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LNP Issue Report for CRTC








Issue Name:	Criteria for Selection of Trial Participants and Location








Issue Description:





The objective of a LNP Trial would be to test technology, market impact, processes between carriers and the 3rd Party Admin.  This trial would allow end-to-end testing of the LRN solution across multi-carrier networks, as well as full testing of the 3rd Party database and processes.  The trial would allow carriers and the 3rd Party dB Administrator to troubleshoot their LRN implementation and processes prior to commercial launch.





Factors:





The factors pertaining to the selection of trial participants and location include:





- Conditions of voluntary participation


- Conditions of mandatory participation


- Trial cost and timing


- Transition to commercial service








Analysis:





At a minimum, the trial should include participation from ILEC, CLEC, IXC, 3rd Party dB Admin.  Other interested parties (i.e., Resellers, Sharing Groups, and Wireless) may participate pursuant to the decision emanating from Public Notice 95-48.  In order to test the LRN functionality fully, participation in the trial may be required from non-LNP capable switches.





It would be desirable that the trial supports the following conditions:





CRITERIA		CONDITIONS





Carrier			1. Location should support at least two CLECs


Interoperability	2. Location should support at least two ILEC switches


			3. Locations should provide access to at least two IXCs


			4. Location should support a non-LNP capable wireline and


			      wireless carrier


			5. Locations should support at least one wireless provider











CRITERIA		CONDITIONS (Cont’d)





Service Feature	1. ILEC location should offer enhanced features (e.g. CLASS(,


Interoperability	      etc.) to enable verification of interworking with other


			      similarly equipped networks


			2. Location should support FGD carrier selection





Vendor		1. Location should support multiple vendor switch and signaling


Interoperability	      products (i.e., AT&T, Nortel, Siemans) should they be in use


			      by potential trial participants





LNP			1. Location should be provisioned to verify all LNP routing


Interoperability	      scenarios


				- Originating Query


				- Originating Query with Query Reduction Mechanism


				- N-1 Carrier


				- Terminating Query





Network		1. Location should offer E911/911 service to verify interworking


Interoperability	2. Operator Services verification; 0+\-, DA


			3. Verify all correct SAC code routing


			4. Verify all correct N11 code routing	





3rd Party dB		1. Trial should verify interaction between 3rd Party dB and each


Admin.		      carrier for both LNP functionality and OSS functionality.





In the event that there are more potential participants than is practical for the trial, some of the factors that could be used to determine the inclusion of participants include:





- Ability to contribute to costs as per cost recovery scheme


- Ability to contribute resources to trial planning, deployment, and operations


- Ability to deploy network elements to meet the trial timing


- Contribute the trial objectives to fully testing a broad range of technologies,


      including multi-vendor, multiple switch types (i.e., local, tandem, toll), and


      test service and feature transparency


- Cost of equipping the site(s)





Trial location should be selected subsequent to determination of carrier representation.  Some elements which should be considered in selecting trial locations would be:





- Access to a Captive Market or Carrier Friendly Market


- Location where service launch would likely occur














Conclusion:





During the discussion of this issue, several parties(e.g., Stentor, Sprint, MicroCell, TelcoPlus, and Rogers) have indicated their interest in participating in a trial.  It is assumed that the Commission would mediate the process to ensure that appropriate carrier representation in a trial on the basis of the discussion in the Analysis section of this document.








Recommendation:





It is recommended that the Commission would initiate and mediate the process for Selection of Trial Participants and Location.  The Commission could issue a Public Notice in June of 1996 calling for interested parties to participate in this process and schedule the first meeting shortly after responses to that Public Notice.








Participation:





Name:							Company:





Bohdan Zabawskyj					Clearnet


Michael Conway, David McKeown			Rogers


Vinh-Trung Huynh					MicroCell


Doug Kwong, George Hearn, Rick Leoux		SRCI


David Whyte, Prabhat Juneja				Unitel


Sharon Ledwell					CCTA
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