NENO Meeting Minutes

June 20, 2001

Attendees:
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Natalie Billingsley

Philip McClelland

John Manning

Deborah Bell

Julie Petersen

Wendy Potts

Anna Miller
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Karen Mulberry

Stephen Addicks

Chris Harris

Mark Lancaster

Mark Enzmann

Switzon Wigfall

Via Conference Bridge:

Karen Norcross

Jody O’Marra

Pete Tanna

Beth O’Donnell

Tike Gaugler

Laurie Messing

I. Introductions and Agenda

Penn opened the meeting covering the agenda, and proposing we go through the contributions, particularly new items, to ensure the Basic Description met group agreement.  It was noted that no template on the Administrative Measures had been contributed.  John Manning was asked to provide an overview of NANPA’s exhaust analysis methodology (NRUF) for the group.

Ed Gould reviewed the NANC discussion on the NANP Expansion/Number Optimization (NENO) effort, and the expectation that new uses of numbers would be considered with the demand for numbers.  It was acknowledged that there are no near term solutions expected from NENO’s analysis in modeling additional ways to conserve the resource.

John Manning reviewed the NANC presentation provided by NANPA on projecting NPA exhaust, explaining that number demand, whether pooling existed or not, and utilization and forecast data were considered to determine NPA exhaust.    NANPA examined how many NXXs assigned annually by four industry segments:  ILEC, CLEC, CMRS, and Paging.  Other statistics, such as rationing, quantity of unavailable codes, forecasts based on those consistently applied by Form 502 descriptions were included.  Another factor in the analysis included month-by-month demand from December 1997 to the present.  NANPA also considered how many Rate Centers and the number of CLEC OCNs exist in each NPA.  To understand the level of competition, NANPA looked at the number of CLECs operating that actually have codes assigned, and did not limit code assignment to company but to an OCN.  NPA exhaust occurs when all the available CO Codes have been assigned/used.   CO Code demand has dampened in the current economic environment.  NANPA trended on historical data, comparing historical to forecasted data.  The “Second Order” effect was mentioned as an additional factor, especially as it related to the impact of the implementation of utilization thresholds. 

John also stated that one of the assumptions used in the September 2000 NANP exhaust projection was that area code with more than 25 rate centers would see a 50% reduction in CO code demand as a result of wireline number pooling.  For NPAs with 24 or less rate centers, a 30% reduction was applied.  Each NPA was assessed as to when wireline pooling began (date), the number of rate centers, and then took into account wireless pooling until all NXX codes reached exhaust.   Modeling this methodology, it was suggested that the application of any optimization be figured through a percent reduction in demand for an NPA 

NANPA indicated it could provide, per NPA, the number of rate centers, the number of OCNs, and forecasted demand.  John stated a write up on the above described methodology would be provided.

Penn stated that the intention of NENO is to ascertain which conservation measures has an impact and which does not.  Some measures increase supply, other measures may reduce demand.  Assessing the impact on a given NPA, looking at historical demand consistent with underlying baseline assumptions, then going NPA by NPA, first through the optimization measure assumptions, then at NANP expansion, should enable the group to compare measures.  

II. Discussion of Contributions/Contributor Volunteers

The number optimization measure templates are itemized in the chart below.  It should be noted that NENO 1 and NENO 6 are background information pieces, and have no Template for consideration.

Optimization Measure
Editor
NENO Number
NOTES

Rate Center Consolidation
Penn Pfautz
NENO 2


Transparent Numbers
Karen Mulberry
NENO 3




D-Digit Release
Julie Petersen
NENO 4


Multiple measures (expanded overlay, UNP, 1K pooling)
Nancy Brockway
NENO 5
Some items listed are now stand alone

Distributed Overlay
Wendy Potts
NENO 7


Boundary Extension Overlay
Wendy Potts
NENO 8


Mandatory 10-digit Dialing
Julie Petersen
NENO 9


Individual Telephone Number Porting (ITN)
Norman Epstein
NENO 10


Unassigned Number Porting (UNP)
Norman Epstein
NENO 11


Charging for Numbers
NARUC/

Nancy Brockway or Phil McClelland
NENO 12


Review of the contributions
The order of discussion, covering the Basic Description only, was as follows:

Mandatory 10-digit dialing:

SBC editor Julie Petersen explained that this measure impacts supply, but not demand.  It was noted that this measure enhances other optimization measures, and that it is generally required for overlays.  It was acknowledged that dependancies must be linked, and that it offers an incremental benefit to other measures.

ITN:

Verizon editor Norm Epstein explained this contribution, and that he used the NRO ITN Report to form the basis for the description and other sections. 

This measure brought a question from Sprint’s Hoke Knox as to whether basic assumptions on terminology, such as “rate center” versus “rate area” would be included.  The group generally agreed, however, the terminology section will have to wait until the contributions are further refined.

Transitional Overlay (Cingular) – Not discussed this meeting.

III. Future Meeting Schedule

· Next Conference Call on July 5, 2001 from 12:00 p.m.-2:00 p.m. ET  

Agenda will include:


Classification of NPAs, e.g., by number of rate centers, more than one LATA.

Prioritize the optimization measures that may be easier to conduct an initial analysis upon.

Attempt to quantify measures as to assumptions for analysis.

· Reminder:  Monthly conference call on the first Thursday of each month, from 12:00 p.m. to 2:00 p.m. ET

