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	COLLOCATION
	Appendix IV:  Collocation
	
	
	
	

	Collo 1
	MCIm: What augment interval should be available to CLECs for DS0s?

SBC:  Should MCIm have a faster augment interval for DS0s than is offered to other MISSOURI CLECs?
	1.1;  Section 2
	1.1  Except as set forth below in this Appendix Collocation, SBC MISSOURI shall provide, and MCIm agrees to purchase, Collocation in accordance with the requirements of the version of SBC MISSOURI’s Tariff 42.

2 AUGMENT INTERVALS
2.1 Anything to the contrary in this Agreement (including any performance measures incorporated herein by reference) notwithstanding, when MCIm submits an order to augment capacity on DS0s, SBC MISSOURI shall provision such orders within 30 days for orders consisting of 400 or fewer pairs and within 45 days for orders consisting of more than 400 pairs.

	MCI withdraws its language.  Therefore, this issue is resolved.

	1.1 SBC MISSOURI shall provide, and MCIm agrees to purchase, Collocation in accordance with the requirements of the version of SBC MISSOURI’s Local AccessTariff P.S.C. MO. No. 42, Section 2, Physical Collocation.
2  INTENTIONALLY OMITTED
	As the M2A points to the Missouri Collocation tariffs, the tariffs are not the appropriate means to address any contract issues, including those of how power and interconnection facilities should be provisioned. MCIm is, in effect, trying to alter the tariff to only benefit MCIm and this is not the proceeding within which this should be done and also gives unfair advantage to MCIm over the other Collocators in Missouri. The tariff clearly expresses how power and interconnection facilities are to be viewed and this attempt to change or clarify the tariff should not be allowed.  Should  MCIm wish to negotiate  such an arrangement, it should be done in the context of a negotiated interconnection agreement, wherein all terms and conditions are subject to negotiation, not where the agreement wholly points to the tariff. SBC Missouri offered to negotiate an interconnection agreement with MCIm and MCIm declined to review the SBC Missouri interconnection agreement. 

SBC MISSOURI Physical tariff has provisions in the tariff language provided to allow for a faster augment interval for DS0s as long as MCIm accepts all the language offered by SBC MISSOURI. Specific reduced intervals can be found in the attached language in Section 6.1.3. SBC Missouri request that MCIm be held to the same provisioning intervals for interconnection facilities and power that are set forth in P.S.C. MO – No. 42, Section 2, Physical Collocation.

	Collo 2
	Should MCIm be charged on a metered basis for power in Collocation spaces?

	1.1;  Section 3
	1.1  Except as set forth below in this Appendix Collocation, SBC MISSOURI shall provide, and MCIm agrees to purchase, Collocation in accordance with the requirements of the version of SBC MISSOURI’s Tariff 42.

3 METERED POWER 
3.1 Charges for power will be assessed per ampere per month, based upon the actual amperes used, at the rates set forth in Appendix Pricing.  When obtaining power from an SBC MISSOURI battery distribution fuse bay, fuses and power cables (A&B) must be engineered (sized), and installed by MCIm's certified vendor at MCIm’s expense."

	MCI should be charged for power on a metered basis because this proposal is consistent with the construct of the 1996 Act.  That is, incumbent LECs may charge CLECs cost-based rates for essential services.  SBC is the only provider of electric power in its collocation facilities.  As a result of its locational monopoly status, SBC should be required to charge a cost-based rate for power based on actual usage.
	1.1 SBC MISSOURI shall provide, and MCIm agrees to purchase, Collocation in accordance with the requirements of the version of SBC MISSOURI’s Tariff 42.
3  INTENTIONALLY OMITTED

	No, MCIm should not be charged on a metered basis for power in collocation spaces, where as the tariff does not contain charges for power metering. SBC MISSOURI disagrees with MCIm’s vague metered power language as it gives MCIm incentive to treat power as a variable and infinite resource and not a finite, expensive Central Office asset. Further, MCIm’s proposal will result in SBC being unable to recover its costs for installing and provisioning power capability over MCIm’s existing Missouri power arrangements, Power metering is an inherently inefficient and inaccurate method for measuring DC power usage, and MCIm’s proposal seeks to shift most of the financial and administrative burden to SBC Missouri. 
MCIm shares no forecast of power needs with SBC and SBC power engineers are blind to how much DC power MCIm will choose to use.  Linking MCIm’s expense for DC power to its fused capacity will give MCIm incentive to only order the power it requires. SBC Missouri tariff adequately addresses power provisioning and amperage usage of DC power. So, if MCIm so chooses to reduce their expense of DC power, SBC MISSOURI’s Power Reduction Product allows MCIm to reduce costs for power by reducing the fusing of MCIm  power arrangement.  This more closely aligns MCIm’s fusing with its demands for power based on its engineering of its network.  
The rate elements and charges for DC power are set forth in P.S.C. MO – No. 42, Section 3, Physical Collocation, sections 20.5 and 21.4. 
SBC Missouri refuses that MCIm must engineer and install power from an SBC Missouri BDFB using an MCI certified vendor because SBC Missouri reserves the right to have control over its equipment and common area within its central office. SBC Missouri tariff allows for MCIm to choose an SBC Tier 1 Installation Power Vendor to install fuses and power cabling to meet its request on a collocation application. SBC Missouri agrees that if MCIm chooses to have an SBC Tier 1 Installation Power vendor install fuses and power cabling it will be at the expense of MCIm.


Key:
Bold represents language proposed by SBC MISSOURI and opposed by MCIm.
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                Underline  represents language proposed by MCIm and opposed by SBC MISSOURI. 

