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	01T Out of Exchange Traffic
	
	
	
	
	

	SBC MISSOURI Issue Statement:

Should terms and conditions relating to Section 251(a) interconnection be addressed in a separate Out of Exchange Appendix?

Sprint Issue Statement:

Should the Out of Exchange Appendix be included in the Agreement or is it redundant information already adequately addressed in the ITR and NIM Appendices?


	1
	SBC’s OE-LEC Appendix
	None.  Sprint submits that the SBC proposed Out of Exchange Appendix not be adopted as part of the final IAC.


	(See Hoke R. Knox Direct Testimony, page 3, first unresolved issue.)

(See Hoke R. Knox Rebuttal Testimony, page 1, first unresolved issue.)

No.  Sprint submits that the terms and conditions contained within SBC proposed Out of Exchange Appendix are redundant and fully addressed in the ITR and NIM Appendices.  Sprint believes that Foreign Exchange or Transit Traffic as identified in “General Terms & Conditions”, Sections 1.1.48 and 1.1.138 respectively, is equivalent to what is being called “Out of Exchange Traffic.”  


	 Out of Exchange Traffic Appendix
	Yes.  SBC Missouri believes that its obligations to offer most 251/252 services is limited to those areas in which it is the incumbent local exchange carrier.  See SBC Missouri Proposed Section 2.12.1.3 of GT&Cs.  Consequently, the agreement does not properly cover services offered when the parties wish to exchange traffic in areas wherein SBC Missouri is not the ILEC. This situation includes unique issues, such as the correct process of opening codes and the proper routing of traffic that arises in areas in which SBC Missouri is not the ILEC.  SBC has offered Sprint Communications a separate appendix governing this type of out of exchange traffic (OE-LEC). It is not appropriate to address OE-LEC traffic in the Interconnection Appendix because the Interconnection Appendix is applicable only to SBC’s incumbent territory.   It is SBC’s position that SBC’s obligations under the FTA are only as extensive as its ILEC territory.

McPhee Direct, pp. 65-68.
	


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