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To Whom It May Concern:

Independent Film Development Corp:("IFDt',") is writing you #his formal request for a waiver of £in~ncial

reporting and disclosure requireme~rrts in response to an initialletter addressed to Ms. BAUIds, Chief

Financial Officer of IFDC, dated September 9, 2~ 13, from David K. Humphrey (the "Letter"}. '~~e Letter

demands that IFDC file an amendment to its Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended~~September 30, 2012 (tt~e

"l 0-K"). "1'he Letter incorrectly. states that tk~e 10-K includes financial statements that were audited by

Randal] Gruber {"YRIQR AUDIT~JR").

This is based on the fact that Randall Gruber is no longer registered with the Public Company Accounting

tJversight Board (the "PCAOB") and, therefore, IFDC may not include Randall Grubsr's audit report or

consents in its fi}ings with the Commission.

On September 1$, 2013, IFDC sent a response to the Letter {tie "Response"), in which IFDC attempted

to clarify tlae following:

1. While the financial. statements for the period from. inception {September 14, 2007) through September

31, 20l O had, at one paint, bean audited by Randall Gruber, the l0-K clearly discloses Lhat such financial

statements, as included therein, were unaudited. Therefore, the initial sentence in the Letter is false. Such.

financial statements can be designated as unaudited based.o~ ttae fact that ~nanc~al statements for the

period from inception. need not be audited pursuanf to § 210.$-03 of Regulation S-X.

2: No audit report or consent fram ilandali Gruber is included zn IFDC's ~O=K 'Initially, Randall Gruber...:

audited a year that IFDC was required to include in the 10-I~. However, as instructed in the Letter, IFDC

had the financial statements of such year re-audited by 1~DC's new independent public accauntant, IuIBiK

CPAs, PLLC. Such re-audit was included in the 10-R, as filed.
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3. Randall Gruber notified the Company tl~~t it vvas i~at goin}; to stand for re-election as its independent
auditor back in July 201 1. This is a si~mifcanf period of time prior to the PCAt~B's revocatio~~ of Randall

Gruber's registratio~t. Raiadall Gru~ier's declina~on to stand~~for re-election occurz'ed iwo years prior to the
revocation of its license. T11is was disclosed in a Form 8-K filed on July 27, 201 l {tire "$-K"). At that

point, the PCAOB had yet to revoke Ra~da11 Gruber's registration, The omission pf such fact from the

1(}-K can~~ot reasonably be perceived as misleading., I~'DC i~ willing to amend the S-K to indicate that the
PC.AOB leas revoked the ra~istration of Aur prior auditoz', Randal} Gruber, in order to fully provide tl~e

infoimati~n that Ixern 3fl4 of Regulation S-K requires. Such an~endrnent shpuld alleviate any question
whether IFT~C's diselasure is misreading.

The Response clearly stated that LEDC aoknowled~ed that it is responsible. fox the adequacy and accuracy

of the disclosu►~e. ~ur~ez~nore, IFDC acknowledged that staff comments or changes to disclosure in
response to staff comments do got foreclose tha Commission from.. taking any .action with respect to the

fling. Also in the Response, IFDC hereby acknowledged that it may not assert staff cpmments as a

defense in any proceeding initiated by the Commission or any person under tha fc;deral securities laws of

the United States.

A~thougli IFDC tinnly believes (i) the. Response adequately and accurately addressed the conceals found

i~l tha Letter, (ii) the 10-K clearly includes no audit reports Qx consents ~trom Randall Gruber and (iii) t}~e

8-K disclosed t}~e termination of our relationship with Randall GrubQr dearly two years ago, Kristin

Shifflett informed 3PDC that we most gave the frnanciai statements for the period from inception re-

audited and an amendment to the l 0-K filed

This is despite the fact that tl~e financial reporting and disclosure requirements applicable to the 10-K do

npt ret~uire that suoli finat~ciat statiements be audited. Additionally, IF~DC is aware of other issuers facing

similar sihiations, including Mine Clearing Corp.,. who were not required to }gave their financial

statements from inception ~•e-audited, despite tha fact that they included years originally audited by an

auditor ~vho also had their YCAOB registration revoked.

There ti~as no specific reason given to,~AC.for s~eh an inequi#able and onerous requirement. No

rationale was given, ~tor can IFFDC surmise a reasonable reason for this capric ous: demand.

In tl~e even# IPDC is requixed to have its financial-statements from incepfiion xe-auditad and the 1U-K

amended, IFDC's ability to continue as a going concern wilt bs irreparably crippled. IFDC is already in a

precarious firian~ial Position. The costs of having its financial statements from inception re-audited would

.undoubtedly force IPDC to eeas~ operations,

Therefore, our shareholders ivo~ild lose all the value ofthe stock they hold based on (i) the unrelated

actions of Randall Gruber and (ii) IFDC beizig foxced to include i~~fo~nation in its 10-I~ that is bayond the

scope of the requirements. found in regulation S-K cud, apparently, not being required of'oth~r similar

smaller rep~,rting co~~ipanies:

Based on the aforementioned, IFDC respectfully requests that a waiver be issued, relieving IFDC of tie

asssrteci requirement that its fuaanciat statements from inception be re-audited and that an amended 10-K

be filed therewith. As previously rnentianed, tl~e enforcement of such requixement would cause LFDC and

its shareholders unreasonable cost and harm:
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Ptease direct a~~_y c~uast~ians or comr~~nis regarding this ~77atter to the und~rsig~ed at 801-23U-3945. By

mail at 6371 S G1~i14~ks ~trest, Murray, UT $4107

Very Truly Yours

~Sf ~n~~~r B~7~ras
Chief I?na~icia} 

Officer...
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