LNPA Working Group Meeting Agenda
September 12 - 13, 2017
Hosted by Century Link
Century Link Office
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Denver, CO 80202

[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Agenda

LNPA Working Group (LNPA WG)
Tuesday, September 12, 2017   9:00 AM – 5:00 PM (Mountain Standard Time Zone) 
Conference Bridge – 844-202-5500     PIN 46581340


APT Agenda

9:00a.m.		APT Agenda Review – Teresa Patton and John Malyar


9:05a.m.	               Test case matrix review- Teresa Patton


[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK3]9:15a.m. 		PIMs - Review and Status– All
			

10:15a.m.		NANC Change Order Review and Status– All
			

11:15a.m.		LNPA Transition Testing - All


11:30a.m.		APT Meeting Adjourn


11:30a.m	Lunch


LNPA WG Agenda

1:00p.m.		Introductions and LNPA WG Agenda Review – All 


1:10p.m.		Action Items Update:

Service Provider/Local System Vendor Action Items:
07112017-02 - REVISION 3:  Service Providers are to determine if they currently get a “Disconnect Pending” message when the Effective Release Date is in the past. If they are impacted, there is a potential that they will not get the “Disconnect Pending” status as they do today for a period of time after Go-Live.  Impacted providers are to determine if a work around can be devised and implemented in their operations before Go-Live (April 7, 2018) to mitigate the impact of not getting a Disconnect Pending message when the Effective Release Date is in the past.  For example, a periodic report could be used on the Subscription Versions that transition to OLD and contain an Effective Release Date. Under the assumption that iconectiv will provide a Disconnect Pending message when the Effective release Date is in the past through the Change management process, how long can the work around be sustained after April 7?

07112017-03 - REVISION 3:  Service Providers that use the “NOT” operand in scoped and filtered queries are requested to identify how the NOT operand is used operationally. Service Providers are asked to identify which objects and attributes they use with the NOT operand (for example, the NOT operand is used on the Status attribute on an SV Object). The scope of the use of the operand is needed. Impacted Service Providers are also asked to determine if a work around can be devised and implemented in their operations before Go-Live (April 7, 2018) to mitigate the impact of not having the NOT operand.  Under the assumption that iconectiv will provide a NOT filter through the Change management process, how long can the work around be sustained after April 7? Note, this does not impact XML interface users, only CMIP interface users.

Neustar Action Items:
07112017-11 - Action Item was moved from NS to iconectiv on Sept 22 meeting. See new Action Items. 

Transition Oversight Manager (TOM) Action Items:
07112017-16 - TOM to work with iconectiv and local vendors on the Release B testing schedule. Response to be provided during the September LNPA WG meeting.


1:45p.m.		 New Action Items:
08222017-01 – iconectiv will complete FRS documentation updates for NANC 495.  

08222017-02 - Tri-chairs will forward Change Order 498 to the NAPM LLC to request an SOW from iconectiv.  (Completed 8/23/2017)

2:00p.m. HARD START
		LNPA Transition – All
· General Technical Discussion – All
· Inter-Carrier Testing Sub-Committee Status – Renee Dillon

2:30p.m.		Change Management – iconectiv
			(DOCUMENTATION WILL BE DISTRIBUTED AS NEEDED)

3:30p.m.		PIMs and Change Order Discussion and Approvals
PIMs 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102
			
















NANC Change Orders 491, 504


[bookmark: _MON_1565447579]


5:00p.m.		Day 1 Meeting Adjourned


LNPA Working Group (LNPA WG)
Wednesday, September 13, 2017   9:00 AM – 5:00 PM (Mountain Standard Time Zone) 
Conference Bridge – 844-202-5500     PIN 46581340

9:00a.m.		July 11-12, 2017 Draft Meeting Minutes – All
August 22, 2017 Draft Conference Call Minutes - All			
			
9:15a.m. 	           Issues from Other Industry Groups:
· OBF Committee Readout – Randee Ryan
· NANC Future of Numbering WG (FON) Update – Suzanne Addington
· INC Update – Dave Garner
· NANC Update – Tri-Chairs 

10:00a.m. HARD START
			SHAKEN Presentation – David Hancock Comcast


10:45a.m. 		Project Executive Action Item (as a result of the APT meeting):
07112017-19 – Project Executives will discuss document changes that will be needed to address removal of item h from requirements listed in section 1.7 of the NPAC SMS Turn Up Test Plan as it relates to complicating factors from cloud computing endeavors.

(h) When the hardware of a local product (SOA/LSMS) is changed, then Turn-Up Testing by local system developers and (optionally) Users is required.  In this situation, standard regression test cases shall be performed.

11:00a.m.		Unauthorized port outs and fraud – Kathy Troughton Charter 

11:10a.m.		IP Transition effects on Number Portability – Philip Linse

11:20a.m.		Action Items Not Previously Discussed in Agenda

11:30a.m.		Unfinished/New Business – All

11:50.m.		Review 2017 LNPA WG Meeting/Call Schedule


[bookmark: _GoBack]

12:00p.m. 		Day 2 Meeting Adjourned


Next LNPA WG Conference Call October TBD
Next Meeting …November 7-8, 2017:  Hosted by Charter in Tampa, FL
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PIM 101 - LSMS Query Response Attributes.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  08 /22/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns the SV Query Response for an Audit.  The local system SV Query Response did not match the specifications.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		When an audit was performed for an LSMS under test , the LSMS returned an SV with attributes that were not part of the broadcast (such as old SP, New SP due date, Old SP Due Date, New SP Creation Timestamp, etc.).  The iconectiv NPAC was detecting an error on the SV query response and considered the LSMS discrepant.  It appears the LSMS is returning attributes associated with the subscriptionVersionNPAC object (which holds all of the SV attributes) instead of just the subscriptionVersion object (which holds the routing data broadcast to LSMSs).  

		GDMO definition of the subscriptionVersion object: 


subscriptionVersion MANAGED OBJECT CLASS


    DERIVED FROM "CCITT Rec. X.721 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10165-2 : 1992":top;


    CHARACTERIZED BY


        subscriptionVersionPkg;


    CONDITIONAL PACKAGES


        subscriptionWSMSC-DataPkg PRESENT IF


            !the service provider is supporting WSMSC information!,


        subscriptionSvTypePkg PRESENT IF


            !the service provider is supporting SV type!,


        subscriptionOptionalDataPkg PRESENT IF


            !the service provider is supporting optional data!;


    REGISTERED AS {LNP-OIDS.lnp-objectClass 20};


subscriptionVersionPkg PACKAGE


    BEHAVIOUR


        subscriptionVersionDefinition,


        subscriptionVersionBehavior;


    ATTRIBUTES


        subscriptionVersionId GET,


        subscriptionTN GET,


        subscriptionLRN GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionNewCurrentSP GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionActivationTimeStamp GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionCLASS-DPC GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionCLASS-SSN GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionLIDB-DPC GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionLIDB-SSN GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionCNAM-DPC GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionCNAM-SSN GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionISVM-DPC GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionISVM-SSN GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionEndUserLocationValue GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionEndUserLocationType GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionBillingId GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionLNPType GET-REPLACE,


        subscriptionDownloadReason GET-REPLACE;


    ;


subscriptionVersionDefinition BEHAVIOUR


    DEFINED AS !


The subscriptionVersion class is the managed object that


        represents a subscription version on the Local SMS.


    !;

Additionally, Audit flows in the EFD document, such as B.2.1 for a SOA initiated audit or B.2.4 for an NPAC intiated audit indicate that NPAC queries the LSMS for the subscriptionVersion object and LSMS replies with the subscriptionVersion object attributes, not subscriptionVersionNPAC object attributes.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 101



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

3
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PIM 100 - SP Recovery Request RDN.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  08 /04/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns recovery of Service Provider Relative Distinguished Name (RDN).  The RDN did not match specifications.  


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System issued a recovery request for Service Provider data specifying the Relative Distinguished Name of the ServiceProv object (that holds all Service Provider data) in order to recover Service Provider data (which is the ServiceProvNetwork object, the object that is broadcast when an SP is created, and is contained in the lnpNetwork object in the naming hierarchy).  The iconectiv NPAC issued an error response for the recovery request.  The ServiceProv data can be queried but not recovered.



		From the GDMO:

lnpNetwork MANAGED OBJECT CLASS

    DERIVED FROM "CCITT Rec. X.721 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10165-2 : 1992":top;


    CHARACTERIZED BY


        lnpNetworkPkg;


    CONDITIONAL PACKAGES


        lnpDownloadPkg PRESENT IF

            !the object is instantiated on the NPAC SMS!,


         lnpSpidMigrationPkg PRESENT IF


            !the object is instantiated on the NPAC SMS!;


   REGISTERED AS {LNP-OIDS.lnp-objectClass 11};

…

lnpNetworkDefinition BEHAVIOUR


    DEFINED AS !


The lnpNetwork class is the managed object that is used as the


container object for the serviceProvNetwork objects.  This object has been created primarily for scoping efficiency.


The lnpDownloadPkg will only be used for lnpNetwork object


instantiated on the NPAC SMS (Data Download Association Function).  This package is used for initiating from the Local SMS or SOA downloading of serviceProvNetwork, serviceProvNPA-NXX, serviceProvNPA-NXX-X and serviceProvLRN object creation, modification, or deletion to the Local SMS or SOA from the NPAC SMS








B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  


LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 100



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

3
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PIM 099 - Diff-SV Query Response RDN.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  08 /04/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns an SV Query Response Relative Distinguished Name (RDN).  The RDN did not match specifications.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System responds to an NPAC query of an SV with a Relative Distinguished Name that does not identify the SV that is being returned, causing the iconectiv NPAC to consider the SV to be missing from the local system on an audit.



		FRS Requirement and Standards:


R6-30.1             CMIP Interface specification


The interoperable interface model defining both the NPAC-to-Local SMS and the SOA-to-NPAC SMS shall be specified in terms of ISO 10165-4, "Guideline for the Definition of Managed Objects (GDMO)”.


Note:  This requirement is specific to the CMIP interface.


The GDMO defines the object hierarchy using the “NAMED BY” statements.  It’s the same hierarchy as in the IIS figured in Section 3.


ITU-T X.710 standard, which is referenced in the IIS, states the following in M-GET section:


8.3.1.1.10 Managed object class


If the base object alone is specified, then this parameter is optional; otherwise it shall specify the class of the managed


object whose attribute values are returned. It may be included in any confirmation.


8.3.1.1.11 Managed object instance


If the base object alone is specified, then this parameter is optional; otherwise it shall specify the instance of the managed


object whose attribute values are returned. It may be included in any confirmation.

Since the M-GET request is not for “base object” alone (i.e., the NPAC doesn’t query for lnpSubscriptions, but rather sends a scope/filtered request starting at lnpSubscriptions for children of lnpSubscriptions), the ITU-T spec seems clear that the managed object class and managed object instance “shall [be] specified” in the response.  








B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  


LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 099



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

2
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PIM 098 - NPANXX Delete Recovery.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  08 /04/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns recovery of Network Data delete transactions.  The local system expected optional attributes to be present in the recovered data.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System does not come out of recovery when an NPA-NXX Delete transaction exists in the SWIM list.  Vendor indicated that incumbent LNPA NPAC provides the NPA-NXX value in SWIM NPA-NXX Delete recovery responses. It is also anticipated that the incumbent LNPA NPAC provides the NPA-NXX value in time-range and record-based Network Data recovery of deletes or modifies (this behavior applies to deletes of LRNs also).

		In the ASN.1 for Recovery of portable NPA-NXX data, the NPA-NXX Value is defined as an Optional attribute.

NPA-NXX-DownloadData ::= SET OF SEQUENCE {


        service-prov-npa-nxx-id NPA-NXX-ID,


        service-prov-npa-nxx-value NPA-NXX OPTIONAL,

        service-prov-npa-nxx-effective-timestamp GeneralizedTime OPTIONAL,

        service-prov-download-reason DownloadReason,


        service-prov-npa-nxx-creation-timestamp GeneralizedTime OPTIONAL,


        service-prov-npa-nxx-modified-timestamp [0] GeneralizedTime OPTIONAL

}


The iconectiv solution populates in the SWIM list whatever was originally broadcast for the network data transaction.  When the iconectiv NPAC broadcasts an NPA-NXX delete, the NPA-NXX ID is the only attribute sent (the Download Reason of delete is represented by the M-DELETE operation), which is successfully processed by the Local Systems.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number:  PIM 098



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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PIM 097 - ModifyPendingOldSPAuth.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /31/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns Modifying the Old SP Authorization by the Old SP.  The local system expected different results than were exhibited.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System received an error response (The subscription version cannot be removed from conflict because its current status is not conflict) from NPAC when they issued an Old SP Modify Pending request to the NPAC,  the SV was in a Pending status, and the request included a modified Due Date and the Old SP Auth=True (it was already True).  Vendor indicated that incumbent LNPA NPAC does not error out in this situation.



		GDMO: 


subscriptionVersionModifyBehavior BEHAVIOUR


    DEFINED AS !


Preconditions: This action is issued from an lnpSubscriptions object specifying the object to be modified by specifying the subscriptionVersionId or by specifying the subscriptionTN or a range of TNs (where the stop TN in the range is greater than the start TN) and the status of the subscription version.  All attribute values to be modified shall also be specified.

FRS Requirement:

R5‑47   Conflict Resolution Subscription Version - Invalid Status Notification


NPAC SMS shall send an error message to the originating user if the Subscription Version status is not in conflict upon attempting to set the Subscription Version to pending.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number:  PIM 097



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

2
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PIM 096 - RecoverySPName.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /31/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns recovery of Network Data objects.  The Local System expected optional attributes in recovery messages.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System does not come out of recovery when Network Data exists in the SWIM list.  Vendor indicated that incumbent LNPA NPAC provides the SP Name in SWIM Network Data recovery responses.  It is also anticipated that the incumbent LNPA NPAC provides the SP Name in time-range and record-based Network Data recovery.

		In the ASN.1 for Recovery of network data, the SP Name is defined as an Optional attribute.  The iconectiv solution populates in the SWIM list whatever was originally broadcast for the network data, which does not include the SP Name.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number:  PIM 096



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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PIM 095 - EffReleaseDateDisc.doc
NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns Disconnect Requests with Effective Release Date in the Past.  Local System expected behavior does not match specifications.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Local System observed NPAC/SMS is not generating "Disconnect Pending" notification for disconnect requests where the ERD is present but in the value is in the past. SUT identified the following FRS requirements:

RR5-24 and RR5-25.1



		FRS has two places where the behavior of the Effective Release Date (ERD) and the status update to "Disconnect Pending" is specified. The two requirements mentioned are preceded by: 
  
RR5-23.2 Disconnect Subscription Version - Optional Input Data NPAC SMS shall accept the following optional input data upon a Subscription Version disconnect:
•             Effective Release Date - Future date upon which the disconnect should be broadcast to all Local SMSs. 

Also see 5.1.1.1 Version Status “Subscription Version Status Interactions Description”  row 23 for transition from “Active to Disconnect Pending” the ERD has to be in the future.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 095



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns scoped and filtered queries for SVs including a NOT filter.  NOT filters are not required to be supported in the specifications.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Scope and Filtered query for an active SV from SOA to NPAC included a NOT filter



		IIS Section 4.2.2 on filtering support, 2nd bullet indicates: 


NOT filter support is not required for the NPAC SMS





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 094



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

2
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NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns the creation of port-to-original (PTO) SVs.  The PTO SV create message did not conform to the specifications.                                


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation


		Specification / Requirement






		

		



		DPC/SSN values included in PTO SV Create message all set to “No Value Needed”, which are prohibited as identified in the requirements.  It is anticipated that any prohibited attribute (including other “XML Optional Data” attributes) that can be set to a null or “no value needed” value could be sent in this PTO SV Create message with a null or “no value needed” value.

Violates FRS requirements: 
RR5-179 Create Inter-Service Provider PTO Subscription Version - New Service Provider Data Attributes – Rejected 
NPAC SMS shall reject an Inter-Service Provider Create Request that includes the following data attributes from NPAC personnel or the new Service Provider, when the Porting to Original flag is set to True: (reference NANC 399) 
• LRN 
• Class DPC 
• Class SSN 
• LIDB DPC 
• LIDB SSN 
• CNAM DPC 
• CNAM SSN 
• ISVM DPC 
• ISVM SSN 
• WSMSC DPC (if supported by the Service Provider SOA) 
• WSMSC SSN (if supported by the Service Provider SOA) 
• Porting to Original 
• Billing Service Provider ID 
• End-User Location - Value 
• End-User Location - Type 
• SV Type 
• Alternative SPID 




		





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___ ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If not conforming to industry specifications, local system should provide support for the nonconformance.  If undocumented or misinterpreted functionality is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 093



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns the Optional Data XML string not in certain messages.  The XML string does not conform to the XSD specification.                                                         


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation


		Specification / Requirement






		

		



		The xml string (Optional Data) in subscription version modify request did not conform to the xsd (when trying to null out a value previously set).


Here is snippet of Optional Data XSD indicating the parameters are nillable:
<xs:all>
       <xs:element name="ALTSPID" type="SPID" nillable="true" minOccurs="0"/>
       <xs:element name="ALTEULV" type="EULV_DATATYPE" nillable="true" minOccurs="0"/>
...
   </xs:all>
   </xs:complexType>




		





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___ ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 092



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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NANC – LNPA Working Group
                     
Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns the Completion Timestamp in the SWIM Processing Results notification.  The Completion Timestamp field does not conform to the industry specification.                                                           


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation


		Specification / Requirement






		

		



		Invalid Completion Timestamp in swimProcessing-RecoveryResults notification - timestamp contained ".0Z.0Z" at end of timestamp.


IIS Section 2.1, last paragraph indicates: 
All timestamps (GeneralizedTime fields) that are sent over the SOA to NPAC SMS interface and NPAC SMS to Local SMS interface, shall use Greenwich Mean Time (GMT).  The universal time format (YYYYMMDDHHMMSS.0Z) is used. The default value is a non-specific format of 00000000000000.0Z.




		





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___ ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 091



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

2
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Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution the Synchronous field in messages.  The Synchronous field does not conform to the industry specification.                                                         


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation


		Specification / Requirement






		

		



		Synchronization tag in SOA messages sometimes contain invalid enumeration values. That is not 0 or 1.

CMIP Standards X.711 define syncronization to be data type of CMISSync.  CMISSynch is defined as an enumeration with 2 possible values:
CMISSync ::= ENUMERATED {
   bestEffort  (0),
   atomic         (1)
}




		





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___ ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 090



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

1
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Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  07 /11/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns the user ID field in the access control structure of messages.  The user ID field does not conform to the industry specification.                                                           


2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		Optional user ID field in access control structure of message is sent but contains no value

		ASN.1 indicates user ID is optional, but when it is present it has a value:
LnpAccessControl ::= SEQUENCE {
    systemId          [0]  SystemID,
    systemType        [1]  SystemType,
    userId            [2]  GraphicString60 OPTIONAL,
    listId            [3]  INTEGER,
    keyId             [4]  INTEGER,
    cmipDepartureTime [5]  GeneralizedTime,
    sequenceNumber    [6]  INTEGER (0...4294967295),
    function          [7]  AssociationFunction,
    recoveryMode      [8]  BOOLEAN signature         
    signature         [9]  BIT STRING
}
GraphicString60 ::= GraphicStringBase(SIZE(1..60))





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___ ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 089



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


1

2
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IMPACT/CHANGE ASSESSMENT
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Business Need

Documentation updates.



Description of Change:

Changes detailed below.






[bookmark: _Toc59881639]Requirements:

Turn-up Test Plan (changed text in yellow highlights)



Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.30, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA.









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.31, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.32, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.33, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.34, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.36, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.1.1.37, update step 4.

The NPAC SMS issues an objectCreation notification in CMIP (or VOCN – SvObjectCreationNotification in XML) containing:

subscriptionVersionID

subscriptionTN

subscriptionOldSP

subscriptionNewCurrentSP

subscriptionNewSP-CreationTimeStamp

subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

subscriptionVersionStatus

subscriptionNewSP-DueDate

subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

subscriptionStatusChangeCauseCode – if subscriptionOldSP-Authorization is false

subscriptionTimerType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionBusinessType – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionNewSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.2.1.14, update purpose section.



New Service Provider issues a modify for each of the required fields for a ‘pending’ port which is in conflict using valid data.  

The following are the required fields:

LRN

Due Date (the due date is set to a value greater than or equal to the NPA-NXX Effective Date)

SV Type – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

Medium Timer Indicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.2.1.18, update purpose section.



New Service Provider issues a modify for each of the required fields for a ‘pending’ port request which is in conflict using valid data.  

The following are the required fields:

LRN

Due Date (the due date is set to a value greater than or equal to the NPA-NXX Effective Date)

SV Type – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

Medium Timer Indicator – if supported by the Service Provider SOA









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.4.1.10, update steps 13 and 14.



NPAC SMS sends a status attribute value change message in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the oldnew Service Provider for the previous ‘active’ Subscription Version setting the status to ‘old’, upon receiving successful acknowledgment from all involved LSMSs.

OldNew Service Provider acknowledges the status attribute value change message in CMIP (or NOTR – NotificationReply in XML).









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.4.1.21, update steps 12 and 14.



NPAC SMS sends a status attribute value change message in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the new Service Provider setting the status of the PTO Subscription Version to oldpartial failure and the list of failed LSMSs, upon disconnect failure.

NPAC SMS sends a status attribute value change message in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the old Service Provider setting the status of the PTO Subscription Version to oldpartial failure and the list of failed LSMSs, upon disconnect failure.









Chapter 8, test case 8.1.2.4.1.24, update steps 12 and 14.



NPAC SMS sends a status attribute value change message in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML), for each PTO Subscription Version, to the new Service Provider setting the status to oldpartial failure and the list of failed LSMSs, upon disconnect failure.

NPAC SMS sends a status attribute value change message in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML), for each PTO Subscription Version, to the old Service Provider setting the status to oldpartial failure and the list of failed LSMSs, upon disconnect failure.









Chapter 9, test case 48-5, update steps 3, 5, 7, 13, 14, and 18.



The NPAC SMS issues an M-ACTION Response to the SPID ‘A’s’ SOA with the following information for (Primary) SPID ‘A’:

· objectCreation for SV1

· subscriptionVersionNewSP-ConcurrenceCreate Request for SV1

· subscriptionVersionNewSP-FinalConcurrenceCreate Window Expiration for SV1

· subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange for SV1 updating the SV status to ‘cancelled’

· lnpNPAC-SMS-Operational-Information



The NPAC SMS issues an M-ACTION Response to the SPID ‘A’s’ SOA with the following information for (Associated) SPID ‘B’:

· objectCreation for SV1

· subscriptionVersionNewSP-FinalCreate Window Expiration for SV1

· subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange for SV1 updating the SV status to ‘cancelled’

· subscriptionVersionDonorSPCustomerDisconnectDate for SV2

· subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange for SV3 updating the SV status to ‘active’

· lnpNPAC-SMS-Operational-Information

· objectCreation for SV4

· subscriptionVersionOldSPFinalConcurrence Window Expiration for SV4



NOTE: If the Service Provider under test supports Medium Timer Indicator or Optional Data information and these attributes were included in the requests that initiated notifications, these attributes will be included in the appropriate notifications.



The NPAC SMS issues an M-ACTION Response to the SPID ‘A’s’ SOA with the following information for (Associated) SPID ‘C’: 

· subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange for SV3 updating the SV status to ‘active’

· lnpNPAC-SMS-Operational-Information

· subscriptionStatusAttributeValueChange setting SV32 to ‘old’

· objectCreation for SV4

· subscriptionVersionOldSP-ConcurrenceRequest for SV4

· subscriptionVersionOldSP-FinalConcurrenceWindowExpiration for SV4

NOTE: If the Service Provider under test supports Medium Timer Indicator or Optional Data information and these attributes were included in the requests that initiated notifications, these attributes will be included in the appropriate notifications.



SPID ‘A’ Service Provider Personnel perform a local query for the subscriptionVersionNewSP-ConcurrenceCreate Request message for SV1.



SPID ‘A’ Service Provider Personnel perform a local query for the subscriptionVersionNewSP-FinalConcurrenceCreate Window Expiration message for SV1.



SPID ‘C’ Service Provider Personnel perform a local query for the subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange message for SV32.









Chapter 9, test case 48-9, update pre-req 6, and step 2.



Verify that SPID ‘C’ is configured with a SOA Network Data Download Indicator and LSMS Network and Subscription Data Download Indicator  set to ‘ON’.  SPID ‘C’ has a filter set such that it WILL NOT receive downloads for this NPA-NXX.

Issues an M-ACTION Response in CMIP (or NCRR – NewSpCreateReply in XML) back to SPID ‘A’ (for SPID ‘BC’) indicating success for the TN’s in the range.









Chapter 9, test case 48-10, update step 2.



The NPAC SMS determines the request is valid and performs the following:

· Creates the subscriptionVersionNPAC object.

· Sets the subscription version status to ‘pending’.

· Sets the subscriptionVersionModifiedTimeStamp, subscriptionCreationTimeStamp, subscriptionNewSP-AuthorizationCreationTimeStamp and subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp to the current date and time.

Issues an M-ACTION Response in CMIP (or NCRR – NewSpCreateReply in XML) back to SPID ‘A’ (for SPID ‘B’) indicating success.









Chapter 9, test case 48-12, update pre-req test case, step 15.



NANC 48-131 SOA – ‘Primary’ SPID ‘A’ issues a Port-To-Original Subscription Version Create to the NPAC SMS for a single TN, where they are the New Service Provider and ‘Associated’ SPID ‘B’ is the Old Service Provider – Success



No data will be returned because SPID ‘C’ is neither the Old nor the New Service Provider Verify that the subscription versions (SV1 and SV2) exist with a status of ‘old’.









Chapter 9, test case 48-15, update pre-req test case, and description, update step 13.



NANC 48-16 SOA – ‘Associated’ Service Provider ‘A’ issues a Subscription Version Create for a ‘Pooled’ TN, where they are the New Service Provider and SPID ‘B’ is the Old Service Provider – Success

NANC 48-14 SOA – ‘Associated’ Service Provider ‘B’ issues a Subscription Version Create for a ‘Pooled’ TN, where they are the New Service Provider and SPID ‘A’ is the Old Service Provider – Success



No data will be returned because SPID ‘C’ is neither the Old nor the New Service Provider Verify that the subscription version exists with a status of ‘active’.









Chapter 9, test case 48-16, update pre-req test case, and description, update steps 18, 19.



NANC 48-17 SOA – ‘Associated’ Service Provider ‘A’ issues a Subscription Version Activate for a ‘Pooled’ TN, where they are the New Service Provider and ‘Associated’ SPID ‘B’ is the Old Service Provider – Success

NANC 48-15 SOA – ‘Associated’ Service Provider ‘B’ issues a Subscription Version Activate for a ‘Pooled’ TN, where they are the New Service Provider and ‘Primary’ SPID ‘A’ is the Old Service Provider – Success



No data is returned because SPID ‘C’ is not the Current Service Provider Verify that SV1 exists with a status of ‘old’ and an empty failed-SP List.



No data will be returned because SPID ‘C’ is neither the Old nor the New Service Provider Verify that SV2 exists with a status of ‘active’, an LNP type of ‘POOL’ and SPID ‘A’ is the Current Service Provider.









Chapter 9, test case 139-9, update step 4.



The SOA receives the M-CREATEDELETE and sends an M-CREATEDELETE response back to the NPAC SMS.  









Chapter 9, test case 201-21, update pre-req 2.



Verify that the Conflict Restriction Window has not been reached.









Chapter 9, test case 201-33, update step 1.



The NPAC SMS rejects the Subscription Version Modify Request and issues an Error Response (M-ACTION Error Response) in CMIP (or MODR - ModifyReply in XML) back to the Old Service Provider system indicating the reason for failure (invalid data value).









Chapter 10, test case 3.4.1, update pre-req 1.



3.1.1 NPAC OP GUI - NPAC Personnel create NPA-NXX-X Information, where the Block Holder SPID is the same as the Code Holder SPID and the NPAC SMS schedules the Number Pool Block create, and the NPAC SMS activates upon scheduled date and time.- Success Success









Chapter 10, test case 4.1.5, update pre-req 1.



Verify that the NPA-NXX-X for the Number Pool Block that Service Provider Personnel will attempt to create during this Test Case exists and the Effective Date has passed.  The code holder should be different than the block holder.









Chapter 10, test case 4.2.1, delete step 11.

		11.

		SP – Conditional

		Service Provider Personnel verify that the ‘old’ Number Pool Block that was created as a result of the modification did not get broadcast.

		SP

		Verify the ‘old’ Number Pool Block did not get broadcast.













Chapter 10, test case 4.2.5, update step 4.



Service Provider Personnel perform a local query for the Number Pool Block and the 1K Block of Subscription Versions with LNP Type set to ‘POOL’.



1. Verify the Number Pool Block has not been modified.

1. Verify the 1K Block of Subscription Versions has NOT been modified.









Chapter 10, test case 4.2.6, update step 4.



Service Provider Personnel perform a local query for the Number Pool Block and the 1K Block of Subscription Versions with LNP Type set to ‘POOL’.



1. Verify the Number Pool Block has not been modified. 

1. Verify the 1K of Subscription Versions with LNP Type set to ‘POOL’ has not been modified.







Chapter 10, test case 4.2.9, delete test case.









Chapter 10, test case 4.2.10, delete test case.









Chapter 10, test case 4.4.1, update step 3.



Service Provider personnel view the Number Pool Blocks that the NPAC SMS returned and verify the following Number Pool Block attributes are provided for each Number Pool Block:

· Block Id

· Block Holder SPID

· NPA-NXX-X

· LRN

· SV Type - if supported by the Service Provider SOA

· CLASS DPC

· CLASS SSN

· LIDB DPC

· LIDB SSN

· CNAM DPC

· CNAM SSN

· ISVM DPC

· ISVM SSN

· WSMSC DPC - if supported by the Service Provider SOA

· WSMSC SSN – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

· Optional Data attributes – if supported by the Service Provider SOA

· Creation Date

· Activation Start TimeStamp

· Activation Broadcast TimeStamp

· Last Modified TimeStamp

· Disconnect Broadcast Complete TimeStamp

· Modify Broadcast Complete TimeStamp

· SOA Origination Indicator

· Status

· Download Reason

· Failed-SP-List

· Activity TimeStamp (XML only)









Chapter 10, test case 6.2.13, update pre-req test case.



8.1.2.4.1.21 Activate porting to original ‘pending’ port of a single TN. – Partial Failure

8.1.2.4.1.20 Activate porting to original ‘pending’ port of a single TN. – Failure









Chapter 10, test case 6.4.1, update steps 1, 4.

1. Using the SOA, Block Holder Service Provider Personnel submit a an Immediate Disconnect Request to the NPAC SMS for a Subscription Versions of LNP Type set to ‘POOL’.
The request must specify the Subscription Version ID, or Subscription Version TN and also has future dated the subscriptionEffectiveReleaseDate and the subscriptionCustomerDisconnectDate.

1. The Current Service Provider SOA system issues an M-ACTION Request subscriptionVersionDisconnect in CMIP (or DISQ – DisconnectRequest in XML) to the NPAC SMS. The Current Service Provider SOA system issues an M-ACTION Request subscriptionVersionDisconnect in CMIP (or DISQ – DisconnectRequest in XML) to the NPAC SMS.



1. On the Block Holder SOA, verify that the Subscription Version was not deleted.

1. On the LSMS, verify that the Subscription Version is part exists as part of the 1K Block.









Chapter 10, test case 6.5.1, update step 11.



1. On the Block Holder SOA, verify that a Subscription Version with LNP Type ‘POOL’ status of ‘old’ exists with an empty Failed SP List.

2. On the LSMS, verify that the Subscription Version Number Pool Block exists as part of the 1K Block.









Chapter 10, test case 6.5.2, insert step between 1 and 2, update step 11.



The NPAC SMS issues an M-CREATE Request for SV2 to itself and populates the default routing information from the numberPoolBlock object.  The subscriptionVersionStatus for SV2 is set to 'sending'.

The NPAC SMS receives the M-CREATE for SV2 and issues an M-CREATE Response for SV2 to itself.



1. On the Block Holder SOA, verify that a Subscription Version with LNP Type ‘POOL’ status of ‘old’ exists with an empty Failed SP List.

2. On the LSMS, verify that the Subscription Version Number Pool Block exists as part of the 1K Block.









Chapter 10, test case 6.5.3, update step 2, insert step between 2 and 3, update step 10, 11.



The NPAC SMS issues an M-SET Request for SV1 to itself to set the subscriptionCustomerDisconnectDate according to the disconnect action.  The NPAC SMS also sets the subscriptionVersionStatus for SV1 to 'sendingdisconnect-pending' and updates the subscriptionModifiedTimeStamp and the subscriptionEffectiveReleaseTimeStamp accordingly.



The NPAC SMS issues an M-CREATE Request to itself for SV2 and populates the default routing information from the numberPoolBlock object.  The subscriptionVersionStatus for SV2 is set to 'sending'.

The NPAC SMS receives the M-CREATE for SV2 and issues an M-CREATE Response for SV2 to itself.



NPAC Personnel verify that a Subscription Version SV2 with a status of ‘partial failure’ and an empty Failed SP List that reflects all Service Provider LSMSs that did not successfully respond to the request exists on the NPAC SMS.

On the Block Holder SOA, verify that a Subscription Version SV2 with a status of ‘partial failure’ exists with an empty Failed SP List that reflects all Service Providers that did not successfully respond to the request.

From the Block Holder SOA, verify that SV1 exists with a Failed SP List that reflects all Service Providers that did not successfully respond to the request on the NPAC SMS and the status of the Subscription Version is ‘old.’











Chapter 10, test case 6.5.6, update step 10, 11 and 12.



NPAC Personnel verify that SV2 with a status of ‘failed’ and an empty Failed SP List that reflects all Service Providers that did not successfully respond to the request exists on the NPAC SMS.



On the Block Holder SOA, verify that SV1 with a status of ‘active’ exists with an empty Failed SP List that reflects all Service Providers that did not successfully respond to the request exists on the NPAC SMS.



From the Block Holder SOA, verify that SV2 with LNP Type ‘POOL’ exists with an empty Failed SP List that reflects all Service Providers that did not successfully respond to the request on the NPAC SMS.









Chapter 10, test case 8.6, update steps 4 and 5.



Verify that the following updates were not sent:

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block create

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block modify

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block delete



Verify that the following updates were made:

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block create

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block modify

· 1 At least 2 Number Pool Block delete









Chapter 10, test case 9.2, update pre-req 3.



Verify the SOA LSMS Supports SV Type and all Optional Data element Indicators are set to their production values for the Service Provider under test.  In this test case the service provider should indicate any Optional Data elements they support and SV Type data (if they support it) for the number pool block.









Chapter 10, test case 9.4, update pre-req 3 and 4.



Verify the SOA LSMS Supports SV Type and all Optional Data element Indicators are set to their production values for the Service Provider under test.  In this test case the service provider should indicate any Optional Data elements they support and SV Type data (if they support it) for the number pool block.



A discrepancy for some of the GTT data and, if supported by the service provider LSMS – a discrepancy for SV Type and/or Optional Data elements  information between a Subscription Version of LNP Type, 'LSPP' and one of the LSMSs.  The LSMS will be on the Failed SP List for this SV.

A discrepancy where one of the LSMSs does not have the respective Number Pool Block in their database.  This Number Pool Block has the SOA ORIGINATION set to 'FALSETRUE' and the status currently is ‘partial failure’ with a Failed SP-List.









Chapter 11, test case 2.3, update steps 15 and 17 (one for NSP, one for OSP).



NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT to the Old SP SOA based on their Customer TN Range Notification Indicator.

· If the setting is TRUE, the NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT subscriptionVersionRangeAttributeValueChange in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) that contains the following attributes:

· start TN

· end TN

· start SVID

· end SVID

· subscriptionOldSP-DueDate

· subscriptionOldSP-Authorization

· subscriptionOldSP-AuthorizationTimeStamp

· subscriptionTimerType (if supported and the value changed as a result of the OldSP-Create Action)

· subscriptionBusinessType (if supported and the value changed as a result of the OldSP-Create Action)

· subscriptionOldSPMediumTimerIndicator (if supported)

If the setting is FALSE, the NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT attributeValueChange notification in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) for the TN.







Chapter 11, test case 2.15, update steps 8, 9, and 10.



The subscription version exists with a status of ‘pending’ and the new due date for the New Old SP.



The subscription version exists with a status of ‘pending’ and the new due date for the New Old SP.



The subscription version exists with a status of ‘pending’ and the new due date for the New Old SP on the NPAC SMS.









Chapter 11, test case 2.20, update step 8.



NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT subscriptionVersionRangeStatusAttributeValueChange notification in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the New SP SOA (SPID A) for the range of 5 TNs that contains the following attributes:

· paired list of TNs and SVIDs

· TN range

· subscriptionVersionStatus = ‘old’









Chapter 11, test case 2.23, update step 4.



NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT subscriptionVersionRangeStatusAttributeValueChange notification in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the Current SP SOA for the range of 1000 TNs that contains the following attributes:

· paired list of TNs and SVIDs

· TN range

· subscriptionVersionStatus = ‘disconnect-pending’









Chapter 11, test case 2.26, update steps 4 and 6.





NPAC SMS issues M-EVENT-REPORTs to the Old SP SOA based on their Customer TN Range Notification Indicator.

If the setting is TRUE, the NPAC SMS issues one M-EVENT-REPORTs subscriptionVersionRangeStatusAttributeValueChange in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) is sent for the range of 5000 TNs that contains the following attributes:

· paired list of TNs and SVIDs

· TN range

· subscriptionVersionStatus = ‘cancelled’

If the setting is FALSE, the NPAC SMS issues an M-EVENT-REPORT subscriptionVersionStatusAttributeValueChange in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) for each TN in the range of 5000 indicating the status is ‘cancelled’.



NPAC SMS issues one M-EVENT-REPORT subscriptionVersionRangeStatusAttributeValueChange in CMIP (or VATN – SvAttributeValueChangeNotification in XML) to the New SP SOA for the range of 5000 TNs that contains the following attributes:

· paired list of TNs and SVIDs

· TN range

· subscriptionVersionStatus = ‘cancelled’









Chapter 12, test case 169-1, update step 7.



LSMS receives the resend requests from the NPAC SMS and issues a ‘duplicate object’ response to the NPAC SMS for:

· SV group a

· SV group c

· SV group d

· SV group g









Chapter 14, test case 441-8, update test priority.



SOA	N/A Conditional

LSMS	Optional N/A









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-5, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test SOA’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (revoked Certificate).

Note: SOA will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to SOA.



SOA (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or SOA responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



SOA (acting as serverclient) does not accept NPAC’s certificate terminates the connection request, or SOA responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-9, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (wrong CA – signed by CA other than NPAC).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-10, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (wrong SPID – different than what is listed in the CN of NPAC’s certificate).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-11, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (wrong Region ID – Region ID in certificate does not match what LSMS is expecting).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-12, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (wrong System Type – System Type in certificate is incorrectly specified as something other than NPAC).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-13, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (revoked certificate).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).









Chapter 17, test case NANC 372-Security-14, update Objective, Result 1, Result 2.



Test LSMS’s ability (both acting as server and acting as client) to reject an incoming connection request from NPAC, or not establish an outgoing connection with NPAC, when NPAC’s certificate is invalid (revoked Signature).

Note: LSMS will act as client when it attempts to send a message to NPAC, and it will act as server when NPAC attempts to send a message to LSMS.



LSMS (acting as server) does not accept NPAC’s certificate rejects the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).



LSMS (acting as client) does not accept NPAC’s certificate (access_denied) terminates the connection request, or LSMS responds with a synchronous error (access_denied).
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Business Need

Current NPAC SMS Specifications on Recovery of SVs that were modified are not clear on the data that is recoverd.  Clarity is needed so that CMIP LSMS Users can successfully recover SVs that were modified when the LSMS was down.



Description of Change:

Changes detailed below.






[bookmark: _Toc59881639]Requirements:



FRS Changes:



RR6-133 Subscription Version Failed SP List – Recovery of Excluded Service Provider Subscription Versions 



NPAC SMS shall, for a recovery of subscription data, in instances where the NPAC SMS excluded the Service Provider from the Failed SP List based on a request by NPAC Personnel via the NPAC Administrative Interface, allow the Local SMS to recover a Subscription Version with all current attributes, even thoughregardless if the Service Provider is no longeris or is not on the Failed SP List. (previously NANC 227/254, Req 3) 

Note: for recovery of SVs that were modified, all attributes in the SV (including supported Optional XML data fields that are populated) will be sent to accommodate object creation in provider systems.  If no supported optional data fields are populated, the Optional XML Field string is omitted entirely.  If a Modify operation removed a value from an Optional XML field, it is included in the string with a value of nil.



GDMO Changes:

In the lnpDownload Action, lnpDownloadBehavior section:

…

An LSMS may receive subscription version or number pool block data during recovery, where one or more than one activity activities occurred for a given subscription version or number pool block during the time the LSMS was not available. This willMultiple activities such as a create followed by a modify of an SV can occur when NPAC Personnel via the OpGUI, exclude a Service Provider from the Failed SP List to allow the current Service Provider to perform some type of subsequent activity on that subscription version or number pool block.  Hence, when the LSMS performs recovery, the recovered data will contain data for both activities (all current attributes, even when the LSMS is recovering a single activity such as an SV modify).  So, if the recovering LSMS is recovering a modified subscription version or number pool block for which it did not receive the initial M-CREATE, the download reason is set to 'modified' for this subscription version or number pool block object.



IIS Changes: 

Section 5.3.4 of the IIS, on Recovery, the third Paragraph:

While recovering subscription data, the NPAC SMS excludes Subscription Versions with a status of failed.  The value in the Broadcast Timestamp field in each Subscription Version is used to determine whether or not a Subscription Version is included in the recovering LSMS’s requested criteria. When modified SVs are recovered, all populated attributes of the SV are recovered to support object creation if needed in local systems.
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2017 LNPA WG Meeting/Call Schedule:



Following is the current schedule for the 2017 LNPA WG meetings and calls.



		MONTH

(2013)

		NANC MEETING DATES

		LNPA WG

MEETING/CALL

DATES

		HOST COMPANY

		MEETING LOCATION



		

		

		

		

		



		January 



		

		10th-11th  

		iconectiv

		Scottsdale



		February 

		

		No meeting.



02/08/2017 call if necessary

		

		



		March



		

		7th-8th       

		Comcast

		Denver



		April

		

		No meeting.



04/05/2017 call if necessary

		

		



		May

		

		2nd-3rd 

		Neustar

		Miami



		June

		

		No meeting.



06/07/2017 call if necessary

		

		



		July



		 

		11th-12th 

		Bandwidth

		Durham



		August

		

		No meeting.



08/09/2017 call if necessary

		

		





		September

		

		12th-13th

		CenturyLink

		Denver



		October

		

		No meeting.



10/04/2017 call if necessary

		

		



		November

		

		7th-8th

		Charter

		Tampa



		December

		

		No meeting.



12/06/2017 call if necessary

		

		



		

		

		

		

		







· Continuing evaluation during 2017 will determine if interim conference calls are needed or if the decision to meet face-to-face every other month should be revisited.
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Problem/Issue Identification Document




LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  08 /22/2017

Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv

Contact(s):  Name John P. Malyar


         Contact Number 732/699/7192


         Email Address jmalyar@iconectiv.com

(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)


During iconectiv LNPA transition testing of a local system, issues were discovered that impacts the execution and/or verification of an Industry Test Case (ITC) required for certification.  These issues relate to a nonconformance to Industry Specification(s), an undocumented capability or feature, or a difference of interpretation (between LNPAs) of an Industry Specification.  The specific issue herein needing resolution concerns recovery Active SVs that were modified.  The modified SV data recovered was different than the local system was expecting.

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)


A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:

		Observation

		Specification / Requirement



		When an LSMS under test performed SWIM recovery and the data to be recovered included SVs that were modified, the LSMS failed to recover that SV data.  The LSMS vendor indicated that when modified SVs are recovered, all attributes on the SV are supposed to be in the recovery message.  The iconectiv NPAC was sending only attributes that were modified in the SV recovery response for modified SVs.

		There is one requirement in the FRS that indicates what data to recover on an SV for a modified SV:

RR6-133 Subscription Version Failed SP List – Recovery of Excluded Service Provider Subscription Versions 

NPAC SMS shall, for a recovery of subscription data, in instances where the NPAC SMS excluded the Service Provider from the Failed SP List based on a request by NPAC Personnel via the NPAC Administrative Interface, allow the Local SMS to recover a Subscription Version with all current attributes, even though the Service Provider is no longer on the Failed SP List. (previously NANC 227/254, Req 3)


The GDMO contains similar verbiage as this FRS requirement:


-- 1.0 LNP Download Action


lnpDownload ACTION


    BEHAVIOUR


        lnpDownloadDefinition,


        lnpDownloadBehavior;


    MODE CONFIRMED;


    WITH INFORMATION SYNTAX LNP-ASN1.DownloadAction;


    WITH REPLY SYNTAX LNP-ASN1.DownloadReply;


    REGISTERED AS {LNP-OIDS.lnp-action 1};


   


lnpDownloadDefinition BEHAVIOUR


    DEFINED AS !


The lnpDownload action is the action that is used by the Local SMS and SOA to specify the objects to be downloaded from the NPAC SMS.


    !;


lnpDownloadBehavior BEHAVIOUR


    DEFINED AS !


….


An LSMS may receive subscription version or number pool block data during recovery, where more than one activity occurred for a given subscription version or number pool block during the time the LSMS was not available. This will occur when NPAC Personnel via the OpGUI, exclude a Service Provider from the Failed SP List to allow the current Service Provider to perform some type of subsequent activity on that subscription version or number pool block.  Hence, when the LSMS performs recovery, the recovered data will contain data for both activities (all current attributes).  So, if the recovering LSMS is recovering a modified subscription version or number pool block for which it did not receive the initial M-CREATE, the download reason is set to 'modified' for this subscription version or number pool block object.


The IIS, in Section 4.9, whose title concerns the Optional Data XML string in CMIP indicates:


4.9 NPAC Rules for Handling of Optional Data Fields: 
…
SWIM Recovery – Individual operations are recovered. 


· Provider systems should store the fields as specified in the message.  For both Activate and Modify operations, all attributes in the object (including supported optional data fields that are populated) will be sent to accommodate objection creation in provider systems.  If no supported optional data fields are populated, the Optional Field string is omitted entirely.  If a Modify operation removed a value from an optional field, it is included in the string with a value of nil.





B.   Frequency of Occurrence: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


C. NPAC Regions Impacted:


 Canada___ Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     


 West Coast___  ALL_X US regions__


D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


3. Suggested Resolution: 


Local System should identify the impact of functionality not being supported.  If the issue is a nonconformance to industry specifications, local system should provide remediation for the nonconformance if impacted.  If issue is related to undocumented or misinterpreted functionality that is required by the Industry, the appropriate Industry Specifications will need to be updated to reflect the required functionality and the change order once accepted should be forwarded to the NAPM LLC for the purpose of requesting a Statement of Work (SOW) from iconectiv.  

LNPA WG: (only)


Item Number: PIM 102



Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________

Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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