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requires Proposed Respondents to “[d]esign, implement, maintain, and document safeguards that 
control” for any risks to the “privacy, security, confidentiality, or integrity of Personal 
Information” that the II.D assessment identifies. 

Your letter states the FTC could adopt a risk analysis framework articulated by the 
Sedona Conference to avoid “[s]elf-interested risk analysis” that ignores impacts to consumers. 
However, the provisions described above, and others in the Proposed Orders, require Proposed 
Respondents to assess risks of potential harm to consumers and to take action when such risks 
are identified.  

Having considered all the facts of this case and the comments submitted in response to 
the Proposed Orders, the Commission has now determined that the public interest would best be 
served by issuing the Complaint and the Decisions and Orders in final form without any 
modifications. The final Decisions and Orders and other relevant materials are available from the 
Commission’s website at http://www.ftc.gov. The Commission thanks you again for your 
comment. 

By direction of the Commission.  

Sincerely, 

April J. Tabor 
Secretary 
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