MINORITY OPINION REGARDING 

THE LNPAWG 3RD WIRELESS WIRELINE INTEGRATION REPORT

SUBMITTED BY CTIA

The Cellular Telecommunications Industry Association (CTIA) does not agree with the conclusions of the NANC LNPA Working Group 3rd Report on Wireless Wireline Integration. Specifically, CTIA is concerned with the conclusion of the Third Report, that it is not feasible to reduce the four (4) day minimum wireline porting interval at this time.  Moreover, after three years and three sequential LNPAWG reports, the requirements under which the wireline to wireless porting interval could be reduced, have not been identified or studied.  This issue is critical to resolve. In order for the wireless industry to complete its technical requirements for Local Number Portability (LNP), the process for porting wireline to wireless must be known to both industry segments.

The first NANC LNPAWG report on Wireless Wireline Integration, dated May 8th, 1998, stated in Section 3.3.3.3: 

The wireless industry considers the initial wireline porting timeframes acceptable for ports from wireless to wireline.  However, wireless service providers desire reduced porting intervals when porting from a wireline to a wireless carrier.  Before a determination to shorten porting intervals can be considered, the wireline industry recommends that an analysis be performed to evaluate the impacts of actual porting experience on systems and work processes affected by proposed shortened porting 

intervals.  It is necessary to gather sufficient porting data to complete this analysis.
The wireless industry has established a process to achieve an interval of 2 ½ hours for wireless to wireless ports. In order to “bridge the gap” and find a compromise with the 4 day wireline to wireline porting interval, the LNPA Working Group recommended that the wireline to wireless porting alternatives be thoroughly developed and investigated. This was the main purpose of the LNPAWG 2nd Report on Wireless Wireline Integration.

The LNPAWG  2nd Report on Wireless Wireline Integration, dated June 30, 1999, presents 4 recommendations: 1) that the LSR/FOC process requires a 24 hour interval; 2) the Inter-Service Provider LNP Operation Flows were defined; 3) that the LSR Forms be modified to integrate wireless requirements which was referred to OBF and subsequently completed per OBF Issue 1732; and 4) 3 porting alternatives were documented.  

 The wireline industry consistently stated in the 2nd Report: 

Wireline Service Providers recommend that the following alternatives, as well as any others that emerge during the study, be thoroughly developed and investigated with wireless Service Providers in an effort to find mutually acceptable variations that may improve the post-FOC porting interval in some circumstances.

The LNPAWG 3rd Report on Wireless Wireline Integration, dated September 30, 2000, concludes that there is a lack of consensus to support the wireless to wireline porting “Alternatives”, outlined in an earlier Report. The “Alternatives” were presented to and approved by NANC and subsequently forwarded to the FCC in the 2nd Report.  Effectively, the conclusion reached in the LNPAWG 3rd Report is a reversal of a previously approved NANC recommendation. 

 It is important to emphasize the need for  “mutually acceptable variations” in order to reduce the interval for a wireline to wireless port. The conclusion presented in the 3rd Report was reached absent a “thoroughly developed and investigated analysis”.  

After three years of work and three sequential LNPAWG Reports to the NANC, the requirements and processes under which the wireline to wireless porting interval could be reduced, have not been thoroughly developed and investigated.

Finally, as part of the overall effort to achieve a common process for number portability, all open issues must be resolved by the FCC.  Resolution of the Rate Center issue, currently before the Common Carrier Bureau, is critical in successfully implementing wireless-wireline porting scenarios.

