NANPA/NOWG conference call held on 2/20/2007.

Attendees:

NOWG

Paula Hustead

Natalie McNamer

Linda Richardson

Joanne Edelman

Laura Dalton

Rosemary Emmer

NANPA

Joe Cocke

Tom Foley

Beth Sprague

Al Cipparone

Nancy Fears

Joe Rano

John Manning

Natalie welcomed the group and turned the call over to John.

John and the folks from NANPA went over the information contained in the reports.

1 missed Code Admin application in January was another pooling pass through.  Human error is the only explanation – plain and simple.  No matter how many procedures are in place to prevent this type of thing from happening, it still does.

On the Code Admin Quality matrix:  #2 (Percent of central office codes assigned without code reject or conflict) should be 100% for January 2007.  Beth explained that “cut & paste” is the culprit.  She will change the matrix.

Nancy Fears reviewed the Other NANP Resources items and all items were met.

Al Cipparone reviewed the NRUF items and all items were met as well.

Joe Cocke went over the NPA Relief Planning items:

The WV PSC issued an order on December 18, 2006 directing NANPA to provide further information regarding:

1.
The process to implement area code relief in the 304 NPA

through a geographic split

2.
An updated exhaust date for the 304 NPA

3.
Whether sufficient numbers are available in the 304 NPA

to serve West Virginia residents.

NANPA responded to the WV PSC December 18, 2006 order on January 5, 2007 and a copy of NANPA's response was posted via NAS-NNS after the PSC received the response on January 8, 2007.  (NANPA will provide a revised exhaust date by the end of April 2007 when the next NRUF is published.  

The WV PSC issued an order on December 26th rescinding on a

temporary basis the directive in the December 18th order redesignating the "excluded" rate centers as "mandatory" rate centers in order to give the Independent Group (several independent companies) time to file a petition for reconsideration.

On January 18th the WV PSC issued another order granting a sixty

(60) day extension to the filing deadline in the December 18th order.

On February 2, 2007 NANPA filed a clarification letter with the WV PSC stating NANPA believes it has already responded to the requirements of the January 18th order in our filing of January 5, 2007 concerning the implementation of a split for the WV 304 NPA.  A copy of NANPA's letter was posted via NAS-NNS after the PSC received the letter on February 5, 2007.

On January 23rd the LA PSC requested and NANPA agreed to hold an industry meeting for the LA PSC staff to solicit feedback to an AT&T-LA proposal for RCC and boundary realignment for the LA 504/985 NPAs due to the devastation caused by Hurricane Katrina.  The meeting was held on 2/15/07.  The industry should submit written comments to the PSC no later than 2/23/07.  AT&T modified their plan to a single phase and a 9-month permissive period.  Industry consensus was reached on it. Once the PSC issues an order, NANPA will conduct an implementation meeting and issue a planning letter.

In the Western Region:

1/07 - IL 630 jeopardy rescinded 1/31/07

1/07 - NANPA assisted PSC WI staff on understanding logistics &

timing of relief planning for the 715 & 920 NPAs

1/07 - Letter to PSCW Staff on 1/29/07 concerning WI 715 need

for relief

1/07 - NANPA participated with CPUC in 1 local jurisdiction and

3 public meetings for CA 714 NPA

1/07 - CPUC Staff requested NANPA hold follow-up industry

meeting to CA 714 public meetings to review public comments- scheduled 2/14

2/07 - NANPA participated with CPUC in 1 local jurisdiction and

2 public meetings for CA 760 NPA - 2/5-6.  There will be three more 760 public meetings on 2/21 & 2/22.

On 2/14 NANPA conducted a meeting to review the 714 public meeting input and the industry will review the draft petition to the CPUC on March 6th and NANPA will file it shortly thereafter.

NANPA has received an ALJ proposed decision approving the IL 217-447 Implementation plan - reply comments were due back to the ICC 2/15. This plan sets a trigger of 50 codes for when NANPA should conduct a meeting to set implementation dates.

On 2/15 NANPA received a request for comments from the industry on the UT PSC's decision to go forward with the suspended split of the 801 NPA to be in place by May 2009. The staff is recommending a 6-month permissive and a 3-month recorded announcement period. Comments are due no later than March 30th and reply comments by April 16, 2007.

On 2/17 the IL 815-779 overlay went mandatory dialing - at the subcommittee meeting it appeared this was a successful overlay.

Joe has been shadowing the industry subcommittee meetings for OR-503-, NM-505, IL-815, & IL-630.

Regarding NAS, John Manning reviewed the following:

NANPA had told INC that the implementation date for Chg Order # 9 would be 3/23.  NANPA is rescheduling the implementation and it will now be 4/6 (for the reasons explained below).

NAS support software will be upgraded completely by 3/19/2007.  Notices on the scheduled maintenance will be issued shortly.  With these changes, NANPA wants a 3 week break between this and Chg Order # 9 implementation to ensure that the new software is working properly.

Another potential change that is being considered is to the pooling set-aside code status.  The idea is to have the set aside codes appear in availability report so if an SP wants particular NXX they can see if it is available.  There will also be a change to the central office code availability report to put them in available status.  John will notify NOWG co-chairs as to a “price tag” on this possible change.

John forwarded to Karen (Riepenkroger) the 2006 NANPA Annual Report (which Karen has forwarded on to the group).   John needs any comments before 3/1 so NANPA can get the report to the publishers on time.

John covered a request on further information regarding an earlier email with the NeuStar Neutrality report attached:

NeuStar received the report from Ernest &Young (E&Y) in January 2007.  Per the December 1999 FCC Order permitting the transfer of the NANPA function to NeuStar, the report must be reviewed by the NeuStar Board of Directors for independence, integrity, accuracy and irregularities, and the Board must certify its acceptance of the audit report by attesting and forwarding it to the Bureau and other relevant parties.  This review took place on February 2, 2007 and the report immediately forwarded to the FCC and NANC.

 

After going public, there have been changes to the audit processes that impacted the amount of time it takes to complete the neutrality audit.  One of those issues was NeuStar ownership and our requirement to ensure no TSP owned 5% or greater of NeuStar.  Prior to going public, this was fairly straight-forward.  After June 2005, this process became much more detailed.  We have spent a considerable amount of time with E&Y working on a process to ensure we provide the appropriate information and documentation they need for the audit.  In fact, we were still working with E&Y on this process as late as the November 2006.  This documentation includes providing the list of ownership in NeuStar and their associated percentage.  Further, NeuStar documented and forwarded the process it used to identify, contact and secure the appropriate certification from any entity holding 5% or more ownership in NeuStar as part of the Safe Harbor Order of August 2004.

 

This process was finalized in late 2006 and is being used today with subsequent audits.

 

FYI, the 2Q06 and 3Q06 audits are in the final review stages with E&Y and we expect to receive the 2Q06 audit report in the next few weeks.

 

Finally, please feel free to contact me (John Manning) directly with any questions, concerns or other issues pertaining to the NeuStar neutrality audits.  As the NeuStar Neutrality Officer, I have a detailed knowledge of the current procedures used to conduct the audit.  

The conference call was adjourned.
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