MCI Worldcom Asia Pte Ltd comments on the proposed MCA.

> 1. Clause 5 -- It only covers confidential information disclosed during

> NEGOTIATIONS (i.e. pre-signing of the interconnection agreement).  Most

> NDAs also cover confidential information disclosed after negotiations and

> during the duration of the interconnection agreement.  Which implies that

> any confidential information disclosed after negotiations will not be

> protected.  Alternatively, the MCA should be amended so that it covers

> confidential information disclosed pursuant to the interconnection

> agreement.

>

> 2. Clause 9 -- This clause does not allow the Receiving Party to

> disclose confidential information to its bankers and financial advisers

> without the prior written consent of the disclosing party.  This is not

> standard and may cause potential problems -- e.g.  what if a deposit or

> bank guarantee is required?  What if a licensee in the middle of a

> merger/acquisition and need to disclose to their financial advisors that

> they are negotiating an interconnection agreement with SingTel?  This

> clause should be deleted and bankers/financial advisers should fall within

> clause 8.

>

> 3. Clause 14(d) -- what is an emergency organisation in Singapore and

> why would they need to know confidential information?  Emergency

> organisation should either be defined, or this clause deleted completely.

>

> 4. Clause 14(e) -- this clause allows confidential information to be

> disclosed to resolve disputes under AN  interconnection agreement, meaning

> Singtel can use the licensee confidential information to resolve disputes

> with other carriers.  This needs to be restricted so that the specific

> licensee confidential information can only be used to resolve disputes

> under an interconnection agreement between that specific licensee and

> Singtel only.

>

> 5. Clause 15 -- the Disclosing Party should be provided notice as soon

> as practicable, and NOT after disclosure of the information.  The

> Disclosing Party should be given time, if possible, to argue against

> non-disclosure.

>

> 6. Clause 20 -- 5 years is a long time, especially in our industry.  In

> 5 years, such information will be obsolete.  Our standard is 2 to 3 years.

>

