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1
Jan 13
Diversity was introduced as a new TIF of the Network SWG as a carry over item from the Shared Cost Facility (SCF) Task Force.

A brief history of the discussions at the SCF Task Force is captured below:

Tony Chow summarized:

· This was a contentious item referred back to the SCF Task Force for resolution by the Coordination Committee.

· An understanding was achieved that diversity not be mandated but rather the SCF Task Force would provide recommendations regarding diversity.

· It was his understanding that MetroNet (not present at this meeting) desired the criteria trigger the implementation of diversity.  In other words if the conditions spelled out by the criteria  are met then diversity was automatically implemented.

· The Stentor/ILEC view is that diversity should be decided on a case by case basis and any criteria developed be used as an input to the diversity decision.

Frans Vandendries added:

· It was his understanding that MetroNet desires diversity be required unless both parties agree against it and that Stentor’s wants diversity only when both parties agree to it.

NTCO001 was presented by Tony in the absence of a MetroNet representative.

NTCO002 was also reviewed by Tony.

The discussion continued as to whether the criteria will be rules or guidelines.  Is it only B&K or are there other traffic types to be diverse?  Are there other alternatives available to achieve the results wanted from diversity?  

Jonathan Daniels suggested that a set of principles be established before the criteria is discussed.  The first principle he proposed was whether the criteria be a set of rules for implementing diversity or a set of guidelines used as input in making a decision.  This suggestion is open for contributions.

2
Jan 27
The TIF report was reviewed and amended accordingly.
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TIF CONTRIBUTION LOG:

ID#
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001
Jan 13
MetroNet
Criteria for Shared Cost Facilities Diversity

002
Jan 13
Stentor
Development of Criteria to Evaluate Diverse Facility Build Between LEC POIs

