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Re: | 800/888 Set-Aside Process

Dur'Ms. Gomez

| am writing on behslf of the meler entities identified as Responsible
. Organizations ("Resgprgﬁ') in your letter of November 24, 1988, to Mr, Michael
. Wade of Database Serviges Management, Inc. ("DSMI"). In your letter, you ask
- for an explanation of how the sdenﬂﬁud companies are in compliance with the
" Commission’s policies, regarding the set-aside 888 number right of first refusal
~ process. .5 gt

Frontiér has complied with the Commission's set-aside process and has done so

_ in a manner fufly consistent with industry guidelines and practices in this area,

Thus the Commission can be assured that Frontier is not warehousing 888
umbars in violation of appiicable Commission regulations.

First, Frontler does not fully understand the attachment to the Commission's
leter. The chart is entitted "RespOrg Compiiancs with Right-of-First-Refusal
‘Process” and lists corrospondmgpmntagas it is not clear to us what the
percentages indicate or how a responsa rate of jess than 100 indicates non-
compliance. it could merely indicate that percentage of customers that actually
responded to the notices regarding the set-aside procass. In that event, a low
_response rate would not be swprising. as many customers failed to respond to
these notices. That, however, is not an indication that » perticular RespOrg has
fafled to compty with the Commission’s policies or is warehousing 838 numbers

' The companiss identified In the Commission's letter are: Frontier Communications. Inc.,
FronterrAlinet Communications, Frontier/Execuline of Secramento, Prontier
Communications intemationat Frontiar/Schnelder Communications, FrontiepAamerican
Sharecom inc.. and Frontier/West Coast Telacommunicationa,
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Second, Frontier did, hfad,nmﬁyltsm:nbﬂsofﬂwrmu:mqustm
quallfying 888 numbers be set-aside in accordance with Commission directives
andi it did so within the time frames specified by the Commission. Frontier algo
notified DSM! of the resuits of its notifications in the manner that DSMI directed.
Those numbers thet were subject to the Commissian’s set-aside policy, but for
which Froptier recelved no response, were retained n “unavaileble” status,
pondingﬁrﬂaerGomniﬁondimcﬂonaupodﬂudh:tsWomeﬁ 1988,

Atnﬁaapofﬂweproms. Frontler complied with applicable Commission
raquirements. and jndustry guidelines as formuiated by DSMI. If | can be of
further assistance,.please do not hesitate to contact ma.
Very truly yours,
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Michael J. Shortiey, {i!
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