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(2) No person or entity shall acquire
a toll free number for the purpose of
selling the toll free number to another
entity or to a person for a fee.

(3) Routing multiple toll free num-
bers to a single toll free subscriber will
create a rebuttable presumption that
the toll free subscriber is hoarding or
brokering toll free numbers.

(b) Tariff Provision. The following
provision shall be included in the Serv-
ice Management System tariff and in
the local exchange carriers’ toll free
database access tariffs:

[Tlhe Federal Communications Commis-
sion (““FCC”’) has concluded that hoarding,
defined as the acquisition of more toll free
numbers than one intends to use for the pro-
vision of toll free service, as well as the sale
of a toll free number by a private entity for
a fee, is contrary to the public interest in
the conservation of the scarce toll free num-
ber resource and contrary to the FCC’s re-
sponsibility to promote the orderly use and
allocation of toll free numbers.

§52.109 Permanent cap on number
reservations.

(a) A Responsible Organization may
have in reserve status, at any one time,
either 2000 toll free numbers or 7.5 per-
cent of that Responsible Organization’s
numbers in working status, whichever
is greater.

(b) A Responsible Organization shall
never reserve more than 3 percent of
the quantity of toll free numbers in
spare status as of the previous Sunday
at 12:01 a.m. Eastern Time.

(c) The Wireline Competition Bureau
shall modify the quantity of numbers a
Responsible Organization may have in
reserve status or the percentage of
numbers in the spare poll that a Re-
sponsible Organization may reserve
when exigent circumstances make such
action necessary. The Wireline Com-
petition Bureau shall establish, mod-
ify, and monitor toll free number con-
servation plans when exigent cir-
cumstances necessitate such action.

[62 FR 20127, Apr. 25, 1997, as amended at 67
FR 13226, Mar. 21, 2002]
§52.111 Toll free number assignment.

Toll free numbers shall be made
available on a first-come, first-served
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basis unless otherwise directed by the
Commission.

[63 FR 16441, Apr. 3, 1998]

APPENDIX TO PART 52—DEPLOYMENT
SCHEDULE FOR LONG-TERM DATA-
BASE METHODS FOR LOCAL NUMBER
PORTABILITY

Implementation must be completed by the
carriers in the relevant MSAs during the pe-
riods specified below:

Phase 1—10/1/97-3/31/98

Chicago, IL ..ccoveviiiiiiiiiiiinens 3
Philadelphia, PA ..................... 4
Atlanta, GA ....coiviiiiiiin 8
New York, NY ...cocoviviiiiininnns 2
Los Angeles, CA ....cooevevivinennne. 1
Houston, TX ...ccooviiiiiiiiiinennns 7
Minneapolis, MN ........ccceenennens 12
Phase 11—1/1/98-5/15/98
Detroit, MI ......ccooiviiiiiiiiinininnn. 6
Cleveland, OH ....... 20
Washington, DC .... 5
Baltimore, MD 18
Miami, FLi ......coceeveneen. 24
Fort Lauderdale, FL ............... 39
Orlando, FL ...cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiinannn.. 40
Cincinnati, OH ...........c...oooenell 30
Tampa, FL ..o, 23
Boston, MA .....coiiiiiiiiiiiiienn, 9
Riverside, CA .....ccooiviiiiiininnnn. 10
San Diego, CA .....coceviiiiiinennns 14
Dallas, TX .ioviiiiiiiieiiieeienens 11
St. Louis, MO .....coevvvviveniienennn. 16
Phoenix, AZ 17
Seattle, WA 22
Phase I11—4/1/98-6/30/98
Indianapolis, IN .... 34
Milwaukee, WI 35
Columbus, OH ..... 38
Pittsburgh, PA 19
Newark, NJ 25
Norfolk, VA 32
New Orleans, LA .....cccocevvnenenne. 41
Charlotte, NC ......ccooeininiinannn.. 43
Greensboro, NC ... 48
Nashville, TN ...... 51
Las Vegas, NV ..... 50
Nassau, NY .......... 13
Buffalo, NY ......... 44
Orange Co, CA ....cooevviieviinnnns 15
Oakland, CA .....cooviiniiiiiniennns 21
San Francisco, CA ... 29
Rochester, NY .......... 49
Kansas City, KS .... 28
Fort Worth, TX ..... 33
Hartford, CT .....cocevivviiiinn, 46




