Report of NANC Discussion Group on Charging for Telephone Numbers

April 19, 2000


On April 12, 2000, a conference call was held to take up the Action Item from the March 2000 NANC meeting concerning charging for numbers.  Attending were Dan Gonos, Winstar; Dan Hochvert, Bell Atlantic; Beth Kistner, ALTS; Ron Havens, Sprint; Les Selzer, Craig Stern, Barry Payne, FCC Staff; Bell Adair, SBC; Natali Billingsley, NASUCA; Pamela Connell, AT&T; Jeremy Atencio, US West; James Goldstein, Nextel; Woody Traylor, Broadband Office.  Phil McClelland, NASUCA, chaired the call.  Winstar provided the dial in number.  What follows are the views expressed on the call without attempting to identify the speakers offering different proposals.  

The call began by discussing the Action Item and how the group might respond.  There were concerns and questions offered as to what charging for numbers would mean and what the result would be.  A number of practical concerns were raised concerning what the funds would be used for and how charging for numbers could be efficiently administered.  Concern was raised about what rights would be acquired by companies if they were to be charged for numbers by the FCC.  

Concerns were raised, because of the complexity of the issue; about what role NANC should play in that process.  Although there was divergence of opinion concerning the ultimate role that NANC should play in that discussion, there was general agreement that the issue does require more research and study.  NANC could also play a positive role by collecting views on the range of issues involved and submitting those to the FCC.

It is clear that the market place would create some efficiency but the administrative costs involved could be substantial, and would reduce that benefit.  Others suggested that charging for numbers would create an effective barrier to entry and discourage competition.  Whether or not there would be a charge attached to number use, there would be costs associated with administrative measures that would otherwise be implemented.  It was recognized that there are administrative inefficiencies that are now in place and we should consider various means – including charging for numbers – that might be used.  Failing to constrain number usage may create other costs, such as those related to NANP expansion.  

There was also concern that whatever advice NANC might offer, it should not be offered too late so that it would provide no benefit.  NANC has a positive obligation to offer advice to the FCC on numbering use.  However, given the constraints of NANC and any discussion group, it would be difficult to provide any input by the May 1, 2000 Comment date.  It was also suggested that NANC might be able to review and respond to the Comments filed.  

We concluded that a report of this discussion would be circulated, be subject to revision, and then submitted to NANC.  Other ideas would be circulated as to what issues should be further considered.  Members were encouraged to respond to these ideas.  Depending upon the responses, additional telephone calls may be held to further develop the issues.
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