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DEC 2 f) \992 Before the
FEDERAL CXH1UNICATIONS cx::HfiSSION

washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

DEC 28 1992

FCC MAIL ROOM
In the Matter of: )

)
North American Numberirq Plan (NANP) ) CC Docket No. 92-237

'!he follOlrlirq ccmnents fran North Pittsl:urgh TeIE!Iilone eatpmy (North

Pittsl:urgh) are in response to the Federal Ccmnunications camnission' s

(camnission) Notice of~ in CC Docket 92-237 in the matter of

Administration of the North American Numberirq Plan (NANP).

with regard to Phase I of this i.JxIuhy, conc::erni.n;J the overall

administration of the NANP, we note that the cemnission has a gcxx:l

Ul"rlerstanlin of the issues am we are satisfied that the camnission

recognizes the concerns of all parties in this matter.

As the camnission points out, urxier the present system, it takes a lorg

ti.Ire to resolve mnnberirq issues am this process clashes with the demarrl for

numberirq resources I:1:l Ccl1petitive service Providers (CSP) who deperrl upon

quick response to custaner de.rnarrl in order to remain in msiness. Obviously,

these CSP' swill canplain the loudest. However, they should realize that

they are taking advantage of a well organiZed system that they do not pay

for. It is urxierstarxlable that these users would have the perception that

the system favors the Regional Bell ~atirqcarpanies (ROOCs) rot the ROOCs

have created am fun:iEd the system that the camnission calls "the envy of the

rest of the world".



Fran the perspective of Local Exc:'l1arge carrier (~), transferrin}

administration of the NANP to another organization does not seem to be the

answer. '!he start up delay time required to establish procedures for

han:lling requests for numbers will cause a whole new set of problems am

delays that will involve all of the users of rnnnbering resources, including

the LEx:::s. Bellcore has clearly delTonstrated exceptional skill am foresight

in administration of the NANP. It would be a mistake to discard this system

in favor of a totally new administration am our primary concern is retention

of a system that works.

HOIN'ever, the concerns of non-~ users of the NANP do deserve fair

treatment. since the expertise am a working system exists within Bellcore,

perhaps Bellcore would consider establishin] a spin-off organization designed

to administer the NANP for all users.

'!his concept may 'Well be eatpatible with Bellcore's client-oriented

structure, with all users of the NANP as the "clients" of this organization.

All of the existin} administration am expertise could be transferred to this

c:::arpany, providi.n;J a snxx>t:h transition am retention of the basic system that

has worked so 'Well for many years. In addition, the administration of NNX

codes could also reside within this group, rerroving the~ of control

by the ~ i.mustry.

oversight would be administered by an i.mustry ccmnittee canprised of

all of the users of the NANP. '!his should address the concerns of those

groups who feel that they do not have input into the decision-~process.
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'!he costs of administration of this new organization could be fun:ied by

all users of the rnnnber~ plan. '!he aIOOUIlt of annual fun:iin;J provided by

each organization could be based upon the amount of rnnnbers controlled by

each canpany.

Although it may be cumbersane cm:l unpc::pl1ar, the Camnission should

establish itself as the final oversight for resolution of deadlcx::ks. '!he

fact that an i.rrlustry group VJOU1.d be forced to ask the camnission to resolve

a deadlock may be enough to encourage canpranises within the i.rrlustry fonnn.

'!he Personal carm.mi.cation services (PCS) rnnnber~ issue awears to us

to be sanewhat overwrought. with the~ addition of new area cx:xies

urrler the i.nterchan;Jeable cx:xie plan, PCS should be allocated a number of non­

geograpti.c based Number~ Plan Area (NPA) cx:xies. Although the demarrl for

these codes may occur prior to availability, the i.rrlustry must recxlgIlize that

we are deal~ with a limited resource cm:l lorg-tenn planning. '!his may be

a sinplistic awroach b.rt sinple solutions are usually the best.

'!he matter of local rnnnber portability inmediately causes alann in the

LOC ccmnunity. Alt:hc:ugh this concept is feasible, the disadvantages of such

a system awear to far outweigh the possible advantages. First, the

destruction of the geograpric irxlication of the current NPA-NNX plan would

be a rather large iIrposition on those custaners who are not concerned with

the ability to m:we across the camtry cm:l keep their number. we believe

these custaners constitute the majority of the customer base. Additionally,

the cost of such a system could be enonoous. Fran North Pittsblrgh's
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perspective, 800 traffic accounts for awroximately 7% of our total

originated calls. tJrxier local rn.nnber portability, every call, not just 800

calls, waIld require a database look-up. Althalgh we carmot quantify the

costs of a system capable of this operation, we feel that it would far exceed

the benefits of full rn.nnber portability, at least in the near-tenn.

Again, the sill'ple solution to this would be to establish a group of NPA

codes that would be portable across the oountry. 'Ibis would allow the

custaners to decide the utility of this service am, as the clemarxi increases,

nora mnnbers CXlll1d be allocated to this plan am reaooved fran the geographic­

based plan.

With regards to the Phase II issues of Feature Gra.lp 0 (FGD) access

codes, North Pittsl::m"gh expects the expansion of the FGD code to four digits

to cost awroximately $100,000 for our network of 50,000 lines. we feel that

this is a questionable expense when other cptions exist; specifically,

stricter code conservation am the possible establishment of a pool of

regional carrier codes that CXlll1d be reusa:i across the COlUltry by smaller

carriers. It hardly seems possible that there will be 1, 000 interexchange

carriers that operate nationwide. '!he vast majority of these carriers appear

to be local am CXlll1d operate with a code that was shared across the COlUltry

am assigned by region.
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As the canmission points out, it does not seem to be worthwhile to have

a carrier a<X:eSS code that is seven digits long with the benefits of this

conversion are not very evident.

Respectfully subnitted,

NORlH pI'I'I'SBt]R;H~ cx:MPANY

/- '1-0'"(.k''''': ~..f , , ' ( .. <, ,1

BY\.~~f~,~-vr,·'-A-f--1...._--
G. A. Gorman
Executive Vice President am
General Manager
(412) 443-9583

December 23, 1992

5


