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1.0 Introduction

On December 8th, 2000, the NTWG's report on billing and routing alternatives associated with roaming end-customers of mobile wireless CLECs (NTRE008) was submitted to Commission staff. The CISC Steering Committee approved the NTRE008 on March 8, 2001.  In its report the NTWG concluded, among other things, that:

“ the feasibility of equal access for mobile wireless CLEC terminating calls has not been confirmed.  Further investigation is required by the NTWG.”

“ there are on-going investigative activities on the technical feasibility for IXSPs to provide equal access on the 2nd leg of mobile terminating calls.”

The purpose of this report is to provide the summary of discussion, conclusion and recommendation associated with the investigative activities regarding the ability of the wireless CLECs to provide equal access on the 2nd leg of mobile terminating calls. 
2.0 Background Summary

Since the completion of the NTRE008, the participants of the working group had held discussions regarding mobile terminating calls (MTCs).  In addition, Microcell and Bell Canada also provided detailed contributions addressing the obligations, feasibility and impacts for mobile wireless carriers to provide equal access on MTCs.

In its contribution (NTCO120), Microcell indicated that within its switching network, it has deployed 2 vendors’ products that are currently not able to provide equal access on MTCs nor on call forwarded calls (which can also be   2nd leg of a call). One vendor has indicated that it would not support the method proposed by Microcell to deliver this capability, and would require Microcell to request additional functionality to be added to its products. The second vendor indicated that major network re-arrangements would need to be made within Microcell’s network to enable it’s equipment to support such equal access.  Microcell further indicated that any network re-arrangement to allow equal access on MTCs would impact its access network efficiency.  As a result, Microcell's conclusion was that it cannot offer equal access on either mobile terminating or call forwarded calls, and suggested that no solutions exist to provide equal access for MTCs.

In contribution NTCO121, Bell Canada, expressed the view that Microcell has not conducted sufficient investigation to conclude that it is not technically feasible to provide equal access on MTC. 
3.0 Discussion summary

Microcell is of the view that no technical solution exists, at this time, to achieve the objective stated by the Commission in Order CRTC 2000-831 of enabling equal access on MTCs and CFs (Call Forwarding).  This requirement was subject to Microcell's ability to provide the service.  Microcell believes that it has put forward enough information and that its technical inability to provide such services should not delay in any way its migration to CLEC status.

TELUS is of the view that equal access was mandated by the Commission to provide consumers with a choice of long distance carriers.  As long as the Commission maintains mandated equal access as a requirement for CLECs, all CLECs regardless of technology, should comply.   Further, TELUS, based on its cursory investigation, indicated verbally at the February 28, 2001, NTWG meeting that a technical solution may be available to provide equal access for MTCs and CFs.  
Bell Canada is of the view that there has been insufficient investigation conducted by Microcell regarding its switch vendors’ ability to support equal access on MTCs.  While Microcell is not able to support equal access on MTCs, at this time, Bell Canada's view is that the Commission should not restrict Microcell from entering the competitive local market place because of its current limitation.  However, Microcell should be allocated a period of time to further investigate and undertake development/operational activities as required by the Commission in Order CRTC 2000-831.

AT&T Canada indicated that a technical solution which would permit Microcell to route PICed LD calls to the IXCs for MTCs and CFs is available, as per Microcell’s submissions.  AT&T Canada further noted that the implementation of that technical solution has not been completely addressed by Microcell.
4.0 Conclusion
Based on the information provided from Microcell to-date without further implementation studies, it appears that Microcell is not in a position to accommodate equal access for MTCs in the near term.  
5.0 Recommendation
Some parties consider that Microcell should undertake further investigation with its switch vendors through a Request for Feature process in order to quantify the development effort required to implement equal access on MTCs.

