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Notice:
This contribution has been prepared by Telus Communication to assist the Network Working Group as basis for discussion. This should not be construed as a binding proposal on Telus Communication. Specifically, Telus Communication reserves the right to request amendments, modifications or to withdraw of this contribution at any time. 

INTRODUCTION

At the last NT WG meeting Telus was asked if they knew the definition of geographic number portability and the response was negative since a definition has not been agreed to in the Canadian industry.  This question arose during a discussion regarding a sentence in NTCO079a where Telus stated that because of the similarities in the problems generated with calls made/received outside the home exchange by roaming subscribers and geographic number portability that this situation “may be viewed as dynamic geographic number portability”.  

BACKGROUND

Geographic number portability or location portability is a topic that was discussed during the early days of number portability.  At that time the discussion focused around the concepts of service provider and local number portability.  At the onset service provider portability was viewed as essential to local competition.  During the public notice proceedings held before Decision 97-8 the industry discussed location portability with several participants suggesting that it be allowed outside the home exchange.  In the October 25, 1996 Letter Decision the CRTC stated that location portability is allowed but only within the home exchange.

The comment in NTCO079a that making/receiving calls from a roaming terminal is a form of geographic portability was made because the problems associated with these type calls are similar to those of location/geographic portability calls.  The fact the number is still registered or assigned to the home exchange does not eliminate the issues.  

The term “dynamic geographic number portability” was suggested since a roaming customer can change their locations constantly or dynamically. 

ISSUES IDENTIFIED

The definition of geographic/location portability was addressed with no clear understanding as to what it actually means to the Canadian industry.  There are several definitions of location portability in the North American but Telus has not found one adopted and used in Canada.  To move forward on the discussion of geographic or location portability one definition needs to be recognized to the Canadian industry.

Below is a list of three definitions provided by various recognized bodies in the United States.  They are:

· FCC 96-286 – “Location portability refers to the ability of users of telecommunications services to retain existing telecommunications numbers without impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience when moving from one physical location to another.”

· Illinois Number Portability Workshop Generic Requirements 1.01 – “Allows the end-user to reatin his/her DN after changing physical locations.”

· Bellcore GR-2936-CORE – “the ability of an end user to retain the same geographic or non-geographic telephone number (NANP numbers) as he/she moves from one permanent physical location to another.  Location Portability will involve either of the following scenarios: 1) new location is within the same central office area, or 2) new location is within a different central office area.”

CONCLUSION

The above definitions are similar in that they describe calls being transferred outside the home exchange.  Since there are several definitions the NTWG can either adopt one of these definitions or develop a new one.  Telus recommends this issue be added to the issues list and addressed in the priority the working group agrees to.  
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