IMPLEMENTATION OF REGULATORY FRAMEWORK



TASK IDENTIFICATION FORM



	Date Originated:	1997 06 23

SUB-GROUP:	Network Planning	Date Updated:	1999-03-09



TASK #:	TIF  # 4



TASK TITLE:	Network Information



CROSS IMPACTS:	TIF 1, 2, & 3



TASK DESCRIPTION: 	 The task is to develop Network Architecture Data Info (LEC to LEC, LEC to IXC, WSP to LEC) to be exchanged between Carriers to support Local Interconnection. This information is required as input to the NPSWG Architecture Document. 

�

PRIORITY:	2	Critical Task:		DUE DATE:	March 10, 1999 (final draft)



WORK PLAN AND TIME-FRAMES: The NPSWG considers the development of Architecture data as an important task.  This topic was initiated in mid-1997 and was active until January 1998.  Network Architecture Data is now targeted for completion date of 1999-03-17 for the final draft.



CURRENT STATUS: 	OPEN



TASK ORIGINATOR:	

	G.W. (Jerry) Fikis	TEL:	613-781-7293

	Bell Canada	FAX:	613-785-4999

160 Elgin St - Rm 630	EMAIL:	GFIKIS@post.bell.ca

	Ottawa, Ontario

	K2P 2C4





TASK TEAM:



NPSWG Participants 





ACTIVITY DIARY:

		

Serial�Date�Activity��1�June 10�TIF assigned.  Bell Canada accepted responsibility for TIF editing.  Completion date set for August 6. ��2�June 23�TIF issued.��3�August 13�TIF discussed and accepted. Changed completion date to August 30, updated to add workplan and time frames.  TIF opened for contributions.
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April 20�TIF reviewed. Added WSP to LEC in Task Description.  Changed Due Date to September 30.

Two contributions ( Metronet/Stentor) were received. 

Metronet Contribution NPCO044.DOC was discussed. 

Metronet clarified their contribution

The requirement of Alias Point Codes and Switch Type, NAS per NXX was discussed.  

It was recognized that the formal method of NXX notification was done via processes 

described in CSCN Numbering Guidelines. 



Stentor Contribution NPCO052 was discussed. Stentor noted this information was based on the agreed to forecasting sheets from NP Report and the intent was to capture the information as a starting point to be used for future discussion.  It was felt that since some of the information was predominately of a forecast nature it could therefore be incorporated into TIF5.

It was agreed that the wording in brackets (if facilities are leased… ) should be deleted. 



It was agreed that Metronet would combine the two existing contributions using the following format to facilitate future discussions (see action register).



Sprint indicated an intent to also provide a future contribution. 







The TIF Report was completed and Submitted to CRTC. 



Metronet noted the template of combined Stentor and Metronet Contributions had been issued and the TIF was open for contributions. Since not all had received Sharon to resend. 



Three contributions were received since the previous meeting. The Contributions

were numbered as follows - Metronet - Maps NPCO086, Metronet - Arch Data NPCO078, Stentor - Arch Data NPCO082



Metronet reviewed NPCO086. The contribution focused on the proposed costs of Maps

noting their position they considered them as an “essential facility” as well as the need for more granularity of the Maps  for Bell Canada territory.  No issues with respect to Maps provided by Telus or BCTel were identified.  Metronet noted that competitors should be given the benefit of the doubt regarding placement of their POIs were the circumstances where insufficient information was available regarding the exchange boundaries.  Stentor noted that it felt a process should be put in place if necessary to avoid the situations Metronet described to ensure that POIs were established as per the spirit of 97-8.  Stentor to review cost of Maps, availability, format, and degree of map granularity, and provide an update at the next meeting.  Sprint requested Maps at Oct 8th Meeting for Maps to compare them.  In response Stentor indicated that some competitors already have maps made available by CSG

RNS indicated that additional data could be provided (side of street specific data) to indicate with further clarity if required to clarify exchange boundaries.





CallNet asked for 911 PSAP and secondary PSAP Centre boundaries.  Stentor indicated this request should be addressed by the 911 Subworking Group. 

Stentor volunteered to combine the Contributions 78 and 82 to facilitate discussion at next meeting.  It was recognized that the architecture requirements could likely not be finalized given the number of disputes outstanding.  The contribution which combined this information was distributed and numbered as NPCO082A



Discussion ensued concerning Maps. Brian Halverson of Bell Canada provided the following update.  He indicated that Bell Canada would provide soft copy maps for 6K for Maps associated with Bell Canada Ontario and Quebec territory ( 3K x 2 total 6K) on a onetime basis to facilitate local interconnection.  He also indicated that CSGs could provide information if there was confusion concerning the exchange boundary or the CLEC could identify the exchange by identifying the serving NXX of the location in question.  Metronet noted it was not appropriate in instances where Maps did not provide sufficient to put the onus on the CLEC to contact the CSG. 

Brian noted that some SOCs have tariffs for maps some do not. Brian to address cost for updates for all SOC maps. 

Brian will pursue as part of Central Fund. Tony Chow to be contact for NPSWG. 



 

Contribution 82A was reviewed. 





Points noted 



Discussion of CLLI for POI vs other CLLI took place

Metronet requested CLLI of POI and well as CLLI of office (including floor) for terminating trunk to facilitate ordering of facilities. 



Discussion ensured whether this template would be required for exchange of information between CLECs.  It was agreed it would be although some of the information may not be applicable (ie; Loop A forecast).



Competitors requested ILECs to provide loop quantities on a wire centre basis.  Stentor indicated this information is not required. 



Competitors indicated that they were not required to provide loop forecasts since loops are existing therefore no loop forecast is required because it does not affect the loop base.

Stentor’s position is that it requires forecast from CLEC for loop quantities.



It is Metronet view that Stentor in oral hearing during 95-36 argued that they had to stand ready to serve 100 percent of the market and therefore no forecast is required from the CLECs.  Stentor did not agree with the position.



Sprint indicated that it would not provide call attempt information (items 33/35/37) but would rather provide trunk forecasts. Further discussion to take place.



Videotron indicated they would like rate centres with EAS and NXXs per rate centre  (e.g. Montreal - provide which EAS Rate Centres and associated NXXs).



Stentor indicated that NXX information source would be available from the Local Exchange Routing Guide (LERG) or Bell Sygma on a commercial basis.



Competitors indicated they would prefer all maps be available in soft copy.  Desired format is .MID .MIF 



Interval - forecast and architecture agreed to be twice a year.



It was agreed not to discuss the medium of delivery for information (item 70). Will make final recommendation at a later date.



Discussion ensued concerning process of informing industry of existing and new LRNs 

Stentor to investigate.



Several Data elements were parked, agreed, deleted, or left outstanding (Stentor will update to reflect the changes and issue contribution NPCO082B).  Items parked related to collocation items before the CRTC. 



Other parties encouraged to bring contributions with respect to architecture data exchange to determine the future case of action. 





Metronet’s Contribution NPCO102  was reviewed.



The contribution focused on the intent to use LERG information to ensure costs are minimized in information exchange.



Sharon to discuss with Dave Whyte chair of the CSCN concerning status of LERG information. 



Stentor to check on status of LERG for SOCs.



All other carriers to provide their view on LERG and the status of their information in LERG.



Contributions are invited on this topic.





Reviewed contribution 103 - Stentor LERG Participation



Corrected the typo January 31, 1997 to January 31, 1998



Discussed status of other carriers with respect to LERG. All parties are to provide the status of their participation in LERG at the 98-01-28 Mtg.



Stentor proposed to some changes to NPCO82 to make it easier to read and to add some additional information.  The contribution to be discussed at 98-01-28 Mtg.



Discussion ensued on whether we should discuss the topic of EAS changes.  This to be discussed at the next meeting.  Sharon to send letter to chair of CFSWG, indicating we will accept contributions on this topic.





Reviewed contributions NPCO0126, NPCO0127 and NPCO0128, sample data information forms, provided by AT&T Canada.  It was stated that these forms are currently in use for information interchange between IXCs and telcos.



Historical documents, which have relevance to this TIF, were re-distributed to the SWG on October 28 & 29, 1998.  This included:  “Network Planning for Local Trunk-Side Interconnection Arrangements & Unbundled Network Components”, Stentor, 1997�04�29 and “Checklist To BPTG For New Entrant and New Network Element Introduction Processes”.  Views were expressed suggesting that much of this information was no longer relevant.  There was also a suggestion pointing to the need for common terminology.



Discussion indicated a need to determine how information which had already been identified in earlier (including templates) should be used, and from the work on LNP, what elements needed to be considered.





Corrected and updated the TIF Report.



Discussed usefulness of existing (older) documentation.



SWG examined contribution “NATG_TIF4_Grid_V4.doc” and identified information that was still relevant.  Results of this discussion were recorded by S. Ledwell within the document.  The revised document was to be forwarded to the SWG via e-mail.



Minor corrections made to the previous TIF Report.



Given the very close relationship to TIF008 “NPSWG Document – Architecture”, it was agreed by the SWG to close TIF008 and consolidate all activities within TIF 004.



The SWG spent a considerable amount of time reviewing and discussing Document “NATG_TIF4_Grid_V4.doc” which was initially updated at the last NP SWG meeting.



The Architecture document milestones:  First draft:  January 13, 1999.  Second draft:  February 17, 1999.  Final draft:  March 17.



Doug Kwong and George Hearn presented the first draft of document NPRE010 “MALI Schedule Network Information”.  Although there was considerable discussion, the Report was well received and only relatively minor changes were suggested.  This draft document will be reviewed again at the next meeting.



It was agreed to amend the target completion date to March 10, 1999.

Telus re-affirmed their commitment to prime the MALI Schedule Network Information Report.

A combined Telus / Bell Canada presentation of the second draft of the document NPRE010a noted a number of minor changes.  The next issue of this draft report will be reviewed at the next meeting.

The SWG members noted that further detail was required before there could be any agreement on the need for a section dealing with the subject of “performance”.



Telus presented the changes to the third draft of the MALI Schedule Network Information Report (NPRE010b).



There was agreement within the SWG to leave the target completion date of March 10 as is, pending the results and progress made at the next meeting.



AT&T Canada presented their contribution on “performance” requirements through contribution NTCO010, “Common Transport Trunk Group Performance Data�PRIVATE �� Format and Process”.  There was no agreement to include this information into the Schedule at this meeting.



The serial 17 report was accepted.  Note was made that Call-Net supported AT&T Canada’s desire to see common trunk group performance data.



The Report NPRE010c was presented by Telus.  There was agreement to finalise this Report and to establish the Report as a consensus document at the next meeting.



AT&T Canada re-introduced their contribution of Feb 16 & 17 (NTCO010).  There was considerable discussion on the value and use of the report and opposing opinions continued to exist between the ILECs and the IXCs (AT&T Canada and Call-Net).  It was noted that:

the time lag between an event and its formal reporting suggested that the report couldn’t be truly actionable;

traffic mixes complicate identification of whose traffic was impacted;

others suggested information would be used to report back on customer complaints, request facility builds and as noted in the previous meeting, as supporting information for RFQ responses.

Stentor further noted that such reports are not mandated and carriers who wish to obtain such reports should have business discussions with the ILECs' CSGs.



Metronet noted that they had not reviewed this contribution in detail and couldn’t properly comment at the this meeting.  Other CLECs present questioned their usefulness and have concerns with the amount of work required to generate these reports.  Videotron stated that the concept of blocking will not be applicable in their voice over IP network where delay is used instead of blocking.  Microcell had concern with the 1% blocking (as stated in AT&T contribution) because some of their network cross-sections may be engineered to greater blocking levels as a business choice.



CLECs were encouraged to comment and the topic remains open for contributions for the next meeting.





Serial 18 was reviewed and accepted.



George Turner from MetroNet indicated that the performance report as discussed in the previous meeting (AT&T contribution) is not useful considering the revenue and cost relationship.  Therefore, MetroNet does not see the need for it.



ClearNet commented that WSPs do not use this information at this time. 



CallNet reserved their comment on the need of the performance report.



The Network Information Exchange document was reviewed and accepted as consensus document after some minor revision. 



Serial 19 was reviewed and accepted after some changes.



The Network Information Exchange document was reviewed.  The group agreed that the document will be sent to the Steering Committee after some format and minor wording changes.



Craig Miller will re-issue the document to the Chair to be submitted to the Steering Committee.��





ACTION REGISTER:



Serial�Action�Open �Prime�Planned�Actual�Status��1�Metronet to combine contributions 044/052

Format  discussed

Data      WSP/LEC  LEC/LEC  LEC/IXC 

Sample 1      (                 (            (             

Sample 2��Metronet�Aug 27�Aug 27�Closed��2�TIF 4 report completed NPRE004��Stentor�Aug 27�Aug 27 �Closed��3 �Contribution  to combine Metronet / Stentor ��Stentor�Oct 10 �Oct 10 �Closed��4�Contribution to reflect Oct 22 discussion��Stentor�Nov 19 �Nov 19�Closed��5�Stentor to investigate how LRNs to be communicated within industry��Stentor �Nov 19 ��Closed��6�Metronet to discuss status of LERG information with CSCN Chair��Metronet�Jan 14��Closed��7�Stentor to confirm the status of their LERG information��Stentor�Jan 14�Jan 14�Closed��8 �Other NPSWG participants to confirm the status of their information in LERG��Other NSPWG�Jan 14��Closed��9�AT&T Canada was asked to submit their views on “performance” in contribution format for the next meeting.��AT&T Canada�Feb 16, 1999�Feb 16, 1999�Closed��� �������





TIF CONTRIBUTION LOG:





ID #�Date�Originator�DESCRIPTION��NPCO0044�Aug 18�Metronet�Network Architecture Data Requirements��NPCO0052�Aug 18�SRCI �Network Architecture Data Exchange���Aug 27 �Metronet�Combined Architecture Template Issued.��NPCO0078�Sept 22�Metronet�Network Architecture Data Requirements��NPCO0082�Sept 22�SRCI�Network Architecture Data Requirements��NPCO0086�Sept 22�Metronet�Map requirements��NPCO0082a�Oct 10�Stentor�Combined Network Arch Data Requirements (combined  78/82)��NPCO0082b�Nov  19�Stentor �Contribution to reflect agreements reached from Oct 22 Meeting ��NPCO0102�Dec 16�Metronet�Contribution regarding LERG Information��NPCO0103 �98-01-14�Stentor�Stentor LERG Participation.��NPCO0104�98-01-22�Metronet�Canadian Data in the LERG��NPCO0105�98-02-17�Metronet�Boundary Changes��NPCO0105a�98-02-17�Metronet�Boundary Changes��NPCO0106�98-02-17�Metronet�LRN Guidelines��NPCO0107�98-05-13�Stentor�Exchange of Point Codes for CMS��NPCO0126�Oct 28�AT&T Can�Template: Inter-Exchange Carrier Forecast Input Form��NPCO0127�Oct 28�AT&T Can�Template: Access Service Provider Common Transport Trunk Group Data Form��NPCO0128�Oct 28�AT&T Can�Template: Network Architecture Information Form��NPRE0010�99-01-13�Telus/Bell Canada�MALI Schedule Network Information – Ver  1.��NPRE0010a�99-01-26�Telus/Bell Canada�MALI Schedule Network Information – Ver  2��NPRE0010b�99-02-16�Telus�MALI Schedule Network Information – Ver  3��NTCO010�99-02-16�AT&T Can�Common Transport Trunk Group Performance Data��NPRE0010c�99-03-09�Telus�MALI Schedule Network Information – Issue 0.3������������
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