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Issue Name:	Choice of Routing Alogrithm and Generic Requirements








Issue Description:





This issue documents the routing and addressing scheme that the Canadian Telecommunications industry will be using to offer Local Number Portability.  All major IXC, Wireless, CLEC, and ILEC service providers have agreed upon the Location Routing Number (LRN) routing scheme.  The Switching and Signaling Requirements for Canadian Implementation of Number Portability doucment was developed and based entirely on the routing and addressing scheme (LRN).





Factors:





The major factor that was taken into consideration was industry compatibility.  It is important that all service provider’s networks interact with each other and that all existing or known CLASS( features function across network boundaries where applicable.  An example today of not passing CLASS( features across network boundaries is between the Landline and Cellular network, due to feature incompatibility.





Alternatives:





There were other routing solutions proposed by the major vendors (exp:  CPC, and LANP) but due to technical reasons, which is out of the scope of this document, were eliminated.  Seven states are presently working on Local Competition and all of them have chosen the LRN routing and addressing methodology.








Analysis:





As discussed in the Alternatives, this analysis would be out of the scope of this document.





	


Conclusion:





The Canadian industry has agreed to implement LRN with one of the influences being to align with a uniform North American solution for LNP.














Recommendation:





The Switching and Signaling Working Group has recommended LRN for Canada.  
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