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	[SBC Issue]
a. Should CLEC be required to establish local interconnection trunks to every local calling area in which CLEC offers service?


	ITR Issue
1
	ITR  5.2, 5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.4, 5.2.6, 5.2.7,  5.5.4,  8.3.2, , 8.3.2.1.4, 8.5,
	5.2
Local and IntraLATA Interconnection Trunk Group(s) in Each LATA: SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE.  

5.2.1 A two-way local trunk group shall be established between CLEC switch’s network and each SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE local Tandem in a LATA. 

5.2.2 Separate two-way local and two-way IntraLATA trunk groups shall be established between CLEC’s network and each SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE local/IntraLATA Tandem in a LATA.

5.2.4
Where traffic from CLEC’s network to an SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE End Office is sufficient, 24 or more voice-grade trunks, separate local and IntraLATA trunk groups shall also be established to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE End Office as described in Sections 4.4 and 4.5. 

5.2.6
Intentionally left blank.
5.2.7
When SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE has a separate local  Tandem and Access Tandem in  LATA,  a two-way IntraLATA toll trunk group shall be established to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE Access Tandem,  in addition,  a two-way local trunk group shall  be established from the CLEC’s network to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE  local only tandem switch.
5.5.4 All post-query Toll Free Service (800/8YY) calls for which CLEC performs the SSP function, if delivered to SBC-13STATE, shall be delivered using GR-394 format over the Meet Point Trunk Group for calls destined to IXCs, or shall be delivered by CLEC using GR-317 format over the local, or intraLATA toll Trunk Group as appropriate.  
8.3.2.1.4 If SBC-13STATE does not receive an ASR, or if the CLEC does not respond to the TGSR by scheduling a joint discussion within the twenty (20) business day period, SBC-13STATE will attempt to contact the CLEC to schedule a joint planning discussion.  If the CLEC will not agree to meet within an additional five (5) business days and present adequate reason for keeping trunks operational, SBC-13STATE will issue an ASR to resize the Interconnection trunks and facilities. 
8.5 Projects require the coordination and execution of multiple orders or related activities between and among SBC-13STATE and CLEC work groups, including but not limited to the initial establishment of Local Interconnection or Meet Point Trunk Groups and service in an area, NXX code moves, re‑homes, facility grooming, or network rearrangements. 


	No.  A trunk is a transmission path between two switching systems.  It follows that SBC’s proposal to establish trunks to “local calling areas” is wrong, because the switch serving a local calling area will not necessarily be physically located within that local calling area, particularly for Charter, which serves multiple calling areas from a single switch.  The implication of SBC’s language is that the parties will or should establish and maintain switching systems in each “local calling area” that they serve.

Charter suspects that SBC’s phrasing of its proposed language here reflects an unthinking assumption that CLECs will have network configurations similar to SBC’s own network.  This is obviously wrong.  As an alternative, Charter proposes that the parties agree to establish trunks between switching systems.  So, the appropriate contract language would refer to trunking between Charter and “the SBC [entity] switch that serves the applicable Local Exchange Area.”

Charter agrees with SBC that a trunk is a transmission path between two switching systems.  See GT&C Section 1.1.160.  It follows that SBC’s proposal to establish trunks to “local calling areas” is wrong.  This means that in every case the language should refer to trunking to “the SBC [entity] switch that serves the applicable Local Exchange Area.”  This modification is required for:

· SBC’s language in Section 5.2, which should refer to trunk groups “to the switch(es) serving each applicable Local Exchange Area.” 

· SBC’s language in Section 5.2.1, which should refer to the “Local Only Tandem Switch serving each applicable Local Exchange Area.”

· SBC’s language in Section 5.2.2, which should refer to “each Local/Access Tandem Switch serving each applicable local exchange area.”

· SBC’s language in Section 5.2.6, which should refer to “only such traffic as originates and terminates with end users served by the switches serving such local exchange area.” and

· SBC’s language in Section 5.2.7, which should refer to “Local Only Tandem Switch(es) serving the applicable local exchange area.”

· SBC’s language in Section 4.2 should be similarly modified, as noted below in connection with Issue No. 6.

· SBC’s language in Section 4.3 should be modified, as noted below in connection with Issue No. 9.

[NOTE: Resolved negotiation items related to this issue:

In light of Charter’s acceptance of SBC’s definitions, and on further consideration, Charter  will accept SBC’s language for Sections 1.2, 1.3, 5.1, 5.2.5, 5.5.1, 5.5.3, 8.2, 8.3.1.1, 8.3.1.2, 8.3.1.3,  8.3.2.1, 8.3.2.1.1, 8.3.2.1.2, 8.3.2.1.3, and 8.3.2.1.5 of Appendix ITR.

Charter has previously noted it will accept SBC’s position with respect to previous Issue 2(b) (as stated in SBC’s DPLs before filing its petition), concerning trunks groups for 251(b)(5) Traffic and non IXC carried IntraLATA Toll Traffic.  
Charter has previously noted it will accept SBC’s position with respect to Section 5.2.4, regarding the use of the term “switch” as opposed to “network.”  (Previous Issue 2(c)).

	5.2
Local Only and Local Interconnection Trunk Group(s) in Each Local Exchange Area: SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE.  

5.2.1A two-way Local Only Trunk Group shall be established between CLEC switch each SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE Local Only Tandem Switch in. Local Exchange Area.  Inter-Tandem switching is not provided.  

5.2.2 
Two-way Local Interconnection Trunk Groups shall be established between CLEC’s switch and each SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE Local/IntraLATA Tandem Switch and/or each Local/Access Tandem Switch in the local exchange area.  Inter-Tandem switching is not provided. 
5.2.4
Where traffic from CLEC’s switch to an SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE End Office is sufficient, 24 or more voice-grade trunks, a Local Interconnection Trunk Group shall also be established to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE End Office as described in Sections 4.4 and 4.5. 

5.2.6
Each Party shall deliver to the other Party over the Local Only and/or Local Interconnection Trunk Group(s) only such traffic that originates and terminates in the same local exchange area.

5.2.7
When SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE has a separate Local Only Tandem Switch(es) in the local exchange area, and a separate Access Tandem Switch that serves the same local exchange area a two-way IntraLATA Toll Trunk Group shall be established to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE Access Tandem Switch.  In addition,  a two-way  Local Only Trunk Group(s) shall  be established from the CLEC’s switch to the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE  local only tandem switch Local Only Tandem Switch(es).
5.5.4 All post-query Toll Free Service (800/8YY) calls for which CLEC performs the SSP function, if delivered to SBC-13STATE, shall be delivered using GR-394 format over the Meet Point Trunk Group for calls destined to IXCs, or shall be delivered by CLEC using GR-317 format over the Local Only or Local Interconnection Trunk Group, as appropriate.  .

8.3.2.1.4 If SBC-13STATE does not receive an ASR, or if the CLEC does not respond to the TGSR by scheduling a joint discussion within the twenty (20) business day period, SBC-13STATE will attempt to contact the CLEC to schedule a joint planning discussion.  If the CLEC will not agree to meet within an additional five (5) business days and present adequate reason for keeping trunks operational, SBC-13STATE will issue an ASR to resize the Local Only, Local Interconnection and Meet Point Trunk Groups. 

8.5     Projects require the coordination and execution of multiple orders or related activities between and among SBC-13STATE and CLEC work groups, including but not limited to the initial establishment of Local Only, Local Interconnection or Meet Point Trunk Groups and service in an area, NXX code moves, re‑homes, facility grooming, or network rearrangements. 


	See Issue #1, which is incorporated herein by reference.
a. Sound network engineering principles mandate that CLEC establish interconnection trunks to each Local Exchange Area in which they Offer Service.  Failure to trunk to every Local Exchange Area in which CLEC Offers Service would unduly strain SBC MISSOURI’s network. Approving CLEC’s proposal here would allow it to remove many of its existing trunk groups and reconfigure its networks so that all of its traffic could terminate at one switching point in the LATA, thereby shifting the burden of serving its customers in the other calling areas to SBC MISSOURI, and causing a strain on the SBC MISSOURI network resources.  SBC MISSOURI proposes contract language requiring CLECs to establish trunks—not a POI—in every Local Exchange Area where the CLEC has opened an NPA-NXX, ports a number to serve an end user, or pools a block of numbers to serve end users.  Nothing in the Act or FCC’s Orders requires that SBC must permit a single point for trunking. Such a single point for trunking would tie up SBC switch and transport facilities that have already been stretched very thin in this state.  

b. No.  Section 251(b)(5) and and non IXC carried IntraLATA Toll Traffic both use the same signaling, 10 digit dialing and create the same type of billing record.  Based upon the foregoing information, SBC is unsure why Charter has proposed segregating these types of traffic on different trunk groups.  The Local Interconnection Trunk Groups used to carry these types of traffic should be able to distinguish the jurisdiction of the call based upon NPA-NXX.  To establish separate trunk groups for Section 251(b)(5) and and non IXC carried IntraLATA Toll Traffic would be an inefficient use of both Parties network.
c. SBC believes that Charter Fiberlink’s use of the term “network” is incorrect.  The Parties have agreed that a Trunk is defined as a communication line between two switching systems (See GT&C Section 1.1.160).   Charter Fiberlink’s undefined, ambiguous and indistinct term “network” should be rejected by this Commission.  A “network” is not a switching system, a network is commonly known as  a complex interconnected group or system.  SBC’s use of the term “switch” is more appropriate for the reason that a switch is the equipment used in the “network” where the trunk switch port actually terminates.  But this should not be taken to imply that the switch is the only piece equipment in the network. Accordingly, the Commission must decline Charter Fiberlink’s use of the term “network”.  

	[SBC Issue]

a. Should the parties utilize two-way trunking or should CLEC have the right to unilaterally decide whether to use one-way or two-way trunking

b. Should this appendix ITR contain terms and conditions for Reciprocal Compensation?
	ITR Issue 

2
	ITR 3.1, 8.1
	3.1
If CLEC desires to establish two-way trunk groups, then, in order to accommodate SBC-13STATE’s administrative processes, it shall indicate the trunk groups it wishes to establish by means of the Access Service Request (ASR) form.  CLEC shall also indicate the need to establish one-way trunk groups originating at the CLEC switch using the ASR form.  SBC-13STATE shall issue ASRs for one-way trunk groups, originating at the SBC-13STATE switch.  The use of this form for this purpose shall in no way be construed to mean or imply that either Party is ordering access services or incurring any financial responsibility to the other Party for any trunks or trunk groups, and nothing in any part of this Agreement (including, without limitation, any Appendix, Exhibit or Attachment to this Agreement) shall be construed to the contrary.  All compensation obligations as between the Parties with respect to Interconnection arrangements, including physical facilities, traffic exchange, and trunking, shall be as set forth in Appendix: Reciprocal Compensation.  Subject to the foregoing, CLEC shall also use the ASR form in the following circumstances: 
8.1   Subject at all times to Section 3.1 hereof, orders between the Parties to establish, add, change or disconnect trunks shall be processed by using an Access Service Request (ASR).
	(a) FCC rules indicate that the selection of one-way versus two-way trunks is in the hands of the connecting CLEC, subject to issues of technical feasibility.  Charter expects that it will routinely order two-way trunks, which is indeed, an appropriate architecture for this type of interconnection.  Charter, however, does not wish to lose its federal-law right to select one-way trunks if in some particular situation this is appropriate.
(b) SBC calls for the use of “access service request” or “ASR” forms in order to handle the administration of the trunking arrangements called for under this agreement.  Charter has no opposition to using that form for that purpose.  However, the ASR is the same form that is used to request the purchase of tariffed access services.  Unlike tariffed access services, however, there is no charge to Charter for “ordering” the trunks to be used to exchange traffic under this agreement, except as noted in Appendix Intercarrier Compensation.  The purpose and effect of Charter’s language in Section 3.1 is to make clear that — while Charter is willing to use the ASR for purposes of administration of the trunking called for under the Agreement, the fact that the form is an “access service request” cannot be construed as an actual order for, or request for, tariffed access services.  (The language change proposed for Section 8.1 simply refers to Section 3.1.)  Charter’s understanding is that SBC does not substantively disagree with the points just noted, which suggests that Charter’s language should be acceptable.
	3.1
CLEC shall issue Access Service Request (ASRs) for two-way trunk groups.  CLEC shall also indicate the need to establish one-way trunk groups originating at the CLEC switch using the ASR.  SBC-13STATE shall issue ASRs for one-way trunk groups, originating at the SBC-13STATE switch.  Exceptions to this are noted below: 
8.1      Orders between the Parties to establish, add, change or disconnect trunks shall be processed by using an Access Service Request (ASR).
	a. Two-way trunking architecture is the appropriate architecture. Two-way trunking is the most efficient method of trunking for the network to minimize the impact on tandem and end office trunk port capacity for both Parties.
b. No. This is a compensation issue and for the most part is not appropriate for a trunking appendix. CLEC is attempting to confuse the issue of intercarrier compensation with charges incurred for establishing interconnection.  Appendix Intercarrier Compensation contains terms and conditions addressing termination of traffic exchanged between the Parties for Intercarrier Compensation purposes.  Terms and conditions regarding the establishment of interconnection are not addressed in Appendix Intercarrier Compensation. 

	[SBC Issue]

a. Should this appendix ITR contain terms and conditions regarding the establishment of additional POIs?

b. Should this appendix ITR contain terms and conditions for Reciprocal Compensation?
	ITR Issue

3
	ITR 4.2 
	4.2 At CLEC’s option, the Parties may interconnect in any LATA using a single physical Interconnection transport facility, with a preference for a Fiber Meet arrangement, as specified in Appendix NIM.  CLEC agrees to establish separate trunk groups within that single physical Interconnection transport facility for traffic between CLEC’s network and each of the Tandems (of any type) that SBC-13STATE has deployed in a LATA in which the Parties interconnect, except as the Parties may otherwise agree.  This obligation to establish separate trunk groups within an Interconnection facility shall not be construed to mean or imply that CLEC must establish separate physical Interconnection facilities to multiple locations within a LATA nor to mean or imply that CLEC is subject to any financial responsibility with respect to such trunk groups, except as specified in Appendix: Reciprocal Compensation.  When a trunk group is established between CLEC’s network and an SBC-13STATE tandem, CLEC shall route appropriate traffic (i.e. only traffic to End Offices that subtend that Tandem) to that Tandem.  SBC-13STATE shall route appropriate traffic to CLEC switches on the trunk groups defined below.  


	(a)  No.  However, Charter agrees that the establishment of physical POIs is fully addressed in Appendix NIM.  Charter’s proposed language for Section 4.2 is withdrawn, subject to inclusion of appropriate language in this section that reflects Charter’s Preliminary Position stated in ITR Issue 1, supra, such that Section 4.2 of Appendix ITR would include the following revisions:

· In the first sentence, the phrase “in the local exchange area” should be changed to “serving the local exchange area.”

· In the second sentence, the phrase “in the local exchange area” should be changed to “serving the local exchange area”, both times the phrase appears. 

(b)  No.  However, Charter’s substantive position with respect to financial obligations regarding trunking is as set forth in response to Issue 2(b) above.  The language regarding financial responsibility, however, need not be included in Section 4.2.
	4.2    CLEC shall establish Local Only or Local Interconnection Trunk Groups to all Local Tandems  in the local exchange area in which CLEC Offers Service in SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE.  If there are no Local Tandems  in the local exchange area in which CLEC Offers Service in the SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE, CLEC shall establish a Local Interconnection Trunk Group to each SBC-13STATE End Office Switch in that local exchange area in which CLEC Offers Service.  CLEC shall route appropriate traffic (i.e. only traffic to End Offices that subtend that Local Tandem) to the respective SBC-13STATE Local Tandem on the trunk groups defined below.   SBC-13STATE shall route appropriate traffic to CLEC switches on the trunk groups defined below.


	a. No. This is a Network Interconnection Method issue and for the most part is not appropriate for a trunking appendix.  See Charter Fiberlink’s Network Interconnection Method DPL Issue #1(c) 
b. No. This is a compensation issue and for the most part is not appropriate for a trunking appendix. CLEC is attempting to confuse the issue of intercarrier compensation with charges incurred for establishing interconnection.  Appendix Intercarrier Compensation contains terms and conditions addressing termination of traffic exchanged between the Parties for Intercarrier Compensation purposes.  Terms and conditions regarding the establishment of interconnection are not addressed in Appendix Intercarrier Compensation.

	[SBC Issue]

Should  Charter Fiberlink’s term “network” or SBC’s term “switch” be used in this appendix?

	ITR Issue

4
	ITR 4.3
	4.3  Direct End Office trunks deliver traffic from the CLEC’s switch to an SBC-13STATE End Office and are not switched at a Tandem.  The Parties shall establish a two-way Direct End Office trunk group when actual or projected End Office traffic requires twenty-four (24) or more trunks or when no local or local/Access Tandem  serves  the local exchange area.  Overflow from either end of the Direct End Office trunk group will be alternate routed to the appropriate Tandem. Section 251(b)(5) traffic will only be alternately routed if the local exchange area is served by a local or local/Access Tandem.  

	Charter accepts SBC’s use of the term “switch” as opposed to Charter’s initially proposed term “network.”
Note, in conformity with Section 2(b) above, that the phrase “present in the local exchange area” should be “serves the local exchange area.”
	4.3   Direct End Office Trunk Group(s) (DEOTs)  transport Section 251(b)(5)/IntraLATA Toll Traffic  between CLEC’s switch to an SBC-13STATE End Office and are not switched at a Local Tandem location.  CLEC shall establish a two-way Direct End Office Trunk Group when actual or projected End Office Section 251(b)(5)/IntraLATA Toll Traffic requires twenty-four (24) or more trunks  or when no Local Tandem is present in the local exchange area.  Overflow from either end of the Direct End Office trunk group will be alternate routed to the appropriate Local Tandem. Section 251(b)(5)/IntraLATA Toll Traffic will only be alternately routed if the local exchange area is served by a Local Tandem.  
	See Issue #1, which is incorporated herein by reference

SBC believes that Charter Fiberlink’s use of the term “network” is incorrect.  The Parties have agreed that a Trunk is defined as a communication line between two switching systems (See GT&C Section 1.1.160).   Charter Fiberlink’s undefined, ambiguous and indistinct term “network” should be rejected by this Commission.  A “network” is not a switching system, a network is commonly known as  a complex interconnected group or system.  SBC’s use of the term “switch” is more appropriate for the reason that a switch is the equipment used in the “network” where the trunk switch port actually terminates.  But this should not be taken to imply that the switch is the only piece equipment in the network. Accordingly, the Commission must decline Charter Fiberlink’s use of the term “network” 
  

	a. Should CLEC be responsible to issue ASRs for Meet Point Trunk Groups?
 b. Should the originating SS7 signaling information be provided by the CLEC?


	ITR Issue

5
	ITR 5.4.1, 5.4.2, 5.4.3,  5.4.8
	5.4.1
IXC traffic shall be transported between CLEC’s switch  and the SBC-13STATE Access or combined local/Access Tandem over a Meet Point Trunk Group separate from any trunks carrying Section 251(b)(5)/IntraLATA toll traffic.  The Meet Point Trunk Group will be established for the transmission and routing of exchange access traffic between CLEC’s End Users and inter exchange carriers via a SBC-13STATE Access Tandem.

5.4.2
Meet Point Trunk Groups shall be set up as two-way and will utilize SS7 signaling, except multifrequency (“MF”) signaling will be used on a separate Meet Point Trunk Group to complete originating calls to switched access customers that use MF FGD signaling protocol, if any such switched access customers are connected to the affected SBC-13STATE tandem. 
5.4.3
When SBC-13STATE has more than one Access Tandem in a local exchange area or LATA, the Parties shall establish a Meet Point Trunk Group to each SBC-13STATE Access Tandem where the CLEC has homed its NXX code(s).  If the Access Tandems are in two different states, the Parties shall establish a Meet Point Trunk Group with one Access Tandem in each state.    

.
5.4.7
SBC-13STATE will not block switched access customer traffic delivered to any SBC-13STATE Tandem for completion on CLEC’s network.  The Parties understand and agree that Meet Point trunking arrangements are available and functional only to/from switched access customers who directly connect with any SBC-13STATE Access Tandem that CLEC switch subtends in each LATA.  SBC-13STATE shall have no responsibility to ensure that any switched access customer will accept traffic that CLEC directs to the switched access customer.  

5.4.8
Both Parties on all traffic shall provide all SS7 signaling information including, without limitation, charge number and originating line information ("OLI").  For terminating FGD, SBC-13STATE will pass all SS7 signaling information it receives from FGD carriers.  All privacy indicators will be honored.  Where available, network signaling information such as transit network selection ("TNS") parameter, carrier identification codes (“CIC”) (CCS platform) and CIC/OZZ information (non‑SS7 environment) will be provided by each Party wherever such information is needed by the other Party for call routing or billing.  The Parties will follow all OBF adopted standards pertaining to TNS and CIC/OZZ codes.
	(a) Subject to SBC’s acceptance of Charter’s language with respect to Section 3.1 (Issue No. 2(a), above), Charter will accept SBC’s language in Sections 5.4.1, 5.4.2, 5.4.3, 5.4.4, and 5.4.7.

(b)  Yes.  SBC does not address Charter’s proposed change to Section 5.4.8 regarding SS7 signaling.  Charter calls on both Charter and SBC to exchange traffic using SS7 signaling.  Charter believes that the obligation to provide such signaling should be mutual.  In the absence of a specific explanation as to why it would not have such signaling in all cases — which as not been provided — Charter’s language should be used.


	5.4.1
IXC traffic shall be transported between CLEC’s switch  and the SBC-13STATE Access or combined Local/Access Tandem Switch over a Meet Point Trunk Group separate from any trunks carrying Section 251(b)(5)/IntraLATA Toll Traffic.  The Meet Point Trunk Group will be established for the transmission and routing of exchange access traffic between CLEC’s End Users and inter exchange carriers via a SBC-13STATE Access Tandem or Local/Access Tandem Switch.

5.4.2
Meet Point Trunk Groups shall be set up as two-way and will utilize SS7 signaling, except multifrequency (“MF”) signaling will be used on a separate Meet Point Trunk Group to complete originating calls to switched access customers that use MF FGD signaling protocol, if any such switched access customers are connected to the affected SBC-13STATE Access or Local/Access Tandem Switch. 
5.4.3
When SBC-13STATE has more than one Access or Local/Access Tandem Switch in a local exchange area or LATA, CLEC shall establish a Meet Point Trunk Group to each SBC-13STATE Access or Local/Access Tandem Switch where the CLEC has homed its NXX code(s).  If the Access Tandems are in two different states, CLEC shall establish a Meet Point Trunk Group with one Access Tandem in each state.    

.
5.4.7
SBC-13STATE will not block switched access customer traffic delivered to any SBC-13STATE Access or Local/Access Tandem Switch for completion on CLEC’s network.  The Parties understand and agree that Meet Point trunking arrangements are available and functional only to/from switched access customers who directly connect with any SBC-13STATE Access or Local/Access Tandem Switch that CLEC switch subtends in each LATA.  In no event will SBC-13STATE be required to route such traffic through more than one of its tandem switches for connection to/from switched access customers.  SBC-13STATE shall have no responsibility to ensure that any switched access customer will accept traffic that CLEC directs to the switched access customer.  

5.4.8
CLEC shall provide all SS7 signaling information including, without limitation, charge number and originating line information ("OLI").  For terminating FGD, SBC-13STATE will pass all SS7 signaling information it receives from FGD carriers.  All privacy indicators will be honored.  Where available, network signaling information such as transit network selection ("TNS") parameter, carrier identification codes (“CIC”) (CCS platform) and CIC/OZZ information (non‑SS7 environment) will be provided by CLEC wherever such information is needed for call routing or billing.  The Parties will follow all OBF adopted standards pertaining to TNS and CIC/OZZ codes.
	a. Yes.  CLEC has the responsibility for issuing ASRs for all two-way trunk groups.  In Section 5.4.2 the parties agree that Meet-Point Trunk Groups shall be set-up as two- way.  

b.Yes.  This SS7 signaling information is only used for the origination of IXC carried calls routed to a Local/Access or Access Tandem Switch over the Meet Point Trunk Group.  SBC will not have a mutual obligation to send this same information to Charter Fiberlink as SBC will not be originating IXC carried calls over this Meet Point Trunk Group. SBC will only be sending terminating IXC carried calls to Charter Fiberlink on this Meet Point Trunk Group only.



	[SBC Issue]

Should Charter Fiberlink  be required to trunk to every 911 Tandem in each Local Exchange Area in which it Offers Service? 


	ITR Issue

6
	ITR  5.6.1
	5.6.1 A dedicated trunk group for each NPA shall be established to each appropriate E911 switch that provides connectivity to one or more PSAPs to which CLEC’s End Users might need to be connected, based on the End Users’ physical location.  The CLEC will have administrative control for the purpose of issuing ASRs on this one-way trunk group. This trunk group shall be set up as a one-way outgoing only and will utilize MF CAMA signaling or, where available, SS7 signaling. Where the parties utilize SS7 signaling and the E911 network has the technology available, only one E911 trunk group shall be established to handle multiple NPAs within the LATA. If the E911 network does not have the appropriate technology available, a SS7 trunk group shall be established for each NPA in the LATA. CLEC shall provide a minimum of two (2) one-way outgoing channels on E911 trunks dedicated for originating E911 emergency service calls from the Point of Interconnection (POI) to theSBC-13STATE E911 switch.


	Charter and SBC do not disagree that Charter will need to provide its end users with E911 service.  Charter and SBC do not disagree that to do this trunk groups must be established to each PSAP that provides service to the areas where Charter provides service.  That said, SBC’s language seems technically wrong.  Charter would like to combine as much traffic on any particular trunk group as is technically feasible in light of the obligation to provide reliable E911 service.  To the extent that SBC is referring to situations in which an NPA overlay has resulted in customers in the same area being served by numbers with different NPAs, Charter will certainly establish trunking as needed to meet the limitations of the E911 system with which it is connecting.
If the above correctly describes the concern SBC is addressing, Charter suggests adding the phrase “In situations in which a single Local Exchange Area has assigned telephone numbers with more than one NPA,” to the beginning of the sentence that now begins “Where the parties utilize SS7 signaling … “.  The next sentence should then be modified to begin, “In such situations, …”.  With those modifications, Charter would accept SBC’s language.  
NOTE: Charter’s position on this issue reflects Charter’s response to contract language in SBC’s DPL with respect to ITR Issue 6.  That language (in SBC’s ITR DPL at p. 11) is different from the language that SBC identifies as its own in Section SBC’s ITR Appendix (see SBC Petition, Exhibit 22).


	5.6.2 A dedicated trunk group for each NPA shall be established to each appropriate E911 switch that provides connectivity to one or more PSAPs to which CLEC’s End Users might need to be connected, based on the End Users’ physical location.  The CLEC will have administrative control for the purpose of issuing ASRs on this one-way trunk group. This trunk group shall be set up as a one-way outgoing only and will utilize MF CAMA signaling or, where available, SS7 signaling. Where the parties utilize SS7 signaling and the E911 network has the technology available, only one E911 trunk group shall be established to handle multiple NPAs within the Local Exchange Area . If the E911 network does not have the appropriate technology available, a SS7 trunk group shall be established for each NPA in the Local Exchange Area. CLEC shall provide a minimum of two (2) one-way outgoing channels on E911 trunks dedicated for originating E911 emergency service calls from the Point of Interconnection (POI) to the SBC-13STATE E911 switch.


	Yes. CLEC shall establish E911 Trunk Groups to each Local Exchange Area in which they Offer Service.  CLEC has an obligation to provide its end users with E911 service. Failure to trunk to every E911 Tandem in the Local Exchange Area in which CLEC Offers Service would cause Charters end users to be unable to reach an E911 operator and SBC could be held liable for an accident or injury of an individual who could not obtain emergency services. 



	[SBC Issue]

When a Joint Planning Discussion is necessary, should SBC be required to process ASRs prior to such discussion?
	ITR Issue

7
	ITR 8.8.1
	8.8.1   The Parties will process trunk service requests submitted via a properly completed ASR within ten (10) business days of receipt of such ASR unless defined as a major project, as stated in 8.6.  SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE trunk engineering personnel may review any ASR for reasonableness based upon current utilization and/or consistency with forecasts and, if such personnel reasonably and in good faith conclude that the additional trunking requested is unnecessary, SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE may request CLEC to reconsider the additional trunking request and/or provide additional information with respect to it.  In no case shall any such review or inquiry result in a commercially unreasonable delay in establishing trunking duly requested via ASR by CLEC.  CLEC and SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE shall promptly consult with each other to resolve any concerns regarding the affected trunking request in a commercially reasonable manner.  The Parties agree to expedite this discussion in order to minimally delay order processing.  If CLEC certifies in writing that it needs the trunks it has requested, then SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE shall provision the trunks as requested, notwithstanding ongoing consultations.  

	Charter expects most trunk service requests to be handled as routine matters.  Charter, however, does not believe that SBC should have the authority to unilaterally determine whether Charter’s orders are “reasonable” and hold up processing those orders on that basis.  This is particularly the case because “major projects” are already subject to a special procedure.
It is conceivable that a clerical-type error could result in an erroneously large order (hypothetically, ordering 1,000 DS0 trunks between two switches when in fact the need is for 100).  Charter’s proposed language provides for catching these kind of errors, and requires only that any applicable “review or inquiry” not “result in a commercially unreasonable delay.”
Note also that Charter’s language calls on the parties to “promptly consult with each other to resolve any concerns” about Charter’s trunking request.

Without language such as Charter’s — and, specifically, if SBC’s language is adopted — Charter could be subject to repeated unreasonable delays in expanding the capacity of the parties’ interconnection, based entirely on SBC’s “judgment” of what Charter “needs.”
	8.8.1    The Parties will process trunk service requests submitted via a properly completed ASR within ten (10) business days of receipt of such ASR unless defined as a major project.  Incoming orders will be screened by SBC SOUTHWEST REGION 5-STATE trunk engineering personnel for reasonableness based upon current utilization and/or consistency with forecasts.  If the nature and necessity of an order requires determination, the ASR will be placed in held status, and a Joint Planning discussion conducted.  Parties agree to expedite this discussion in order to minimize delay in order processing.  Extension of this review and discussion process beyond two days from ASR receipt will require the ordering Party to Supplement the order with proportionally adjusted Customer Desired Due Dates. Facilities must also be in place before trunk orders can be completed.


	No, a Joint Planning Discussion may be necessary .in order to utilize trunk switch ports in the most efficient manner.  The parties have both agreed to engage in these discussions as necessary but to provision trunks prior to such discussions, as proposed by Charter,  could create an inefficient use of trunk ports and could also create a shortage of trunk ports that may be required for other interconnecting carriers.  SBC proposes to engage in discussions prior to processing ASRs that qualify for a Joint Planning Discussion based upon current utilization and/or consistency with forecasts further, SBC has agreed to conduct such discussions in an expedited manner. 

	[SBC Issue]

For compensation purposes, should the definition of a mandatory local calling area be governed by SBC 13-STATE’s local exchange tariffs?    


	ITR Issue

8
	ITR 12.1
	12.1   For purposes of this Agreement only, Switched Access Traffic shall mean all traffic that originates from an end user physically located in one local exchange and delivered for termination to an end user physically located in a different local exchange (excluding traffic from exchanges sharing a common mandatory local calling area as defined in the originating party’s local exchange tariffs on file with the applicable state commission)  including, without limitation, any traffic that  (i) terminates over a Party’s circuit switch, including traffic from a service that originates over a circuit switch and uses Internet Protocol (IP) transport technology (regardless of whether only one provider uses IP transport or multiple providers are involved in providing IP transport) and/or (ii) originates from the end user’s premises in IP format and is transmitted to the switch of a provider of voice communication applications or services when such switch utilizes IP technology and terminates over a Party’s circuit switch.
	Charter incorporates by reference its position on Intercarrier Compensation DPL Issue #1 because that issue is identical to the one raised by SBC here.  See Intercarrier Compensation Issue No. 1, infra.

	12.1   For purposes of this Agreement only, Switched Access Traffic shall mean all traffic that originates from an end user physically located in one local exchange and delivered for termination to an end user physically located in a different local exchange (excluding traffic from exchanges sharing a common mandatory local calling area as defined in SBC 13-STATE’s local exchange tariffs on file with the applicable state commission)  including, without limitation, any traffic that  (i) terminates over a Party’s circuit switch, including traffic from a service that originates over a circuit switch and uses Internet Protocol (IP) transport technology (regardless of whether only one provider uses IP transport or multiple providers are involved in providing IP transport) and/or (ii) originates from the end user’s premises in IP format and is transmitted to the switch of a provider of voice communication applications or services when such switch utilizes IP technology and terminates over a Party’s circuit switch.
	See Intercarrier Compensation DPL Issue #1
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