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	Issue Statement
	Issue No.
	Agreement Section(s)
	Petitioners’ Language
	Petitioners’ Position
	T-Mobile Language
	T-Mobile Position
	Arbitrator’s Ruling

	What proportions of T-Mobile traffic terminating to Chariton Valley are interMTA and intraMTA?
	6a
	Appendix 2
	26% interMTA/74% intraMTA
	Chariton Valley’s traffic study shows a larger interMTA factor, and the proposed factor is what was previously offered to T-Mobile.  The Commission accepted this traffic study methodology in a prior case.
	13%interMTA/87% intraMTA
	The RLEC has not met its burden of providing current and reliable traffic studies on which to base going-forward interMTA and intraMTA traffic percentages.  Rather than request 0% interMTA in the absence of such supporting data, T-Mobile believes 13% is a reasonable percentage.
	

	What proportions of T-Mobile traffic terminating to Northeast Rural are interMTA and intraMTA?
	6b
	Appendix 2
	22.5%/interMTA/77.5% intraMTA
	Northeast’s traffic study shows a larger interMTA factor, and the proposed factor is what was previously offered to T-Mobile. The Commission accepted this traffic study methodology in a prior case.
	11.25% interMTA/88.75% intraMTA
	The RLEC has not met its burden of providing current and reliable traffic studies on which to base going-forward interMTA and intraMTA traffic percentages.  Rather than request 0% interMTA in the absence of such supporting data, T-Mobile believes 11.25% is a reasonable percentage.
	

	What proportions of T-Mobile Traffic Terminating to Mid-Missouri are interMTA and intraMTA?
	6c
	Appendix 2
	16% interMTA/84% intraMTA
	Mid-Missouri’s traffic study shows a larger interMTA factor, and Mid-Missouri is agreeable to rounding the factor down to the nearest whole percent. The Commission accepted this traffic study methodology in a prior case.
	8% interMTA/92% intraMTA
	The RLEC has not met its burden of providing current and reliable traffic studies on which to base going-forward interMTA and intraMTA traffic percentages.  Rather than request 0% interMTA in the absence of such supporting data, T-Mobile believes 8% is a reasonable percentage.
	

	What proportions of T-Mobile Traffic Terminating to Alma are interMTA and intraMTA?
	6d
	Appendix 2
	0% interMTA/100% intraMTA
	Alma and T-Mobile have agreed.
	0% interMTA/100% intraMTA
	T-Mobile agrees with Alma that the proper allocation is 0% interMTA/100 % intraMTA.
	

	What proportions of T-Mobile interMTA traffic terminating to the Petitioners are interstate and intrastate?
	6e
	Appendix 2
	80% intrastate/20% interstate
	Petitioners’ traffic studies show these to be the appropriate interstate/intrastate proportions.
	50% intrastate/50% interstate
	
	

	What intraMTA rate should be adopted for intraMTA T-Mobile traffic terminating to Alma?
	7a
	Appendix 1
	Rates for termination of Local Traffic via an indirect interconnection:

Local Termination Rate  $0.035 per minute 
	Petitioner’s forward looking costs are in excess of $0.035.  As Petitioners have other TTAs with a $0.035 rate, this is the appropriate rate for these TTAs.
	Rate for termination of intraMTA Traffic :  $0.015 per minute
	Analysis and appropriate adjustment of the RLECs’ uniform cost study demonstrates that the cost of terminating traffic is approximately 1/8th the cost claimed by the RLECs.  T-Mobile’s offer of $.015 would more than adequately cover the RLECs’ forward-looking costs of terminating T-Mobile traffic.
	

	What intraMTA rate should be adopted for intraMTA T-Mobile traffic terminating to Chariton Valley?
	7b
	Appendix 1
	Rates for termination of Local Traffic via an indirect interconnection:

Local Termination Rate  $0.035 per minute 
	Petitioner’s forward looking costs are in excess of $0.035.  As Petitioners have other TTAs with a $0.035 rate, this is the appropriate rate for these TTAs.
	Rate for termination of intraMTA Traffic :  $0.015 per minute
	Analysis and appropriate adjustment of the RLECs’ uniform cost study demonstrates that the cost of terminating traffic is approximately 1/8th the cost claimed by the RLECs.  T-Mobile’s offer of $.015 would more than adequately cover the RLECs’ forward-looking costs of terminating T-Mobile traffic.
	

	What intraMTA rate should be adopted for intraMTA T-Mobile traffic terminating to Mid-Missouri?
	7c
	Appendix 1
	Rates for termination of Local Traffic via an indirect interconnection:

Local Termination Rate  $0.035 per minute 
	Petitioner’s forward looking costs are in excess of $0.035.  As Petitioners have other TTAs with a $0.035 rate, this is the appropriate rate for these TTAs.
	Rate for termination of intraMTA Traffic :  $0.015 per minute
	Analysis and appropriate adjustment of the RLECs’ uniform cost study demonstrates that the cost of terminating traffic is approximately 1/8th the cost claimed by the RLECs.  T-Mobile’s offer of $.015 would more than adequately cover the RLECs’ forward-looking costs of terminating T-Mobile traffic.
	

	What intraMTA rate should be adopted for intraMTA T-Mobile traffic terminating to Northeast?


	7d
	Appendix 1
	Rates for termination of Local Traffic via an indirect interconnection:

Local Termination Rate  $0.035 per minute 
	Petitioner’s forward looking costs are in excess of $0.035.  As Petitioners have other TTAs with a $0.035 rate, this is the appropriate rate for these TTAs.
	Rate for termination of intraMTA Traffic :  $0.015 per minute
	Based on the evidence, this rate more than fully compensates the Petitioners for the costs they appropriately incur in terminating T-Mobile-generated traffic.
	

	Are Petitioners required to compensate T-Mobile for landline-to-mobile intraMTA calls?
	8a
	Sections 2.7 and  1.1
	Silent in 4.1.1; Section 1.1 states: This Agreement does not cover traffic for which the originating party has contracted with an Interexchange Carrier ("IXC") to assume responsibility for terminating the traffic, traffic involuntarily tariffed pursuant to mandate, direction, or order of a regulatory body, such as ILEC’s Metropolitan Calling Area traffic, or traffic originated by an IXC pursuant to the IXC’s rate schedules, tariffs, end-users contracts, or presubscription rules
	No.   IXC traffic is not subject to reciprocal compensation.  It is subject to access compensastion, and it is the IXC’s responsibility to compensate T-Mobile, not Petitioners’.  
	at the end of the sentence in 4.1.1:  “.. , and such Compensation for Local Traffic shall be reciprocal and symmetrical.”  In Section 2.7:  “Local Traffic under this Agreement is traffic between ILEC and TMUSA that, at the beginning of the call, originates and terminates within the same Major Trading Area.” 
	Yes.  The obligation to pay compensation for intraMTA traffic runs in both directions, i.e.,  for both mobile-to-land, and land-to-mobile traffic, regardless of the type of interconnection or the use of intermediate carriers to deliver the traffic for termination.  To deny compensation to T-Mobile is to deprive it of its right to seek compensation for the costs it incurs in terminating land-to-mobile calls.
	

	Are the Petitioners required to compensate T-Mobile for call termination of all intraMTA traffic, including traffic they send to a T-Mobile customer with a ported number?
	9
	Section 1.1
	This Agreement shall not apply to traffic or calls completed by either Party in compliance with any obligation to port numbers of the former customers of one Party when that customer takes service from the other Party.
	Petitioners have suspensions and modifications from performing intermodal LNP.  Today there are no ported numbers.  Petitioners agree that Petitioners’ Language should not be incorporated into the TTAs adopted.
	Delete language proposed by the Petitioners.
	Yes.  There is no distinction between the types of traffic sent to T-Mobile, based on the number of the phone of the T-Mobile customers to whom land-to-mobile traffic is sent.  When the Petitioners begin to port numbers to T-Mobile, or other wireline carriers port numbers to T-Mobile, the obligation to compensate T-Mobile for terminating traffic to those numbers shall apply.
	

	If T-Mobile does not measure landline-to-mobile traffic, should the formula T-Mobile proposes for determining such landline to mobile traffic, which takes the volume of mobile to landline traffic, divides it by 65%, and then multiplies that result by 35%, be used to determine the amount of landline to mobile intraMTA traffic?
	10
	Section 5.1.3
	Silent
	No.  IXC traffic is not reciprocal compensation traffic, and is not within the scope of the TTAs.   Were such traffic to be included, the TTAs should require measurement and determination of actual volumes, and not rely upon such a gross, unsubstantiated method of quantifying traffic.
	5.1.3. ILEC will calculate the amount T-Mobile owes ILEC based on one hundred (100) percent of the traffic originated by T-Mobile and terminated to ILEC.  ILEC will calculate the estimated ILEC traffic terminating to T-Mobile based on the following formula: Total Minutes of Use will be calculated based on total IntraMTA MOUs (identified by CTUSR records plus records of intraMTA calls handed off to IXCs or other mutually acceptable calculation), divided by 0.65 (sixty-five percent). The Total Minutes of Use will then be multiplied by 0.35 (thirty-five percent) to determine the traffic originated by ILEC and terminated to T-Mobile.  ILEC will bill T-Mobile based on the total amount T-Mobile owes ILEC minus the amount ILEC owes T-Mobile
	Yes.  The formula which T-Mobile proposes would allow for a realistic measure of the flow of traffic in both directions.  The practical impact would allow the Petitioners to bill for the costs they incur, at the rate determined in this Arbitration, and T-Mobile would not have to bill the Petitioners because of the netting of the traffic flows according to the formula.
	

	Depending upon the resolution of Issue 8, should the TTAs include an explicit statement that the compensation obligation for intraMTA traffic is reciprocal and symmetrical?
	12a
	Sections 2.7 and 4.1.1
	Silent in 4.1.1; Section 1.1 states: This Agreement does not cover traffic for which the originating party has contracted with an Interexchange Carrier ("IXC") to assume responsibility for terminating the traffic, traffic involuntarily tariffed pursuant to mandate, direction, or order of a regulatory body, such as ILEC’s Metropolitan Calling Area traffic, or traffic originated by an IXC pursuant to the IXC’s rate schedules, tariffs, end-users contracts, or presubscription rules.
	No. IXC traffic is not reciprocal compensation traffic, and is not within the scope of the TTAs.   As there is no landline to mobile reciprocal compensation traffic, T-Mobile’s language is inappropriate.  
	at the end of the sentence in 4.1.1  “.. , and such Compensation for Local Traffic shall be reciprocal and symmetrical.”  In Section 2.7:  “Local Traffic under this Agreement is traffic between ILEC and TMUSA that, at the beginning of the call, originates and terminates within the same Major Trading Area.” 
	Yes.  The obligation to pay compensation for intraMTA traffic runs in both directions, i.e.,  for both mobile-to-land, and land-to-mobile traffic, regardless of type of interconnection or the use of intermediate carriers to deliver the traffic for termination.  To deny compensation to T-Mobile is to deprive it of its right to seek compensation for the costs it incurs in terminating land-to-mobile calls.
	

	What dates should be selected as the effective dates for the respective TTAs, and inserted into the first introductory paragraph of the TTAs?
	13
	Preamble
	Petitioners Agree January 13, 2005 is the appropriate effective date.
	January 13, 2005.
	January 13, 2005
	The Petitioners served their Bona Fide Requests for negotiation on January 13, 2005.  Since the negotiation and arbitration process began on that date, it should be the effective date of each of the four Traffic Termination Agree-ments.
	

	Do the Petitioners have the right to discriminate against T-Mobile by requiring their customers to dial 1+ to reach all T-Mobile customers, including those with telephone numbers in the same locale?
	16
	
	No such discrimination exists.
	Petitioners are not certificated to provide interexchange traffic, only local traffic and exchange access service.  Petitioners’ tariffed local callling scopes do not include T-Mobile NPA/NXXs, which do not have a local residence or presence in Petitioners’ exchanges.  As a consequence, Petitioners’ customers are required to dial 1+, and Petitioners are required to deliver this traffic to chosen IXCs, or be in violation of slamming rules.  This 1+ traffic belongs to the chosen IXC, which is responsible to pay T-Mobile terminating access compensation.  Petitioners do not provision these calls as their traffic.  Petitioners are the access customers of the IXC to whom this traffic belongs.  
	
	No.  This is a blatant form of discrimination against T-Mobile and, presumably, all other wireless carriers.  This dialing pattern turns every call to a T-Mobile customer into a toll call, or, at a minimum, it indicates to the calling party that the call may carry toll charges.  This will inevitably individuals from placing calls to T-Mobile wireless phones.  This will  have an adverse impact on the ability of T-Mobile and other wireless carriers to compete with the RLECs.
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