
1 o the Cornmssioi-lei.;;, 

i applaud you; efforts ?o curb the pioblcrn of 
ijnsolicited bulk ernail W~wever. 1 am coricerrted about 
thi? prnposcd requircrnertt f o r  i~wrcharrnts to c-riaintatn 
suppression l~sts 

7 here are so many problems and casts assocrated ~ 4 1 t h  
t h ~ s  idea, and so much damage done to consumers and 
bilsrrtesses al~ke, that I feel I must ljrge you to 
cons~cler t h s  matter most cawfully 

Requirement of the iise of suppression lists will 
serrousiy damage many af the leg~tirnate publications 
avarlable on the net. My specific carlcerrl is for harm ti] 
pcrbltshers who require p~rr-nission from the consunwr 
prlor to addtrig then) to ar;y 1st 

They're not who CAN-SPHM vjas des~yned to put out of 
Sc~stness, but t i i s  :eq~~rt'rrlcr\t W I I /  very lrkely have 
that effect 

1-here's also the poteiit;al for si<grl~ficant harm to 
consumers because sf t i e  pioblern of properly knowing 
the~r intent when they u r ~ s i ~ b s ~ i i b e  from a 11st On top 
of that, these suppression l~sts could easily fall into 
the hands of spal-nrners, leacl~ny to rnore sparn instead of 
less 

I was quite surpr~sed at the potential problems this 
ruling could involve, arid urge you In the strongest 
possrble terms to reconsider ~ t s  ~rnplernentat~ort In light 
of these problems, 

Respectfully, 




