Analysis of Proposed Consent OrderAid Publc Comment
In the Matter of Beersdorf, Inc., File No. 092-3194

The Federl Trade Commissin (“FTC” or “Commgsion”) has ecepted, subject to final
approvd an Ageament Containing Consent Ordeom Beaersdorf Inc. (‘respondet”). The
proposed ansent ordehas bee placel on the public reord for thirty (30) das for receipt of
comments bynterested psons. Comments raged duringthis period will become phof the
public reord. Afte thirty (30) dgs, the Commision will agan reviewthe ageanent and the
comments rezived, ad will decide whéher it should withdraw dm the ageement and take
approprate ation or make finbthe ageement’s proposed der.

This matter involves the adiising, maketing and salef “NIVEA My Silhouette!
Reddining Gd-Cream” (“My Silhouette’) by respondent. Respondent has maketed My
Silhouette to mnsumers through third-party retail outlets.

My Silhouette is a skin creathat contains “B-slim Complex” a combination of
ingredients that includes whiteat@nd aise. Acordingto the FTC complaint, spondent
promoted My Silhouette as able to dim and reshape the body.

Specificdly, the FTC complaint allegs that repondent re@sentd, in various
advetisements, that redar use oMy Silhouette results in significaredutions in bodysize.
The compaint dleges thet this daim is false and thus violates the FTC Act.

The propose consent ordecontans provisions desigieto prevat respondentrém
engagng in similar ats or pratices in the future Specificdly, Part Iprohibits respondentdm
claimingthat My Silhouette or angther topiclly applied produiccauss substantial welg or
fat loss or a substantiaduction in bodize.

Part I coves anyrepresenttion that a drugdietarysupplement, or cosme cause
weight or fat loss or aedudion in bodysize. Partll prohibits respondentdm making sule
representions unless the regentation is non-misleadingnd, at the time ahakingsuch
represention, respondent possessesl aelies upon@mpetent andeliable seentific evidence
that substantiates that thepresatation is true. Fopurposes of Pafl, the proposed der
defines “compéent and rable scientific @idencé as d least two randomized, double-blind,
placdo-controlled huma clinical studies that arconduted byindependet, qualified
resardiers ad that confam to accptable desigs and protocols,na whose rsults, when
considered in light of the entire body of rdevant and reiable saentific evidence, ae suficient to
substantiate that thepeesatation is true.

Part Il of the proposg orderprohibits respondentdm making epresentations, other
than r@resatations coverd under Pds | or I, about the hdtn benefits of ay drug dietary
supplement, or cosrtie, unless the mesatation is non-migading and, at the time ahaking
such representdion, respondent possesses and relies yoon competent and reiable saentific
evidene that is sufficiat in qualityand quantitypased on standds generlly acepted in the
relevant cientific fields, when considered in light of the entire bady of relevant and reliable



scientific esidence to substantiate that thepresatation is true. Fopurposes of Patll, the
proposed ater ddines “competent andeliable seentific evidence” as “tests, analges, reeach,
or



