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ABSTRACT:  This contribution suggests changes to Sections 3, 4, and 5 of the draft document. 
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 the Nebraska Public Service Commission (NPSC). NPSC specifically reserves the right to amend or withdraw the statements contained herein.

Section 3.0
Current Situation Penn Pfautz contribution
Presently VoIP providers that are not also state-certificated local exchange carriers or otherwise federally licensed do not qualify to obtain numbering resources directly from the NANPA or the Pooling Administrator. At present VoIP carriers obtain numbering resources through the purchase of local exchange service from other carriers. Mostly commonly this involves purchase of ISDN PRI DID service that connects to the VoIP carrier gateway as though the gateway were a PBX. The serving LEC assigns numbers from its existing inventory as it would to any other end user customer and the numbers are shown in the LERG  and/or NPAC as associated with the LEC switch rather than the VoIP provider gateway. The VoIP provider cannot directly control the corresponding LERG or NPAC entries and, should numbers need to be ported in to or away from the VoIP carrier, this must be done through the LEC as Network Service Provider. Likewise, outside parties cannot identify the numbers assigned to the VoIP provider as being specifically associated with the VoIP provider.

Reason for suggested change: Whether VoIP carriers want to obtain numbering resources directly from the NANPA/PA because “certification requirements are onerous” or because submitting to a certification process used by “telecommunications carriers” might weaken the VoIP position of not being a telecommunications carrier is really not the issue at this point. 

Presently if a VoIP carrier is not certificated their only method of obtaining numbers is through the purchase of local exchange services. 

Section 4.0
Impact on Numbering Resources Penn Pfautz contribution
[Last paragraph]

Whether or not direct allocation of resources implies a significant demand on the NANPA depends on the assumptions one makes about the likely number of VoIP carriers and the number of rate centers in which they will require numbers. Some modeling of the level of demand given various assumptions about the number of VoIP carriers and the number of rate centers requested would be useful. Rate center demand profiles could be constructed based on profiles of where CLECs have requested numbering resources and of broadband Internet service availability. Consideration should also be given to the existing resource availabilities within a NPA-NXX. In some NPA-NXXs even a “minor” increase in NXX demands for numbering resources in non-pooling rate centers, or for the establishment of a LRN/POI, may be sufficient to force a NPA into jeopardy. 
Reason for suggested change: One of the other contributions provided some modeling to indicate that it would be necessary for numbering demands to increase on the order of magnitudes before there would be any significant impact upon NPA life. The development of models in this environment, with all of the potential variables, is more likely to provide a probability rather than an absolute result. Capturing as many of the possible variable is important at this point. 

Section 5.0
Other Considerations Penn Pfautz contribution
[Last paragraph]

In addition, some VoIP providers are facilities-based, certificated carriers that already hold numbering resources. These carriers may continue to use their existing resources for VoIP services they offer rather than availing themselves of VoIP-specific resources. On the other hand, since the SBCIS order may be read to allow facilities-based carriers that are also VoIP providers to acquire a separate set of VoIP numbering resources under a different OCN, they may elect to do so in order to distinguish their VoIP service operationally. This option will also place further demands on numbering resources as VoIP service providers obtain initial numbering resources and NPA-NXXs for association with LRN/POIs. 
Reason for suggested change: This is another area in which documentation of the potential impact upon numbering resources from other than customer need should be documented. 

