








regulation of truthful, nondeceptive solicitation by accountants,
and there is certainly no basis for barring virtually all
solicitation as Section 14 would do. -

Section 14 of the bill also prohibits solicitation which
involves "the use of coercion, overreaching or harassing
conduct.” Prohibiting solicitation that involves such conduct
may be appropriate, depending upon the intérpretation of the
bill's terms. However, we have found instances where licensing .
boards and private associations in accounting and other
professions have employed such interpretations anticompetitively
to ban solicitation that poses no real danger of harm to
consumers. For example, a telephone call to a former client at
his or her home offering accounting services may be viewed by
some as "overreaching."” 1In the absence of any reason to believe
that coercion, overreaching or harassment by accountants is
likely to be a problem, we suggest that the "coercion,
overreaching, or harassing conduct” standard be eliminatad.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we urge that Section 14 of House Bill 371 bde
modified to delete the prohibition of "solicitation of persons
not known to be seeking public accounting services or by the use
of coercion, overreaching or harassing conduct." Such a
prohibition is likely to have the effect of impeding competition
among accountants, to the ultimate detriment of consumers.

" Thank you for considering our comments. We would be happy
to supply copies of the studies and materials referenced in this
letter if you so desire, or to provide any other assistance.

Sincerely,

L/}ll/“ // (é’)cé

Jim Moseley
egional D1rector
Dallas Regional Office



