Meeting Notes NOWG Meeting – February 10, 2003

Participants:

Bruce Bennett

Cathy Capita

Jim Castagna

Ann Cummins

Joanne Edelman

Rosemary Emmer

Paula Hustead

Paul Lagatutta

Karen Mulberry

Beth O’Donnell

Julie Petersen

Karen Riepenkroger

Chris Schaffer

Bill Shaughnessy

Semi – Annual PA Forecast Issue

Reviewed the individual contributions.

· There is no change in reference to forecasting between what was in the Pooling Administration guidelines in 2000 and today.  

· Nothing related to the Pooling Administrator forecasting process is in the NRUF guidelines.

· OMB has approved the excel spreadsheet as the acceptable form for doing forecasting.  

· Section 3.1.4.2 of the contract requirements submitted by NeuStar state a properly formatted file can be submitted by email attachment for forecasting.

· NeuStar uses a different FTP software then NANPA.

· Any reference to forecasting at the FIM, service providers are told to use the PAS system to do their forecasting.

Some participants are looking at the older meeting notes to see if there had been any change in requirements for forecasting submission.

The participants were asked if they had any response to the questions that were posed to the NOWG via email.  The questions were:

1. Have you filed the PA semi-annual forecast using Excel in the past?

2. How did you file your 2002 semi-annual forecast with the PA?

3. If there was a change in how the semi-annual forecast was filed – why/what caused the change in submission.

It was agreed after discussing the individual responses that wireless answered one way and wireline another.  It is a timing issue depending on the time a service provider entered pooling.

Some service providers tried to submit their forecast using an excel spreadsheet and were told January 2003 they must be submitted using PAS.

The main objection is in the manner this has been handled.  This was a very short fused timeframe.  If something this major has had the process change, why not send a mass notification to all service providers and give an appropriate timeframe of notification.

Next Steps:

Devise a work plan on the document.

ACTION ITEM – Karen Mulberry to consult with complainant and put together a summary of the issue 

ACTION ITEM – for the analysis section everyone needs to summarize each of their contributions and provide their findings.  Submit this to Karen M. by 2/14/03.

ACTION ITEM – Karen will put into one document and send to the group.  

A conclusion and recommendation will need to be drafted.

This report should be finished in time for the next NANC meeting in March. 

NANPA responses to the written questions
Responses to the written questions formulated for the operational review were received back from NANPA.  They will be reviewed more thoroughly at the meeting in Denver at the end of the month.

NANPA Operational Review Thank – You Note

The participants reviewed the draft letter.  Karen M. will send it out for any revisions by the group.  (Note: a/o 2/12/03 letter has been sent out and finalized).  When finalized Karen M. will send to Ron Connors of NANPA.

Proposed PA Process

Jim Castagna will finalize draft and resend it to the NOWG.  This will be looked at further at the 2/18/03 meeting.

ACTION ITEM:  Jim Castagna to finalize draft and resend to the NOWG. (Completed).
Next Meeting:  February 18, 2003  

Majority of the call will be on the forecasting issue.  

