North American Numbering Council

c/o Columbia Institute for Tele-Information

Columbia Business School

1A Uris Hall

3022 Broadway

New York, NY 10027-6902

July 5, 2005

Mr. Thomas Navin 

Acting Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

445 Twelfth Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

RE:  LNPA Change Orders 399 and 400

Dear Mr. Navin:

Earlier this year, the FCC directed the North American Number Portability Management (NAPM) LLC to hold in abeyance two proposed changes (LNPA Change Orders 399 and 400) to the software utilized by the Number Portability Administration Center (NPAC) until it had an opportunity to consider the implications of the proposed changes.  To assist the Commission in this consideration, the Commission asked the North American Numbering Council (NANC) to identify and analyze the policy, regulatory and consumer issues associated with the proposed changes.

NANC directed the Future of Numbering Working Group (FoNWG) to conduct the requested review.  The FoNWG provided an extensive report to NANC at the May 17, 2005 NANC meeting with the following results:

· Change Order 399 

The FoNWG determined that Change Order 399 did not have any policy, regulatory or consumer impacts and recommended that it should be implemented.  The full NANC agreed with the FoNWG recommendation.  On behalf of NANC, I, therefore, recommend that the FCC should advise the NAPM LLC that Change Order 399 should no longer be held in abeyance.

· Change Order 400

The FoNWG was unable to reach a consensus recommendation with respect to Change Order 400.  Therefore, NANC asked the FoNWG and other interested parties to expand the report to provide more extensive arguments in favor of and opposing the proposed Change Order.  The FoNWG submitted a revised report dated June 10, 2005 to the NANC, and the NANC had a duly noticed telephonic meeting on June 28, 2005 to consider the revised report.

I must report that neither the FoNWG nor NANC was able to reach a consensus recommendation with respect to Change Order 400.  However, the FoNWG’s extensive report, which is attached, outlines the issues and arguments in great detail and should assist the Commission in reaching a decision with respect to Change Order 400.

During the telephonic meeting on June 28, 2005, I reiterated my understanding that the Commission’s previous directive to hold Change Order 400 in abeyance continues to apply until the Commission directs otherwise.  This understanding was confirmed by the FCC’s Designated Federal Officer participating in the meeting. I also communicated this status to all NANC Members on June 30, 2005.

I understand that there is a practical deadline associated with these Change Orders:  the NAPM LLC needs to receive direction from the FCC by no later than August 1, 2005 in order for any change order to be included in the next release of NPAC software.  I, therefore, urge the Commission to reach its decision as quickly as possible (not later than August 1, 2005) and promptly to communicate the decision to the NAPM LLC.

Finally, I should note that the FoNWG and NANC devoted extraordinary efforts to this matter.  The Co-Chair of the FoNWG estimates that working group experts devoted a collective 800 hours to conference calls to consider the change orders.  I would suspect that an equal amount of time was spent in preparation for the conference calls.

Please let me know if you or members of your staff have any questions or would like any clarifications.

Sincerely,

/Signed/

Robert C. Atkinson

NANC Chair
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