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January 12, 2015 
 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC DELIVERY 
 
Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Room TWA325 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentations, CC Docket No. 95-116; WC Docket No. 07-149; 

WC Docket No. 09-109  
 
Dear Ms. Dortch: 
 

On Thursday, January 8, 2015, Neustar, Inc. representatives Steve Edwards, Senior Vice 
President; Robert Strickland, Interim CTO; Bill Reidway, Vice President; Scott Deutchman, 
Deputy General Counsel; and Neustar counsel Stewart Baker of Steptoe & Johnson, Aaron 
Panner of Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, Evans & Figel PLLC, and Michele Farquhar of Hogan 
Lovells (collectively, “Neustar”) met with Admiral David Simpson, Allan Manuel, and Gregory 
Intoccia of the Public Safety and Homeland Security Bureau; Ann Stevens, Sanford Williams, 
Michele Sclater, Greg Haledjian and Richard Hovey (by telephone) of the Wireline Competition 
Bureau; Henning Schulzrinne (by telephone) and Jonathan Chambers of the Office of Strategic 
Planning and Policy Analysis; Jonathan Wilkins and David Bray of the Office of Managing 
Director; and Terry Cavanaugh and Jim Bird of the Office of General Counsel to discuss the 
significant technical challenges raised by a potential transition of the Number Portability 
Administration Center (“NPAC”) to a new Local Number Portability Administrator (“LNPA”). 

Neustar explained that many commenters have highlighted the costs and delays inherent 
in any LNPA transition, and the impact that a flawed transition might have on the suite of 
services that affect every telephone user in the United States.1 The NANC process failed to 
                                                   
1 See, e.g., Letter from James C. Falvey, Counsel to LNP Alliance, to Marlene H. Dortch, FCC, 
WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116, attachment at 2-3 (filed December 11, 2014); 
Letter from Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Frontier, to Marlene H. Dortch, FCC, WC Docket No. 09-
109, CC Docket No. 95-116 (filed November 26, 2014); Comments of LNP Alliance, WC 
Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 at 3-5, 12-13 (filed November 21, 2014); Comments 
of Professional Association for Customer Engagement (PACE), WC Docket No. 09-109 at 3 
(filed November 13, 2014); Letter from Brian Fontes, NENA: The 9-1-1 Association, to Marlene 
H. Dortch, FCC, WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 at 1-2 (filed August 22, 2014); 
Comments of Telecommunications Systems, Inc., WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-
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address or consider such costs and risks, which we previously have said could easily eliminate 
the theoretical cost savings upon which the NANC’s recommendation rests.  Given the NANC’s 
failure to address potential transition risk, it is critical for the Commission to undertake this 
analysis before reaching a final selection determination.  Neustar discussed the attached 
presentation to assist the Commission’s understanding of the challenges associated with various 
transition scenarios.  In particular, Neustar described the implications of (1) a single national 
flash cut; (2) a series of regional flash cuts; and (3) an incremental transition. 

At the close of the meeting, Neustar discussed how the Commission’s experience with 
previous FCC-mandated telecommunications technology transitions demonstrates that such 
initiatives usually take much longer and cost more than initially anticipated, such as the Digital 
Television (DTV) transition (22+ years), the public safety broadband transition (20+ years), the 
800 MHz rebanding transition (10+ years), and the VHF/UHF narrowbanding transition (16 
years).  Given the greater complexity and number of affected industries and other stakeholders 
involved, the FCC has every reason to expect the same for any first-time transition from a fully 
functional LNPA to a new provider.  Therefore, Neustar emphasized that the Commission would 
be best served if it rejected the NANC recommendation and declined to undertake an 
unnecessary and risky transition. 

 
Pursuant to Section 1.1206(b) of the Commission’s rules, I am filing this notice 

electronically in the above-referenced dockets.  Please contact me directly with any questions. 
 

                                                                                                                                                                    
116 (filed August 22, 2014); Reply Comments of the Public Utility Division of the Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission, WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 (filed August 8, 
2014); Comments of LNP Alliance, WC Docket Nos. 09-109, 07-149, CC Docket No. 95-116 at 
17-25 (filed July 25, 2014); Comments of TelePacific Communications and HyperCube Telecom, 
WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 at 3-7 (filed July 25, 2014); Comments of 
Suddenlink Communications, WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 at 2-7 (filed July 
25, 2014); Letter from James H. Johnson, Standish Group, to Chairman Thomas Wheeler, FCC, 
WC Docket No. 09-109 (filed July 25, 2014); Comments of Eugene Robin, Cove Street Capital, 
WC Docket No. 09-109 at 2 (filed July 15, 2014); Comments of Keith Ferguson, TimesSquare 
Capital Management, WC Docket No. 09-109 at 2 (filed July 9, 2014); Comments of Daniel 
Meldazis, WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 (filed July 9, 2014); Letter from 
FISPA, Michigan Internet & Telecommunications Alliance, North West Telecommunications 
Association, and TEXALTEL to Marlene H. Dortch, FCC, WC Docket Nos. 09-109, 07-149, CC 
Docket No. 95-116 at 2 (filed June 24, 2014); Letter from Rebecca Murphy Thompson, 
Competitive Carriers Association, to Julie Veach, FCC, WC Docket Nos. 09-109, 07-149, CC 
Docket No. 95-116 (filed March 21, 2014); Letter from Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Frontier, to FCC 
Commissioners, WC Docket No. 09-109, CC Docket No. 95-116 (filed March 21, 2014); Letter 
from COMPTEL, Cbeyond, HyperCube Telecom, and TDS Metrocom to Marlene H. Dortch, 
FCC, WC Docket Nos. 09-109, 07-149, CC Docket No. 95-116 (filed February 7, 2014) 
(attaching letter dated November 1, 2013 to NAPM LLC, expressing LNPA transition concerns). 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ Michele Farquhar 
 
Michele Farquhar 
 
Partner 
Counsel to Neustar, Inc. 
michele.farquhar@hoganlovells.com 
D + (202) 637-5663 
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