
June 26,2009 

Greg Follensbee 
Executive Dlrector 
Regulatory Relatlms 

AT&T Florida T: 850.577.5555 

Sulte 400 greg.follensbee@att.com 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 1561 ww.att.com 

150 South Monme Street F: 850.577-5536 

Mrs. Ann Cole 
Director, Division of the Cornmission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Florida Publlc Service Commission 
2570 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

s 
19 
M 

'D 
J: 

Re: SBC Internet Services, Inc. dba AT&T Internet Services request Numbering Resources 
Pursuant to Administration of the North American Numbering Plan, FCC Docket No. 99- 
200, Order, FCC 05-20 (released Feb. 1, 2005) 

Dear Mrs. Cole: 

Pursuant to the Federal Communications Commission's Docket No. 99-200, which is 
attached, SBC Internet Service!;, tnc. dba AT&T Internet Services (AITIS) hereby notifies this 
Commission of i ts  intent to reqluest 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 bt!fore obtaining numbering resources from the N o ~ h  
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. Note that AT&T considers the 
attached document to be confidential proprietary business information. Accordingly, 
pursuant to Rule 25-22.006, Florida Administrative Code; please treat the attachment as 
confidentiaf . 
If you have any questions plea:;e feel free to contact me. 

Sincere Iy, 

COM " 0  
ECR , Greg Follensbee 
K L  \ Executive Director, AT&T Floridla 
QPC 
RCp \ cc: Mr. Rick Moses w/o attachments 

SGA Enclosure 

Mr. Bob Casey w/o attachments ssc 1 

m M -  
CLK 1 I Id 7 9 (imposing 30-day notice requimneni). 

FPSC -COMMISSION CLERK 
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Beforc the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS CUM MISSION 

Washington, U.C. 20554 

In  the Maiter of  ) 
j 
) 
) 

Plan 1 
) 
1 
) 

Administration of the North Amcri'can Numbering 

ORDER 

Adopted: January 28,2005 

CC Docket 49-200 

Heleased: February I ,  2UU5 

By tlic Uoininission: Commissioners A bernarliy. Copps. and Adelstein concurring and isstiing separate 
statements. 

I. 1N'THOI)UCTION 

I .  In this order. N C  grant SRC Intcrnct Services. Inc. (SSUlS)'  a v+ai%er ol'sccticm 
52.  Ij(g)(?)(i) o r t h c  Commission's rblt's.' Specilically. subject to the ctinditions set Iorth in this order. 
MC' grant SHUIS permission to obtain nutnbcring rusourcus directly horn the North American Nuinbering 
Plan Administrator (NANPA) and(or the Pooling Administrator (PA) lor use in deploying IP-cnahled 
sen ices. including Voice over Inttrnct Protticol (Volf') scrviccs. on il coinmercial basis to residential and 
business cu~~oiners.  We also reqticst thc North American Numbering Council (NANU) to review whether 
and h o ~  our i~umhering risles should bc moditied to allow IP-enubled s e n  ice proi idcrs acuuss to 
iiiimbering resources in  o manncr consistent with our nurnbcring optimization policies. I lie waker will 
be in cfftct until the Coinrnission ~ I u p ~ s  final numbering rules for IF-enabled services. 

II. 

7 .  On Ma! 28. 2004. SHUlS rcqucs~cd Spcciat 'I-etnporary Aii~hority (S I'A) to obtain 
iiutnbering rcsourccs diructly from the NANPA nnd/or the PA for a non-commercial trial of VolP 

' SHC' IP C'ornmunicatirms. Inc. (SHC'IP) tiled the petitioil in wIiicli i1 stated ltlat i i  ih an information service 
provider affiliate of SHC C'ummuiiicnlions. ltic. On .lanuarJ 27.  2005. SBC' sent a letlcr to the Coiiiiriissiun .stating 
that SI3I'If' has been cunsolidaled into anathcr SBC affiliate. hnown as SBC Internet Services. lnc. (SBCIS). 
drcct ivc  Jlcccnibcr 3 I. 2004. SLT I .etfer to Rlnrlene H .  Lhrlch. Secrctnrq. Federal C'oiiiinunications C'oininission. 
from Jack Zinirian. Geiieral /\ttorncq. SBT TcIccomniuiiic~ticins. Ii ic. (Jniiuarq 3. 2005 1. /lccorJinglq. i n  this 
Order n e  rcfcr to SBC'IS instead of SBCIP. 

' 47 C.F.R. 4 52. I S ( p ) ( I ) (  i). Sccttcrri 32. I5(21( ?){ i )  requircs each applicant Tor North American Numbcriny Plan 
tNAh'P) resources to subniit evidence thal it ih authurizcd to provide service in the area for which thc iiumbering 
rcsuurcc's are being requested. 
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services.' On Juric 16. 2004. the Commission granted a S'I'A to SBC'IS to obtain up to ierl 1 .OOO blocks 
directly rrom the PA for use in a limited. non-cnmmerciat t h l  o f  VolP services.' On July 7. 2004. 
SDC'IS requested a lirnirud  waive^, of section 52.  t 5(g)(?)(i) of our rules. which requires applicants for 
numbering rcsowces 10 provide evidence that they arc authorized to provide service in the area in  which 
they are requesting numbering 
resources to deploy 1P-cnabled services. including VolP services. on a commercial basis to residential and 
business customers." In  addition. S K I S  limits its naiver request in duration until we adopt final 
numbering rules in the IP-Enahled SLwiccs prorceding.' SBClS asserts that this limited waiver of our 
iiumberiiig rules will allow it to dcpioy innovative new sewices using a mort cficient means of 
inrerconnection between IP networks and the Public Switched Tclcphone Network (PS1'Nlq8 Finally. 
SBClS argucs that granting the waiver will not prc-judge thu Commission's ability to craft rulcs in that 
proceeding.' 'l'he Uominission releascd a Public Notice on July 16. 2004. secking comment on this 
petition.]' Sevcral parties tiled comments.' 

SBCIS's petition asserts that it intends to usc the numbcring 

3 .  'l'he standard ofrt-vicw Ibr waiter of the Commission's rulcs is well scttlcd. l 'he 
Cornmissioti may ~ a i \ c  its rules when good cause is dr_.tnonstrated." The Commission may exercise its 
discrction io waive a rille where the particular t'acts inakc strict compliance inconsistent wiith the public 
inlurest.'' In doing so. the Cornmissinn may take into account considerations ol'hardship, equity. or more 

Sw Lcltcr to William t .  Maher. Jr. .  Chief. Wirelinc C'ompetitiori Hurcau. Fcderal Communications 
( 'ominissiot). from C i a y  Phitlips. Gerleral Attorney & Assistant Gcncral Counscl. S K  ~I'elecommunications. IIK. 
(hlay 28. 2004) { I'hillips i>LWW). 

Scc Appendix. I I  

2 
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elfective irnpleinentation of overall policy 011 an individual basis." commission rules are presliined 
valid. however. and an applicant for waivcr bears a heavy burden." Waiver of the Commission's rules is 
therefore appropriatc only if special circumstances warrant a deviation froin the generat rule. and such a 
deviaticin will servc the public interest.'" 

I l l .  DISCUSSION 

4. We find that special circumstances cxist such that granting SBCIS's petition for waiver is 
i i i  the public interest. Thus. we find that good cause cxists to grant SBClS a waivcr of section 
52 .  I5(g)(2)(i) of the Commission's rules until lhc Commission adopts numbering rules regarding IP- 
enahled services." Absent this waiver. SEC'IS would have to partnur with a local exchange carrier (LEC) 
to obtain North American Numbr:ritig Plan (NANP) telephont nu i~ ibe r s . ' ~  Allowing SRClS to directly 
obtain numbers liom the NANPA and the PA. subject to the conditions imposed in this order. will help 
expedite thc implementation of 1)'-enabled services that interconnect to the PSTN: and enable SBClS to 
deploy innovative new services mid muourage the rapid depioymcnt of new technologies and advanced 
scrvices that bcnclit American consumers. Both of these results are in the piiblic interest.'O To further 
vnsure that the public interest is protected. thc itaivcr is limited by certain conditions. Specitically. we 
require SUCIS to comply wittl the Commission's other nuinberiiig utilization and optimization 
requireiricn~s. nuillhering rtiitliority delegated to the states. and indiistq guidtliiies and practices.'" 
including tilitig the Numbcring R1:source Utiti/:ation and Forecast Report (NRUF)." We further require 
SBCIS to file any requests for numbers with the Commission and the relevant state commission at least 
thirty days prior to requesting numbers Vrom the NANPA or the PA. To the extent other entitics seek 
similar reliefwe \vould grant strch relicl'to a11 cstcnt cninparnblo to what we set tbrth i i i  this Order. 

5 .  Currently. in ordcr to obtain N A N P  telcphone numbers for assignincnt to its customers. 
SRC'IS ~.oii id have to purchase n rctdil prodiict (such ah u Priinary Rate Interfact' Integrated Services Digital 
Nctwork (PKI  ISDN) lint) h i n  a I,tlC'. and then list th i s  product to intercoiincct wit11 the PSTN in ordcr tu 
scnd and receive certain rypus oftraftic between its nctwork and the carrior neiworks.LL SRC'IS seeks 10 

dcvclup a ineaiis to jnterconiicct with the PS'I'N i n  il inaiincr similar to a carrier. but uitlioitt being 
considered a c;lrric.r." Specifically. SflC*fS states That rathcr than purchasing retail surviue it would prefer 

11 

l!:,lIT Rmrl'io, 41 8 F.3d nt I 15q; .l'ot.thurrsr 'idldw. 807 F .2d at I I66 I 4  

Irl at I I59 I ( I  

' i 
.<L,r SHC'IS Pctitioii nt -3-S. 

.. . 



Federal Corn m un i t a  tion s Corn m ission FCC 05-20 

to interconnect with the PS'fN 011 a trunk-sidu basis RI a centralized switching location. such as an 
incumbent LE:C tandem switch. SHCIS believes this type of interconnection arrangcmcnt will allow it to 
usc its softswitch and galeways more efficiently 10 devetop services that ovcrcoine the availability and 
scalability limitations inhercnt in rctail interconnections with the PSTN.'" SBCIS states that the requested 
waiver is neccssary for it to be able to obtain its preferred form 0 1  interconnection. 

6. Granting SBCIS dircct access to telephone numbers is  in  the public interest becausc it  
will facilitate S8CIS' ability to cf'ficiently intercoriiiect to thc PSTN. and thereby help to achieve the 
Coiiiiiiission's goals of fostering innovation and spcuding the delivery of advanced serviccs to 
consumers." As SHC'IS notes ii i  its pciition. if i t  \4'eru to pursuc this method of interconnection to the 
PS-I N. it would be in a similar sitiiation as commercial wirelcss carriers were when they sought to 
interconnect to the PSTN." Man]: ot'these wircless carriers did not own their own switches. and they had 
to rely on incumbent [,€:Us (ILECs) to perform switching functions."' Wireless carriers. therefore: had to 
interconnuct with II,EC end oftices to route traftlc. i n  what is known as '*Type I"  interconnection." 
Many wireless carriers subsequently sought a inore efficient means of interconncction with the PSTN by 
purchasing their own switches. in what i s  kinawn as "Type 2" interconncctian.'" In reviewing the 
question ol' whether ILEUs had to provide Type 2 interconnection to wireless carriers. thc Commission 
recognized that greater ct'liuiuncit.s can be achieved by Type 2 iiitel.cL,tinecticln."' Granting this waiver in 
ordcr to faci titate nc\+ interconnection nrrnngements is consistent with Coinmission precedent. 

7. Although we grant S K I S ' S  waiver request. we are mindful that conccrns have been 
raisud with respect to whether enabling SBCIS to connect to ih afiiliate. SBC. in the manner describcd 
above. will disadvantage unafti1ial:cd pro\ idurs of IP-enabled voice services. Specifically. SBC rcccntlq 
tiled mi interstatc ~ U C U S S  tariff with the C'omniission that would make availrtbtc precisely the type of 
interconnection that SHC'IS is seeking." Wil'l-el Coinmunications submitted an informal coinpIaint to the 
Entbrcement Bureau alleging that the tariff imposes rates that are un,iust. unreasonable. and unrcasonahly 
discriminatory in violation ofsecti,ons 201. 202. 251 and 252 of thc Communications Act of 1934 and the 
corresponding Commission rules:'' I n  additiciii. A I  .TS submitted a request to the Wireline Coinpetition 
Burcau tha t  the Commission initialc an investigation of the  ~aritf 'undur section 105 of thc  Act because 
AL'I'S contends that the tarifl'is part ofa strategy by SBC tu iinpcisc ~ U U C S S  charges unlawfiilly on 

We note that the lariffwas filed 011 nile days' nuticc. and thcrcforu it i F  nol "deemed lawfiil" trnder section T I  

?04fa)(?). nix has the C'nmmission fuur id  il to be lawful. 

;1 SLY Lcttcr from Adaiii Lupetsh) . Pirccror of Regulatorq and Regidatop Counsel. Wi I'l-c't C'cinin,unicalions. to 
Rndhikn Kariiiarkar. Mslrkcts Dispute.< Kcsulurion Ihision. t:iiibrccnicnt Bureau [ Uec. 6. 2004). 
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unai’fi I iated providers of 1 P-enab11.d voice services.” A It hough the concerns raised about the lawfulness 
o f  SBC’s tariff’are serious. they d o  not provide a rcifson io delay action on a waiver that we otherwise 
find to bu in the piiblic interest. F,athcr. the appropriate tbrum for addressing such coticeriis is in the 
context o f n  swtioii 205 investigation or a scction 208 complaint. 

8. Additional public interest conccrns are also served by granting this waiver. ’I he 
Commission has recognized the irnportaiice of encouraging deployment of broadband infrastrticturc to the 
American people.” The U~ni in is t ; i~n  has stated that the changes wrought by the rise of tP-enabled 
co~ninunications promise to be revoliitionar>. The Commission has further staicd that IP-cnahlud 
services have increased economic productivitj and growth. and it has recognized that VoIP. in particutar. 
wi I I encourage consuint‘rs to dum;ind more broadband connections. which wi I I foster the developineiit of 
more IF-enahlcd services."' Gran:ing this waiver will spur thu implementation of IF-enabled services and 
facilitate increased choices o f  s e n  iccs for American consumers. 

:< 

9. Various comincnters assert that SBCIS’s waivcr should be dtnied unless SBCIS meets a 
vatiety of Corninksion and state rides (e.g.. facilitics readiness requirements:” ten digit dialing rliles.” 
contributing t o  the Universal Service Fund.” contributing applicahlu interstate access ctiarges.“’ non- 
discrimination requirements.‘ ‘ and state numhcring requirements).”’ W e  agree that it i s  in the public’s 
intcrcst to iiiiposc ccitain conditions. Accordingly. we impost: the following conditions to meet thu 
conccrii ol‘commenters: SBCIS must comply w i t h  the Commission’s numbering utiliza~iun and 
optimization requirements and industry guidelines and practiccs. including nuinberiiig authority d d c ~ a t c d  to 

state cammissions; and SBCIS must submit any requests for numbering resources to the Commissirm and the 
relevant state commission at least 30 days prior to requesting resources from the NANPA or the PA?’ These 
requiremcnts are in the public intwcsl.  hccause they will help further the Cornmission‘s goal of ensuring that 
thc liinitcd numbering resoiirces ol’tlie N A N P  are used ef’ficieiilly.J’’ We do not find it necessary. however, 

A’ SLV I ,etIer from Jasoii D. Oxinan. Cieneral C‘uunsrl. ALTS. to Jeffrq C‘arlislc. Chief’. Wiretine C’uinpctition 
Burcair (Nov. 19. 2004). 

-- _ _  

SLW IP-Eiwhlcd Srr.r*iL,t,.r. ,\ I’H 11. 1 9 FTC‘ licd at 4H05. 

1d ai 4867. 

I d  

.: 4 

i T  

_ -  
I :  SLY N’&T C’uminents in Oppositioii at 5-6. 

Sr.r Ohio I ’ tX ’  C’omments at 4-S. \tichigar) PllC Reply C‘oininents at 6-7. 

.See BcllSoiith Coinmciits at R 

7s 

:‘I - 
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to condition SBCIS' waiver on compliance with requirements other than numbering requirements." 
Requiring SUClS to ctmply \$ith numbering requirclnents will help alleviatc ctmcerns wiih numbering 
exhaust. For uxainple. the N R U F  reporting requirement wilt allow thc Coinmission to better inonitor 
SRCIS' number utilization. Mosl VoIP providers' utilization infortnation is ctnbedded in the NRUF data of 
the LEC froin whom it purchases a Primary Rntc Interface (PKI) line. Also. SBCIS will be able to obtain 
blocks of I .OOO numbers in  areas whcre there is pooling. as opposcd to obtaining a block of 10.000 numbers 
as a LEU customer. Moreover. SUCIS uill be responsible for processing port requcsts directty rather than 
going through a 1,EC. SBCIS' other obligations arc not relevant io this waivcr and will b t  addressed in  
other proceedings. including the IP Eiiuhkd ScrvicVc~s procccding. 

IO. Amoiig the iiumhering requirements that we impose on SBCIS is the "facilities readiness" 
requirement set forth in scclicin 5 2 ,  I S(E)I2)(ii). A number ofpartics have raised concerns about how 
SBCIS will demmstratc that it coiiiplies with this rcquirement.'h In general. SRClS should he able to 
satisfiv' this requirement using the samc type of int'orination submitted by othcr carriers. As noted by 
S K I S .  however. onc piece of eviclence typically provided by carriers is an interconnection agreement 
with the incumbent LEU that serves thc gtographic area in which the carrier proposes to rqxrate."7 For 
purposes of demonstrathg compliance with scction 52,15(9)(2)(ii), if SBCIS is utiable to provide a copy 
of a n  inturuonnection agrecment approved by a state commission. w e  require that it submit cridence that 
i t  has ordered an interconnection sr:rticu purcuant to a tariff that is gencrally availablc to other providers 
of 1B-enablcd voice services. The ,lariff must be in cffect. and thc scrviuc ordered. before Sl3c'lS subinits 
an application for numbering resources. SBCIS. Iinwever. may not rely on the laril't'to meet thc t'xilitics 
rertdincss requirement if the Commission iniriates a section 205 investigation ol'thc teriff. These 
requirements represent a reasonabk imechanism by which SBCIS can demonstrate ho\* it will corinecl its 
facilities to. and cr;cliange traftic w i t h .  thc public switched telephone network. l h i s  requirement also 
helps to addrcss tlic conuurns raised bq Vonagc regarding the potcntid for SBC'IS t o  ohlain discriminator) 
access to thu network of its iiicutnlxnt I .EC at-iiIiaw.4s 

1 1 .  I;inal+. a few coinmt'nlcrs urge the Commission to addrcss SRCIS's pAition in the uurrenl 
We dccline to defer considuralion of SRCIS's waiver until final 

The Commission has prtviously 
i l ' - ~ 3 ~ ~ b i d  ?;Cn:icc's pr~ceeding."~ 
nuinbering rules arc adilptcd in  he / / ' -E t~~rh lcd  ScvTimv proceeding. 

Sec 47 C.F.R. Part 52. 1 q  

S P P  A T k T  C'omments 31 5-6: Vonnge Coiiiirieiits 31 6-7 

.SLY SBCIS Reply Curnrrients at 1 1  

SLY \:onage C'ommenis a1 4. SBC rweritly filcd a nciv interstate access tarifj'nffcring thc foriii of  iandeni 
intercnnnection described by SUC'IS i in its waiver pmilion. U'itTc.1 Cummunicalions has filed an intormal complaint 
against thc tariff and AL.1-S has rcyucslcd that the ('omlnission iniliatc ilii investigation ot'ihai tariff pursuant to 
scciion 205. Sw srtpw para. 7. As i io~ed ahow. cithcr n sectiori 205 invcstigatioii o r  a section 208 coniplaint i s  a 
better rrievhanism than this waiver proceeding for addrcssing discrimination coiiccriis raised hq Ihc tariff. (d W c  
note that interesied partiel; idso have the opiiori io iipposc IitriR filinys at the time  hey arc made or to ti le coinplaints 
aRcr il tariff takcs cffect. 

, I ( ,  

4' 

. I R  
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granted waivers of Commission rules pending Ihe outco~ne o f  rtilemakirig proceedings," and for 1hc rcasons 
articulated above. it is in the public interest to do so here. Wc also request the N A N U  to review whether 
and how 0111' nurnbcring rules :should be modified tc j  allow IP-enablcd service providers access to 
numbering rtsources in a inaiiner consistcnl with our numbering optimization policies. We grant this 
waiver until the Commission adopts final numbering rules regarding 1P-enabled services. To thu ustent 
other entities seek similar relief we would grant such rcIief to an extent comparable to what w t  set forth 
in this Order. 

IV. ORDERING CLAUSE 

12. IT IS ORDERED that. pursuant to sections 1 .  3.4. 20 1-205.25 I .  303(r) of tlic 
C'otninunicalions Act of 1934, as mended. 47 U.S.C. $8 IS I. 153. 154. 20 1-205, 25 I .  and 303(r). the 
Federal Communications Commission GRANTS a waiver to SBCIS to thc cxtcnt set forth herein. of 
section 52.1 5(g)(2)(i) of thc Cominission's rules. until the Cointnission adopts final numbering rules 
regarding IP-enabled services. 

FEDERAL COMMIJNlCAl'10NS COMMISSION 

7 
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APPENDIX 

Commenters 

AT&T Corporation 
BullSouth Corporation 
Iowa Uti l i t ies Board 
New York State Department of Public Scrvict. 
Pennsylvoriia Public Utility Commission 
PointOne 
Pub1 ic Uti l i t ies Coinmission of Ohio 
Spririr Corporation 
Time Warner Telecom. Inc. 
Vonage Holdings Corporation 

Reply Commenters 

A I & T  Corporation 
California Public Utililics Comlni!;sioll 
Indiana Uti1 it! Rcgutatory C’mninission 
John Staurulnkis. lnc. 
Maine Pub1 ic Utilities C‘utnmissio 11 

Michigan Public Service Comi~iis:~ion 
N a t i ona I Association o I’ Reg u 13 tory II t i I it) C oinin i ss i on 5 

Public Sen icc Commission of the State of’ Missouri 
SHC‘ 1P Communications. Inc 
Sprint Corporation 
Veriion 
Vonage 1 toldings. C’orporation 



Federal Corn m unications Corn m ission FCC 05-20 

CONCURRING STATEMENT OF 
COMMIlSSlUNEH KATHLEEN Q. ABEKNATHY 

t support the Commission's decisicm to grant SBC IF' Communications direct ~ C C C S S  to 
numbering resources. sirbjcct t o  the conditions set forth in this Ordcr. I would liavc preferred. however. 
to grant such acccss by adopting a rule o f  gencral applicability. rather than by waiver. All of the 
arguincnts that jusrify allowing SBC'IP 10 obtain numbers directly appuar to apply with equal I'orce to 
many other 1P providers. suggesting that rhis decisioil will triggcr a series of "me too" waiver petitions. 
Moreover. procccding by riilemakitig mould h a v t  better enabled the Cointnission to address potential 
concerns associated with the diret i  allocation of numbers to IP providurs. Particularly whcrc. 3s t w c .  the 
Coinmission alrcadq has sought piiblic comment in a Notice of Proposed Rulcmakitig. 1 support adhering 
t u  the notice-and-coinincnt rulein;ikitig process established by the APA. rather than dcvetaping important 
policies through an ad hoc naiver process. 
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CONCURRING STATEMENT OF 
COMMISSIONER MICHAEL J. COPPS 

Congrcss charged the Cornmission with the responsibility to make nambering resourct's available 
--on an equitable basis." Beca lm numbers are a scarce public good. it is iiiipcrative that the Commission 
develop policics that ensure their efficient and fair distribution. 1 support today's decision because i t  is 
conditioned on SUI_' Internet Services complying with the Commission'$ numbering ulilization and 
optimization requirumunts. numbering authority dclcgated to the states arid industrq giiidelines and 
practiccs. including filing the Numbering Resource and Utilization Forecast Rcpcirt. In addition. SBC 
Internet Services is requirud to ljle any requests for iiurnbcrs with the Commission and relevant slate 
commission in  advance of  requesting them rrom the Norh American Numbering Plan Administrator 
and/or Po0 t ing Administrator. 

1 limit my support to concurring. however. because 1 think the approach the C'ommission takes 
lwre is less than cip1imal. Undoubtedly. SBU lilternet Servicca is not the only provider ot' IF sewices 
interested in direct access to  numbering rcsourws. Hut our approach todn! neglects thc nccd fbr broader 
reform that could accomniodatc other 1P service providers. [ t  puts this oCL' h r  another day. prekrring 
instead to address what may soon be n stream of wavicr putitions on this subject. 

Whilc 1 am encouraged that the offices lime agreed to refer ihcsc broader issiies 10 thc experts on 
the North American Numbering Council. I ain disappciintcd thal this did not occiIr n e l l  before today's 
item. Like so many cilhcr areas involving 1P technology. this Commission is irioving hi1 by hit through 
pctitions \+ithotit n comprehensi\c focus that w i l l  offer clarity h r  crmsu~ner';. carriers and investors alike. 

Finally. I think it is important to acknowledge that nurnbtring conscrvatinn is not an issue that the 
Itdcral government can undcrtakc by irsulf. States have an iiitcgral role to play. This is why Congress 
spcciticatly provided the Commission with authority to delegate jurisdiction o%ci- nurnburing 
administration to our state counterparts. Consumers everiwhcrc arc grtwinp frustrated with the 
prolilkration of new niinibci-5 and arcu codes. As IP services gron and multipl!,. state and federal 
authorilius will have to redouble our ufhi- ts  to work together. After all, wc share the s a ~ n c  goals - -  

ensuring that consumers g c ~  the new sewices they dcsirc and ensiiring that numbering resoiirces are 
distributed i n  the inost crficicni and cqui~able manner possible. 

t o  
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CONCURRING STATEMENT OF 
COMIMISSIONER JONATHAN S. ADELSTEIN 

1 support this decision to pcrrnit SBC to pursue innovalike network interconncctian an’angements 
through a limited and conditional uaiver that grants SBC access to numbering resot~rces t’nr their 1P- 
cnabled strvices. In granting this relicf. I note SBC’s commit~ne~i t  10 comply with Frderal and State 
numbering utilimtinti and optimization requirements. I am also pteased that this U r d u  includt.5 a referral 
to the North American Numbering Council ror recommendations on u hcther and how tlic Coinmission 
should revise its rulcs more coinrirehensivety in this area. Whilc I suppoi-t this conditional waiver. these 
issues uould be more appropriakty addressed in the context of the Uommission’s IP-Enabled Scrvices 
rulemaking. Addressing this pctition through the 1P-Enabled Scrvices rulemaking would al lou the 
C‘ornmission to considcr more comprehensively the riutnbcr conservation. intcrcarrier compensation. 
universal service. and other issues raised by commenters in this waiver ptocccding. I1 would also help 
address cominenters’ concerns thal Me are sotting IP policy on a business plan-bj-business plan basis 
rather than in a more holistic fashion. 
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RE: Acknowledgement of Receipt of Confidential Filing 

This will acknowledge receipt of a CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENT filed in Docket Number 

and 090000 or, if filed in an undocketed matter, concerning Numberincr resources list in Part 

Part j A ,  and fifed on behalf of At&T. The document wifl be maintained in locked storage. 

If you have any questions reglarding this document, please contact Marguerite Lockard, 

Deputy Clerk, at (850) 41 3-6770. 

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARU TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850 
An AiKrmatiue ActiodEqunl Opportunity Employer 

PSC Webrlte: htto://~*W,fiorids[IsE.fUM Internet E-mail: cantact@psc.state.f.us 

PSClCLK Of9-C (Rev. 05107) 

I 

Document2 


