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2006 FCC Form 483-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet (Reporting Calendar 2005 Re }

! ——— e —— e EE————
Block 31 Carrier's Carrier Revenue Informanfn

7 FlerZse 10 GomUne 10 FMew
" T30z L_é-g';';l? e of reporting entity [irom Line 192] ~
““fznon biled revarues for Tamuan 1 rough December 31, 2005.

Compess CJL-AT&,@_T_,_

[ breakouts are not DOoK | BreakoLts

Y .. ' Total amounts, enterwhole | e . o i —
Do not report ary negalive aumbers Dollar amounts may be 1ounsea P Rave:ues !  eaniane estimates “ lnte—__ﬁrsiaiu Triarnational
the nearest thousand doilars, However. report 3l amounts 35 whole ootars ; intersiate Intenational l Reverues REVETues
: | . e}
) ) ) i A C d) R
See insituctions i& ardm%-wll [ @ ___. | (b} ; (c} I
e e T e = = N A i
Revenues [rom Services Provided for Resale as Telgcommunications ! i
Ly Other Contributors to Federal Universal Service Support Mechanisms | i |
£ue local seqvice ‘ _ | " . ‘
Monthly service, local calling, connection chargas. verical teatures, ! ‘ i
ard other local exciange service inchuting subscriber Fne and : l I
PICC charges to IXCs i i ;
3031  Provided as unbundled network elemerns (UNES) ! i [ | [ —
a03,2  Provided under other armangements : " l ‘ _. __l-._.
Per-minute charges for originating or leminating calls ! ‘ l ]
a04.1  Provided under state or federal access taniff | T e ———
2042 Provided as unbundled network elements or otber contract amangement | : N . :
305 Lecal private line & special access service i : nE _ .
308 Payphone compersation from toll carriers | : D T ] ~
307 Other local telecommunicalions service ravenues : [ ! | .
308 Universai service supdcrt revenues received from Federsl or state sources | .
2 servipas fncludinn wirele phony. o e mess gathe ‘
308 Monthly, activation, an¢ message charges excep! toll
Toui setyices |
310  Operator and toll calls with aiternative biling arrangements (credit |
card, collect, internatianal call-back, etc.} !
311 Ordinary long distance (direct-dialed MTS, custorner toll-free (BOO/ASEE
etc.} service, "10-10" calls, associated monthty account maintepance,
PICC pass-through, and other switched services no! repened above) : :
312 Long distance private line services :
313" Salelkie services o ’ i
__ 314" Allother long distance services o 5 25, 596, 00b 0339, . i g 9 86 EBE {75, 333, 520

Note: As stated in the instructions, for all revenues reported on this page, you must retain the Filer 49

9 1D and contact information for the associated
customers, You must v

artfy that each of these custormers was a direct contributor 10 the fedsral universal service suppor: mechanism for ¢aiendar year 2005
and that the customar is purshasing service for resale as telecemmunications. These recertds must be mads availabie to the administrator or
the FCC upon request, The FCC website contains information on federal universal sarvice contributors. (See instructions.)

PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS IN THE WORKSHEET CAN BE FUMISHED BY FINE OR IMPRISONMENT UNMEER TITLE 18 OF THE UNITEC STATES COQOUE, 12 US.C 51001
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2006 FOG Form 499-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet (Reporting Calendar 2005 Re )]

VRie_Ven;.ré;from All Other Sources (end-user telecemn, & non-telgcom.)
403 Surcharges or other amounts on bills 1dentified as recovenng
Slate ar Federal unlversal service contnbutmns

Block 4-A: End-User znd Non-Telecommunicstions Revenue Inl’ol mation N . ; o e — T
i St . — -
403 Filer4g9D [fromline 101 . e T e T OleiA - o T
402" "Legal name 'of raporting entity {from rom Line 102] H Q.;:zmpa_ﬂg_ ;:1 breakl;oubtsc?‘i—rﬂ e ————reskouis S
N Repo Giled revenues 1ar January 1 through December 31 2005, " Total | amounts, enterwhole i __ _ ey o e
Do not teport any negative numhers Dofiar amounts may DF.' rounded (o . L atirates Iniersiate : Internationa
the neareZl thausand doVars, Howaver, teport sl amounts as whole dollars. I Revenues |ni1:r;;rl::w‘-l:-emat.onat Feoonats avenuas
interstzte & international, H T et
See instructions regarding percent i " e o B - ] —
o

e

Eixed Jocsl seevices
-) Monthiy service, tocai calling, connection charges, vertical features,
and other local exchange service charges except for federally

taritfed subscriber line charge_. and PICC charges \
404.1  Provided al a fiat rate including interstate (ol service
404,2  Pravided without imerstate (ol included (see instruclions) )
405  Tarifled subscriber line charges and PICC charges levied by a loca) !
exchange carrier on a np-P1C customer

408 " Logal private line & sp special acCaSS SEMVICe e,
407 Payphone cain revenues flgcal and long distance) . :

|
; .
I :
|
L

_:_
|
1
!

408  QOtnerlocal telecommunications service revenues : E
Vo <2 Dl o e et s il | 1 |
409  Monthly and activation charges -
410 Message charges including roaming, but excluding tal! charges B B .

- - \
411 Frepald ealling card (including card sales o customers . :
and non-cartier distributors) roported at face value of cards 3 24,0329, 253 1 3.12 | qi.88 708, zoH Z8, 1249 "“;EL_

412 inlemational calis thal both onginate and terminate in foreign points

413 Operator and toll calls with alternative biling arangements (Credit

) card, ¢allect, intarnational call-back, elc.) other than revenues
reported on-Line 412 . . e o

Ordinary long distance {direct-dialed MTS, customer tol-free (800/888 T ' )
ete.) serace . "10-10" calls. associated monthly account maintenance, ; |
PICC pass-through, and other switched services not reported above) .
415 Leong distance private line services o
416 Satellite services - o
4177 All other 1ong distance services
418

|
=N [
PYEE ] 0% | 100% J_

214

o —

Revenues ather than U.S I1elezommunications revenues, including information services,

inside wiring maintenance, biling and cullection customer premises equipment, published
directory, dark fiber, Inlernet access, cable TV program transmission, foreign carrfer
operations, 2nd non-lelecommunicalions revenues (See msi'ucuons)

PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALGE STATEMENTS IN THE WORKSHEET CAN BE FUNISHED BY FINE OR IMPRISONMENT UNDER TITLE 18 OF THE UNITED STATES CODE, 18 U.

8 Or THE UNiTED STATES COODE, 5 US C.§ 1001
Save time, avord problems -- File efectionicaliy ot hetpiforms, universalservice.org FCC Fomm 499-A
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422 Uncollecticle revenue’bad debt expense associaled with universal
service contribution base amaunts shown on Line 420

i 4 005 Revenues) . "
20068 ECC Form 499-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet (Reporting Calendar 2008 , 7
e
Block 4-g: Tow! Revenue s and U‘"‘t?_'_lfi‘jble Revenue Information : . Blr'eakouts B —
: 1 Intersiate jnternationa
i rotal Revenues ] Revenues
‘ Revenues \ o )
_ —_—— . [N N, . =
.419 Qross il L.l;_lcv‘.nux:a fiom a" sources (inel reseller & non-telecon.) I l § JEb HRE —,5;-1 RN
[Lines 303 trraugn 314 pus Lines 403 ‘r‘ngh 418] ) o L L : o
420  Gross Uriversal service contribution pase amounts fLines 4(?3 ) 4 qof, zoH 2% 134, o445
through 411 Lines 413 through 417} See Figure 4 in instructions. 1 :
421  Uncoiectibie revenvel/bad debt expense asscoiated with grass :
billed revenues amounts shown on Ling 413 [See Instructions Page 26) | . i
i

423 Net eniversal service contribution base revenues
[Ling 420 minus line 422)

1
1

I 9 29.0%9.253% ‘

L 4 8%, 204 28, i3k, 089

Block §; Additional Revenue Breakouts

501 _Filer 235 1D_ffrom Line 101] ;
_ 502 Legal name of reportng entity_[rom Line 102) | »

Filers that repar revenues in Blogk 3 and Block 4 must provide {he percentages requested in Lines 503 through 510.

See page 27 of instryctions for limitad exceptions. Block 3 | Biock 4
Percentage of revenues reported in Black 3 and Block 4 hilled in each region of the country. Round cr Carrier's End-User
estimate to nearest whote percentage. Eater O if no service was proviced in the segion. C?rr)ier Tei(e;)om.

a

503 Southeast  Alabama, Fiorda, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Nerth Carolina, Yo %o
. Puerto Rico, South Carolina, Tennessee, and U.S, Virgin Islards —_ Lo -
804 \Western: Alaska, Arizana, Colorado, Idaho. lowa, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, I % %

_ North Dakota, Oregon. South Dakota, Utah. Washingion, and Wyoming ;
805 West Coast:  Califomnia, Hawail, Nevada, American Samoa, Guam, Johnstan Atad, Migway Atal, % kA

Norihern Mariana Istands, and Wake Island.

506 Mid-Atlantie:  Delaware, District of Columbia, Maryland, New Jarsey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and ‘ % %
West Virginia i - —
__507 Mid-West._lllinais, Indizna, Michigan, Dhio. and Wiscansin ) o i % 7
508 Northeast.  Connecticut, Maine, MassachuseHs, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode [sland, anc Vermont L Wl %
509 Southwest  Arkansas, Kansas, Missour, Oklahoma and Texas T %% %
._51C_Totai ~— — [Percentages musiadd o 0 or 100 __, o o wl - %

511 Rcvenues from resellers that do not contribute 1o Universal Service support mechanisms are included in Block 4-B. Line 420 but may be =xc|uded from 2
filer's TRS, NANPA, LNP, and FCC interstate elephone service provider regutatory fee cantribution bases. To have these armounts exciuded, the filer nas the
option of identitying such revenues belew,  As stated in the instructlons, you must have in your records the FCC Fiter 438 1D for each customer
whose revenues are inclucded on Line §11. {See instructions.} (8} e ) .

! Tolal Revenues __Interstaie and Intermatignai_
Revenues from resellers that do not contribute to Universal Service |'% :

15
PERSONS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS I THE WORKSHEET CAN BE PUMISHED BY FINE CR IMPRISONMENT UNDER TITLE 18 OF THE UMITED STATES CODE. 18 US.C.§ 1001
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2008 _FCC Form 499-A Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet (Reporting Calendar 2005 Reven ) i s

Hlock §: CERTIF!CAT!ON to be signed by an officer of the filer

I N . e ) o S
601 Filor 4990 fromtne 1ot .l dNew o TS S —
662 Legal name of cepening entity [from Line 102) . ] Lom pﬂﬁﬁ Wl bul, Anc. e

ity claiminy
Secton W of lng instructions provides information o which tynes of reparting entities ars required tc file for which :n.rposes Any_ emfl\‘?i;;:i:r;jnr
10 be exempt from ene or more contribution requirements should so ceniffy below and attach an explanaton, {The Universal Sarvice Homimstratdl
:

will determing which antities meet the de minimis threshold based on informattan provided in Block 4, aven if you fail 10 50 certify, below |

ibuti i NMANPA LNP Admunistiration D
§03 | certify that the reperting entity 15 exempt from cont ributing o0 Universal Service [:} RS D [:l

Provide sxplanation below:

604 Piease mdlcale whether the reporting entlty is State or Lacal Government Entity D LR.C. § 501Tax Exempt D PUHCA § 34 (a){1} Exempt[:!

[Siel] camfy 1hat the revenue data cantained herein are privileted and confidential and that public disclosure of such mfarmation would likely cause substantial harm to the cempetitive
posmon aof the company. | request nondisclosure of the révenue intommation Gontained herein pursuant to Sections 0.459, 52,17, 54.791 and 84.604 of he Commission’s Rules.

i cerlify mail am an officer of Ihe above-named reporting entity as defined on page 28 ofthe instuctions, thal | have examined the foregeing report ang,
to the best of my knowledge, inlormation and belief, all stalements of fact contained in this Warkshael are true and thal said Waorksheet Is an accurate
stateraent ¢f the afairs of the above-named company for the previcus calendar year. In adcition, | swear, under penalty of perjury, that afl

raquestad idertiflcation registration infarmation nas been provided and is accurate. H the above-named reparting entity is filing on &

consolidated basis, | centify that this filing incorporates all of the revenues for the consolidated entities for the entire year and that

the filer adhared lo and continues to meel the conditions set forth in Section 11-B of the instructions.

) 608 Signature

E£07 Printed niame of officer = ] mt Dean ' M oy
BOB_Position wilh reporting entity i President / L EO I ‘ -

609 Business {eiephane number of officer ‘ (2m)} ) - 80I~ 0600 ext -

€10 Email of officer || Required if available ]| | C!eo_f] ch--"*{ & <o pat ﬁﬁgﬁ S
6511 Date | 445 Z ..._.b,..._. - e -

512 Check those that apply: & Onmnal Apnl  fing for year [_] Mew filer, registrafion ey G Reviged ing with updaled registration [_] Revised fling wnh spdaled revenue da:a

D6 not mail Checks with this form, Send :hus éorm to: Form 489 Data Collection Agent cio USAC 2000 L Street, N.W. Suite 200 Washington DC 20036
For additional information regarding this worksheet contact: Telecommunicatiens Reporting Worksheet information: (888) 541-8722 ar via email: _Form499@universaiservice‘crg

PERSCNS MAKING WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS IN THE WORKSHEET CAN BE PUNISHED 3Y FINE CR iMPRISONMENT UNDER TITLE 18 OF THE UNITED STATES CODE, 15 US.C. § 1001

Save trme, aveid problems - file elactronically ot hitp:fforms.universalservice.org - FCC Form 469-A
Apri 2006




EXHIBIT 6

USAC September 11, 2007 Rejection Letter
Re. Compass Global revised 2005 Form 499-A Filing




USAC

Lintzral Servicy

Adkisarilealive Congriny

September 11, 2007

Altn: lonathen Marashlian
Compass Global, Inc.

50 Tice Bivd., 3rd Floor
Woodclilf Lake, NI 07677

Form 499 Filer 1D: 826216

RE: 2005 FCC Form 499-A Revision Rejection

The Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has completed a review of the Revised FCC Form 499-A, thar
you subimirted for ke purpose of revising revenue reported by 826216 Compass Global, Inc. for the period 2004,

Based o ihe information provided, we are unable to accepi the revision because jt was not filed within one year of the
original submission.

Hvou wish to appeal this decision with USAC,; vour appeal must be postmarked no later than 60 days after the

date of USAC’s rejection letter. Appeals postmarked after 60 days from the date of this Jetfer will be
automatically dismissed.

In the event that you clicose 1o appeal the decision, you should follow these guidelines:

Write a “Letter of Appeai to USAC™ explaining why you disagree with this Form 499-Q rejecsion letter and
identify the outcome that you request,

Be sure ta refer to CC Dockel No. 9645 on all comununicaton with the FCC.
The appeal twust identify the Legal Reporting Name” and "Filer 499 1",

Frovide necessary contact information. Please list the name, address, telephone number, fax number, and c-mail
address (if available) of the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with USAC.

Explain the appeal 1o the USAC, Please provide documentation to support your appeal.

Attach a phutucopy of this Revised Form 499-Q Rejection decision that you are appealing,

* Mail yous letter 1o
Letter of Appeal }
USAC !
2000 L Srreet, NW, Suite 200
Wushington, DC 20336

Appeals submitted by fux, telephone eall, and e-mail will not be processed.

The response will indicaie whether USAC:

* Agrees with your letter of appeal, and approves an outcome that is different from the Revised Form 499-(2
Rejuction Letter: or

Jisagrees with your letter of appeal, and the reusons therefore,

If you disagree with USAC"s respanse to your “letier of appeal,” you may file an appeal witl the FCC within 60 days of
the date USAC issued its decision in respense fo your “Letter of Appeal.” Again, please note your appeal must be
postmacked no later than 60 days after the date of the Appceal Decision. Appeals postinarked after 60 days from the date
of USAC’s respaase to your appeal will be gutomatically dismissed. The FCC rules governing the appeals pracess (Part
34 of Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulalions 5d.719 - 54.725) are available on the FCC web site (www._fee.gav).

2000 L Seeel, NAY., Suite 200, Waushingtan, D

C 20036 Voice (888) 641-3722 Option 2, Option | Fax (202) 776-0080

Visit us onling al: ktp:fww. universalservice.org




Flease be sure to seter to CC Docket No. 96-45 on all commiunication with the FCC. The appeal must also provide your
company’s name and Filer 1D, plus necessary contact information, including the name, address, tefephone number, fax

number, and e-mail address of the persen filing the appeal, Unless the appeal is by ECFS, please include a copy of the
decision at 1ssue,

Appeals submitied via the United States Postal Service, should be sent to the address below {TFor security purposcs, hand-
delivered or messenger-delivered documents will not be accepted at this Washington, DC address):

Federal Conununications Commissien
Office of the Secretary i
443 — 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325
Washinglon, DC 20554

Docwments seat by hand-delivery or messenger should be sent fo the following address:

Federal Communications Commission i
Otfice of lhe Sceretary :
2300 East Mampton Drive

Capitol Heights, MD 20743

(8:00 A.M. - 5:30 P.M. ET)

fax. The FCC recominends filing with the ECFS to ensure timely filing. Instractions for using ECFS can be found on
the ECFS page of the FCC web site, Appeals to the FCC filed by fax must be faxed to 202-418-0187. l'?lcc_tron‘:c
appeals will be considered filed on a business day if they are received at any time before [2:00 A M. (midnight), Bastern

Standard Time. Fax transmissions will be considered fled on a business day if the complete transmission is received at
any time before 12:00 A.M.

i

}

i

i

, . 1 7 |

Appeals may also be submitted (o the FOC electronically, either by the Elecironic Comment Filing System (ECFS) or by i
f

i

1

1

1f you have questions or eoncerns regarding this letler, please contact USAC Customer Service at (888) 641-8722 ;
Option 1, Option 2.

Sincerely,

USAC

2000 L Street, MW, Suite 200, Washington, DC 20036 Voice {888) G41-8722 Option 2, Option 1 Fux {202) 776-0030
isit us onlive ut: higp-Hwww, universalservice.org




EXHIBIT 7

USAC September 11, 2007 Rejection Letter J
Re. Compass Global revised 2006 Form 499-A Filing




USAC N\

Universal Service Admirisirative Company

September 11, 2007

Attn; Jonathan Marashlian Form 499 Filer ID: 826216
Compass Global, Inc.

50 Tice Blvd., 3rd Floor

Woodeliff Lake, NJ 07677

RE: 2606 FCC Form 499-A Revision Rejection

The Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has completed a review of the Revised FCC Form 499-A that
you submitted for the purpose of revising revenue reported by 826216 Compass Global, Inc. for the period 2005.
Based on the information provided, we are unable to aceept the revision because it was not filed within one year of the
original submission.

If ish to appeal this decision with USAC, vour appeal must be postmarked no later than 60 davs after the

date of USAC's rejection letter, Apyeals postmarked after 60 days from the date of this letter will be
antomatically dismissed. .

In the event that you choose to appeal the decision, you sheuld follow these guidelines;

*  Write a “Letter of Appeal to USAC” explaining why you disagree with this Form 499-Q rejection letter and
identify the outcome that you request.

* Be sure to refer to CC Docket No. 96-45 on all communicaton with the FCC.
*  The appeal must idontify the "Legal Reporting Name" and "Filer 499 D",

= Provide necessary contact information. Please list the name, address, telephone number, fax number, and e-mail
address (if availabie) of the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with USAC.

* Explain the appeal to the USAC. Please provide documentation to support your appeal,
*  Atftach a photocopy of this Revised Form 499-Q Rejection decision that you are appealing.

+  Mail your letter to:
Letter of Appeal
USAC
2000 L Street, NW, Suite 200
Washington, DC 20036

* Appeals submitted by fax. telephone call, and e-mail will not be processed.

The response will indicate whether USAC:

*  Agrees with your letter of appeal, and approves an outcome that is different from the Revised Form 499-Q
Rejection Letter; or

*  Disagrees with your letter of appeal, and the reasons therefore.

If you disagree with USAC’s response to your “letter of appeal,” you may file an appeal with the FCC within 60 days of
the date USAC issued its decisien in response to your “Letter of Appeal”” Again, please note your appeal must be
postmarked no later than 60 days after the dafe of the Appeal Decision. Appeals postmarked after 60 days from the date
of USAC’s response to your appeal will be automatically dismissed. The FCC rules governing the appeals process (Part
54 of Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations 54.719 — 54,725) are available on the FCC web site (www.fce.gov).

2300 L Strect, N.W.. Suite 200, Washington, DC 20036 Voice (888) 641-8722 Optien 2, Option 1 Fax (202} 776-0080
Visit vs online at: hitp:/fwww.universalservige.org




Please be sure to refer to CC Docket No. 96-45 on all communication with the FCC. The appeal must also provide your
company’s name and Filer ID, plus necessary contact information, including the name, address, telephone number, fax
number, and e-mail address of the petson filing the appeal. Unless the appen] is by ECFS, please include a copy of the
decision at issue.

Appeals submitted via the United States Postal Service, should be sent to the address below (For security purposes, hand-
delivered or messenger-defivered documents will not be accepted at this Washington, DC address):

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 — 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554

Documents sent by hand-del ivery or messenger should be sent to the following address: ‘

Federal Communizations Commission
Office of the Secretary

9300 East Hampten Drive

Capitol Heights, MD 20743

(8:00 A.M. — 5:30 PM. ET)

Appeals may also be submitted to the FCC electronically, either by the Electronic Comment Filing System (ECFS) or by
fax, The FCC recommends filing with the ECFS to ensure timely filing, Instructions for using ECFS can be found on
the ECFS page of the FCC web site. Appeals to the PCC filed by fax must be faxed to 202-418-0187. Electronic
appeals will be considered filed on a business day if they are received at any time before 12:00 A.M. (midnight), Eastern
Standard Time. Fax transmissions will be considered filed on a business day if the complete transmission is received at
any time before 12:00 A.M.

If you have questions or concerns regarding this letter, please contact USAC Customer Service at (888) 641-8722
Option I, Option 2.

Sincerely,

USAC

2000 L Sireet, N.W., Suite 200, Washington, DC 20036 Vaice (888) 641-8722 Option 2, Onption 1 Fax (202) 776-0080
Visit us enling at; bitp:fwww.universalservice.org




EXHIBIT 8

Compass Global Appeal of USAC Rejections of
Revised 2005 and 2006 499- A filings,
November 6, 2007




' I STAMP & RETURN
The CommLaw Group

HELEIN & MARASHLIAN, LLC Telephone: (703) 714-1300
1483 Chain Bridge Road Facsimile: (703) 714-1330
Suite 301 E-mail mail@Commlaw(roup com
MecLean, Virginia 22101 Wehsite: www.CommlLawGroup.com
Writer's Direcr Dial Mumber \Wriler's BE-mail Address
703-714-1313 jsm@@cemmlawgroup.com

November 6, 2007 R EC E IV E D
VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY :

NOV 8 7 2007

Letter of Appeal
Universal Service Administrative Company USAC

2000 L Streer, N.W., Suite 200 Signature ﬂw WW

Washingron, 1).C. 20036

Re:  Compass Global, Inc. - Filer ID 826216 :
USAC Denial of 2005 and 2006 FOC Form 499- A Revisions
Lemer of Appeal to USAC

To whom it may concern:

On September 13, 2007, the Universal Service Administrative Cotporation (“IJSAC’)
refused 10 process the 2005 and 2006 FOC Form 499-A (“499-A™) revisions submitted by Compass
Global, Toe. (“Compass” or the “Company?}. According to USAC, Compass’ revised 499-As were
rejected “because [they were] not filed within one year of the original submisslmn.” See Fxhibis A
and B (2005 and 2006 Revision Rejection leters). Through this letter filing, Compass hereby
appeals USAC's decisions and secks reconsideration thereof for the reasons set [orth herein.

BACKCROUND

On Seprember 5, 2006, Compass improperly and mistakerdy filed its original 2605 and 2006
499-As based on perccived and real pressures exerted by audit staff of the Federal Comnmnicavons
Commission’s (“FCC”) Investigarions and Flearings Division (“IFID”). For seyem! months prior o
September 5, 2006, Compass had been in discussions with audit staff stemming from certain data
requests associaied with Section 64.1195 Compliance Survey letters, issued on June 9, 2006. See
Exhibit C Through a series of communications with audit stalf over the cnsuing ‘moruhs,
management explined that Compass did not believe it was required to register with the FCC and
file 499-As because it provided no retail telecommunications services duning the relevane periods
(Le., 2004 through 2005 revenue years). Sec Exhibit 2. Compass management became concemed
that the THD would open a formal investigation and, without consulting counsel, decided to register




as an Interstate Telecommunications Service Provider (“ITSP”) and submit onginal 2005 and 2006
499-As on September 5, 2006,

Despite these submissions, on May 7, 2007, the THD opened a formal investigation in File
No. EB-C6-1F-3060. Compass subsequently retained legal counsel to represent the _Compafty 1 tht::
investigation. Before responding to the THD’s May 7 Letter of Inquiry, counsel reviewed Compass
business methods and the services provided by the Company. Based on this review, 'CO_UI}S_CI
determined that Cornpass incorrectly reported revenue as “prepaid calling card” revenue m is imual
2005 and 2006 499- As. Counsel advised the IHD of these determinations in responses f@ed Junf; 29
and July 30, 2007. See Exhibits . and F, respectively. On September 4, 2007, Compass filed revised
2005 and 2006 499-As to correct revenue reported in its initial 499-As submitted under durcss less
than twelve (12) months earlier.

Both the 2005 and 2006 initial 499-As erroneously identified the Company as a “prepaid
calling card” provider and included revenue that was incorrectly reporied based on regulatory
classifications that are maccurate, as a mamer of law. USAC, NECA and other FCC Program
administrators’ gencrated invoices which substantially overstated Compass® contribution obligations
based on the incorrecty reported revenue figures. Therefore, a sigmficant poruon of the charges

‘invoiced by cach of the FQC Programs’ administrators is incorrect and not Jawhully owed by
Compass.

On September 4, 2007, consistent with the correct legal and regulatory classification of the
Company’s services, as explained to the FCCs THID in File No. EB-06-[H-3060, Compass filed 1t
revised 2005 and 2006 499-As. On September 11, 2007, USAC rejected these revised 49?-'1\5 due to
Compass” failure ¢o file them within the wwelve (12) month lmitations period on filing 499-A
revisions that result in a decreased USF commbution obligation. Compass believes USACs
determination is wrong and must be reconsidered or overturned by the FCC.

ARGUMENT

USAC should reconsider its decision 10 reject Compass’ 2005 and 2006 499-A revisiorss and
should accept them for processing for the following reasons:

1. 'The revisions were filed within twelve months of their initial submission and therefore
waiver of the limitations period is proper;

2. Inhe aterative, USAC should reconsider its denial because USAC lacks the power to
enforce ~he 12-month imnations period on downward revisions;

3. USAC: failure to reconsider its denial would result in an unfair outcorne and unjawdul
taking of propetty without due process; and

4. TUSACS failure 1o reconsider its demial is an abuse of discredon.

INECA, the adriinistrator of the Telecommurucations Relay Services . (‘TRS’) Fund, zssucd
invoices for Compass’ 2005 and 2006 contribution obligations based on the mmfﬂ _499-;’\5 submm_ed
September 5, 2006. Likewise, Neustar, Welch 8 Company and the FCC (administrators of carrier
obligations to support the North American Numbering Plan, Local Number Portability and Annual
FCC Regularory Fees) 1ssued mvoices based on the erroneous 499-A submissions.

1
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L WAIVER OF THE 12-MONTH LIMITATION ON DOWNWARD 499-A
REVISIONS IS JUSTIFIED

A. Waiver is proper because 2005 and 2006 499-A revisions were filed within twelve
months of Compass’ initial Form 499 submissions

Compass filzd its 2005 and 2006 499-A revisions on September 4, 2006 (received at USAC
on September 5, 2006). The receipt daté is within 12-months of September 6, 2006, the date
Compass initially fil=d fts original 2005 and 2006 Form 499-As.

Waiver of the 12-month limitations period is appropriate in this circumstance because the
underlying policy behind the limitations period is not undermined by USACs processing Compass’
revisions. The FCCs underlying policy is to provide filers with the incentive to correct ervors within
12 months, Refusal to waive the 12-month limitations period and allow Compass’ revision to be
processed is inconsistent wich the FOCs underlying policy objectives. Furthermore, USAC's refusal
to process Compass’ revised 499-As under the present circumstances woukl discriminate agatast
Compass vis-3-vis all other filers. Such a discriminatory cutcome cannot be avoided absent walver
because, by stoctly adhering to the 12-month limir, USAC would eliminate Compass’ ability to
identify and resolve errors in its 2005 499-A, in is entirety. With respect to the 2006 499-A, such
strict adherence to the 12-month limit would reduce the amount of time Compass had to identify
and resolve errors by nearly one-half. These discriminatory outcomes are further Hustrated below:

2004 Revenue Year

Strict Application of Filing Deadlines: Filer Opportunity to Identify and
Correct Reporting Errors:

Imtial 2065 499-A due Aptﬂ 1, 2005
12 Months

Revised 2005 499- A due Apnl 1, 2006

Compass 1mitial 2005 499- A filed September 6, 2036
Zero Momths and zero opportunity o
Cornpass revised 2005 495- A filed September 4, 2007 7 revise because revision deadline passed
before mnitial 499- A filed.

,,,,,, ]




2005 Revenue Year

[ Strict Application of Filing Deadlines: Filer Opportunity to Identify and
Correct Reporting E trors:
Initial 2006 499-A cue Apnl 1, 2006
| 12 Months

Revised 2006 499-A. due April 1, 2007

Compass mmtial 2005 499- A filed September 6, 2606 ﬁ
Less than seven (7} Month opportunity
Compass revised 2006 499- A filed September 4, 2007 1o revise because revision de;%dl'gle
passed less than 7-monchs after inittal

499-A filed.

By comparison to all other filers, which are allotted a full 12-months to identify and resolve
errors, strict application of the revision limitations period results in clear and unavoidable
discrimination against Compass.

The very legal issue raised by Compass” appeal is currently the subject of a Con‘diuonat
Petition for Review, now pending before the FCC. Sce fr the Matter of Heller Infornation Serucs, Inc.,
Reguest for Reviewef the Universal Sevice A drivsstrative Conany’s Rejection of a Reused FCC Form 499-A for
FY-2003, Contingent Petition for Review, WC Docker No. 06-122 (Filed July 31, 2007)(“ Heller
Petition?).

In the Heller Petition, the filer clims w submitted an ernglual 2003 499-A contS_limﬂg
incorrectly reported revenue figures at the insistence and direction of “a representative of Venzon.”
The filer made #ts original 2003 499-A filing on February 13, 2006, years after the 12-month dea'dhi_le
associated with the 2003 499-A. The filer subsequently leamed of revenue reporting maccuracies
the original 499-A and sought to correct these by filing a revised 203 499-A on May 23, 2006.
USAC rejected Heller's revised 2003 499- A based on the same grounds it denied Compass’ 2005 and
2006 revisions — that is, based on application of the 12-month limitations period on downward
reviISions.

As argued in the Fleller Petition, it would be unfair and contrary 10 FCC policy for USAC to
strictly apply the 12-month Himit to Compass. The 2005 and 2006 499-As were the first 499-As ever
filed by Compass; both were filed well after the respective due dates; in fact, by the nme Compass
tirst filed 1ts 2005 499- A, even the 12-month revision deadline applicable to that perniod llqd egpn:e_d.
Hence, strict application of the 12-month limit would mean Compass was under a strict lability
standard when 1t submitted its initial 499-A — Compass had to be perfect, for it had absol_utel}’ no
room for error. Such a strict Hability standard does not apply to any other initiai 499-A filer. All
filers should be ueated equally under the FCC rules, as such all filers must be given a reasonable
opporway to file revisions.

indecd, as argued in the Heller Petition, strict applicanon of the 12-month Lmi gnder. the
circumistances presented here is inconsistent with very reasoning and basis underlying thc,hmm“ons
period. See Federal-Swte join: Board on Uniwpsal Sercice; 1998 Biewwial Regulatory Revews CC Docket No.
96-45, Order, 20 FCC Red 1012 (WCB 2004)(“Form 499-4 Revisin Orer”). In the Form 499-A

4




Revision Order, the FCC stated that the underlying purpose of the 12-month limitations period is to
promote “administrative efficiency and certainty for the contribution systems for universal service”
and to “ensure the stability and sufficiency of the federal universal service fund.”

Under normral circumstances, then, it makes sense to impose a 12-month Limit on downward
revenue revisions because the timing of a filers reporied revenue can impact the amount of
contributions colleced and disbursed for a given funding period. However, the circumstances here
(as with Heiler) are anything but normal and they do not give rise to the same concems. The
downward revisions contemplated by the revised 2005 and 2006 499-As rejected by USAC would
have no impact on the efficiency, centainty, stability, or sufficiency of the contribution systems.

In addition, in the Form 499-4 Reusion Ovder, the FCC found that “twelve months is ample
tiime for a diligent filer to determine what revenues it earned the prior year.” Fom 499-A Reusian
Ordder at 1017. Tt went on to state that “Setting a twelve-month deadline for filing revisions to the
499-A { 1 gives conuributors adequate time to discover errors, while providing incentive to submit
accurate revenue mformation in a timely manner.” Id.

Given this backdrop, Compass submits that in approving the 12-month hm, the FCC did
not mrend w foreclose any and all opportunities to correct late-filed reports, particularly when, as
here, the initial 499-A being revised was filed well after the applicable annual 499 revision deadline.
With respect to its 2005 and 2006 499-As, Compass identified errors and filed revisions within seven
months of initially filing the 499- As; well within the 12-months deemed reasonable by both the FCC
and USAC’s Board of Directors. See Universal Service Administrative Company, Board of Directors
Meeting, July 27, 1999 Minutes. www.universalservice.org/ hoard/ minutes/ board/07279%.asp. And,

rom a procedural nerspective, since the 12-monch limit is the creation of the USAC Board of
Directors, it s within USACs authority to waive the requirement and USAC nced not seek FCC
authorization. Such a waiver at the admumister leve! is appropriate under the present circumstances.

B. Waiver is proper based on unique facts and circumstances

Waiver of the 12-month limit on downward revisions is also justified because of the unuque
factual and legal circumstances presented and because [ailure to do so would result in an inequitable
ourcome.

Compass filed the original 2005 and 2006 499-As at the urging of the FCCs [HD.
Although, at the time, nanagement beheved the Company was neither required 1o register as an
ITSP nor file any Formn 49%s, Compass felt compelted 1o file its 2005 and 2006 499-As in order 10
avoid a formal FOC investigation. Yer despite making these filings in good faith reliance on IFD
audit staff's insistence that such filings were necessary to avoid a formal nvesugarion, the THD
nonetheless instituted an investigavion several momths lacer. It was as 2 result of the formal
nvestigation that Compass ultimarely retamed telecommunications legal counsel and subsequently
determined that its 2005 and 2006 499-As had bezn filed in eror, containing, as they did, erroncous
revenue figures and other inaccuracies.

Cormnpass cannot at {irst be directed by the THD to file its Form 499-As in the context of an
open “audit” or “suwvey of compliance” {and subsequent formal investigatior) and then be refused
an oppo:tunity 1o revisit and redress those filings based on swict application of a procedural




regulation, particularly when, as here, the opportunity for filing a revision 1s entirely obviated or
unduly restricted based on the timing of the initial 499-A filng.

IL USAC LACKS AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE THE 12-MONTH LIMIT ON
COMPASS' ABILITY TOFILE DOWNARDLY REVISED 499-As

In the alternative 1o USACS acceptance and processing of Compass’ revised 2605 and 2006
499-As, either through wajver of the 12-month limitations period established by USACs Board of
Directors or otherwise, Compass hereby challenges the legality and enforceability of the limitations
peniod, generally.

Section 254 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996 (the “Act”), provides generally for the equirable and nondiscriminatory contribution by
telecommunications carriers to mechanisims established by the FCC and the Federal-State Jomt
Board to preserve and advance universal service? Although its existence was not mandated by the
Act, USAC was established at the direction of the FCC as an independent not-for-profi entity with
the sole function of administering the USF and other universal service suppornt programs.”

USAC does not possess any independent authority to create decisional or interpretative rufes
governing the USF programs. The FCC and the Federal-State Joint Board retain full authority and
control over the USF programs, and USAC at ali times remains subject to FCC oversight! The
limited responsibilities delegated to USAC are clear in the rules and regulations setting forth the
scope of USAC's charter. Specifically, Sections 54.702(a) and {b) of the FCCs rules clearly state that
USAC is responsible for administering the USE programs, inchuding billing, collection and
dishursement of USF funds.’ In addressing early conicerns over the role of USAC, the FCC has
emphasized that USACs functions are 1o be “exclusively administrative,”® noting that Section
54.702(c) expressly limits USACs power by stating that USAC “may not make policy, nterpret
unclear provisions of the statute or rules, or interpret the inrent of Congress. Where the Act or the
FCCs rules are unclear, or do not address a particular sitvation, the Administrator shall seek
guidance [rom the FCC™

Despite the fact that TSAC is cleasly prohibited from establishing policy or addressing
uncertainties in the administration of the USF on its own, it has clearly done so n this case. In
denying acceptance of Compass’ revised 2005 and 2006 499-As as explined in is September 11,
2007 letters, USAC has relied on its “previously adopted policy,” approved by the USAC Bc_)ard of
Directors during a USAC Board of Dircctors meeting on July 27, 1999, limiting the period for
carrler-initiated  adjustments to USF submussions.  According to an  Action Item  entitled,

2

47 US.C. § 254,

See Changss 10 the Beard of Directars of the Natonal Ex dhange Carrier Assagation, Inc, Tederal-State
Joint Board on Universal Service, Report and Order, 13 FCC Red ae 25064, 25065-66 at 9912, 14
(1998)(7998 Juirt Board Creer™).

¥ See In the Matter of Fedeval State Joira Board on Unizersal Servce, Report and Order, 12 FOC Red

8776, 9192 at 4 813-815 (1997) (“1997 Jeint Beard Oreder')s 1998 Jornn Beard Oreler at 25065 2 § 14; seg
also 47 US.C. § 254, et seq.

E 47 US.C. §§ 54.702(a)-(b).
1998 Jaint Beard Order ax §15 (responding to corrvreres of BellSouith, Spring and US WEST).
47 US.C. §§ 54.702(c).
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“Recommended Deadline for True-Up of Form 457, USAC:s staff recommended the following to
the Board:

“Ibleginning with the Seprember 1, 1999, data submission; carner initiated requests
for changes in reported revenues be limited to 12 months .. . . Changes o pnor
submissions as a result of an audit of a carrier’s revenue reported on the Form 457
would not be impacted by the proposed limitation.”*

USACs staff offered the following rationale to suppont adoption of the recommendanon:

“Historically, USAC has accepted any changes in revenue information reported by
telecommunications service providers, regardless of when the changes were report'cd.
It is becoming increasingly burdensome administratively o continue accepung
revisions to reported revenue information indefinitely . . . . Each time a change_ is
reported that affects end-user billed revenue, it necessitates sevising the service
provider's billed amounts for the period impacted by the change.”

The adoption of such a policy is completely unauthorized and mapproprate.

First, if USACs 12-month Hmit for acceptance of corrected USF filings is deemed v be
justified and appropriate — which it is not — such a limit was not properly adopted by USAC as an
administrative policy, Rather, if such a rule should be properly adopted, it would require the FCC to
follow its normal notice and comment rulemaling procedures. A 12-month limit is more than a
mere administrative or organizatiomal measure. 1t is a decisional rule with potencially materia}
adverse impacts on contributors as well 25 on the USF as a whole. In Compass’ case, the automatic
ignposition of USACs 12-month limit clearly results in such a materially adverse impact, as estimated

elow:

For 2004 Revenue Year (Reported in 2005 499-A):

| FCC Contribution Revenue | Contribution  Revenue | Difference Estimated Iin} ct]
Program Base as reported in| Base as reported in on  Liability - 0.
initial 2005 499-A revised 2005 499-A Overpayments
st $306,304.00 $185,858.00 $120,446.00 +$10,599.25 '
TRS* [$8,920,86500 $5,487,76600 $3,433,099.00 +$18,126.60
Regulatory | $8,920,865.00 ~[35,487,766.00 $3,433,099.00 + 5748415 - )
Fep®is i N ‘__f ’

2005 Yotal: $36,210.00

g

The specific resolution stated, “RESOTVED, That the USAC Board of Directors direc‘ts
stalf to no longes zccept carrier initiated requests for changes in revenues reported on prior FCC
Form 457 beyond 12 months from the initial submission of the Form in question.” Sez A awon ltem
# aBOD0S5, anached hereto as Exiubit 2.

? See Adtion Tem # aBODOS. :
Application of international reveme excmption results in cxclision of intemational
telecomtmunications revenue from USF contribution base.

10
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" Applicable USE conribution factor estimated to be 0,088 (Q1-8.7%, (Q2-8.7%, (03-89%, Q4-8.9%).
** Applicable 'TR3 contriburion facior was 0.00528.
5 Applicable FCC Regulatory Fee factor was 0.00218.

For 2005 Revenue Year (Reported in 2006 499-A): . o
HCC Contribution Revenue | Comribution  Revenue | Difference Estnna'tf:d. Impact
Program Base as reported in | Base as reported on Liability or
initial 2005 499-A revised 2005 499-A Overpayments
USF=" §905,204 c0 §560,758.00 339444600 | +$36,339.00
TRS™ $29,039,253.00 518,445,789.00 $10,593,464.00__| +956,675:00
Regulatory $29,039,253.00 $18,445,78%.00 $10,593,464.00 +$25,742.00
Fee™** S
2006 Total: $118,756.00

* Applicable USF contiibution factor estimated to be 01055 (Q1-10.7%, Q2-11.1%, (B3-10.2%, (Q4-10.2%). i
*+ Applicable TRS contnbution factor was 0.00535. i
**= Applicable FCC Regulatory Fee factor was 0.00243.

All together, USACS rejection of its revised 2005 and 2006 499-As based on the 12-month
limitattons rule forces Compass o pay close to $155,000.00 (excluding amounts owed for LINP and [
NANP administration) more than it is statutorily required to contribute to USE, TRS and annual
regulatory fees. Such an outcome is confiscatory and extremely damaging to a small, privately-held
company like Compass.

USACs adoption and imposition: of such a rule, withour public notce or comment, that
clearly and demonsirably results in the confiscation of Compass” property “flthl_mt %:JSE cause violates
basic notions of due process under the Fifth Amendment of the US. Consurution.

Second, USACs 12-month policy actually contravenes the mules thgt expressly conteu3p‘late
that refunds will be given, without consideration of any time Limit. Secuon 54713 of the FCCs
rules states that, “{o]ace a contributor complies with the Telecommunications Reporting Work%hﬁﬁt
filing requirements, the Adminisurator may relund any overpayments made by the contributor, less
any fees, interests, or costs””  Therefore, contrary to USACs implication, the FCUC's reguliauons
contemplate that USAC will provde reftds to contributors.  Under such circumstances, USAC does
not possess independent authority 1o thwart the clear intent of the rules by refusing to accept and
process Compass’ revised 2005 and 2006 499-As, the acceprance of which would resubt either m

Y Id

" By contrast, we note thar the Commission has used notice and comment procedures 10
adopt rules for refunds in other comtexts, g, in cases concerning refunds of filing fees paid by
applicants for commercial broadcast licenses. See In the Matter of Applications of Wale Conmumaitars,
e, Ellen R Evare d/b/a Heartland Commricatiors, and BR. Clayton and Martha S. Clayion d/%/a
Middleton Radia Memorandurn Opinion and Order, 16 FCC Red 20708, 20710 at \ (2001}, See af_so
In the Matter of Inplenertation of Section 309(3) of the Comrmnications At — Conpetitiae Buddirg for Corrmrerdal
Broadeast and Instrucsionad Teleusion Frced Seruee Licenses, First Report and Order, 13 FCC Red 15920,
15933 §32-33, 49 (1998

" 47 CFR.§54.713.




tefunds of overpayments or application of appropriate credits to offset Compass’ prospective
funding obligations.

Third, USACs rationale for adopting the policy contmadicts the rules that govemn s
opezations. The 12-month policy, adopted ostensibly to avoid an “administrative burden,” ignotes
the provisions of Section 54713 of the FCC's rules, which specifically permits USAC to recerve
compensation for administrative 1asks. Because USAC is authonized to recover 1ts costs for such
tasks, arbitrary policies adopred to avoid the necessity for undertaking such tasks are completely
unjustified.

Fourth, USAC attempts to support its position by stating that: “We are unable to accept the
revision because it was not filed within one vear of the original submission.” Compass notes the
corollary - namely, that no PCC regulations nestricc USAC from accepting a worksheet, nor do any
FCC regulations govern the process by which it will accept, consider, or reject any worksheets tiled
out-of-time. Thus, USAC is without discretion to reject a corrected worksheet, whenever it 15 filed.

Finally, nowhere is there statatory or regulatory authority cited to support the USAC pobrr‘:y
and nowhere is any indication given that USAC sought public comment or consulted with the FCC
prior to adopting the policy. ‘Thus, the adoption of, and refiance upon, such a policy directly
violated the Administrative Procedures Act and contravenes express limits on USACs discretion.

IMT.  USACs 12-MONTI REVISION POLICY IS ARBITRARY AND AN ABUSE OF
DISCRETTON

Even if USAC is deemed to have the authoriry to adopt policies concerning the filing of
correcred 499-As, the particular policy at issues here is manifestly arbitrary and unfair. As such, 1 1s
a complete abuse of USAC's discretion.

As an initial maiter, USACS policy is striking in its asymmetry. USAC has limited a gamer:s
ability to recover refunds, or adjust the reporting mechanism to accurately portray a contrbutor’s
revenues, beyond a date certain, but has accepted no corresponding limit on its own ability 1o
conduct audits, impose changes to reporied revenues, and collect underpayments.  le s sumply
inappropriate for USAC to have such unequal and limitless discretion to recover revenues from
carriers, while imposing an apparently strict limit on the ability of carriers o obtain refunds.

USAC justifies its policy in part with the argument that there are few indicia of reliability in
Formn 499 revisions beyond the 12-month deadline. However, USAC cannot have it both ways. If
USAC feels confident that sufficient indicia of reliabiliey exist for it to recover underpayments aftera
12-month period, it should possess the same level of confidence that relable indicia exist Iol‘l-‘?UPPQrt
identification of overpayments and refunds due to a cartier, as the FCCs rules contemnplate.

14

By anmalogy, the United States Luiernal Revenue Code permits taxpayers to f_ile any claim fora
refund within three years, 26 US.C. § 6511(a); and corresponding subjects the Intermal Revenue
Service (“IRS”) to a general three year statute of limitations for filing suic for a deficiency
assessment, 26 US.Z. § 65019(a).




Absent a waiver of the 12-month policy here, the USF programs are unjustly enriched 1o the *
tune of more than §155,000.00. Such a result flouts the FCCs directive that USAC recover all funds
due i an equitable and nondiscriminatory manner,” and cannot be justified.

IV.  CONCLUSION AND REQUEST FOR RELIEF

For all the reasons discussed above, we respectfuily request USAC's reconsiderauion of s
September 11, 2007 decisions rejecting Compass’ 2005 and 2006 499- A revisions.

Please contact the undessigned at (703) 714-1313 with any questions concerning this Letter
of Appeal of USAC Decisions.

Sincercly yours,

niathan S. Masashlian

HELEIN & MARASHLIAN, LL.C
The Corriaw Group
Counsel for Compass Global, Inc.

Artachments

15 Sex geverally, 47 US.C. § 254.
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USAC

Uabveral Serie Adknivive itna: Conpran

September 11, 2007

Adtn: Jonathan Marashiian Form 499 Filer [D: 826216

Compass Global, Inc.
50 Tice Blvd,, 3rd Floor
Woodchff Lake, NT 07677

RE: 2005 FCC Form 499-A Revision Rejection

The Universal Service Adininistrative Company (USAC) bas completed a review of the Revised FCC F_orm ;199-!’\ that
you subiniticd for the purpose of revising revenue reporied by 826216 Compass Global, Inc. for thf: Qermd J)Od.f "
Bascd on the wifonuation provided, we are unable to accept the revision because it was not filed within one year of the
original submission.

i vou wish to appenl this decision with USAC, your appeal wrust be postmarked no later than 60 days after the

date of USAC’s rejection letter. Appeals postmarked after §0 days from the date of this lefter will be

automaticaily dismissed.

In the event that you choose to appeal the decision, you should follow these guidelings:

© Write a “Letter of Appeul to USAC” explaining why you disagree with this Form 499-Q} rejection letter and
tdentify the outcome that you request.

* Be sure to refer to CC Daocket No, 9645 on all communicaton with the FCC.
= The appzal must identify the "Legal Reporting Name™ and "Filer 499 1D".

*  Provide necessary contact information. Please list the name, address, telephane pumber, fax number, and e-mail
address {(if avaituble) of the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with USAC.

- Explain the appeal to the USAC. Please provide documentation to suppost your appeal.
*  Attach a photocopy of this Revised Form 499-Q) Rejzction decision that you are appealing.

- Mail vour leder (o;
Letter of Appeal
UsSAC
2000 L Swreet, NW, Snitc 200
Washington, [>C 20036

* Appcals submitted by fax. telephoue call, and e-mail will not he processed.

The response will indicate whether USAC:

e - : torm 490-
+ Agices with your lerter of appeal, and approves an outcome Lhat is different from the Revised Form 499-Q
Rejection Letier; or

» Disagrecs with your letter of appeal, and the rcasens therefore.

If you disagree witlh USAC's response to your “letter of appcal,” you may file ay appeal with the FCC within 6? days of
the date USAC issucd its decision in respouse (o your *Letter of Appeal.” Again, please note your apptal mqsr ’B! dar
postmarked no later than 6C days after the date of the Appeal Decision. Appeals postmarkcq after 60 da}-’s.ﬁ c-)m‘t e Pa[:
of USAC’s response 1o your appeal will be automatically dismissed. The FCC rules governing the ?Ppﬂalh process (Pa
54 of Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations 54,719 — 54.725) are available on the FCC web site (www.fec.gov).

2000 L Sueel, MW, Svitc 200, Washington, DC 20036 Veice (888) 641-3722 Oplivn 2, Option 1 Pax (202) 776-0080
Visit us online at: bitp:/fwwwamiversalservice.org




Please be sure Lo refer 10 CC Docket No, 96-45 on all cammiunication with the FCC. The appeal must also prov:dcfyour
company’s name and Filer [D, plus necessary contact information, including the name, address, telephone number, fax

nuinber, and c-mail addsess of the person filing the appeal. Unless the appeal is by ECFS, please include a copy of the
decision at issuc.

Appeals submiced via the United States Pastal Service, should be sent to the address below (For security purposes, hand-
delivered or inessenger-detivered documents will not be accepted at this Washington, DC address):

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 — 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20334

Dacuments sent by hand-celivery or messenger should be sent 1o the foflowing address;

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

9300 East Hampton Drive

Capitot Helglts, MP 20743

(8:00 AM. - 530 P.M. ET)

Appeals may atso be submilted to the FCC electronically, either by the Electronic Comment Filing System (ECFS; or by
fax. The FCC recommends fiting with the ECTS to ensure timely filing, Instructions for using ECFS can be fou_nd on
the ECFS page of the FCC web site. Appeals to the FCC filed by fax must be faxed to 202-418-0187. I?lcc_rmmc )
appzals will be considered filed on a business day if they are received al any time before 12:00 AM. (1}11d1}ight),‘l;astcrn
Standard Time. Fox wansmissions will be considered filed on a business day if the complete transmission is received at
any time hefore 12:00 A M.

Il'you have questions or concerns regarding this letter, please contact USAC Customer Service at (388) 441-8722
Cption |, Cption 2.

Sincerely,

USAC

2000 1 Sircet, NOW Suite 200, Washiagton, DC 20036 Voice (R88) 64 1-8722 Option 2, Opiion | Fax (202) 776-008¢
Visit us onfine atz hitp Fwwvuniversalservice.org

!




‘-':‘,ri»“‘9 1 ‘f

CENEY e
The CemmLaw Group
HELEIN & MARASHLIAN, 1LC Telephone: {703) 714-1300
1483 Chain Bridge Road Facsimile: (703) 714-1330
Suice 301 E-mail: mail@CommlawGroup.com
Mel ean, Virginza 22101 Website: www.Commlaw(Group.comt

Writer's Direct Dial Nember Writer's E-mall Addices
(703) 714-1313 ism@commlaweroup.com

September 4, 2007

VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Universal Service Administrative Company
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:

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

Name: Compass Global, Inc.
FCC Registration #: 0009-6902-56
Filer ID #: 826216

Compass originally filed its 2005 Form 499-A on or around September 5, 2006, at the arging of

the FCC's Investigations and Mearings Division (“THD”). Compass understands that 1t 15
USAC’s policy to disallow downward revisions to Form 499-A if the revised form is rernitted In
excess of one (1) year from the original filing due date revisions (i.e., changes that would result
in a decreased USF contribution).! However, Compass’ revised 2005 Form 499-A presents &
unique circumstance for which waiver of the one-way ratchet statute of limitations is appropriate.

Filers shall submit any revised FCC Form 499-A Worksheet that wouid
contributions by March 31 of the year after the original filing due date.

Telecommunications Reporting Worksheet at pg. 12; see also, Federal-St
Universal Service; 1998 Biennial Regulatory Review — Streamlined Cor
Requirements Associated with Administration of Telecommunications Re
American Numbering Plan, Local Number Portability, and Universal Service Support
Mechanism; Changes to the Board of Directors of the National Exchange Cart ier Assoctation,

r result in decreased
See Instructions to
ate Joint Board on
uributor Reporiing

lay Service, N orth
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