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Federal Trade CammissiodOffice of the Seem,Room H-135 (Annex W) 
Re: Business OpportunityRule, RS11993 
600 PennsylvaniaAvenue,NW 
Washington,D.C. 20580 

Re: Business @pornRule, U 11993 
L,adies and Gentlemen: 

I am an independentdistributorof4L-ift:Research USA, LLC ("4Lifem). 4Life is a company that manufactures high qua 
dietary supplement pducts  and markets those pducts through a network of independent distributors. My family dept 
the e m  i n m e  that I earn as an independent distributorof4Life. 

I amwriting this letter because I am concernedabout proposed Business Opportunity Rule RS11993. I believe that in it 
present fom, it could prevent me h m  continuingas an independeatdistributorof4Life. I undershndand appreciatetE 
of the FTC's responsibilityis to pmtect the public h111"unfairand deceptiveacts or practices," but some ofthe section 
proposed rule will make it very difficult, if not impossible, for meto sell 4Lifeproducts. 

One ofthe most coatbsingand burdensome seckhs of the proposed rule is thesevenday waiting period to enroll new 
distributor,. 4Life's sales kits only cost $2995. People buy televisions, cars, and other items that costmuch more than 
price of a4Life sales kit, and they donot have to wait seven days- This waiting period gives the impressionthat there rr 
s o r n e g  wrong with the compensationplm. I alsothink this seven day waiting period is mecessary  because 4Life a 
has a 90% buy-back poticy forall products, including sales l@spurchased by a salespersonwithinthe last twelve month 
Under thiswaiting period requirement, I will need to keepvery dehiled m r d s  what 1h t  speak to someone about 4L 
will then have tosend in many reports to 4Life's headquarters. 

Theproposedrule also calls for the releaseofany infomation regdinglawsuits involvingmisrepresentationorunbir 1 

deceptivepractices. It does nat matter ifthe company was found hmcmt. In today's legal environment,anyone or aq 
company can be sued fur almost anytb'hg. It d m  not make senseb me that I would have to disclose these lawsuits unl 
4Lik is found guilty. I believe thiswould glace 4Life and me at an unfair advantage even though 4Life has done nothb 
-w-


Finally, the proposed d e requiresthe disclosureofaminimum of10prior putchasm nearest to the prospective purcha 
am gladto provide references, but:in thisday of identity theft I m very uncomfortable giving out the persod infomat 
individuals to strangers,even with their prior approval. Also, giving away this i n f o d o n  could damage the business 
relationshipofthe referenceswho may be involved in othercompanies or businesses, including those of competitors. h 
togetthe liist ofthe 10prior pw:hasers, 1will needb&lkd m s s  ofthe prospective purchaser to4Life's headqw 
then wait for the list. I alsothink the fbllowhgsentencerequired by the proposed d ewill prevent many people from v 
to sign up as a salesperson"ifyou buy a business opporhdy from the seller, your contact idoma5ion canbe disclosed 
futureto 0thbuyers." People arevery concerned abut their privacy and ideatity theft andwill be very ductant to sh 
theirpersonai idomation with individualsthey may have never met. 

I appreciatethe work of the FTC toprotect consumers, but I believe this proposed new d ehaq manyunintended consec 
and that there me less burdensome dkrnativesavailable in achieving its goals. I respectFully request the proposed
BuskessOpporhmityRule R511993 not be adopt4 or, alternative, direct selling companies receive an exemption b n  
Rule. 

Thank you foryourconsiddon. 

Sincerely, 


