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From: Craig Miller

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2003 10:35 AM

To: 'MARTIN, ROBERT'; Sam Yung; Allan Dakin; Andy Kwan (E-mail); Anthony (Tony) Chow (E-mail); Boba Topalovic (E-mail); Brett Anderson (E-mail); Briggs Gerry (E-mail); Brunetg (E-mail); Campbell Laidlaw (E-mail); Chaouki Dakdouki ( E-mail); CISC Administration (E-mail); Claude Beaudoin (E-mail); D Farnes (E-mail); Dale Butler (E-mail); David McKeown (E-mail); Douglas Kwong (E-mail); Douglas R. Saunders ( E-mail); Edmond Ng; Eric Piirto (E-mail); Francois Menard (E-mail); Friedrich F. Schmidt (E-mail); George Hearn; George Turner (E-mail); Gerry Thompson (E-mail); Glenn R. Grubb (E-mail); Guy Robert (E-mail); Henry Yabar (E-mail); Herb Charles (E-mail); Jacques Poddar (E-mail); Jeanfrancois Leger (E-mail); Jmdaoust (E-mail); Joanne Paré (E-mail); Joel Thorp (E-mail); John MacKenzie; Jonathan Holmes (E-mail); Keith Richardson (E-mail); Khai H. Nguyen (E-mail); Leo Mevel (E-mail); Louis Lamarre (E-mail); Louis LePage (E-mail); Michael Conway (E-mail); Mohammed Lyakoubi (E-mail); Njelisav (E-mail); P Norman Smith (E-mail); Padumas (E-mail); Richard O Leroux (E-mail); Rochefom (E-mail); Russell Rath (E-mail); Sdesy (E-mail); Simon Edgett (E-mail); Simon-Pierre Olivier (E-mail); Stewart Patch (E-mail)

Subject: RE: March 25, 2003 NTWG Meeting - CSCN TIF51 Discussion Item

Bob, my comments are embedded below.

Craig Miller 

Senior Consultant 

Technology Strategy 

TELUS Communications Inc. 

780  493-5448  

-----Original Message-----

From: MARTIN, ROBERT [mailto:robert.martin@bell.ca]

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2003 10:17 AM

To: Sam Yung; Allan Dakin; Andy Kwan (E-mail); Anthony (Tony) Chow

(E-mail); Boba Topalovic (E-mail); Brett Anderson (E-mail); Briggs Gerry

(E-mail); Brunetg (E-mail); Campbell Laidlaw (E-mail); Chaouki Dakdouki

( E-mail); CISC Administration (E-mail); Claude Beaudoin (E-mail); Craig

Miller; D Farnes (E-mail); Dale Butler (E-mail); David McKeown (E-mail);

Douglas Kwong (E-mail); Douglas R. Saunders ( E-mail); Edmond Ng; Eric

Piirto (E-mail); Francois Menard (E-mail); Friedrich F. Schmidt

(E-mail); George Hearn; George Turner (E-mail); Gerry Thompson (E-mail);

Glenn R. Grubb (E-mail); Guy Robert (E-mail); Henry Yabar (E-mail); Herb

Charles (E-mail); Jacques Poddar (E-mail); Jeanfrancois Leger (E-mail);

Jmdaoust (E-mail); Joanne Paré (E-mail); Joel Thorp (E-mail); John

MacKenzie; Jonathan Holmes (E-mail); Keith Richardson (E-mail); Khai H.

Nguyen (E-mail); Leo Mevel (E-mail); Louis Lamarre (E-mail); Louis

LePage (E-mail); Michael Conway (E-mail); Mohammed Lyakoubi (E-mail);

Njelisav (E-mail); P Norman Smith (E-mail); Padumas (E-mail); Richard O

Leroux (E-mail); Rochefom (E-mail); Russell Rath (E-mail); Sdesy

(E-mail); Simon Edgett (E-mail); Simon-Pierre Olivier (E-mail); Stewart

Patch (E-mail)

Subject: March 25, 2003 NTWG Meeting - CSCN TIF51 Discussion Item

As discussed yesterday at the NTWG meeting, following is a summary of

the identified issues related to opening 710 in Canada and the routing

of associated calls to the USA.

Call Routing 

   Carrier determination 

   Connectivity to US carrier

   Alternate routing (overflow)

   Responsible carrier 

(This is what I need to know: 1. Can I connect to any of the US carriers that I have connectivity with now and know that 710 calls will get through whether they are one of the three designated three or not.  2. What type of traffic routing method do I use; for example a HU/final arrangement (then which carrier is the HU and which is the final) or maybe a predetermined percentage split (is there a preference as to the percentage split) or load balancing or perhaps something different all together?  Can I choose the method?  3. Should this be treated like a Toll Free call and routed to the ILEC for routing or should it be treated as a DDD call or perhaps something completely different?  These calls are unique and could be adapted many different ways.  Is there a preference?  Who actually determines the answer to these questions?)  

Compensation

   Operational impact assessment

   Common industry solution vs. carrier specific solution

(Comments:  The architecture selected will determine the our costs and thus will determine the appropriate compensation level.  However, it is uncertain what mechanism will be used for recovering costs at this time.  This needs to be an important aspect in selecting an implementation architecture.  It may not be advisable to select an architecture that requires significant development just to receive the appropriate compensation.)

Carriers impacted

   All (LECs, IXCs, WSPs)?

Accessibility

   All terminals (payphones, hotel/motel, etc.)?

Alternative Access Arrangements

   Toll-free number

Please review, and respond back to me by next Wednesday April 2, 2003,

with any comments and/or additions.

Our intent is to simply identify our list to the CSCN at this time as

"issues to be addressed".  Further discussion will be required at the

next CSCN meeting, tentatively scheduled for Apr 14 to 16, to explain

the issues in more detail so that the CSCN can establish an action plan

for whatever work may be required at the different CISC Working Groups

or elsewhere (e.g., CRTC proceeding).  In preparation for this, if you

wish to elaborate on any or all of the above points please include in

your response.

Thanks in advance,

Bob Martin

