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Notice

This contribution includes information that has been prepared to assist the Wireless Number Portability Sub-committee.  This document is submitted as a basis for discussion and is not a binding proposal on Ameritech Cellular Services.  The  aforementioned carrier specifically reserves the right to add to, amend, or withdraw its contents.

I  INTRODUCTION

The NANC has asked the WNP SC when wireless service providers would be able to

participate in number pooling.  If number pooling is based on the Thousand Block Pooling Guidelines documented by INC, our response was November 24, 2002 – the

same date as wireless service providers are currently mandated to provide Local Number

Portability.  However, there has been some discussion of the possibility of implementing

modified number pooling prior to the date for full LNP.

This contribution offers documentation and a discussion of some of the modifications that would be needed to the guidelines for number pooling and some of the outstanding issues still needing resolution.

II DISCUSSION

Based on INC’s Guidelines, implementation of Thousand Block Number Pooling prior to Local Number Portability would have the following impacts on wireless service providers:

· all wireless service providers in the country would need to upgrade the hardware and software in their switches to recognize the de-coupling of the MSID and the MDN

· all wireless service providers in the country would need to modify their Message Processing/Billing systems to be able to process switch records that record both MSID and MDN and to be able to format CIBER records in the new CIBER X2 format

· those wireless service providers who provided service in the markets where number pooling was offered would need to upgrade their Message Processing, Billing, and Service Order/Provisioning systems so that they could assign MSIDs and MDNs that were not equal to their customers, provision unequal MDNs and MSIDs to their switches, and process and bill switch CDRs that have recorded MDNs that are not the same as the MSIDs.

At the April meeting of the Wireless Number Portability Sub-committee, an optional implementation of number pooling was discussed.  This option did not rely on the de-coupling of the MSID and MDN.  In fact, the benefit of this option is that the MSID and MDN would not be de-coupled.  Because of this, there are none of the issues stated above for implementation of number pooling based on the INC Guidelines.

In simple terms, wireless service providers would be assigned new directory numbers from one of two resources.  If the wireless service provider was already the LERG assignee of one or more NPA-NXXs, thousand blocks could be assigned from the pool for those NPA-NXXs only if they were non-contaminated.  It is important that those blocks be non-contaminated to avoid possible roaming problems and possible inadvertent assignment of unequal MSIDs and MDNs.  The other source of directory numbers would be the opening of a new code and assignment of that code in the LERG to the wireless service provider.  Again, to avoid roaming issues, it is important that only one wireless service provider be assigned thousand blocks of numbers from any given NPA-NXX.

Each of these requirements is contrary to the INC guidelines to some extent.  However, in order to avoid the de-coupling of the MSID and MDN and the nationwide impact to all wireless service providers and to preserve roaming, these requirements must be met.

In addition, modifications to other guidelines would also be required to accommodate wireless number pooling .  Section 2.4 states that the thousand block assignment guidelines only apply to block applicants “providing service within specific rate areas where service provider Location Routing Number Local Number Portability has been implemented”.  Since LNP for wireless service providers has been ordered for November 24, 2002, this may need to be changed to apply to wireline carriers only.  Section 3.1 states that number assignment will be from both contaminated and non-contaminated blocks.  Wireless service providers could only be assigned non-contaminated blocks and only blocks from NPA-NXX’s for which the applicant wireless service provider is the LERG assignee.  Section 3.3 states that “numbering resources in the Industry Inventory Pool shall be available and allocated to SPs in a fair and non-discriminatory manner, i.e. on a first come, first served basis”.  This would not hold true for assigning numbers to wireless service providers.  Numbers from any NPA-NXX could be assigned to many wireline service providers, but only the wireless service provider that was the LERG assignee for a particular NPA-NXX could receive blocks of numbers from that NPA-NXX.  As mentioned earlier, this is to preserve the MSID-MDN relationship and to avoid issues associated with roaming.

III CONCLUSION

While it is not impossible for wireless service providers to participate in number pooling, numerous modifications to the INC guidelines would be required.  In addition, modifications to the Number Pooling change order for the NPAC would need to be modified to accommodate the requirements and restrictions of wireless service providers. 

