NANC – LNPA Working Group	                     	Problem/Issue Identification Document
LNP Problem/Issue Identification and Description Form


Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  01/26/2018
Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv
Contact(s):  Name Steven Koch
	         Contact Number 732-699-4644
	         Email Address skoch@iconectiv.com
(NOTE: Submitting Company(s) is to complete this section of the form along with Sections 1, 2 and 3.)


1. Problem/Issue Statement: (Brief statement outlining the problem/issue.)

Based on feedback from current users of the Neustar NPAC and based on iconectiv’s own experience with BDD files from Neustar, it appears as though full BDD files – though not delta BDD files – may be compressed using gzip.  It is not clear whether full BDD files are compressed for all Users.  iconectiv requests consensus as to whether all full BDD files produced by the iconectiv NPAC for all Users should be in gzip format. 
 

2. Problem/Issue Description: (Provide detailed description of problem/issue.)

A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:  
There appear to be no requirements in the FRS that indicate BDD files are compressed in any way (no occurrences of “compress” “gz” gzip”).  However, feedback from current Users of the Neustar NPAC and iconectiv’s own experience with BDD files produced by Neustar suggest that full BDD files of any type (Subscription, Network Data, Block), may be compressed using gzip.  Delta BDD files do not appear to be compressed.  It is not clear whether compression is an option on a per-SPID basis.

iconectiv requests industry feedback as to whether full BDD files should always be compressed for all users or whether all BDD files are provided in uncompressed format.  Delta files will not be compressed.    


B.   Frequency of Occurrence:
Whenever full BDD files are produced by the NPAC.

C. NPAC Regions Impacted:
 Mid Atlantic ___ Midwest___ Northeast___ Southeast___ Southwest___ Western___     
 West Coast___ ALL US regions_X__

D.  Rationale why existing process is deficient: 
Existing process does not appear to be documented.

E.   Identify action taken in other committees / forums: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

[bookmark: _GoBack]F.   Any other descriptive items: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Suggested Resolution: 

LNPA Transition Oversight Subcommittee should determine approach for iconectiv NPAC.  Suggest that a change order be created in the future to document the functionality if the approach determined can be made clearer via updates to the industry documentation (e.g., FRS). 

4. Final Resolution:

This issue resulted in the creation and acceptance of a NANC Change Order.  For further detail refer to the NANC Change Order(s) identified in the Related Documents field below.

LNPA WG: (only)				Final Resolution Date: 9/11/18
Item Number: PIM 104			Related Documents: NANC 519
Issue Resolution Referred to: _________________________________________________________
Why Issue Referred: __________________________________________________________________ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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