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June 22, 2006 Minutes
Next Conference Calls and Meetings: 
Future conf calls (two hours each): 
Thurs June 29, 2006 11:00-1:00 Eastern 1-866-646-2080 code:  4935288#

Thurs July 6, 2006 11:00-1:00 Eastern 1-866-646-2080 code:  4935288#

Tues July 11, 2006 – At this face-to-face NTWG meeting hosted by MTS Allstream in Toronto, the sub-working group will have an entire day for their weekly discussion.  
The NTWG bridge will be operational:   1-866-646-2080 code:  4935288#
The progress at this meeting will determine whether or not the July 13 conf call will proceed.
Tues July 11, 2006    Start Time:
09:00 Eastern
Host:
MTS Allstream

Contact:
Henry Yabar, 416-644-9645

Location:
200 Wellington Street West, Toronto, Ontario  M5V 3G2

                      Room 204, Second Floor (July 11, 2006)

Upon arrival, please register at Reception on the 16th Floor and obtain your 
                    Visitor’s pass.

Conference Bridge:
Dial-in Number:
1-866-646-2080 
           Access code:
4935288#

Conference contact:
James Ndirangu, 819-997-3670
June 15 Attendance

(Strikethrough means that the individual has attended a previous conf call or meeting, but did not attend this conf call.)


Aliant: Tom Bateman
CNA: Glenn Pilley, Suresh Khare

Cogeco:  Louis Bourbeau
CWTA: David Farnes

CWTA PMO: David Craig

Bell Canada: Laurie Ackland, Doug Kwong, Khai Nguyen, David Stanley
Bell Nordiq: Ernie Harman

Iristel: Herb Charles
MTS Allstream: Henry Yabar, Stephen Lau
Rogers: Joel Thorp, Gerry Thompson (chair) 

RTS: Keith Richardson
Sasktel: Kevin Florence, Lori Fluter
Shaw: David McKeown
Telus: Sam Yung, Rob Sired, George Hearn, Ofir Smadja, Catherine Blair

Vonage: Barb Lavigne
CRTC: Bill Mason, James Ndirangu

June 15, 2006 Minutes


The June 15 minutes were approved after minor edits were applied.



June 22, 2006 Detailed Minutes

Action Items
1. ILECs will prepare an Excel spreadsheet with columns as indicated:
Column 1: list of all exchanges within their service area;
Column 2: Y or N, i.e. whether or not the exchange is “portable”
Due to all SWG members by COB June 29.
2. SWG members to email their final lists of exchanges to be converted to portable, on the spreadsheets from action item (1) above, by COB on Friday June 30.  The SWG may augment this list as required at subsequent conf calls and meetings.   
SWG Operational Guidelines
The chair asked members for assistance with two items:

1) For the sake of clear minutes, please remain “on topic” and be concise.
2) As summer is here, in the event that you are going to be absent from a conference call due to a vacation, for the sake of continuity, please obtain and brief an alternate person to represent your organization.

Postscript: As listed below, to differentiate between the provisioning of and the activation of LNP in an exchange, the term “portable exchange” will be used going forward to indicate that LNP is operational within an exchange. 

No WSP Obligation to Build POIs within LCA that contains a Portable Exchange

Bill Mason, in response to action item (2) from previous minutes, explained that WSPs that have radio coverage but no POI within the LCA of a portable exchange are not obligated to build a POI within the LCA of the portable exchange.
Exchanges Submitted by CLECs to CSGs

It was agreed that the current ILEC CSG confidentiality obligations be maintained, i.e. in terms of confidentiality regarding CLEC portable exchange requests.  
March 14, 2007 Freeze Period


It was clarified and agreed that the purpose of this freeze period (of converting exchanges to portable) is to permit stability for operational reasons surrounding the March 14, 2007 WNP launch date.

George Hearn submitted that the BPWG is establishing an identical freeze period for the same reasons.  


It was agreed that this SWG will allow the BPWG to establish this freeze period 

and will adopt it once it is established. 

Liaison with BPWG
It was agreed that close liaison should be maintained with the BPWG for coordination and for “work overlap” reasons, such as the March 14 freeze period.

Telus Contributions
George Hearn presented his contributions regarding a three-phase rollout (PowerPoint slide) and an exchange listing mechanism (Excel spreadsheet).  He remarked that the previous spreadsheet contributions were complex.  

Doug Kwong submitted that, in comparing the Bell contribution to the Telus contribution that the Bell phases 2 and 3 could be overlapping [in order to harmonize with the Telus contribution.]

Sam Yung remarked that that the Telus phase 1 included all portable LNP exchanges, whereas the Bell phase 2 included any outstanding portable exchanges. 
George Hearn suggested that if a CLEC requests that an exchange be converted to portable, say on March 10, 2007, then a change of date could be negotiated with the requesting CLEC for WNP operational reasons.
Doug Kwong submitted that the phase 1 is not hard and fast on March 14, and that the CRTC will permit exchanges to be converted to portable shortly after March 14.  In essence, phase 1 could be a “sliding window”.

George Hearn indicated that the dates listed may not be final as there may be unknown factors that could impact the schedule, and that the dates should be reviewed periodically.  

Doug Kwong agreed that changes to the schedule may be necessary due to extenuating circumstances.  

Gerry Thompson submitted that we must prepare the schedule based upon what we do know and that we should state any assumptions within the report.

Tom Bateman sought and obtained confirmation from the SWG that phase 2 will include request-driven exchanges.

Doug Kwong stated that the rollout may need to be mitigated due to workload.

Sam Yung stated that the SWG can look at the entire list of industry drivers that initiate new portable exchanges.

Joel Thorp asked what does an ILEC need to do to enable WNP in an existing portable exchange?

George Hearn answered that Telus has 40 switches in Alberta and is looking at SS7 “A” link augments and translation changes.  

Doug Kwong indicated that the same question was brought up yesterday [at BPWG?] and that Bell is reviewing switch CPU capacity and CCS7 infrastructure.  

Gerry Thompson asked why the ILEC studies were starting now, and that the budgeting is not in place, when the concept of Canadian WNP was known in the industry within 2005 ILEC planning windows?

Doug Kwong answered that work has begun.

George Hearn answered that Telus has commenced database work and that WNP may not have been captured in vendors’ budgets.  George also stated that Telus is preparing to be ready for WNP in all portable exchanges in time for March 14, 2007.

Tom Bateman asked if phase 2 exchanges were going to be request driven.

George Hearn answered that phase 2 exchanges will not be driven by ILECs; they will be requested by WSPs.  George suggested that the exchanges be prioritized, e.g. major centers precede rural areas.  ILECs cannot determine priority.   

David Farnes indicated that the CWTA PMO requires a rollout schedule.

LNP Provisioning vs LNP-Activated

Ernie asked for differentiation between the terms LNP-capable [provisioned] and LNP activated.  

Bill Mason answered that an exchange that is already open for porting will have WNP available in that exchange.  What we are discussing here are additional exchanges that WSPs wish to have porting in. 
[Editor’s note: For now on I will refer to exchanges that have LNP activated in it as “portable exchanges” instead of “LNP-capable.”]

WNP Freeze Period

David Farnes asked about the “freeze period” during which an exchange could have LNP activated but not WNP.  

Bill Mason answered that he was not opposed to the concept and that it is reasonable to have a freeze period for WNP porting when an exchange is opened up for CLEC porting.  However, there must be a clearly defined schedule to open the exchange up to porting.  

All-Day Exchange Scheduling Meeting
David Farnes suggested that a complete day should be booked for a face-to-face meeting where all may agree to a schedule.

George Hearn suggested that a prerequisite to that meeting would be deliverables from all parties [i.e., nominations for candidate exchanges].

Henry Yabar agreed stating that a draft list must be available for discussion during the all day meeting. 

Gerry suggested that excel spreadsheets be used so that different tabs could have different area codes.  The size of the city could be used as a guide to prioritize and to gain efficiencies by geographical proximity, e.g. exchanges within a major city LCA.
George Hearn suggested that, referring to his spread sheet example, Edmonton has 31 exchanges within its local calling area.  However, some exchanges are not within a WSP’s coverage area.  For Example, Alberta Beach has a power plant and not a community and would probably not become a priority for WNP rollout.  Edson does not have LNP today but might in phase 1.  If not, then maybe beyond September 2006.  Fairview and Falher are rural and should be request-driven only.  Fort McMurray is portable today.  Anzac and Fort MacKay are exchanges within the LCA of Fort McMurray and could become candidates for portability activation.  Therefore if the ILEC generates the table with the first three columns filled in, it would become a good basis for the face-to-face meeting.  

Ernie asked if St. Michael, an exchange within the Edmonton LCA, would become portable.  

George answered that it would not be a candidate for March 14, but would be a candidate for phase 2, between March 14 and September 12, 2007.  There is not much ILEC bandwidth available until after March 14.

Doug Kwong echoed that there should be nothing new [portable exchanges] prior to March 14.

Intercarrier Testing

Gerry asked if intercarrier testing would be possible in Q4 2006.

George answered that it may be possible to test a new portable exchange if the exchange is served by a remote.  If the exchange is served by a host switch, then it may be problematic.

Doug Kwong stated that the test people need to be consulted regarding each exchange.

David Craig clarified what is performed during intercarrier testing:
1) Exchange of customer information between trading partners;

2) Series of call completion scenarios.
David stated that intercarrier testing is scheduled for Dec 15 – Feb 28.
There is a proposal for some carriers to perform intercarrier testing prior to Dec 15, e.g.: Bell and Bell Mobility, Telus and Telus Mobility, and Rogers Home Phone and Rogers Wireless.


Proposal: Develop Schedule by Major Cities

Tom Bateman suggested that each exchange has a LCA.  Therefore, perhaps we should only focus on major cities.

George stated that in the Alberta Beach example that Chipman is within the LCA of Alberta Beach.  Therefore a WSP would need a POI in Alberta Beach or in Chipman.  There would not be strong rationale for building a POI in either of those exchanges.  However, all WSPs have a NXX in Edmonton.
Gerry observed that focusing on the largest cities may be a feasible method.

George stated that Abbotsford to Aldergrove may cause a routing issue.

Bill Mason emphasized that the rating of calls to the ported TN cannot change. 

Glenn Pilley stated that that was the view of the C-N-A from the beginning; i.e. to focus on LCAs of large cities.  For example, Edmonton LCA has about 31 exchanges.  Alberta Beach only has Chipman within its LCA.  Glenn asked Bill Mason if it is important that all exchanges be considered, even exchanges that are “one-way” within a LCA.

Bill Mason replied that yes, they should be considered.  Two-way exchanges within LCAs are clearly OK.  An exchange that is only “one-way” within a LCA is rare, e.g. only about 3 in Alberta.  Rural areas could be addressed in phase 3.

Tom Bateman suggested that as since Alberta has about 400 to 500 exchanges, that the SWG focus only on the major cities.  It would simplify the task.

George Hearn suggested that it would take 10 to 12 days to produce the list of exchanges for BC and AB.  He noted that Sherwood Park has its own LCA that includes Edmonton.  WSPs have already done this.  

Doug Kwong stated that Bell has approximately 1,000 exchanges, which would be a huge amount of work.  

George Hearn and Tom Bateman agreed that the POI and LCAs are important for analysis reasons.  

Gerry suggested that due to time lines, we must stick to efficient methods.

Agreement: ILECs will prepare a list of exchanges within there serving area on an Excel spreadsheet.  
Tabs will identify the area code and carrier
Column 1 will list exchange name.

Column 2 will list if the exchange is portable (see CRTC web site), i.e. phase 1

Column 3 will indicate if phase 2

Column 4 will indicate if phase 3.

Glenn Pilley stated that currently approximately 500 exchanges are portable.
David Farnes agreed that this would be a practicable approach. 

Glenn Pilley suggested that after the list is completed, it will become easy for the WSPs to address communities in rural areas.  

Bill Mason suggested that phase 2 is the output that needs to be scheduled per the CRTC Telecom Order.

George Hearn emphasized that phase 1 is available on the CRTC web site.  

Tom Bateman emphasized that all 3 phases are required.

Doug Kwong echoed that phase 1 is from the CRTC web site and phase 2 is from the WSPs on June 30. 

Gerry indicated that phase 3 will contain “remainder” exchanges.


Postscript: web sites of Canadian cities and their population:
http://www.citypopulation.de/America.html
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_the_100_largest_cities_in_Canada_by_population
Scheduling

George Hearn suggested that WSPs prioritize phase 2 exchanges, i.e. those that are required prior to September 12, 2007.

Suresh observed that the WSPs cannot port out of a new exchange until it becomes portable in phase 2. 

David Farnes stated that wireless to wireless ports will be OK, but that intermodal will not be possible unless the exchange is portable. 

Khai Nguyen stated that if Bell Mobility has a POI in Alberta Beach, in order to port to Bell Mobility there then the exchange must be portable to support intermodal porting. 

Sam Yung asked for and received clarification of Khai’s example.  

Khai indicated that WSP POIs will drive the phase 2 list.


 --- End of June 22 detailed minutes ---

Background
The CRTC issued Telecom Decision CRTC 2006-28 on Thursday May 18, 2006.  In the Decision, the Commission requested the NTWG to develop a roll-out schedule for “non-portable” exchanges within 90 days of the Decision which is August 16, 2006.   

Telecom Decision CRTC 2006-28
Ottawa, 18 May 2006

Regulatory issues related to the implementation of wireless number portability 
       – Follow-up to Public Notice 2006-3
	30. 
	As regards the suggestion to implement an initial roll-out schedule for WNP, the Commission considers that ILEC capacity could potentially be overloaded if WSPs required WNP in all the exchanges covered by their wireless networks. The Commission is of the view that a roll-out schedule for those exchanges that do not support number portability would be helpful to the ILECs (and CLECs) to plan their work activities.

	31. 
	The Commission considers that the most efficient way to proceed to develop a roll-out schedule for non-portable exchanges is for the CRTC Interconnection Steering Committee (CISC) Network Working Group (NTWG) to address this issue. The Commission requests CISC to file its roll-out schedule with the Commission within 90 days from the date of this Decision.


Telecom Decision CRTC 2005-72

Ottawa, 20 December 2005
Implementation of wireless number portability
	128. 
	In light of the above, the Commission directs:

	 
	(i) Bell Mobility, Rogers Wireless and the mobility division of TELUS to implement WNP in British Columbia, Alberta, Ontario and Quebec, where LEC-to-LEC LNP is already in place, by 14 March 2007. Where LEC-to-LEC LNP is already in place elsewhere, as well as Regina and Saskatoon, these wireless carriers operating in these areas must also implement porting-out by 14 March 2007, may implement porting-in on or after 14 March 2007, and must implement porting-in by 12 September 2007;

	 
	(ii) all other wireless carriers to implement, at a minimum, the porting-out of customers where LEC-to-LEC LNP is already in place, as well as Regina and Saskatoon, by 14 March 2007. In these areas, they may implement porting-in any time on or after 14 March 2007, and must implement porting-in by 12 September 2007; and

	 
	(iii) for all other locations where LNP does not exist, WNP would be introduced within Commission-approved time periods set out in consensus report RORE03B, entitled Consensus on Request Driven Rollout Process, upon wireless carrier notification to an ILEC; 

	 
	(iv) that both simple and complex porting be supported when either wireless number porting-in or porting-out commences; and

	 
	(v) all LECs to support the porting-in and out of telephone numbers with wireless carriers within the time frames set out above.


