File Name:� FILENAME  \* MERGEFORMAT �REPORT05.DOC��                                                ATTACHMENT 5








_____________________________________________________________





LOCAL NUMBER PORTABILITY


SWITCHING & SIGNALING


INDUSTRY WORK GROUP











LNP Issue Report for CRTC





Issue # 5





_____________________________________________________________








TITLE:		GR SECTIONS 4.3 AND 4.4 SERVICE INTERACTIONS


			AND TRANSPARANCIES AND OPERATIONS, 					ADMINISTRATION AND PROVISIONING REQ’MTS





---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------








ABSTRACT: 		These sections of the Switch & Signaling Generic Requirements


			Document deal with Interactions & Transparencies with other


			features and with Operations, Administration and Provisioning


			Requirements.  These are identified in the GR as a “required”


			requirement and some are of the opinion that they should be


			identified as “optional” for the wireless carriers.





---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------








AUTHOR:		Vihn-Trung Huynh - MicroCell - Switch & Signaling Industry


			Working Group


			


---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------








Date:			June 4, 1996








---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------








�
LNP Issue Report for CRTC








Issue Name:	Service and Feature Interactions





�


Issue Description:





The contentious issues raised by MicroCell in the current “Generic Switching & Signaling Requirements for Canadian implementation of Number Portability” draft document (CRTC-96xxxxx, Issue 10.00 of April 15, 1996) deals specifically with the Sections 4.3 and 4.4 entitled “Interactions & Transparencies with Other Features” and “Operations, Administration & Provisioning” respectively.





As reflected in our contribution of March 28, 1996 to the Technical Switching and Signaling Sub-Working Group, it is MicroCell’s view that these sections need to be identified, at least, as “OPTIONAL” requirements (i.e., <OPT>) for the WIRELESS carriers as opposed to their current “mandated” status in the GR.





Section 4.3 mandates the support of specific AIN-based services between LNP networks.  It is MicroCell’s view that this is purely a business issue far beyond the LNP scope, and undermines the prime LNP objective of competition between operators, rather than duplication of networks and service offerings.  What is important is that the enhanced services offered by the network to whom the numbers are ported to (i.e., recipient) must not be compromised by the LNP solution.





Section 4.4 pertains specifically to wireline Automatic Message Accounting (AMA) billing records, processes and operational issues which are not applicable to non-AMA wireless carriers.





Clearly, as a generic document, MicroCell should not be identified specifically in relation to sections 4.3 and 4.4, or indeed for any other parts of this document.  The issue is one specific to wireless carriers in general.








Factors:





Two (2) key factors must be considered in the drafting of an industry-wide LNP GR intended for the use by multi-network operators.  These factors are details in the ALTERNATIVES  AND ANALYSIS section:





- The generic nature of the document for an industry-wide application


- The legally binding nature of the document











Alternatives and Analysis:





Factor 1:  The generic nature of the document for the industry-wide application.  Due to vast technological differences between Wireline and Wireless networks, three (3) approaches including a Compromise Solution may be adopted in the creation of a common industry-wide generic requirement for a multi-network/operator application.





Approach No. 1





Limit the GR document only to the CORE LNP requirements which are ESSENTIAL for LNP deployment across different networks.  Any other network-specific requirements can subsequently be added by specific operator for its own use, with reasons, in their RFQ/RFP process.





This approach can be easily achieved TODAY by deleting Sections 4.3 and 4.4.  Any AIN-compatible wireline network can freely add Sections 4.3-4.4, if necessary, for specific OAM&P issues and inter-network support of ENHANCED services.





|Approach No. 1 had been rejected by the TSS SWG on May 22, 1996


|Conference Call in favour of the Compromise Solution and Approach No. 3








Approach No. 2





Include the CORE LNP requirements as well as EVERY network-specific requirements for all the different networks in the industry (e.g., wireline and wireless) in the same GR document.  Each specific operator can then cross out any non-applicable requirements for its own use, with reasons, in their RFQ/RFP process.





The current GR follows this approach since it is based on the Illinois document, but it falls short from including any Wireless Network-specific requirements.  MicroCell does not believe that the second approach should be pursued for two reasons:





-	Adding Wireless-specific network requirements will add delays in the GR


	finalization process and there is a fast approaching deadline.





-	Mandating specific Wireless services to be supported, in similar fashion as


	Section 4.3 and 4.4 do for the wireline carriers, in the LNP implementation


	would be UNFAIR for the wireline carriers, add unnecessary complexity to


	any wireline switch vendors and add possible delays in the roll-out of LNP


	since both switching fabric and standards are totally different.





|Approach No. 2 had been rejected by this TSS SWG May 22, 1996 Conference Call


|in favour of the Compromise Solution and Approach No. 3








Compromise Solution





The compromise solution, proposed by MicroCell, then and now, is to indicate in the Assumptions Section of the GR, the following statement:





“Interactions & Transparencies with Other Features” (Section 4.3) and “Operations, Administration & Provisioning” requirements (Section 4.4) are “OPTIONAL” for WIRELESS carriers.





|The Compromise Solution was adopted by the TSS SWG on May 29, 1994


|Conference Call to replace the current Assumption #5 which reads “this


|document does not address any requirements for porting from wireline to


|IS41-based wireless carriers and vice-versa”.








Approach No. 3


(2 paragraphs)





|Consensus reached on May 13, 1996 to insert the following paragraph in the


|Introduction Section of the GR:





“This document may not address all of the specific or additional requirements pertinent to the participant of the Wireless Service Providers in a LNP environment.  It is anticipated that subsequent revisions of this document will accommodate the specific or additional requirements to the participant of the Wireless Service Providers in a LNP environment”.





|MicroCell agrees to insert the following second paragraph in the Introduction


|Section of the GR as in the consensus reached on May 29, 1996.





“If a Wireless Service Provider intends to participate in a LNP environment or is mandated by the Commission as a LNP participant but can not strictly adhere to the current revision of the switching and signaling requirements, then the service provider will provide a detailed description of any items of non-compliance, relative to the current revision of the switching and signaling requirements in a report to the Commission.





Factor 2:  The Legally Binding Nature of the Document





|This issue will be re-addressed in a separate Issue Report No. 8 from MicroCell.




















Conclusion:





The Compromise Solution including the Approach No. 3 and its modified version had been adopted for inclusion into the GR per the TSS SWGP consensus on May 29, 1996 Conference Call.





No outstanding items remaining in this Issue Report except the “No Legally Binding Obligation” which will be re-addressed in a separate Issue Report No. 8 from MicroCell.








Recommendation:





The TSS SWG had reached consensus on the “Compromise Solution” and the “Approach no. 3 with its modification” to be included in the GR.





However, it is assumed that the Commission would mediate the same for a “No legally binding obligation between LNP carriers” which will be re-addressed in a separate Issue Report No. 8 from MicroCell.
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