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Background

1. On April 15 2005, the two architecture proposals were submitted for review by NTWG.
2. During the last NTWG conference call on April 19th, a call for questions was made on the two proposals ESCO0193 and ESCO0196.doc
Questions on ESCO0193

3. Are the competitors proposing that one media gateway be attached to each 9-1-1 selective routers / 9-1-1 tandems?

4. What would be the means to interconnect the media gateways together on a single network in this context?

5. What would be the onramp interface between the LEC and the network interconnecting the media gateways?

6. Where and how would this interconnection take place to assure a redundant interconnection to the network?

7. Would the ILECs be tasked to provide TDM backhaul between some media gateways and some 9-1-1 selective routers?

8. What would be the protocol used across the onramp to assure that all necessary digits of the numbers are passed onto the ALI computer through the onramp interface?

9. Are there any changes expected in the ALI computers necessary?

Questions on ESCO0196

10. Is Bell proposing that the SBC act as a Proxy Server or as a Back to Back User Agent?

11. Is the Session Border Controller going to be an RTP proxy?

12. Will the RTP stream originating from the VISP going to terminate directly on the media gateway(s)? 

· Please provide a response for all scenarios involving one or more media gateways.
13. How many media gateways Bell Canada envisions in its proposed architecture?

14. Would Bell Canada oppose the use of its TDM network to back-haul traffic between the media gateways facing the VISP and the media gateways facing the 9-1-1 selective routers?

15. Is Bell Canada prepared to amend its network disclosure documents (bell.cdn-telco.com) to provide for the interface to the Session Border Controller and RTP proxy it intends to utilize?

16. Is Bell Canada capable of providing some form of correlation between the PES loop use to provide DSL service and the PPPoE sessions aggregated through the tunnel switching performed by its BRASs to service providers making use of Bell Canada GT5410, GT5420 or GT5400?

17. Is Bell Canada capable of providing some form of correlation between the dry loop use to provide DSL service and the PPPoE sessions aggregated through the tunnel switching performed by its BRASs to service providers making use of Bell Canada GT5410, GT5420 or GT5400?

18. Is Bell capable of migrating PSAPs to NENA Phase III with the funds that are made available to Bell through the current 9-1-1 charges it perceives through GT Item 105 and from its retail customers?
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