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Monteil Cosmetiqueshteil 

Cosmetiques Corporation ("Germaine time 

of its acquisition by Revlon and 
sold and promoted under the same or substantially similar brand 
names. 

Your request represents that at the time the order was 
entered on November 19, 1982, the capital stock of Germaine 
Montell was owned by the British American Tobacco Company. 
Subsequf:ntly, on March 20, 1987, the stock was acquired by 
Revlon, lnc. You state that after the acquisition of Germaine 
Monteil, Revlon maintained Germaine Monteil as a separate 
corporate entity and has separately sold all Germaine Monteil 
products. At the time of Revlon's acquisition of Germaine 
Montell, Germaine Monteil was selling products only under the 
brand name "Germaine Monteil". However, your request notes that 
the order in this matter refers to four specific brand names of 
Germaine Monteil: Germaine Monteil, Rochas Paris, Tuvache, 
Inc., and Sonia Rykiel.l 

1 For the purposes of the order, a product is defined as 

any item of cosmetic, fragrance or soap, any 
accessory containing any item of cosmetic, 
fragrance or soap, or any related accessory, 
including but not limited to any applicator or 
brush, which is manufactured, offered for sale or 
sold by respondent. 

In addition to the foregoing, 'product' is 
defined to include any item which is manufactured, 

(continued ... ) 
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Relying upon J.B. Williams co., 108 F.T.C. 56 (1986), your 
request seeks an interpretation of the order that would limit the 
coverage of the order to "any products manufactured by Germaine 
Monteil at the time of its acquisition, and modifications 
thereto, sold and promoted under the same or substantially 
similar brand names." For the reasons set forth below, I 
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Based on J.B. Williams, I believe that Revlon would be bound 
by the order against Germaine Monteil after merging 




