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Report Items:
· Local Number Portability Administration Working Group (LNPA WG) Report 
· Newly Approved Number Portability Best Practices
· NANC 437 Peered NPAC Analysis
· Status of FCC 09-41 Implementation Plan
   Next Face to Face Meeting…… March 9 - 10, 2010, Denver, Colorado – Hosted by Comcast
· Newly Approved Number Portability Best Practices:

· Approved at the January 2010 face-to-face meeting:
· Revision to Best Practice 60 which states it is the position of the LNPA WG that only pass codes/PINs requested and assigned by the End User for the purposes of limiting or preventing activity and changes to their account (and not, for example, a password or PIN the End user uses to access their account information on-line [Customer Proprietary Network Information (CPNI)] may be utilized as an End User validation field on an incoming port request by the Old Network Service Provider/Old Local Service Provider.  In addition, any service provider assigned pass code/PIN may not be utilized as a requirement in order to obtain a Customer Service Record (CSR).  This Best Practice applies to all ports (not just Simple Ports).
· New Best Practice 61 which states it is the position of the LNPA WG that the Old Service Provider may place a port in Conflict with a Cause Value of 51 (Initial Confirming FOC/Wireless Port Request Response [WPRR] Not Issued) in instances where the New Service Provider has not complied with the Firm Order Confirmation (FOC) returned by the Old Service Provider.
· New Best Practice 62 which states it is the position of the LNPA WG that the 4 hour Firm Order Confirmation (FOC)/Response interval in response to a Simple Port Local Service Request (LSR) starts when a complete and accurate LSR is received by the Old Network Service Provider or is received by the agent/service bureau/clearing house of the Old Network Service Provider.
· Approved on the February 9, 2010 conference call:
· New Best Practice 63 which states it is the position of the LNPA WG that the word “Sends” in the porting flows means a valid response to the Local Service Request (LSR) (FOC, Reject, Jeopardy or other appropriate response) is delivered by the Old Network Service Provider (ONSP) to the New Network Service Provider (NNSP).  To “send” in this context does not mean to just post or transmit the response to the ONSP’s Graphical User Interface (GUI) as this can cause delay and confusion as the NNSP struggles to know when or if the response is available and to know if subsequent responses have been issued.  This delay and confusion is especially impactful during a reduced simple port interval.  By actually sending the response directly to the NNSP, it gives the NNSP an immediate and positive notice of the response.  
· NOTE:  At its January 2010 meeting, the LNPA WG agreed that compliance to this Best Practice should be no later than February 2, 2011.
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· New Best Practice 64 which states it is the position of the LNPA WG that Service Providers planning to implement changes to their Local Number Portability interface systems or processes give as much lead time as possible with a minimum of 60 calendar days notice to the industry before implementing those changes.  This will allow time for other Service Providers to make necessary adjustments.
· The LNPA WG respectfully requests that the NANC endorse these 5 Best Practices.
· NANC 437 Peered NPAC Analysis:

· NANC Change Order 437, submitted by Telcordia to the LNPA WG for a technical and operational feasibility analysis, proposes a multi-vendor peered NPAC architecture for two or more NPAC platforms in a region 
· Service Providers would choose which NPAC vendor they wish to connect to.  
· The LNPA WG’s Architecture Planning Team (APT) is conducting the analysis.
· During the initial phase of the analysis which identified proposed changes to NPAC functionality and interface specifications, issues and questions related to architecture, operations, methods and procedures, and documentation were captured in a “Parking Lot” document to be addressed by the group in the next phase.
· The LNPA WG’s APT is currently performing a “deeper dive” analysis of the Parking Lot items in order to determine technical and operational feasibility of NANC 437.
· Status of FCC 09-41 Implementation Plan:

· Two Change Orders, NANC 440 and NANC 441, in support of one business day porting, remain on track for availability in NPAC and local systems to meet the FCC-mandated implementation date.
· NANC 440 adds a new timer set called “Medium Timers” to support the shorter porting interval.
· NANC 441 adds a new indicator to identify to the NPAC which timer set to use on a given port.
· Based on the November 2, 2009 submission of the FCC 09-41 Implementation Plan by NANC to the FCC, the LNPA WG is assuming the following industry implementation dates:
· August 2, 2010 for larger Service Providers,
· February 2, 2011 for smaller Service Providers (those with fewer than 2% of the nation’s subscriber lines).
· Due to the need for Service Providers and their vendors to identify and develop, plan, schedule, test, and implement process and system coding changes in support of one business day porting for Simple Ports, the LNPA WG respectfully requests the status of its Implementation Plan submitted by NANC to the FCC. 
==== End of Report ===
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