Numbering Administration Oversight Working Group (NAOWG)

Meeting Notes 10/02/02

Participants:

Karen Mulberry

Jim Castagna

Karen Riepenkroger

Bruce Bennett

Beth O’Donnell

Julie Petersen

Elsa Morris

Cathie Capita

Mark Enzmann

Joanne Edelman

1.  Readout of the September NANC meeting
The NANC endorsed the new oversight group, whose new name is the Numbering Administration Oversight Working Group (NAOWG).  At the NANC it was stated the group would get further direction in a few weeks from the FCC.  Karen M. said in a recent conversation with Sanford of the FCC, the NAOWG should be hearing some word within the next week for our role regarding oversight of the PA and NANPA.

The NANC requested the NAOWG research the technical requirements of the PA in regard to the current INC issue 369 to see if the PAS system was built according to the requirements.

2.  Review/discuss the assigned NANC Action Item
Discussion was held regarding the NANC Action Item delegated to the NAOWG.  It is felt there has never been a definition that an SP can only request a thousand block in the month they forecasted needing the thousand block.  The PA says, “How else can they keep the pool sized?”  The Industry wants to know how the PA came to the conclusion to build the PAS system that way.  (See Page 24 Sec 2.11 sentence 2 and 2.11.1 Point 3 requires the PA to determine the “anticipated assignment rate…from the inventory pool.”) If the PAS system needs to be changed, it should be changed at no cost to the Industry.  Barry Bishop (NeuStar PA) believes that PAS couldn’t be built on a floating forecast level.  Why not?  PAS is a dynamically updated database of Blocks Donated & Blocks Assigned.  If it were not capable of dynamic activity then PAS wouldn’t be able to forward the Daily Changes to the NPAC databases.

Sections in the Pooling Guidelines to review would be Section 6.1.2 and the Sections that follow.  Per the TBPA Guidelines, there is language saying a composite forecasting would be used.  The PA has been contacted by the NAOWG to see if they have any information and data they wish to share.  Barry Bishop told Karen M. he is checking with the FCC to see what they can share.  As we proceed, we should address any questions to Barry.

ACTION ITEM:  Julie Petersen said she would send out to the group all of the INC records surrounding this issue.  (NOTE:  Julie sent this information out, and action item is completed).

A meeting schedule needs to be established for this issue.

3.  Approval of 8/29/02 meeting minutes
The meeting minutes for 8/29/02 were approved with one spelling change and Karen M. and Jim will have them posted to the NANC website.  It was suggested in order to get more participation something should be posted on the NANC website.

ACTION ITEM:  Karen M. and Jim will contact John Manning about having some verbiage on the website, if anyone is interesting in participating on the NAOWG, contact Karen M. or Jim C.

4.  2002 Annual NANPA Performance Feedback Survey

There was discussion regarding the 2002 NANPA Annual Performance Feedback Survey.  

A proposed schedule for the survey was agreed upon.

It was discussed that there may need to be clearer instructions on the cover letter accompanying the survey requesting one survey be submitted per company.  It was asked if anyone objects to one survey per company.  

For the record, Sprint PCS prefers survey results to be submitted individually.

No one objected to one survey per company.

ACTION ITEM:  Jim and Karen M. will put together a revised cover letter to accompany the surveys for the group to comment on.

ACTION ITEM:   Any proposed changes to the 2001 survey need to be submitted to Jim by October 8, 2002.

October 10, 2002 at 1 P.M. EDT, there will be a meeting to finalize the survey.  The survey will be forwarded to NANPA by October 11, 2002 for their comments.  Any further discussion will be at the October 24, 2002 meeting with NANPA.

ACTION ITEM:  The NAOWG need to talk to their INC representative to get a better understanding of issue 369 to better work on the NANC assignment.

ACTION ITEM:  By Friday, October 4, 2002, Julie Petersen will have a synopsis of the NANC action item out the NAOWG.

5  Readout of Meeting with NANPA  9/25/02

Discussion of the joint meeting with NANPA on 9/25/02.  The NAOWG reviewed the PIPs that were discussed at the NANPA meeting.  Much was discussed regarding the CIC, 500 , 900, etc. not having SP input into CAS.   The NAOWG discussed the feasibility of putting all of the records into CAS by NANPA.  This will be part of the agenda on 10/24/02.  

There is concern about NANPA missing some metric items.  Mentioned was missing the 10 day response time to the SP.  NANPA needs to get the 10-day response time back on track.  What is NANPA’s process - does there need to be some type of process improvement?  This too needs to be added to the 10/24/02 agenda.

NANC needs to know a little more of what is discussed at the NANPA meetings.

