 gold, The rest does not matter to consumers.
 
The more susinctlv t~e info is given, the more the consumer will comfortably acce t it.
 
Just use abbreviations.
 

Another "AHov of pre¢ious metals" is fine and well, but please do not remove our Platinum's as theY now. 
Why? It isn't done with gold. Why is platinum being treated different? It would be a logistical nighmare 
to keep track of that. ' 
My concern is stamping. Tags & cards will get lost especially by customers. Items brought into store 
without prooer stamplng := serious issues for all. 
Except on the stamp ;which should be abbreviated but understandable to a ieweler to explain. 
Why don't we sell the customer a book with all of the chemical compounds In it and attach the ring to 
thatl 
not necessarY to crotect customer 
Yes, if on a 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 ves, but not on a stamo 
As stated above. Retailers are to be orofessionals, so it is time to learn the business. 
If we have to exolain then YeS 

Hard to spell for stamping Tags & cards will be lost after a piece is purchased Could be stamped as 
14K or .585 to denote the amount of oure olatinum 
It's not brain suraerv! We can work with the abbreviations. 
Too much info and not enouah room. 
customers are not concerned with alloys 
The consumer needs to know What the metal contains...without haVing to translate all the "industry 
language." 
Abbreviations ok for a. stamo, but written out for printed materials 
Abbreviations can be, misunderstood, esoecaiHy if a customer calls you on it 
Abbreviations are so~e times hard to determine 
Yes, but only for less' than 85% plat; too many options in alloy metals to expect sales persons to 
accurately recall andireoresent 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 stamping and other jewelry can be too delicate 
to stamp. A bale· where? 
Base metals are not reqUired to be slJelied out for gold allovs. 
I believe that standar~nzed abbreviations are fine. 
They should be disclosed verbally at point of sale. 
Huh? 
Why open the door tb fraudulent use on the public? 
as long as there is aQ industry standard abbreViation code. 



not all Jewelerv salesoeoole are chemists or familiar wIth the table of elements or theIr abbreviations.
 
A symbol we all can I,~entify or AblY, on iewelIY & or taa accompanying
 
If the mfg doesn't so~!I them out, the sales person mayor may n!=lt be able to name them.
 
Abbreviations that do' not concern the Users health, SUch as in food & drugs, have been Widely accepted
 
for some' time.
 
enforcement would b~ Impossible
 
We sell a lot of steel b~cause oeople have metal allemles.
 
It's a bad idea
 
to make sure it is clearl
 
It is not a reouiremenj for other alloyS and probablY shouldn't be reQuired for platinum alloys.
 
Abbreviations need to t:>e learned and are usuallv easilv understood
 
Allergic people out the,e
 
There should be no taa.
 
I think 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· onlv logical wav to taQ the merchandise
 
Make the abbreviations standardized.
 
Consumers need to know what they are buying. Jewelry repairers must know what they are working
 
with, and seUers neeql to know what they are selllnq.
 

1feel that the customer that is truly wantin!=! full disclosure will inquire What the abbreviations are.
 
Full disclosure of the content must be made if it varrles from platinum or other noble metals
 
Should be spelled out.. ..but how much room do you think there is available w~hout making showcases
 
full of larae signs and taQs. Scheeesh.
 
It Is not reauired of aold or sliver, whv would vou for platinum?
 
You need to know what the base metals are.
 
Again yes and no. I want people to know what they're buying, bUll 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, particularly In advertising, ewcommerce 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 associate to handle this transaction Will be very difficult. This will just 
confuse the customer & devalue tradltlonal platinum. 
no 
If it ain't broke, don't fix ItI 

Advertising platinum vs 585 platinum needs consIderation. Disclosure similiar to gold is needed. 
yes. when a consumer -bUyS a piece onewelry they are not goIng to injest itww• they are wearing it. when 
selling a piece of gold or platinum the % of what they are paying for should be disclosed and as long as 
the other metals are hot radioactive a warning is not necessary. 



I think this would cau~e alot of confusion and misrepresentation to the consumer of the value and quality 
of a product that is trying to be sold to the consumer. The average salesperson would 99% of the time 
misrepresent what th~y were trying to sell.D 
Returns and consumer dissatisfation would likely be very high. 

Start enforcing what regulations 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 our customers 
It should be made clear 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 .Qeneral pubHc. 
anther way to misslead the customer 
If Platinum is going tq be mixed mith other Platinum group metals such as ruthenium', rhodium, 
palladium, osmIum, Qr iridium we can quite simply use the gold standard. 14KP = 0.585 Platinum and 
0.415 PGM. ' 
If there is merit to off~rjng a metal like 14K gold that has less pure platinum but still retains many of the 
traits and features af'Platinum.,.. Bring it on! Same with PalladiumI 950 pure platinum would still be the 
king of metals. i 

THE GUIDElINES $ET FORTH BY THE FTC ONLY INCREASE THE CONFUSION THE 
CUSTOMER IS ALREADY FACING WHEN BUYING JEWELRY, SUCH AS THE DIFFERENT 
METALS, STONES,'STYLES AND THE QUALITIES OF EACH OF THESE. 
Do not allow such alloys to be referred to platinum, 
There are still so marty pieces of jewelry I see come through my studio that are not stamped in anYNay. I 
will abide by all the rules as I always have but your just adding fuel to a blaze that has been out of control 
for vears. 
I feel that large discounters are behind this so they can lower the quality and give the illusion of a 
cheaper Drice. I think, the leoitimite ieweler has no reason to want to lower the standard. 
We don't discuss alloys used with gold. We should use the same procedures only indicating the 
platinum Dercent. 
This is a very bad proposal. 
They need to ask real jewelers who work with the public everyday to get a better understanding on how 
customers might react to the proposed changes. 
Thev should not chaljge them. 

We need to be up frdnt with all of our jewelry products during our sales conversations with customers;
 
but they are veri up to date, due to their own research on the internet, before buvinQ.
 
Simplicity is always the key to success. But this is government! Stamping, as in the previous years such
 
as Platlirid 90/10 is ~ery clear to mel .
 
Heavy penalties for s.ubllming the alloy rules._
 

The length of your comment boxes are a jokel I tried to give reasons above and was cut off. Bad survey.
 
The problem is not the leQalities it is those that break the laws.
 
The purity of platinum is the reason it is so appealling to the customer. 1want to sell platinum not a
 
platinum mix.
 

• 

0 



I think this is a bad id:ea. If we start mixing platinum with base metals such as pewter are we not 
destroying the integrity of our business? I see it as one more way to make the value put in us as retail 
jewelers less than expected. The customer turns once again to wally world istead of the jeweler. 
Don E. Yarbrough Jr: 0 
DEY GEM Jewelrv ,
 
Since they allow 1Ok ~old it's going to happen at 50% Platinum. I feel you would be lowering the alora of
 
Platinum to do so-----i-but it's aoing to happen anyway.
 

Do government aganpies always have to make things so difficult? Think SIMPLE. Most individuals wi! A) 
not be interested or ~)simply be confused with the explanation. This will drive the sales of such product 
away. How many peo'ple really pay attention to the nutrition info on food packaging.D 
0 
SIMPLlFYII! 

It will only confuse p~ople, both in the industry and consumers. Plus what does it do to values of purer 
platinum pieces. Ma~e give it different grades like goid does, ie: 10K, 14k, 18k. 0 
0 
There are more important 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. I would rather 
see our standards raised rather than lowered. The liability of setting a valuable diamond in an alloyed 
piatinum setting is s¢arv. 
I think everything abdut the proposed amendment should protect the consumer from unethical behavior 
by anyone in the jewelry industry. I think the more clearly the amendment is written, the more likely it 
will be foHowed by ett;lical jewelers. 
1don't beHeve in the changes of watering down latinum to lower "karat". 
don't do it 
What an absolutely insane ideal The king of jewelry metals would be reduced to junk jewelry and the 
consumer would not Understand 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 cheapen our products and lowering standards is neVer good. It invites further 
misuse and misreore:sentation of aoods in our industrY. 
This creates an unre~sonable burden to the retailer. Easy enough to explain the percentage of platinum, 
but 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 good idea. platinum is used for many reasons, but most specifically because it is 
precious, durable anci1 hypoallergenic. alloying this removes most of the reason to purchase platinum. 
No 
By changing what we consider to be platinum by today's standards I feel we are compromising the 
industry by creating .J.Jays to "cheat" the consumers by dishonesty. 
Yes. Consumers an<~ industry participants already know what platinum is and the definition should not 
be expanded. Platin~m 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, .
 
If it is to be called platinum!!!! I It should_
 
be platinum, not platihum'and some other metal.
 

Yes,lt's a stupid idea; Platinum has always represented the finest of quality. It would be very confusing
 
and the quality would! be compromised. We had a product called 14KtJplatinum some years ago. The
 
result was verv bad and we scraoed the settinas we bouaht. I would not sell it.
 
No
 
Metals below 900 pU~ity 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 "olatinum"
 
1think it is a bad idea! to change the purity standards for what can be called platinum. Platinum should
 
remain at least 90% \?ure and mixed only with platinum family metals. The explanation needed for this
 
change will give consumers a negative feeling about the entire industry. When too much discussion is
 
needed people feel manipulated,
 
These disclosures W9uld 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 letter of the law.
 
Unscruclous retailers would not be affected.
 
Onlv oure plat should be called Jat. Lets ive it another name,
 
Why can't we just doJt like gold specifying 14K, 18k etc using a similar code to explain the % of
 
Iplatinum content
 
It is a two sided sworp. Gold doesn't need to declare the metals in the alloys that are sold. But I think
 
Plat. should because: of the $ amount involved.
 
invoices should have~all metals listed in item with % of total and current market rates of metal. metals
 
source would be nice too· recycled or mined.
 
I'm not sure you shol)ld have to break down the specific alloys (Le. 36% copper, 10% nickel etc.) so
 
much as the pieces should be clearly labeled "Base metal platinum alloy" "BMPA" "Base Plat". With
 
14K gold, I 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 90% platinum group metals, maybe 85% at lowest. This should show
 
consistancy with prior allovs.
 
Very Bad proposal! Yes it would ad a good selling price point but seeing how disclosure rules are
 
currently policed I don't think this would be pronerlv 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 ultimat!y asssume they have to bUy foreign goods to
 
Iget qualitv,
 
If platinum jewelry ha;s less than the traditional 90% to 95% platinum, it should be required to be
 
disclosed to the customer ~ just like gold 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 copper, nickel and zinc are in each piece but we do explain the karat or 
percentage of the pure gold. The same should be explained in platinum jewelry in an easy to understand 

Jpercentaae ratio. 
They should not do it . It will cause mUch confusion to the oUblic 



, 

our industry owes it t~ our customers to always dicloss 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 anyone caught not being truthful and forthright ought to be put out of business, not fined or
 
scolded. It 'simply carjl't be buyer beware anymore
 
Any assertion about $ new platinum alloy using new alloy percentages must be basf!d on time-tested
 
experience-a difficultithing for a new alloy. Also,creating alloys that have percentages that are the same
 
as traditional gold a1l9Y5 is misleading.A 58.5% alloy of platinum could be called 14kt platinum. Now
 
honestlY,who wants that7Call me:207-232-4924
 
I think that a large number of 'ewelers will say this is platinum and not disclose the allovs.
 
companies should ndt be allowed to make platinum jewelry Vlltihout at least 90% being platinum and the
 
rest of the allow to b~ in the platinum group of metals
 
It should be as simpl¢ a the gold Karat marks, This seems fair and practical.
 

It is a good idea, but it will be confusing to many, especially mass merchants that have staff members
 
which are not trainedweJl. [t also has room for abuse by dishonest businesses which may just call it
 
platinum and thus be, selHng it for much less than, aood ieweler selling 950 platinum.
 
Platinum should not ti:le chanQed,a[tered or have its' durability lessened.
 
I am not sure of this $t this time."
 
This should not be allowed to be called Platinum because of the confusion it will cause for consumers
 
and emplovees.
 
I find all of this a bit much, Why doesn't the FTC r~quire auto makers to 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 about· This ring is made of 58.5%
 
Iplatinum and 41.5% 9ther alloys.
 
JUST STAMP IT ! II We have enou h restrictions.
 
Please leave Platimurn alone, leave it in its "Noble" state._
 
This metal is in a verY prestigious class and should remain so for the people who can appricate and
 
afford to have the "Sest of the "Sest.o
 
Stephen Wyrick, GG' Certified Master Sench 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. [t should be up to the Platinum Guild and the retail merchant to
 
explain to the custoniers. So long as the jewelery item is stamped with 585 PLAT (or the Hke) that is all
 
the disclosure that is:needed.
 
Leave Platinum they way it is • 900 and 9S0 and thats it.
 
Just have us use Platinum 9S0 or 999
 
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 unknowtedgible & knowledgible. This
 
will give them more opportunities.
 
Let the FTC provide us with a handout describing all the base metals and their attributes that we can
 
hand out and use to confuse our clients.
 
Lets do the same for gold so more jewelers unders,tand 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, so why shoul~ Platinum be any different?
 

The FTC, like a pompous college profess.or, seems mostlv interested in the sound of their own voice. 



too much informatio~ (no abbreviatons) required to be disclosed on the actual jewelery. Accepted
 
standards alreadv in blace for identification.
 

This should not happen. It degrades the use of plafinum and is onlv a way to under mind the cuatomer.
 
If this passes be sur~ to educate'the manufacturers, retailers and consumers.
 
How about a % sign,,' We relate to that in this country. ie 58%Plat
 

J don't think it is nec~'ssary to go this far with the metallurgical breakdown of the item, but if this is what 
the buying public wa~ts, then we have to obliae them and learn to new techniques of the time. 
Gold is pure at 24K, We sell 18K,14k, and 10k without having to inform our customers of the alloys used 
to drop the karat gold down. If they are going to do this to Platinum (which I don't agree with in the first 
Iplace) why are we having inform our customers 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 alonel
 
tYPically stupio
 
disclose What is in th13 platinum and purity If platinL!m 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
 
Pit to this degree &the consumer needs to know what's in the metal It should not be represented as a
 
"Platinum" but as "P,latinum-alloyed" piece
 

They should have ioentifying marks stamped in the jewelry similar to the markings on gold jewelry.
 
NO
 
I embrace them. I just hope they don't make them so complex that they will be difficUlt to adhere to. On
 
the other hand, why am I disclosing platinum/allow percentages if I 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.
 
I feel it is a nice option for customers especiallv with the hiah market prices
 
Minimum requireme~t should be to disclose the purity of the alloy in traditional terms, ie. 750, 585 etc.
 
Only 950 platinum should be called "Platinum",
 
Overall it would mak~ things more complicated. Not all retailers, especially the chain stores have the
 
employees who are qapable of dealing with these types of issues.
 
NO
 
As mentioned before; I 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
 
Jess than that "platin~m" does a disservice to the' industry and the public. Alter the name to something
 
like "Alloy Mix Platinum"????
 

I agree with the need for specific disclosure gUidelines to cover platinum/base metal alloys. The integrity
 
and image of platinulil1 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 gol:d as gold, which most people think is 14K.
 
I do not agree with tHe use of alloyed platinum being called platinum. Anything shy of 950 plat should be
 
referred to as a ring containing olatinum but not as a olatinum ring.
 



YEAH1 LEAVE IT !'iLONE. tOo MUCH CHANCEOF MISRPRESENTING PLATINUM.
 
i like the use of the t$rm platinum to remain as is, new Uses should develop new terms, don't hedge in
 
on established standards for profit
 
Maintain the old sta~dards; lower concentrations of platinum don't behave the same. Platinum has
 
earned its reputation: from the behavior of the purer alloys; the diluted versions will smear that, and
 
confuse the consum~r. Lower % alloys should not be called "platinum" with an explanation, but alloy
 
"X", containina plati~um and other metals.
 
I believe that only a v'ery small percentage of customers will care about the alloys.
 
Relying too much on!the honesty, integrity, knowledge and experience of ALL salespeople. Would need
 
to put in place a wid~spread con.sumer campaign as well as industry educational materials. Also need
 
to be an easy metal $tamplng system for jewelry items to insure adherance to the rest of the FTC
 
guidlines.D
 
Lastly, No question What it's made of.
 
As is true with most government regulations, why not make it as difficult as possible on everyone
 
involved, customer and retailer alike?
 
I think that only 95% or better platinum alloys should be refered to as platinum. Any other alloy should
 
be refered to as 900 platinum, or 585 platinum. ! do not think it should be necessary to disclose the
 
other parts of the alloy that are notplatinum.
 
I think this would simply deminish the value of all plat jewelry. The best thing about plat is it's purity
 
aspect. kiss, keep it Simpie stupid
 
This could allow too much confusion translating to'iower 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 !=Ioing to be very ;difficult to enforce and a burdon on the jeweler to comply.
 
Should be number d~signations just like gold, I.e. 14karat or 650PT
 
DON'T MAKE 14 K PLATINUM, END OF STORY.
 
No.
 
YES. IF IT is NOT S80 OR SSO PLATiNUM DON'T USE THE WORD PLATINUM IN DESCRIBING
 
THE CONTENT OF THED
 
METAL
 
The current rules shbud stand on their meritlll_
 
Don't change what's;not broken!!!
 
Can't we leave at least ONE piece of the high end iewelrv area undisturbed! III
 
Having worked hard to keep standards of my work and materials high, I am not in favor of lowering
 
standards.
 

There should be easilY understood Platinum dualities such as we have in Gold, I.e., 14K, 18K, etc.
 
if 14k or 585 is good' enough to describe karat gold, without the mfg. letting us know What non gold
 
alloying metals are used, I don't know why plat. mfg's. and retailers should be held to a higher standard
 
of disclosure.
 
What else are they ~roposing?
 

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 jewelry purchases more complicated, frustrating and eventually a total turn
 
off. (
 



The FTC should sto~ getting so involved in making my job harder for me to do a good job for my
 
customers. If they (the customer)need to know they will ask, and then I will explain to them. This is a
 
trust based busines!?, and making it more difficult for the jeweler to do the rlghUhing for the customer is
 
Insulting, and none o'f their business.
 

As in alloyed gold - should not have to disclose what the alloy metals are· just the percentage of plat.
 
The product better b~nifit the consumer and the industry - head aches we don't need any more of - PGI.
 
Strong, wrokable, no!scratch, stavwhite and cost less or go hamel
 
CallinQ anything Platinum that is not made in the traditional ways is a Very Bad Idea.
 
Let's keep the Jewel(Y Trade as clean as possible.
 

It is absurd to even dosider allowing this to happen! Platinum as it is now marketed enjoys too good a
 
reputation to allow a "kinda" platinum to enter the ",arketplace. What is the FTC thinking?
 
i think i understand why due to the price of platinum, however, j think it totally lakes away the
 
hypoallergnic and pute aspects en Which we have always platinum.
 
I think allowing platin'um alloys other than the traditional 90/1 0 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 85-90% platinum. It is
 
totally miss leading the public.
 
Maybe the industry should follow the same uidelines as gold" .. example 14K platinum
 
This should diluted platinum should not be allowed to be sold as platinum, as an unethical jeweler will
 
use it to his advantage when priCing jewelry and the consumer may be duped, I do not think that the
 
FTC should rely on jewelers to make the disclosure, Give this metal a different name to avoid confusion
 
and deception.
 
The wav thinQs are doing it needs to be disclosed somehow.
 
that will make it much too confus;ng, almost all customer would not understand it and I 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 lhe alloys affect the strengths in the piece of jewelry, I believe would be important to the
 
customer. These are easier tactics to explain to the customer than Iistina percentages, etc.
 
KiSS
 
Assuming the goal is to inform t~e consumer to allow for better buying decisions, I do not see that being
 
accomplished with "/"lording as suggested in the survey question examples.
 
There shOUld be FULL disclosure to customers for platinum products produced, with anything less than
 
900 parts per thousand of platinum. I personally am not in favor of calling an item a platinum product if it
 
contains less than 9ID% platinum regardless of the other alloys used,
 
Make them as strict as possible,
 
Piatinum shOUld be $0 or 95% and alloyed only with other noble metals,
 
The proposed new g,uidelines, if not carefully worded and enforced, would allow to much leeway for misw
 
leading a consumer, Jewelry industry groups such the American Gem Society or Jewelers Vigilant
 
Committee need to cjdvise the FTC on the best use of definitions and guidelines before they pass any
 
new leQislation.
 
Who is trying to change the current-system to fit their needs?
 



This new law would lead to confusion to the ublic. Platinum needs to remain as it is.
 
There are major cor~orations Whb use the term "pink topaz" for the $1 per carat treated material without
 
any distinction from ~he $500 per carat natural pink topaz. There are companies who use the term
 
natura! pearls when using cultured pearls that have also been irradiated to the current color..Please
 
allow the ouritv oJatirium to remain as is.
 
The life and durabilitv is why oe6ole chose platinum over and over aqain.
 
It's a bad idea and will cause great confusion with the public. It will cause wide spread fraud in an
 
industry that the FTG doesn't police to start with.
 

These guidelines ar~ needed if the industry is moving toward different alloys, I think the the quality
 
stamp should read "~50x plat", "800x plat", "750x" plat to insure it can be at least identified and unique
 
alloy is present .. the "x" sianifies that it is alloved with non olat familv base metals.
 
Don't allow itl
 
Use common sense,
 
I am opposed; sinceiwe have come a long way to liltroduce and sell platinum as the best metal for
 
jewelry, Allowing this will fool a lot of people that are not aware, even if is written down on a receipt. Big
 
discount jewelers wiI.1 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 approx. 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 jewelrv is platinum iewe:rv.anvthin else shoUld be identified 90-10 etc.
 

I have no problem with reducing the content of plat. in a piece of jewelry, It is important the properties of
 
the plat. not pe comOromised. The principle would be the same as gold Le. 14k, 18k, or 24k.
 
NO 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 door open
 
to unscrupulous me~chants to misrepresent the products.
 
If gold isn't called gold at 9k in the US then to be called Platinum it should be 900 or better.
 
IT'S A BAD IDEAL,TOO TECHNICAL....THE CUSTOMER WILL END UP CONFUSED.
 
JEWELERS WOUL,D NOT BE ABLE TO CONFIRM THE CONTENT FROM THEiR VENDORS.
 
WOULD ALLOW F0R DECEPTION.
 
Classic polititian thin.kinQ ~ not taking into account how to implement the law,
 
keeep it simple
 
This is a bad idea, ihtended only to debase the product 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
 

Iproducts, orwe can sell garbaae, Which is it?
 



Already this industry is full of cr60ks who misrepresent jewelry and content of metals. People's trust is
 
at an all time low. These proposed amendments to the platinum disclosure guidlines we open another
 
door bv mass merch:andisers to cheat customers.
 
no
 
this is rediculous an~ would do the ewelrv industry damaae as it allows more fraud!llll
 
The fineness of gold: Isn't fully expressed to the consumer in terms of which exact alloys are used to
 
make up the particul~r karat they are purchasing. I can not understand why Platinum would be any
 
different if the consumer Inquires then the information should be completely disclosed, otherwise a
 

Ipercentage of the miX should be sufficient. .
 
Full disclosure Is tho onlY answere to protecting the buYing public.
 
It must be required ~f be clearly marked and explained so that unscrupulous jewelers have less
 
opportunity to pass I off as pure platinum. I
 
Why should it be ant different for platinum than it is for gold or silver. You don't have to disclose the
 
alloys in gold or silver and explain their affects on the differant karataQes.
 

I think this· is a very bad idea. It will be abused. It will make labeling and disclosure very cumbersome.
 
It will ruin the concept that Platinum has alwavs been and should still be consIdered a purer metal.
 
I 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 90/10 and 95/5. The non platinum metals have other attributes than
 
tradilional allovs andif vou would like I can eXDlain the differences.
 
If it is a higer purity, a symbol of some sort should be stamped, example 14kt plumb is 14ktp. 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. I think these are more
 
important as it effets ones health
 
Only platinum metals with 90% or more platinum should be allowed to be called Platinum.
 

Let the costume jew$lers make cheap junk and keep high end jewelry where it belongs - on the high end.
 
Allowing manufactureres to create these base metal alloyed products will only confuse the customer and
 
dilute the very qualitl¢s that make platinum the premium metal in our industry.
 




