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December 19,2011 

Greg Follensbee 
Executive Director 
Regulatory Relations 

AT&T Florida T: 850.577.5555 
150 South Monroe Street F: 850.577-5537 
Suite 400 greg.follensbee@att.com 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 1561 www.att.com 

Mrs. Ann Cole 
Director, Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2570 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 \ \w=-QT 

Re: SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services request Numbering Resources 
Pursuant to  Administrotion of the North Americon Numbering Plan, FCC Docket No. 99- 
200, Order, FCC 05-20 (released Feb. 1,2005) 

Dear Mrs. Cole: 

Pursuant t o  the Federal Communications Commission's Docket No. 99-200, which is 
attached, SBC Internet Services, Inc. dba AT&T Internet Services (ATIS) hereby notifies this 
Commission of i ts  intent to  request numbering resources for the rate centers listed in the 
attached Part 1 and/or Part 1A. Under that order, we are required to  provide this 
Commission with this notice before obtaining numbering resources from the North 
American Numbering Plan Administrator and/or the Pooling Administrator.' In addition to  
filing the attached information with this Commission, we are also submitting this 
information to  the Federal Communications Commission. 

If you have any questions please feel free to  contact me. 

Sincerely, 

. 

Greg Follensbee 
Executive Director, AT&T Florida 

cc: MS. Catherine Beard w/o attachments 
Mr. Bob Casey w/o attachments 

Enclosure 

Id. ¶ 9  (imposing 30-day notice requirement). 
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FCC os-20 Federal Communications Commission 

Before the 
FEDERAL. COMMUNICATIONS COhlhllSSlON 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

I n  the Matter of 

Administration of the North American Numbering ) CC Docket 99-200 
r l a n  ) 

) 
1 
) 

ORDER 

Adopted: January 28, ZOOS Released: February 1,2005 

By the Commission: Commissioners Abemathy, Copps, and Adelstein concurring arid issuing separate 
statcmcnts. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

I. I n  this order, we grant SRC Internet Services, Inc. (SBCIS)' a waiver of section 
52.1 5(g)(2)(ij o f t h e  Commission's rules.' Specitically, subject to the conditions ret forth in this  order. 
we grant SBCIS permission to obtain numbering resources directly from the North American Numbering 
Plan Administrator (NANPA) and/or the Pooling Administrator (PA) for use in deploying IP-enabled 
scniccs.  including Voice over Internet Protocol (VolP) services, on a commercial basis to  residential and 
business custonlers. We also request the North Aincrican Numbering Council (NANC) to review whether 
and how our numbering rules should be modified to allow IP-enabled service providers access to 
numbering resources in a manner consistent with our numbering optimization policies. The waiver will 
be in effect until the Commission adopts tinal numbering rules for IP-enabled sen iccs .  

I I .  BACKGROUND 

2. On May 2X, 2004, SBClS requested Special Temporary Authority (STA) to obtain 
numbering resources directly from the NANPA and/or the PA for a non-commercial trial o f  VolP 

' SHC IP Cummunications. Inc. (SBCIP) filed the petition i n  which it staled that it is an informalion ScrVIcC 
provider afliliatc of SHC Cornmonicalions, Inc. On January 21. 2005. SBC sen1 a letter 10 the Commlssioll srating 
thai SBCII' has hem consolidated into another SHC afliliatc, known as SBC Internet Sew-lccs, lnc. (SI3CIS). 
cffeclive Ikc inbcr  31 .  2004. See Lettcr to Marlene H. Donch. Secretary Federal Communications Commission. 
from Jack Zinman. Gcneral Attorney, SBC Tclccorlrmunicalions, Inc. (January 25, 2005). Accordingly, in this 
Order wc refer to S K I S  instead o f  SBCIP. 

' 41 C.F.R. 9 52. Ii(g)(Z)(i). Scction S?.lS(g)(Z)(i) requires each applicant for North Aincrican Numbering Plan 
(NANP) resources to submil evidence that i t  is autllorircd to provide scnwe in the area for  which the numbering 
resources arc hcing rcquesled. 

,,, . < . . I . .  t ' .  . . .  , - I - ,  
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se rv ices 3 On June 16, 2004. the Commi ss ion granted a ST A to S[3CIS to obtain up to ten 1.000 blocks 
directly from the PA for use in a limited. non-commercia l trial ofVo lP sC r\·ices 1 On Jul y 7, 2004 , 
\i3 I..JS reques ted a limited waiver o f section 52.15(g)(2)(i) o f our ru les. wf,i ch requires applicants fo r 
num be ring resources to provide evidence that they arc auth orized to provide se rvice in the area in w hi ch 
they arc reques ting numberin g resollfces 5 SBC IS 's petition asserts that it intend s to use the numbering 
resources to deplo y IP-enabled services. includin g VoIr servi ces , on a co mmercial bas is to res identia l and 
hus j n c ~,s customers." [n additi on. SBCI S limits its waiver request in durati on until we adopt final 
numberin g ru les in the IP-Enabled Services proceeding7 SBCIS asserts that thi s limited wai ver o f our 

.~lIll;\;l i; lg ru les w ill all ow it to depl oy inn ova ti ve new se rvices usi ng a more e fficient means of 
:n ,"ll" '; i, -:ct ion be tween IP networks and the Public Switched Teleph one Network (PSTN) s Fin all y, 
SBCl S argues that g ra nting the waiver w ill not prejudge the Commi ss ion' s abilit y to craft rules in that 
p roceedi ng 9 The Commission released a Publi c No tice on July 16, 2004. seekin g CO lllment on this 
;) ' l i t i () I1 . !: ' Se veral parties fli ed cO lllments,l1 

3. The s tandard of re view for wa iver of the Commi ssion's rules is well se ttled . The 
;~ Iln l1l is':ion may waive it s rul es when good cause is demonstrated .12 The Co mmi ssion Il1 <JY exerci se its 
~' i'<:l'I; ' 1l to wa ive a rul e whe re the particular fa cts make stri c t compli ance inconsiste nt w ith the publi c 
I. kl'~·., ,- I III doin g so, the Co mmission may take into ac cOllnt considerati ons or hard ship, equity. o r more 

s:: ,· Lt: ller to William f'. Maher. Jr. , Chici', Wirelinc Competition Bureau, f' cderal Commun ica tions 
; 'ull1 llli.'sion, from Gary Phillips, General Allomey & Assistant General Counse l. snc Telecoml11 unica tions, Inc, 
( 1ay 2X, 2004 .1 (Phiilijls /. en er ) 

iu rhe ilio ll er oj A(/lI1 illl.l/rOliol1 o/ Ihe .Vouh AmericlIlI /Vumberillg {'lOll, Order. CC Docket No. 99- 200, 19 FCC 
!~cd ! O/OX (2 0()4 HSIJOS sn Order) 

< 
. SeC' S fJC IP COl1l lllul7icOlions, Ille Pelilionjor I,im iled Waiver o f Sec lion 51. I Hg )(2) (i) oflhe Commission 's 

H/lle l I?egu rding Access /(j ,Vumbering Resources, fi led July 7, 2004 (SBOS Pelilion) . 

5'1'1.' S'HCIS Pc?lil ion at I . 

1f'-Eno lJled Services, we Doc ket No, 04-J 6. NOlice a/ Proposed Rlilenw f.:il1g. 19 fT C Rc d 4gG] (2004 ) (lP

FI/dh !ed Services NPR/vf) . Inlhe IP-F.nobled Sen 'ices NPRM. the Com mi ss ion soughl comment on whether any 
el L!; , '1 1 rc:l aling to numbering resources is des irable to fa cilitate or at least not impede the growth of I P-enabled 
~en I CC'S, while at the same time continUing to maximi ze the use and life of numbering reso urces ill the North 
Ameri can Numbering Plan. IP-Enahlcd Services NPRkl. 19 FCC Red;]t 4')) 4. 

Id 

See SBCIS 1'r: lili(JrI at 2. 

! (] ( 'oll/menl SOllghl il lI sse IP CUllll lllin icoliom. In c. Pel ilion/or I. imile(/ W([(\.·('/' ofSel'lio ll 52. I5(g){2j(i) 0/, {/1(: 

COillllli.\.\'iun's Rules Regu,ding .-lccess 10 ,VlI lt7hering Resources. Public NOliee, ce Docket No. 99-200, 19 FCC 
Red )]1 5X ( ~O' )4) 

'I Sec Appendi x. 

Ii 47 CY.R. § ) .3; SC I' 01.1 0 W.-l IT Rod io \'. FCC. 4 t8 F.2d 11 53, 11 59 (D C Cir. J9(9), eerl denied. 409 U .S 
1027 (1972) ( IIAI T Rad io ) 

I ; NO r/h eils l Cellulor Telepholle Co. \'. I~'CC 897 F.2d 1 164, 1166 (NOr/heasl Cell,dw). 

2 

http:demonstrated.12


Federal Communications Commission FCC 05-20 

effecti \'e implementation of overall policy on an individual basis.l~ Com mi ss ion rules arc presumed 
valid, ho\vcvcr, and an app licant for waiver bears a heavy burden .l) Waiver of the Commi ssion's rules is 
Ihere fore appropriate only if special circumstances warrant a deviation from the general rule, and such a 
ell;\ iat ion wi" serve the publ ic interest. 16 

m. DISCUSSION 

4. Wc find that special circumstances ex ist such that granting SBClS 's petition for waiver is 
'I, q: c public interest. Thus, we find that good cause exists to grant SBCIS a wai ve r of sec tion 

" . ;'(~ in )(i) of the Com mission 's rules until the Commission adopts numbering rules regard ing IP
cn,IlJicd sc rvices. 17 Absent thi s waiver, SBCrS would have to partner with a loca l exchange carner (LEC ) 
to obtain North American Numbering Plan (NANP) te lephone numbers. l x Allowing SBCrS to directly 
ll OI;lI n nu mbers from th e NANPA and the PA, subjec t to the conditions imposed in thi s order, will help 
':\pedi te the imrlcmcI1t3t ion of IP-enabled scrv iccs that interconnec t to thc I'STN; and enab le SBCrS to 
clerloy innovati vc ne\\! se rvices and encouragc the rapid dcployment of new techn ologies and advanced 
'· ,;rv iccs that bencfit Anerican consumers. Both of these results arc in the public interest. 19 To further 

I",u r ' that th e rublic interest is protected. the waiver is limited by certain cond itions. Spcciflcally, we 
..:qii i n: SBCiS to comrly with the Commission's other numbering utilization and opt im iza tion 

r.:qllirement s. nllmbering Cl uthority delcgated to th e states, and industry guidelines and rracti ees,2o 
including filin g the Numbering Resource Utili zation and Forecast Repol1 (NRUF)21 We further require 
SBCIS to file any reques ts for numbers with the Commission and the relevant state co mmission at least 
thirty days prior to requesting numbers from the NANPA or the PA. To the ex tent ot her entities seck 
-:i m ilar reliefwe would grant such relieCto an extent comparable to what we se t lorth in thi s Order. 

5. CUITent iy , in ordcr to obtain NA NP te lcphone num bers for assign ment to its customers, 
~:iB 'IS would havc to purchase a rCl2jl product (suc h as a Primary Rate Interface Integrated Services Digita l 
Network (PRJ ISDN) line) from a LEe, and then use this product to interconnect with the PSTN in order to 
send and receive certa in types of traffic betwecn its network and the carrier networks . ~~ SBC IS seeks to 
dc \ L:! op a means to interconnect with the PSTN in a mann er si milar to a ca rri er, but without being 
( () ,:;i li cITd a c'lrrier. ~1 ~;pcciflcally, S8CrS states tha t rathcr than purchasing retail service it would prefer 

~ t tV,-II T Rodio. 41 ~ F.2d 1t 11 59~ :Vorlheas( ( "e//u/ar, 897 F.2d at 11 66 . 

JiA IT Radio. 41 R F.2d at I 157 . 

I" Id at ! 159 . 

17 
The CUIll1l1ission emph asizes that it is not deciding in this Order whether Vo l P is an in formation service or a 

" kcollllllllil icalions service . 

IX See SIlCl S Petition at 3-5. 

; -J ~)'cc Jf)- /-.'nahled Services A/PHA! . 19 r-CC Red al4865 (recogni zing the paranlounl ilnportallce of encouraging 
deployment orhroadband infrastru('! ure to the American peop le). 

2fJ See 47 C.F.R. Pan 52 . 

: I See 47 C 1-'. R. . ~ 52 .15( 1)(6)(rcquirin g carriers to file NRUF reports). 

22 .)~t'e SHC' IS Pelition at 2-]. Po in t()nc C Olnn1erH s al 2-3 , 

? I See SL3eIS PClirion 3l 3-5. 

3 
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to interconnect with the PSTN on a trunk- side basis at a centralized switching location, such as an 
incumbent LEC tandem switch. SDCIS believes this type of inter conneeti 011 arrangement will allow it to 
usc its softswltch and gateways more efficiently to develop services that overcome the availability and 
sca lability limitations inherent in retail interconnections \,\'ith the PSTN 2 4 SBCIS slates that the requested 
waivcr is necessa ry for it to be able to obtain its preferred form of interconnection . 

6 Granting SBCIS direct acccss to telephone numbers is in the public interes t bccause it 
will facilitate SBCIS' ability to efficiently interconnect to the PSTN, and thereby help to achieve the 
('o mlllissiOIl'S goal s of fostering innovation and speeding the delivery of advanced se rvices to 
c onsul11ers.~' As SBCIS notes in its pctition, if it were to pursue thi s method of interconnection to the 
PSTN, it would be in a similar situation as commercial wireless carriers were when they sought to 
interconnect to the PSTN 26 Many of these wireless carriers did not own their own sw itches, and they had 
to rely on incumbent LECs (ILECs) to perform sw itching functions,2 7 Wireless carriers. therefore, had to 
interconnect with ILEe end offices to route traffic, in what is known as "Type I" interconncction2~ 
Many wireless carriers ~:ubseqLlently sought a more efficient mean s of interconnection with the PSTN by 
purcllasing their own switches, in what is known as "Type 2" inte rconnection 29 In reviewing the 
question of whether ILECs had to provide Type 2 inte rconnection to wireless calTiers, the Commission 
recognizcd thilt greater efficiencies can be achieved by Type 2 interconnection JO Granting this waiver in 
orde r to rac ili,3te nc\\! interconnection anangements is consi stent with Commi ss ion precedent. 

7. Although we grant SHCIS's waiver request, we are mindful that concerns ha ve been 
raised ",ith respect to whether enabling SBCIS to connect to its affiliate, SBC, in the manner described 
abO\c, \\i11 di 5advanlagl~ unaffiliated providers of !P-enabled voice services. Speeitically, SBC rccently 
filed an inters tate access tariff with the COIlll11ission that would make available precisely the type of 
interconnection that SBelS is seeking." WilTcl Communications submitted an inronnal complaint to the 
Enforcement Bureau alleging that the tariff imposes rates that are unjust, unreasonable, and unreasonably 
discriminator; ;n violation of sections 20 1,202,251 and 252 of the Communications Act of i 934 and the 
corresponding eomil1is~ion rulcs,32 In addition, AL TS submitted a request to the Wireline Competition 
Bureau that the Commission initiate an inves tigation of the tariffllnder sec tion 205 orthe Act because 
ALTS contends that the taritTis pari ora strategy by SBe to impose access charges unlawfully on 

2 ~ ~)-ee SBCIS Petition at 5. See also Poinr()nc ConllDcnls at J. 

2~ Sec SRCIS STA Order. 19 FCC Red at 10709. 

26 See SI~CIS Peti !ion at 3-4. 

27 111 the k/aller 0/ The Need to Promote Competitiun rind E{jiciel1l Use o/SpeClrllfn/or Radio COtllmOI1 Carrier 
Service.l, Oecl~ratory Ruling, Report No. CL-J79, 2 FCC: Red 29 10, 2913-2914 (1987). 

2<) Id. 

,v Id. 

.1 1 We !lote thatlhe tarifl'was Jiled on one days' !lotice, and therefore it is not "deemed lawful" under section 
204(a)(3), !lor has the COlllmissio!l found it to be lawful. 

)C Sec Letter from Adam Kupetsky, Director or Regulatory and Regulatory Cou,nsel, WilTel Communications, to 

Radhika Karmarkar, Markets Dispu tes Resolutio!l Division. Enforcement Bureau (Oec. 6, 2004) 

4 
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unaffi liated prov iders of fP-cn ab led voice scrv ices J
) Althollgh the conccms raised about the lawfu lness 

of SBCs tariff are se rious, th ey do not provide a reason to del ay action on a waiver that we otherwise 
find to be in the public interest. Rather, the appropriate fOrJm for addressing sllch concerns is in the 
context of a section 205 in ves tigation or a section 208 complaint. 

8. Additional public interest concerns arc also served by granting thi s waiver. The 
t 'ommi ss ion has recogni zed the importance of encouraging dep loyment of broadband infrastructure to the 
American people 3~ The COl11mission has sta ted thal th e changes wrollght by the rise of I P-enabled 
com munications promise to be revol utionary35 The Commission has further slated that Ir-enabled 
. .:r. k CS have increased economic productivity and growth, and it has recognized that VoIr, in particular, 
wiii encourage consumers to demand more broadband connections, which will fo ste r the development of 
more IP-enabled se rvices.'6 Granting thi s waiver will spur the implementation of IP-enabled se rvices and 
facilitate increased choices of serv ices for American consumers. 

9. Various eommc nters assert that SI3C1S's waiver should be deni ed unl ess SBCfS meets a 
\..! i ic ty of Commission and state rules (e.g., facilities readiness requirements,) ; ten digit dialing rules, 'M 
':Ollt ributing to the Universal Service Fund,J9 contributing applicable interstate access charges,40 non
c!i sc;'illlination req llire lllcnts,41 and stale nUlllbering requiremen ts)."2 We agree that it is in the public's 
iJl terest to impost: ceotain conditio!:s. Accordingly, we impose the following conditions to meet the 
i vll ce rn ofcommcnters: SlJcrs must comply with the Commission's numbering utilization and 
o[1rimization requirements and industry guidelines and practices, including numbering authority delegated to 
:.!:lte commissions; and SBelS must submit any requests for numbering resources to the Commission and the 
Ic levant state commiss ion ut leas t 30 days prior to requesting resources from the i'JANPA or the PA 43 These 
requirements are ;n the pllblic interes t, because they will help further the Commission '5 gOel o r ensuring that 
thc limited nUlllbcling resources of the NANP are used efficiently."4 We do not find it necessary, however, 

) ; S CI" L.etter from Jason D. Oxman . Gener~1 Counsel. ALTS, to Jeffrey Carlisle, Chief, Wireline Competilion 
Hureau (No\ I Y, Z004) 

.' 4 See IP- /;nab/ed ServiceS NPRM, 19 FCC Red ~t 4865 . 

. ;.:: /d. at 4X67. 

~ t. 

!d 

-' Se(' AT&T Comments in Opposition at 5-6. 

\ ~ Sec Ohio PUC' COlnn1cIlls at 4~5, !Vlichigan ruc Reply Comlnenls at 6-7 . 

See AeliSouth Comments at 8. 

40 Id. at X-9. 

4: See Ohio PUC Comments al. 8; Vonage Comments at 9. 

~ ~' SeC' Califomia PUC Reply CO lnrncnt s at 5-6~ Missouri PSC Rep ly COlnln~nts at 2. 

4) See supra at para , 4. III its pleadings, SHCIS noted its willingness to comply wi th all federal and sta te 
numbering requirement s. See SBCIS Reply Comments <It 8-10; see a/so SBCIS Comments at 9- J O. 

~ , I Nllmb ering Res()urce Optimiz{Jtion, Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, CC Docket 
9!) -200. 15 FCC R,:d 7574, 7577 (2000). 

5 
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" condition SBC[S' waiver on comp liance with requirements other than numbering requirements,~5 
Requiring SBCIS to comply \\lith numbering requirements will help alleviate concerns with numbering 
. dl ,l Uq . !-'or example, the NRUF reporting requirement wil l allow the Commiss ion to better monitor 
Suets' number utili zation. Most VorP providers' utilization information is embedded in the NRVF data of 
111 ..: LEe from whom it purchases a Primary Rate Interface (PRl) line. Also, sscrs wifl be ab le to obtain 
h!ocks or 1,000 numbers in arcas where therc is pooling, as opposed to obtaining a block of 10,000 numbers 
,IS a LEe cListomcr. Morcover, SBCrs will be responsible for process ing port requests directly rathcr than 
~oing through a I.EC. Sf3CIS' other obligations are not relevant to this waiver and will be addressed in 
· ,'i l'.:)' proccedings, including the !P-Enabled Sen:ices proceeding. 

10 Among the numbering requircments that we impose on ssers is the "faci liti es readiness" 
iL Cj ll i cment set forth in section 52.15(g)(2)(ii). A number of parties have raised concern s about how 
~BCl S will demonstrate that it comp li es with this requirement.~n In general, sscrs shou ld be able to 
satic;fy this requirement using the samc type of information submitted by other ca rri ers . As noted by 
·,l C[So however. onc piece of ev idence typicall y provided by calTiers is an interconnec tion agreement 
"":i t!i Ihe inc umbcnt LEe that serves the geographic area in which the ca rrier proposes to operate.

4 7 
For 

· ",rr " .'. :Jf demonstrating compliance with section 52. I 5(g)(2)(ii), if S8ClS is unable to provide a copy 
I,f dll lli tc: rcollll ec tion agrce/llCnl approved by a state commission, wc require that it submit evidence that 
It has ordered an interconnec tion scrvice pursliantio a tariff' that is gellerally available to other providns 
oflP-enabled voi ce SCr\ices. The tariffmust be in effect, and the sen'ice ordered, before ssers sub rn its 
:11 application for nllmb~ring resources . SBCrS, however, may not rely on the tariff to meet the facilities 
1\: ::.t diIlCSS requiremenl if the Commission initiates a section 205 investigation of the tariff. These 
requirement s represent a fI~asonable l1lechanism by which SSCIS can demonstrate how it will connec t its 
facilities 10. and exchange traffic with, the public swilch~d telephone network. This requirement also 
helps tll address the con'~erns rJi sed by Vonage regarding the potential ror SOCIS to ob tain discriminatory 
;."c es~ 10 the nctwo rk of its incu mbent LEC affiliate. 4x 

I I . Finally, a few commenters urge the Commission to address SSCIS's petition in the current 
Fnnbfcd Selvices proceeding.'9 We decline to defer consideration of SBC rs 's waiver until final 

nurnbcrirlg nil es are adop ted in the !P-Enabfed Services proceeding. The Commission has previousl y 

.< Sec 4 7 C .F.R . Pan 52 . 

, (, Sec AT&T Comments at 5-6: Vonage Comments at 6-7 . 

• ' Se(' S IICiS Repl y Comments at II . 

4S St'(' Vo nil ge Commenb at 4. SBC recently fil ed a new intersta te access tariff offering the roml of tandem 
.J! ' Iet nllcctiol! de:;eribed by snci s in its wai ver petition. WilTel Cornmunicaticns has filed an infonnal complaint 

ag:lln st Ihe tari fr and AL TS has reques'.cd that the Commission initiate an in ves ti gation of that tari ff pursuant to 
section 205 . SI'C S II[!/'U pai-a. 7. /\ 5 noted above , ei ther a section 205 investigation or a section 208 complaint is a 
bctl(: r mechanism than thi s waiver proceeding for addressing di sc riminatio!l concerns rai sed by the ta riff. ld We 
note that interested panies also have the option to oppose tariff filings at the time they arc made or to file complaints 
after <J toriff takes clTeel. 

<I ') See AT&T Comments In Opposition at 4-5 . Verizon Reply Comments at 1-2, Ca lifornia PUC Reply Comments 
:!t 7-0. 

6 
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gran ted waivers of Commission nIles pending the outcome of nIlemaking procecdings,50 arod for the reasons 
articulatcd abovc, it is in the public interest to do so here. We also request the NAi'-JC to review whether 
~ , nd how our numbering rules should be modified to allow IP-enab led serv ice providcrs access to 
numbering resources in a manner consistent with our numbering optimization poli c ies. We grant this 
\ aiver until tr.e Commiss ion adopts fin al numbering rules regarding IP-enabled services. To the extent 
other en titi es seck similar relief we would grant such relief to an extent co mparable to what we set forth 
;1 thi s Order. 

1\. ORDERING CLAUSE 

12 . IT IS ORDER ED that, pursuant to sections I, 3, 4, 20 1-205, 25 I, 303(r) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 USc. §§ 151, 153 , 154, 20 1-205,2 5!, and 303(r), the 
f .:d.: ral Communications Commission GRANTS a waiver to SBCrS to the ex ten t se t forth herein, of 
sC'cti'..)n 52.15(g)(2)(i) orthe Commission's nIles, until the Commiss ion adopts fIn al numbering rules 
regarding IP-enabled services. 

FEDERAl. CO MMUNICATI ONS COMMISSION 

Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 

so Sel' <,.g., Pacific Telesis Petition/or Fr.emptionji-orl1 Clis tomer Proprie/Q/)' Network In[ormUliol1 Notificatio/1 
Req/lirements, Order, DA 96-t878 (rei. Nov . 13, 1996)(waiving annua t Customer Propriel<lry Network 

Infomlation (CPN I) notifi ca ti on requirements, pending Commi ssion action 011 a C PNI rul emaki ng). 

7 
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APPENDIX 


([lmn1('nters 

.:"T&1 Corporat ion 
nc llSouth Corr oratioll 
i v ,va Util iti es Boa rd 
'.!(w Ynrk State Departmen t o f Pub lic Service 
l'I' I\f\, \l vJll ia Publi c Ut ili ty Co mmiss ion 
, di i H /ne 

Publ ic Utiliti es Commi ss ion o rOhio 
'. pri ll! ( 'o rporati on 
J illl l: \Vamcr Tel eco m, Inc. 
v ull age Holdings Co rporati on 

Rcp iv Commenters 

AT&T Corporat ion 
Calil'om ia Public Ut ilit ies Commi ss ion 
ind liHla Utili ty Reg ulatory Co mmiss ion 
John Staurulaki s, Inc. 
Maine Publi c Util ities Commi ss ion 
Mi chi ga n Pu blic Serv ice Commiss ion 
Nat ional Association of Reg ul atory Utilit y Commi ss ions 
Pu blic Serv ice Commi ssion o f Ihe State of Missouri 
SS C IP Commun ica ti ons, Inc. 
_r rillt Corpo ra tion 
\ 1 l!r i/qn 

\'OIl <lgC Holdings, Corr oration 
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CONCURRING STATEMENT OF 
C0;LIMISSIONER KATHI.EEN Q. ABERNATHY 

Ice: Administration ilf’the .Voi-lh American Numbering Plan. Order. CC Docket No.  99-200. FCC 05-20 

I supporl the Commission’s decision to grant SBC iP  Communications direct access to 
numbering resources, subject to the conditions set forth in this Order. I would have preferred, however, 
lo grant such access by adopting a rule of general applicability, rather than by waiver. All of the 
arguments that justify allowing SBClP to obtain numbers directly appear to apply with equal force to 
many other 11’ provides,  suggesting that this decision will trigger a series of “me too” waiver petitions. 
Moreover, proceeding by rulemaking would have better enabled the Commission to address potential 
concerns associated with the direct allocation of  numbers to IP providers. Particularly where, as here, the 
(~‘oinmission already has sought public comment in a Notice of  Proposed Rulemaking, I support adhering 
to the notice-and-comment rulemaking process established by the APA. rather than developing important 
policies through an  ad hoc waiver process. 

9 
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CONCURRING STATEMENT OF 
COI\lMISSIONER MICHAEL J. COPPS 

Re: Adminislra/ion ofthe Norrh American NumherinK Plan. Order, CC Docket No. 99-200. FCC 05-20 

Congress charged the Commission with the responsibility to make numbering resources available 
“on an eqiiitahlc basis.” Because numbers are a scarce public good, i t  is imperative that the Commission 
develop policies that ensure their efficicnt and fair distribution. I support today’s decision because i t  is 
conditioned o n  SBC Internet Services complying with the Commission’s numbering utilization and 
optimization requirements, numbering authority delegated to the statcs and industry guidelines and 
practices, including filing the Numbcring Resource and Utilization Forecast Report. In addition, SRC 
Internet Services i s  required to fi le any requests for numbers with the Commission and relevant state 
coinniission i n  advance of requesting them from the North American Numbering Plan Administrator 
and/or Pooling Administrator. 

1 l imit my support to concurring. however, because I think the approach the Commission takes 
here i s  less than optim;il. Undoubtcdly, SBC Internet Services i s  not the only provider o f  1P services 
interested i n  direct access to numbering resources. But our approach today neglects the need for broader 
reform that could acconnnodate other IP  service providers. I t  puts this o f f  for another day. preferring 
instead to address what may soon be a stream of  wavier petitions on this subject. 

While I am encouraged that the officcs have agreed to refer these broader issues to the experts on 
the North American Numbering Council, I am disappointed that this did not occur wcll before today’s 
item. Like s o  many other areas involving IF technology, this Commission is moving bit by bit through 
petitions without a comprehensive focus that wi l l  offer clarity for consumers, carriers and investors alike. 

Finally, Vthink it i s  important to acknowledge that numbering conservation i s  not an issue that the 
federal government can undertake by itself. Stater have an integral role to play. l h i s  is  why Congress 
specifically provided the Commission with authority to dclegate jurisdiction over numbering 
administration to our state counterparts. Consumers everywhere are growing frustrated with the 
proliferation of  new numbers and area codes. As 1P services grow and multiply, state and fedcral 
authorities wi l l  have to rcdouble our efforts to work together. After all, we share the same goals- 
ensuring that consuniers get the new services they desire and ensuring that numbering resources are 
distributed in the most efficient and equitable manner possible. 
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C O N C U R R I N G  S T A T E M E N T  OF 
C O M M I S S I O N E R  J O N A T H A N  S. ADELSTEIN 

Re: Administration ii/rhe North American Numbering Plan, Order. CC Docket No. 99.200. FCC 05-20 

I support this decision to permit SBC to pursue innovative network interconnection arrangements 
through a limited and conditional waiver that grants SBC access to numbering resources for their IP- 
enabled services. In granting this relief, I note SBC’s commitment to comply with Federal and State 
numbering utilization and optimization requircments. 1 am also plcased that this Order includes a referral 
to the North American Numbering Council for recommendations on whctlier and how the Commission 
should re\% its rules more comprehensively in this area. While I support this conditional waiver, these 
issues would be more appropriately addressed in the context of the Commission’s 1P-Enabled Services 
rulemaking. Addressing this petition through the IP-Enable3 Scnaices rulemaking would allow the 
Commission to consider inore comprehensively the number conservation, intercarrier compensation, 
universal service, and other issues raised by commenters in this waiver proceeding. It would also help 
address commciitei-s’ concerns that we are setting IP policy on a business plan-by-business plan basis 
rather than i n  a more holistic fashion. 



Tracking Number: ~ 

TBPAG Attachment 1 
ATIS-0300066.atl 

November 17.2008 

Thousands-Block Application Form 
Part 1A 

Chanae' Disconnect TvDe of ADDlication (check one): x New 

GENERAL APPLICATION INFORMATION 

1.1 Contact Information: 

Block ADDliCant: 
Company Name: m T E l  
Headquarters Address: 3 
Contact Name: PATTY E 
Contact Address 2600 C 
Phone: 925-901-1934 Fax 
E-Mail: pb1986@ 

Poolina Administrator": 
Contact Name: 
Contact Address: 

Phone: Fax: 
E-Mail: 

City State Zip 

1.2 General Information 

Check one: No LRN needed 

NPA: 850 LATA 45009 OCN": Parent Company's OCN 0555 
Number of Thousands-Blocks Requested: 1 
Switch Identification (Switching Entity/POI)": PNCYFLMAXEZ or Wire Center Name 
Rate Center"': PANAMACITY Rate Center Sub Zone: 

LRN needed"' - 

1.3 Dates 

Date of Application"": 
Request Expedited Treatment? (See Section 8.6) Yes- N o 2  

0 By selecting this checkbox. I acknowledge that I am requesting the earliest possible effective date the 

Requested Block Effective Date""': 

Administrator can grant. Please note that this only applies to a reduction in the Administrator's processing 
time, however the request will still be processed in the order received. 

I .4 Type of Service Provider Requesting the Thousands-Block 

a) Type of Service Provider: volp (LEC, IXC, CMRS. Other) 
b) Primary type of service Blocks to be used for: volp 
c) Thousands-Block(s) (NXX-X) assignment preference (optional) 
d) Thousands-Block(s) (NXX-X) that are undesirable for this assignment, if any 
e) If requesting a code for LRN purposes, indicate which block(s) you will be keeping (the remainder of the 

~. ,,;..~. . , _ . ' -  i ,I.. ~ . blocks will be given to the pool) 
, .  

, .~ Page 1 of 4 
_1 

i j  9 0 4 4 OEC 19 = 
FPSC-CCH>jiS!j/O3 CLERI(  



Tracking Number: ~ 

TBPAG Attachment 1 
ATIS-0300066.atl 

November 17.2008 

Thousands-Block Application Form 
PART 1A 

1.5 Type of Request 

Initial block for rate center: Y e s 3  If Yes attach evidence of authorization and proof of capability to provide 
Service within 60 days 

Growth block for rate center: Yes _, If Yes, attach months to exhaust worksheet 

0 By selecting this checkbox. I acknowledge that I am willing to accept a block in f<+I and explicitly 
understand that the underlying CO code may not yet be activated in the PSTN and loaded in the NPAC 
on the block effective date. 

Type of Change (Mark all that apDlv): 

0 OCN: Intra-company'x 0 Switching Id 0 Par t lB  
0 OCN: Inter-companf 0 Effective Date 

Change block: Yes-, If Yes, list NPA-NXX-X 

1.6 Block Return 

a) Is this block Contaminated: Yes- or No- 
b) If Yes how many TNs are NOT available for assignment:- 
c) Have all new Intra SP ports been completed in the NPAC: Yes- or No- 
d) Has this block been protected from further assignment: Yes- or No- 

Disconnect block: Yes-, If Yes, list NPA-NXX-X 

Remarks: INITIAL BLOCK. 

I hereby certify that the above information requesting an NXX-X block is true and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and that this application has been prepared in accordance with the Thousands-Block (NXX-X) Pooling 
Administration Guidelines ATIS-0300066 available on the ATlS web site (www.atis.org/inc) or by contacting 
inc@atis.orq as of the date of this application. 

PATTY BERRIS SR. SPECIALIST- NETWORK PLANNING ENGR. DECEMBER 16.2011 
Sianature of Block ADDlicant Title Date 

Page 2 of 4 



November 17,2008 
Tracking Number: ~ 

TBPAG Attachment 1 
ATIS-0300066.atl 

Thousands-Block Application Form 
Part 1A 

Instructions for filling out each Section of the Part 1A form: 

Section 1 .I 
company name, company headquarters address, a contact within the company, an address where the 
contact person may be reached, in addition to the correct phone, fax, and e-mail address. The Pooling 
Administrator section also requires the Service Provider to fill in the Pooling Administrator's name, 
address, phone, fax and e-mail. 

Contact information requires that Service Providers supply under "Block Applicant" the 

Section 1.2 Service Providers who need a thousands-block assignment or for a Location Routing 
Number (LRN) are required to fill in this section. If needed for an LRN. a CO Code Application needs to 
also be submitted to the PA. The Service Provider should supply the Numbering Plan Area (NPA); the 
Local Access Transport Area (LATA), which is a three-digit number that can be found in the Telcordia- 
LERG.. Routing Guide. The Operating Company Number (OCN) assigned to the service provider and 
the OCN its parent company. An OCN is a four-character alphanumeric assigned by Telcordiam Routing 
Administration (TRA). In addition, the number of thousands-blocks requested should be supplied. The 
Switch Identification as well as the city or wire center name, rate center, rate center sub zone, homing 
tandem and CLLIIM tandem of the facilities based provider". Explanations of these terms may be found in 
the footnotes. 

Section 1.3 
section, as well as the Effective Date of the requested thousands-block. 

Section 1.4 
local exchange carrier, interexchange carrier, CMRS. The also indicate the primary type of business in 
which the numbering resource is to be used. Service Providers also may indicate their preference for a 
particular thousands-block, e.g., 321-9XXX. or indicate any thousands-blocks that may be undesirable, 
e.g., 321-6XXX. 

Section 1.5 
thousands-blocks in a rate center, growth for additional thousands-blocks in a rate center in which the 
applicant already has numbering resources, and provide the required evidence as ordered by the FCC 

Section 1.6 
contaminated TNs on the block they are returning to the pool. Blocks with over 10% contamination (101 
TNs or more) shall not be returned to the pool unless they meet criteria outlined in section 9.1.2 of these 
Guidelines. If the block being returned is over 10% contaminated the PA shall seek a new block holder. If 
question c andlor d have a response of No, the request for return shall be denied. 

The thousands-block applicant certifies veracity of this form by signing their name, and providing their title 
and date. 

The date the Service Provider completes the application should be entered in this 

Service Providers should indicate their type, e.g., local exchange carrier, competitive 

Service Providers indicate the type of request. Initial requests are for first applications for 

Service Providers must indicate the updatedlcurrent information in regards to 

Page 3 of 4 
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TBPAG Attachment 1 
ATIS-0300066.atl 

Footnotes: 

November 17.2008 

Thousands-Block Application Form 
Part 1A 

' Identify the type of change(s) in Section I .5 .  
" 

"' A CO Code application will also need to be submitted to the PA 
'' Operating Company Number (OCN) assignments must uniqucly identify the applicant. Relative to CO Code 
assignments, NECA-assigned Company Codes may be used as OCNs. Companies with no prior CO Code or 
Company Code assignments should contact NECA (800 524-1020) to be assigned a Company Code(s). Since 
multiple OCNs and/or Company Codes may be associated with a given company, companies with prior assignments 
should direct questions regarding appropriate OCN usage to (TRA) (732-699-6700). 
' This is an cleven-character descriptor of the switch provided by the owning entity for the purpose of routing calls. 
This is the 1 I character C L L P  code of the switch POI. 
\ '  Rate Ccnter name must be a tariffed Rate Center. 

The Pool Administrator is available to assist in completing these forms. 

Acknowledgment and indication of disposition of this application will be provided to applicant within seven 
calendar days from the date of receipt of this application. An incomplete form may result in delays in processing 
this request. 
""I Please ensure that the NPA-NXX of the LRN to be associated with this block(s) isiwill be active in the PSTN 
prior to the effective date of the block(s). 
IX Select if you arc the currcnt Block Holder 
' Select if you are not the current Block Holder 
'' Telcordia, LERG Routing Guide, and CLLI are trademarks of Telcordia Technologies, Inc. 

X l J  
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