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CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL
EXPEDITED PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY

I. INTRODUCTION

The Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control (CTDPUC or

Department) respectfully requests that the Federal Communications Commission

(Commission or FCC) grant the Department additional authority to respond to

requests from individual carriers seeking NXX codes, outside of the current code

rationing process. While CTDPUC was previously granted authority to

implement various area code conservation measures by the Commission in its

November 30,1999 Order in CC Docket No. 96-98 and NSD File No. L-99-62, In

the Matter of Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control's Petition for

Delegation of Additional Authority to Implement Area Code Conservation

Measures (Connecticut Order),1 it was not provided the specific authority to hear

and address claims outside of the area code rationing process.

Since the Connecticut Order was adopted by the Commission, the

Department commenced on October 6, 2000, thousands-block number pooling in

the 860 Numbering Plan Area (NPA) and is scheduled to begin pooling in the 203

NPA on February 26, 2001. The Department has also recently become aware of

two carriers seeking to obtain NXX codes outside of the monthly Connecticut

1 CTDPUC was authorized to institute thousands-block number pooling; reclaim unused and
reserved NXX codes, and portions of those codes; and audit number assignment and
utilization requirements. Connecticut Order, p. 12.
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lottery.2 In the opinion of CTDPUC, Commission authority to hear and address

claims outside of the area code rationing process will supplement the authority

previously ordered in the Connecticut Order and contribute to the Department's·

efforts to extend the exhaust dates in the 203 and 860 NPAs. Accordingly,

CTDPUC seeks an expedited ruling from the Commission providing the

Department the ability to respond to the Wireless Carriers' requests and requests

from other carriers seeking to obtain NXX codes outside of the code rationing

process. Such authority would provide CTDPUC the ability to direct the North

American Numbering Plan Administrator (NANPA) to allocate NXX codes to

carriers outside of the code rationing process if it determines that such actions

are in the public interest.

II. DISCUSSION

CTDPUC is in receipt of the NeuStar, Inc. (NeuStar) December 20,2000

letter to multiple addressees wherein NeuStar indicated its intent to convene

industry conference calls to reopen previously agreed upon jeopardy procedures

(NANPA Letter).3 According to the NANPA Letter, NeuStar was requested by

AT&T and Sprint to convene industry conference calls to reopen previously

agreed upon jeopardy procedures.4 In response to the Wireless Carriers' letters

2 See the AT&T Wireless Services (AT&T) and the Sprint PCS (Sprint, collectively, the Wireless
Carriers) December 6,2000 Letters to NeuStar, Inc.. Copies of the Wireless Carriers' letters
are appended hereto as Attachments 1 and 2. According to these letters, the Wireless
Carriers have requested that the jeopardy procedures that have been approved by the
industry in Connecticut be reopened to address the criteria for allocating central office codes
outside of the rationing process (Le., imminent exhaust procedures). Wireless Carriers'
letters, p. 1.

3 A copy of the NANPA Letter has been appended hereto as Attachment 3.
4 AT&T and Sprint initially proposed that Service Provider Imminent Exhaust and NPA Imminent

Exhaust procedures be implemented to receive codes outside of the code rationing process.
However, during the January 8, 2001 Connecticut Call, AT&T revised its proposal by
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and pursuant to the Central Office Code Transition Task Force's Procedures for

Modifications to Industry Agreements, NeuStar has scheduled 28 conference

calls to discuss the Wireless Carriers' request. NeuStar scheduled an industry

conference call for January 8, 2001 to discuss the reopening of jeopardy

procedures in Connecticut (January 8,2001 Connecticut Call).5

CTDPUC believes that if it were able to address carrier requests for NXX

codes outside of the code rationing process, the Wireless Carriers' request could

be directly addressed at the state level where the majority of numbering issues

are currently being resolved. Clearly, CTDPUC is in the better position to

determine what is in the best interests of Connecticut and can address carrier

code issues more efficiently and effectively. CTDPUC welcomes the opportunity

to work with the Wireless Carriers in this case and all service providers seeking

codes outside of the rationing process. CTDPUC also believes that such

authority would provide the Department with more flexibility to extend the lives of

requesting that it be permitted to implement its proposed Service Provider Imminent Exhaust
Procedures.

5 CTDPUC is concerned with NeuStars lack of notice of these conference calls. Although the
State of Connecticufs authorized thousands-block pooling efforts would be directly affected by
the outcome of these discussions, CTDPUC was never formally provided notice by NeuStar of
the January 8, 2001 Conn.ecticut Call. Similarly, NeuStar has never formally informed
CTDPUC of the NANPA Document Distribution Service. Had CTDPUC been aware of this
service, it would have possessed greater information concerning the Wireless Carriers' efforts
in this matter and the January 8, 2001 Connecticut Call. It is clear to CTDPUC and perhaps to
the other states that have just become aware of this issue (and the NANPA's Document
Distribution Service) that better communication between NeuStar and the states is imperative
as we move toward addressing and resdlving NPA exhaust issues. As noted above, CTDPUC
was not provided timely notice of the January 8, 2001 Connecticut Call, even though NeuStar
supposedly informed all code holders and industry members of these conference calls in its
December 20, 2000 letter. NeuStar's failure to inform CTDPUC in a timely manner of the
January 8, 2001 Connecticut Call aside, the Department is also suspect of the Wireless
Carriers' true motive here and the appearance that that industry is attempting to circumvent
the Commission's delegation of numbering authority to the states and the states' efforts to
implement telephone number conservation procedures. This would delay the exhaust of
existing area codes and avoid the often unnecessary consumer cost and confusion often
associated with the introduction of new area codes.
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existing area codes and would offer Connecticut consumers the ability to

continue to choose their service providers in light of the ongoing NXX code

rationing system.

Finally, CTOPUC is aware that the Commission has granted similar

authority to state commissions in previous orders.6 Equity dictates that CTOPUC

be afforded the same authority granted to those states. Therefore, CTOPUC

hereby petitions the Commission to authorize the Oepartment to address carrier

code requests outside of the rationing process. Because of the immediate need

by which the Wireless Carriers' needs must be addressed, CTOPUC further

requests that the Commission grant the Department's petition on an expedited

basis.

III. CONCLUSION

CTDPUC seeks additional numbering authority to address carrier requests

for NXX codes that are currently outside of that previously granted by the

Commission. Such authority has been previously granted to other states;

therefore, CTDPUC urges the Commission to grant its petition on an expedited

~.. 6 See for example, Florida Public Service Commission Petition for Expedited Decision for Grant
of Authority to Implement Number Conservation Measures, Order, 14 FCC Red 17506 (1999);
Massachusetts Department of Telecommunications and Energy Petition for Waiver of Section
52.19 to Implement Various Area Code Conservation Methods in the 508, 617, 781, and 978
Area Codes, Order, 14 FCC Red 17447 (1999); and the Petition of the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin for Delegation of Additional Authority to Implement Number
Conservation Measures, Order, 15 FCC Red 1299 (1999).
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basis so that the Wireless Carriers' requests and future requests of this nature

may be directly addressed by the Department in an efficient and timely manner.

Respectfully submitted,

CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
UTILITY CONTROL

Donald W. Downes
Chairman

Glenn Arthur
Vice-Chairman

Jack R. Goldberg
Commissioner

John W. Betkoski, III
Commissioner

Linda Kelly Arnold
Commissioner

January 9,2001
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Connecticut Department of
Public Utility Control
Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051



CERTIFICATION

~~~ 1. J~
Miria L. Theroux
Commissioner of the Superior Court
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_.Murphy
Inc.
~PoiIt:yMonager

December 6. 2000

590&__.

Glen Elt).n. tL 10131
(I301700-30Q7 ! X2a
F"" (425_*3
~~2·3504
.-."""IlOlC_.com

Ron Conners
Director
NeuStar. Inc.
1120 Vermont Ave., NW.
Washinglon, DC 20005

RE:· AT&T Wireless' Request to Reopen Jeopardy Procedures to Consider
the Adoption of Imminent Exhaust Procedures

Dear Mr. Conners:

Pursuant to the Central OffICe Code Transition Task Force (COCTTF) procedures for
modification to industry agreements, AT&T Wireless ServIces requests thai \he Jeopardy
procedures approved by \he IndllStty in the NPAslisted below be reopened to address
the crttetla tor allocating central office codes outside of \he rationing process (i.e.
Imminent exhaust procedure&). AT&T WireleSS Servi<;es proposes the attached
imminent eXhaust proeedures for the industry's consideration.

In order for competition in the telecommunications market to flourish and for customers
to have a choice or providers, an providers must have adequate and timely access to
numbering resources. Because of \he vagaries inherent In the rationing process, lI'.ere
are Instances when a carrier's numbering needs are not met through the jeopardy
process and the carrier is prevented from offering service. It is this type of instance that
imminent exhaust proc:edures are designed to address.'

AT&T Wireless believes that the IIMd for such procedures has been recognized both by
regulatolS and carriers alike. In this reg8Id, the FCC has, on aeveraJ occasionS
encouraged the industry to work together wih the code administrator to adopt measures
to addIas carriers' need for numbers outside d the rationing process,! In 8ddIdon the
industry has adopted similar procedures in a number of NPAs around the country.J

The NPAs In Which we request that the jeopaIdy procedures be reopened are listed
below and are grouped by pIiorily - with those NPAs with the fewest number of codes

, 1'hl! alUdlcd~ ImIaiIaI""-' l'Iocedlllcs also addms situatioas wlIc:<ber 1bc NPA is 6
1IlllIIlIII1iamexbaust. "TAT Wireless~'Slbatwbmllll~Aissoclosc IDexhauIltbcremaiDiDI
cotb slIouId be aIIoakd IOldy lhroup •alrict aeedHased leI!.

• See e.•. June 6, 2000 Icner hili YOlI VIm1I to Ron Commers re ...TIlT Wimess' £mcraeacy Request
Cor m NXX Code i. "'" 610 NP....

'Ma....dl_llS (SO!. 617), ~ew yost< (SI6, 914). New Jersey (201, 732, 9i3). Michlpn (110).



remaining or the smallest monthly code allocations receiving the highest priority. The
codes are not in any order within a gillen priority.

First Priority: ConneClicut- 203,860. Massachusetts -781,978.413. New York -631.
716. Indiana - 219. Michigan - 517, 248.616 Minnesota - 612. Washington 360

second Priority: Georgia - 678.912. Iowa - 515. Illinois 618, 815. North Carolina - 704.
919. Pennsylvania - 412. 484. Utah - 801, Virginia - 804.540, florida - 561.904. 954

Third Priority: Alabama - 334•• Louisiana - 504. Maryland - 443. Missouri - 314.
MiSsiSsippi - 601, New Mexico - 505, Ohio 513. Oregon - 541, Tennessee - 615. 901.
Texas - 512. West Virginia - 304

Fourth PriOrity: All remaining NPA's that are in jeopardy and the local indUStry haS
previously adopted rationing procedures.

We request that NANPA caR Industry meetings in each of these NPAs at the earliest
possible dates, starting first with the first priority codes and moving toWards the fourth
priotity codes. It is our hope that imminent exhaust procedures would be In place in au
of the above-referenced NPAs end of January. 2001.

If you have any questions regarding this reques'.. please feel to contact me a 630-842­
3504.

Regards.

Shawn Murphy



CO Code Allocation Outside of the Rationing Process

Service Provider Imminent Exhaust

This procedure is available at any time to service providers who have been unsuccessful
in obtaining numbers through the rationing process and who can demonstrat~ that th~y
can meet the Imminent Exhaust Assignment CrIteria specified below. A sel'V1ce prOVIder
that meets the criteria will be assigned a COde subject to the following limitations.

A s8lVice provider may receive a maximum of 2 codes per OCN per NPA during a given
calendar month under the Imminent Exhaust procedures. Codes are allocated on a
first-come. first served basis. If a service provider has one or more priority numberS.
the carrier must return a priority number to the code administrator for each COde a
service provider is allocated under these prooedute5.

Return of Codes

1. Any codes assigned under this Imminent Ellhausl procedures must be activated
within three months of the LERG effecllve date, unless technical difficulties ellist
beyond the IefVice provider'. conlrOl. In the event of such difficulties, the service
provider will notlfy NANPA in writing on or before the end of the three months
activation deadline. outllning suctl dlfticulties and documenting an anticipated
activation date that is no greater lhen six months from the LERG effective date.

2. NANPA Code Administration wi! recommend reclamation of any codes allocated
under lIle Imminent Exhaust ProcedlftS that are not activated in the timeframe
specified in paragraph one.

Imminent Exhaust Assignment CrlWria

A. Growth CocIea

1. AserviCe prOVider must suppty to NANPA a Months-to-Ellhaust (MTE) form
demonstrating, by rate center. numberexhaust wlIhin three months. Note: The rate
center MTE c:alc:uIation ill beHd on the FCC's NRO order and It-. guidelines will
be SUperseded If further direction is given from the FCC on lhe MTE calculatiOn.

2. The service provider must also supply to NANPA six months of historic utilization
deta and six months forecast data to support the exhaust projections for eppllcable
rate center. If the average projected rrlOI1Wy demand Is within 15% 0I1Ile~
hIstoricIII monthly utiIIzatIan; wlltin 15% 01 aYeflIll8 monIhty demand for •
~ past seasonaIlime·perlocI; or COIIS1s1ent wilh 8 month\y activlItiOn Rnd,
• code wi! be .sslgned. If"QOde request does not meet theee criterll -w:e
provider muat explain IIle deWaIIon prior to code asslgnment by providing.....
that justifies the inclealled dem8nd, inducftng, for 8lCllI'IlpIe, plans to launch a new
product or seMce.

3. The sel\IIc:e pl'OYider must have reduced its eging period to 60 days unleSS stale
regulation 01' a eontractuaI agreement requlres a longer period.



B. Initial Code In a Rate Center

1. A service provider must suPPly 10 NANPA documentation. by rate center. of a
customer request to provide service Within three months or other indication of
demand for the service provider's semoe.

2. The seTViee provider must also sUJ)ply to NANPA documentation that within 60 days
from the lERG effective date, they will be Interconnected and have sufflCienl
operable facmtlesln the switch to serve the rate center requested.

Su.pens~1aI of aC~ AppIIcatJon

1. If NANPA detennitles that tile dacumenIation submitted by an applicant does not
meet Ihe eslabIished c:rileria NANPA should suspend the application and alow the
appliCant two weeks to resubmit ita documentation.

2. If the doaJmenlBtion is not IeSUbmitted or NANPA deten'nlnes that the
documentation still does not meet the established criteria. the c:nde will be denied.



co Code Allocation Instead of the Rationing Process

NPA Imminent Exhaust

An NPA will be considered in Imminent Exhaust once an NPA is 6 months from exhaust
based on the number of unallocated COINXX codes and the monthly rationing Quantity
(e.g. 6 codes a month X 6 months = 36 unallocated COINXX). All code applicants win be
required to JI'lMt the Imminent Exhaust criteria and these CO/NXX Imminent Exhaust
assignment procedures SUSlersede the exiSting rationing (i.e. lottery) process. These
procedures will remain in effect regardless of the number of codes that may become
ava~able. A service provider may receive a maximum of 2 codes per OCN, per NPA
during a giVen calendar month under the Imminent Exhaust procedures. Codes are
allocated on a first-come. first served basis. In addition al service providers on the
priority Hst will be required to pI'OIIide the appropriate documentation that they meet the
Imminent Exhaust Criteria; Upon the provision of such cIocumentation service providers
will be allOcated a code for their priority number.

Retum of Codes

3. IvYf codes assigned under this Imminent Exhaust procedures must be activated
withil three months of the LERG effective date. unless te<:hnical diffICUltieS exiSt
beyQnd the service provider's control. In \he event of such diffic:ulties, the service
provider will notify NANPA in writing on or before the end of \he three months
activation deadline, outlining such difficulties and documenting an anticipated
ac!ivatiQn date that is no greater then six months from \he LERG effective dale.

.. NANPA Code Administration will recommend reclamation of any codes allocated
under the Imminent Exhaust Procedures that are not activated in the timeframe
specified in paragraph one.

Imminent Exhaust AnigMlllflt CrIteria

C. Growth Codes

1. A service provider must supply to NANPA a Months-to-Exhaust (MTE) form
cIemonslrating. by rate center. number exhaustwitlin three monthS.

2. The service provider must also supply to NANPA six months of historic: utilization
data and six months forec8st data to support the elChaust projectiOnS for appIlcable
rate center. If the lIVe1lIge projected monthly c:Iemanc:I is wittlIn 15% of the-.
hisloIlc:iII monthly utilization; Wllhin 15% oI-.ge monthly demand for •
comparable past SUSClnlII time period; or ClOIlSistent With a monthly ac:IIvalIon tnInd.
a COde.wilI be assigned. If the code request does not meet these aiterla. the service
provider Il'lU$t explain the deviation prior to code assignment by providing fl'oIldence
lhat justifieS the InCreased demend. inctuding, for example. plans to launCh a new
product or seNice. .



3. The serlliC8 provider must have reduced its aging period to 60 days unless state
regulation or a contractual agreement requires a longer period.

D. Initial Code In a Rate Center

1. A service provider must supply 10 NANPA documentation. by rate center, of a
customer request to provide service within three months or other indication of
demand for the service pro\llde(s service.

2. The service provider must also supply to NANPA documentation that within 60 days
from the LERG elfedive date. they Will be interconnected and have suffICient
operable facilities in the switch to serve the rate center requested.

SuspensIonIDenlai of • Code AppHcation

1. If NANPA determines that the documentation submitled bY' an applicant does not
meet the established critetia NANPA should suspend the application and allow the
applicant two weeks to resubmit its documentation.

2. If the documentation is not resubmitted or NANPA detllffilines that the
documentation still does not meet the established criteria, the code will be denied.
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SprintPCS

December6, 2000

RonConnets
Director
NeuStar, Inc;.
1120Vennont Ave.• N.W.
~DC20005

VIA FtIc8ImIIe: 202-ar~

RE: AT.T W.......•~toReopea.....,...., Proe.cIlIrw to ConaIder
... AdopIion of IrnmilMIIt ExIlauIt ProcecIu...

o-rMr. ConNn:

Plnuant to the CentnI 0lIIce Code TranIIIIanT_ F..~ far rnodific:ation
to indUIIIy .-lMl1tI, Sprint PCS .....wIIh AT&T WInlIes5' AlqUeethit the
jeopeRt( prooeduIw,~ by.. irIduItIy, in the NPAs IItecI blIIow be .-opened lD
~hllfllrtll far aIoclIIling ClIlltrII Clfta CIOcIea CIUlIlde of lhellllianklg..­
(i.e.lnlmNnt__~ SprIlt PCS;veea.. the PfOPClIllICI dlICIIed
1mmInent"""~farlheindullly'.~

In Older for compedIion In...~ to IIoINh lind for aMIOII'lerS
10 have • chDIce ofpawIdera, II pnMders nut ~ and IimeIy ax:eI& to
nurnberirlg NSOWCM.. ....of..WQIIIn InhMnt Inllel'llloning~ 1hent
are......__ • C81fer"s rIlftbMIv......nat IIlIttwuelh lie jeopercIy
pl'OCIIMMdthe CIII1WIs~hm.mg~. IIs1hls~of..... that
imll*Wd..... prac:edures are deslgned II) 8dcba.'

Sprint PCS~ lhat Iheneed tbr IUd1 pIOClIdIns _ e.. JeCOgIIiZIId boIh by
......... c:arriera .... lnthil'9ftl...FCC ..... on.....~
encouIIIlIId the inlMtrytoWlIIk IogIIhIrwllh1IIe code.,"''''11>8lIopl me-ures
to addnlII& cwMrs' need far~ cMIIde of..NIionklIJ pRICII&.l In acIdiIDn fie
iIduIIry"~1ImIIr~1n............ (117 8Ild!i08). NewYork
(51681ld 814), New ".,..., CZ01, 132..,973} ..,Mil:IligIn (810).

• 11Ie 8IIdl.- dIeNPAil6
............ 9pr'-PCS l4PAillO .---......
tiIlNI4..1IIIo-.aaIIoIy lInaP asri:c _011-.
J '-t.l-JlIM6,'1OOO......yoev_IDRaae-s.. ATaTV.....~~
....... }DO( Code III die 110NPA.

Pi \lIT TIIlm:. :. i: WM



The NPAt in which _ AICpSt IhlIt the jeopaIdy pnlC8dl.nS be reopened ... Iisled
beIClw and are grouped by priority - with...NPM • the f-.t number of codes
remaining or the IInaIIest monthly QOCIe lIIoc:ations .-IWlgthe highest priority. The
codes _ not in my ocderwiIhin • given priority.

FISt Priorit¥: Connedicut - 203, 860,~-7e1.978, 413. NewYork- 631.
716, Indiana - 219.M"~ - 517. 248. 616. Minnesota - 812. WashIngton - 360

Second Priority. Georgia - 678, 912, Iowa - 515.1IinoIs - 618.815, Nor1h C8roIIN­
704, 919. Penrsylvania - 412, 484. Ulatl- 801. Virginia - 804. 640, FIorIdI- 661,904.
~

lbIrd PrIorIly.~.• 334. Louisiana - S04. Maryland - 443, MiIsOWi - 314.
Minilslppl- 601. New Mexico - 505, otio - $13, 0Rlg0n- 541, Tennessee - 615. 901.
Texas - 512, west Virginia - 304

FOI.Ith PItartly: ..~ NPAs in jeopWy and the Iac3 ilduIlry haa previouIIy
adapted I1IlIof*1g pr'OCICICIunI5.

We ...... 1tIIIt NANPA call induIIrY meeIir9 in eech OIfthlle NPAaat'" e8IGest
poqible d*s. starting tntwiIh the first priorily codM ... tnOIIinO towIIRIs the b.w1h
priority oocM. It is our hoPe lhIt Imrninert....~woukS be in p/IICe In ..
OIIl11e~ NPAII by the end OII.-..y 2001.

If~'-my~ IwglIIding tn5 CClllCUmlI1C8 requIIIt: ......... lD c:orUd me
a 913-315-2811.

7: 2iAll ?i:X7 TillEriEC. 7. 'i: iM.Y.
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NEof:STAR
.<.

Oecembcr 20. 2000

TO: All Code Holders lAd Olher Indlasby Membels in the followinclncllions: AIIbama, Con_lieu&, Gec>rBia,
Illinois, Indiua. Iowa, Louisiana, M.sAcbusetls, Muyland. Micbipn. Minncsola, Mississippi. Misso"';.
New Hampshire. New Jeney. New Mexico. New V...... North CoroIina, 0Iti0. o.eaaa. PtmosyIvania,
Puerto Rico.T_.T-. Ugh, Virjinia, Wuhillplll and West Virginia

RE: Reopetl Jeuparcly Meelinl\S

The Nonh American Numbering Plan Adminilll'8lion (NANPA) hu been noqueslCd by ATet;T WiJelcss Services
and Sprint PCS (1ft _bed1_)10 _ induIuy COIIfcmIc:e calls 10 RlOpCIl~ ..,.jeapMdy
pnlCedurcs (p1_ refer 10 the NANPA wdlsik: 10 oblain die nspcclive jcopudy JIIOCCdun=s for each NPA). Both
scMce povidcls request 10 __ Ibe pmriouIly aped""~ Jeoperdy I'nlc:ecIwes III COlIIidcr the
MpUon oflmmi_ ExMost 1'nJcedII.. in III NPAa injeapmdy with )lIC\'iously.toplcd llIliolIiDs pnlCaIutcs.
NANPA hu _ inclooded c.Jifomia lAd Florida in Ibe liltofconfcRnce.calla due 10 rcplalaryalllCcrns in lbosc
stales.

.....-...- to the CcntnI Office Code Trasitian TMk Fon:c's (cocm) "Prac:edurcs for Modibions to Induttly
ApecmcnlS". dated SqJlember 29. 1998, (sec aa.:helI pcacecIurca). 21 c:od!ftnce calla lave been achcduIed during
Jan...., andF~ 2001........... ID"" -"cd..Iledulc for .... NPAa in each Iocalion. The scheduIc allo
includes die COlIf_ call-in IIllmbcr and pas-codc.

In KCOIdancc wilb the COC1TF praceduns --...- above, Ibe coafcn:ncc calls will be in the
foIlowina-_. At"" bcJinninI ofdle COlIfcIeacc call, perlicipeRts WIll lint-. _ dIM doc
Pft'Yious jcopmdy pl'OCICdurcs shollld be I1lDpCIIId lilr---. If~1lS is racllOd lD the diIcuPioJI.
the call will pcacecd. AIlaeat ...... a-............ call win be adjoum.... AU JWlicipeRts will be
pn>vidcd adequate appotlUaity ID ......-lIIciropiftba-iDs'"pIlIpOUI..,..-d in .... -'tedlcllers.
The ATIS......- pnICCIS will be IIJed 10 dceonni8c ifdle inlIuItIy ... a~ lD adapt iny 1OIation.

It is m...,.,. doat you are~ oa tbese COIIfcn:acccalls. Sileace~ coomp!;- in ... ....-us
pnICICSI and dtis win be doc only ClflPO'lIIIlity ID__ 1IIis JIftIlIOI8I. IfYOll have any qucslioas, II'- do lICII
1Icsitatc to COlIlact me at (913) 539-8331. or by e-mail at jim 4eak(<j1g<usw C!!!!!. .

Siol:cRly.

Jim Dcak
RqjjonaI Director
NPA ReliefPlanning
NANPA

~'f,,(dM~·A~f'!. r.( ;-·N"I
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