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Dear Mr. Richenaker

Following the last Virtual meeting of the IMSI Oversight Committee, on April 29, 2004    the Caribbean Telecommunications Union  (CTU) sought to identify some of the concerns of Caribbean regulators and administrators relating to the use of US HNI’s in Caribbean countries.

The following is a listing of the issues which need to be addressed to the satisfaction of the Caribbean stakeholders:

1. Why is it necessary to use foreign HNI’s in light of the fact that the ITU has issued HNI to many countries of the world?

2. Caribbean states view it as a matter of national sovereignty that the mobile operators in their countries use the HNI’s assigned to the respective countries.

3. The identification of mobile calls as originating from a particular Caribbean island should be possible.

4. The issue of division of revenues for incoming and outgoing calls on the mobile operator’s network.

5. How will the subscribers of a specific island on a specific network be identified if foreign HNI’s are used?

6. While roaming is welcomed, it is not to be made seamless at the expense of loss of identity and revenues which may be rightfully due to the governments of the Caribbean.

7. Are country HNI’s being made redundant if foreign HNI’s are to be permitted

8. Technical issues need to be identified and permanent solutions agreed to by all parties concerned.

We also note that the proposed change to the IMSI Assignment guidelines ( April 8, 2004 IOC Action Item) focuses on the use of the MSIN of US HNI’s in the NANP country if permitted rather than the use of the US HNI’s if permitted by the NANP country. It follows, if our understanding is correct, that if the US HNI is permitted for use in a NANP country, then the MSIN’s in that HNI must follow. 

What is the intent for requesting this change?

The Caribbean Telecommunications Union wishes to ensure that should a NANP country decide that the US operator using a US HNI by permission be requested at a later date to use the HNI of the country, that the revocation process does not result in lengthy litigation.  There should be language in the guidelines to ensure that the conditions are clearly identified under which the usage of the US HNI’s can be revoked without undue litigation.

We look forward to discussing these issues further.

Lincoln Robinson

