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Thomas R. Parker  
Kimberly Caswell 
GTE Florid& Incsrporat~:!d 
P.O* Box 110 MC 7 
T"ipar FL 33601 
Telephone : 8 2- 3 -2 2 8 - 3 Q 8 7 
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8 .  Repp. No. 541, 99th Cong., 2d Sess. (""US. Senate 
Report"') 4 9 ,  m b t e d  in 1986 U.S. Code cong. & Admin. News 3555, 
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vjx, I The Plorida andl federal statutes contain several exceptions 
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Cexsrtaimly, mere conjecture and misguided statutory  analyses can da 

nothing to alter this plain Pact. 



psawe the implementation of CLASS services was, of course, wholly 

primtesjky motivated. Likewise, the decision to sulbscribo 20 these 

samlces i s  smlely within the p ~ w e r  of the individual ~ o ~ a s m e r -  
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bsar cruc the widenee  o f  Oe@COSd established .En thio case, under-  

panel an Ca,lker acD stated: 
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PmicPmatioan on an imediate  basis is thus very desirable.  Pxa- 
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refersnce appropriate databases. 

Large businesses -- typically those with asaticmwide opera- 

~ L Q E W  -- have been the chief beneficiary sf this capability. $at 
l east  one comontatcr has remarked that this situation is ab ndds 
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X n  the future, a number of alternative calling ?arty 

idantification uaethods, such as special coded identifi- 

or calling party names, may provide substitutes for  

AMX and C N I ,  depending on the application. 
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Even if tha Cal lem:  IT) feature could ha considered a t?:i~p 

and trace devim, it f a l l s  squarely w i t h i n  one or ~mre 

exceptions permitting use of these devices without the  

court QIAW otherwise required, one of t h e  broadest 

exceptions found in both the federal and s t a t e  schemes 

a l b w ~  tlraa installation of a trap and trace deviee w h e r c ?  

the ccsnsaent of the user off the sewice has been ob- 

tained. Fla. Stat. § 9 3 4 . 3 2 ( 2 )  (c); 18 U.S.C,A. 

3f2 l (b )  4 3 ) .  IYndor the only plausible reabLn5 of this 

prea'uisisn, the consmer@s subseripkion to caliea ID 

.Wrvic=e necesBarily constitutes ecampl iarrnce Wi',h t h e  



CaBPer ID device upan the subscriberts consent. 
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* POP cable 

verification 
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Same have argued that customers should have a chaice 

about fmwarding their number and khat blocking is the 

only viable sokutfsn. They believe that callers will no 

their tslcephone numbers, since Caller ID will make t h e  

Songor be able t a r  cgontrall. when and to whom they give 

decision far them. They argue that if called parties do 
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d@plaqPlasn& af blocking capability, 

66 



c 

67 



a z 

68 



Ip 

69 



The public! interest is beat served if ca3iaemr XD can be 

mads aviailabl4e to the called party f o r  vj.rtuallly aaa 

telephone e a U s  Such delivery w i l l  enhance the privacy 

of the called party, contribute ks increased public 

safety, and peud.8: new and .innovative sewices to be 

brought to the marketplace, 
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