Before The
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of
CC Docket No. 92-237

Request For Expeditious Review of the Transfer of the NSD File No. 98-151
Lockheed Martin Communications Industry Services Busingss

COMMENTS OF SBC COMMUNICATIONS INC.

SBC Communications Inc. ("SBC"), on behalf of its subsidiaries providing wireline
and wireless servicéssubmits the following comments on the proposed transfer of North
American Numbering Plan Administration ("NANPA") and Local Number Portability Numbering
PLan Administration Center ("NPAC") responsibilities from Lockheed Martin IMS to a
corporation controlled by Warburg, Pincus & Co.

Allowing the transfer to proceed is the only practical alternative available at this
point. While SBC remains concerned that a Warburg-controlled NANPA might be subject to
undue influence due to Warburg's investments, there is no other current alternative that allows the
continuation of NANPA and NPAC responsibilities by the same entity. Lockheed asserts that no
prospective purchaser other than Warburg has been willing to take over both the NANPA and
NPAC obligations, and Warburg has stated that it does not intend to reduce its investments in

other telecommunications carriers to under ten percent, as would be required to comply with

! Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, Pacific Bell, Nevada Bell, Southern New England
Telephone Company, Southwestern Bell Wireless, Pacific Bell Wireless, and SNET Wireless.



Section 52.12(a)(1) of the Commission's rdlest the same time, Lockheed Martin's proposal to
transfer the functions to Warburg, and its planned acquisition of COMSAT Corporation,
demonstrate that Lockheed is not in a position to continue to serve as a neutral third party for the
provision of NANP administration or NPAC functiohs.

The NPAC and NANPA functions are critical to the industry at this time, and the
Commission must take action to ensure that there is no disruption or interference with existing
NANPA or NPAC functions. Accordingly, recognizing the practical realities of the situation,
SBC does not object to the proposed transfer at this time, although it reserves the right to do so
in the future.

Respectfully submitted,

SBC COMMUNICATIONS INC.

By.: _/S/

Robert M. Lynch
Roger K. Toppins
John S. di Bene

One Bell Plaza, Room 3022
Dallas, Texas 75202

Attorneys for SBC Communications Inc.

April 15, 1999.

>See47 C.F.R. § 52.12(a)(1). SBC believes that, given Warburg's announced non-compliance
with the requirements of Section 52.12, the Commission should issue a waiver on its own motion
to allow Warburg to assume NANPA functions.

% See generalljRequest for Expeditious Review of the Transfer of the Lockheed Martin
Communications Industry Services Business, at 2-6 (filed Dec. 21, 1998).
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