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The discussion is Wrong!

o | am of the view Peol:)le attack the spam
Problem from the wrong angle

o L ook for a solution

& ine-tune it

o Look fora Problcm the solution

SO|V€S



- Alternative method

o L ook at the Problem
* Agree on what the Problem IS

~ Find a solution to the Problem



How is SMTP used?

o In many ways...
o Between many diHferent entities. ..

° Spam) WOIrms, trojans cteane injected N

5 “Prol:)er” mail flow...

* How, when where?
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Q]

o Will verification of SMTP peer
help, and if so, what exactlg S
the Problem that solves’?

& ransition stratcgies?



« What will spammers do? _



Q)

XS Prol:)osals have iml:)act on what
SMTP relag is used, one belonging

to ISP, one to domain.

* s RFC 2476 what should be used?
* SMTP AUTH+Port 587



Cadet

* Most Proposals (?) force mailing

lists and forwarders to a more

strict behaviour-.

o Is this something which will be

cleplogecl?



QD

o What Resource Record

THPC should be used?
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o Is there IETF work that we
should take on to cle\/elop a
mechanism that allows an MTA
to use a DNS-based record to
signal to peer MTASs that it is

authorized to send mail?
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