
2 3 0 0  N  S T R E E T,  N W  

S U I T E  7 0 0  

W A S H I N G T O N ,  D C  2 0 0 3 7  

T E L   2 0 2 . 7 8 3 . 4 1 4 1  

F A X   2 0 2 . 7 8 3 . 5 8 5 1  

w w w . w b k l a w . c o m  

 

L .  C H A R L E S  K E L L E R  

2 0 2 . 3 8 3 . 3 4 1 4  

c k e l l e r @ w b k l a w . c o m  

May 4, 2004 

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC  20554 

Re: Ex parte filing - CC Docket No. 95-116 

Dear Ms. Salas: 

On behalf of Dobson Communications Corporation and Dobson Cellular Systems 
(“Dobson”), this is to follow up on points made by the undersigned in meetings with 
Commission staff on April 22 and April 28, 2004.  The attached letter to Dobson from counsel to 
a small incumbent local exchange carrier (“ILEC”) is merely one example of the resistance that 
Dobson continues to face as it seeks to prepare for the May 24, 2004 implementation of local 
number portability (“LNP”) in areas outside the largest 100 Metropolitan Statistical Areas 
(“MSAs”).  The submission of this particular letter is not intended to single out the ILEC that 
sent it, for Dobson has received similar correspondence from a large number of other ILECs, as 
well as some small and rural wireless carriers. 

The letter demonstrates that some ILECs continue to ignore the Commission’s Rules and 
the Intermodal LNP Order1 by insisting on unreasonable conditions before even beginning to 
prepare for the impending LNP deadline.  For example, this particular ILEC is insisting that 
Dobson have points of interconnection or numbering resources in the ILEC’s rate centers as a 
precondition to porting; suggesting that porting numbers to Dobson is “technically infeasible,” 
despite the additional time that the FCC has given small and rural ILECs to prepare for 
intermodal portability; suggesting that it will not provide Dobson with LNP until six months 
after the date of Dobson’s LNP inquiry, without regard to whether the ILEC received an earlier 
BFR triggering its LNP obligation; and suggesting that it unilaterally will review the sufficiency 
of Dobson’s LNP request, and may in its discretion refuse to comply with it. 

                                                 
1 Telephone Number Portability; CTIA Petitions for Declaratory Ruling on Wireline-Wireless Porting Issues, 
Memorandum Opinion & Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, CC Docket No. 95-116, 18 FCC Rcd 
23697 (2003) (“Intermodal LNP Order”) . 
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Given the imminence of the deadline, and the continued recalcitrance of many carriers 
(such as the sender of the attached letter), Dobson would welcome further steps by the 
Commission to ensure that all carriers are aware of and prepared for the arrival of the May 24 
deadline.   

Please direct any questions regarding this filing to the undersigned.  

Sincerely, 
 

           /s/               
L. Charles Keller 
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cc (by email): K. Dane Snowden William F. Maher David Furth 
  P. June Taylor  Robert Tanner  John Branscome 
  Leon Jackler  Vickie Robinson Jeffrey Steinberg 
     Cheryl Callahan Jennifer Salhus 
 
   






