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Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of )
Numbering Policies for Modern Communications g WC Docket No. 13-97
[P-Enabled Services % WC Docket No. 04-36
Telephone Number Requirements for IP-Enabled g WC Docket No. 07-243
Services Providers )
Telephone Number Portability g CC Docket No. 95-116
Developing a Unified Intercarrier Compensation ; CC Docket No. 01-92
Regime )
Connect America Fund g WC Docket No. 10-90
Numbering Resource Optimization g CC Docket No. 99-200

Comments of SmartEdgeNet

SmartEdgeNet, LLC, dba Edge Communications (“SEN”), hereby submits these
comments on the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and Notice of Inquiry in the above-captioned
dockets.'

I. Introduction

Needless to say, the Commission’s NPRM/NOI is long overdue but soundly applauded.
It is much ado about everything yet, at the same time, it is much ado about nothing.

The NPRM/NOI is much ado about everything because the move from TDM to IP is
inevitable and growing at a rapid rate. It is much ado about nothing because, as SEN stated in its

Reply Comments on its Petition for Limited Waiver in this matter, “[t]he manner by which a

"Inre Numbering Policies for Modern Communications, et al., Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Order
and Notice of Inquiry, FCC 13-51, 24 FCC Red 5842 (2013) (“NPRM/NOI”).



carrier transmits communications, whether by TDM, IP or two Dixie® cups and a string, is
irrelevant to whether a carrier should have access to number resources for the benefit of the
public it serves.”

The matter at hand is not complicated. The Commission merely needs to eliminate the
regulatory barriers to entry by interconnected VolP providers that were erected prior to the
advent of interconnected VoIP services. Once those barriers are removed, the use of number
resources and the issues surrounding that use by interconnected VolP providers is no different
than their use by legacy carriers. Indeed, through expensive and inefficient arrangements with
telecommunications service providers, interconnected VolP providers have moved beyond and
already addressed the issues raised in the NPRM/NOI. It is now only necessary to allow those
providers to perform those services by and on behalf of themselves without any more of a
regulatory regime than that which is already in place for legacy carriers. In short, the
Commission needs to catch up with the industry by recognizing and encouraging it, not
inhibiting it. Indeed, the Commission has a legal obligation to do so as it falls squarely within

the Commission’s congressional mandate of universal service.?

II. About SEN

SEN is a new company run by telecommunications industry veterans that will place a low
cost, remotely managed, IP-enabled local access node on the premises of small to medium sized
businesses, which will allow them to realize a 30 to 50 percent reduction in their capital and
operating expenses while receiving services, features and functions that match those of large

enterprise networks. The node is configured and connected to broadband facilities and any wired

2 Reply Comments of SmartEdgeNet LLC, Administration of the North American Numbering Plan, CC
Dkt. No. 99-200 (May 15, 2012), at 1. Indeed, none of the commenters on SEN’s Petition addressed the
issue of why the mode of transmission is relevant.

147 U.S.C. §§ 151 and 254(b)(2).





































































