BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Investigation into )

Signaling Protocols, Call Records, ) )

Trunking Arrangements, and Traffic ) Case No. TO-99-593
)

Measurement.

SPRINT'S RESPONSE TO MITG'S MOTION FOR PREHEARING
CONFERENCE, HEARING, AND TARIFF DECLARATION

COMES NOW Sprint Missouri, Inc. and hereby provides its Response to the MITG's
Motion For Prehearing Conference, Hearing, and Tariff Declaration in this case. Sprint opposes
the Motion and respectfully requests that the Commission deny MITG's Motion and states as
follows:

.1. The Commission created this case on June 10, 1999 "to investigate signaling
protocols, call records, trunking arrangements and traffic measurement," when it issued its
Report and Order in Case No. TO-99-254 (commonly referred to as the "PTC Case").

2. The Commission issued its Order Directing Implementation, Denying Motion to
Consolidate, and Granting Intervention in this case (the "Order Directing Implementation"), on
December 13, 2001. In that Order, the Commission ordered all telecommu11icati§ns companies
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission to implement OBF Issue 2056, (OBF -- Ordering
and .Billing Forum -- is the industry standard setting body).

3. On January 20, 2004, the MITG filed a Motion for Prehearing Conference,
Hearing, and Tariff Declaration requesting the Commission make determinations as to the

following:



a. The necessity or advisability of different treatment for traffic placed on the "LEC
to LEC" or Feature group C (FGC) network than that afforded traffic placed on
the "IXC" or Feature Group D (FGD) network for termination.

b. Declaration of the effect of small ILEC access tariff provisions providing that,
when Feature Group D becomes available, Feature Group C will no longer be
available.

c. Billing Record creation and exchange to be utilized for traffic placed upon the

"LEC to LEC" or FGC network for termination.

d. Financial Responsibility to be utilized for traffic placed upon the "LEC to LEC"
or "FGC network" for termination. '

€. - Compensation responsibilities for uncompensated "transit" traffic placed on the
"LEC to LEC" FGC network for termination since the end of the Primary Toll
Carrier Plan.

4. The MITG's motion is yet another thinly veiled attempt for a rehearing in this

case, and this Commission has previously ruled against similar MITG Motions in this Case and
this MTIG Motion should also be denied. Specifically, on January 28, 2003, the Commission
ruled that "The Commission denies a motion by the Small Telephone Company Group and the
Missouri Independent Telephone Company Group to implement their business relationship
proposal.. M Later in that same Order, the Commission ruled that "The STCG/MITG proposal
is an attempt to assign responsibility and it is still a "drastic step.” The Commission will not take
this drastic step until it becomes clear that there is no cost-effective way to identify and bill the
party responsible for uncompensated traffic. Simply because implementation of OBF Issue 2056
will not provide the appropriate records creation and exchange does not mean that all avenues
are closed and the time is ripe to simply shift upsiream the responsibility for uncompensated
traffic." |

5. This case was established to investigate certain technical aspects of the routing

and recording of intralLATA telephone calls, and not for the purpose of examining or changing



the business relationships between parties. MITG has continually sought to alter this case into an
attempt to change the business relationships between carriers, and this Commission has
continually rejected the MITG's efforts to formally change the purpose of the case.

6. The MITG proposal to change the business relationships and/or convert all FGC
routes to FGD capabilities fails to address the significant system modifications, network trunking
- arrangements, facility availability, and other aspects which would impose significant costs on the
industry. Rather, the Staff has been working with the industry, including MITG members, on a
proposed rule referred to as the "Enhanced Records Exchange Rule.”® 1In fact, the Staff has
discussed this proposed rule with the Commission in Agenda sessions. The proposed rulemaking
attempts to address many of the MITG's concerns although it will not address any changes to the
business relations between parties — something that MITG still strives to change. Because the
relief requested by MITG in its Motion are contrary to the purpose and objectives of the
proposed rule, by granting MITG's Motion the Commission would defeat the very purpose of the
Enhaﬁced Records Exchange Rule.

7. MITG claims in its Motion that the delay in codifying aspects in the Enhanced
Records Rule has resulted in the small ILECs suffering from uncompensated transit traffic.
MITG, however, fails to provide any facts or data to suppoﬁ its claim. In fact, these are the same
claims the MITG have made over the past 4 % years that the Commission previously rejected in

denying similar MITG request.

Order Denying Motion, Case No. T0O-99-593, Issued January 28, 2003
TX-2003-0301, "Proposed rule to require all Missouri telecommunications companies to implement an enhanced record
exchange process to identify origin of intraLATA calls terminated by local exchange carriers"

?



WHEREFORE, Sprint respectfully requests the Commission to consider the above

comments and reject the MITG Motion.

Respectfully submitted.
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