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ABSTRACT:  This contribution discusses changes to existing rules or guidelines in order to support number assignment. 
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.

Introduction

The intent of this contribution to the Future of Numbering Working Group is to outline any changes to existing rules/guidelines in order for IP-enabled service providers to obtain numbering resources directly from the NANPA and Pooling Administrator.  

Proposed FCC Rule Change

SBC proposes that the language in FCC CFR 52.15 (g)(2) be changed to the following: 

a)    Applications for Numbering Resources.

(1)   General Requirements.  All applications for numbering resources must include the company name, company headquarters address, OCN, parent company’s OCN(s), and the primary type of business in which the numbering resources will be used.

(2)   Initial numbering resources. Applications for initial numbering resources shall include: 

(i)               Evidence that the applicant is authorized to provide service in the area for which the numbering resources are being requested; and 

(ii)
The applicant is or will be capable of providing service within sixty (60) days of the numbering resources activation date.

(ii) A statement that the applicant has read and will adhere to the numbering requirements documented in the guidelines published by the Alliance for Telecommunications Industry Solutions (ATIS) Network Interconnection/Interoperability Forum.

(iii) A statement that the applicant will have effected connectivity to the Public Switched Telephone Network (PSTN) and will have activated its numbering resources by the Local Exchange Routing Guide effective date specified in the applicant’s application.  In the event the applicant cannot complete connectivity to the PSTN before a LERG effective due date, selection of a new LERG effective due date must be provided by the applicant well in advance of the original LERG effective due date.  (The reason for this is to allow sufficient time for the applicant to complete its connectivity to the PSTN and for all impacted parties to accommodate the change to the final LERG effective due date)

SBC believes the revised section (ii) above is necessary to ensure that applicants comply with NIIF requirements.  It is our understanding that most homing tandem companies have long lists of codes/blocks not activated on the LERG effective date because the applicant has been unable to meet the NIIF requirements. Therefore, SBC is proposing a change to section 52.15(g)(2)(ii) of the FCC’s rules to raise awareness of the critical importance of NIIF activation guidelines by all service providers and to ensure compliance with those guidelines.
SBC believes the revised section (iii) above is a more effective means of implementing the FCC’s number conservation goals than the existing facilities readiness test.  The existing facilities test is subjective -- it requires an applicant to provide evidence demonstrating that it will “be capable” of providing service in the future.  Thus, the test requires NANPA and/or the PA to make a judgment as to whether the evidence supplied by the applicant is sufficient to show that the applicant will, in fact, provide service in the future.  SBC’s proposal would remove the need for this subjective evaluation (as well as the need to modify the current 7-point test found in COCAG 4.2.2 used to conduct this subjective evaluation today) and would replace it with an objective test:  Did the applicant effect PSTN connectivity and activate its numbering resources by the LERG effective date?  If the applicant effects connectivity and activates its numbering resources by the LERG effective date, then the applicant will be in compliance with FCC rules and industry guidelines.  

Industry Numbering Committee (INC) Guidelines 

SBC proposes to the FoN that the INC modify its guidelines (COCAG and TBPAG) appropriately to reflect the FCC rule change above.  In addition, SBC proposes including two new sections on the Part 1 and Part 1A forms, which would contain the statements required by the suggested rule sections above (52.15(g)(2)(ii) and (iii)).

As for FCC CFR 52.15 (g)(2)(i), SBC does not believe that a change is warranted to the text of the rule. However, SBC believes the FCC should explain (in an order stemming from the IP-Enabled Services NPRM) that non-carrier applicants for numbering resources need not be certificated by a state commission in order to be considered “authorized” to provide service in the area for which the numbering resources are requested.  SBC further believes that the existing numbering application forms should be modified to reflect the changes discussed above.

Conclusion

The industry, with input from state regulators, developed the facilities readiness criteria years ago to ensure efficient use of numbering resources in an environment where only carriers received direct access to those resources.  In light of the ensuing technological, regulatory and marketplace developments, including the deployment of VoIP and other IP-enabled services, SBC believes that there may be more effective ways to achieve the goals of the facilities readiness test -- not just for carriers, but for all of the service providers that are likely to have direct access to numbering resources in the future.  Therefore, SBC is proposing a change to section 52.15(g)(2) of the FCC’s rules to raise awareness and ensure compliance with NIIF activation guidelines by all service providers and to replace the existing, subjective facilities readiness test with a more objective test, .  
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