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Notice:
This contribution has been prepared by Telus Communication to assist the Network Working Group as basis for discussion. This should not be construed as a binding proposal on Telus Communication. Specifically, Telus Communication reserves the right to request amendments, modifications or to withdraw of this contribution at any time. 

INTRODUCTION

At the July 24, 2001 NTWG meeting Videotron introduced a proposal for the removal of POI and SPOI declarations from the CRTC CISC web site.  At the August 21, 2001 meeting Videotron submitted a contribution to the NTWG expanding on their proposal of July 24.  TELUS agrees with Videotron that the usefulness of the information contained on the web site is suspect because it is out of date but suggests there are alternative solutions to this problem than that proposed by Videotron.  

HISTORY
In the CRTC Decision 97-8 the concepts of POIs and SPOIs were introduced to the industry.  It was identified that these interconnection points would be used for exchanging LEC traffic and to act as end points for the shared cost facilities.  In this Decision the CRTC tasked the CISC to operationalize these concepts.  Extensive discussion ensued regarding the multifunctional aspects of these interconnection points and eventually the CRTC provided further guidance.  One of the outcomes of this exercise was for all LECs to table their POI and SPOI locations at the CISC.  This was agreed to and done by some LECs.

CURRENT SITUATION
The CRTC web site has a location (http://www.crtc.gc.ca/cisc/eng/cisf3d0i.htm) containing POIs and SPOIs tabled at the CISC with the latest entry being March 7, 2000, submitted by Bell Intrigna.  The latest TELUS contribution, NTCO25a.doc, filed at the July 18, 2000 meeting, unfortunately is not included in this list.  

This quick review on the web site substantiated Videotron’s assertion that the material is out of date.

PROPOSAL
In contribution NTCO142 Videtron proposes that “…the NTWG vote unanimously to remove the obligation for all LECs to systematically disclose the addresses of their POI and SPOI…”. TELUS does not support this proposal but does recognize that the information currently on record is out of date and a process for keeping it current needs to be developed and implemented.

TELUS is of the view that POI and SPOI information is important and needs to be accessible to all LECs for planning purposes.  TELUS disagrees with Videotron that the LERG is a reliable source for this information.  The LERG was designed to contain information to aid in routing traffic between networks.  Telcordia defines a POI as follows:

“Note:  In some cases the SW IDENT may be a value that represents a ‘point of interface’ (POI) and is technically not a switching entity.  In such cases, it is expected that the data provided has provided a SW IDENT as the ACTUAL SWITCH associated with the POI.”

Telcordia’s definition is not the same as what the Canadian industry uses to identify end points for joint build facilities.  In fact, in the above definition, POI is the acronym for “point of interface”, not point of interconnection.  

Even though there is a close correlation between the location of the local tandem switches and POIs, they can be different.  In the some areas in Ontario, TELUS has several POIs but only one local tandem switch.  The same holds true for SPOIs.  In CRTC Telecom Decision 98-486 the Commission mandated that SPOIs be designated at a POI location, thus increasing the likelihood of a SPOI being at a different location than the interconnecting STP.   In Alberta and B.C. TELUS has SPOIs at different locations than the associated STP.  

POI and SPOI information is unique and valuable.  They need to be identified and readily available to all LECs and potential LECs.  TELUS is of the opinion that instead of doing away with the requirement for LECs to provide this information, that declaring POIs/SPOIs becomes mandatory and a new process be developed so this information is readily available to the industry.   

RECOMMENDATION
TELUS recommends that all LECs be required to list all POI and SPOIs in a timely manner.  The process for filing and recording this information should be discussed and agreed to at the NTWG of the CISC.      

TELUS suggests the process for filing POIs and SPOIs by CLECs be associated with one of the requirements for getting into business.  For example it could be part of applying for an NXX code or included when filing the MALI.   Since ILECs are already established in all the exchanges a different process is in order.  For example an ILEC could declare their POIs and SPOIs to the Commission upon opening up a new exchange for LNP or including it when filing the MALI.  .  

Ownership and maintaining a web page with this type of industry information would be a Commission responsibility.  The CRTC already has a location for POI and SPOI information on the CISC site and are in the best position to enforce the accuracy and timeliness of this information especially when there are additions, changes or deletions.   

TELUS is of the opinion that the industry should not do away with this valuable resource and invites all other LECs to submit other suggestions so that POI and SPOI information can be continually kept up to date.  








































5
4

