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EXPERT WITNESS REPORT 

Vincent A. Lucas, Ph.D. 

 

I.  Analysis of consumer complaint data obtained from the Federal Trade Commission 

 Exhibit 1 is a folder of files that I obtained from the Federal Trade Commission (FTC) 

that contain information regarding each Do Not Call complaint filed with the FTC between June 

1, 2012 and August 24, 2012.  The information includes what the consumer reported for: the date 

of the call, the name of the caller, the telephone number of the caller, and the city and state of the 

consumer. 

 Exhibit 2 is a list of all blocks of telephone numbers that were assigned to Pacific 

Telecom Communications Group as of November 9, 2012.  I obtained this information from 

http://www.telcodata.us.  The list contains only the first digits of the block.  For example, 206-

496-0 represents telephone numbers from 206-496-0000 to 206-496-0999. 

 To analyze this data, I converted the FTC files into tab-delimited text files and then wrote 

a computer program to compute various statistics.  Exhibit 3 is the source code for my program. 

 

Results of the analysis: 

Total number of complaints 935,015 
Complaints with an apparently valid ten digit telephone number for the caller 830,222 
Complaints in which the caller’s telephone number is a Pacific Telecom number 208,816 
Complaints from Ohioans in which the caller’s phone number is a Pacific 
Telecom number 

13,019 

 

 

Therefore, the caller’s telephone number was a Pacific Telecom number in 25% of the 

complaints with an apparently valid ten digit telephone number (208,816 / 830,222) and 22% of 

all complaints (208,816 / 935,015). 

 



Notes: 

 In the FTC files, “Comp Phone” is the caller telephone number without area code.  The 

area code and “Comp Phone” are stored in two separate data fields in the FTC files.  For this 

analysis, the telephone number of caller is “apparently valid” if both the area code and “Comp 

Phone” are not blank and the area code has three digits and the “Comp Phone” has seven or 

fewer digits.  Fewer than seven digits are allowed for “Comp Phone” because numbers are stored 

without leading zeros. No other effort was made to validate the telephone numbers.   

 

II.  Analysis of source code for http://reports.inttelephone.com 

 The “source code” for an http internet site is the computer instructions that an internet 

browser (e.g. Internet Explorer) uses to render and present the internet site to the user of the 

browser.  The source code sometimes contains interesting information that cannot be learned 

otherwise.  In Internet Explorer, the source code can be seen by right-clicking in the browser and 

selecting “View Source”. 

 When I viewed http://revenue-reports.com on October 3, 2012, the site redirected my 

browser to http://reports.inttelephone.com.  “Redirection” is a computer instruction that tells an 

internet browser to display an internet site located at a different address.  For example, the 

internet site might be permanently moved to a new location, so redirection could be used to 

instruct the browser to go to the new location for the site.  Exhibit 4 is the source code for 

http://reports.inttelephone.com.  The title of http://reports.inttelephone.com is “CNAM Reports”.  

Line 35 refers to “TMC Agreement”.  I highlighted this in yellow. 
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206-496-0 
253-246-8 
253-382-9 
360-328-8 
360-474-3 
360-529-6 
425-390-8 
425-658-8 
425-953-8 
503-457-1 
503-468-5 
503-563-0 
503-592-2 
503-770-2 
503-773-0 
503-837-2 
503-850-0 
503-898-8 
503-902-8 
971-208-9 
971-213-1 
971-217-9 
971-220-1 
971-248-8 
971-259-6 
971-277-8 
971-333-8 
971-343-1 
971-373-0 
971-373-1 
971-373-2 
406-219-2 
406-224-9 
406-290-3 
406-290-8 
406-351-4 
406-426-3 
406-478-2 
406-478-7 
406-530-5 
406-548-9 
406-623-2 
406-623-3 
406-640-8 
406-715-0 
406-715-1 
406-720-2 
406-852-8 
406-931-3 
406-942-5 
406-948-6 
406-948-8 
701-217-1 
701-264-5 



701-264-6 
701-301-4 
701-500-8 
701-509-8 
701-625-2 
701-625-5 
701-661-1 
701-661-3 
701-712-0 
701-712-1 
701-712-2 
701-712-3 
701-712-4 
701-920-9 
701-923-1 













Editorial note: 

Hetzler later retracted the allegation that F. Antone Accuardi is the principal owner of 
International Telephone Corporation.  Doc. 19-27 in Accuardi v. Fredericks (sletter to Antone 
Accuardi dated Sept. 6, 2013).  (F. Antone Accuardi’s name is easily confused with the name of 
his father Fred Accuardi, who is the admitted “beneficial owner” of International Telephone 
Corporation.)  However, none of the other allegations were retracted. 


