violations had been on-going for “years”. See Caros NAL ar {13, The Ganenz NAL recognized
that “{aJithough we propose forfeitures only for apparent violations within the last year, we discuss
below the history of Camrerw's noncompliance I prior years as useful background and to
demonstrate the scope of Carrera’s misconduct and the context of the misconduct that is within the
statute of bimitations period and thus covered by this NAL” I

* International Telecom Exchange, Inc., Forfeiture Order, EB-04-1H-0654 (Rel.
Jubr27, 2007)

The Comnuission found that I'TE failed to make any TRS Fund contributions on a timely
basis since it began providing telecommunications service in 2002. Notwithstanding the on-going
nature of the alleged vioktions, the Commission correctly applied the one-year statute of Imitations
and found ITE Lable for a base forfeiture in the amount of $10,000 for failing to timely pay its TRS
Fund contribution that was duc on September 26, 2005. The Commission did impose an upward
adjustment (in the amount of half the company’s unpaid contributions) based, in large par, on the
fact that ITE failed to make any TRS Fund contributions on time since it began providing
telecommunications service ia 2002. Bur, yet again, the alleged violations occurring outside the
limitations period were deemed relevant only for purposes of determining culpability, pursuant to

5C3(bY(2)(D), not Lizbility.

*  Communications Options, Tuc., Forfeiture Order, EB-06-1H-2307 (Rel. March
13, 2008)

In Commmications Opriors, the Commission issued one of its ballyhooed “wammngs” to the
industry?" However, these vague, general cautionary statemnents did not, and simply cannot alter

the statute of limitations period.

e “We again caution that additional violations of the Act or the Commission’s rules could

subject COI to further enforcement action. Such action could tzke the form of higher monetary
forfeitures and/or possible revocation of COP's operaung authority, including disqualification of
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*  Inthe Matter of Verizon Communications, Inc., 20 FOC Red. 4244
In Verizen, the Commission admonished, but did not impose a forfeiture against, Verizon
for its failure to publicize certain services in six states in accordance with Commission rules. The
Commission spezifically and accurately cited the statutory limits of its forfeiture authority when

conchuding:

“[nJotwithstanding Verizon's violations of the Act and the Commission’s rules, we
do not propose a forfeiture at this time. Section 503(b)(6)_specifies that 2 proposed
forfeiture -must be issued against a common carrier for violations of the Act or the
Commission’s rules within one year of the occurrence of the violation. Because
Verizon undertook renewed outreach efforts in these six states within the last year,
we are constrained from pursuing a proposed forfeiture this time. Nevertheless, we
will closely monitor Verizon’s outreach effors to ensure future compliance with the
Act and the Commission’s rules” 7d at, 4247, { 8.

As elucidared above, the Commission’s own precedent clearly and unequivocally does nor
lend support to the Commission’s proposed extension of the one-year stante of limitations period
to 22-months. Therefore, the Commission’s proposed 22 month forfeiture would be comtrary to
statute, arbitrary, capricious, and excessive and it must be reduced.

H. THE COMMISSION MAY NOT REACH BEYOND THE 12-MONTH
PERIOD TO IDENTIFY A VIOLATION THAT THEN BECOMES THE
STARTING POINT FOR A “CONTINUING VIOLATION.”

The Commission may not arbitrarily “reach beyond” the statutorily mandated 12-month

period to identify an apparent violation that then becomes the starting point for a continuing
violation. Such a reading of the “continuing vioktion” authority completely eviscerates the Statute

of Limitations and renders it meaningless and of no effect, which is clearly not what Congress

mntended.

COPs principals from the provision of any interstate commoen carrier services without the prior
consent of the Commission.” /4 at § _,n 16

114




The 12-Month Clock Began Ticking When the Alleged “Continuing
Violations” Stopped In September 2006.

In an obvious attempt to somehow {2nyhow) create liability and impose forfeitures against

Cornpass, the Commission asserts the extended 22-month forfeiture period by claiming that the
alleged violations were “continuing,” This claim is contrary to the law and the facts.
It is well-established that violtions are “continuing” only until corrective action is taken.
Seg, In the Matter o Aron Commmpmdations Ourer of Anterma Structe, 21 FOC Red. 8999, 2006 WL
2310791 (FCQ (finding that the violation continued until the violation was corrected by Arcom’s
registration of the tower on August 10, 2005. Thus, issuance of the NAL on August 17, 2005
occurred well within the limitations period); /n the Matter of Perition for Recorsidzation Congerrang
Luabdity of Bersto Rish, 11 FOC Red 2861, 2861 (finding that “{ajlthough the violative conduct began
ouiside the bounds of our forfeiture authonity, that does not undercut our ability to impose a fine
for the days that the violation continued within the statutory period preceding the ... NAT).
The Comuission applied this principle in its Forfeiture Order issued against Globnl Teldata,
4, LLC" In s Order, the Commission concluded thar Global Teldata’s failure to register 'was
continuing and, therefore, repeated within the meaning of section 503. Specifically,

Global Teldata’s failure to register left it outside the purview of the Commission and
USAC on @ continuing basis each day it provided service without registering after

o Global Teldata NAL, 20 FCC Red ar 17270-73, §§ 14-22. In the NAL, the Commission
proposed a forfeituce for Global Teldata's apparent willful and repeated violations of section 254(d)
of the Act and sections 54.706(a), 54.711(a), and 64.1155 of the Commission’s rules. The
Commussion propesed a forfeiture for Global ‘Teldata’s failure to register with the Commission
within the one-year period preceding the issuance of the NAL, For Global Teldata’s apparent
faiture to timely fle Telecommunications Reporting Worksheets, the Commission proposed a
forfeirure of $50,000 for the one instance of non-filing within the one-year period preceding the
NAL (ze, the filing due November 1, 2004). Finally, for Global Teldata’s apparent failure to pay
universal service contributions, the Commission proposed a hase forfeiture amount of $20,000 for
three months of nonpayment within the one-year period preceding the NAL (ie, the payments due
on November 15 and December 15, 2004, and January 15, 2005), for a base forfeiture and then
added one-half of the total unpaid universal service contributions to the base forfeiture for a total
proposed forfeiture.
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Apnl 1, 2003. These pegative consequences continued through the Bureaw's fust

knowledge of Global Teldata’s non-compliance through the 2004 audit and ended
only when the company finally registered with the Commission on November 17,

2004, Accordingly, we find Global Teldata’s violtion of section 64.1195 of the
Commissior’s rules occurred within the one-year limitations period before the NAL
was issued on October 31, 2005.

"Therefore, the 12-month limitations period began ticking the moment Compass ook corrective
action to comply with the applicable Rules.

2. Compass Has Voluntarily Complied With the Commission’s Rules
Since September 2006.

On Apnl 9, 2008, the Commission released its NAL tentatively concluding that the

Company is subject to the FCCs reporting and contribution rules. Notwithstanding the claimed
unenforceability of these Rules to Compass, since September 2006, the Company has complied with
those rules on a purely voluntary basis. Compass has made contributions to the vatious federal
support funds as irvoiced by the respective fund adrministrators sine the Company’s initial filings of
Forms 499-A in September 2006. Therefore, the alleged “continued violations” were cured in
Seprember 2006,

4As explained earlier, the NAL’s crroneous conclusions that Compass has failed to timely file
Forms 499 and contribute to the Fund conveniently ignores the Commission’s stafPs waiver that
cifectively established an acceprable filing date of September 5, 2006 for Compass’ Forms 499-A for
2005 and 2006. As has been documented herein, Compass complied with this filing deadline, and

importantly, has consistently made timelv submissions of FCC Torms 499-C) and 499-A since

September 5, 2006. Compass also has remitted support contribution payments based upon amounts
invoiced to it by the various support fund administrators beginning in Qctober, 2006, the month

following submissicn of its first Forms 499-A." If the Commission wanted 1o propose a {orfeiture

2 . ~ . . . .
o Ironically, Compass continues to make support contributions despite the Company’s

knowled_ge that a portion of such contributions — perhaps the totality of such contributions — should
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for these alleged “violations” it would have had to issuc an NAL on or before September — Qcrober
2007,

I. THE PROPOSED 22-MONTH FORFEITURE IS IN ERROR AND, AT A
BARE MINIMUM, A 10-MONTH CANCELLATION IS BOTH
APPROPRIATE AND REQUIRED.

As discusszd above, Commission precedent clearly provides that the forfeiture for lability is

based only on the one-year period prior to the issuance of the NAL, The Commission’s extension

of the forfeiture Lmitations period to 22 months is arbitrary, capticious, excessive and, ultimately,

untlawiful,

Notably, the Commission. conveniently neglected to set forth any factual or legal basis for its

departure from its forfeirure Labilicy precedent. Since the Commission has not put Compass on

notice of the fact that it seeks to alter the statute of limitations, the proposed foreiture is in error.

Thus, even if the Commission were to decide that the wholesale cancellation of the proposed

forfeiture penalty is inapproptiate, 2 significant downward adjusument of the forfeiture penalty is
required.

J DISCRIMINATORY TREATMENT.

The Commission has never before imposed forfeitures extending beyond a 12-month period
and never before has the Commission sought to impose liability for alleged violations that have been
extinguished, as a reaver of law, by the statuze of limitations. As a resulr, to impose the proposed

penalties against Compass would cffect a greater punishment on Compass than penalties that have

be considered “overpayments.”  Compass’ federal support fund payments are documented at
Section IT hereof. As demonstrated therein, not only is the Commission incorrect that Compass has
underpaid, Compass has acrually overpaid federal support conuibutions and fees. Moreover,
masmuch as the Commission’s waiver deemed Cormpass’ September 5, 2006, 499-A filings timely,
the FCC's rules mandate the acceptance by USAC of Compass’ revised filings, submitted to TUSAC
on September 4, 2007. Those revised forms refiect downward adjustments to Compass’ reported
revenues; thus, all payments made by Compass to date have been invoiced by the various
adminisirative organizations at inflated rates, rendering all such contributions at least parual
overpayments.
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been imposed on other, similady situated providers. As a result, the NAL arbitrarily and
capriciously disctirinates against Compass and, for this reason alone, the proposed forfeiture must
be reduced, minimally, by 10 months.

No public interest warrants a departure here from the well-established one-year limitations
period. Thus, cancellation of the portion of the proposed. forfeiture falling outside the 12-month
limitations period is warranted.

VL. THE NAL IS PROCEDURALLY FLAWED AND INEFFECTIVE

Compass has demonstrated thar it is not providing the types of services nor is it the type of
Company that would subject it to the Commission’s rules and communications laws the
Commission alleges were violated?* See Section IV.A through F, supra. Furthermore, Compass has
provided conclusive evidence that, even if it were subiect to the cited rules and laws, it did not
violate them, Se Scctions II, I and TV.G through T, supra. And, at the very least, Compass has
shown that if any violations did cccur, they were neither willful nor repeated, but were instead the
result of reasonable mterpretations for which no penalies may lawfully be imposed. For these
reasons, the Commission should cancel the NAL in its entirety and issue a Cancellation Order
setung the record straight and clearing Compass’ name. The Commission has all the more reason to
follow this course of action given the defective NAL.

The Commission violated its own procedural rules and forfeiture guidelines in issuing the

INAL against Compass and, in so doing, has deprived Compass of the due process rights these rules

H See NAL at 11 (“In this Nowce of Apparent Liability for Forféiture. .. , we find that Compass. . -
apparently violatec sections 9, 225, 251(e)(2), and 254 of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended. ., and sections 1.1154, 1.1157, 52.17(a), 52.32(2), 54.706(a), and 64.604(c)(5)(i)(A) of the
Commussion’s rules”).
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are intended to protect. The Commission’s procedural violatons render the NAL ineffective, zb

rran ZE3

The procedural rules Compass alleges the Commission violated are:

Sec, 1,80 Forfeiture proceedings.

{a) Persons against whom and violations for which a forfeiture may be assessed. A
forfeiture penalty may be assessed against any person found to have:

(2) Wallfully or repeatedly failed to comply with any of the provisions of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended; or of any rule, regulation or order issued by the
Commissicn under that Act or under any weaty, convention, or other agreement to which
the United States is a party and which is binding on the United States. ..

{f) Notice of apparent liability. Before imposing a forfeiture penalty under the provisions
of this paragraph, the Commission or its designee will issue a written notice of apparcnt
liability.

(1) Content of notice. The notice of apparent liability will:

_ (D Idemify each specific provision, term, or condition of any act, rule,
regulation, order, treaty, convention, or other agreement, license, permmit, certificate, or
mstrument of authorization which the respondent has apparently violated or with which he
has failed 1 comply,

(i) Set forth the nature of the act or omission charged against the
respondent and the facts upon which such charge is based,

(111} State the date(s) on which such conduct occurred, and

(iv} Specify the amount of the apparent forfeiture penalty.

47 CI.R. §1.80(a) and (f} (emphasis added).

The Commission’s rules require forfeitures be based on “findings” and “facts” The

forfeitures proposed in the NAL, however, are based on discredited evidence and an incomplete
record, both of which the Commission should have been aware of prior to issuing the NAL. As sct

forth in Sections I and IV.CE, supra, Compass conclusively establishes 1ts record of full and timely

See Canty u Baand of Ed, City of New York, 312 FSupp. 254 (D.CN.Y. 1970) (“The terms

‘arbitrary’ and ‘capricious’ embrace a concept which emerges from the due process clauses of the
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution and operates to guarantee that
the acts of government will be grounded on established legal principles and have a rational factual
basis. A decision is arbirary or capricious when it is not supported by evidence or when there is no
reasonable justification for the decision.”) Citing OBofle u Cog 155 FSupp. 581, 584
(D.CDist.1957); East Tex. Motor Fraight Lines v United States, 96 F.Supp. 424, 427 (NI2.Tex.1951);
Ford Motor Co. (Delaenre) v United States, 97 Cr.CL 370, 47 F Supp. 259 (1942).

1%




payment of all invoiced charged rendered by the FCC and the administratoss of the USFE, NANP,
and LNP during the statutorily permissible 12-month forfeiture period, see Section V, supra. To the
extentt 1t failed to fully pay any invoice, specifically referencing NECA TRS invoices, Compass
promptly took all actions required of it to ensure that its “non-payment” did not result in a violation
of the Commission rules. See genemalhy, Scction IL, supra. There are no “facts” to speak of, at least
none which were properly investigated before being “set forth” in the NAL. The Commission
simply cannot make findings where it has no verified facts upon which to base them. And the lack
of verified facts in the NAL renders the “notice” defective and unenforceable.
CONCLUSION
By reason of the foregoing, Compass Global, Inc., hereby respectfully requests that the
Commission disrniss the NAL in its entirety and direct the Enforcement Bureau 1o terminate
proceeding File Ne. EB-06-1H-3060. Cornpass also respectfully requests that the Commission hold
in abeyance all purported collection actions pending full and final resolution of Compass’ further
appeal of the June 2, 2008 Administrator’s Decision and Compass” pending TRS appeals; Comnpass
also respectfully requests that the Commission direct NECA to issue rulings on Compass’ pending
appeals within thirty (30) days of the date of full and final resohrtion of the issues raised in Compass’
USAC appeal. Compass further requests that the FCC take such actions as may be necessary to
bring about the dismissal of the pending Department of Treasury federal debt collection proceeding

agaInst It

#e See Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline Ca v F.E.R.C. 165 F.3d 54 (CAD.C,1999) (“It is well-
established that “fa] party is entitled ... to know the issues on which decision will tumn and to be
apprised of the factual material on which the agency relies for decision so that he may rebut iv.
Indeed, the Due Process Clause forbids an agency to use evidence in a way that forecloses an
opportunity to offer a contrary presentation.”) citing Bowrzn Tramsp, e u Arkasas-Best Froight
Systerny Inc, 419 US, 281, 288 n. 4,95 5.Cr, 438, 42 L.Ed.2d 447 (1974); see also Hatch v FERC, 654
F.2d 825, 835 (D.C.Cir.1981) (same); Uraited Gas Pipe Line Ca w FERG, 597 F.2d 581, 586-87 (5th
Cir.1979) (“The law will not wlerate ... afterthe-fact, in fact retroactive, imposition of standards,”
especially where there is “no evidence either to support or justify” the new standard).

120




And, finally, to the extent the Commission concurs with the legal analysis and conclusions in

Sections IV.A through F, #f, that Compass is not an entity subject to registration and Form 499
reporting requirements, Compass respectfully requests that the Comumission: (1) direct the
administrators of the respective funds and programs to which Compass paid contributions and fees
in the past to issuc full refunds of all payments made, including penalties and interest; and (2) order

these administratots to suspend and cancel all future invoicing.

COMPASS GLOBAL, INC.

Respectfully submitted, g

- Jonathan S. Marashlian, Esq.
Catherine M. Hannan, Esq.
Christopher A. Canter, Esq.
HELEIN & MaRasHLIAN, LLC
1483 Chain Bridge Road, Suite 301
MclLean, Virginia 22101
Tel: 703-714-1313
Fax: 703-714-1330

E-mail jsm@ CormmlawGroup.com
June 9, 2008 Counsel for Compass Global, Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Suzanne Rafalko, hereby certify that true and correct copies of the foregoing Response of
Compass Global, Inc., to Notice of Apparent Liabilicy for Forfeiture, were served upon the
following, in the manner indicated, this 9th day of June, 2008.

Marlene H. Dorck, Secretary

Federal Communications Comrnission
Office of the Secretary

¢/o NATEK

236 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Suite 110

Washington, D.C. 20002

(via Fland Delivery)

Ms. Cheryl Collins, Chief

FCCRevenues and Receivables QOperation Group

445 12 Sireer, .\, Room 1-A843

Sume 110

Washington, D.C. 20002

(via Electronic mail to Cheryl Collins@fcc.gov and Overmght Courier)

Hillary S. DeNigro, Chief

Investigations and earings Division

Enforcement Burezu

Federal Communications Commission

445 12% Streer, S.W., Room 4-C330

Washingron, D.C. 20005

{Reference: NAL/ Acct. Ne. 200832080083)

{via Electronic mail to Hillary.DeNigro@ fec.gov and Ovemnight Courier)




Before the
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C, 20554

In the Matter of ) File No. EB-06-1H-3060

)
Compass Global, Inc, } NAL/Acct. No. 200832080083

)
Apparent Liability for Forfeiture ) FRN No. 0009690256

)

VERIFICATION
State of New Jetsey )
)

County of Bergen )

I, Dean Caty, being duly sworn according to law, depose and say that T am President of
Compass Globzl, Inc. (“Compass™); that 1 am zuthorized to and do make this Verificadon for it;
that the facts set forth in the foregoing Response of Compass Global, Inc., to Notice of Apparent
Liability for Forfeiture (“Response™) are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, informatdon

and belief. 1 further depose and say that the authority to submit the Response has been properly

LA

Dean Cary

granted.

Subscribed and sworn before me this day of June, 2008.

otary Public J
Qﬁ D JENNFER ZELLER
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY

Commission Expires May 5, 2010




EXHIBIT 3

Transmittal of Dean Cary to USAC,
January 26, 2007




e

=R USAirbill g 8543 4elk 7370
1 I it vt . -
0w 12 Za‘? prisetn i 1940-0913=2 ——
Sendef’s —
Na,.m‘ DEAKN _CERry m,m.{QDIIBD?h,éQQ
LCOMPASS GLOBAL ol
o
s 50 TICE BLVD W
HDDDCL;‘IFFT LAKE sz Mt M
2 Vom!n?umalﬂilli‘ngl{e{mnce aPTIbE
_ A‘ V ¥ hAs
Re
reocr 2 m 449 DATA _HM{LM f’/z&

d_—Te(_,, et ,A\_:)Mc?

.m- 7 |
naﬁﬁm L&(S A C/ ) T

Addiess
—— e . .
W,‘E«.Z

ST N # 20T

' s Zooo 1-
Bwuwﬂnuhuu-wmm&mpnm;dumum
____'D,E—uv "_Q_«__O_b_:g_%—-
pITLRACOD4T

VSee tack ig_r. pe‘s_:i and stick applieation instructians.

Byt £ Al e SRS
?"ﬁ.mmmn‘;@&?&."’nﬁ?ﬁ “”Eﬁ‘fx"mﬁw
estipns? Go fo our Welb site aticdax camt

o ca\nanGochmam

@r‘;\j;‘%&!)‘ Z{r\*ﬂo&-]
$oled

W.z U - fd S
E J",Jruj

th_\j-?f
Jeo

cof

& 1t ed SEISCAT riiceer, 1ra 515 3 hdo;a "F_E 173 hs

rsstorn O S2EEme

4 Express Fackegs Serdc

e

gfeda?ﬂz; .
’ s forps DAL B T .
4k mrasfmlg}isavme 1.,.mm-n.nuna.....‘..,s,ca.-s ngﬁ{.‘
ght - Fegx 0 Fesig -
i Fed&lﬂaﬁ,mnh‘l' s} geﬂmay gt 0 ﬁw:,_ﬂ”_
ﬂh‘wﬁﬂ__,__.,f__"___i_f . w‘#
y g B et
5 Packscid Uw
e, OB Oge D
Envetopu,' m&w’vr&' o Bk ‘

‘uildunl- -

. mclde frafz pohre T
D FedEx =8
s mm

smumﬂ Tefereny i’-GID\H

AlnicORLY bt D “m?m

fraraet DB Far Avr_\hbla fax

e T ,.a;

e Dl e e i e 3
. --e-“—s%'?\?:nnxr: L.s 3..,5; .

Ao, [} e D ™ uumus e —

S Darkr A I8

X )..p.r.me: St an o 9"*1

R wwm:mawhewdnm
7-- Payint BILB_“'-‘:—w-a-vrm et H e O erb

e ot

[} c;ae;tcafd . D A

ﬂg‘mr_ [} mecwiert [ g oty
-.a[‘:ﬁe
[ . i E
GeBtadie . _ L e
Toted Peckpyes P Weipte ' wazgedmv
{ [P s o
- o [
'ws:mhmmm.m,mmpnm -
;q-|nw“m

WY Ruswental Uetivary Signaturs DpHERS B

. irect Signss® G‘f;ﬁdn}iﬁm

&4

[ Hoares e

Frﬂ-_mu_n-n- ncty chon £ et

e = e Pt il e
RS

M_Fﬂ,hhmmn’?z'mlhihfﬂﬂfﬂﬁuﬂw e —




o : ig_.,s.-:n-{d-mgm Hergl |21Ln_g
—_..‘-_-—_-____,...\..ﬁ_‘_*x__
_D'ﬂ aw \P,‘f- P

M Y CCS A -3

B C\J’J{E
Hoopm

o~ [« F7rR
TFFg . Az Fe fit e
)/4 & uy

s P,y Ker Feg
Origia A/

af” Fhese ﬁ‘ﬂn\u“
7""{'3‘7 -’;é"i 2 éao(?

A e S0 e

v ey }L'{";;(
XSeP-'\ {?/f’(,

© home an, ha
‘&pn"-\«“ o

bdjrﬂ tIhe Lepe e
k”d&\} ;'{"B Fog

T e =y f"{i’/
Fee 24, AL,

A i

DenF 2,

|
1
j
i
!
i




EXHIBIT 4

Compass Global “File-Stamp” Copy
Revised 2005 Form 499-A Filing
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September 4, 2007

VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Universal Service Admjnistrative Compary
Attn: FCC Form 499 Data Collection Agent
2000 L. Street N.W., Suite 200

Washington, DC 20036

RE:  Compass Global, Inc.
' 2005 Form 499-A - Revised

To Whom It May Concern:

Enclosed please find a revised 2005 Form 499-A, filed on behalf of:

Name: _ Compuss Global, Inc.
FCC Registration #: 0009-6902-56
Filer 1D #: 826216

Compass originally filed its 2005 Form 499-A on ur agound September 5, 2006, at ﬂll-e uhr gllﬂl% Osg
the FCC's Investigations and Heasings Division (“IHDY). Compass _ understan_c.‘s ,,t c}tted N
USAC’s policy to disaliow downward revisions to Form 499-A if the revised form 13 1Cn;:1 result
excess of one (1) year from the originai filing due date revisions (1.2, changes that wou e a
in a decreased USE contribution). However, Compass’ revised 2005.12(,)“9 499_A pres riate
unique circumstance for which waiver of the one-way ratchet statute of limitations 18 approp :

Filers shall submit any revised FCC Form 499-A Worksheet that would result 1 desrt’fssii
contributions by March 31 of the ysar after the original filing duc date. See In'sm;;: 10r o
Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet at pg. 12; see also, Fe-clemi—:szare‘ Joint Roaorring
Universal Service; 1998 Biennial Regulatory Review — Streamiined Conmbu‘tor- ep North
Requirements Associated with Administration of Telecommunications Relay Se}twce";' ort
American Numbering Plan, Local Number Portability, and Universal Service Supp

: = o , ; ssociation,
Mechanism; Changes to the Board of Directors of the N ational Exchange Cgrﬂer Ass

1

1




First, Compass files the instant revision within one (1) year from the date it filed its original 200_5
Form 499-A. Compass filed its original on or around September 5, 2006 and now files tus
revised form on September 4, 2007, within 2 one (1) year period.

Waiver of the one-way ratchet is appropriate in this circumstance because the underlying policy
behind the statute of limitations is not undermined by processing Compass’ reviston. The
Commission’s policy is to provide filers with the incentive to correct errors within 12 months.
Refusal 1o waive the one-way ratchet and allow Compass’ revision to be processed 18
inconsistent with the Commission’s goals. Furthermore, it is discriminatory because USA C
would halve the amount of time Compass has to file its revised 2005 Form 499-A in companson
to all other filers, which are allotted a full 12 months. Whereas all other filers have 12 months
to identify and correct reporting errors, Compass would be provided haif this time.

For reasons explained in & Petition for Review pending before the FCC, strict application (_Jf the
12 month firm deadline for submitting downward revisions would not be proper as applied 10
Compass. See In rhe Maiter of Heller Information Services, Inc., Request for Review of the
Universal Service Administrative Company's Rejection of a Revised FCC Form 499-A for FY-
2003, Contingent Petition for Review, WC Docket No. 06-122 (Filed July 31, 2007).

Second, waiver is justified because of the unique factual end legal circumstances presented.
Compass made the original 2005 filing at the direction and insistence of the FCC’s H]D
Compass believed it was not required to regisier as an Interstate Telecommunications Service
Provider (ITSP) and file any 499s; hence it had not previously registered. However,_ after
discussing matters with the IHD, Compass felt compelled to file in order to avoid an
investigation. Despite Compass’ filing of 2005, 2006 and 2007 original Forra 499-As on of
around September 5, 2006, the [HD neverthelsss instituted an investigation several months tater.
-The THD investigation prompted Compass to rctain the services of expert telecommunicalions
legal counscl.  Afier consulting with legal counscl, Compass determined that.xts ongmﬂi
conclusions with respect to the FCC’s authority to regulate its services and require it to register
as an ITSP were correct and that the FCC had no such authority under applicable 1aws,
regulations and precedent. Attached hereto is a defailed explanation of Compass’ legal position,
provided in the context of Compass’ supplemental response to the PCC s investigation in F_lle
No. EB-06-TH-3060. Despitc the FCCs lack of legal authority to regulaie Compass’ service
offerings as cither “telecommunications” or “telecommunications services,” Compass remains
willing to remain z registered TSP, but only under the condition it be permitted to yeport
revenue not as “prepaid calling card” revenue, but as ordinary long distance revenue, according
to book values, not “face value.” Tn the event USAC refuses to waive the one-way ratchet and
process Compass’ revised 2005 Form 499-A, Compass will file to cancel and withdraw all Ferm
499s and will seek full refund of all UST and other regulatory charges billed to date, as 1S e
legal right duc to its status as neither a telecommunications carcier nor telecommunications
provider under applicable laws and regulations.

Inc., Order, CC Docket Nos. 96-45, 98-171, 07-21, 20 FCC Red 1012 (2004), applications for

review p::nding,




We ook ¢ AC '
i look forward to USAC's processing of Compass revised 2005 Form 499-A and we reserve
right to appeal ar adverse decision.

Plea i
i s; contgct Jcmalhar? Marashlian at (703) 714-1313 with any quesiions concerning this fihng.
nk you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

A

Han’'s, Mafashlian
#in & Marashlian, LLC

Enclosure




ATTACHMENT 1 ;
REVISED 2005 Form 459-A (Reporting 2004 Revenue) :

Filed with USAC on September 4, 2006
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2005 FCC Form 489-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet

>>> Please read instruclions before tompleting. <<<
Annual Fifing - duedprill. " - - . T . ... ]

S

Approval by OMB
3060-0858

Block 1: Caontributer [deniification Information

Buring the year, carriers must refle Blocks 1. Z and § il there are any changes in Lines 104 or 112, See Inshructions.

1G1 Filer 498 |03 [If you dort’ know/ your number, contagt the adminisirator at (888) 641-8722. i
. Myouare anew filer, wrte "ngw’ in this block and a Filer 459 1D will be assigned ¢ you.) g 9\ (0 R l GD

132 Legalname ofreportngeniity Compass Global, Inc.
103 IRS emgplover idantification number 22-3559398
194 Name telecommunications service provider is doing business as Cutiipans Sicial, i,
105 Telecommunications activities of fier [Select up to § boxes that best describe the reporting entity. Enter numbers starting with "1 to show the order of importance -- see directions.
[T] Ail Distance [C]cAPICLEC [] cellularPCS/SMR (wirelass talesheny-inc, by resale) [T Coaxial Cable
[ Incumbent LEC [] Interexchange Carier (IXC)  [_]Local Resetier [C] Operates Service Provider (OSF)_] Paging & Messaging
[] Payphone Service Provider  [_] Prepaid Card [} Private Service Provider ] sateliite Service Provider
] Shared-Tenant Service Provider / Building LEC [ ] sMR (dispatch) [ Toll Reselier (7] wireless Data
[ ) ; —
| i Other Local, Otner Mobile or Other Tall is selected, "] other Local ] Other mobile Other Toll
i1 describe carrier type f seivicas provided: —> Tallfree PIN Accessibie Prapaid Platform Services
—_— e ——— e
106.1 Holding company name (Al affiliated coispanies must show the sance nue on this line.) ) . o
108,2 Holding company IRS emnloye- identification number R
107 FCC Registration Number (FRN) | hitps:fsvartifoss2.fec.covicores/CoresHome html ] 1 |
(For asestancs. conta the CORES help desk at 677-480-3201 or CORES@ieegoy] | OO - & Td0x-50G I
108 Management company [f carrier 15 managed by another entity] ‘ R
109 Complete mailing address of reporling entity Street ) 50 Tice Bivd., 3rd Fivor City Woodeht! Lake
carparate headquaners .Street 2 St N Zip oreiT
lStreei 3 Country USA
110 Complete business address for cl.stomer inquiries and comglaints \S‘treet 1 50 Tee Biva., 3rd Floo® City WaeacH Laltz
[if differemt from arddress entered on Line 109] check if same as Line 109 |Strast2 St W Zip o617
ls:reet 3 Country uUsa
. i e e " ] | 2-0600 Ext
111 Telephone number for customer complaints. and inguiries _[Tell-fres mumber if avaiable] : (o - & S
147 List al lrade nzmes used in the past 3 years in providing telecommunications. \ \
nctude all narres by which you are knawn by customers. Tl -
i a | Forval International Tei . I?‘l‘ - -

,,.____H...—————'—-__'_-_—~‘ . . . . .
iﬂ~ T Uﬂq—ad“d@a;\_aldsheet if necessary. Each reporting entity must provide all names used for carrier aclivives e RN
T e - THE UMITED , 18 USC.
HMENT UNDER TITLE 18 OF
FALSE STATEMENTS IN THE WORKSHEET GAN BE PUNISHED BY FINE OR IMPRISD Ml
PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE 5 April 2005




_2005 FCC Form 493-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet

Block 2-A. Regulatery Centact Infarmation

Page 2

201 Filer 489 I1D [from Line 101]

¥rb !l b

202 Legal name of reparting entity [from Line 502)

Compess Global, Ing,

203 Person who completed this Workshast | First  Jonathan Last Marashiian

- . \ -
204 Telephone numbper of this person | [ 703y o 74131 Ext
205 Fax number of this person (703 y . 71430

jsm@eomplawgroup.com

208 _E-mait of this porsen
207 Corporate office, attn. name, and mailing Straet 1| Compass Globat, Inc City Woodeitt Lake First Oean Last Cay
addrass to which future Telecommunications Straet Z| 50 Tisa Biva, St~ Zip orert Ph. 201 B02-0800 Ext
i !
. 5&_&_;i0_rtlr_\g Nﬂ'ﬁi’?_ﬁais_?hcu\d be sent Streat 3| a0 Fleer E-Mail deancory@eompassglobal.nat fax
208 Billing address and biling contact person: Street 1| Cempess Global, inc. City Wooucl ff Lake First Casn Last Cary
{Plan administrators will send bills for contributions to tnStreet 259 Tiee Bvd St N3 Zip 07677 Ph. 201 802-0680C Ext
address. Please attach a writien request far altemaliveStre et 3! 3ro Froor E-Maif fax

billing arrangements.

Block 2-B: Agent for Service of Process

All carriers must compiste Lines 208 (hreugh 213,

During the year, zariars mus: refile Blocks 1, 2 and 6 if there are any changes ln this section. See instuctions,

209 D.C. Agent for Service of Process per 47 U.5.C. §413 l First .Jerold lLast Schaeider Company B ]
240 Telephone number o' 0.C, agent | (W, e Ext o )
211 Fax numker of D.C. agent { } - o
212 E-mailof D.C. agent R 7
213 Complete busingss sddress of D.C. agen P Street 1 801 Pennayivania Ave,. NW City was-npler
for hand service of documenlts 1 Street 2 Swie 200 St oc Zip 20004
i Street 3
‘ ! f Fietein & Marashian, LLC
214 Localisiterate Agent for Service of Precess {optional) i First Jonathan Last Marashiian Company Helain & Marashlan, LLE
¢ 703 714-1200 Ext
215 Talephene number of focelisiternate ageat % i ) - e
__ 215 Tslepnone RUMBEL
: 701y _ 7141330
216 Fax number of localiakternate agent : ( ) N i
[ jstmy m ©
217 E-mail of localialternate agent o | ism@commizwgroup.com . - e
- o : . a1 \street 1 1483 Chain Bridge Road City Moloen
215 Complete business adeiress of loval/alternale st " 2ip 21

agent for hand servize of doguments

! Street 2 Swie 301
! Street 3

STATEMENTS IN THE WORKEH

EET CAN 3E PUNISHED 8Y FINE OR MPRISCNR

ENT UNDER TITLE 18 OF THE UNITED STATES COODE, 18 U.S.C. 5100

PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE

FCC Form 498-A
Apri 2005




2005 FCC Form 499-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet

Block 2-C; FCC Reglstration and Contact Infarmation

Cartiers must rafile Blocks 1, 2 and 6
if there are any changes in this section. See Instructions,

219 FJ»S!’ 499 ID [‘rom Llne 101\

8&&&1@

220 Lega) name of reparting endily (from Line 107)

Compass Global, lrac

22* Chief Executive Officer {or, highest ranking campany officer

First

Dean

o ! Last Cary
q the filing entity deas not have 3 chief executive officer) o
222 Business address o individual namec on Line 221 . cheek if same as Line 109 nstreet 1 50 Fice Bivd.. 3rd Floor - .S-t:;et 3 i
Street 2 City wooddlitt La<e St N Zip
1
223 Second ranking company officer, such as Chalrman ; First | ] Last | - |
{Must be someone other than tha individual fisted on Ling 2217 _ | :
224 Business address of individual named on Line 223 check if same as Line 109 l__—! Street 1 Street 3
i
i Street 2 City St Zip
U S i
t S —
225 Thxrd ranl-(mc comoany ofhcer such as President or Secrataty !
{ Must b someone othar ihan individuals listed on p First Last
_Lines 227 or 223} _ I
225 Busme::s acdress of individual named on Line 225 | chack if same as Ling 108 EI Street 1 Street3 T o
H
g Street 2 City 5t Zip
|

227 !ndicaie junsdmlcns in which the fling entity provides telecommunications service.

and jurisdictions in which izlecommunications service is likely to be provided in the next 12 moanths,

lj Guam

[ Amarican 3amoea

D Arizona :I IHinois

D Arkansas [:] indiana

D California lowa

] Coorado [ ] Jobnstan atoll

D Connecticut D Kangas
Delaware ] Kentueky

[j District of Columbia D Louisiara

D Maine

Florida
D D Marytand

E] Georgia

[} Massachusetis

U

New Jetsey

[£] New Yok

D Norh Carolina

[} North Dakata

[ Nennern Mariana Islands

D Chio

[:] Oklahoma

[ ] Oregon

D Pennsylvania

|:] Fuerlo Rizo
Rhode Isiand
South Caralina

D South Dakota

Michigar
Midway Atoll
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
MNevada

New Hampshire

D New Mexico

D Tennessee

(7] Texas

D Utah

[] u.s. virgin Islanas

{1 vermnont
virginia
Wake Island

D YWashingten

]:] West Virginia
Wisconsin
Vyaming

07477

Include jurisdiztions in which elecommunications service was providged in the past 15 months

PERSONG MAKING WILLFUL Fi

LSE STATEMENTS I THE \WORKSHEET CAN BE PUMISHED BY FINE OR IMPRISONMENT UNDER TITLE

46 OF THE UNITED STATES CODE, 48 US.C, §1001

FCC
April

Faom 489-A
2005




2005 FCC Form 499-A Telecommunications Repdrting Worksheet

Page 4
Block 3; Carrier's Carrier Revenue Information

301 Filer 489 (D [from Line 101] %’&@ ;l \ A e
302 Legal rname of reparting entity (om Ling 102] Campass Gloval. hc. T e
Repo billed revenues for January 1 through December 31, 2004. If breakouls are not booy Breskouts
Do rot report any negatlve numgers, Dollar amounts may be rounded to Votal amounts, enter whole
the nearest thousand dollars, However, report all amounts as whole dollars. Revenues percentage estimates Interstate Internatioral
. Interstate | International Revenues Revenues
___3ee instructions regarding percart intesstate & international, (a) (b} (g} (i (e}
Revenues from Seivices Frovided for Resale by Qther Contributors o RN EE R R = e
Eederal Universal Service Support Mechanisms
Fixedincd senite
Menthly sarvice, 1ocal calling, connection charges, vertical features, i !
and ather local exchange senvice including subscrber line and | |
FICC charges lo IXCs , E
303.1  Provided as unbundled network giemanis (UMES) | 30.00 w00 000 sao | 1.0
4032 Provided under other arangements | 000 ™ o ] weo | T " oo
Ber-minJte chargas for originaling or terminating calls T : )
304t Provided under state or federal accese tariff 3980 0.00 0or 16402 | . s060
304.2  Provided as unbundizd retwork elements or othar contract arrangement s0.00 000 060 500 t0.00
205 Local private Line & special access service $0.00 s e :n,o'u“|—'mm C T $0.00
305  Paypnone compensation from (ol carmiers s0.00 00 0w | s¢.00 E s0.00
307 Other josal telacommunications service reventies i 50,00 009 l 0.00 ! 10.00 32,00
5 Universal sarvice support revenuas recaived Tom Fedaral or state sQUILES 30.00 k 0o } 9.00 [ 5000 |
Mabie.gervices. (g uging witeiass lelenhony, gaing & messaging, Anc S RAAIC SEOACES ' | i
302 Monthly, activation, ard message charges exceft ol BN 240 | LY. 50.00 | $0.00
Toli sqvices ) ‘ . \ I i
310 Opearator and toll calls with sltemative billing rrangements {creait ‘ 1 ] o sc.00
card, callect, international cali-back, ete.) s0:00 | 0o | o.00 00 oo
311 Ordinary long distance (direct-dialed MT3, customer tokl-fre_e (8007888 E |
glc.) service, “10-10" calls, associaled monthiy account maintenance, | . oo | soce
PIGC pass-through, and other switched services not reperled above) s0.00 | 0.00 00 : N o | soe
- ; ; " | X ! H $0.00 10.00
412 Long distance private line services | s0.00 | 000 LI 3 ! . R L
- . 50.00 b0 ceo | S0 [ s e 0
313%-4._‘_?—#—————-—-*“—- 3000 | 0.00 aeo | oo | e
314 Al ather long istance services ‘

i i i i iated
i t rotain the Filer 469 1D and contact information for the associa
. . ; uetions, for all revenues reporiad on this pags, you mus e ) ! sesociated meris
Hote: As statee T ﬂmﬁ'ns"t‘r\;l t'tlwat sach of these customers is a diract contributor to the federal universal ugrvice support meé.hamsm ar:i:;\a{sag B e
oustomers, Y00 mI:S . Vena?’e as telecommunications. Theso records must be made available to the administrator or the FGC upon request.
i rres . must
purchasing sesvice 1o

N THE WORKSHEET -CAN BE PUNISHED 8Y FiNE R IMPRISCHMENT UNDER TUTLE 18 OF THE UNITED STATES COOE, 18 U.S.C. §1007

FCO Form 499-A
April 2005

PERSOMS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS
e

et




2005 FCC Form 499-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet

- Page 5
Block 4-A: End-User and Nonij" l2 ions Revenue Tnformation 2
404 Filer 459 1D [from Line ) T 83-(0 Al sttt e e
207 Legalname of reporting enlity [from tine 1621 T Compans v me o T T o
Report bilied revenues for January 1 thraugh December 31, 200¢. ‘ | ¥ braakouls are not book; T Breakouts
Qo nal report any negaiive numbers. Dollar amounts may be reunded o Total | amounts, enter whole
the ncarest thousand dollars. Howevet, report aff amounts as whole dofars, Revenes | percenlage estimates__ Interstale international
See instructions regarding percert irterstate & international. ’ Intarstate | International | Revenyes . Revenues
: (@ (b} @ ) j tg)
Revenues from All Other Saurces (end.user telecom. & non-telecom.) | i T e
403 Surcharges or other amounis or dilis idenlined as recevenng ) 5 X LR €000 0 an
State or Fecdera® universal service centribution :
Eixed focal sEoices S
Monthly service, local caliing, connection charges, verlical features,
and other local exchange service charges except for federally
tariffed subscriber line charges and PtCC charass ,
A04.1 Frovided at a {lat rate including interstate toll se~vice . ¥o.00 LL o0 $0.60
4043 Provideg without intersiate tofl indluded (see instructions) : 50.00 .00 000 ! <0 00
405 Teriffed subscriber line charges and PICC charges levied by a local : ' R
axchange carrier on a no-PiC customer 5000 0.0 008 50.00 | $0.00
408 e ling and’ access service 1200 | 0.00 .00 wes | so.03
407 Payphons coln rever cal and fong distance) 3000 o0 0.00 000
406 Other local telecomraunizations service revenues i 5060 | 0.00 200 $0.00
Ninhile sraces fnaldicy wireless (ploah cny._ps7iog & messaging. A0t Ber ekl senices! T
409 Monthly and aclivation charges $0.30 o0 .60 _ - 500
440 Nessage chargss including roaming, but excluding toll charges $0.0¢ .00 wuu @ w200
Tol senizes ) ' |
411 Prapald calling sad (including card sales lo cusiomers ! i |
and non-czrier distributors) redorted at face vaiue of cards E 52.00 o | 0.0 ! s000 | _ _wa
412 International calls that beth originate and tarminate in foreign points l so,ool 0% l 100% | - L s0.00
413 Operator and toll calls with arernative biling arrangements (credit | ‘\ i '
card, goliect, international cali-back, elg.) other than revenues ; sooof oo | somo 0.0
reparted cn Ling 412 L T S i
414  Grdinary long distance (direct-dialed MTS, customer toll-free {8C0/888 : .
ete.) service, "10-10" ca!\ﬁ,:sscm.?\:d ;nonrl\::;;ezc:;lurn:p:;;njear;ir:’c:). : $5.530.644 00 ! 336 ‘ 4873 51585800 | $5.304,908.00
- ne er swiichea s& ' R S e e
-PiC_C:-Qasstr_mEgh actSerwces G s T e e Ty 009 | oo ! $a00 oo
U - ihe . ) | - . S
at5 Lengdisance prvale Ine Senies e e o T T 3 I
416 Satellite 88VILRS e e e -—f——--"—r——‘_"“'—‘_“‘— so00 | 200 l 2ot . 2000 '{ e
417 Al other iong disfance senices WI—Tf - [~ ]
e T T . P & '
4418 Revenuas other han .5, telewmmumcatmns revenues. 4 culiection ‘ E .I
information services, nside ¥Aing maintenance, billing and coliectio l . | I
customar premises equipment, published directory. cark fiber, Inemel
access, cable TV program fransmission, {grelgnﬂcilr;?gnospfFan‘ﬂnﬁ‘ \ §49,814 808,00 \ R e i i USEI ey ———
! et ranu 0. 10 - T| TATES C ‘ e
and non-feiscommunicatons (EvenS: S S5 PUNGHED 57 FINE OR NPRISONVENT UNGER THLE 18 OF THE UNITED STATES

SE STATEMENTS IN THE WORKSHEET

= 1 -h
PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FAu ECC Form 49%

Aprit 2008




2005 FCC Form 499-A Telecommunications Repotting Worksheat

Block 4:B: ToizglRevenue and Uncollzetible Revenue Information o 5299 8
] Toal . Breakouts L
I o'l . . Interstate ] fnternational
Revenues ' Revenues Revenues
— | (&) o : {d) I . (e)
419 Gross billed revenaes from all seurces fincl. reselles & non-tetecom.) ! ' o TR ’
[Lines 303 through 214 plus Lines 403 through 418] ; $19,343.504.00 : $105.856.00 | $$.201,500.00
420  Gross universal service contribution base amOLns es «‘-03 T cs T . ! .
i H .51 ada
through 411 Lines 413 thraugh 4171 See Figure 4 in instructions. i fas e 10585600 | $8.301,508.00
421 Uncoliectible revenuesbad debt expense associated with gross T ‘ J‘
billed revenues amounts shown on Line 418 5000 . : $0.00 £0.00
422 Uncollectivle revenuesbad debl expense associaled with universal . T _i; e
service contribution base ameunts shown on Ling 420 $9.00 ¢ $0.00
423 Net universal service contribution base revenueés o AR
[Line 420 minus line 422) $185.858.00 | $5.001,900.30
Blogk 5. Addittenal Revenue Breakouts \ TET A
501 Filer 46810 [frem Line 101]
502 Legal name of reporting entity [from Line 102) Corpess Glzbdl, Inc. o
Most filers mus; contribute 1o LNP administration and must provide the percentages requested in Lines 503 through 510. T
Filing entiies that use Line 503 ‘o cerify that they are exempt from this raquirement nead not provige this information. i Block 3 “ " Bloex &
Perceniage of revanues reporfed in Block 3 and Bioek 4 billed in each region of the country, Round or ‘ Carrier's ! End-liser
astimate to nearest whale percentage. Enler G if ru service was provided in the region. 1 Carrlgr . Telecom.
e . e e e e (@l N S &
5037 Southeas::  Alabama, Flordda. Gearg:a, Kentucky, Louisiana, wlississippl, North Carolina, o,
Puertc Tice. Sauth Carclina, Tennesses, and U.S. Yirgin Islands
504 VWestern: Alaska, Arizona, Coloradoe, |éaho. lowa, Minnesota, Mgniana, Neb-aska, New Mexico, o,
Narth Dakota, Oregon, Soulh Daketa, Utah, Washingten, and Wyorning
"""" G e Coset Calfora, awalh, Navada, Amancan Samos, Guam, Johnsion Aol Migway At °’°
Morthern Manane !slands, and Wake island.
ﬁ_Sﬁg--Fﬁﬂiﬂfaﬁ{iéf-_B'gféWE;éT.DWs:(rf'c-t' of Calumbia, Maryland, New Jsrsey, Pennsylvania, Vieginia, and %
%
""Cnnnecii_cut:?\?Iai'né_."Mas's';é'Eivhsettg.'N'é'»ii'i?'fé'r'hpshi:e‘ tJew York, Bhooe Island, and Vermont 0o %
Arkansas, Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma, and T c;
. il atitviiviniuth g tor s P o %

1 [ﬁerceniagesmus‘zdcioﬁ or 100, e I . o
7‘*1-4. ’ Re‘uenues-frﬁm.;esel!ers that do not ¢contribuie tc Unwersal Sarvice support machanisms are_lincl_udgd In Giock 4=B, Line 420 out Taibzf;:éuiﬁg ;i(l;,:«,hzs .
o flers TRS *dANéA LMF. and FCG interstate telephone service provider regulatory fee coniribution oases.dT:;hhar:ecgwe;sue;?;;?nsm,: iudes - the fler
: e 'suen i i ve In your records the
ootion of identifying such revenues Relow. As stated in the instructions, you must ha ¥ o

N . i a) BT L S,
whose reventes are included an Line 511, (See instructions.) Total R(evenues i Interstale and International

Tol

1o Universal Sepvice I's 'S

HE WORKSHEET CAN BE PUNISHED 2Y FINE OR IMPRISONMENT UNDER TTLE 18 OF THE UMTED STATES GODE. 18 U.S.C. §1001
- ) FCC Form 498-A
April 2005

Revanues from resellers that do not contribute

PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS T

ity it




