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	1. The proposed agenda was approved.

2. John Manning reported on NANPA analyses of optimization measure impact

a. Revised RCC to use 2002 model as baseline

b. D digit release

It was pointed out that we need to look at effect of adding 80 the N9X NPAs to the NPA pool if the D-digit is  

not released versus not adding them if the D digit is released prior to NANP expansion. John Manning agreed 

to look at the effect of adding the N9X codes to base case (TBNP)

The issue of whether the effect of introducing 80 codes is greater earlier or later was raised but it is not clear

 how this can be done in the model or whether it would have an effect.

b. UNP

There was discussion of how (and whether) an appropriate demand reduction factor can be derived from the

 data presented. Questions arose as to whether the effect was one time or persistent and whether we could

 assume that numbers would be available in the right rate center at the right time.

c. ITN

The analysis presented assigned fractional CO code as needed for each Rate Center and there was dispute

 as to whether this caused the demand reduction to be overestimated. There was also concern with the

cross elasticity with thousands block number pooling. John Manning will look at a few NPAs rate center  

by rate center seeing when codes need to be added.

d. Fixed Boundary overlay

To quantify the effects of this measure, John Manning will look at previous NANPA alternative  code

relief proposals that included both overlays and splits so we can calculate the difference in the projected

 exhaust dates included in the proposals.

f. Boundary Extension Overlay

John Manning and Karen Norcross will try to find example cases of this measure.

g. Mandatory 10-d dialing

It was suggested that we could treat all instances  as Class 1  and get an average NPA life extension

There was dispute as to whether this would apply for each cycle of NPA relief or not. The chair will

rewrite the section to acknowledge the use of 2001 rather than 2002 data.  John Manning will see how 

difficult it would be to drop all protected codes from the NANPA mode (set available CO codes to 792 for all

NPAs.)

i. Transparent Numbers

There was concern expressed about how the limited impact projected for this measure (and ITN)

could be understood given FCC analyses of NRUF data suggesting many numbers appear to be stranded.

It was suggested that our metrics only calculate the incremental effect beyond TBNP while the FCC

analyses do not include the effects of pooling since they precede its widespread deployment.

Thus, it may prove useful to calculate the effect of pooling as had been done in the past.

The issue of accounting for the effects of pooling based on past analyses or a rerun of NANPA model without

 Pooling was raised. There was a suggestion about using early 2007 projections as a baseline for

admin measures but concerns about confounding here. John Manning will see how difficult it would be 

run the model with pooling stopped at 1/1/2003 .

3. AWS contributions

a. 500 Number Block Pooling

There was discussion of whether 100s block number pooling made more sense than 500s block pooling

Based on certain network element constraints. It was suggested that, at least for wireless, 100s block was

ten times as much work as TBNP versus twice as much for 500s block.

b. Increased levels of contamination for TBNP

It was suggested that there was some data available about this approach but the industry and regulators had 

decided not to move forward with it.

It was agreed that we will not pursue these two measures but will note them specifically in the report along with

others. Anne Cummins will draft text on reductions in pooling block size and increase in contamination levels

And Norm Epstein will draft a list of measures we did not pursue for an Appendix 2

4. Discussion of the draft report

Modifications were made to the draft report and the following additional action items or points were noted.

Penn Pfautz will look for exhaust dates for 71 NPAs where RCC not applied to see if the point at the end of

Section 5.1.4.9 should be expanded on or dropped.

Penn Pfautz will send the Table in Section 5.4.6 to John Manning as an overlay list for use in 2(d) above.

Penn Pfautz will add a “DRAFT” header and page numbers to the document

4. The group tentatively concluded we are unlikely to be able to report a final result in September.


	
	

	
	
	


