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Next Conference Calls and Meetings: 
Future conf calls (two hours each, except July 11 all-day face-to-face): 
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 July 11 face-to-face 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
Thurs July 13, 2006 – TBC at July 11 face-to-face meeting

Thurs July 20, 2006 – 11:00-1:00 Eastern 1-866-646-2080 code:  4935288#

Thurs July 27, 2006 - 11:00-1:00 Eastern 1-866-646-2080 code:  4935288#

June 29 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, Joe Rinaldi
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, Andrew McKay, Stan Rowe
Shaw: David McKeown
Telus: Sam Yung, Rob Sired, George Hearn, Ofir Smadja, Catherine Blair
Vonage: Barb Lavigne
CRTC: Bill Mason, James Ndirangu

June 22, 2006 Minutes


The June 22 minutes were approved after some clarifying discussion and after minor edits were applied.



June 29, 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.   
3. SaskTel (Andrew McKay and Stan Rowe) will prepare a list of SaskTel LCAs.
4. MTS Allstream (Henry Yabar) to prepare a list of Manitoba Tel LCAs.

5. David Farnes to add to the Tuesday July 4 WNPI Task Force conference call agenda, the topic of WSP-consensus containing exchange candidates and their priorities. 

Exchange Lists are on a Best Effort Basis

Agreement: All lists are submitted on an “Errors and Omissions Excluded (E&OE)” basis.  Those submitting lists may correct them if an error is detected.  Likewise, if someone detects an error, please advise the author ASAP.

LCAs for Saskatchewan and Manitoba

Khai Nguyen explained that he was having difficulty accessing LCAs for the above provinces based upon the URLs provided earlier.  Andrew McKay and Stan Rowe kindly offered to prepare a list of LCAs for the SaskTel service area.  A similar action item has been placed upon MTS Allstream (Henry Yabar; absent) for the Manitoba Tel service area.

WSP-requested Portable Exchanges Prior to March 14, 2007, and Prioritization of Candidate Exchanges
Gerry expressed the concern that some key exchanges are required to be portable at the March 14, 2007 launch date for sales and marketing reasons.  This committee had established that these exchanges could be tested as part of the intercarrier testing in 4Q2006, in order for them to be ready at the March 14 launch date.

Bill Mason explained that “priority” exchanges should be brought forward as such in the WSP lists.

Khai Nguyen expressed the concern that WSPs must examine the exchanges to determine if a POI should be opened up.

Doug Kwong remarked that this could lead to a domino effect.

Gerry recalled that a WSP is not obligated to build a POI within the LCA of a portable exchange. 

Ofir suggested that perhaps a consensus should be sought between WSPs.  

Doug Kwong suggested that the scheduling exercise will examine the exchange portability implementation dates prior to March 14, i.e. the ILECs will entertain requests for exchanges to be converted to portable prior to March 14.  

Joe Rinaldi suggested that the June 30 WSP “wish list” should be prioritized prior to the July 11 face-to-face.  

George Hearn agreed that it may be productive if the WSPs collaborated on dates and priorities for exchanges.  

Sam Yung suggested that the WSPs should agree on the order of priority of implementing portability in exchanges.

George Hearn offered that the SWG must define “doable.”

Joe suggested that the WSP lists should contain a H / M / L [High / Medium / Low priority] ranking prior to the July 6 conference call. 

George Hearn suggested that a more granular basis, such as on a monthly basis, be used. 

Joe sought an agreement regarding the quantity of exchanges within each H / M / L priority.

Agreement: The WSPs’ lists will contain balanced rankings, i.e. approximately 1/3 H; 1/3 M; 1/3 L.

George Hearn suggested that most problems will occur at launch [March 14, 2007], so the freeze interval, being set by the BPWG, will be important for operational stability reasons. 

Joe suggested that capacities [of how many exchanges can be converted to portable] per month should be known to facilitate the scheduling process. 

George Hearn suggested that prioritization by a monthly basis would be more productive than on a H / M / L basis. 

Gerry clarified that the lists will be on a NPA basis and not on a provincial basis.
Agreement: All lists will be on a NPA basis.

Agreement: WSPs’ lists will be further ranked by month.
WSP Consensus-building on list of Candidate Exchanges

Khai suggested that a consensus would help determine rollout, e.g. where there is capacity for 10 exchanges in a month, 5 could be for WSP “A”, 3 could be WSP “B”, and 2 could be for WSP “C”.

George suggested that it would take longer to schedule without a WSP consensus.  He would like to see a CWTA list to avoid conflicts. 

Ofir suggested that the issue be raised at the WSP WNP Business Process work stream conference call. 

David Farnes agreed to take on the action item to place it on the agenda of the Tuesday July 4 WNPI task force conference call 
Bill Mason offered CRTC staff thoughts.  WSPs are free to independently identify exchanges that they wish to become portable.  It may be beneficial to the industry if the WSPs could arrive at a consensus list.  Otherwise, a WSP may have a valid reason for nominating a specific exchange be converted to portable.  If there are ILEC workload issues in rolling out portability to the exchanges, then the Commission may have to decide which WSP’s requests should be implemented first.  
David Farnes suggested that Bill’s comments provided a procedural framework.  Practically, WSPs could attempt to arrive at a consensus to facilitate scheduling.  Procedurally, in the event that the WSPs cannot arrive at a consensus, it must be raised to the CISC Steering Group as a dispute.  

Bill Mason suggested that the latter be categorized as an “area of non-consensus due to individual WSP requirements.”
--- End of June 29 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.


