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General Comment 

I support the preservation of the fiduciary protections currently in place for 
Americans. The current administration touts the support of the average American in 
being able to take ownership over their finances and have the freedom to make their 
own choices. A rule that preserves the integrity of the financial adviser in his/her 
ability to provide complete and unbiased information is in keeping with the 
aforementioned agenda. Without this basic protection, consumer protections are 
removed and the professionalization of financial professionals is eroded. These 
professionals are providing a service in exchange for fees to Americas and should be 
held accountable to provide this service without conflicts of interest. Similarly, we 
would not expect a doctor to provide medical advice that perpetuates the medical 
condition simply because it keeps the patient spending money. Doctors must provide 
the medical advice that is in the interest of their patient and not multiple parties. The 
same principle applies to finances. This is a critical rule that protects the economic 
health of this country. I do not support the withdrawal of this regulation. 
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