
6607 Willow Lane

Mission Hills, Kansas 66208

October 18, 2000

Dorothy Attwood, Chief

Common Carrier Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

445 Twelfth Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms Attwood:

At the meeting of the North American Numbering Council (NANC) on June 20, 2000, the North American Numbering Plan Administrator (NANPA) raised the need for a lump-sum retroactive adjustment to the fees paid to it, asserting that the volume of Central Office (CO) Code applications (through June, 2000) exceeded the original forecasts. The FCC’s order authorizing NANPA allows NANPA to seek additional compensation if the volume of CO Code applications and/or Numbering Plan Areas (NPAs) requiring relief exceeds 120% of forecast. NANPA asserted that they were entitled to an adjustment of $3,130,909.

The NANC, at its July 18 meeting, asked its NANPA Oversight Working Group (NOWG) to conduct a thorough analysis of NANPA’s request, and make a recommendation. The NOWG presented a comprehensive report to the September 19-20 NANC meeting. A copy of that report is transmitted to you herewith. You will note that the NOWG recommended that no retroactive price adjustment be awarded to NANPA. The NANC, however, did not adopt the NOWG’s recommendation for a number of reasons.

One of the reasons was that the level of data necessary for the NOWG and NANC to reach an accurate conclusion was not readily available. It is believed, though, that the FCC does have access to such data from NeuStar. In addition, the ultimate decision on the amount of compensation, if any, that might be due 

to NANPA depends in large measure upon an interpretation of the FCC’s rules (and the quantities agreed to by NeuStar) regarding the number of CO Codes “assigned” or “requested.”

Moreover, NANC is aware that NANPA, at about this same time, petitioned the FCC for additional compensation for work that it asserted would be needed to implement the NRO Order (FCC 00-104). By letter dated July 18, 2000, the FCC directed NANPA to proceed with the work and authorized interim monthly payments (of $198,208) until a firm fixed price modification could be achieved. 

We understand that the issues being considered by the FCC in that proceeding are in many respects the same issues addressed in the NOWG’s report. Thus, 
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NANC (1) wanted your office to have the benefit of the NOWG report, and (2) was reluctant to act on the NOWG recommendation while the FCC has not yet resolved those issues.

I must also share with you that, while the NANC was unable to reach a consensus, there were a number of NANC members who – on one hand – agreed with the NOWG analysis of the RFP vs. the work performed by NANPA and the resulting recommendation that no retroactive price adjustment be awarded to NANPA, and a number of NANC members who – on the other hand – 

believed that NANPA had performed some additional work and was entitled to some equitable compensation (but not to exceed $3.1 million). Unanticipated increased CO Code volumes can be attributed to, e.g., NPA lottery allocation procedures and administrative processing required when there are changes to existing CO Code assignments.

Accordingly, NANC respectfully requests that the FCC either decide NANPA’s request for retroactive compensation in a way that’s consistent with its pending ruling on NANPA’s request for a firm fixed price modification, or provide direction on how you would like the NANC to proceed in this matter. Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

John R. Hoffman

NANC Chair

enclosure

cc: Diane Harmon, Charles Keller, Cheryl Callahan, Aaron Goldberger

      NANC Members


