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The Pennsylvania BExhibit presented on page 19 1is
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mind forwarding their nuuber. Thiruvv-one
fmly there were Ya Yew oogsasions In which Lhey
would mind forwarding thelvr nunber and 63% sald

Lo

there were “no occasions® in woich they would mind

Forwarding thair pumber,

Geventy-elght percent of the non-published respons
oy e

dents felt it wag an ewcellent or good ldesa that

e

yrvice ba offeraed. Only three percent felt

it was a pooy idea.

4 chart on paye 15 of his

P, Ooespey

a2 lovge

o supstantiate

sogrnent of The popuiabtion ping the

o

A TR B le BER VAN TCT N

1y

at 14. A owore oby

ol

g e P Goo vy b
catilan of this Do)




8

XY

AL
121

13

all respondents perceive that number forwarding

produces neo change or an increass in privacy.
These percentages are even higher among those who
are likely to subscribe to the service and those

who currently have non-published listings.

O the otheyr hand, receiving the incoming nuaber is
perceived by 9 of 10 respondents as increasing
their privacy or having no effect uvpon privacy.
PTaese results corroborate GTF findings which dewon-
styated that thoge with expsrience with CLASS
services feit that these services erhanced theiw
privacy. See Elseewl prefiled teshimony.

The HNaw Jersey Bell table cited on page 17 of D,
Cooperts testimony is an interpolation of data
garnered from different questions. Although it is
tyue that ag high as 59% of non-published customnrs
axpressed oconcern  ebout display of their phone
ke, the vast wajority of these same reospondents
felt that it wasg a good or axcellant ldea for New

seyvice.,

Jepsey Bell to
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cowld bewt be aserved by operator assisted oalls,

or less than once a month (29%) even if it

{45%)

wars froa.

Do you have any concluding observations regarding

iy, Cooper's testinony?

Yag. The hypothetical problems of abuse cited by
Dr. Coopsr have not occurred in the New Jersey
axperience. See Cooper prefiled testlumony at 8-11.
San  alse BPU Dockeb No. TTBB0O70825, Six Menth
Report:; Penmsylvania Docket No.o R-BSL200, Respon-
degnts Statemants No. 2 (Fortescus): "Hypothetical
conoerns  expressed  before  the  introduction  of
Calley T.0. have not matevialized." Neither have
sny of these theoretical concerns been evidenced in
the CLASS Market Trial in Elizabethtown, KY.
Indwed, congerns aboul privacy have decreased as
users  overwheluwingly fesl Caller T.0D.  protaecis

Thisiy privacy.

I submit there is little need among the p.blic at
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calling cards, public phones r O GTE's proposed

Protected Nubber Service.

o Does this conclude your testimony?

A, Yas.
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