








6607 Willow Lane








              Mission Hills, KS 66208

November 29, 2000

Dorothy Attwood

Chief, Common Carrier Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

445 Twelfth Street, S.W.

Washington, DC  20554

RE:  3rd Report on Wireless/Wireline Integration from the Local Number Portability Administration (LNPA) Working Group.

Ms. Attwood:

Enclosed from the North American Numbering Council (NANC) is the 3rd report on Wireless/Wireline Integration authored by the LNPA Working Group acting as technical consultant to the NANC.  This report was submitted to the NANC on September 30, 1999 and was adopted by the Council at its November 28, 2000 meeting.  

As the title implies, this is the 3rd of a series of reports from the LNPA regarding the Wireless/Wireline Integration issue.  The first report, dated May 8, 1998 dealt primarily with the Rate Center disparity issue.   As stipulated in the original guidelines for Local Number Portability, the porting of telephone numbers would be limited to a specific rate center.  With the integration of the Wireless industry into the portability process, these guidelines become ineffective.  This issue was referred to the FCC in February, 1998.  It is a crucial issue that must be resolved prior to emergence of the Wireless Industry into the portability process.  This issue was also referred to in the 2nd report and is still a major concern in the 3rd report.

The 2nd report on Wireless/Wireline Integration, dated June 30, 1999 dealt primarily with the porting interval.  The guidelines for Wireline carriers allow for a 24 hour LSR/FOC exchange and three days (5 days if code opening is required) for the disconnect of the customer from the old service provider and the NPAC activation of the number for the new service provider.  The Wireless Industry expressed concerned that this interval did not fit with their current business model of providing immediate (or close to immediate) service. 

Due to the newness of the process, the Wireline Providers did not feel it was feasible to reduce the porting interval.  In order to accommodate the Wireless business model, three alternatives were contrived that are discussed in detail in the 2nd report.  These alternatives allow for NPAC activation by the Wireless provider prior to disconnect by the Wireline provider.  This process results in a situation the LNPA referred to as “mixed service”.  The customer would have service on a wireless set as well as a wireline phone for a period of time.  Although the “mixed service” condition was agreed as a viable alternative between Wireless and Wireline providers, concerns were expressed regarding issues that might arise during the “mixed service” condition.  The primary concern was for E911 service.  This issue is discussed in detail in the 2nd report.  

It was the request of the NANC and the FCC that the LNPA continue to investigate the E911 concerns and present its findings in a 3rd report.   In an effort to comply with the request, the LNPA consulted with the National Emergency Number Association (NENA).  Although NENA was not comfortable with any situation that might impede E911 service, they agreed that the probability that this situation might occur was very low and did not see this as a “show stopper” to the proposed process.  In the 3rd report, the LNPA was able to consolidate the three alternatives resulting in “mixed service” into two.  Two minority opinions are also included in the 3rd report as appendices C and D.

Upon approval of the 3rd  report by the NANC, the LNPA requested that the NANC forward the report to the FCC as a recommended guideline for Wireless/Wireline Integration.  The LNPA also requested that the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd reports along with the Wireless Number Portability Report from the Wireless Number Portability Subcommittee, adopted by the NANC in its September 19, 2000 meeting be put forth to the Industry for comment.

Sincerely,

John R. Hoffman

NANC Chair

cc:  Cheryl Callahan, Designated Federal Officer (DFO)

        NANC Members

