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TELEPHONIC PROCEEDING

JULY 13, 2026 - 11:31 A.M.

*  *  *  *  *

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE MATHEWS:  The 

Commission will come to order.  

Good morning.  Today is Wednesday, 

July 13th, 2026.  And this is just the time and place 

for a quick telephonic status conference in 

Application 25-02-004, the Application of the North 

American Numbering Plan Administrator on Behalf of the 

California Telecommunications Industry for Relief of the 

626 Numbering Plan Area.  

My name is Suman Mathews.  And I am the 

administrative law judge assigned to this proceeding.  

And Commissioner Matthew Baker is the assigned 

commissioner to this proceeding.  

Let's just go ahead and quickly take the 

appearances of the attendants today.  For the record, 

could you go ahead and quickly speak your name and spell 

your name again for the record and for the court 

reporter?  

Go ahead, Ms. Miller. 

MS. MILLER:  Yes.  This is Kimberly Miller, 

M-i-l-l-e-r.  And I'm representing the North American 

Numbering Plan Administrator, also known as NANPA.  
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And with me today is Florence Weber, W-e-b -- 

just one B -- b-e-r.  And it's -- she's the director of 

the NANPA. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Thank you. 

And, Mr. Culver, do you want to go ahead and 

give your name for the record as well?  

MR. CULVER:  Sure.  It's Ian, that's I-a-n, 

Culver, C-u-l-v-e-r.  And I'm with the Commission in the 

Legal Division. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  All right.  Thank you. 

The purpose of today's status conference is 

just to advise the parties of the Commission's tentative 

position on this proceeding.  As we know, the -- NANPA 

filed its application in February 2025, with a projected 

exhaust date of Q4 2027 for the projected exhaust date 

of the November 21, 2025, NANPA filed a supplement, 

which gave an updated projected exhaust date of Q1 2029 

for the 626 NPA.  And then just recently, in April of 

2026, NANPA filed another update or supplement giving a 

projected exhaust date of the 626 NPA out in Q1 of 2030, 

which is about less than four years of where we are 

today.  

And so, as with Application 24-05-011, the 

Commission intends to dismiss the proceeding without 

prejudice due to the fact that the roughly four-year 
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time span until exhaustion is just simply too long to 

warrant keeping the proceeding open for various reasons 

that affect the Commission and how its -- how it manages 

its proceedings.  So, the rationale is -- for the 

dismissal, is just solely due to the fact that the 

exhaust- -- exhaustion date is so far out and not due to 

any material or structural issues with the application.  

Once the issue of exhaustion is ripe, the Commission can 

then move the proceeding forward very quickly. 

So given that the Commission's intent to 

dismiss the application without prejudice is the plan 

going forward, I just wanted to determine if NANPA would 

be willing to waive the comment period in this case.  

Since NANPA is the only party to the proceeding, if 

NANPA is willing to waive the comment period, then the 

Commission would issue the dismissal without comment.  

So, I wanted to just hear from NANPA on this issue.  

Ms. Miller, would you like to provide any 

comment and, also, advise whether NANPA would be willing 

to waive the comment period?  

MS. MILLER:  Okay.  Yes, your Honor.  

First, I would like to ask if the Commission 

would consider suspending the proceeding, as opposed to 

a dismissal?  Because there has been a lot of work done 

by NANPA and the industry and, indeed, the Commission 
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staff in this proceeding.  And we would, you know, like 

to avoid a situation where we might have to duplicate 

all those efforts again.  

And, also, just to shed some light on the 

exhaust date:  It's not static.  And, you know, it -- 

depending on demand from the industry for numbers, that 

exhaust date could move forward or back again.  So given 

the time and effort that's already been put into this 

proceeding, we thought we would recommend to the 

Commission to suspend.  And then when we get closer to 

time to begin relief again, and we can consult with the 

Commission on that as well, we could move to -- move it 

out of suspension. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  So, I know that came up in the 

last proceeding, when the comments did come in after -- 

that came up in the A.24-05-011 proceeding after the 

dismissal was issued.  I would like to know why the 

suspension is preferred.  Does it have to do with the 

filing fee?  

Or in the case of A.24-05-011, it looks like 

what you are seeking in that case is -- or that 

proceeding -- is that the Commission waived the 

requirements for certain events to be repeated.  So, 

you're going -- and I believe the Commission had 

discussed the possibility of certain events that have 
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already been completed, with respect to A.24-05-011, 

will be -- will be deemed completed for the purpose of 

the new proceeding for the 657714 NPA proceeding, the 

new one.  So why in this case would you not be able to, 

you know, follow that same route?  

Like, why are you seeking suspension -- Or 

what's the advantage to you of suspension versus 

refiling?  

MS. MILLER:  We would need to kick off relief 

again.  And, you know, if things stand as they are, 

again we would need kick off relief again in first 

quarter of 2027, if dismissed.  

And, Ms. Weber, I think you could maybe shed 

some light on all the work that the industry and NANPA 

does leading up to the filing of an extension or 

application in this case. 

MS. WEBER:  Yes.  So, we have to kick off 

relief 36 months prior to the projected exhaust date, 

which would require NANPA to convene the industry to 

determine what the relief plan would be; and in this 

case, an overlay.  And then we would refile a new 

application in support of relief for the 626 NPA. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  When you -- 

MS. WEBER:  And what we're trying to avoid 

is -- oh, sorry. 
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ALJ MATHEWS:  No, go ahead.  Go ahead --

(Crosstalk.) 

MS. WEBER:  Yeah.  I mean, that's pretty much 

the reason why we're requesting the suspension, rather 

than the dismissal.  Just to avoid any additional work 

both by the Commission staff, the industry, as well as 

NANPA.  And it's really just duplicating the work that's 

already been done, with the exception of showing what 

the new exhaust date would be in the 626 NPA.  But 

relief would still be needed. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  But when you say, "Kick off 

relief again," what does that entail exactly?  

MS. WEBER:  That means we would gather the 

industry, as well as Commission staff, hold a meeting, 

refile a brand new application -- so we would take the 

application, modify it based on the information as it 

stands at that time, and then review it with the 

industry, and then file accordingly.  And it's similar 

to what we did for the 657714 proceeding. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  In that proceeding, did you have 

to kick off relief again?  Or were some of those -- was 

that -- was that event deemed completed for purposes of 

the new proceeding, because you had done it for the old 

proceeding?   

MS. WEBER:  We kicked off relief again for that 
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proceeding.  And we requested at that time for the 

activities that took place, based on the industry, if 

that could carry over to the new application.  And that 

would be the ask here as well, for 626, if this 

application was dismissed. 

MS. MILLER:  Yeah.  And that includes 

notifications that have already gone out to consumers.  

And I think the industry, as soon as an application is 

filed like this, they put notifications in their bill 

inserts and things like that.  So, we feel like it would 

help reduce customer confusion.  

(Reporter clarification.) 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Yeah.  

So, the competing interests from the Commission 

for -- state-side is -- as far as I -- what I'm 

understanding is that, you know, the -- the legislature 

or the -- yeah.  The state, as far as proceedings being 

open for multiple years like this, is disfavored and is 

also something that's not necessarily the process or 

protocol that's followed at the Commission.  So that 

is -- that is the concern of something that is open for 

four years -- a four-year period, like this.  So when 

the applications kept coming in -- or the supplemental 

applications or amendments kept coming in, pushing the 

exhaust date out by, you know, two years then another 
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year beyond that where we're at a four-year period 

beyond that current date, then that's a concern from a 

resource and managerial standpoint, from the 

Commission's perspective, and how operations are run at 

our level.  So, that's the competing, you know, interest 

or factors from the Commission's and commissioner's 

standpoint that I would have to discuss with the 

commissioner. 

But just to be clear, I want to understand -- 

so as far as -- you know, we have this similar situation 

with A.24-05-011, which is now closed.  The 657714 NPA, 

that was dismissed without prejudice.  You -- NANPA 

re-filed that as Application 26-03-026 just recently.  

You re-filed that application.  

And in that application, that -- the 

A.24-05-011 was dismissed without prejudice, because the 

exhaust date was too far out in the future.  At that 

time, it was filed.  When you re-filed A.26-03-026, just 

this year, you asked for certain activities or events to 

be waived that you had already completed in the old 

proceeding in A.24-05-011. 

So why is that something you could not ask for 

again, is what I want to understand or be clear about?  

MS. MILLER:  We can ask for that again.  It 

does still require some duplicative efforts on our part.  
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But we understand that there are competing interests, 

you know, as you just outlined for the Commission.  But, 

you know, because it happened for the first time in that 

case you just referenced, you know, there was some 

uncertainty on our part as to whether the Commission 

would be able to grant such relief.  And now we 

understand, you know, that you can.  So as long as you 

foresee that being an acceptable way to move forward, I 

think we can accept that. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Because, again, I have to 

balance -- or the Commission -- and that -- you know, 

the commissioner has to balance the needs of the 

Commission, with respect to a proceeding being 

considered dormant on the docket for multiple years, 

which this -- which this might be, if it's got a date 

that doesn't -- that -- with an exhaust date that's out 

in 2030, and we're in 2026 only.  

So, that's what I would have to raise with the 

commissioner.  But it is a -- so I'm looking at the 

application for A.26-03-026.  And here, NANPA has 

written that:  

The industry requests that as part of the 

approval for this plan, that the Commission 

waive, to the extent necessary, the need to 

complete activities that were completed as part 
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of the requirements in A.24-05-011, which we've 

dismissed without prejudice in December 2025, 

because requiring these activities again is 

time consuming and costly and -- 

MS. MILLER:  Mm-hm. 

ALJ MATHEWS: -- duplicative. 

So are you saying -- so -- that is something -- 

if we were to dismiss this application without 

prejudice, that is something -- you could seek this 

waiver again, if you have already completed these 

activities; correct?  

MS. MILLER:  Yes, we can.  

I would like to just make sure that we're clear 

on one point, that -- you know, the projected exhaust 

date is, yes, pushed out to, you know, what seems like a 

long amount of time, to 2030.  But we need a Commission 

decision -- I believe it's 18 months prior to that -- 

so, you know, a year and a half.  And then, as we also 

mentioned before, the -- the projected exhaust date 

is -- can be changed.  We evaluate the industry demand 

according to FCC rules every six months.  And that does 

change.  So we do it in other states as well.  

And other states, their particular preference 

is to sometimes keep it on the books.  And that way the 

docket is open, and we can file updates as needed, and 
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that sort of thing.  So that's just sort of where we're 

coming from, we just want to make sure that we're doing 

the right thing, obviously for the industry, but also 

for the Commission.  So we're definitely willing to work 

with the Commission's preference on this. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Well, I will discuss it 

with the commissioner.  Because he has the final say in 

overseeing how this is determined, as far as the scope 

of the proceeding would be concerned.  But let me 

discuss it with the office.  

Just to be clear though, so is the -- this 

update, I believe we got, pushing out the exhaust date 

that -- to Q1 2030, you filed that in April which was a 

few months ago.  So when would the next update be -- 

when would the next six-month update be coming?  Is that 

in October, is my -- I think it's April and October that 

you get those updates; is that right?  

MS. WEBER:  That is correct, your Honor. 

MS. MILLER:  And that was Florence Weber. 

(Crosstalk.) 

ALJ MATHEWS:  And I've been -- oh, one more 

thing is:  I've been working -- as far as I've seen 

these proceedings in the last few -- couple years I've 

been working on them, I haven't seen the date move 

closer; I've seen them only go out further.  So is it 
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the case that -- it seems like there's been a -- in the 

filings you've submitted as of late, there's been a 

reduction in demand so that the exhaust date is getting 

pushed out. 

Are you seeing any reversal in trend -- in that 

trend?  Because it seems like the demand is decreasing 

such that the exhaust date is getting pushed out. 

MS. WEBER:  That is correct.  We are seeing the 

demand lessening, so we are seeing the exhaust dates 

pushing out.  And that could occur again when we 

revisited the exhaust projections in October of this 

year. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay. 

MS. MILLER:  And this is Kimberly Miller again.  

It does happen the other direction.  It has happened in 

the past, so that is a possibility.  But I -- you know, 

Ms. Weber is the expert on what's going on in this area 

code right now. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Okay.  

Well, I understand the commissioner is aware, 

also, of the activities that have been undertaken 

already, as far as the proceeding is concerned -- as far 

as the NPA.  So it's a matter of, I guess, balancing 

that with the timeline of leaving the proceeding open 

and where we need to act considering both of those -- 
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both of those factors.  So I will discuss it with the 

commissioner's office and provide some update once I can 

discuss it with the office.  

But, thank you for your input.  Do you -- do 

either of you or any of the parties or attendees have 

anything else they would like to add?  

I just wanted to give an update of what -- the 

purpose of the call today was to just give an update on 

what the Commission's intention was.  But we wanted to 

also get your input or thoughts on the matter.  So, like 

I said, I will discuss it with the office and see what 

they -- what they think.  

But is there anything else that you would like 

to add today, Ms. Miller or Ms. Weber?  

MS. MILLER:  This is Kimberly Miller.  

No.  I would just say that our overall approach 

here is just to make sure that we're all on the same 

page as to understanding, you know, what the projected 

exhaust means.  And I think we are.  And then, we just 

want to say that we do want the work with the 

Commission.  So that's where we stand.  

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Thank you. 

And, Ms. Weber, did you have anything to add? 

MS. WEBER:  No, your Honor. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  Okay.  Thank you.  
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And anything from you, Mr. Culver?  

MR. CULVER:  No, your Honor.  Thank you. 

ALJ MATHEWS:  All right.  Well, thank you.  

Like I said, I will discuss that with the commissioner's 

office and follow up with an update or a decision, if 

that's the course that we go.  But I will follow up -- 

probably even if there is a decision, I will follow up 

with an email before that to advise you of where things 

are headed.  

Thank you for your time today.  I appreciate 

the input.  We are adjourned.  

(At the hour of 11:54 a.m., this matter 

having been concluded, the Commission then 

adjourned.)

*  *  *  *  * 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CERTIFICATION OF TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

    I, KARLY POWERS, CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER 

NO. 13991, IN AND FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DO HEREBY 
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COMPRISE A FULL, TRUE, AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPT OF THE 
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13, 2026.

    I FURTHER CERTIFY THAT I HAVE NO INTEREST IN THE 

EVENTS OF THE MATTER OR THE OUTCOME OF THE PROCEEDING.

    EXECUTED THIS 4TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2026.

                           ________________________
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                           CSR NO. 13991
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