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Comment: I am opposed to the elimination of the support of 911 calls on
non-service-initialized phones. While I understand that fraud has been an issue, the
answer is not to disable an important safety feature of phones.

The first priority should be to focus on effective penalties for such fraud, along
with enforcement. Fraudulent 911 calls are just one of many "anonymous" crimes, not
to mention are non-service-initialized phones not the only avenue by which one would
make a fraudulent 911 call. Locking legitimate callers out from 911 service, just to
effect what is 1ikely to be a marginal reduction in the fraud rate at best, is
simply not good public policy.

Frankly, the current requirements work fine. But if one is bound and determined to
block 911 calling in some way, owners of phones should be given the opportunity to
submit their phone information to a database, which cellular service providers would
then check before blocking a 911 call. oOnly calls coming from unregistered phones
would be blocked.
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