October Line Splitting Minutes from CMP
October 6, 2004
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.

The Line Splitting discussion is scheduled for 1:00 PM CST as a regular ongoing agenda item (moving to this time effective with the November 2004 AR CMP meeting). 

Project Updates: 
Bill Greenlaw (SBC) reviewed Line Splitting CRs noting that the updated issues logs are scheduled to be completed and posted to CLEC Online by the end of the week.  Bill reported on the following:

	UNE Line Splitting to UNE-P (if and to the extent available)
	CR30832 is committed for December 2004

	
	CR40168 is opened but no commitment date; will more than likely be cancelled

	Line Sharing to UNE Line splitting (if and to the extent available)
	CR30933 is targeted for July 2005

	Line Splitting to Line Sharing with LNP
	CR40127 is committed for December 2004

	Shortened DD Interval for xDSL loops
	CR40139 still targeted for March 2005

	UNE Line Splitting (if and to the extent available)  to UNE Line Splitting (if and to the extent available)
	CR40112 has been cancelled.  Development of REQTYP F, ACT V will be accomplished without a CR.  Internal testing of new process(es) tentatively targeted for November/December 2004.  (Subsequent verification made – LSOR already allows for REQ/ACT type in question)    

	RECCKT Requirements in SBC SW for UNE-P to UNE Line Splitting (if and to the extent available)
	CR10619 is committed for December 2004

	
	


Birch asked if the CRs projected for the March release are considered committed to which SBC noted that only the December 2004 release items have been committed, the items targeted for March 2005 OSS release will be committed in a timeframe around approximately 120 days from the release date.   

PORT Flowthrough – West region

MCI questioned the status of implementing the CR to address PORT flowthrough in the West region.   Bill advised that currently this project is not the scope of any OSS release due to a number of factors, notably the limited volume relative to other projects and the regulatory uncertainty currently with respect to the long-term future of the ULS Port offering.   MCI responded that part of the reason for the limited volume is the difference in NRC between the mechanized and semi-mechanized NRCs in CA.   Bill indicated that SBC also considers volume of similar products/processes relative to the embedded base as a whole in other regions as well to try to balance the assessment against a unique factor in one region (such as the billing NRC issue in the West) and if permanent rules potentially bring the Unbundled Local Switch port into wider availability again, then  SBC would certainly scope the issue again for a future release.    Logix brought up the issue of using possible  enhancements for a data solution in the private commercial agreements and that REQ F enhancements could be considered part of that.    Bill advised that the commercial agreements and products being negotiated therein are unique to each carrier, so it is hard to use that as the impetus for effectuating an enhancement across the REQTYPE based that speculation alone.   However, in closing, Bill agreed to check internally with respect to what, if any, enhancements are in scope for the commercial offerings that could potentially impact this issue. 

DLEC Right of First Refusal
Bill stated that SBC is waiting on the next exchange on the CLECs ‘Right of First Refusal’.  John Berard responded that the letter is being redrafted and will be sent to all participating ILECs for review one more time.  In response to a question about the draft AL reference number, Bill explained that the AL hasn’t been assigned a number yet until the CLEC review is complete and we have concurrence on the contact.   Of course, the ultimate bi-product of this exchange will be a new Accessible Letter issued by SBC to reflect the current position on DLEC ‘Right of First Refusal’ (this will replace AL CLECALL04-054 issued 3/31/04). 
ACTL Sharing
SBC also advised that the process issue brought forth in the September 2004 CLEC User Forum with respect to enabling ACTLs to be shared between the voice CLEC and DLEC partners has been closed.   The information for the MW, SW and East regions already was on CLEC on-line last month and the issue had been closed in CUF.   However, the information in the West region was updated and is now published on CLEC on-line, so this issue should be closed for all regions.  
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