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May 2001 NPA Exhaust Projections

The following is a summary of the methodology used in projecting area code exhaust.  NANPA grouped the area codes into three (3) primary categories:  1) NPAs without pooling, 2) NPAs in pooling prior to December 31, 2000 and 3) NPAs with pooling ordered to start after December 31, 2000.
  The forecast methodology used by NANPA was driven by the particular category that the NPA was placed.

All area code exhaust projections were reviewed extensively by both the NPA Relief Planning and CO Code Administration groups within NANPA.  Appropriate adjustments were made during this review to account for other important aspects unique to an NPA that potentially could impact CO code demand.

How NRUF Data Was Used

All the useable NRUF forecasts received by April 13, 2001 were summarized into a Wireline and a Wireless five (5) year forecast for each NPA.  Each service provider (SP) was categorized as an ILEC, CLEC, CMRS or Paging SP based on the service type the SP selected on the NRUF 502 Form.  ILECs and CLECs were combined into the Wireline forecast and CMRS and Paging were combined into the Wireless forecast. 

When 1K blocks were forecasted, they were first combined by rate center, rounded up to the next multiple of 10, taking into account leftover blocks from the prior year, divided by 10, then added to the forecast for NXXs required in the NPA. The Wireline and Wireless forecasts were summed and added to the number of codes in use at the end of the prior year to calculate the number of codes forecasted to be in use at the end of the next year.  This five-year SP forecasted data is then compared with trended historical data to develop a yearly CO code demand forecast.

The number of distinct SP OCNs reporting for each category in each NPA was also counted.  The number of OCNs reporting was compared to the number of OCNs holding codes in the NPA to calculate an overall NRUF Response Rate.  It should be noted that the response rate could be greater than 100% because some SPs are planning to provide service in the NPA but do not currently hold codes.  The average NPA response rate was approximately 85%.

When developing the projected CO code demand, the SP forecasts were used as an indication whether the demand would increase or decrease significantly from historical trends.  The Response Rate was also used to indicate the reliability the NRUF forecast.  Where reliable historical code growth data was not available, (i.e., the NPA had been in rationing for a long time), the SP forecasts were used as the best indication of the expected code growth.  

All of the usable Utilization reports for the NPA were combined to calculate the Overall Utilization for the NPA.  The sum of all the telephone numbers reported as Assigned was divided by the sum of all the telephone numbers reported as Assigned, Reserved, Aging, Administrative and Available to determine the Overall Utilization.  The Overall Utilization was used as an indication of what the general effect of the new utilization threshold requirement in the Second NRO Order may have on demand.  For NPAs with low utilization, demand could fall.  For NPAs with high utilization, there would be minimal impact.  For example, for NPAs with high utilization (60% or greater), basically no impact was incorporated in code demand.  For NPAs with 40–60% utilization, a slight reduction in demand could be expected (a 10% reduction in demand was used).  For NPAs with less that 40% utilization, the impact on demand could be greater (i.e., a 25-35% reduction). NPAs without Pooling

NPAs without Pooling

The method used in forecasting these NPAs was similar to the methodology used previously by NANPA.  This methodology included using the forecast data submitted by the service providers (SPs) as well as historical CO code demand by industry segment over past three years, the number of service providers and expansion of footprint over the same time period, recent NPA relief activity and CO code rationing.  

The most significant change since the May 2000 forecast was the COCUS reporting process was replaced by the NRUF reporting process as mandated by the FCC NRO Orders.  Mandatory reporting and the withholding of resources over the several months have contributed to improved reporting by carriers.  Further, the overall economic environment and its impact on service providers was also considered, primarily in determining the size of growth pools.  Growth pools were designed to absorb unforecasted demand that was resulting in significant advancement in area code exhaust.  Based upon recent trends in the industry, especially those involving CLECs, an adjustment was made in determining the size of a growth pool to account for observed changes in code demand.  These changes included a decrease in the size and frequency of spikes in CO code demand.  Generally, the size of a typical growth pool was reduced slightly because of these observed trends.

NPAs in Pooling Prior to December 31, 2000

The methodology used to forecast NPAs where pooling was started before December 31, 2000 was mostly the same as for non-pooling NPAs.  The most significant difference was the incorporation of forecast and block inventory information from the Pooling Administrator (PA).  In addition, NANPA accounted for codes that have been set aside for pooling.  Finally, the size of Growth Pools was decreased because of the effects of pooling.

How the PA Forecast was incorporated into the NRUF Data

For each of the NPAs where pooling was started before December 31, 2000, the PA provided a forecast of the number of NXXs that will be needed from NANPA in 2001 to fulfill the needs of the pooling SPs.  Information about the quantity of 1K blocks in the PA inventory for each rate center was also provided.

The PA’s forecast for 2001 was used in place of the NRUF forecasts from pooling SPs for 2001.  The block inventory by rate center was used to calculate how much of the demand for blocks in each pooling rate center in years 2002 through 2005 could be satisfied from the existing block inventory.  The NRUF forecast for pooling SPs was reduced by this amount since the PA would not have to obtain NXX codes from NANPA to satisfy this part of the demand.

In some of the pooling NPAs, the State Commissions have ordered that a certain quantity of NXXs be set aside exclusively for pooling.  In addition, some State Commissions have indicated their intent to return some of the codes set aside for pooling to the inventory of codes available to non-pooling SPs so that the pooling and non-pooling codes will run out at the same time.  In developing its exhaust projections for NPAs where codes had been set aside for pooling, NANPA assumed that a State Commission would return codes set aside for pooling to the inventory of codes available to non-pooling SPs in an effort to ensure that pooling and non-pooling codes exhaust at the same time. 

Growth Pool Adjustments Due To Pooling

The Growth Pool is designed to account for sudden peaks in demand that are usually caused by new SPs getting an initial code in each of the rate centers they intend to provide service. Once wireline pooling has started, any new wireline SPs will get an initial block instead of a full NXX.  This will reduce the impact of new SPs on code growth and therefore the Growth Pool doesn’t have to be as large.  The Growth Pool still needs to account for the potential impact of non-pooling SPs and the potential impact of all SPs in rate centers outside of the pooling area (if any).  The size of the Growth Pool for pooling NPAs was reduced from what it would have been without pooling so that it takes into account the estimated aggregate effect of these factors.

NPAs with Pooling Ordered to Start after December 31, 2000

The methodology used for NPAs where pooling has been ordered to start after December 31, 2000 was similar to the methodology used for NPAs where pooling was implemented before December 31, 2000.  However, in the NPAs where pooling was ordered to start after December 31, 2000, pooling SPs were not required to forecast their code requirements separate from non-pooling SPs.  Therefore, even if the PA was able to provide a forecast, it could not be used because it was unknown what portion of the forecasted demand it replaced.  As a result, a different method was used to estimate the reduction in demand for NXXs due to the effects of pooling.

Wireline Forecast Adjustment

Some general effects of introducing pooling have been observed by NANPA by reviewing the pooling trials.  Initially, the requirement for CO codes from NANPA by wireline SPs falls off significantly when pooling is first introduced since most SP requirements can be satisfied either using their inventory of numbers and/or donated blocks.  As the donated blocks are consumed in popular rate centers, the requirement for codes for wireline SPs rises. The requirement for NXXs from NANPA for wireline SPs continues to rise until the excess inventory of blocks due to block donations has been consumed.  At this point, the wireline NXX demand from NANPA levels off at a rate below what the code demand was prior to pooling.

Based on data from the pooling trials, NANPA used the following estimate to reflect the impact of wireline pooling on NXX demand.  In the first year after pooling begins, the demand for codes falls to 30% of the CO code requirements without pooling (assuming no rationing is in place).  In the second year after pooling starts, the wireline demand rises to 40% of the code requirements without pooling.  Finally, in the third and subsequent years after pooling starts, the requirements for NXXs from NANPA for wireline SPs levels off at 50% of the requirements without pooling.  The effect actually varies from one NPA to another due to a variety of possible factors but the general trend is still apparent.  The forecasted requirements of wireline SPs given in the NRUF for those NPAs where pooling has been ordered to start after December 31, 2000 was adjusted by these amounts to account for the effects of introducing pooling.

2001 NANP Exhaust Assumptions

The NANPA has been working with the NRO Working Group to review and update the assumptions to be used in the NANP exhaust projection.  The following draft assumptions are based upon the assumptions used in the September 2000 exhaust projection.  Similar to the September study, this study attempts to reflect the impact of the FCC’s Number Resource Optimization Order (CC Docket No. 99-200), released March 31, 2000, which orders number pooling to be implemented in the top 100 MSAs.  

Unlike the last study which did not attempt to reflect the impact of the other number optimization measures identified in the FCC NRO Order (e.g., new initial and growth code requirements), these measures have been factored into the individual NPA exhaust projections.

NANP 2001 Exhaust Projection Assumptions

Draft – 5/31/01

The following is a list of assumptions used in the development of the 2001 NANP exhaust projection prepared by NANPA.  This study attempts to reflect the impact of the FCC’s pooling requirement as specified in Number Resource Optimization Order (CC Docket No. 99-200), released March 31, 2000, which orders number pooling to be implemented in the top 100 MSAs.
  This study also attempts to show the impact of the implementation of utilization thresholds for growth resources, which became effective May 8, 2001. 

1. The NANP exhaust study uses as its basis the CO code demand, which includes carrier forecasts, historical CO code assignments and other NPA-specific information, calculated for each respective NPA.  The monthly CO code demand as calculated in the NPA exhaust analysis is straight-lined to determine demand outside the five-year time frame included in NRUF submissions.

2. For NPAs in rationing, a “non-rationed” demand was developed.  This demand is applied in the rationed NPA beginning 3/1/01.  Although the NPA may be in rationing for several months beyond 3/1/01, by applying the “non-rationed” demand on 3/1/01, any pent-up demand that typically occurs once an NPA comes out of rationing is accounted for in the projection. 

3. It is assumed that thousand block number pooling will only be implemented in those NPAs which have 50 % or more of their rate areas located in the top 100 MSAs.  Further, the study included those NPAs where pooling has been implemented or is scheduled for implementation, regardless of whether or not the NPA was in one of the top 100 MSAs.  This study will not include pooling within NPAs that are not located in top 100 MSAs, but will be included in subsequent exhaust studies as information on pooling implementation beyond the top 100 MSAs becomes available.

4. The study uses 4/1/2002 as a date by which the impact of national pooling will be felt in the CO code assignment rate for all pooling NPAs.  The specific date for when pooling will begin for these individual NPAs is unknown
.  Beginning 4/1/2002, the top 21 NPAs in terms of the highest CO code demand per month are identified and the baseline percent reduction applied.  The next highest 21 NPAs reflect a pooling implementation date of 7/1/2002.  This process continues until all appropriate NPAs were addressed. 

5. The study reflects a reduction in the range of 50% to 80% in the quantity of CO codes assigned to wireline service providers in each NPA with 25 or more rate areas in the top 100 MSAs.  It also reflects a 30% to 60% reduction for NPAs with 24 or less rate areas, starting 4/1/2002.  Subsequent NANP exhaust projections will incorporate the actual pooling rollout schedule when it is available.  For identified NPAs, NANPA determined the total number of rate centers in the NPA and applied the assumed percent reduction in CO code demand.

6. The FCC has requested comment on whether CMRS service providers subject to number portability should implement number pooling simultaneously with number portability, currently scheduled for November 24, 2002.  For purposes of this study, it is assumed that CMRS providers will implement pooling in those NPAs identified in Assumption 3 by January 1, 2003.  Therefore, the study reflects an additional 10% reduction in the number of CO codes assigned to wireless service providers in each pooling NPA starting 1/1/2003.  NOTE: Based on future data availability, more empirical data will be used to provide a more accurate projection of the impact of wireless participation in pooling on code demand.  This assumption will be further discussed and finalized when the data gathered by a consortium of wireless carriers is made public and NANPA has completed its analysis using NRUF utilization data.

7. Pooling is implemented in all rate centers in a pooling NPA.  Even though pooling may not be implemented outside the MSA, but inside the NPA, it was assumed that pooling was implemented in all rate centers in a pooling NPA.
 

8. A new NPA code will be required when the number of assigned and unavailable CO codes reaches 800 NXXs.  

9. It is assumed that each new NPA will require the same number of unassignable codes as the current NPA has.  It appears that most of the unassignable codes in the existing NPA are duplicated in the new NPA.  There are also times when additional codes in the new NPA are marked unassignable.
 

10. No assumptions were made with regard to the relief method implemented (i.e., NPA split vs. overlay).  However, it was assumed that the selected relief method did not require the duplication of NXX codes.

11. The CO code demand for an exhausting NPA will be continued after relief.  By doing so, the demand for both the existing and new NPA codes will be taken into account for the geographic area covered by the original NPA.

12. The total quantity of available NPA codes at the time of exhaust will be 685 NPAs.  This figure is derived as follows: 800 NPAs less NPAs reserved for NANP expansion (80), N11 codes (8), 555 and 950 NPAs (2), toll-free NPAs (13)
 and non-geographic NPAs (12)
. 

13. To account for the variability of demand, a sensitivity analysis will be performed to the CO code demand in the pooling NPAs (i.e., demand will be increased and decreased by increments of 10%) to understand the impact on NANP exhaust. 

Central Office Code Assignment Activity Report

The following table is a summary of the Central Office (CO) code activity for the period January 2000 through May 2001
.

Month
Re-

Quests
Assign-ments
Changes
Suspen-

sions
Denials
Cancel
Discon-nects
Reser-vations
Lottery Denial
Lottery Priority

January 00
3,372
1,276
849
187
247
49
179
0
507
78

February 
4,240
1,649
1,221
271
208
28
227
19
506
111

March
4,533
1,627
1,393
317
162
93
369
2
475
95

April 
4,083
1,333
1,073
404
207
66
291
5
545
159

May
4,127
1,356
1,259
217
189
51
437
4
430
184

June
4,486
1,437
1,212
597
274
86
195
0
482
203

July
4,745
1,328
1,214
464
713
113
253
1
474
185

August
4,633
1,112
1,456
435
848
70
283
0
317
112

September
4,048
1,057
1,045
470
617
53
282
2
357
165

October
4,748
1,453
1,173
470
669
121
393
0
360
109

November
3,834
942
1,071
606
387
92
360
0
304
72

December
3,609
840
992
570
316
59
393
0
225
214

January 01
4,373
959
1,414
266
841
104
789
0
N/A
N/A

February 
4,590
817
1,922
14
1412
64
361
0
N/A
N/A

March 
6,980
1,319
3,660
4
1333
89
575
0
N/A
N/A

April 
3,514
754
1,541
9
839
37
334
0
N/A
N/A

May 
5,143
1,358
1,757
7
1,392
73
556
0
N/A
N/A

· Assignments from January 2001 through May 2001 averaged 1,041 codes per month.  Factoring in the return of codes, the net code assignment rate averaged 518 codes per month.

· For comparison purposes, the assignment rate from January 2000 through May 2000 averaged 1,448 codes per month.  Factoring in the return of codes, the net code assignment rate averaged 1,148 codes per month.

· On May 8, 2001, the utilization threshold as described in the FCC NRO Order went into effect. 

State Part 1 Notifications

In response to the 2nd FCC NRO Order
, NANPA has initiated a process that provides state commissions notification of an application submitted to NANPA for the assignment of a central office code.  For those states that have a letter on file with the NANPA that they have appropriate confidentiality protections in place, NANPA will send an email notification that a Part 1 has been submitted for the assignment of either an initial and growth code for an NPA in their respective state.  Information provided includes the following:

NPA

Company Name and OCN

Rate Center

Switch Identification

Date Application Submitted

Requested Effective Date

Initial/Growth Code Request 

Code Applicant Contact Information

States can request a daily, weekly or monthly update from NANPA.  Presently, eighteen (18) states receive this notification.

NRUF Update

August 1, 2001 NRUF Submission Cycle

NANPA is preparing for the August 1, 2001 NRUF submission cycle.  A notice was sent via email in mid-May to all carriers that had previously submitted an NRUF to NANPA that the next submission deadline of utilization and forecast data was August 1, 2001. 

The August 1, 2001 submission will be accepted no earlier than July 1, 2001.  Utilization data should cover the period of January 1 through June 30, 2001.  Forecast data is a four and a half-year forecast for the August 1 submission.  Year 1 on all forecast forms refers to additional resources needed in 2001.  Form 502 and associated instructions for completing and submitting it can be downloaded from the NANPA website at http://www.nanpa.com.  

There have been some changes and clarifications to certain sections of the Form 502 Job Aid, including directions on sending revised submissions to a different email address, request for Fixed Wireless providers to report as CLECs and instructions for revisions to FTP submissions.   Service providers are strongly encouraged to read the Job Aid before completing the Form 502.  Doing so will lower the potential for errors that require follow-up by NANPA.

NRUF for the 500 and 900 NPAs

Beginning with the August 1st submission, carriers must also report utilization and forecast data for all NXX assignments from the 500 NPA and 900 NPA.  Directions for reporting on these non-geographic area codes can be found at http://www.nanpa.com under the NRUF Form 502 link.  To assist service providers in completing the Form 502 for non-geographic resources, NANPA has developed special instructions and the excel file to report non-geographic forecast and usage data for 500 and 900 NXX codes.

The 500/900 NPA reporting carrier must complete the following forms within the NRUF excel workbook: Company information, the U2 utilization form for primary reporting, the U4 utilization for intermediate reporting and the F3b forecast form.  Carriers should not attempt to populate the cells for entering rate center and state information in the U2, U4, and F3b spreadsheets.  In addition, the ‘donated to pool?” field on the U2 spreadsheet is not required.  These cells are shaded and protected from entering data since these cells only apply to geographic reporting.

Please note that 500/900 NPA reporting carriers should not attempt to complete the U1, U3, F1a, F1b, F2a, F2b, F3a, or rural certification forms.  These forms are shaded to signify that 500/900 NPA reporting carriers should not enter data in these forms.   The two exceptions to the requirement for 500/900 NPA reporting carriers to complete the forms (Company Information, U2 and/or U4, and F3b) are:

· Intermediate reporting carriers are not required to complete a forecast form.  This exception only applies to carriers that operate solely as intermediate carriers.

· Reporting carriers that do not have any assigned NXXs from the 500 or 900 NPAs are not required to complete a utilization form.  (Please note that any NXXs that are not reported on are subject to reclamation).

Please note that if a carrier does not forecast a need for any resources associated with a specific service provider OCN, the carrier should still complete the F3b noting zeros for Year 1 through Year 5.
NANPA has notified service providers that currently hold NXXs from the 500 and 900 NPAs of the requirement to report utilization and forecast data.

NRUF Training for States

On May 23 and 24, 2001, NANPA held a series of conference calls with state public service commissions to provide additional training on the use of the NRUF data.  Twenty-two states were represented on these calls.  The primary objective of these calls was to educate state commissions on the data contained in the individual state databases provided to them by NANPA.  This included a description of how they could use the capabilities and functions of these databases to assist them in understanding the current state of number utilization in their respective NPAs.

NANPA reviewed the different tables, queries and reports provided with the database.   With regard to the queries, NANPA explained how the existing queries could be modified or new queries created.  During these discussions, the states provided input on additional queries and reports they would find useful.  NANPA is currently examining this input and may develop additional queries for inclusion with the database.

NRUF Comparison with CO Code Administration Database

At the April 17-18, 2001 NANC meeting, NANPA took an action item to report on whether and to what extent it can compare information from the Code Administration database with NRUF filings to help determine if numbering resources assigned by NANPA were being reported and are being used.

As part of its efforts to assist state commissions in using the NRUF data, NANPA developed a report that identified where a service provider in NANPA’s Code Administration database did not report utilization on a code assigned to them via NRUF.  In those cases where an NPA-NXX was reported on by a different OCN than that listed in the NANPA’s Code Administration database, that information is noted in the report.

As part of its efforts to address inconsistent or anomalous data, NANPA has been contacting carriers that did not report utilization data on assigned NPA-NXXs as identified in the Code Administration database and requesting that they update their NRUF filing.  In many of these cases, the carrier is reporting that it is not their code.  Some carriers have indicated that the code in question was assigned prior to December 31, 2000 but was not effective until after that date.  For this reason, they did not report the code in their NRUF submission.  Some carriers have stated that they failed to report on the code in question due to an administrative error and would revise their NRUF submission.

With regard to the issue of reporting on codes with an effective date after the reporting time frame for utilization data, NANPA addressed this issue with the FCC Common Carrier Bureau and provided clarification on this matter.

Email June 4, 2001 from John Manning on the issue of reporting on codes with an effective date after the reporting time frame for utilization data

Recently, both of you have inquired about reporting utilization on a code in your NRUF submission whereby the effective date of the code was after the reporting time frame for utilization data.  For example, in the February 2001 NRUF submission cycle, carriers were required to report utilization data as of December 31, 2000.  A question was raised as to whether carriers should be also report on a code assigned prior to Dec. 31 but with an effective date after the time period for reporting utilization (e.g., a code assigned on December 20, 2000 with an effective date of February 20, 2001).

This issue has come up recently as NANPA has been contacting service providers that, according to our code assignment records, have an assigned NXX code but failed to report utilization on the code in the February 1, 2001 NRUF submission cycle.  A number of carriers have responded that even though the code was assigned as of December 31, 2000, the effective date of the code was after the December 31, 2000 date.  As a result, they did not report on the code.  

In discussions with service providers, a number of carriers have expressed concerns if they are required to report utilization data on all codes assigned to them, in particular, codes with future effective dates.  Some carriers have indicated to NANPA that they access their utilization data for the NRUF via their billing systems, and many carriers do not load codes into their billing system until just prior to the effective dates.  Thus, to report on an assigned code with an effective date after the utilization reporting period, a manual workaround is required to include a code with a future effective date in the NRUF submission since this code is not loaded into the carrier's billing system.  

It was NANPA's understanding of the FCC NRO Order that carriers were to report utilization information on all assigned codes as of December 31 for the February 1 or June 30 for the August 1 submission cycles, regardless of a code's effective date.  To verify our interpretation of the Order was accurate, NANPA discussed this matter with the FCC' s Common Carrier Bureau (CCB).  In doing so, we shared the concerns voiced to us by carriers with regard to effective dates and billing systems.  Based upon these discussions, the CCB confirmed our understanding of the requirement of carriers to report utilization data on all codes assigned to a carrier as of the specified reporting period (i.e., Dec. 31 or June 30), regardless of the effective date.

If you have any questions, please let me know.  Please note that I have provided a copy of this email to the NANC and NOWG leadership as well as the FCC CCB.   

Unavailable Code Project Update

In late March 2001, NANPA distributed letters to the former Central Office Code Administrators requesting their assistance in reviewing a list of unavailable NXX codes.  The purpose of this effort was to determine 1) what the codes were being used for so NANPA’s code assignment records could be complete and 2) identify any codes that might be returned.   The letter also noted that the objective of this effort was to reclaim as many codes as possible and that the final status of each of the codes listed would be posted to the NANPA web page as part of our code assignment reports.  A response was requested within 30 days.

As of June 14, NANPA had received input from the following: Cincinnati Bell, CNMI, Guam, Puerto Rico and a preliminary report from Verizon.  NANPA continues to work with the other former code administrators to finalize their response.

NANPA’s next step is to publish a list of currently unavailable codes on its web site that have been identified as candidates to become immediately available for assignment.  This will allow all carriers in the respective NPAs to notify NANPA if there is an issue with any one of these codes returning to the available status.  

For those NXXs that remain unavailable, NANPA will update its Code Administration database with the reason why the code is unavailable.  This information will then be posted to the NANPA web page.  NANPA wants to receive all the responses to see if there can be some consistency in describing the reason why a code is unavailable prior to updating its database. 

Returned Codes with Ported Telephone Numbers

NANPA continues to receive a large quantity of NXX codes being returned by code holders.  In many instances, these codes are marked as portable codes, meaning that numbers could potentially be ported from the code holder to another carrier.  Codes published in the LERG with an effective disconnect date result in carriers removing routing translations from their switches, resulting in calls to these ported numbers failing to complete.

The INC CO Code Assignment Guidelines states that if there are active or pending ports for any telephone numbers (TNs) within a returned NXX code, the CO Code Administrator is to select another code holder.  In many instances, NANPA does not know if a returned code has ported TNs and, if so, to what carrier the numbers have been ported to.   Secondly, the INC procedures were developed prior to the FCC NRO Orders, which specifically define the criteria for a service provider receiving a code.

NANPA has addressed both of these issues.  First, NANPA received direction from the FCC Common Carrier Bureau (CCB) to proceed with reassigning a block/code with ported TNs to the entity that has the most ported TNs.  It was noted that was not a violation of the FCC rules since the carrier being assigned the block/code is not applying for the numbers.  The CCB also requested that in those areas where pooling is implemented, that the pooling carrier being given the code donate those blocks with 10% or less contamination to the pool.

Second, permission was granted by the NAPM LLC for NANPA (and the interim/permanent Pooling Administrator) to receive an ad hoc report, generated during off-peak hours, that identifies the entities and associated quantity of ported TNs found in a returned NXX code.  This information will assist NANPA in re-assigning a code.  The NPAC will charge NANPA for the ad hoc report per the existing contract.  The reports are to be provided to the NANPA pursuant to a non-disclosure agreement.  NAPM LLC permission is not an endorsement of any potential solution to this problem and is revocable.

There are also issues concerning the update of the NPAC with new routing information without causing disruption to customer service.  This issue is being addressed in the LNPA WG.  Also, the INC is addressing this matter in terms of potential modifications to the CO Code Assignment Guidelines.

�  With the February 1, 2001 NRUF submission cycle, service providers were directed to provide their forecast (e.g., by 1KB or code) based upon the status of the NPA on December 31, 2000.  For example, if an NPA was in pooling prior to December 31, 2000, then a pooling service provided its forecast in 1K blocks.  However, if an NPA implemented pooling on February 15, 2001, then all service providers were directed to provide their forecast in central office codes.


� At the time of this study, the National Pool Administrator had not been selected and therefore a national rollout schedule of pooling by NPA had not been developed.


� Effective May 8, 2001, the federally mandated utilization threshold in effect at the time of the study was implemented for all NPAs.  The potential impact of utilization thresholds on CO demand was factored in by NANPA by reducing CO code demand based upon the individual NPA’s overall utilization rate as reported in NRUF data (February 1, 2001 submissions).  In future projections, this assumption should include the CO code growth rate when considering the impact of utilization thresholds on code demand. 


� Subsequent NANP exhaust projections will incorporate the actual pooling rollout schedule when it is available.


� This may somewhat overstate the impact since not all wireline carriers within those rate centers are LNP capable.


� It should be noted that NANPA has a project underway to identify the status of all unavailable codes.  This study could result in a change in the number of codes available for assignment in each NPA and therefore impact the date of NANP exhaust.


�  NPAs 855, 844, 833, 822, 880, 881, 882, 883, 884, 885, 886, 887 and 889.


� These include the 6 codes reserved for future PCS expansion (522, 533, 544, 566, 577 and 588) and 6 of the codes reserved for Canada (622, 633, 644, 655, 677 and 688).


� Source:  NANPA CO Code Administration


�  Paragraph 122 of the 2nd FCC NRO Order states that “To ensure that state commissions are aware of when an application for numbering resources has been submitted, state commissions may request notification from the NANPA.”





8
8

