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B
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W
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.C
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o. E

B
-08-IH
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N
A

L
/A

cct. N
o. 200932080046

T
eleplus, L

L
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F
R
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N
o
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0
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1
5
7
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8
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)
A

pparent L
iability for Forfeiture

	

))

N
O

T
IC

E
 O

F
 A

P
P

A
R

E
N

T
 L

IA
B

IL
IT

Y
 F

O
R

 F
O

R
F

E
IT

U
R

E

A
d

op
ted

: Ju
n

e 4, 2009

	

R
eleased

: Ju
n

e 4, 2009

B
y the C

hief, E
nforcem

ent B
ureau:

I.

	

IN
T

R
O

D
U

C
T

IO
N

1.

	

T
n this

N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for F

oifeiture ("N
A

L
"),

w
e find that T

eleplus, L
L

C

	

("T
eleplus") apparently violated section 214 of the C

om
m

unications A
ct of 1934, as am

ended (the "A
ct")'

and section 63.18 of the C
om

m
ission's rules by w

illfully or repeatedly failing to obtain an international
section 214 authorization before providing international telecom

m
unications service.2 B

ased on our
review

 of the facts and circum
stances surrounding this m

atter, and for the reasons discussed below
, w

e
find that T

eleplus is apparently liable for a total forfeiture of $100,000.

II.
B

A
C

K
G

R
O

U
N

D

2.

	

S
ection 2 14(a) of the A

ct prohibits any carrier from
 constructing, extending, or operating

any line, and from
 engaging in transm

ission through any such line, "unless and until there shall first have
been obtained from

 the C
om

m
ission a certificate that the present or future public convenience and

necessity" require, or w
ill require, the construction, extension, or operation of the line.3

W
hile the

C
om

m
ission has granted "blanket" authority to carriers providing dom

estic service,4 m
eaning that such

carriers need not apply to the C
om

m
ission for such authority before providing dom

estic service, the

47 U.S.C. § 214.

2
4
7

C
.F.R

. § 63.18.

47 U
.S.C

. § 214(a).

' 47 C
.F.R

. § 63 .01(a) ("A
ny party that w

ould be a dom
estic interstate com

m
unications com

m
on carrier is

authorized to provide dom
estic, interstate services to any dom

estic point and to construct or operate any dom
estic

transm
ission line as long as it obtains all necessary authorizations from

 the C
om

m
ission for use of radio

frequencies.").
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C
om

m
ission has not done the sam

e for providers of international telecom
m

unications services.5 R
ather,

section 63.18 of the C
om

m
ission's rules requires that any carrier that seeks section 214 authority "for

provision of com
m

on carrier com
m

unication services betw
een the U

nited States, its territories or
possessions, and a foreign point shall request such authority by application."6 T

hrough this process the
applicant provides the C

om
m

ission w
ith, am

ong other things, contact inform
ation, ow

nership inform
ation,

inform
ation on any affiliations it m

ay have w
ith foreign carriers, certification that it w

ill com
ply w

ith
C

om
m

ission rules, and certification that the applicant is not subject to denial of Federal benefits pursuant
to the A

nti-D
rug A

buse A
ct of 1988. T

he application requirem
ent applies to carriers that resell the

service of another authorized carrier,8 and to dom
estic providers of w

ireless telecom
m

unications service
that also provide international telecom

m
unications service.9

3.
T

eleplus is a Florida-based com
pany that has provided international telecom

m
unications

services since M
ay 2005.10 T

eleplus provides prepaid calling cards that are m
ainly used by consum

ers to
m

ake U
.S. interstate, intrastate, and international telephone calls. T

eleplus sells its prepaid calling cards
directly to consum

ers through the w
w

w
.teleplusllc.com

and w
w

w
.callingcardplus.com

w
eb sites, as w

ell
as through distributors and resellers."

4.

	

O
n February 17, 2006, T

eleplus subm
itted an application for international section 214

authority, in w
hich it stated that it had not previously received authority under section 214 of the A

ct.'2
B

ecause T
eleplus w

as ow
ned by foreign nationals, the application w

as referred to the E
xecutive B

ranch for
review

 for national security, law
 enforcem

ent, foreign policy, and trade concerns,'3 D
uring the course of

E
xecutive B

ranch review
, w

hile its 214 application w
as still pending, T

eleplus represented to the

Im
plem

entation of Section 402(b)(2)(A
) of the T

elecom
m

. A
ct of 1996,

R
eport and O

rder in C
C

 D
ocket N

o. 97-11,
Second M

em
orandum

 O
pinion &

 O
rder in A

A
D

 File N
o. 98-43, 14 FC

C
 R

cd 11364, 11366 n.8 (1999) (grant of
blanket authority is only for dom

estic services and does not extend to the provision of international services).

6
4

7
C

F
R

 §
 6

3
.1

8
.

See id.
8

See id.
§

63.18(e)(2).

1998 International B
iennial R

egulatory -- R
eview

 of International C
om

m
on C

arrier R
egulations, R

eport and
O

rder,
14 FC

C
 R

cd 4909, 4926-27, ¶Jf 38-39 (1999)
("1998 International B

iennial R
eview

 O
rder"). S

ee also
P

ersonal C
om

m
unications Indus. A

ss 'n's B
roadband P

ersonal C
om

m
unications S

ervs. A
lliance's P

et. for
F

orbearance for B
roadband P

ersonal C
om

m
unications S

ervs.,
M

em
orandum

 O
pinion and O

rder and N
otice of

Proposed R
ulem

aking, 13 FC
C

 R
cd 16857, 16881-84, ¶jl

45-54
(1998) (declining P

C
IA

's request to forbear from
requiring section 214 authority for a broadband PC

S carrier to provide international services)
("P

C
IA

 F
orbearance

O
rder"); Im

plem
entation of Sections 3(n) and 332 of the C

om
niunications A

ct, R
egulatory T

reatm
ent of M

obile
Servs., Second R

eport and O
rder, 9 FC

C
 R

cd 1411, 1481, ¶ 182 n.369 (1994) (declining to forbear from
 application

of section 214 to C
M

R
S carriers' provision of international services).

'o See R
esponse of T

eleplus, L
L

C
. to the E

nforcem
ent B

ureau's M
arch 30, 2009 L

etter of Inquiry
(A

pr. 10, 2009)
("L

O
I R

esponse"),
R

esponse to Inquiry N
o. 6.

"S
ee

E
-m

ail from
 A

nteneh "A
lonzo" T

. B
eyene, R

egulatory C
onsultant to T

eleplus, R
egnum

 G
roup, Inc., to

Jennifer R
ockoff, N

ational Security D
ivision, U

.S. D
epartm

ent of Justice and M
ikelle M

orra, International B
ureau,

FC
C

 (M
ay

15,
2008).

12
See

File N
o. ITC

-214-20060217-00099.
'

S
ee R

ules and P
olicies on F

oreign P
articipation in the U

.S
. T

elecom
m

unications M
arket,

R
eport and O

rder and
O

rder on R
econsideration, 12 FC

C
 R

cd 23891, 23919-21, ¶91 61-66 (1997), O
rder on R

econsideration, 15 FC
C

 R
ed

18158 (2000).

2
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D
epartm

ent of Justice and the C
om

m
ission's International B

ureau that it had accum
ulated a custom

er base
of at least 1,000 retail end users and had earned several m

illion dollars in revenue from
 its prepaid calling

card services in calendar year 2007 alone.'4 T
he International B

ureau granted T
eleplus's section 214

application on June 19, 2008 after the conclusion of E
xecutive B

ranch review
, w

ithout prejudice to
subsequent enforcem

ent action by the C
om

m
ission for non-com

pliance w
ith the A

ct or the C
om

m
ission's

rules,'5

5.

	

O
n M

arch 30, 2009, the C
om

m
ission's E

nforcem
ent B

ureau ("B
ureau") issued a letter of

inquiry ("L
O

P
), initiating an investigation into w

hether T
eleplus m

ay have violated the A
ct and the

C
om

m
ission's rules pertaining to the provision of intem

ational telecom
m

unications service.'6 T
eleplus

responded to the
L

O
l

on A
pril 10, 2009.'

III.
D

IS
C

U
S

S
IO

N

6.

	

U
nder section

503(b)(1)
of the A

ct, any person w
ho is determ

ined by the C
om

m
ission to

have w
illfully or repeatedly failed to com

ply w
ith any provision of the A

ct or any rule, regulation, or order
issued by the C

om
m

ission shall be liable to the U
nited S

tates for a forfeiture penalty.'8 S
ection 312(0(1)

of the A
ct defines w

illful as "the conscious and deliberate com
m

ission or om
ission of [any] act,

irrespective of any intent to violate" the law
.'9 T

he legislative history of section 312(0(1) of the A
ct

clarifies that this definition applies to both sections 312 and 503(b) of the A
ct2° and the C

om
m

ission has so
interpreted the term

 in the section 503(b) context.2' T
he C

om
m

ission m
ay also assess a forfeiture for

violations that are m
erely repeated, and not w

illful.22 "R
epeated" m

eans that the act w
as com

m
itted or

om
itted m

ore than once, or lasts m
ore than one day.23 T

o im
pose such a forfeiture penalty, the

C
om

m
ission m

ust issue a notice of apparent liability and the person against w
hom

 the notice has been

See
E

-m
ail from

 A
nteneh "A

lonzo" T
. B

eyene, R
egulatory C

onsultant to T
eleplus, R

egnum
 G

roup, Inc., to
M

ikelle M
orra, International B

ureau, F
C

C
 (M

ar. 13, 2008); E
-m

ail from
 A

nteneh "A
lonzo" T

. B
eyene, R

egulatory
C

onsultant to T
eleplus, R

egnum
 G

roup, Inc., to Jennifer R
ockoff, N

ational S
ecurity D

ivision, U
.S

. D
epartm

ent of
Justice and M

ikelle M
orra, International B

ureau, FC
C

 (M
ay 15, 2008).

'
S

ee International A
uthorizations G

ranted,
P

ublic N
otice, R

ep. N
o. T

E
L

-01280, D
A

 N
o. 08-1441 (rel. June 19,

2008).
16

See
L

etter from
 T

rent B
. H

arkrader, D
eputy C

hief, Investigations &
 H

earings D
ivision, E

nforcem
ent B

ureau,
F

C
C

, to A
m

r Ibrahim
, T

eleplus, L
L

C
 (M

ar. 30, 2009)
("L

O
l").

17
See L

O
l R

esponse.
18

See
47 U

.S.C
.

§
503(b)(1)(B

);
47 C

.F.R
.

§
l.80(a)(1);

see also
47 U

.S.C
.

§
503(b)(1)(D

) (forfeitures for violation
of 14 U

.S.C
. § 1464).

1
9
4
7

U
.S.C

.
§

312(f)(l).
2
0

H
.R

. R
ep. N

o. 97-765,
9

7
th

C
ong. 2d S

ess. 51(1982).
2

See, e.g., A
pplication for R

eview
 of Southern C

alifornia B
roadcasting C

o.,
M

em
orandum

 O
pinion and O

rder, 6
F

C
C

 R
cd 4387, 4388,

9[ 5
(1991)

("S
outhern C

alifornia B
roadcasting C

o.").
22

S
ee, e.g., C

allais C
ablevision, Inc., G

rand Isle, L
ouisiana,

N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for M

onetary Forfeiture,
16 FC

C
 R

cd 1359, 1362,
¶

10(2001)
("C

allais C
ablevision, Inc.")

(issuing a N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for,

inter
alia, a cable television operator's repeated signal leakage).
23

S
outhern C

alifornia B
roadcasting C

o.,
6 FC

C
 R

cd at 4388,¶
5; C

allais C
ablevision, Inc.,

16 FC
C

 R
cd at 1362,¶

9.

3
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issued m
ust have an opportunity to show

, in w
riting, w

hy no such forfeiture penalty should be im
posed.24

T
he C

om
m

ission w
ill then issue a forfeiture if it finds by a preponderance of the evidence that the person

has violated the A
ct or a C

om
m

ission rule.25

7.

	

T
he fundam

ental issue in this case is w
hether T

eleplus apparently violated the A
ct and

the C
om

m
ission's rules by w

illfully or repeatedly failing to obtain an international section 214
authorization before providing international telecom

m
unications service, as required by section 63.18 of

the C
om

m
ission's rules.

W
e answ

er this question in the affirm
ative. B

ased on the preponderance of the
evidence, w

e conclude that T
eleplus is apparently liable for a forfeiture of $100,000 for apparently

w
illfully or repeatedly violating section 214 of the A

ct and section 63.18 of the C
om

m
ission's rules.26

A
.

	

T
eleplus A

pparently F
ailed to O

btain an International Section 214
A

uthorization B
efore P

roviding International T
elecom

m
unications Service

8.

	

W
e find that T

eleplus provided international telecom
m

unications service w
ithout an

international section 214 authorization from
 M

ay 2005 until June 18, 2008. In the
L

O
l R

esponse,
T

eleplus
states that it began providing international telecom

m
unications service in M

ay 2005.27 H
ow

ever, T
eleplus

did not apply for international section 214 authority until February 17, 2006, and stated in the application
that it had not previously been granted such authority.28

M
oreover, even though it continued to provide

international telecom
m

unications service, T
eleplus failed to apply for Special T

em
porary A

uthority from
the C

om
m

ission w
hile its application w

as pending, further aggravating its apparent violation.
Furtherm

ore, in response to the B
ureau's request for a list of all international section 214 authorizations

held by T
eleplus, the com

pany listed only the authorization granted on June 18, 2008.29 T
hus, T

eleplus
apparently provided international telecom

m
unications service w

ithout C
om

m
ission-granted international

section 214 authority from
 M

ay 2005 to June 18, 2008. W
e therefore conclude based on a preponderance

of the evidence that T
eleplus has apparently w

illfully violated section 214 of the A
ct and section 63.18 of

the C
om

m
ission's rules.

B
.

	

P
roposed F

orfeiture A
m

ount

9.

	

Section 503(b)(1) of the A
ct provides that any person that w

illfully or repeatedly fails to
com

ply w
ith any provision of the A

ct or any rule, regulation, or order issued by the C
om

m
ission, shall be

liable to the U
nited States for a forfeiture penalty.3° Section 503(b)(2)(B

) of the A
ct authorizes the

C
om

m
ission to assess a forfeiture of up to $130,000 for each violation or each day of a continuing

violation, up to a statutory m
axim

um
 of $1,325,000 for a single act or failure to act.3' In determ

ining the

2
4

4
7

U
.S.C

.§
503(b); 47 c.F

.R
.

§
1.80(f).

25
See, e.g., SB

C
 C

om
m

unications, Inc.,
Forfeiture O

rder, 17 FC
C

 R
cd 7589, 7591,

¶
4 (2002) (forfeiture paid).

2647 U
.S.C

.
§

214; 47 C
.F.R

.
§

63.18.
27

L
O

l R
esp

o
n

se,
R

e
sp

o
n

se
 to

 In
q

u
iry

 N
o

. 6
.

28
S

ee
¶
4

su
p

ra
.

29
L

O
l R

esponse,
R

esponse to Inquiry N
o. 4.

3047 U
.S.C

.
§

503(b)(1)(B
); 47 C

.F.R
.

§
1.80(a)(2).

31 47 U
.S.C

.
§

503(b)(2)(B
); 47 C

.F.R
.

§
1.80(b)(2);

see also A
m

endm
ent of Section 1.80(b) of the C

om
m

ission's
R

ules, A
djustm

ent of Forfeiture M
axim

a to R
eflect Inflation,

O
rder, 15 FC

C
 R

cd 18221 (2000). T
hese are the

statutory m
axim

a in effect for the period of the apparent violation.

4
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appropriate forfeiture am
ount, w

e consider the factors enum
erated in section 503(b)(2)(E

) of the A
ct,

including "the nature, circum
stances, extent and gravity of the violation, and, w

ith respect to the violator,
the degree of culpability, any history of prior offenses, ability to pay, and such other m

atters as justice m
ay

require."3210.

	

U
nder section 503(b)(6) of the A

ct, w
e m

ay only propose forfeitures for apparent
violations that occurred w

ithin one year of the date of this N
A

L
.33 N

evertheless, section
5
0
3
(b

)
does not

bar us from
 assessing w

hether T
eleplus's conduct prior to that tim

e period apparently violated the A
ct or

our rules in determ
ining the appropriate forfeiture am

ount for those violations w
ithin the statute of

lim
itations.34

T
herefore, although w

e find that T
eleplus apparently violated the A

ct and our rules for over
three years, w

e propose forfeitures here only for violations that occurred w
ithin the last year.

11.

	

W
e conclude that T

eleplus has apparently failed to obtain an international section 214
authorization from

 the C
om

m
ission prior to providing international telecom

m
unications service. A

carrier's failure to obtain the 214 authorization underm
ines the C

om
m

ission's ability to accom
plish

C
ongress' objectives in section 214 of the A

ct. T
eleplus apparently operated as an international

telecom
m

unications service provider from
 M

ay 2005 until June 18, 2008 w
ithout authorization from

 the
C

om
m

ission. W
e therefore find that this apparent violation of the A

ct and the C
om

m
ission's rules w

as
repeated.

G
iven the unam

biguous language of the A
ct,35 the C

om
m

ission's rules and decisions,36 and even
the C

om
m

ission's w
eb site,37 it should have been apparent to T

eleplus that it w
as required to obtain section

214 authority from
 the C

om
m

ission to provide international telecom
m

unications service.

12.

	

In light of the C
om

m
ission's clear requirem

ents, and the im
portant public interest

considerations involving national security, law
 enforcem

ent, foreign policy, and trade policy,38 w
e find that

T
eleplus's failure to obtain section 214 authority from

 the C
om

m
ission prior to providing international

telecom
m

unications service w
as also egregious.

W
e also find that a proposed forfeiture m

ust be large
enough to have a deterrent effect on com

panies w
ith gross revenues com

m
ensurate w

ith those of
T

eleplus.39 P
ursuant to the C

om
m

ission's m
andate from

 C
ongress to consider "the nature, circum

stances,

32 47 U
.S.C

.
§

503(b)(2)(E
).

3347 U
.S.C

. § 503(b)(6)(B
);

see also
47 C

.F.R
. § l.80(c)(3).

See, e.g., G
lobcom

, Inc.,
N

otice of A
pparent L

iability for Forfeiture and O
rder, 18 FC

C
 R

cd 19893, 19903,¶
23

(2003);
R

oadrunner T
ransp., Inc.,

Forfeiture O
rder, 15 FC

C
 R

cd 9669, 9671, ¶ 8 (2000);
L

iab. of E
. B

road. C
orp.,

M
em

orandum
 O

pinion and O
rder, 10 F.C

.C
. 2d 37, ¶ 3 (1967).

47 U
.S.C

. § 214(a).
36

See, e.g.,
47 C

.F
.R

. § 63.12, 63.18, 63.20, 63.21, 63.23;
see also 1998 International B

iennial R
eview

 O
rder,

14
FC

C
 R

cd 4909;
R

egulation of Int'l C
om

m
on C

arrier S
ervices,

R
eport and O

rder, 7 FC
C

 R
cd 7331 (1992)

("International R
esale O

rder").

For exam
ple, the C

om
m

ission's w
ebsite has a list of frequently asked questions about section 214 applications for

providers of international telecom
m

unications services.
See

http:!/w
w

w
.fcc.gov/ib/pd/pf/2l4faq.htm

l.
A

m
ong the

questions and answ
ers are the follow

ing: "Q
uestion: If I am

 m
erely reselling the international services of another

carrier, do I have to file a section 214 application? A
nsw

er: Y
es, including in the case of m

obile international
services.

R
efer to 47 C

FR
§

63.18(e)(2), global resale service."
38

S
ee 1998 International B

iennial R
eview

 O
rder,

14 FC
C

 R
cd at 4915-17, ¶f 15-18;

id.
4939-40, ¶I 72-74.

w
 See

¶
4

supra; L
O

l R
esponse,

R
esponse to Inquiry N

o. 7 (providing revenue data for 2006 through the first quarter
of 2009).

5
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extent, and gravity of the violation and, w
ith respect to the violator, the degree of culpability, any history

of prior offenses, ability to pay, and such other m
atters as justice m

ay require,"4° w
e find that, consistent

w
ith prior precedent for entities failing to receive prior authorization from

 the International B
ureau, a

proposed forfeiture of $100,000 is w
arranted for T

eleplus's apparent w
illful repeated failure to obtain

section 214 authority from
 the C

om
m

ission prior to providing international telecom
m

unications service.4'

IV
.

O
R

IJE
R

IN
G

 C
L

A
U

SE
S

13.

	

A
C

C
O

R
D

IN
G

L
Y

, IT
 IS O

R
D

E
R

E
D

 T
H

A
T

, pursuant to section 503(b) of the
C

om
m

unications A
ct of 1934, as am

ended, 47 U
.S.C

. § 503(b), and section 1.80 of the C
om

m
ission's

rules, 47 C
.F.R

. § 1.80, and the authority delegated by section 0.111 of the C
om

m
ission's rules, 47 C

.F.R
.

§ 0.111, T
eleplus, L

L
C

 is hereby N
O

T
iFIE

D
 of its A

P
P

A
R

E
N

T
 L

IA
B

IL
IT

Y
 FO

R
 A

 FO
R

FE
IT

U
R

E
 in the

am
ount of $100,000 for w

illfully and repeatedly violating the A
ct and the C

om
m

ission's rules.

14.

	

IT
 IS FU

R
T

H
E

R
 O

R
D

E
R

E
D

 T
H

A
T

, pursuant to section 1.80 of the C
om

m
ission's

R
ules,42 w

ithin thirty days of the release date of this N
O

T
IC

E
 O

F A
PPA

R
E

N
T

 L
IA

B
IL

IT
Y

, T
eleplus,

L
L

C
 SH

A
L

L
 PA

Y
 the full am

ount of the proposed forfeiture or SH
A

L
L

 FIL
E

 a w
ritten statem

ent seeking
reduction or cancellation of the proposed forfeiture.

15.

	

Paym
ent of the forfeiture m

ust be m
ade by check or sim

ilar instrum
ent, payable to the

order of the Federal C
om

m
unications C

om
m

ission. T
he paym

ent m
ust include the N

A
L

/A
ccount N

um
ber

and FR
N

 N
um

ber referenced above. P
aym

ent by check or m
oney order m

ay be m
ailed to Federal

C
om

m
unications C

om
m

ission, P
.O

. B
ox 979088, St. L

ouis, M
O

 63 197-9000. P
aym

ent by overnight m
ail

m
ay be sent to U

.S. B
ank - G

overnm
ent L

ockbox #979088, SL
-M

O
-C

2-G
L

, 1005 C
onvention P

laza, St.
L

ouis, M
O

 63101. P
aym

ent by w
ire transfer m

aybe m
ade to A

B
A

 N
um

ber 021030004, receiving bank
T

R
E

A
S/N

Y
C

, and account num
ber 27000001. For paym

ent by credit card, an FC
C

 Form
159

(R
em

ittance
A

dvice) m
ust be subm

itted.
W

hen com
pleting the FC

C
 Form

 159, enter the N
A

L
/A

ccount num
ber in

block num
ber 23A

 (call sign/other 1D
), and enter the letters "FO

R
F" in block num

ber 24A
 (paym

ent type
code).

R
equests for full paym

ent under an installm
ent plan should be sent to: C

hief Financial O
fficer --

F
inancial O

perations, 445 12th S
treet, S

.W
., R

oom
 I -A

625, W
ashington, D

.C
. 20554. P

lease contact the
Financial O

perations G
roup H

elp D
esk at 1-877-480-3201 or E

m
ail: A

R
IN

Q
U

IR
IE

S@
fcc.gov

w
ith any

questions regarding paym
ent procedures. T

eleplus w
ill also send electronic notification on the date said

paym
ent is m

ade to H
illary.D

eN
igro@

fcc.gov
.

16.

	

T
he response, if any, to this N

O
T

IC
E

 O
F A

PPA
R

E
N

T
 L

IA
B

IL
IT

Y
 m

ust be m
ailed to

H
illary S. D

eN
igro, C

hief, Investigations and H
earings D

ivision, E
nforcem

ent B
ureau, Federal

C
om

m
unications C

om
m

ission, 445 12th Street, S.W
., R

oom
 4-C

330, W
ashington, D

.C
. 20554 and m

ust
include the N

A
L

/A
cct. N

o. referenced above. T
eleplus also w

ill e-m
ail an electronic copy of its response

to H
illary.D

eN
igro @

fcc.gov
.

4
0

47
U

.S.C
. § 503(b)(2)(E).

41
InP

honic, Inc.,
O

rder of Forfeiture and Further N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for Forfeiture, 22 Fcc R

cd 8689,
8703,¶35

(2007);
A

D
M

A
 T

elecom
, Inc.,

N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for Forfeiture, FC

C
 09-1,

¶
38 (rel. Jan. 14,

2009);
O

m
niat International T

elecom
, L

L
C

 d/b/a O
M

N
IA

T
 T

elecom
,

N
otice of A

pparent L
iability for Forfeiture and

O
rder, FC

C
 09-26, ¶

25
(rel.

M
ar. 31, 2009).

42
See

47 C
.F.R

.
§

1.80.

6


