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1.0
General Information

1.1
The purpose of this Requirements Document is to provide a detailed description of the responsibilities and procedures to be used in submitting and processing the Number Resource Utilization/Forecasting Report (NRUF), as ordered by the FCC in its Numbering Resources Optimization (NRO) rulemaking (FCC 00-104, CC Docket 99-200 the “NRO Order”). The NRO Order specifies the frequency of the report, the type of data contained therein, the methodology employed to submit the report, and the methodology employed to validate the data and process it.   All United States telecommunications carriers
 that receive numbering resources from the North American Numbering Plan Administrator (NANPA), a Pooling Administrator (PA) or another telecommunications carrier are obligated to submit NRUF data, and NANPA is obligated to process it.
1.2
The requirements in this document were developed to both incorporate the FCC reporting mandates in the NRO Order and to specify the manner in which the information will be used. The contents of this Requirements Document are subject to change, as further needed refinements are identified, or as the FCC modifies its rules on number forecast and utilization reporting.

2.0
Background and Overview of NRUF

2.1
Background

The Central Office Code Utilization Survey (“COCUS”) was an annual request for information by the NANPA. In previous years, NANPA requested telecommunications service providers using numbering resources to provide a forecast of demand for central office codes.  From those forecasts, NANPA projected the life span of the North American Numbering Plan (NANP), as well as individual numbering plan area codes (NPAs). In 1999, the NANPA, at the request of the Federal Communication Commission (FCC), requested information on numbering resource utilization from service providers as well.  Both the COCUS (forecast) and the utilization information were given to NANPA by service providers on a voluntary basis. Not all service providers submitted a COCUS response, and of those that did, not all listed utilization information.
  This lack of complete information has hindered NANPA in providing accurate predictions of exhaust of the various NPAs.  In addition, the methodology employed by NANPA for predicting NPA and NANP exhaust was a simple straight-line formula based on service providers’ forecasts.  Given the exponential growth in the demand for numbering resources, this methodology may not produce the most accurate result in today’s competitive environment. 

2.1.1
In 1998, the North American Numbering Council (NANC) directed the Number Resource Optimization Working Group (“NRO-WG”) to review the current COCUS and to suggest improvements and a possible alternative approach to gathering the information needed to more accurately determine the life span of numbering resources. The NRO-WG submitted a report and recommendation to the NANC, which subsequently forwarded it to the FCC in June, 1999. The report and recommendation suggested use of a hybrid model that incorporated components of several different reporting proposals.  It also addressed the type and granularity of data to be submitted by all service providers, the frequency of reporting and the conditions under which they apply.  The report also discussed how the tool itself would process those inputs and the potential output reports generated by the tool.  Furthermore, it recommended that forecast and utilization reporting should be mandatory for all code holders. 

2.1.2
In March, 2000 the NRO Order specified, in part, a requirement for all service providers using NANP resources to submit data, now referred to as NRUF, according to a set schedule.  In specifying the type, frequency and granularity of the data to be submitted, the FCC adopted some, but not all of the recommendations contained within the NANC/NRO-WG report.  In addition, it directed NANPA to develop the reporting forms and format to be used by service providers for submitting the data and the various options for transmitting it.

2.2 Purpose

The NRUF addresses the need to collect both utilization and forecast data using a single tool.  The data that is gathered is processed and analyzed to predict the future demand for numbering resources and NPA and NANP exhaust.  The submission of NRUF data is a prerequisite to obtaining additional numbering resources.  NRUF also assists in assessing the utilization of numbering resources within an area code for the potential application of numbering resource optimization measures.  This data provides valuable information regarding the impact of various numbering resource optimization measures that may be implemented to extend the life of a geographic NPA code.  In addition, semi-annual data reports will assist state commissions in meeting their obligations regarding area code relief and in acting on their delegations of additional numbering authority. Lastly, utilization data collected via the NRUF may serve in the audit process of individual service providers’ usage of numbering resources.

3.0 General Responsibilities

Twice annually, in May and in November, service providers are to complete and submit an NRUF Report consistent with Industry Numbering Committee guidelines.  Each carrier must complete the NRUF Report and submit it to NANPA on or before February 1st and August 1st of each year.  NANPA shall compile, examine and analyze the data gathered from these reports and submit its analysis to the NANC, the FCC and state regulatory commissions that have requested it, semi-annually on the last business day of April and October of each year, unless otherwise directed by the FCC.  

3.1  NANPA Responsibilities

3.1.1
NANPA is the point of contact for collection of forecast and utilization data.  As such NANPA shall assist carriers in completing the NRUF forms, in understanding the service providers requirements to report and in understanding the NRUF process.

3.1.2
NANPA shall request that service providers complete the NRUF reports so that data can be received by NANPA by February 1 and August 1 of each year. The forecast and utilization data requests should be sent out at least three months prior to the submission dates. 

3.1.3
NANPA shall maintain a list of the individuals, within each reporting entity identified, as the contact person on the last NRUF report submitted by that entity, including any subsequently updated contact information obtained, for example, from Part 1 of applications for Central Office Codes, submitted by any service provider.

3.1.4
NANPA will request from numbering administrators/regulators from other nations within the NANP aggregated NRUF data within the same timeframe.  This aggregated data will be processed along with that obtained from affected U.S. service providers to obtain a complete picture of the status of the NANP.

3.1.5
In pooled rate centers within an NPA, NANPA may consider consolidated forecast data of pooling service providers aggregated by the Pooling Administrator for the rate area pool, or individual data from pooling service provider projections when calculating NPA exhaust.  

3.1.6
NANPA shall compile, examine and analyze all the data obtained from the semi-annual NRUF Report.  The results of this analysis will be made available by NANPA on the last business day of April and October of each year.

3.1.7
NANPA shall project the NPA exhaust dates for all US geographic NPAs and other NPAs that NANPA provides CO Code Administration based on the NRUF data collected at each six-month interval.  NANPA shall produce a semi-annual report that summarizes the projections of exhaust of each NPA and the NANP as a whole.  The report shall, at a minimum, be similar in format and content to the COCUS and NPA Exhaust Analysis report published in 1999, as shown in Attachment 1.  NANPA shall highlight significant anomalies.  For example, those NPAs whose projected exhaust date changes by more than six months from one report to another, and provide a brief explanation for the change.  

3.1.8
NANPA shall provide an analysis of the accuracy of its forecasting tool as an NPA reaches exhaust.  In its analysis NANPA shall examine the accuracy of the forecasting tool(s) over the three-year history of the exhausting NPA.

3.1.9
NANPA shall be available to answer questions pertaining to any aspect of the NRUF Report process (forms, instructions, analysis, data assumptions, etc.)

3.1.10
NANPA shall also compile, examine, and analyze the forecast and utilization data submitted by reporting service providers between reporting periods.  If it appears that the life of an NPA or the NANP will be significantly impacted by an updated NRUF Report submitted by a service provider(s), NANPA must report those results within 45 days of receiving the data submissions from the service provider(s).  In the event that NANP exhaust is affected by an updated NRUF submission, the results shall be sent to the NANC, the FCC and state regulatory commissions.  In cases that only involve NPA exhaust, NANPA shall forward the results to the appropriate state regulatory commission.   

3.1.11
At the request of a state regulatory commission and upon receipt by NANPA of a written statement that the state regulatory commission has confidentiality procedures in place to protect the data, the NANPA must also, within ten (10) business days, provide a single report containing disaggregated data to any requesting state that is reported by service providers in that state, so long as the request is made 30 days after the deadline for NRUF reporting and before the subsequent NRUF reporting deadline. These reports, once requested by a state regulatory commission, shall be delivered continually until the state notifies NANPA otherwise.

3.1.12
If an NRUF Report (i.e., a forecast for the NPA and/or rate center where resources are being requested) has not been submitted by a service provider, NANPA is required to withhold future numbering requests from that service provider within the area for which the NRUF data has not been supplied.  Once the NRUF data has been submitted, NANPA may grant the request.

3.1.13
If NANPA identifies any significant inconsistencies or anomalies in a service provider’s data, NANPA shall inform the submitting service provider of its findings and request a review and confirmation (written or verbal). The service provider shall have five business days to provide that confirmation, or to resubmit the data.  If, after the discussions with the provider, NANPA still believes that the provider’s data is flawed or insufficient, then NANPA shall report its findings to the appropriate regulatory bodies (e.g., state regulatory commissions or the FCC)
.

NANPA shall assign no additional numbering resources to such service providers until the appropriate state commissions instruct it to do so.  Where the state regulatory commission has chosen not to exercise its delegated authority, NANPA will seek instruction from the FCC.

3.2
Service Provider Responsibilities

3.2.1
Overall Responsibilities

Each affected service provider shall submit to NANPA its NRUF data on or before February 1, for the period ending on December 31 of the previous year, and on or before August 1, for the period ending on June 30 of the current year.  In addition, service providers participating in pooling shall submit forecasted demand reports semi-annually to the PA concurrently with their submission to the NANPA 
Failure to do so in the time frame prescribed will result in numbering resources being withheld from the service provider.

3.2.1.1
If an NRUF report has not been submitted by a service provider, NANPA  has the authority to deny future numbering requests from that service provider within the area for which the NRUF data has not been supplied.  Once the data has been submitted, NANPA may grant the request.

3.2.1.2
Carriers in NPAs where state commissions reduce the filing requirement to an annual reporting shall report on August 1 of each year for the 12-month period ending June 30. Information regarding the reporting forms is contained herein. Service providers must submit or have previously submitted NRUF data to NANPA for the NPA(s) in which a CO code(s) is being requested.  This requirement shall not apply in instances where an NPA has been opened since the last NRUF report period and the service provider has submitted data for the NPA(s) previously serving the geographic areas involved.
 

3.2.1.3
Service providers must be prepared to respond to any questions that NANPA may have with respect to their NRUF data within five business days and be prepared to modify their submitted data if necessary.

3.2.2
Utilization Reporting

All service providers must report their number usage in five specific categories (aging, reserved, intermediate, assigned and administrative) as defined within the NRO Order.  In addition, carriers must maintain internal records of their numbering resources for the following eight subcategories of numbers: soft dial tone numbers, ported-out numbers, dealer pool numbers, test numbers,  employee/official numbers, Location Routing Numbers, Temporary Local Directory Numbers, and  wireless E911 emergency services routing digits/key (ESRD/ESRK) numbers.  The major categories under which these additional subcategories appear are shown in the following chart and are further defined within the attachment to a letter dated June 30, 2000, from the Chairman of the North American Numbering Council to Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, Federal Communications Commission, Re: Secondary Definitions, in response to Paragraph 36 of the NRO Order.

Subcategories
Aging
Reserved
Intermediate
Assigned
Administrative

Soft Dial Tone Numbers




X

Ported-Out Numbers



X


Dealer Number Pools


X



Test Numbers




X

Employee/Official Numbers




X

Location Routing Numbers




X

Temporary Local Directory Numbers




X

ESRD/ESRK




X

3.2.2.1
Service providers submit utilization data on a semi-annual basis. Rural telephone companies
 that provide telecommunications service in areas where local number portability has not been implemented shall report utilization data at the central office code (NXX) level per rate center in those areas.  All other service providers must submit utilization data at the NPA/NXX-X level per rate center.

3.2.3
Forecast Data

All service providers must submit forecast data on a semi-annual basis.  The forecast period is five (5) years. Further, service provider forecasts shall specifically identify the number of initial and growth codes required in the NPA. 

3.2.3.1
Service providers who are participating in pooling must submit forecast data on a thousands-block per rate center basis.  Non-pooling service providers must submit data on a NXX per rate center basis. Service provider forecasts shall specifically identify the number of initial and growth codes/blocks required in the NPA. Service providers in non-pooling areas must submit forecast data at the NXX level per NPA.

3.2.4
Table of FCC Requirements 
The following table provides a summary of service providers’ reporting obligations specified within the NRO Order.  Information on the reporting forms, format and options for submission may be found in the sections that follow.



NEW

Utilization
Frequency

Pooling Area:

Semi-annual

Non-pooling area: 

Semi-Annual


Granularity
Pooling area:

NPA-NXX-X

Non-pooling area:

NPA-NXX-X

Rural Telephone Carriers:

NPA/NXX


Reporting Category
Five categories:  
Assigned,
Intermediate
Reserved
Aging
Administrative

Forecast
Frequency
Pooling Area:

Semi-annual

Year by Year for 5 years

Non Pooling Area:

Semi-annual

Year by Year for 5 years


Granularity
Pooling Area:

Block/rate center for pooling carriers

NXX/rate center for non pooling carriers

Non Pooling Areas:

NXX  Level 


Reporting Category
Initial and growth codes/blocks

Data Collection Interface
Electronic file transfer

Email

US Mail

Private delivery service 

Internet on line access

Hard copy data submission

NANPA transcribes hard copy data as enterprise service

Additional NRUF Related Activities of NANPA
Develop new reporting forms, interfaces.

Review submitted reports for accuracy, consistency; follow up with carriers, state regulators as needed.

Work with states that request semi-annual data.

Compile data, analyze data.

NANP and NPA Exhaust Projections semiannually.

Protect confidential information.

Maintain database of submissions.

3.2.5 Description of the NRUF Forms

The NRUF Report requires the submission of both utilization and forecast data.  The frequency and granularity of such data is dependent on whether a service provider is classified as a rural or non-rural service provider and whether the reporting area is a pooling or non-pooling area. 

3.2.5.1
FCC Form 502 contains twelve forms for collecting utilization and forecast data from carriers. All carriers must file at least three forms:  (1) one company information form; (2) one utilization data form; and (3) one forecast data form.  Many carriers will need to file more than one utilization or forecast form.  For example, carriers that receive numbers from both the Numbering Administrator and another carrier must file separate Primary and Intermediate carrier forms.

3.2.5.2
Which forms should be filed is determined by whether the carrier is:

a) a Primary or Intermediate Carrier;

b) a Rural or Non-Rural Carrier;

c) a Pooling or Non-Pooling Carrier;

d) in a Pooling or Non-Poling Area;

e) reporting Initial or Growth Codes.

The current NRUF form, together with detailed instructions  for completing the  form can be found at:   http://www.nanpa.com.

3.3 Pooling Administrator Responsibilities 

3.3.1
The Pooling Administrator (PA) will obtain block forecasts from service providers in NPAs where pooling has been deployed. The PA shall use this data to size and manage each rate area pool and shall pass this data on to NANPA.  
3.3.2
The NRUF data request shall be consistent with the NRUF reporting dates. The PA shall request at least semiannually from the NANPA number resource utilization and forecast NRUF data submitted by service providers pursuant to the FCC's mandatory reporting requirement.  

3.3.3
The PA shall perform an analysis on all forecasts filed for each rate area inventory pool.  

3.3.4
This analysis shall be used by the PA to ensure that there are adequate blocks available to meet the expected applications from participating service providers in each rate area pool inventory.

3.3.5
Aggregated block holder forecast data reports for each pool shall also be furnished to the NANPA for consideration in NPA relief and NRUF reporting activities, and regulatory authorities may request access to pool data.  

3.3.6
The PA will provide this information to NANPA not later than 14 calendar days following the deadline for submission of the NRUF data. 

3.3.7
Data received by NANPA from the PA may be considered by NANPA in projecting exhaust of NPAs and the NANP. The PA at all times shall understand that CO Code Administration and NPA Assignment and Relief Planning are among the duties currently being performed by the NANPA.

4.0
Tests for anomalies and inconsistencies

4.1
Development of Tests

The NRO Order at paragraph 54 requires that NANPA examine the NRUF report submitted by each service provider for inconsistencies or anomalies.  NANPA shall design the tests and algorithms that it will use to test the utilization and forecast data submitted by service providers for forecast submissions that fall outside certain benchmark levels that shall be established by NANPA.  Prior to actually performing any tests, NANPA shall provide a detailed description of the actual methodology employed to identify inconsistencies and anomalies.  The description should include a list of all assumptions and rationale incorporated into the methodology, as well as any mathematical formulas that are used.  NANPA shall also work with the NANC to formulate criteria for determining what types of submissions should be deemed inconsistent or anomalous.  It is expected that NANPA will continually refine and be innovative in this process and remain mindful of the changing telecommunications landscape to ensure that its methods and assumptions are current and valid.   

4.2
Results of Tests

If NANPA identifies any significant inconsistencies or anomalies in a service provider’s data, based on the criteria established pursuant to Section 4.1 above, NANPA shall inform that service provider of its findings, after which the service provider shall have five days to explain the inconsistencies or anomalies, or to resubmit the data.  If, after the discussions with the service provider, the NANPA preliminarily concludes that that carrier’s data are insufficient, then the NANPA shall report that preliminary conclusion to the commission in the state where the service provider is providing service, and to the FCC Common Carrier Bureau.  

4.3
Consequences

The FCC has delegated to the states the authority to make a determination on the validity of the data and to instruct the service provider on how any deficiencies should be remedied.  The NANPA shall assign no additional resources to that carrier until the appropriate state commission has resolved all questions regarding the inconsistency or anomaly. 
5.0
NANPA Analysis of Data 

NANPA is responsible for accumulating and analyzing forecast and utilization data from each service provider and the PA according to the schedule detailed in the NRO Order.  

5.1 Methodology for Projecting NPA Exhaust

A responsibility of NANPA is to predict the potential exhaust of geographic NPA codes within the U.S. using NRUF data.  Although the NRUF data should be the primary source of information for any analysis, NANPA shall incorporate other relevant data elements into its analysis in determining the projected exhaust time frame of each geographic NPA in the U.S.  Some of these additional data elements include the following:

a) NRUF survey responses.  Once the tests for inconsistencies and anomalies have been performed and deemed acceptable by the NANPA, these responses should be the primary input to any analysis of NANP and NPA exhaust.

b) Historical CO code assignment data. The historical CO code data includes NXX code assignments over the two years immediately preceding the date of the NRUF for all industry segments (e.g., ILEC, CLEC, two-way CMRS and Paging). 
c) CO code rationing.  After jeopardy has been declared, the rationed amount will have a significant and direct impact on the life of the NPA, regardless of forecasted demand.  In such cases, all other elements may be rendered irrelevant.

d) CO code assignments as of the data collection date.  A single recent event can affect the life span of an NPA and thus should be factored in.

e) Total number of codes available for assignment.  If relief has been applied since the last reporting period, the environment will have changed and the analysis must reflect the change.

f) Rate centers per NPA.  The effects of any rate center consolidation or split within an NPA may have a significant impact on CO Code demand.  

g) Expanded local calling areas.  The inclusion of additional carriers in expanded local calling areas may also have an impact on CO Code demand.

h) Pooling.  The impact of pooling on CO Code demand, where it has been implemented, must also be taken into account.

5.2 Minimum Analysis Requirements

Prior to actually performing the analysis, NANPA shall provide a detailed description of the actual methodology employed to determine the potential exhaust of geographic NPA codes within the U.S.  The description should include a list of all assumptions and rationale incorporated into the methodology, as well as any mathematical formulas that are used.  The industry and the regulators shall have the right and opportunity to provide advice and consent to the analysis methods and assumptions NANPA uses to perform its examination of the NRUF results.  Innovation and continuous refinement is expected and encouraged.  At minimum, the analysis should begin with a determination of the quantity of available NXXs within each NPA.  Using the aggregated SP forecasts and the tests developed by NANPA to identify inconsistencies and anomalies, (Referenced in Section 4.0 above) NANPA will then determine the quarterly NXX demand for each NPA. The actual adjustments applied should be consistent with, and fully explained in, NANPA’s description of assumptions and rationale. 

6.0 Confidentiality and Use of Information

6.1
The information that will be gathered by NANPA in the NRUF process is highly confidential, business-sensitive carrier utilization and forecast details.  NANPA must take all necessary steps to maintain the confidentiality of this data and ensure that it is not accessible to individuals and entities that do not have authority to have access to it.

6.2
The FCC has determined that state public utility commissions may have access to carrier-specific, disaggregated data.  However, the FCC has also stipulated that these entities must protect proprietary and competitively sensitive information from public disclosure.  NANPA is not obliged to verify the sufficiency of state commission’s confidentiality protections, but may rely upon statements from the state regulatory commissions that appropriate confidentiality protections are in place.  NANPA must ensure that the transmission of the data from them to the state regulatory commissions is secure.

7.0 Performance Measures 

The review of NANPA’s responsibilities with respect to how well it discharged its duties related to NRUF should include the following:

a) identification of all service providers utilizing NANP resources, including the maintenance of an up-to-date list of contacts for each service provider obtained from the semi-annual NRUF report and any subsequently updated contact information;

b) distribution of notification of NRUF reporting requirements to all service providers allocated NANP resources;

c) timely analysis of data; 

d) review of data to ensure service provider compliance with reporting requirements, including frequency and granularity;

e) timely follow-up with carriers, regulators as needed to ensure compliance;

f) performance of tests for inconsistencies and anomalies pursuant to Section 4.0;

g) accuracy of tests for inconsistencies and anomalies pursuant to Section 4.0; 

h) accuracy and timeliness of calculation of exhaust projections for the NANP and individual NPAs;

i) timely notification to NANC and industry of problems and unusual activity;

j) responsiveness to state and federal regulators;

k) responsiveness to industry.

8.0 Inquiries

All questions, matters, and concerns related to this Requirements Document should be directed to the NRO WG Co-chairs or to the NANC Chair. 

9.0
Reports

The NANPA shall provide aggregated forecast and utilization data to any requesting state twice per year consistent with the dates of the NRUF reporting process.  Within ten (10) calendar days, the NANPA must also provide a single report containing disaggregated data to any requesting state that is reported by service providers in that state, so long as the request is made 30 days after the deadline for NRUF reporting and before the subsequent NRUF reporting deadline. Because state commissions might wish to perform their own data analyses, NANPA must provide the data to requesting states via secured electronic transfer, which may include email, or on a computer disk. In the alternative, upon request from a state commission, the NANPA shall provide the data in paper copy form without any cost.

9.1
The following identifies certain reports that NANPA should produce based upon the available NRUF data. NANPA should always provide a statement of any identified anomalies in all reports to assist the industry in assessing the results shown. These reports can serve several different functions, including the following:

a) assist in interpreting the NRUF data;

b) review NANPA’s performance; 

c) assess the effectiveness of the number optimization efforts.

9.2
NANPA shall prepare a semi-annual report that shows the exhaust dates of each NPA and the NANP.  This report shall be produced and delivered to the FCC, to the NANP member nations, the NANC, and made available to the state commissions and service providers.

9.3
NANPA shall produce the following reports, at a minimum, upon demand by an appropriate regulatory authority, at no additional cost to the requestor.  These reports, once requested by a state regulatory commission, shall be delivered continually until the state notifies NANPA otherwise.  NANPA shall also be prepared to produce a state-level summary of any of the following reports.  Comparison calculations must properly compensate for the change in geographic coverage of both existing and new NPAs within areas that experienced area code splits during the designated reporting periods. The list below is not meant to be exclusive of any additional, alternative or future reports, nor of the extent or format of the data, requested and required by regulatory authorities that are within the ability of the NANPA to provide and which are approved for development as appropriate and necessary. 

a) Number of carriers in a rate center and/or NPA, identified by type.  NANPA is expected to produce on an as-needed basis a report that identifies the number of carriers that provided a NRUF report in a rate center and/or an NPA categorized by type as defined in Form 502.

b) Comparison of actual NPA exhaust with past five exhaust projections. To test the assumptions and gauge NANPA’s accuracy, NANPA should produce semi-annual reports that compare the actual exhaust dates of an NPA with NANPA’s projections for that NPA over the previous five reporting periods.

c) Comparison of most recent NPA and NANP exhaust projections with past five exhaust projections. To test the assumptions and gauge NANPA’s accuracy, as well as to identify any problems that need to be addressed immediately, NANPA should produce semi-annual reports that compare the most recent projected exhaust dates of NPAs and the NANP with the projected exhaust dates of the previous five reporting periods.  

d) Comparison of aggregated SP forecasts in an NPA with actual growth, with and without rationing.  To gauge the accuracy of SP forecasts, NANPA should produce semi-annual reports that compare previous (aggregated) SP forecasts within an NPA with actual code demand for that same NPA.
e) Comparison of actual unidentified demand with Non-forecasted demand growth additive. In order to test the validity of the non-forecasted demand growth additive formula being used, NANPA should produce a semi-annual (after three reporting periods) report that compares the output of the formula with the actual quantity of non-forecasted demand that materialized.

f) CO Code growth rate by NPA.  NANPA should produce a semi-annual report that provides the CO Code growth rate by NPA for the current and previous five reporting periods.  NANPA should also produce a report that compares aggregated growth rates in pooled NPAs with growth rates in those NPAs prior to pooling. To test any conclusions drawn from this report, NANPA should also compare growth rates over the same period of time in NPAs that have not been pooled.
g) Aggregated utilization data.  NANPA should produce a semi-annual report that provides aggregated utilization rates by category for every NPA.  This report should include a percentage breakdown of numbers in each category (e.g., assigned, reserved, aging).

h) Comparison of data in pooling areas versus non-pooling areas.  To begin to test the efficacy of pooling, NANPA should produce a semi-annual report that compares the utilization rates of a pooled NPA with the aggregated utilization rate in that NPA prior to being pooled.  To test any conclusions drawn from this report, NANPA should also compare utilization rates over the same period of time in NPAs that have not been pooled.

9.4
NANPA may also be requested to produce additional reports as needed and requested by state regulatory commissions.  NANPA, may create and provide data in different formats to accommodate requests to cull data and provide customized reports as enterprise services for a fee that is reasonable and based on its costs. Note that such enterprise services must be approved by NANC, but, once approved, the NANPA is free to negotiate with state commissions a reasonable price.










ATTACHMENT I

2000 COCUS and NPA Exhaust Analysis**

May 23, 2000 Update

NPA exhaust projections contained herein may change based on demand for numbering resources and will be modified or revised by NANPA as new data becomes available and are analyzed.

R = Relief date based upon rationing amount

NA = Not Applicable

** = Code data used for study as of 4/1/00

Capped = Overlaid NPA where the supply of NXX codes is exhausted. Codes are assigned if they become available.

Sorted by NPA
Locality
NPA
Apr 00 View
Dec 99 View
+/-
Notes

New Jersey
R 201
2002 1Q
2001 4Q
-1


Washington DC
202
2004 3Q
2004 2Q
0


Connecticut
R 203
2001 3Q
2001 2Q
0


Canada
204
2015 4Q
NA



Alabama
205
2003 2Q
2002 4Q
-1


Washington
206
2003 1Q
2002 2Q
-1


Maine
207
2002 3Q
2002 2Q
0
Pooling planned for 6/00

Idaho
208
2003 1Q
2004 4Q
1


California
R 209
2004 3Q
2003 2Q
-1


Texas
210
2005 2Q
2004 1Q
-1


New York
212/646
2003 2Q
2002 2Q
-1
NPA 212 is capped

California
213
2004 4Q
2002 3Q
-2


Texas
214/469/972
2002 1Q
2001 4Q
-1


Pennsylvania
215/267
2001 4Q
2003 1Q
2
NPA is capped

Ohio
216
2004 2Q
2006 2Q
2


Illinois
217
2003 2Q
2003 2Q
0


Minnesota
218 
2009 2Q
2013 1Q
4
1.4X incr. In growth code rate

Indiana
R 219
2003 1Q
2001 4Q
-2


Louisiana
225
2009 4Q
2010 1Q
1


Mississippi
228
2015 4Q
2035 4Q
20
2.3 X incr. In growth code rate

Georgia
229
2019 2Q
NA

New NPA

Michigan
231
2005 3Q
2—3 1Q
-2


Maryland
240/301
2002 2Q
2002 1Q
0
NPA is capped

Michigan
R 248
2001 2Q
2001 4Q
0


Canada
250
2009 4Q
NA



North Carolina
252
2005 1Q
2007 3Q
2


Washington
253
2004 1Q
2004 1Q
0


Texas
254
2017 2Q
2017 1Q
0


Alabama
256
2003 2Q
2004 3Q
1


Wisconsin
262
2002 4Q
2005 2Q
3


Kentucky
270
2004 2Q
2006 3Q
2


Texas
281/713/832
2002 3Q
2002 3Q
0


Delaware
302
2003 4Q
2004 3Q
1


Colorado
303/720
2003 4Q
2003 3Q
0


West Virginia
304
2002 1Q
2004 3Q
2


Florida
R 305-A
2001 4Q
2001 3Q
0
Florida Keys only

Florida
305/786
2004 3Q
2003 2Q
-1


Canada
306
2016 1Q
NA



Wyoming
307
2012 3Q
2012 3Q
0


Nebraska
308
2032 1Q
2032 4Q
0


Illinois
309
2010 1Q
2010 1Q
0


� Telecommunications carriers that receive less than 1000 numbers from another telecommunications carrier may not have any reporting obligation.


� See NANC meeting minutes, May 26, 1999.


� U. S. Telecommunications providers only.


� See  CO Code (NXX) Assignment Guidelines.


� As defined in the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. § 153 (37).


� State PUCs may change this requirement to annual reporting only.
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