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1) Customized Reports Enterprise Service
2) Update on NRUF

3) NANPA Letter on RAO Code Requirement for CO Code Applications

Customize Reports Enterprise Service

At the September 19-20, 2000 NANC meeting, the NANC requested that NANPA work with the NOWG to identify a concise list of standard and periodic reports that NANPA would provide under a Customized Reports Enterprise Service.  The results of this analysis including a proposed price schedule were to be presented for approval at the October NANC meeting.

As a result of the September NANC meeting, NANPA was requested by the NOWG to prepare a list of standard versus customized reports so that the NOWG could better understand the cost implications of such an enterprise service.  The NOWG requested this list be available at their September 25-29 meeting.

Based upon the concerns voiced at NANC by many of the state representatives, NANPA initiated internal discussions on how it might be able to meet the needs of state commissions for data with minimal impact from a cost perspective.  At this time, NANPA has not concluded our internal discussions and therefore is not prepared to submit a list of reports that would be considered standard vs. customized reports.  Rather, NANPA requires additional time to further analyze this situation and attempt to develop alternative solutions that address the concerns of state commissions, NANPA and the NANC.  

To better define the needs of the states, NANPA is in the process of scheduling meeting(s) with state commission representatives to discuss their data requirements and how NANPA may be able to go about meeting their requirements with minimal costs to the states and NANPA.  NANPA will keep the NOWG informed on the progress of its efforts and provide a status report at the November 2000 NANC meeting.

As stated above, the final approval of this enterprise service was conditional on NANPA providing a list of reports to the NOWG for their review.  NANPA's actions as described above will not allow the NOWG to make a recommendation to the NANC.  However, NANPA believes that this important issue deserves further analysis, even though it may result in a delay in the final approval of the enterprise service.

In the meantime, NANPA will not implement the Customized Report Enterprise Service until such time as the NANC has reviewed and approved our plans.  

NRUF Reporting

The following is a status report on the mandatory Number Resources Utilization/ Forecasting reporting as directed in the FCC Number Resources Optimization (NRO) Order.

As of October 13, 2000, NANPA had received over 3000 502 forms. 

· 350 forms were accepted without any errors. 

· Over 1700 forms were accepted but contained errors.  Examples of errors include no entry in the Parent Company Name or OCN fields, unrecognizable NPA codes, invalid rate center name and no recognizable forecast provided.

· Over 750 forms contained errors that resulted in the submission being rejected.  Examples of these types of errors include the following:

· Submissions whereby no OCN appears in the service provider OCN field.

· Submissions whereby multiple OCNs appear in the service provider OCN field.

· Submissions containing a non-valid OCN format (i.e., OCN must be a four-digit, numeric number; any other format and the submission will be rejected).

· Submission containing a non-valid OCN – The reported OCN on the form has been cross-checked with OCN information in the LERG and there is no match.

· Submissions whereby the following information is not provided: service provider name, company address, city, state, zip, contact name and contact telephone number.

· Submissions whereby no utilization or forecast data is reported (i.e., the individual utilization and forecast forms contained no data).

· Submission whereby the service provider modified the spreadsheet (e.g. eliminated workbooks).

· NANPA has started to contact service providers via email whose submissions contained errors.  We are focusing primarily on those carriers whose submissions have been rejected.  Service providers will be allowed up to 5 days from date of notification to address these situations and respond to NANPA. Service providers that fail to address the problem(s) identified by NANPA with their submission in the time frame prescribed and to the satisfaction of NANPA will be deemed, for purposes of applications for numbering resources, not to have an NRUF on file.
· NANPA will accept updates and/or corrections to previously submitted NRUF submissions associated with the current reporting cycle provided that the carrier submits all the previously reported data contained on the 502 form for the OCN in question as well as the revision/update.  This revised 502 form will completely replace the existing data for that OCN.  (For example, if a carrier wants to add another NPA to its forecast, the carrier should submit the previously reported utilization/forecast data for that OCN along with the new NPA forecast.)  Service providers should indicate in the email that the submission replaces a previous submission for that OCN.

· NANPA will provide to states, with appropriate confidentiality protections in place, all service provider-specific NRUF data for those carriers operating in the respective states at no charge to the states.  NANPA will provide the utilization and forecast data as submitted by the service provider(s).  This data will consist of OCN by NPA and the respective reported utilization and forecast data.  To allow NANPA the opportunity to contact service providers that submitted 502 forms with errors, and to have these service providers correct their submissions, NANPA is targeting mid-November as the time frame when NRUF data will be made generally available to states.  States with unique requirements for this data prior to this time frame should contact NANPA.

· NANPA will provide one copy of the utilization and forecast data as submitted by pooling service providers to the Pooling Administrator(s). This data will consist of OCN by NPA and the respective reported utilization and forecast data. 
RAO Requirement for CO Code Applications

On September 13, 2000, the Industry Numbering Committee (INC) participants reached consensus on a new requirement that service providers supply an RAO (Revenue Accounting Office) code as part of their Central Office Code application.  According to this consensus, NANPA was to suspend or deny any central office code application in which the applicant did not supply an entry in the RAO field.  However, at the time of this decision, it was not clear to NANPA whether NANPA was to determine if the RAO code was valid.  For this reason, NANPA notified the NANC Chair and INC Moderator of the potential impact this new requirement may have on NANPA operations.

At the October 2-3, 2000 interim INC meeting, the INC participants clarified that the NANPA does not need to validate the entry in the RAO field.  Rather, the only action that NANPA should take is to suspend or reject the application if no entry is made in the RAO field.  With this clarification, which is to be provided as part of the resolution statement to INC Issue 220, NANPA concluded that this new requirement resulted in minimal impact on NANPA operations and no cost recovery adjustment was necessary.
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September 27, 2000

John R. Hoffman

Chairman

North American Numbering Council

Sprint Communications

6607 Willow Lane

Mission Hills, KS 66208-1974

Norman Epstein

Moderator

Industry Numbering Committee

GTE Service Corporation


700 Hidden Ridge, HQW02J80


Irving, TX 75015


Dear Messrs. Hoffman and Epstein:

This letter is to provide the required written 10-day notice to the North American Numbering Council (NANC) and the Industry Numbering Committee (INC) that the Resolution of INC Issue 220, “RAO Code Requirement” may require changes in NANPA’s current operations. 

This notification is required per Section 1.5.2 of the North American Numbering Plan (NANP) Administration Requirements Document, entitled Industry Numbering Committee Changes to Number Resource Assignment Guidelines.  This section states that the NANPA notify the NANC and INC when INC establishes NANP numbering resource plans, administrative directives, assignment guidelines (including modifications to existing assignment guidelines), and procedures which may affect the functions to be performed by NANPA.
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On September 13, 2000, INC52 participants reached consensus to place Issue 220 into initial closure.   The resolution of Issue 220 is a new requirement that service providers supply an RAO code as part of their applications for central office codes.  It is expected that Issue 220 will reach final closure at INC53, during the week of November 17, 2000.  Reflecting this resolution, Section 4.1.2 of the Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines will be changed to include this new requirement, and field for the RAO Code will also be added to the Part 1 form, Request for NXX Code Assignment.

It is NANPA’s understanding that Code Administration should suspend or deny any central office code application in which the applicant does not supply an entry in the RAO Code field.  

The Issue 220 resolution (“Agreement Reached”) does not explicitly state whether NANPA must determine whether the RAO code is valid for the carrier applying for resources.  If the INC determines that NANPA is required to validate the RAO code, this will cause a change in NANPA’s current operations.  To fully understand the impact of this change on its operations, NANPA will request further clarification from the INC on NANPA’s responsibilities as they relate to checking the RAO field.  Specifically, NANPA will need to understand if its only obligation is to merely check to see if something has been entered in the RAO field on the CO code application or does NANPA have to ensure data entered corresponds to a valid RAO format and/or the RAO code provided is indeed assigned to the code applicant.   With this clarification, NANPA will be able to provide an assessment of the impact of this new requirement and recommend an appropriate cost recovery adjustment, if necessary.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me at 202-533-2650 or ron.conners@neustar.com.

Sincerely,

/s/

Ronald R. Conners

Director

North American Numbering Plan Administration

Copy to: 


Yog R. Varma, Deputy Bureau Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, FCC

Cheryl L. Callahan, Designated Federal Officer, NANC

Scott Ludwikowski, Assistant INC Moderator 
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