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	[SBC Missouri and CLEC Coalition]
Must  recording services be provided on a reciprocal basis?


	Recording Issue 1
	Recording

First Paragraph
	This Attachment 24:  Recording-Facility Based to the Agreement sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC MISSOURI will provide recording, message processing and message detail services as described in total in Exhibit I and Exhibit II attached hereto and made a part of this Attachment by reference.  

	Attachment 24: Recording sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC Missouri will provide recording, message processing and message detail services.  The CLEC Coalition proposes that the terms under which SBC Missouri provides such services to CLEC remain as they are currently prescribed in the agreed-to language of the K2A.  SBC Missouri has proposed a new “reciprocal” arrangement that would require that such services be provided on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  SBC’s proposed language is unclear concerning whether a CLEC can be required to be the recording company.  CLECs should not be required to be the recording company as this is a function that SBC currently performs and for which they pay SBC.  CLECs should not be expected to expend their resources and needlessly incur unnecessary costs without remuneration from SBC when the current process is functioning well.  SBC Missouri has not provided a compelling reason to shift the burden of this service to the CLEC, nor has SBC sought such a change in other states such as Texas.


	This Attachment 24:  Recording-Facility Based to the Agreement sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC MISSOURI will provide recording, message processing and message detail services as described in total in Exhibit I and Exhibit II attached hereto and made a part of this Attachment by reference.  The terms and conditions under this Attachment will also apply when the Facility-Based Provider is the Recording Company.


	SBC has included language to reflect that the Recording Appendix is reciprocal when the CLEC performs the recording function.  When the CLEC is performing the recording function for IXC originated traffic, SBC needs such data from the CLEC in order to bill its portion of the service to the IXC.  Therefore, it is reasonable for the Recording Appendix to be applicable to the CLEC when it is performing the recording function. 



	[SBC Missouri]

Should the Recording Appendix apply when the CLEC is performing the recording function?

[CLEC Coalition]

Must  recording services be provided on a reciprocal basis?


	Recording Issue 2
	Recording

2.12
	2.12  Intentionally left blank.
	Attachment 24: Recording sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC Missouri will provide recording, message processing and message detail services.  The CLEC Coalition proposes that the terms under which SBC Missouri provides such services to CLEC remain as they are currently prescribed in the agreed-to language of the K2A.  SBC Missouri has proposed a new “reciprocal” arrangement that would require that such services be provided on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  SBC’s proposal would cause CLEC, when it is the recording company, to provide SBC Missouri with detail that, in most instances, SBC already possesses.  Requiring the CLEC to “give back” to SBC Missouri records that SBC Missouri has generated would result in unnecessary duplication of records and would unreasonably drive up CLEC’s costs.  SBC Missouri has not explained why the current record exchange is inadequate or why it wishes to impose such requirements on CLECs in Missouri.  In other states, e.g., Texas, SBC has not sought such changes.   


	2.12
When CLEC is the Recording Company, the CLEC agrees to provide its recorded billable messages detail and access usage record detail data to SBC MISSOURI under the same terms and conditions of this Attachment. 

	SBC has included language to reflect that the Recording Appendix is reciprocal when the CLEC performs the recording function.  When the CLEC is performing the recording function for IXC originated traffic, SBC needs such data from the CLEC in order to bill its portion of the service to the IXC.  Therefore, it is reasonable for the Recording Appendix to be applicable to the CLEC when it is performing the recording function.   This is also consistent with the industry Multiple Exchange Carrier Access Billing (MECAB) document that defines the requirements for Meet-Point Billing.



	Should the Recording Appendix be updated to reflect the current billing arrangement for the exchange of AURs for IXC Meet-Point Billing? 
	Recording Issue 3
	Recording

3.0
	3.0    Intentionally left blank.
	Attachment 24: Recording sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC Missouri will provide recording, message processing and message detail services.  The CLEC Coalition proposes that the terms under which SBC Missouri provides such services to CLEC remain as they are currently prescribed in the agreed-to language of the K2A.  SBC Missouri has proposed a new “reciprocal” arrangement that would require that such services be provided on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  SBC’s proposed language is unclear concerning whether a CLEC can be required to be the recording company.  CLECs should not be required to be the recording company as this is a function that SBC currently performs and for which they pay SBC.  CLECs should not be expected to expend their resources and needlessly incur unnecessary costs without remuneration from SBC when the current process is functioning well.  SBC Missouri has not provided a compelling reason to shift the burden of this service to the CLEC, nor has SBC sought such a change in other states such as Texas.


	3.0
Basis of Compensation

3.1
SBC MISSOURI as the Recording Company, agrees to provide recording, assembly and editing, message processing and provision of message detail for Access Usage Records (AURs) ordered/required by the CLEC in accordance with this Attachment on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  CLEC, as the Recording Company, agrees to provide any and all Access Usage Records (AURs) required by SBC MISSOURI on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  The Parties agree that this mutual exchange of records at no charge to either Party shall otherwise be conducted according to the guidelines and specifications contained in the Multiple Exchange Carrier Access Billing (MECAB) document.  

	SBC currently does not charge switched-based CLECs for AURs utilized for IXC Meet-Point Billing.  SBC is updating its contract to reflect the current arrangement with all switched-based LECs that no charges apply when such LECs exchange AURs for IXC Meet-Point Billing.  SBC is also proposing the deletion of all charges in Exhibit III.  



	[SBC Missouri]

Should the Recording Appendix apply when the CLEC is performing the recording function?


	Recording Issue 4 
	Recording

4.2
	4.2 When SBC MISSOURI is notified that, due to error or omission, incomplete data has been provided to CLEC, SBC MISSOURI will make reasonable efforts to locate and/or recover the data and provide it to CLEC at no additional charge.  Such requests to recover the data must be made within sixty (60) calendar days from the date the details initially were made available to CLEC.  If written notification is not received within sixty (60) days, SBC MISSOURI shall have no further obligation to recover the data and shall have no further liability to CLEC.

4.3
If, despite timely notification by the CLEC, AUR detail is lost and unrecoverable as a direct result of SBC MISSOURI having lost or damaged tapes or incurred system outages while performing recording, assembly and editing, rating, message processing, and/or transmission of AUR detail, SBC MISSOURI will estimate the volume of lost messages and associated revenue based on information available to it concerning the average revenue per minute for the average interstate and/or intrastate call.  In such events, SBC MISSOURI’s liability to CLEC will be limited to the granting of a credit adjusting amounts otherwise due from it equal to the estimated net lost revenue associated with the lost AUR detail.

4.3 SBC MISSOURI will not be liable for any costs incurred by CLEC when CLEC is transmitting data files via data lines and a transmission failure results in the nonreceipt of data by SBC MISSOURI.

4.5
In those instances where SBC MISSOURI realizes that, either because of a recording error or some other failure, data was lost or incomplete, SBC MISSOURI will notify CLEC of such occurrence and will make reasonable efforts to locate and/or recover the data and provide it to CLEC at no additional charge.  If AUR detail is lost and unrecoverable as a direct result of SBC MISSOURI, SBC MISSOURI will estimate the volume of lost messages and associated revenue based on information available to it concerning the average revenue per minute for the average interstate and/or intrastate call.  In such events, SBC MISSOURI’s liability to CLEC will be limited to the granting of a credit adjusting amounts otherwise due from it equal to the estimated net lost revenue associated with the lost AUR detail.


	Attachment 24: Recording sets forth the terms and conditions under which SBC Missouri will provide recording, message processing and message detail services.  The CLEC Coalition proposes that the terms under which SBC Missouri provides such services to CLEC remain as they are currently prescribed in the agreed-to language of the K2A.  SBC Missouri has proposed a new “reciprocal” arrangement that would require that such services be provided on a reciprocal, no-charge basis.  SBC’s proposal would cause CLEC, when it is the recording company, to provide SBC Missouri with detail that, in most instances, SBC already possesses.  Requiring the CLEC to “give back” to SBC Missouri records that SBC Missouri has generated would result in unnecessary duplication of records and would unreasonably drive up CLEC’s costs.  SBC Missouri has not explained why the current record exchange is inadequate or why it wishes to impose such requirements on CLECs in Missouri.  In other states, e.g., Texas, SBC has not sought such changes.   
	4.2
When either party is notified that, due to error or omission, incomplete data has been provided to non-Recording Company, each Party will make reasonable efforts to locate and/or recover the data and provide it to the non-Recording Company at no additional charge.  Such requests to recover the data must be made within sixty (60) calendar days from the date the details initially were made available to non-Recording Company.  If written notification is not received within sixty (60) days, the Recording Company shall have no further obligation to recover the data and shall have no further liability to the non-Recording Company.

4.3
If, despite timely notification by the non-Recording Company, AUR detail is lost and unrecoverable as a direct result of the Recording Company having lost or damaged tapes or incurred system outages while performing recording, assembly and editing, rating, message processing, and/or transmission of AUR detail, both Parties  will estimate the volume of lost messages and associated revenue based on information available to it concerning the average revenue per minute for the average interstate and/or intrastate call.  In such events, the Recording Company’s liability will be limited to the granting of a credit adjusting amounts otherwise due from it equal to the estimated net lost revenue associated with the lost AUR detail.

4.4 Each Party will not be liable for any costs incurred by the other Party when transmitting data files via data lines and a transmission failure results in the nonreceipt of data.

4.5 Intentionally left blank.


	SBC has included language to reflect that the Recording Appendix is reciprocal when the CLEC performs the recording function.  When the CLEC is performing the recording function for IXC originated traffic, SBC needs such data from the CLEC in order to bill its portion of the service to the IXC.  Therefore, it is reasonable for the Recording Appendix to be applicable to the CLEC when it is performing the recording function.    This is also consistent with the industry Multiple Exchange Carrier Access Billing (MECAB) document that define the requirements for Meet-Point Billing.
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Key:  Bold represents language proposed by SBC and opposed by CLECs.

          Underline language represents language proposed by CLEC and opposed by SBC


