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1. The IMG first discussed the NANPA contribution on Rate Center Consolidation impact. Some members were surprised that RCC did not appear to extend the life of the NANP more than five years. It was pointed out that the RCC demand reduction factor was only applied to wireline demand, while wireless accounts for about 40% of CO code demand. The IMG confirmed that an extension to wireless demand would not be appropriate since wireless carriers do not usually obtain numbers in all rate centers in an NPA. We also discussed the possibility of extending application of the factor to additional NPAs but concluded that 1) this might not be appropriate based on the differences between these primarily less populated NPAs and those NPAs from which the factor was developed, and 2) that, given the low levels of competition and demand believed to characterize these areas that RCC in these NPAs was not expected to significantly add to the life of the NANP.

John Manning will provide some additional background information on the analysis performed and the NENO #2 editor (Penn Pfautz) will work with John to incorporate the analysis into the impact section of the RCC template.

2. Draft Report

The IMG reviewed the latest draft of the final report.  Among the issues considered were

· Use of a 5-point rating scale  for costs

· Whether societal costs should be included in the Cost Section versus other Considerations, especially if not monetary

· The need to capture operational as well as network element costs

Brian Baldwin will update the Criteria section

The IMG agreed to drop Section 6.1.2  paragraph 2 and section 6.3.

Contributions were requested toward section 6.4

It was requested that the entire report use conditional language to describe proposals not yet implemented..

A list of participants in the IMG will be added to the report, and prior to completion, the first page should indicate that the report is only a draft. We may also need to change the date on the cover page since it is unlikely the report will be completed in April.

It was noted that the paragraph on caveats for impact evaluations provided by SBC needs to be incorporated into the report. Norm Epstein agreed to try to address this.

3. NENO 10 impact section

The group reviewed the latest revision and concluded that  discussion of  methods considered but not chosen should be de-emphasized. Penn Pfautz will revise accordingly. It was also noted on the subject of service provider inventories that, since under FCC regulations these should not exceed 6 months, the effect of such inventories on life of the NANP should be minor.

4. At the next meeting the IMG will revisit  its schedule. AT&T Wireless offered the possibility of their hosting a face-to- face meeting if Chicago if necessary.

5. Next meeting April 11, 11:30-1:30 Eastern, Bridge TBD.

Penn Pfautz

