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Submittal Date (mm/dd/yyyy):  03/06/2018
Company(s) Submitting Issue: iconectiv
Contact(s):  Name Pat White
	         Contact Number 732-699-4985
	         Email Address pwhite@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.)

An issue was raised in the industry concerning documenting and maintaining the MUMP File spreadsheets.  The understanding was that the implementation was vendor specific, and the implementations may be different between the NPAC vendors.   The FRS requirements identified a view of the MUMP files and only identified a subset of the fields that can appear in a MUMP File.
 

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

A. Examples & Impacts of Problem/Issue:  
Based on the implementation specific nature of the existing MUMP Files and the view of the MUMP Files in the FRS requirements, there may be differences in the MUMP File layouts between the vendors.  
B. It may behoove the industry to fully document their needs for the MUMP File in the FRS requirements, including a complete description and layout of all of the fields in the MUMP file (e.g., existing FRS requirements (RR3-780) only specify LRN and DPC is part of Mass Update file (no optional data), no data that would appear on a Mass Create (other than LRN and DPCs), no data that would appear on a Mass Release, no data that would appear on a Mass Disconnect).

B.   Frequency of Occurrence:
Whenever NPAC transitions.

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

D. Rationale why existing process is deficient: 
MUMP File specification are implementation specific.  Current FRS requirements for MUMP Files are incomplete.

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

F.   Any other descriptive items: Requested M&Ps for use of MUMP process were not provided by the incumbent LNPA due to the incumbent LNPA sharing that their process is implementation specific. ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Suggested Resolution: 

Industry should consider if there is value in standardizing the MUMP File forms and if so, then the TOSC should identify/clarify requirements in a NANC Change Order and schedule the Change Order in a future Industry release.

4. Final Resolution:

This issue resulted in the creation and acceptance of two NANC Change Orders.  For further detail refer to the NANC Change Orders identified in the Related Documents field below.
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