
F e d  Trade Cwnm.Mon 
O f f i  of the Seccetary 
Room Wq59(Annex PC) 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W 
WashingtonDC 20580 

RE: PrereconfedCall ProhibitionEBR Tekmadceting, Projed No. R41100'l 

Iam a Rome owner that appmbtes many ofthe prerecordedsates messagesIget 
fmm my tocar businesses. I just recentb *hired my snow removal company via a 
prerecordedsaks message. Y purchasedtickets to a Christmas rnusbli and ordered 
severat movies at discounted rates from my iocal video store. Ak of these purchases 
were made because D was abk to answer my phone and Men to eprefeco~Msaks 
message. t wouM think that these businesses that Ihave a retationship send 
pretecorc9edcalk to increase saYes which is goad fw them and ? enjay makingthe 
purchase so 1isalso goodfor me and my family-. 

D am opposed to the FfC's proposaithat woukf requirewritten authortation to receive 
pre-recorded tebmarketing cab from the businesses and Non prafit organizatbns that I 
have an Esfabiished Business Relatiinshipwith. li am aware of the burdenthiswou@ 
pface on these businesses and t believethis burdenwouM cause most of if not all of the 
businesses that can meto simpYy d:~scontinues e m  these cab. 

Pre recordedsates cab providea great benefa to businesses and consumers and it b 
outrageousthat the R'Cwould even consider interferingwlh the reyailbnship between a 
business and its &omers. 

t wouW ask the Commission to either adopt theEBR exception contained inthe TCPA 
that creaksan exception for pre-recorded d s  sent by companiesW have an EBR 
with,the person they are caUingor continue as forbearance t o w ~businessesthat 
send pre+ewMmessagesto those wiYh an EBR beyond Sanuary 2,2007. 

Sicemly, 

DenisePtsenga 


