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Before the 
   FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION     

Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
In the Matter of    )    
     ) 
Administration of the  ) CC Docket No. 92-237 
North American Numbering Plan ) 
 
 

REPORT AND ORDER  
 
Adopted: July 13, 1995   Released: July 13, 1995  
 
By the Commission: 
 
 
  2. North American Numbering Council 
  
 1. Background.  The NPRM sought comment on whether we should establish a new 
policy board to assist regulators in developing and coordinating numbering policy under the 
NANP.  The NPRM indicated that this board, subject to regulatory oversight, might also guide 
the new administrator and foster dispute resolution.  The NPRM sought comment on the extent, 
if any, to which the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA)1 would apply to such a board.2 
 
 2. Position of the Parties.  Most parties do not address the applicability of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act to an oversight committee or policy board.  MCI does not 
believe its recommended oversight committee, which shares many characteristics with the 
committee we now create, raises difficult questions under the FACA even though the Committee 
would be established and used by the Commission to obtain policy advice on numbering 
matters.3  In support of this position, MCI notes that the Supreme Court has refused to read 
literally the language of FACA, which would extend the Act's requirements to any group from 

                                                           
     1  Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C., App. (1988) (FACA). 

     2  NPRM at para. 25. 

     3  MCI Comments at 12 n.22 
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which an agency might seek advice.4  Additionally, PCIA believes that FACA would not apply to 
a policy board as proposed in the NPRM.5   NTCA comments that use of an advisory committee 
under the FACA procedures will ensure impartiality and balanced participation in the process of 
developing numbering policy, but should not restrict industry's ability to make NANP 
administration decisions that are more appropriately handled by industry.6   
 
 3. Discussion.  The industry model that we have adopted calls for the creation of a 
policy board that would act as policy maker and initial site for resolution of disputes relating to 
administration of the NANP.  We conclude that creating this board would require compliance 
with FACA.  We intend to undertake the procedural steps set forth in FACA to create the "North 
American Numbering Council" (NANC) as a Federal Advisory Committee for the purpose of 
addressing and advising the Commission on policy matters relating to administration of the 
NANP, some of which are discussed below and others of which may arise in the future. 
 
 4. NANC is an Essential Component of the Industry Model.  We agree with those 
asserting that the Commission must assume a more active role in numbering policy development 
and issue resolution than it has in the past.   Access to numbering resources is essential to entities 
desiring to participate in the telecommunications industry. The Industry Numbering Committee 
has achieved numerous successes in resolving numbering issues.  These successes may be 
attributed, we believe, to the dedication and technical and operational expertise that industry 
members bring to bear on complex numbering issues.  We find, however, that the current 
mechanisms for resolving issues and disputes may not always lead to timely resolution or may 
not afford all parties reasonable access to dispute resolution mechanisms. 
 
 5. We agree with the many parties who recognize a need for an oversight committee 
like the NANC.  While we understand the concerns of parties who contend that an oversight 
committee, particularly a government oversight committee or policy board, will simply slow 
policy development and issue resolution, we believe that the measures detailed below address 
these concerns.   
 
 6. The strength of the current industry approach to resolving issues is the synergy it 
brings to bear on an issue through industry technical and operational expertise.  This expertise is 
based on day-to-day experiences that this Commission simply lacks.  We must continue to 
capture this synergy.  Under the current model, however, some issues have been resolved too 
slowly and some resolutions have hindered competition.  As competition in telecommunications 
grows and new competitors participate with dominant incumbents in industry fora, we believe 
                                                           
     4  Id., citing Public Citizen v. U.S. Dep't. of Justice, 491 U.S. 440, 452 (1989). 

     5  PCIA Comments at 4. 

     6  NTCA Reply at 2-3.  See also, NCS Comments at 6 (FACA requirements would apply to a 
policy board of service providers, government agencies and regulators). 
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that it will become increasingly difficult, if not impossible, for current industry fora to resolve 
crucial numbering issues. We also conclude that the Commission needs consensus advice from 
industry on numbering issues to enable it to make timely, informed decisions on numbering 
policy issues. For all of these reasons, and given the vital importance of limited numbering 
resources to telecommunications, we find that it is essential that we create the NANC as a federal 
advisory committee. 
 
 7. The purpose of the NANC will be to provide to the Commission advice and 
recommendations reached through consensus to foster efficient and impartial number 
administration as telecommunications competition emerges.  Additionally, we direct the NANC 
to select as NANP Administrator an independent, non-government entity that is not closely 
associated with any particular industry segment.  Initially, we seek from the NANC 
recommendations on: (1) What the transition plan should be for transferring CO code 
administration responsibilities from LECs to the new NANP Administrator?7  (2) What measures 
should be taken to conserve numbering resources?8 (3) What number resources, beyond those 
currently administered by the NANP Administrator should the NANP Administrator administer?9 
and (4) Whether the NANC, after two years, should continue as a federal advisory committee.   
During the first meeting of the NANC, the Commission will work with the NANC to set 
schedules for NANC preparation of these recommendations. 
 
 8. NANC Must Meet FACA Requirements.  The Federal Advisory Committee Act 
states that any advisory committee established or utilized by one or more agencies in the interest 
of obtaining advice or recommendations for federal agencies shall be subject to FACA.10  The 
Act further states that new advisory committees should be established only when they are 
determined to be essential.11  An advisory committee created under FACA must have a 
membership fairly balanced in terms of the points of view represented.12  In meeting this 
requirement we anticipate council membership would be drawn from all segments of the industry 
including LECs, Interexchange Carriers (IXCs), Wireless Service Providers, Competitive Access 
Providers and other interested parties both within the United States and from other NANP 
member countries.  We further anticipate council membership will include members representing 
state interests such as NARUC, state public utility commissions, telecommunications users and 
other consumers groups.  The specific membership will be determined when the NANC charter is 
                                                           
     7  See Section IV, C, infra. 

     8  See para. 96, infra. 

     9  See Section III, B, 3, ii, infra. 

     10  FACA,  5 U.S.C., App § 4(a) and § 3 (2)(C). 

     11  Id. at § 2 (b)(2).  

     12  Id. at § 5 (b)(2).  
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established.  Additionally, meetings must be open to the public, detailed meeting minutes 
prepared and a designated federal official present at all meetings.13 
 
 9. For all the reasons set forth above, we determine that the NANC as defined above 
should be established as an advisory committee because the creation of this council is essential 
and in the public interest.  We further determine that the NANC must meet the requirements of 
the FACA because we will seek advice and recommendations from this council.  Additionally, 
we believe that creating the Council under the FACA will ensure that its activity and advice to 
the Commission is the result of open and impartial discussion. 
 
 10. We disagree with MCI's conclusion that a committee established by the 
Commission to obtain policy advice on numbering matters would not be subject to the FACA.  
MCI relies on Public Citizen v. U.S. Dept of Justice, 491 U.S. 440 (1989), to support its position. 
 We find the holding in Public Citizen inapposite here.  In Public Citizen, the Court held that the 
use of the views of the American Bar Association's Standing Committee on the Federal Judiciary 
regarding judicial nominees by the Justice Department did not subject the ABA committee's 
meetings to FACA requirements.  The Court focused its analysis on defining the term "utilized" 
in Section 2 of FACA.  The Court determined that to interpret that term in its broadest possible 
sense would extend coverage of FACA beyond that which Congress intended: "Although its 
reach is extensive, we cannot believe that it was intended to cover every formal and informal 
consultation between the President or an Executive agency and a group rendering advice."14  The 
Court reasoned that the term "utilized" should be read sufficiently narrowly to consider the 
reason for which FACA was enacted: "FACA was enacted to cure specific ills, above all the 
wasteful expenditure of public funds for worthless committee meetings and biased proposals."15 
 
 11. The Court noted that it was focusing on the definition of "utilized" because the 
ABA committee was not established by the Government.16  Therefore, although the Court's 
statement regarding the purpose of FACA would apply here, the specific holding would not, 
given that we would not be using an existing group but creating a new one to provide advice.  In 
Public Citizen, the Court observed that the phrase "established or organized" was to be 
understood in its "most liberal sense, so that when an officer brings together a group by formal or 
informal means . . . to obtain advice and information, such group is covered by the provisions of 
this bill [the Senate bill that grew into FACA]."17  

                                                           
     13  Id. at § 10. 

     14  491 U.S. at 453. 

     15  Id. 

     16  Id. at 452. 

     17  Id. at 461, quoting S. Rep. No. 92-1098, 92d Cong., 2d Sess (1972). 
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 12. The NANC, as we intend to create it, conforms to the purpose for which Congress 
enacted FACA, as stated by the Supreme Court.  Our finding that the NANC must be established 
under FACA is supported by the United States Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit in the recent 
Ass'n of Amer. Physicians and Surgeons v. Clinton, 997 F.2d 898 (D.C. Cir. 1993) (Clinton).  In 
Clinton, the Court focused on the structure of the vehicle through which advice was rendered in 
determining the applicability of FACA.  According to the court,  to be subject to FACA the 
advice to an agency must come from a group "and not a collection of individuals".18  The Court 
further states that an entity rendering advice qualifies as a "group" for the purpose of constituting 
an advisory committee if it has the requisite "formality and structure."19  The Court noted 
evidence of such formality: "In order to implicate FACA, the President, or his subordinates, must 
create an advisory group that has, in large measure, an organized structure, a fixed membership, 
and a specific purpose."20 The NANC we intend to create will have such characteristics.    
 
 13. In a recent decision, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia, 
held that the Forest Ecosystem Management Assessment Team (FEMAT) was an advisory 
committee.  The holding relied heavily on the policy advising purpose of the committee. The 
court stated: "It [FEMAT] was a consultive assembly of knowledgeable persons for a specific 
purpose ... it was both 'established' and 'utilized' by the President for his guidance in devising a 
forest management policy.  And it did render him 'advice' and 'recommendations' which he 
accepted and followed."  Northwest Forest Resource Council v. Espy, 846 F. Supp. 1009, 1012 
(D.D.C. 1994).  The makeup of the NANC, as we intend to create it, as well as its role vis-a-vis 
the Commission, is similar to that of FEMAT. 
 
 14. Given that this committee is essential for the Commission to develop the most 
effective number administration policies and that we seek from it advice reached by consensus, 
we conclude that the NANC is subject to FACA.  Additionally, we believe that the broad 
representation and public access requirements of FACA will prevent industry perceptions that the 
NANC is biased, or that it fails to afford to all the opportunity to contribute and be heard with 
respect to the development of numbering policy. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
 15. The Commission intends to create the NANC, which will have broad 
membership, be organized under the provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act and 
operate subject to the provisions of its charter.  We affirm that the NANP Administrator should 
be a single, non-government entity that is not closely identified with any particular industry 
                                                           
     18  997 F.2d at 913. 

     19  Id. at 914. 

     20  Id. 
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segment and that the NANP Administrator should assume current NANP Administrator 
functions of Bellcore, as well as functions associated with administration of CO codes.   The 
NANP Administrator will be selected by the NANC.   We affirm that the Commission can and 
should impose fees to recover its costs of regulating numbering resources.  We determine that 
charges to telecommunications providers to fund the NANP administrator should be in 
proportion to the gross revenues of telecommunications providers.   We  present a transition 
schedule to achieve the new structure for overall number administration.   
 
 16. We also define the respective roles of the Commission, the NANC, and the NANP 
Administrator.  The Commission will establish broad domestic policy objectives, make policy 
and conduct ultimate resolution of domestic numbering disputes.  The NANC will advise the 
Commission, direct the NANP Administrator, apply Commission policy to resolve issues arising 
in the administration of the NANP, and conduct initial dispute resolution of all issues.  The 
NANP Administrator will process number resource applications and maintain administrative 
numbering databases.   Details and additional activities of the NANP Administrator will be 
determined by the NANC, so long as these additional activities do not involve policy making or 
dispute resolution.  The industry should continue to determine who maintains the network 
support databases.   
 
 17. We seek from the NANC recommendations on the following issues: (1) What 
should the plan be for transferring CO code administration responsibilities from LECs to the new 
NANP Administrator?  (2) What future measures should be taken to ensure conservation of 
numbering resources? (3) What number resources, beyond those currently administered by 
Bellcore, as the NANP Administrator, should the new NANP Administrator administer? (4) 
Whether the NANC, after two years, should continue as a federal advisory committee.   
Additionally, we intend to seek ongoing advice from the NANC on the steps that the 
Commission should take to foster efficient and impartial number administration.  During the first 
meeting of the NANC we will determine timeframes for the NANC to determine these 
recommendations. 



 

 

§ 52.11 North American Numbering Council. 
The duties of the North American Numbering Council (NANC), may include, but are not 
limited to:  

(a) Advising the Commission on policy matters relating to the administration 
of the NANP in the United States;  
(b) Making recommendations, reached through consensus, that foster efficient and 
impartial number administration;  
(c) Initially resolving disputes, through consensus, that foster efficient and 
impartial number administration in the United States by adopting and utilizing 
dispute resolution procedures that provide disputants, regulators, and the public 
notice of the matters at issue, a reasonable opportunity to make oral and written 
presentations, a reasoned recommended solution, and a written report 
summarizing the recommendation and the reasons therefore;  
(d) Recommending to the Commission an appropriate entity to serve as the 
NANPA;  
(e) Recommending to the Commission an appropriate mechanism for recovering 
the costs of NANP administration in the United States, consistent with § 52.17;  
(f) Carrying out the duties described in § 52.25; and  
(g) Carrying out this part as directed by the Commission;  
(h) Monitoring the performance of the NANPA and the B&C Agent on at least an 
annual basis; and  
(i) Implementing, at the direction of the Commission, any action necessary to 
correct identified problems with the performance of the NANPA and the B&C 
Agent, as deemed necessary. 

[61 FR 47353, Sept. 6, 1996, as amended at 62 FR 55180, Oct. 23, 1997] 
 
§ 52.17 Costs of number administration. 
All telecommunications carriers in the United States shall contribute on a competitively 
neutral basis to meet the costs of establishing numbering administration.  

(a) For each telecommunications carrier, such contributions shall be based on the 
gross revenues from the provision of its telecommunications services.  
(b) The contributions in paragraph (a) of this section shall be based on each 
contributor’s gross revenues from its provision of telecommunications services 
reduced by all payments for telecommunications services and facilities that have 
been paid to other telecommunications carriers. 

 
§ 52.25 Database architecture and administration. 

(a) The North American Numbering Council (NANC) shall direct establishment 
of a nationwide system of regional SMS databases for the provision of long-term 
database methods for number portability.  
(b) All telecommunications carriers shall have equal and open access to the 
regional databases.  
(c) The NANC shall select a local number portability administrator(s) (LNPA(s)) 
to administer the regional databases within seven months of the initial meeting of 
the NANC.  



 

 

(d) The NANC shall determine whether one or multiple administrator(s) should 
be selected, whether the LNPA(s) can be the same entity selected to be the North 
American Numbering Plan Administrator, how the LNPA(s) should be selected, 
the specific duties of the LNPA(s), the geographic coverage of the regional data-
bases, the technical interoperability and operational standards, the user interface 
between telecommunications carriers and the LNPA(s), the network interface 
between the SMS and the downstream databases, and the technical specifications 
for the regional databases.  
(e) Once the NANC has selected the LNPA(s) and determined the locations of the 
regional databases, it must report its decisions to the Commission.  
(f) The information contained in the regional databases shall be limited to the 
information necessary to route telephone calls to the appropriate 
telecommunications carriers. The NANC shall determine what specific 
information is necessary.  
(g) Any state may opt out of its designated regional database and implement a 
state specific database. A state must notify the Common Carrier Bureau and 
NANC that it plans to implement a state specific database within 60 days from the 
release date of the Public Notice issued by the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, 
identifying the administrator selected by the NANC and the proposed locations of 
the regional databases. Carriers may challenge a state’s decision to opt out of the 
regional database system by filing a petition with the Commission.  
(h) Individual state databases must meet the national requirements and operational 
standards recommended by the NANC and adopted by the Commission. In 
addition, such state databases must be technically compatible with the regional 
system of databases and must not interfere with the scheduled implementation of 
the regional databases.  
(i) Individual carriers may download information necessary to provide number 
portability from the regional data-bases into their own downstream data-bases. 
Individual carriers may mix information needed to provide other services or 
functions with the information downloaded from the regional databases at their 
own downstream databases. Carriers may not withhold any information necessary 
to provide number portability from the regional data-bases on the grounds that 
such data has been combined with other information in its downstream database. 
 

 
§ 52.26 NANC Recommendations on Local Number Portability Administration. 

(a) Local number portability administration shall comply with the 
recommendations of the North American Numbering Council (NANC) as set 
forth in the report to the Commission prepared by the NANC’s Local Number 
Portability Administration Selection Working Group, dated April 25, 1997 
(Working Group Report) and its appendices, which are incorporated by reference 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Except that: Section 7.10 of 
Appendix D of the Working Group R-port is not incorporated herein.  
(b) In addition to the requirements set forth in the Working Group Report, the 
following requirements are established:  



 

 

(1) If a telecommunications carrier transmits a telephone call to a local 
exchange carrier’s switch that contains any ported numbers, and the 
telecommunications carrier has failed to perform a database query to 
determine if the telephone number has been ported to another local 
exchange carrier, the local exchange carrier may block the unqueried call 
only if performing the database query is likely to impair network 
reliability;  
(2) The regional limited liability companies (LLCs), already established 
by telecommunications carriers in each of the original Bell Operating 
Company regions, shall manage and oversee the local number portability 
administrators, subject to review by the NANC, but only on an interim 
basis, until the conclusion of a rule-making to examine the issue of local 
number portability administrator oversight and management and the 
question of whether the LLCs should continue to act in this capacity; and  
(3) The NANC shall provide ongoing oversight of number portability 
administration, including oversight of the regional LLCs, subject to 
Commission review. Parties shall attempt to resolve issues regarding 
number portability deployment among themselves and, if necessary, under 
the auspices of the NANC. If any party objects to the NANC’s proposed 
resolution, the NANC shall issue a written report summarizing the 
positions of the parties and the basis for the recommendation adopted by 
the NANC. The NANC Chair shall submit its proposed resolution of the 
disputed issue to the Chief of the Common Carrier Bureau as a 
recommendation for Commission review. The Chief of the Common 
Carrier Bureau will place the NANC’s proposed resolution on public 
notice. Recommendations adopted by the NANC and forwarded to the 
Bureau may be implemented by the parties pending review of the 
recommendation. Within 90 days of the conclusion of the comment cycle, 
the Chief of the Common Carrier Bureau may issue an order adopting, 
modifying, or rejecting the recommendation. If the Chief does not act 
within 90 days of the conclusion of the comment cycle, the 
recommendation will be deemed to have been adopted by the Bureau.  

(c) The Director of the Federal Register approves this incorporation by reference 
in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Copies of the Working 
Group Report and its appendices can be obtained from the Com-mission’s 
contract copier, International Transcription Service, Inc., 1231 20th St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20036, and can be inspected during normal business hours at 
the following locations; 1919 M Street, N.W., Room 239 (FCC Reference 
Center), Washington, D.C. 20554 or at the Office of the Federal Register, 800 
North Capitol Street, N.W., Suite 700, Washington, D.C. The Working Group 
Report and its appendices are also available in the Internet at 
http://www.fcc.gov/ccb/Nanc/. 
[62 FR 48786, Sept. 17, 1997] 
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FCC ANNOUNCES GSA APPROVES RENEWAL OF
NORTH AMERICAN NUMBERING COUNCIL CHARTER THROUGH

OCTOBER 4,2001

(CC Docket 92-237)

The North American Numbering Co~cil (Council) charter has been
renewed through October 4, 2001, by the General Services Administration
(GSA) to allow the Council to continue advising the Federal Communications
Commission on rapidly evolving and competitively significant numbering
issues facing the telecommunications industry.

In October 1995, the Commission established the North American
Numbering Council, a federal advisory committee created pursuant to the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 U. S.C., App. 2 (1988), to advise the
Commission and other North American Numbering Plan (NANP) member
countries on issues related to NANP administration, and to advise the
Commission on local number portability administration issues in the United
States. The original charter of the Council was filed on October 5, 1995,
establishing an initial two-year term. The first amended charter was filed on
October 5, 1997, renewing the term of the Council for an additional two years.

Since its original charter was renewed, the Council has provided the
Commission with critically important recommendations regarding numbering
issues. During the term of the current amended charter, the Council issued
recommendations which included: (1) the neutrality of toll free database
administration by Database Service Management, Inc.; (2) wireline/wireless
integration for local number portability; (3) the feasibility of additional
abbreviated dialing code arrangements (N11 Ad Hoc report); (4) selection of a
thousands block pooling adrninistrato~ (5) Lockheed Martin’s request to
transfer the NANPA functions to Warburg Pincus; (6) methods for optimizing
the use of numbering resources; (7) the feasibility of local number portability
for 500/900 numbers; and (8) a replacement tool for COCUS, used to collect

forecast and utilization data. The Council also provided in April 1999 a



detailed evaluation of the North American Numbering Plan Administrator’s
(NANPA) performance during its first year, and will continue to evaluate
NANPA’s performance annually.

The Council is currently considering and formulating
recommendations on other important numbering-related issues that will require
work beyond the term of the present charter. The term of the Council’s second
amended charter begins October 5, 1999, and runs through October 4, 2001.
The second amended charter is attached hereto.

The value of this federal advisory committee to the telecommunications
industry and to the American public cannot be overstated. Numbers are the
means by which businesses and consumers gain access to, and reap the benefits
of, the public switched network. The Council’s recommendations to the
Commission will facilitate fair and efficient numbering administration in North
America, and will ensure that numbering resources are available to all
telecommunications service providers, consistent with the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Diane Griffin Harmon,
Designated Federal Officer (DFO) or Jared Carlson, Alternate DFO or Jeannie
Grimes, Network Services Division, Common Carrier Bureau, at (202) 418-
2320. Information regarding the NANC’S activities are posted on the NANC
web page is located at www.fcc.gov/ccb/Nanc. The fax number for the
Network Services Division is: (202) 418-2345; the Division’s TTY number is:
(202) 418-0484.
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AMENDED CmRTER FOR
THE NORTH AMERICm NUMBERING COUNCIL

A. ~Committee’s Official Designation
The official designation of the advisory committee will be the “North
American Numbering Council” @ANC or Council).

B. ~Committee’s Objectives and Sco~e of its Activity
The purpose of the Council is to advise the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC or Commission) and to make recommendations,
reached through a consensus of its members, that foster efficient and
impartial number administration. The Council will continue to develop
recommendations on numbering policy issues, initially resolve disputes,
provide oversight guidance to the North American Numbering Plan
(NANP) Administrator and the Local Number Portability
Administrator(s) (LNPAs) to ensure fair and equitable access to
numbering resources, and facilitate number conservation including
identification of technical solutions to numbering exhaust. The Council
will fi,uther provide recommendations to the Commission on toll bee
database administration. The Council will prioritize its activities in
accordance with the policies and objectives, and within the requested
time frames, set forth by the Commission.

In carrying out its responsibilities, the Council shall assure that NANP
administration supports the following policy objectives: (1) that NANP
administration facilitates entry into the communications marketplace by
making numbering resources available on an efficient, timely basis to
communications service providers; (2) that NANP administration does
not unduly favor or disfavor any particular industry segment or group of
consumers; (3) that NANP administration does not unduly favor one
technology over anothe~ (4) that NANP administration gives consumers
easy access to the public switched telephone network; and (5) that
NANP administration ensures that the interests of all NANP member
countries are addressed fairly and efficiently, fostering continued
integration of the NANP across NANP member countries.

c. Period of Time Necessm for the Committee to Carry Out its P~oses
The Commission will review the accomplishments and activities of the
Council to determine whether, after two years, this charter should again
be renewed and the Council should continue as a Federal Advisory
Committee.

D. Agency or Official QWhorn ~Comrni~ee Reuorts
The Council will report to the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, Federal
Communications Commission.
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E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

J.

.
-Res~onsible hprovidin~ Necessma
The Commission will provide the necessary staff support for the
Council. The Commission will provide facilities needed to conduct
meetings, if the Commission has meeting facilities available.
Otherwise, private sector members will provide facilities. Private sector
members of the Council will serve without any government
compensation, and will not be entitled to travel expenses or per diem
subsistence allowances from the government.

Descri~tion of the Duties for Which the Committee &Res~onsible
The general duties of the Council are to gather and discuss information
necessary to develop recommendations to the Commission related to the
attainment of the objectives stated under (B). Under the direction of the
Commission, the Council will provide oversight of all matters relating
to numbering administration, including the development of industry
guidelines. Specific duties will include developing and recommending a
process for the selection of a thousands block pooling administrator, and
an effective audit process for service providers and the NANP
administrator. The Council will also prepare for the Commission
periodic and final reports to aid the Commission in its oversight
responsibilities.

Estimated Annual O~eratin~ Costs in Dollars and Staff Years
Estimated staff years that will be expended by the Comcil are 3 for the
Commission’s staff and 5 for private sector and other govermnental
representatives. The estimated annual cost to the Commission of
operating the Committee is $205,000. The Commission will not pay for
private sector staff.

Estimated Number @Freauencv ~Committee Meetings
We expect that there will be no more than 10 Council meetings per
year.

Charter’s Termination ~
This charter will terminate on October 4, 2001, prior to which the
Commission may seek its renewal.

Date Original Charter Filed
October 5, 1995


