
NANC Future of Numbering Working Group

TITLE:  Issues to be addressed in report to NANC on NANC Change Order 400

DATE:  April 29, 2005
SOURCE:  John Jefferson                  

                   SBC

                   (214) 858-0888

                   jj1934@sbc.com

                   George Guerra

                   SBC

                   (925) 823-3267 

                   gg2395@sbc.com

ABSTRACT:  This contribution discusses outstanding issues that the FoN WG should address in its report to the NANC on its consideration of NANC Change Order 400
NOTICE:

This document is offered to the NANC Future of Numbering Working Group as a basis for discussion and is not a binding proposal on SBC.  SBC specifically reserves the right to amend or withdraw the statements contained herein.

Considerations for NANC Change Order 400

· There are efforts underway in the industry to support a vendor independent solution for telephone number to Uniform Resource Identifier (URI) mapping.

· The Country Code 1 ENUM Limited Liability Company (CC1 ENUM LLC) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), which is open to any interested party wishing to participate, is in the process of developing technical requirements for an industry-wide vendor independent solution for supporting telephone number to URI mapping.

· Liaisons from the CC1 ENUM LLC and the Packet Technologies and Systems Committee (PTSC) of the Alliance for Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS) acknowledge and support these other vendor independent industry efforts.

· Multiple vendors should be allowed to bid on an industry proposed solution for storing URI information related to telephone numbers.

· Because there is only one vendor associated with the contract for the provisioning of the number portability database, Change Order 400 is the equivalent of a vendor specific solution for telephone number to URI mapping.

· Allowing multiple vendors to bid on an industry proposed solution would create a competitive bidding process that could result in lower costs for the functionality to the entire industry.

· In SBC’s view, there has been no credible reason to support the addition of URI information into a database that was designed for telephone number portability—even if it is placed there in an inactive state.

· Uniform Resource Identifier (URI) information is not needed in the Number Portability Administration Center (NPAC) to support number portability or call completion.

· Calls are being completed today to Internet Protocol (IP) end points with no adverse impacts.

· There are no existing government regulations requiring interconnection between providers on an IP basis.

· The number portability orders do not require the addition of URI information in the NPAC.

· The authority under which the FCC adopted the number portability orders may not extend to URIs.

· In the First Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, the FCC states the following:  

· “We believe that, at this time, the information contained in the number portability regional databases should be limited to the information necessary to route telephone calls to the appropriate service providers.”

· “To the extent that individual carriers wish to mix information, proprietary or otherwise, necessary to provide other services or functions with the number portability data, they are free to do so at their downstream databases.”

· The NPAC is a database that exists due to a regulatory mandate.

· The Number Portability Orders from the FCC do not require the population of URI information in the NPAC. The NANC and the FCC should assess any implications for Intellectual Property Rights associated with work beyond the scope of the Number Portability Orders given that the administration of the NPAC may be awarded to a different vendor in the future.

· The NANC/FCC should consider whether URI information can and should be a legitimate requirement for the NPAC going forward.

· Since the number portability orders only require the information “necessary to route telephone calls to the appropriate service providers” be placed in the NPAC, and URI information is not needed for this purpose, it could be argued that URI information should not be included in the NPAC until the FCC specifically determines that it has authority to so require, and authorizes that it be done.

� First Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, CC-Docket 95-115 Telephone Number Portability, June 27, 1996; pp. 99.


� Ibid., pp. 100.
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