 Line Splitting Minutes from CMP
June 8, 2005
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 currently scheduled for 1:00 PM CDT as a regular agenda item. 

Project Updates: 
Bill Greenlaw (SBC) reviewed Line Splitting CRs/projects as noted below: 
	UNE Line Splitting (if and to the extent available)  to UNE Line Splitting (if and to the extent available)
	CLEC on-line updates completed for all regions – Scenario 6 of Line Splitting document outlines the UNE Line Splitting to UNE Line Splitting scenario    

	LWC to 271 Line Splitting 
	CR50159 –  June 2005 target has been slipped.   This CR is now targeted for the Sept 2005 mini-release.    SBC (Bill) indicated that internal stakeholders are aware of the need to get this in prior to the LWC Phase 2 conversion activity that will start in mid-September 2005.      Clarified during call that the CR will apply for LSOR 6.06 and above.  

	LWC to 271 Line Splitting (flowthrough)
	CR50240 – CR  not committed at this time.   Could be slipped into mid-late 2006.  

	
	


DLEC Right of First Refusal
SBC (Bill) advised that the current SBC position on DLEC Right of First Refusal has not changed .    No CLECs representatives raised any issues regarding this topic, so SBC advised that this will be considered closed until further notice.   
Other Discussion:
SBC (Bill)  reiterated  that the LSC is still reporting random examples  CLEC not including the requisite DL pages on single LSR requests to migrate from UNE Line splitting to UNE-P (if and as available) or LWC – and reemphasized that  with the exception of the West region, the standard new connect rules should follow for the single LSR Line Split to UNE-P(if and as available) or LWC process.
Talk (Page) questioned whether the DTM process would impact NRC pricing for LWC Clefs versus the planned flowthrough enhancement in CR50240 that is yet to be committed.    SBC (Bill) explained that the NRCs in LWC are standardized between mechanized and manual and that any request that is submitted via the OSSs (LEX or EDI) would be billed the mechanized service order NRCs regardless of flowthrough status.   

Reviewed scenario matrix as updated by MCI last month. – during walkthough it was agreed to revise the matrix further and make it more applicable to post-TRRO environment (see below).
Question arose as to whether SBC retail is reusing the loop when they execute a Winback order on an existing Line Split accounts.    SBC (Bill) advised that previous examples have shown that the data loop is not reused, but will verify that process.  

Question arose as to what testing window CLECs will get with respect to doing any internal testing with respect to CR50159.    SBC (Bill) advised there is really no code changes that would impact CLECs on this CR, but will check on that further.   

Action Items:

· SBC (Bill) will redo priority matrix to reflect the scenarios relative to TRRO and discussion will continue next month on those scenarios – specifically with respect to line loss. 
Agenda Attached:
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Agenda for June 2005  CMP Line Splitting discussion 


June 8, 2005 // 1:00pm CST


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

UNE Line Splitting to UNE Line Splitting (if and as available)

· CLEC on-line now updated with scenario in handbook in all regions


NEW – Local Wholesale Complete to 271 Line Splitting 


· CR50159 – targeted for September 2005 mini-release

· CR50240 (mechanized flowthrough of CR50159) – explained that CR50240 is focused on mechanizing LWC to 271 Line Splitting (peeling off from CR30933) – targeting expedited March 2006 release at this point

Discussion related to Issues from previous CMP meeting: 

· Update of Prioritization Matrix – for Line Loss scenarios

· DLEC Right of First Refusal – discussion of SBC position and CLEC proposal(s) regarding issue of Right of First Refusal on data capable loop.   

Open Discussion


