 Line Splitting Minutes from CMP
January 11, 2006 (Revised)
Line Splitting Discussion

The minutes from the Line Splitting discussion will follow the existing process and will be posted to the Line Splitting section of the CMP web site.  
NOTE:  The Line Splitting discussion is currently scheduled for  1:20pm CST during the monthly CMP meeting
Project Updates
No open projects to report on. 
DLEC Right of First Refusal
AT&T (Bill) indicated draft letter forwarded back to Covad (Liz / John) for review before posting for “global” CLEC review and issuance of AL.  
Loop Splitting 
AT&T (Bill) advised that AT&T continues to be ready to offer the collo-to-collo cabling option as currently available in applicable tariffs.    Process would involve the CLEC submitting a collocation application to request the augmentation and then be subject to standard collocation installation intervals.   However, any development of a loop splitting arrangement whereby the cross-connections are terminated (and in effect managed) at the AT&T MDF is not currently available or under development.    AT&T’s original position that we would entertain this on an ICB business-to-business relationship remains open – any CLEC wanting to pursue this would need to work directly with their account teams to facilitate further discussion exchange forecasts, etc in order to initiate that process.    

Other Discussion:

CCR05-019  - AT&T (Bill) addressed the issues that were outlined in the CCR05-019 that Covad has opened that requests SBC to enable CLECs to utilize a single LSR process to enable a CLEC to order a migration from Line Sharing to a UNE xDSL loop and port the telephone number  associated with the retail voice service to a third party switch.    Covad asserted the requested change was an obligation pursuant to the TRO TRRO  and that no distinction in the language required that the voice provider be the issuer of an LSR for loop with number port.    AT&T (Bill) advised that AT&T does not view this enhancement as a mandatory requirement, as AT&T currently does allow a single LSR process (REQ B / ACT V) for Line Sharing to xDSL loop w/LNP as long as the switch provider porting in the telephone number is submitting the request.    Furthermore, AT&T allows the third party switching arrangement to be facilitated via a 2 LSR process.    Covad noted how burdensome the existing two LSR process was, requiring two entities coordinate to issue separate orders utilizing AT&T’s RPON process and then having every order manually linked by AT&T upon receipt. 
Covad cited an example where AT&T had allowed the single LSR process to be used in the 3rd party switching arrangement in fall 2005 and then made changes to prevent that from continuing, so it has been confirmed as being possible.   AT&T (Bill) explained that the changes were made to stop the single LSR process in that scenario, that was due to the fact that it impacted the switch provider’s ability to send any other Number Portability orders to AT&T and the table update that was originally done that allowed the single LSR process to be used was in error, not the correction made later to prevent it from continuing.    Covad reiterated that the  order requested of AT&T (loop with number port) was to reuse the existing loop and port out the telephone number from AT&T switch and that the requirements imposed by NPAC were separate and distinct from that ordering process.  Covad additionally pointed out that the system   edit  imposed by AT&T’s is  not  documented in the LSOR technical specifications (i.e. that there is no business rule that states the voice provider must be the issuer of the LSR), thus the system was defective and the edit should be removed.  Covad identified that the Industry supports this type of request because all ILECs but AT&T allow a  single LSR regardless of which Entity issues the order.  
AT&T (SBC) advised that CCR05-019 could still be viewed as a potential project, but it  would be viewed as discretionary (not as a mandate ) and given the relatively low volumes of orders impacted by this type of process, it may not meet the criteria needed to get a commitment for an upcoming release date – certainly not one in 2006.   Covad stated it maintains AT&T has not yet met its obligation and reiterated that the system is defective.  Logix suggested that AT&T identify what would result if the edit was relaxed to determine if it would be a workable solution.  
After much additional discussion, AT&T (Bill) did agree to come back to the next CMP meeting with more detail as to why the request being made by Covad in CCR05-019 can’t be facilitated by a simple table change or relaxing of the edit.      Furthermore, AT&T (Bill) acknowledged recent examples in West region with respect to coordination issues on the 2 LSR process.    AT&T (Bill) advised that the LSC and appropriate M&P and product contacts are in the process of resolving those issues and will be sharing those key learnings with the other regions to ensure any future issues are minimized.   
Agenda Attached:
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Agenda for January 2006  CMP Line Splitting discussion 

January 11, 2006// 1:20pm CST

Project Updates:  Review timelines for existing Line Splitting projects in scope for upcoming releases:

· None targeted currently  

Open Issues: 

· Draft Accessible Letter on DLEC Right-of-First-Refusal

· Loop Splitting discussion – follow-up from December 2005 meeting

· CCR05-019 

Open Discussion


