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ACTIVITY DIARY:

	
	Date
	Activity

	1
	April 19/05
	TIF proposed and accepted by NTWG.  The meeting discussed the request from the ESWG. Janet Calder confirmed that the ESWG had discussed the proposals from the Companies and Bell but did not reach a conclusion, so they are unable to say if they are workable. Basic 911 is required now, E911 in the long term.

The request to the NTWG came before Decision 2005-21 was released. One unresolved issue is whether a national solution is required or whether each telco would develop their own approach. TELUS explained that basic 911 is always provided on an exchange basis without tandems. Some Provinces use SS7 other MF signalling.

Bell asked if a third option is expected. At the present time only the comments by TELUS are on the table.

The architectural proposals made to the ESWG in Contributions ESCO193 (the Companies) and ESCO196 (Bell) were presented by Peter Lang. 

ESCO194 was presented by TELUS.

It was agreed that a round of questions soliciting more information on the two proposals would be usuefull. Participants should submit contributions by 26 April with responses by the Companies and Bell by 3 May.

Next meeting will be a conference call on 4 May. 



	2
	May 4/05
	The object of the conference call is to seek clarification of the proposals by the Companies and Bell.

In the initial discussion the issue was raised whether the proposals are for access to 911 platforms or whether they are for 911 call completion to PSAPs.

After discussion it was agreed that the underlying goal is to support call routing between VoIP service providers and the appropriate 911 tandems.

The question was raised whether the newly issued D2005-21 should be taken into account. P.Lang responded that the ESWG will meet the following week to discuss the Decision and, while they may change their request on the basis of their discussion, at the present time the NTWG is only requested to evaluate the two proposals based on technical merit.

Xit telecom presented NTCO310. FCI responded to questions regarding the Companies proposal. The different call routing methods used by Bell and TELUS were discussed as well as other differences in provincial platforms. Some participants pointed out the need to standard them.

FCI (on behalf of the Companies) will provide a written response to Xit’s contribution.

Bell presented NTCO311 in response to Xit’s questions. Bell emphasised that their proposal was a high level concept, not a detailed design, which should be evaluated on its own merit. Bell proposes using its existing 911 tandem infrastructure to do the 911 call routing. It differs from the Companies proposal in which the VISPs will do their own  routing.

Bell confirmed that in principle their proposal could work on a national basis.. K.Richardson suggested analysing Bell’s proposal on the basis of its applicability to all provincial platforms. The Companies proposal for a national network for interconecting tandems could be applicable if the Commission decides this is appropriate. Bell will attempt to contact other ILECs to determine their position.

P.Lang noted the need for more details regarding both proposals. A further round of questions is necessary with a target date of 18 May. Responses from the Companies and Bell are required by 25 May. The Companies will respond to NTCO310 by 10 May.

Next meeting 27 May, conference call.

	3
	May 27/05
	The purpose of this conference call is to review contributions addressing a  second round of clarification questions relating to the two proposals.

Updated TIF notes were not available.

P.Lang reported that the ESWG, at its last meeting, reaffirmed their request for an evaluation of the two proposals. Other proposals may be considered as long as this does not delay the evaluation report. No consideration need be given to Decision 2005-21. Nomadic calls are not part of the evaluation.

K.Richardson noted that neither the ESWG nor Decision 2005-21 provided any guidance wrt evaluation guidelines.  It was also noted that none of the proposals address ‘user location’.  Sam Yung responded that a technical analysis of the proposals presented was all that was required.

Contributions NTCO0310, NTCO0311, NTCO0312, NTCO0313, NTCO0314, and NTCO0318, containing questions and answers relating to the original proposals by the Companies and Bell were presented.

FCI presented NTCO312 responding to the questions posed by Xit telecom in NTCO310. It was emphasised that the companies’ proposal was not concerned with ALI database issues which are out of the scope of the proposals submitted to ESWG .

Xit telecom presented NTCO313 which contains a second round of questions for Bell and the Companies. Bell’s response is given in NTCO318. Bell’s claim that their proposal doesn’t impact the current 911 selective routers was disputed by FCI who pointed out that, for FX calls, 10-D numbers are required to be passed to the PSAP which requires SS7 signalling. In response to Xit’s concern that Via fields will be stripped out Bell clarified that Via fields will not be discarded but they won’t be transmitted.

FCI gave verbal responses to Xit’s second round of questions.

Bell presented NTCO314, a second round of questions regarding the Companies proposal. FCI gave verbal responses and will follow-up with a written response.

Bell Canada presented contribution NTCO0315 which provided a matrix of items to be considered for the the work group’s evaluation criteria. Bell and TELUS were of the view that cost and implementation time should be part of the criteria but P.Lang was of the opinion that these were not part of a technical evaluation  Participants are to consider the items suggested and provide input for additional items.

It was emphasised that  a written description of the capabilites of each proposal was required to solidify them before an evaluation exercise can be performed.

Bell presented further information on their proposal in NTCO316. In response to a query regarding their IP network Bell confirmed that this network is national in scope and they could provide 911 service in other provinces. SaskTel, for example, agrees with their proposal.

Herb Charles presented contribution NTCO0317 which provided an evaluation of the two proposals under consideration. His conclusion is that the two proposals are of almost equal technical merit. This contribution also suggested consideration of a solution building on the strengths of the two existing proposals.

The next meeting will be a conference call on 13 June. Contributions on evaluation criteria are requested by 6 June. Responses by FCI to the second round of questions by Xit and Bell (NTCO313 and NTCO314) are required by 1 June. Updated TIF notes will be available 30 May.

	4
	13 June
	NTTF015b is withdrawn. K.Richardson will assume responsibility for updating the TIF notes.

The meeting agreed to add the following paragraph to the minutes of the 27 May meeting :

This TIF does not directly address all network related issues referenced in Telecom Decision CRTC 2005-21 (Emergency service obligations for local VoIP service providers).  The NTWG may address further tasks if and when requested by the ESWG and or the Commission. 

NTCO323, a joint contribution by FCI and CallNet responding to the additional questions posed by Xit (NTCO313) and Bell (NTCO314) was presented. Several details of the Companies proposal were discussed. P.Lang will send this contribution to the other 3 companies involved in the original proposal for their concurrence.

It was agreed that updated descriptions of each proposal, based on the discussions at NTWG, should be prepared and sent to the ESWG with the evaluation report.

MTS Allstream presented NTCO319 which discusses 911 connectivity on the basis of adherance to the NENA policy position of August 2004. The architectural proposal (Slide 11 in the contribution) was discussed in detail. 

It proposes one access network with a third party being responsible for providing 911 service. MTS described this as an evolutionary proposal; VoIP SPs would be the first users.

Bell commented that the approach was similar to the Bell proposal except that the gateway to the 911 platform (TDM) would be run by a third party rather than an ILEC.

D.Kwong presented NTCO321 on behalf of SaskTel. He was unable to commit  to providing a contribution on “NENA standards” and why SaskTel supports them.

TELUS presented a list of possible evaluation criteria in NTCO320. MTS Allstream and Xit objected to the “criteria” approach in the contribution on the basis that it lacks necessary detail and, while the two proposals are technically sound, they advocate different approaches to analysis. 

It was eventually agreed that this list could form the basis of the evaluation report subject to certain modifications :

· Business and operational items will be referred to the BPWG.

· Remove Section 6.

· Location information only applies to non-nomadic calls.

· Section 3, delete 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4.

· Section 5 

· 5.1 means compliance to current ESWG documents and procedures;

· 5.2 to be defined – hold for one more meeting;

· 5.4 hold for one more meeting.

· Section 7

· 7.1 means cost to industry as a whole for start up, operations etc. Hold for one more meeting;

· 7.2 delete

· Section 8 delete 8.1 and 8.3.

TELUS will update the table and circulate to the NTWG members.

CCTA asked if the cost criteria in 7.1 could include the development of a list of incremental equipment additions to the network for each proposal, so parties can make order of magnitude cost estimates. 

Next meetings : 28 June conference call; 6-7 July Toronto.

	5
	28 June
	NTTF015d was reviewed. P.Lang asked for additional text to be added to Item 3 to clarify that ALI database issues were out of the scope of the  Companies proposal.

Action Items :

13. P.Lang connfirmed that NTCO323 had been sent to Comwave, Primus and Yak but they had not yet indicated their concurrence.

14. CallNet and FCI have submitted a consolidated version of the Companies proposal to this meeting. Bell will respond by 1 July.

15. TELUS circulated updated NTCO320A for discussion at this meeting.

TELUS presented NTCO320A. it was agreed that the Table 1 will be formatted with three columns similar to the Table in NTCO317. Not all cells would be completed for all attributes since the required information may not be avaialble.

Questions were raised regarding the relevance of Item 5.2 - specific protocol dependencies. It was agreed to leave the item for discussion at the next meeting. More details of the protocols used in the two proposals is required.

The relevance of NENA standards was discussed. Bell claimed that NENA has developed a specification for call routing for IP I2 service level to a Working Draft stage.

Item 6.1 Cost will relate to a high level comparison of the two proposals.

After discussion it was agreed to relabel Item 6 “Implementation Issues”.

The updated version of the Companies proposal (NTCO03XX) was given a quick review as it had only just been received by the participants. This document had been prepared by FCI and CallNet and is to be considered as an original contribution as major changes had been made to page 6 et seq. In particular the detailed diagram of the IP network in Figure 3 has been enhanced and text added to emphasise that all existing tandems would have to be IP enabled (which would be the ILECs responsibility). Figure 4 shows an overview of the 911 call and signal path.

Para 24 has been added to address security considerations.

Major Sections discussing ALI Systems and Other Issues (i.e. items of concern) had been added on Page 9. In response to a question regarding the impact of non-availability of enhanced call features on PSAPs, FCI explained that there are already cases where certain features don’t work. This cannot be solved by the NTWG since hardware vendors are involved.

There was a short discussion relating to the need for CLECs to connect to two ILEC tandems and the advantages of diversity with the new network.

P.Lang will make editorial corrections to the Companies proposal and assign a contribution number.

Next meeting : 6&7 July, Toronto, hosted by CallNet.




ACTION REGISTER:

	
	Action
	Opened
	Prime
	P Date
	A Date
	Status

	1
	Questions related to the three contributions should be directed to P. Lang.
	19Apr.05
	All
	26Apr.05
	26Apr05
	Closed

	2
	Contribution primes respond to questions.
	19Apr.05
	Cont. Primes
	03May05
	04May05
	Closed

	3
	Review contribution questions and responses (conference call).  
	19Apr.05
	All
	05May05
	04May05


	Closed

	4
	The Companies will respond to NTCO310
	4 May
	the

Cos
	10 May
	10 May
	NTCO 312

	5
	Bell to contact other ILECs re their position on proposals 
	4 May
	Bell
	tbd
	15 June
	NTCO 321

	6
	Second round of questions is necessary to gather more details of both proposals
	4 May
	All
	18 May
	
	NTCO 313 and 314

	7
	Responses from the Companies and Bell to further questions
	4 May
	The Companies, Bell
	25 May
	
	Bell NTCO 318

	8
	Review contribution questions and responses (conference call). 
	4 May
	All
	27 May
	27 May
	Closed

	9
	The ‘Companies’ are to provide a written response to the Xit and Bell questions
	27May05
	FCI/ Call-Net
	01Jun05
	08Jun05
	NTCO 323

	10
	Contributions on Evaluation Criteria
	27May05
	All
	06Jun05
	06Jun05
	Bell NTCO 315

	11 
	Updated TIF notes
	27 May
	P.Lang
	30 May
	9 June
	NTTF15b

	12
	K.Richardson to update TIF notes
	13 June
	RTS
	
	16 June
	NTTF15d

	13
	Send NTCO323 to the other 3 companies involved in the Companies proposal for their concurrence.
	13 June
	P.Lang
	tbd
	
	Open

	14
	Prepare updated descriptions of each proposal, based on the discussions at NTWG.
	13 June
	Bell, the Companies
	24 June
	
	Open

	15
	TELUS will circulate updated  table in NTCO320.
	13 June
	TELUS
	tbd
	14 June
	NTCO 320A

	16
	Assign NTCO# for updated Companies proposal.
	28 June
	P.Lang
	6 July
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	27May05
	Bell
	Additional Information regarding Bell Canada’s Proposal ESCO196
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	Bell
	Bell Canada’s Response to Xit telecom’s Second Set of Questions
	NTCO0318
	27May05

	07Jun05
	MTS Allstream
	VoIP 911 Principles & Architecture Proposal
	NTCO0319
	13 June

	08Jun05
	TELUS
	TELUS Response to NTTF015
	NTCO0320
	13 June

	08Jun05
	SaskTel
	SaskTel Comments on Proposed Solution for VOIP Access to 911 Platform
	NTCO0321
	13 June

	09Jun05
	Xit Telecom
	Access by Voice over IP service Providers to ILEC O-ECRS
	NTCO0322
	

	09Jun05
	FCI/Call-Net
	Response to questions posed in NTCO0313 & NTCO0314
	NTCO0323
	13 June

	27Jun05
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	IP Access to 911 Tandems Detailed Plan.
	NTCO03XX
	28 June
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