NOWG Meeting Notes July 23, 2003

Participants

Bruce Bennett

Cathie Capita

Joanne Edelman

Rosemary Emmer

Paula Hustead

Karen Mulberry

Beth O’Donnell

Julie Petersen

Karen Riepenkroger

Karen M. reviewed the agenda.  The minutes review of July 7 and July 11 will be discussed on the call Friday, July 25, 2003.

Change Order #2

Discussed the response received from the PA, Shannon Collins.  It was felt the change makes sense based upon the November 2002 BIRRDS release.  There was discussion there should be a further clarification to some of the wording.

ACTION ITEM:  Karen M. will send Shannon Collins and email letting her know the NOWG supports bringing a contribution to INC.

Change Order #2 has been closed out.

Change Order #22

This change order replaces Change Order #17.  The NOWG will re-review Change Order 17 and be prepared to discuss Change Order #22 on Friday, July 25, 2003.

ACTION ITEM:  Karen M. will send Change Order 17 to the NOWG.  Complete
Change Order #23

This Change Order was created from PIM 24.  It appears with information contributed by Bruce, that the actual cost is the only thing being passed on.

During discussion and because various members of the NOWG had somewhat different interpretations of this Change Order, a list of questions were created to be sent to Shannon Collins, for further clarification of this Change Order because the NOWG can come to a recommendation.

1. Reports will be requested from what NPAC regions?  Provide a list of the NPAC regions that will be included.

2. Will these costs be paid to NeuStar up front or spread out over the remainder of the life of the contract.  How will the money be parceled out?

3. Will these reports be evaluated manually or via a program?  If with a program, please identify.

4. Would additional time need to be added to the allocation process?

5. At what point during the pool establishment timeline would the reports be run and how much time would that increase the time period.

6. Will the reports be run during the block assignments and how will that be done within the current time period?  Also, if assignments are made automatically in PAS for blocks, how will this report be incorporated?

7. Will the PA use these reports to check all of the existing blocks available for assignment, if so, will that be done as a project, or only as blocks are assigned?

8. How beneficial, over time, will this be and what value will it be to the Industry?

9. Why is the NeuStar resolution different then the PIM resolution?

ACTION ITEM:  Karen M will draft questions and send out to NOWG for review Friday, July 25, 2003.

ACTION ITEM:  ALL review questions and provide rest of NOWG with any other questions or suggested modifications.

Annual Review Process

Discussed the annual review process.  The group agreed there is value in having a face-to-face operational review with the PA and the NANPA.  These need to be held at separate times.

A proposal of the PA annual review process was submitted to the NANC and needs to be revisited to make sure that is what is needed to be done.

Need to look at NANPA survey for any modifications for presentation at the September NANC.

Paula provided a draft PA survey for the NOWG to review.  This will be part of the focused discussion on Friday, July 25, 2003.

ACTION ITEM:  Karen M. will forward to the NOWG Paula’s proposed survey and the PA annual review.

