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] Lrue. He sald clearly that the
& Lo the 9-1l-1 Emergency Systems wilill not be affected by the

of blocking of CALLER ID deliverance.

8 . What would your veactlon be 1T in fact the blocking of
2 CRLIVR I display also blocked fhe trassfersnce of the
1o calling party’s number to the -1-1 Emergency Telephone

A Ml Syatem.

L B. o L weuld be totally opposed to the noples
1 CALLER ID.  Along with my vesponsibilibtiles to stoale

oncias, as the Director of the Divisicn of Comwanicatlions,

1% Y oam owmleo the Divector of the Statewide Emergency Telepbone

16 Numier In these capacities, I can not support
LY é vom calling feature that would endanyer the LTives of

» euplovees and the public either by the display of
19 rheir telephone nunber or the lack of display in an
A emergoncy situstion.  Both Ms. Dunn and Mo, Brown are
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1 e Mr. Mayae,
P4 on Stete Agency Law Enforcement Communications?

3 A far, I am. The Joint Task Forco was formed in 1984 by

4 gracutive order and by statutes in July, 1988, by addit

3

% to Chapter 282, ¥lorida Statutes.

5 0. Dlesse tell us the function of this Joint Yask Force.

7 H, The Joint Tagk Force was eatablished to wocguire and
g implement a statewide radio communications system to serve

g stabts asgency law enforcement.

10 6 Wha't agencies are vepresented in this Joint

Foracal

14 A The Jeolnt Task Force is compoe.ed of five members,

consisting of representatives of the Rivision ot Alcoholic

[ svmrages and Tobacco of the Department of Business
iy quistlon, the Division of Florvida Highway Pa of the

<

of Highway Bafetyv and Motor Yehilol

L Dapaviment of Law Enforcement, the Game and Fregh Water Fleb

and the Divisiocn of Law Enforcement of the

of Natural Resources.
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inbo & statewide radio communice

e Mz, Mayne, are yvou familiar

o

tastimony of Nancy H., Sims?

Zt‘. ]
£ On page 9, lines 14 through 21, HMs. Sims states that
law enforcement may have a proplem with caller ID, but she

Balieves that Scouthern Bell has meb thelr concerns. Are you

Foroe an

awere of Southern Bell offering the Joint
acespptable seolution to the display of a law enforcement

>

palephone pumber when an officer ls patched £

ot Lhe

snicy law enforcement vadio system to the local telephone

that this ilpsuse has

T omm not. T oam not aven awsd

saed by the industry. The pilot project for this

for gyotem ls vot complabte and operaltional presently, so I

of the Lelephone wndustyr, buol
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Yions that

catlivcg pavty ‘s nunk
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3 Shabtm hgency Law Enforcement Radico Communicatlon, Statement
2 wn Caller TD".

3 0. Would the Division of Communications’ policy

4 scoomeodats the patched radio toe telephone goenario

5 duuoribed previously?

& B Yes, the option of either per call blocking or line

+ bleocking would give us the flexibility in the radio system
& Lo reselve this problem of displaying a law enlorcement

[¥ad

telechone number through the radic system into the public

0 swit=hed network.

©. Mayne, are you femiliar with the | viled testimony

1 Sy de O, Jones, Jr., a witness on behalf of Uyid e
.

T have read Lt.

pitiong of CALLER ID whioh

il My, Jones have two deé

-
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L E by described on page 2, beginning with Line 177

1 # Vew, There was ong broad definltlon applyiryg to the

fioation

Tdent.
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e In your prefiled testimony on page 2, lines 15 through
A %

18, vou defined CALLER ID in the wmore specific sense that

Wy, Jouneg describes. Is that a

B, Yes, Lt is. But T certainly sgres with dr. Jone
’ i i
prosd definition. I feel My. Jones’ refevence in his

S

tesblnony to calling party name, address or porsonal

Ldentification codes, ss well as Industzy documentat

r

reaens?, establish the capbility as well as the intent of th:

"

phone industry to expand the 1

Lol nfovmation passed o long

with the celephone number to include more debails concerning

the calling paxty. I further believe that subscribers have
the wight to know how and when sueh expanded information

This Commission must carefully

X

1

and/or moenitor the use of suach

not. adveysaely alfect the

s that lts use does

swibers’ privacy, the day-to-day operation of thelr

s
-
Sate
&

s L8 8ss, O present a gituation where others may use
ipformation in a harmful manner.

Q. Phan on page 2, line 20 of your prefiled testimony
conserning the correctness of allowing blocking of CALLER

1o, did ovou mean tust the calling paxty’s number should be

seach i Lhe
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on that wmay be

Lociad on any
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then I would recommend that blocking cover ali L &

apped with the telephone numb

&m" ke et

6 Does this conclude your rebotial tegbimony?

it does.
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