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	Should the Numbering Appendix contain language regarding full NXX migration cost recovery? 
	1
	2.7.1
	2.7.1 Where either Party has activated or reserved under contract or tariff an entire NXX for a single end user and such End-User chooses to receive service from the other Party, the first Party shall cooperate with the second Party to have the entire NXX reassigned in the LERG (and associated industry databases, routing tables, etc.) to an End Office operated by the second Party.  Such transfer will require development of a transition process to minimize impact on the Network and on the end user(s)' service and will be subject to appropriate industry lead times (currently forty-five (45) days) for movements of NXXs from one switch to another. 

	No.  The parties differ only on the final sentence of Section 2.1.1.  SBC’s proposed last sentence is contrary to FCC rules regarding full NXX migration cost recovery.  Sprint is opposed to the additional SBC language because under the normal porting process for a full NXX, each party is responsible for its own cost under the FCC”s Local Number Portability rules (CC Docket 95-116 Third Report & Order
Under CC Docket 95-116, FCC 98-82 released May 12, 1998, paragraph 137 states “Requiring incumbent LECs to bear their own carrier-specific costs directly related to providing number portability will not disadvantage any telecommunications carrier because under an LRN implementation of long-term number portability a carrier's costs should vary directly with the number of customers that carrier serves.” The Industry Numbering Committee’s Central Office Code Assignment Guidelines, Section 7  described the porting process for transferring a full NXX instead of porting the individual 10,000 numbers at a reduced cost to consumers and the industry.
	2.7.2 Where either Party has activated or reserved under contract or tariff an entire NXX for a single end user and such End-User chooses to receive service from the other Party, the first Party shall cooperate with the second Party to have the entire NXX reassigned in the LERG (and associated industry databases, routing tables, etc.) to an End Office operated by the second Party.  Such transfer will require development of a transition process to minimize impact on the Network and on the end user(s)' service and will be subject to appropriate industry lead times (currently forty-five (45) days) for movements of NXXs from one switch to another.  The Party to whom the NXX is migrated will pay NXX migration charges per NXX to the Party formerly assigned the NXX as described in the Pricing Appendix under “OTHER”.


	YES. SBC’s language simply provides clarity on how NXX migrations will be charged and where the CLEC can find the rate in the Pricing Schedule.


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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